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The origin of the prompt emission of gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) is still subject to debate
because of the not-well-constrained jet composition, location of the emission region, and
mechanism with which γ-rays are produced1. For the bursts whose emission is dominated
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by non-thermal radiation, two leading paradigms are internal shock model invoking colli-
sions of matter-dominated shells2 and internal-collision-induced magnetic reconnection and
turbulence (ICMART) model invoking collisions of magnetically-dominated shells3. These
two models invoke different emission regions2, 3 and have distinct predictions on the origin
of light curve variability4, 5 and spectral evolution6, 7. The second brightest GRB in history,
GRB230307A8–11, provides an ideal laboratory to study the details of GRB prompt emission
thanks to its extraordinarily high photon statistics and the single broad pulse shape char-
acterized by an energy-dependent fast-rise-exponential-decay (FRED) profile12–16. Here we
demonstrate that its broad pulse is composed of many rapidly variable short pulses, rather
than being the superposition of many short pulses on top of a slow component. Such a feature
is consistent with the ICMART picture, which envisages many mini-jets due to local mag-
netic reconnection events in a large emission zone far from the GRB central engine3, 5, 17–20,
but raises a great challenge to the internal shock model that attributes fast and slow vari-
ability components to shocks at different radii with the emission being the superposition of
various components21. The results provide strong evidence for a Poynting-flux-dominated jet
composition of this bright GRB.

The extremely bright GRB 230307A was firstly reported by the Gravitational wave high-
energy electromagnetic counterpart all-sky monitor (GECAM)9 with trigger time of 15:44:06.650
UT on 7 March 2023 (denoted as T0). The Lobster Eye Imager for Astronomy (LEIA, the pathfinder
of the Einstein Probe mission) also observed its prompt emission in the soft X-ray band11. While
the burst’s duration (measured as T90) of about 41 seconds aligns with the category of long-duration
GRBs, the association of a kilonova10 and its unique properties in the prompt emission strongly
suggest its origin from a compact binary merger event11.

Despite of the extraordinary brightness, unsaturated data record by GECAM enable us to
accurately characterize the temporal properties of GRB 230307A (see Methods). The GECAM
time-binned net count rate as a function of time in different energy bands (multi-band light curves
hereafter) show a typical FRED profile (left panel of Figure 1). Therefore, we use a conventional
parameterization of the FRED profile 22 (“Norris05" hereafter)

L(t) ∝ 1

exp( τr
t−ts

+ t−ts
τd

)
, (1)

to fit the light curves in each energy bands. In the above formulation, ts is the starting instance
of the pulse, τr and τd are the rising and decaying time scales, respectively. The fitting results
are listed in Table 1. The peak time tp and the width w of the pulse are therefore defined as:
tp = ts +

√
τrτd and w = τr + τd. It can be seen in figure 2 that there is a clear energy dependence

2



in both w and t̃p ≡ tp − ts, as commonly observed in GRB broad pulses. In the energy range
from 6 keV to 300 keV, the w −E and t̃p −E relations are both in a power law function, with the
power index -0.36+0.05

−0.06 and -0.37+0.05
−0.06, respectively. Above ∼ 300 keV, the energy dependence on

both w and t̃p saturate. This highly correlated w − E and t̃p − E relationship implies self-similar
profiles across different energy bands, a feature that has also been reported for other bursts in the
literature14, 22–24. For the details of the broad feature fitting see Methods.

In order to further demonstrate the self-similar feature of the slow varying profile, we smooth
the light curves in a non-parametrical way, and manifest their shape identity after energy-dependent
re-scaling in time (see Methods). We stack all the re-scaled and smoothed light curves in the left
panel of extended data Figure 1. It can be obviously shown that, the shape of the profiles in
different energy bands can be "stretched" in time domain into an identical shape with an energy
dependent scaling factor. The scaling factor as a function of energy is plotted in the right panel of
extended data Figure 1.

The self-similarity inspired us to propose another formulation of FRED profile, with one less
parameter than that of Norris05:

L(t) ∝ t− ts
τ

exp(−t− ts
τ

). (2)

We fit the multi-band light curves again with the new FRED formulation. The results of
fitting are listed in Methods. The sole time scale parameter τ shows a similar energy dependence
on energy, τ ∝ E−0.35+0.05

−0.05 , from 6 to 300 keV, and shows a hint of shallower energy dependence
above ∼ 300 keV (Figure 2). In the new formulation, one can define peak time as tp = ts + τE ,
where we denote the τ in the E channel with τE . The width of the FRED profile also scales as τE .
Therefore, the found τ − E dependence can naturally result in the w − E and t̃p − E relations.

Beside the self-similar FRED profile of the broad feature of GRB0307A’s light curve, the ex-
traordinary brightness of the burst allows us to study the fast varying temporal structures. From the
residuals of the light curves (upper right panel of Figure 1), one can see that there are many rapidly-
varying short pulses. One noticeable feature is that even the broad pulse has a clear energy depen-
dence, the short time spikes and dips appear to align at the same instances across different energy
bands. We further demonstrate this alignment of the fast temporal features by cross-correlations
among multi-band light curve residuals. As shown in the lower right panel of Figure 1, the peaks
are perfectly aligned across the full energy band. This immediately excludes the attempt to explain
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Figure 1: Temporal analysis of the GECAM multi-band light curves of GRB 230307A.
Left: The black histograms are binned net count rates (with background subtracted); The blue
solid curves are best-fit FRED model with the Norris05 formulation, while the blue dashed curves
are the best-fit with our new FRED formulation. Gray shadowed regions (the precursor and the
dip) are ignored in the fitting. All error bars represent 1σ uncertainties of the net count rates.
Upper right: The residuals of the net light curves after fitting with the new FRED formulation.
Lower right: The cross-correlation between the multi-band residuals and that in the 6-30 keV
channel. The vertical dotted line indicates the zero lag time.
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Figure 2: The fitted FRED formulation parameters as a function of energy. The vertical error
bars indicate the 1σ uncertainties of the fitted parameters, while the horizontal error bars indicate
the ranges of the energy bins.

the self-similar stretchable feature of the multi-band light curves as relativistic time-dilation, as a
time-dilation effect would stretch both slow and fast varying pulses together.

We show that some of these prominent short duration structures can be fitted with individual
short pulses (see Methods). The negative residuals, most prominently the dip at around ∼18 s
in all energy bands, essentially excludes the possibility that short time structures are added onto
a broad pulse component. It is also difficult to explain this dip as absorption, since the effective
optical depth shows an energy dependence which no known absorption mechanism can reproduce
(see Methods). The most likely explanation is that, the broad pulse of the light curves is composed
of many fast pulses, and the dips are gaps between successive short pulses (see Methods).

The aforementioned results serve as important tests on the GRB prompt emission models.
The internal shock models interpret short-time variabilities as a result of collisions of pairs of
shells. As a result, the typical emission region is at2, 4 RIS ∼ Γ2cδt ≃ (3×1014 cm)(Γ/100)2(δt/1 s)

from the central engine, where Γ ∼ 100 is the bulk Lorentz factor of the GRB, and δt ∼ 1

s is the typical variability time scale of the fast component. Within such a scenario, the broad
pulse should be defined as the history of the central engine activity, which should be the same
for all energy bands. The clear energy-dependence of the broad pulse abandons this interpre-
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tation and has to appeal to another internal shock at a much larger emission radius defined by
R2 ∼ Γ2c∆t ∼ (1.2 × 1016 cm)(Γ/100)2(∆t/40 s) to interpret the slow component, where
∆t ∼ 40 s is the timescale of the broad pulse, which is essentially the GRB duration itself. Within
such a picture, the observed emission should be the superposition between the fast and slow com-
ponents, but the very deep, achromatic dip at around 18 s has essentially ruled out this possibility.
We therefore conclude that the internal shock model is clearly disfavored.

The ICMART model, on the other hand, offers a natural interpretation to the data. Within this
model3, 5, 17, only the slow component with a characteristic timescale ∆t is related to the central en-
gine activity duration and hence, the typical thickness of the magnetic blobs. The collision site be-
tween two magnetically-dominated shells is at RICMART = R2 ∼ (1.2×1016 cm)(Γ/100)2(∆t/40 s).
The rapid-varying fast component with timescale δt, on the other hand, is related to the emission
timescale of local mini-jets within the global emission zone. The broad pulse is simply the super-
position of emission of many mini-jets. No underlying slow component is needed. Significant dips
are allowed, especially during the decay phase when high-latitude emission starts to play a role.
The location of the dip is consistent with such a phase11. Because the fast pulses originate from
local mini-jet events, the broad-band emission of the fast component is related to the dynamics of
the mini-jets and therefore perfectly aligned in time.

The general trend of energy-dependent peak time and duration is naturally expected within
the framework of the ICMART model. Unlike the internal shock model that attributes different
short pulses as emission from different emitting fluids, the ICMART model suggests that the emis-
sion of the entire broad pulse originates from the same fluid as it expands in space. The magnetic
field strength in the emission region decays with radius due to expansion25, leading to rolling down
of the characteristic synchrotron emission frequency with time. As result, higher energy emission
peaks earlier and lasts shorter than lower energy emission7, 26. The general trend of model predic-
tion matches the observations well7, even though the self-similarity revealed from the data may
require special model parameters, which may be related to the details of magnetic turbulence and
reconnection in the emission region, and thus provide new insights into the physics of gamma-ray
bursts.
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1 Method

Observations GECAM is a dedicated all-sky gamma-ray monitor constellation funded by the
Chinese Academy of Sciences, and now consists of three telescopes, i.e. GECAM-A and GECAM-
B27 micro-satellties launched together on December 10, 2020, and GECAM-C (also called High
Energy Burst Searcher, HEBS)28 onboard SATech-01 experimental satellite launched on July 27,
2022. There are two kinds of detectors in each GECAM telescope: Gamma-Ray Detectors (GRDs)
and Charged Particle Detectors (CPDs). GRDs are the main detector of GECAM, each of which is
composed of a scintillator and an array of SiPMs. There are 25 GRDs onboard each of GECAM-A
and GECAM-B, and 12 GRDs onboard GECAM-C.

GRB 230307A triggered GECAM-B in real-time at 15:44:06.650 UT on 7 March 2023 (de-
noted as T0) and also detected by GECAM-C and other gamma-ray monitors (e.g. Fermi/GBM,
Konus-Wind), while GECAM-A was offline at that time. The real-time alert data was trans-
mitted instantly with the Global Short Message Communication of Beidou satellite navigation
system29, 30, and processed by the automatic pipeline of GECAM31, based on which the extreme
brightness of GRB 230307A was firstly reported by GECAM to the community9, initiating many
multi-wavelength follow-up observations32, 33.

Thanks to the dedicated design of instrument28, 34, neither GECAM-B nor GECAM-C suf-
fered from data saturation during the whole burst of GRB 230307A despite of its extreme brightness11.
High quality of GECAM data allow us to accurately measure the temporal and spectral properties
of GRB 230307A. GRD04 of GECAM-B and GRD01 of GECAM-C are selected for the analysis
of light curves because of their smallest incident angle to the direction of GRB 230307A. These
two detectors both operate in two readout channels: high gain (HG) and low gain (LG), which are
independent in terms of data processing, transmission, and dead-time.

At the time of this burst, GECAM-C GRDs have a lower energy detection threshold of about
6 keV (owing to less radiation damage on SiPM) while GECAM-B GRDs have a relatively higher
energy detection threshold of about 30 keV. For GRD04 of GECAM-B, the energy range of HG
channel data are used from about 30 keV to 300 keV while the energy range of LG channel data
are used from about 300 keV to 1000 keV. For GRD01 of GECAM-C, only HG channel data are
used with the energy range from 6 keV to 30 keV. Though the response of GRD01 of GECAM-C
for 6-15 keV and GRD04 of GECAM-B for 300-700 keV is affected by the electronics, this does
not have any effect on the analysis of light curves.
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The background of GECAM-B is estimated by fitting the data from T0-50 s to T0-5 s and
T0+160 s to T0+200 s with the first order polynomials. The background of GECAM-C is estimated
by fitting the data from from T0-20 s to T0-1 s and T0+170 s to T0+600 s with a combination of the
first and second-order exponential polynomials11.

Time-binned light curve and broad pulse fitting We divide the data into eight energy bands (1st
to 8th channels), namely 6-30 keV, where the data are from GECAM-C; 30-70 keV, 70-100 keV,
100-150 keV, 150-200 keV, 200-300 keV, 300-500 keV and 500-1000 keV, where the data are from
GECAM-B. The counts are binned every one second, and the background is subtracted to calculate
the net count rate. The multiband net count rates are then fitted to both FRED formulation with
Norris05 and our new FRED function (equations 1,2). The fittings are done with the maximum
likelihood method, which can be expressed as lnL =

∑
i
(DATAi−MODELi)

2

σ2
i

by assuming a Gaussian
distribution of the observed net count rate, where the subscript i runs over all time bins from -4 s to
100 s (excluding 0 s to 1 s and 16 s to 20 s). The posteriors of the fitted parameters are found with
a Monte Carlo Markov Chain (MCMC) method. The fitted parameters are listed in extended data
Table 1.

In the upper-right panel of Figure 1, we plot the the FRED parameters, namely w and t̃p of
Norris05 profile and τ of the new FRED profile, as functions of energy. The vertical error bars
are the uncertainties of the fitted parameters, and the horizontal error bars indicate the width of
each band. We fit power law relations between the FRED parameters and their corresponding
energies. The power law fitting include the points from the 1st to the 6th channels (6-300 keV).
The power index are -0.36+0.05

−0.06, -0.37+0.05
−0.06 and -0.35+0.05

−0.05 for w − E, t̃p − E and τ − E relations
respectively. The uncertainties of the power index are found with Monte-Carlo samplings of the
FRED parameters and E from their distributions. The distributions of the FRED parameters are
assumed to be Gaussian with their fitted uncertainties, while the distribution of the energy is the
corresponding energy deposition spectrum in each band.

Profile self-similarity checking In the left panel of extended data Figure 1, we stack the time
re-scaled smoothed light curves, to show that the broad features of the light curves in different
energy bands share the identical shapes. The smoothed light curves are convolution between a
Gaussian kernel and the original light curves. The sigma of the Gaussian kernel is 1.5 s. We use
the smoothed light curve in the 500-1000 keV band as the template, and we fit the template to light
curves in other bands, which are scaled by multiplying scaling factors αE to the their time argument
T − T0. It is intuitively shown that the self-similarity of the broad profile, and this conclusion is
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Extended Data Table 1: Fitting results for the net light curves of GRB 230307A. All errors
represent the 1σ uncertainties.

Norris05 New FRED
Energy range τr τd norm ts τ norm ts

(keV) (s) (s) (counts·s−1) (s) (s) (counts·s−1) (s)
6-30 11.11+0.26

−0.26 19.76+0.11
−0.10 2.49+0.05

−0.05 × 104 −3.42+0.09
−0.09 13.74+0.03

−0.03 1.47+0.004
−0.004 × 104 −9.78+0.28

−0.29 × 10−1

30-70 6.84+0.13
−0.13 13.61+0.06

−0.07 2.08+0.04
−0.03 × 104 −1.79+0.04

−0.04 9.43+0.02
−0.02 1.33+0.004

−0.004 × 104 −5.16+0.08
−0.08 × 10−1

70-100 5.46+0.13
−0.12 10.73+0.06

−0.06 1.28+0.03
−0.03 × 104 −1.39+0.04

−0.04 7.56+0.02
−0.02 8.05+0.03

−0.03 × 103 −5.06+0.06
−0.05 × 10−1

100-150 4.55+0.10
−0.10 9.52+0.05

−0.05 1.52+0.03
−0.03 × 104 −1.23+0.03

−0.03 6.67+0.02
−0.02 9.92+0.03

−0.04 × 103 −5.08+0.04
−0.04 × 10−1

150-200 4.51+0.13
−0.12 8.34+0.06

−0.06 1.10+0.03
−0.03 × 104 −1.25+0.04

−0.03 5.98+0.02
−0.02 6.60+0.03

−0.03 × 103 −5.15+0.04
−0.05 × 10−1

200-300 3.99+0.13
−0.12 7.68+0.06

−0.06 9.96+0.28
−0.26 × 103 −1.07+0.04

−0.04 5.48+0.02
−0.02 6.12+0.03

−0.03 × 103 −4.98+0.07
−0.03 × 10−1

300-500 4.37+0.14
−0.15 7.08+0.06

−0.06 1.17+0.04
−0.04 × 104 −1.23+0.04

−0.04 5.19+0.02
−0.02 6.35+0.03

−0.03 × 103 −5.12+0.05
−0.05 × 10−1

500-1000 5.23+0.29
−0.28 6.08+0.09

−0.09 6.66+0.44
−0.40 × 103 −1.38+0.07

−0.07 4.73+0.03
−0.03 2.74+0.02

−0.02 × 103 −4.93+0.29
−0.15 × 10−1

FRED formulation independent. The scaling factor as a function of energy is plotted in the right
panel of extended data Figure 1, which again shows a power law dependence.

Fast pulses After the FRED profiles are removed from the multi-band light curves, the residuals
show fast pulses (Upper right panel of Figure 1). It is shown clearly that the fast temporal structures
are aligned in time across all energy ranges. Here, we further test this temporal alignment with
cross-correlation between the residuals. In the lower right panel of Figure 1, we plot the normalized
correlation coefficient as a function of lag time between the residuals in a certain band and that
in band 6-30 keV. As we can see, all the cross-correlation peak at lag time zero, indicating the
alignment of the fast pulses.

Here we further demonstrate that some of the prominent fast structures can be identified as
small pulses. For instance, we show that the spike at ∼ 3.5 s can be fitted with a pulse profile. We
employ our new FRED formulation to fit the pulse from 3 s to 3.75 s, and find the typical width-E
relation (τ − E in the new FRED formulation) in GRB pulses. In order to show this conclusion is
independent on the pulse profile formulation, we use Gaussian function as an alternative profile to
fit the spike, and obtain the same width-E relation (σ−E with the Gaussian pulse formulation. See
the lower right panel of extended data Figure 2). It can be seen in the left panel of extended data
Figure 2 that the FRED profile results in a better fit than the Gaussian profile. The fitted parameters
are list in extended data Table 2. It is also interesting to observe that this small pulse does not show
spectrum lag of its peak time as the broad pulse. We demonstrate this by cross-correlating between
the small pulses in multi-bands and that in 30-70 keV channel. The lag time together with their
uncertainties as a function of energy is shown in the upper right panel of extended data Figure 2,
where all lag times are almost zero, and we can clearly conclude that the lag time does not depend
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Extended Data Table 2: Light curves fitting results for the fast varying temporal structure of
light curves at about 3.5 s . All errors represent the 1σ uncertainties.

Gaussian New FRED
Energy range µ σ norm τ norm ts

(keV) (s) (s) (counts·s−1) (s) (counts·s−1) (s)
30-70 3.36+0.01

−0.01 3.20+0.11
−0.09 × 10−1 4.78+0.09

−0.09 × 103 2.88+0.09
−0.08 × 10−1 1.37+0.03

−0.03 × 104 2.99+0.01
−0.01

70-100 3.38+0.01
−0.01 2.54+0.07

−0.07 × 10−1 3.64+0.08
−0.08 × 103 2.54+0.07

−0.06 × 10−1 1.02+0.02
−0.02 × 104 3.02+0.003

−0.003

100-150 3.39+0.004
−0.004 2.49+0.06

−0.05 × 10−1 5.09+0.09
−0.09 × 103 2.28+0.07

−0.07 × 10−1 1.47+0.03
−0.03 × 104 3.07+0.01

−0.01

150-200 3.40+0.004
−0.004 2.03+0.04

−0.03 × 10−1 4.08+0.09
−0.09 × 103 1.93+0.05

−0.05 × 10−1 1.15+0.03
−0.03 × 104 3.11+0.003

−0.004

200-300 3.38+0.004
−0.004 1.90+0.04

−0.03 × 10−1 4.24+0.09
−0.10 × 103 1.76+0.04

−0.04 × 10−1 1.23+0.03
−0.03 × 104 3.11+0.003

−0.004

300-500 3.39+0.003
−0.004 1.87+0.03

−0.03 × 10−1 4.46+0.09
−0.09 × 103 1.73+0.04

−0.04 × 10−1 1.30+0.03
−0.03 × 104 3.12+0.003

−0.003

500-1000 3.37+0.004
−0.004 1.46+0.03

−0.03 × 10−1 2.42+0.08
−0.08 × 103 1.42+0.04

−0.04 × 10−1 6.72+0.22
−0.21 × 103 3.13+0.003

−0.003

on energy like the broad pulse.

The dip at ∼ 18 s is another noticeable feature of the multi-band light curves. A natural
attempt is to attribute such a dip to some sort of absorption or geometrical blocking. We define the
effective “optical depth" τop,E in different energy bands as:

exp(−τop,E) =
Cdip,E

Cslow,E

, (3)

where Cdip is the net count rate at the bottom of the dip, which is found with a negative Gaussian
fitting superposed on the FRED of broad pulse fitting from 17 s to 19.5 s (upper left panel of
Extended Data Figure 3); and Cslow is the net count rate of the broad feature. The results of the
fitting with a negative Gaussian is tabulate in extended data Table 3. It is intriguing to find that there
is a power law energy dependence of the effective optical depth, and the best fit power law index
is ∼ 0.4 (the lower left panel of extended data Figure 3). This energy dependence of the optical
depth challenges the absorption picture, for there is no known absorption mechanism whose cross
section proportional to energy to the order of ∼ 0.4.

Here we view the dip as gaps between two successive fast temporal structures. Therefore,
we fit a pulse profile (new FRED formulation) and a rising edge of another pulse (Norris05) to
the dip at each energy bands from ∼17 s to 19.5 s (the upper right panel of extended data Figure
3). The fitted parameters are list in extended data Table 4. The time scale τ of the earlier pulses
as a function of energy is plotted in the lower right panel of extended data Figure 3, which shows
clearly a typical power law energy dependence of pulse width.
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Extended Data Fig. 2: Left: Pulse profile fitting to the fast varying temporal structure at ∼ 3.5 s.
Red and blue dashed lines correspond to new FRED formulation and Gaussian profile respec-
tively. The shadowed region indicates the range of data involved in the fitting. Upper right:
Cross-correlation between the light curves of small pulse in multi-bands as functions of the en-
ergy. Lower right: The fitted width (τ for new FRED and σ for Gaussian profile) of pulse at
∼ 3.5 s as function of energy.
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Extended Data Fig. 3: Upper left: fitting the gap with a FRED profile and a negative Gaussian
function. The shadowed region indicates the range of data involved in the fitting. Lower left: the
effective optical depth defined with equation 3, as a function of energy. Upper right: fitting the
gap with two successive short pulses. The dashed red curves indicate the earlier pulse component,
and the dashed blue curves indicate the rising edge of the later pulse. Cyan curves indicating the
summation of these two components. Lower right: the time scale factor τ for new FRED of the
earlier pulse component in the 18-s dip, as a function of energy.
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Extended Data Table 3: Light curves fitting results for the dip and optical depth. All errors
represent the 1σ uncertainties.

Energy range µ σ Cslow,E Optical Depth
(keV) (s) (s) (counts·s−1)
6-30 18.27+0.01

−0.01 4.68+0.10
−0.09 × 10−1 5.08+0.01

−0.01 × 103 0.94+0.03
−0.02

30-70 18.25+0.01
−0.01 5.51+0.10

−0.10 × 10−1 3.62+0.01
−0.01 × 103 1.55+0.04

−0.04

70-100 18.21+0.01
−0.01 6.13+0.14

−0.13 × 10−1 1.68+0.01
−0.01 × 103 2.07+0.09

−0.08

100-150 18.25+0.01
−0.01 6.99+0.15

−0.15 × 10−1 1.68+0.01
−0.01 × 103 2.25+0.10

−0.09

150-200 18.19+0.01
−0.01 6.70+0.18

−0.18 × 10−1 9.06+0.05
−0.05 × 102 2.55+0.18

−0.15

200-300 18.19+0.01
−0.02 6.77+0.21

−0.20 × 10−1 6.90+0.05
−0.05 × 102 3.35+0.50

−0.33

300-500 18.18+0.02
−0.02 7.26+0.24

−0.23 × 10−1 6.23+0.05
−0.05 × 102 2.67+0.29

−0.20

500-1000 18.12+0.04
−0.04 8.08+0.54

−0.47 × 10−1 2.11+0.03
−0.03 × 102 3.65+1.10

−0.64

Extended Data Table 4: Light curves fitting results for the gap with two successive fast tem-
poral structures. All errors represent the 1σ uncertainties.

pluse before gap pluse after gap additional constant
Energy range ts τ norm ts τr norm constant

(keV) (s) (s) (counts·s−1) (s) (s) (counts·s−1) (counts·s−1)
6-30 16.92+0.06

−0.10 3.19+0.63
−0.37 × 10−1 9.22+0.87

−0.49 × 103 18.13+0.07
−0.08 1.29+0.25

−0.18 1.13+0.19
−0.13 × 104 1.54+0.20

−0.35 × 103

30-70 17.00+0.03
−0.04 2.74+0.30

−0.22 × 10−1 7.24+0.32
−0.28 × 103 18.23+0.04

−0.07 1.10+0.19
−0.08 7.81+1.02

−0.47 × 103 5.20+1.05
−1.48 × 102

70-100 17.03+0.02
−0.03 2.48+0.24

−0.21 × 10−1 3.42+0.15
−0.14 × 103 18.21+0.05

−0.10 1.16+0.31
−0.12 3.76+0.74

−0.32 × 103 1.11+0.46
−0.55 × 102

100-150 17.15+0.02
−0.02 2.21+0.17

−0.14 × 10−1 3.15+0.14
−0.13 × 103 18.23+0.05

−0.07 1.23+0.27
−0.16 3.44+0.67

−0.37 × 103 86.96+14.91
−27.78

150-200 17.07+0.01
−0.02 2.16+0.13

−0.13 × 10−1 1.97+0.10
−0.10 × 103 17.89+0.18

−0.26 2.25+1.28
−0.71 2.98+2.08

−0.90 × 103 17.23+19.08
−12.19

200-300 17.04+0.02
−0.03 2.03+0.12

−0.10 × 10−1 1.63+0.08
−0.09 × 103 17.42+0.24

−0.21 5.09+1.71
−1.55 6.52+5.00

−2.79 × 103 3.32+3.69
−2.44

300-500 17.05+0.02
−0.04 1.95+0.16

−0.13 × 10−1 1.59+0.10
−0.09 × 103 17.30+0.25

−0.15 5.86+1.23
−1.67 6.76+3.92

−2.92 × 103 11.75+7.42
−7.67

500-1000 17.01+0.06
−0.18 1.99+0.34

−0.24 × 10−1 4.43+0.76
−0.55 × 102 17.66+0.32

−0.38 3.69+2.80
−1.90 9.28+16.28

−5.48 × 102 1.91+2.61
−1.42
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Data Availability

The processed data are presented in the tables and figures of the paper, which are available upon
reasonable request.

Code Availability

Upon reasonable requests, the code (mostly in Python) used to produce the results and figures will
be provided.
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