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The highest energy gamma-rays from gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) have im-
portant implications for their radiation mechanism. Here we report for the
first time the detection of gamma-rays up to 13 TeV from the brightest GRB
221009A by the Large High Altitude Air-shower Observatory (LHAASO). The
LHAASO-KM2A detector registered more than 140 gamma-rays with ener-
gies above 3 TeV during 230−900s after the trigger. The intrinsic energy spec-
trum of gamma-rays can be described by a power-law after correcting for ex-
tragalactic background light (EBL) absorption. Such a hard spectrum chal-
lenges the synchrotron self-Compton (SSC) scenario of relativistic electrons
for the afterglow emission above several TeV. Observations of gamma-rays
up to 13 TeV from a source with a measured redshift of z=0.151 hints more
transparency in intergalactic space than previously expected. Alternatively,
one may invoke new physics such as Lorentz Invariance Violation (LIV) or an
axion origin of very high energy (VHE) signals.

One sentence summary: LHAASO detected the highest energy gamma-rays, beyond 10
TeV, from the brightest gamma-ray burst GRB 221009A.
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1 Introduction

Gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) are sudden explosions of gamma-rays that occur in random direc-
tions from cosmological distances. They are the most luminous fireworks in the Universe and
are thought to originate from collapsing massive stars and compact star mergers. Prompt flashes
and long-lasting afterglows have been thoroughly studied, with thousands of GRBs observed in
a wide range of energies from radio waves to megaelectronvolt (MeV) gamma-rays. A frac-
tion of GRBs are also observed with gigaelectronvolt (GeV) gamma-rays. Recently, a hand-
ful of GRBs have been observed in teraelectronvolt (TeV) gamma-rays during the afterglow
period (1–4). The synchrotron self-Compton (SSC) process of relativistic electrons in the af-
terglow has been proposed to explain the origin of the TeV emission (2, 5, 6). However, chal-
lenges (4) have been reported for such a scenario. Observation of the highest energy emission
from GRBs is important to probe the gamma-ray emission mechanism and particle acceleration
processes in GRBs.

The exceptionally bright GRB 221009A (RA=288.264◦, Dec=19.768◦) was detected by
Fermi-GBM on October 9, 2022, at 13:16:59.99 UT (denoted as T0 hereafter) (7), about one
hour earlier than the Swift trigger (8). The GBM light curve consists of two emission episodes:
a single isolated peak from T0 to T0+20s, followed by a longer, extremely bright, multi-pulsed
emission episode from about T0+220s to T0+550s (7). It was also detected by the Large Area
Telescope (Fermi-LAT) with the highest-energy gamma-ray of 99.3 GeV observed 240 seconds
after the GBM trigger (9). This GRB was also clearly observed by many other detectors, such
as Insight-HXMT, GECAM-C (10), and Konus-Wind (11). Follow-up optical observations re-
vealed that the redshift of this GRB is z=0.151 (corresponding to a distance ∼753 Mpc) (12).
The estimated isotropic energy release is about 1055 ergs (7, 10, 11), which denotes it as an
extremely energetic GRB.

2 Results

LHAASO observed GRB 221009A at the highest energy band. LHAASO (13) consists of three
interconnected detectors located at 4,410 m above sea level in Sichuan Province, China. The
sub-arrays, a 78,000 m2 Water Cherenkov Detector Array (WCDA) and a 1.3 km2 Kilometer
Squared Array (KM2A), are dedicated to gamma-ray observations with a wide field-of-view
(FOV). Both arrays can monitor the sky for zenith angles less than 50◦. GRB 221009A entered
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the FOV of LHAASO at around T0-20000s, culminating at a zenith angle of 9.5◦ at T0-7000s,
and left the FOV at T0+6000s. For the first time for a TeV-detected GRB, the observations cover
both the prompt period and the afterglow period. The zenith angles were 28◦ at T0 and 31.5◦

at T0+1000s, which are favorable positions for LHAASO observation. Within 2000s after T0,
more than 5000 gamma-rays at >0.5 TeV were detected by WCDA from GRB 221009A with
significance above 100 s.d. (14). A previous report has focused on the temporal characteristics
of the TeV emission based on WCDA data at lower energies, which revealed the earliest TeV
afterglow from GRB 221009A (15). The light curve includes a sharp rise at T0+230s reaching
the peak at about T0+245s and a following smooth decay with the jet break. Here, we focus on
the spectral results extending to energies above 10 TeV, as measured by KM2A.

KM2A is optimized for gamma-rays with energies from 10 TeV to 10 PeV (16). It also has
sensitivity to detect gamma-rays below 10 TeV with an effective area of 10,000 m2 at 4 TeV and
100,000 m2 at 7 TeV, which overlaps with WCDA. Below 10 TeV, KM2A can still remove 98%
of the cosmic ray background using a “muon-less” content criterion. The angular resolution
is about 1◦ and the energy resolution is around 40%. The count-rate light curve observed by
KM2A is shown in the left panel of Figure 1. The emission started at T0+230s with flux peak
around T0+245s. The emission gradually decreased since T0+300s and faded out after T0+900s.
During the period from T0+230s to T0+900s, 142 events with energies above 3 TeV from the
direction of GRB 221009A were detected, and the cosmic ray background was estimated to
be 16.7. Therefore, the gamma-ray emission was detected with a significance of 20.6 σ. The
position of the GRB was estimated to be RA=288.26◦ ±0.07◦, Dec=19.83◦±0.07◦ using the
KM2A data, which is consistent with that of Fermi-LAT. The significance map can be found in
the right panel of Figure 1.

The KM2A data are divided into two intervals for spectral analysis, according to the light
curve shown in Figure 1, i.e., interval 1 from T0+230s to T0+300s and interval 2 from T0+300s
to T0+900s. We combined the WCDA and KM2A data using a joint forward-folded fit to
determine the spectral energy distribution (SED) of GRB 221009A, which is shown in Figure
2, assuming a log-parabola (denoted as LP) or a power-law with exponential cutoff (denoted as
PLEC) function. WCDA covers the energy range from 0.2 TeV to 7 TeV, and KM2A covers
the energy range from 3 TeV to 20 TeV. Details about the analysis of KM2A data are presented
in the Materials and methods section. More details about the analysis of WCDA data can be
found elsewhere (15). The two measurements are consistent with each other in the overlapping
energies from 3 TeV to 7 TeV. Fitting an LP function, the yielded χ2/ndf , where ndf is the

3



number of degrees of freedom, are 14.1/9 and 37.3/10, respectively. The probability for the
second interval is very low which indicate the LP function is not favored. If fitting an PLEC
function, the yielded χ2/ndf become much better, with 10.1/9 and 18.3/10 for the two time
intervals, respectively. Therefore, the fitting using the PLEC function is better than that using
the LP function. The detailed parameters yielded by these two functions for the two intervals
are listed in Table 1. The spectrum at interval 2 is slightly harder than that of interval 1. Besides
the statistic uncertainty, an addition 7% systematic uncertainty should also exist for the flux
according to (16). It is worth noting that the precise measurement by LHAASO is the first
detection of a cutoff at the high-energy end of a gamma-ray spectrum from a GRB.

With the KM2A energy resolution of about 40% at 10 TeV, the reconstruction of energy of
an event is non-trivial, in particular for very steep spectra, e.g. in the region of an energy cutoff.
To correctly estimate the true energy and corresponding errors of each high energy event, the
probability function of the true energy is constructed for each event, which strongly depends on
the assumption of the spectral function. More details can be found in the material and method
section.

Using the LP function spectra shown in panel A of Figure 2, eight events with reconstructed
energy above 10 TeV were observed during the period from T0+230s to T0+900s. The event
with the maximum energy is at 17.8+7.4

−5.1 TeV. This energy is similar with that reported in the
GCN (14), which is preliminary estimated using the KM2A alone data assuming a power-law
function spectrum. However, if using the PLEC function spectra shown in panel B of Figure
2, the energy of the maximum energy event is 12.2+3.5

−2.4 TeV. If the spectral shape is governed
by the strongly energy-dependent absorption of gamma-rays in collisions with photons of the
Extragalactic Background Light (EBL), which will be discussed later, the highest energy photon
is reconstructed at 12.5+3.2

−2.4 TeV. The energies of each event shown in Figure 1 were obtained
under the PLEC function spectra. The energies of the nine gamma-ray-like events with the
highest energies have been estimated under three spectra, i.e., LP, PLEC, and an EBL model. It
is worth to note that the LP spectrum is not favored by the data.

There is furthermore a small probability that an event is a misidentified cosmic-ray event; the
chance probability has been estimated for each event individually and varies for the nine events
between 4.5% and 17%. More details can be found from the Table S2 in the Supplementary
Materials section. Gamma-ray events with energy above 100 TeV were searched for during a
long period from T0 to T0+6000s; however, no event was detected.
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2.1 EBL absorption of emission from GRB 221009A

It is known that very high-energy (VHE) gamma-rays emitted from distant astronomical sources
are affected by the EBL absorption through photon-photon interaction, inducing a cutoff in the
energy spectrum in the form of e−τ(E) with τ(E) being the energy-dependent optical depth. For
GRB 221009A at a redshift of z=0.151, the absorption at 1 TeV is modest with a survival frac-
tion ranging from 18% to 21%, while it becomes very heavy at 10 TeV ranging from 0.5% to
0.05%, depending on the EBL models (see Figure S1). The cutoff energies in the two intervals
measured by LHAASO are consistent with each other within a 2.1σ error range, which is ex-
pected due to EBL absorption. Therefore, the spectra of GRB 221009A measured by LHAASO
provide an excellent test of EBL models.

To quantitatively test different EBL models, we utilize a log-parabolic function to describe
the intrinsic GRB spectrum and then fit the EBL-attenuated gamma-ray spectrum in the form
dN/dE = J0Ea+b.log(E)e−τ(E) to the data. The fitting results are given in the Supplementary
Materials section. The goodness of fit combining the two intervals is comparable for different
EBL models, i.e., Saldana-Lopez et al. 2021 (17), Gilmore et al. 2012 (18), Dominguez et
al. 2011 (19), and Finke et al. 2010 (20), as shown in Table S3. The intrinsic GRB spectrum
obtained using the recent EBL model of Saldana-Lopez et al. 2021 (17) is shown in panel A of
Figure 3. The spectral curvature is insignificant and therefore a simple power-law (PL) function
is used. The detailed parameters yielded by the fitting for the two intervals are listed in Table 1.

The intrinsic SED of the two intervals follows a single power-law model with an index of
-(2.35±0.03) for interval 1 and -(2.26±0.02) for interval 2. For interval 1, the χ2/ndf of the fit
is 11.0/10, and the maximum deviation is at 5.7 TeV, which deviates from the fit line by 2.3
σ. For interval 2, the χ2/ndf of the fit is 6.6/11, while a clear deviation appears at the highest
energy point. The measured flux is 11 times higher than the fit line, however, the deviation is
not statistically significant due to large flux error (panel A of Figure 3). This situation is similar
to that obtained for the blazar Mrk501 during its huge flare in 1997 (21). Even though some
hypotheses were proposed to produce a non-classical sharp pile-up spectrum (22), a straightfor-
ward approach is to reduce the deviation at the highest energy point by decreasing the optical
depth at high energy. An empirical method would be to decrease the EBL intensity, the mea-
surement of which still contains large uncertainties due to the heavy contamination caused by
foregrounds of different origin, predominantly by the zodiacal (interplanetary dust) light.

The absorption of gamma-rays at a specific energy E is mainly due to the EBL photons
within a narrow interval with ∆λ ∼ (1± 1/2)λ centered on λ≈1.5(E/1TeV )µm (23). There-
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fore, the measured gamma-ray spectra from GRB 221009A can be used to constrain the EBL in-
tensities at different wavelengths. For this purpose, the EBL model of Saldana-Lopez et al. 2021
(17) is independently re-scaled at three wavelength ranges, i.e., λ < 8µm, 8µm < λ < 28µm,
and λ > 28µm, which make the dominant contribution to the optical depth for gamma-rays
below 5 TeV, between 5 to 10 TeV, and above 10 TeV, respectively. Assuming a log-parabolic
intrinsic spectral function by fitting to the LHAASO data, we obtain the re-scaled factors for
the three EBL ranges as 1.30+0.33

−0.20, 1.20+0.23
−0.20, and 0.40+0.44

−0.16, respectively. The constrained EBL
intensity is shown in Figure 4.

To check the effect of possible absolute energy uncertainty, we have shifted the energy by
±10%. Then the scale factor of the last EBL bin changes from 0.4 to 0.35 and 0.60, respectively.
It should be emphasized that the EBL intensity at large wavelengths is now close to the lower
bound set by galaxy count observations (24).

The intrinsic spectra using the re-scaled best-fit EBL model are shown in panel B of Figure
3. The detailed parameters yielded by the fitting for the two intervals are listed in Table 1. For in-
terval 1, the intrinsic SED follows a single power-law model with an index of -(2.12±0.03), with
a χ2/ndf of 5.9/10 yielded by the fitting. For interval 2, the intrinsic SED favors a log-parabolic
form with an index of -(2.03±0.02)-(0.15±0.06)log(E/TeV). The corresponding χ2/ndf of the
fit is 5.5/10. We note that the flux at the highest energy point is much lower now and consistent
with the fit spectrum since the EBL absorption is reduced after re-scaling EBL for wavelengths
λ > 28µm. Using the LHAASO constrained EBL model and assuming the intrinsic SED shown
in panel B of Figure 3, the energy of the maximum energy event is estimated to be 12.5+3.2

−2.4 TeV.

2.2 EBL absorption corrected light curve from GRB 221009A

The light curve of GRB 221009A in 0.2-5 TeV, as observed by WCDA, is characterized by a
rapid rise to a peak, followed by a decay that persists for at least 3000 s after the peak (15).
The smooth temporal profile suggests an external shock origin for the emission, caused by
the interaction of the GRB ejecta with the ambient medium. To compare the temporal variation
between WCDA and KM2A emissions, the count rate light curve shown in Figure 1 is converted
to the energy flux light curve assuming the spectra shown in the right panel of Figure 3. A
direct comparison between the energy flux light curves observed by WCDA and that of KM2A
is shown in Figure 5. The solid line indicates the best-fit four-segment light curve observed by
WCDA. Obviously, the light curve observed by KM2A is similar to that of WCDA, indicating
that the bulk of KM2A emission should have the same origin as that of the WCDA.
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2.3 Limits on new physics using the observation of GRB 221009A

The detection of TeV γ-rays from a cosmological distance has important implications for pos-
sible new physics beyond the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics. New physics scenarios,
such as axions and LIV, may affect the process of EBL absorption. To simplify the discussion,
we adopt the EBL model of Saldana-Lopez et al. 2021 (17) here.

The axion and axion-like particles (ALPs) are hypothetical particles introduced by theoret-
ical models developed beyond the SM. They are among the most attractive cold dark matter
candidates. The most distinctive feature of axion is its coupling vertex with two photons, lead-
ing to axion-gamma-ray conversion in external magnetic fields for astrophysical detection. The
axion-gamma-ray conversion leads to a suppression of EBL absorption of high-energy gamma-
rays and higher transparency of space. We still utilize a log-parabolic form to describe the
intrinsic GRB spectrum in this scenario. The χ2 of the best fitting for the spectra during the two
intervals reduces by only 1.7 compared to that without axion-gamma-ray conversion. There-
fore, we give constraints on the parameter space of axion coupling with 95% confidence level
(C.L.). Details of the calculation are given in the Materials and methods section. In Figure 6,
the constraint on the axion-gamma-ray coupling constant is shown. It shows that the constraint
on the coupling constant by LHAASO observation of GRB 221009A is improved compared
with the constraint set by CAST (25) (CERN Axion Solar Telescope) and is comparable to that
derived from the observation of PKS 2155-304 energy spectrum by HESS (26) and a long-term
monitoring of Mrk 421 by ARGO-YBJ (27).

Lorentz invariance is a fundamental principle in modern physics. However, some theories
that attempt to unify quantum mechanics and general relativity may suggest LIV at the energy
scale approaching the Planck scale MPl = 1.22× 1028eV. This may allow many interesting phe-
nomena which are otherwise forbidden processes (28). One consequence is that the threshold of
an interaction may be altered. For GRB gamma-rays, if the threshold of interacting with EBL is
slightly increased, the process γγ → e−e+ is suppressed, and the universe becomes more trans-
parent. In such a scenario, the detection of gamma rays beyond 10 TeV is easier to understand.
However, the reduce of the χ2 of the fitting is only 2.6, which is turned to set a constraint on
the LIV effect. We derive that for the first-order LIV, the effective energy scale of LIV should
be greater than 1.5 MPl. This constraint is comparable to that derived by exploring the energy
dependence of the propagation speed of gamma-rays from GRB090510 by Fermi-LAT (29).
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3 Discussion

In this work, we report the first detection of gamma-rays beyond 10 TeV from a gamma-ray
burst, GRB 221009A, during the early afterglow period by LHAASO. The measured energy
spectrum has a clear cutoff at the high-energy end, which is consistent with the standard picture
of gamma-rays propagating and interacting with EBL. The derived intrinsic energy spectrum
shows a power-law shape extending beyond 10 TeV, indicating a highly efficient particle accel-
eration mechanism working within the relativistic shock of the GRB. The LHAASO data prefer
a suppression of the EBL flux at mid-IR wavelengths. These observations also place strong
constraints on new physics parameters, such as an axion origin of the signal or LIV. In the fol-
lowing, we will discussion the implication for GRB physics and the possible reasons account
for the highest energy gamma-ray.

3.1 Implication for GRB physics

Figure 3 shows that the intrinsic spectrum of GRB 221009A does not exhibit softening up to
at least 10 TeV. For previous TeV afterglows, the SSC process of relativistic electrons has been
proposed to produce the TeV emission (2, 5, 6). However, since the Klein-Nishina (KN) effect
becomes increasingly significant at higher energies, one would expect a softening of the SSC
spectrum towards higher energies (30). This can be seen from the comparison between the
model that explains the WCDA data (15) and the data of KM2A of GRB 221009A (see Figure
7). This may be similar to the challenge in explaining the TeV data of GRB 190829A with
the SSC scenario (4). Such a discrepancy would suggest more complicated processes occurring
during the early afterglow phase.

One possible solution to this discrepancy for GRB 221009A is to assume that an additional
hard spectral component emerges at the highest energy end. In the ”standard” paradigm of an
external shock, two types of shocks are formed when the ultrarelativistic ejecta are decelerated
by the swept-up ambient medium: a forward shock propagating into the external medium that
produces the afterglow emission, and a reverse shock propagating back into the ejecta shell. In
the external shocks, both electrons and protons are accelerated. Proton synchrotron emission
from accelerated ultra-high-energy cosmic rays (UHECRs) in the external reverse shock has
been suggested to produce a hard spectral component in GRB 221009A (31). The magnetic
field in the reverse shock could be larger than that of the forward shock, so protons could be
accelerated to ultra-high energies by the reverse shock and thus produce synchrotron emission

8



above 10 TeV (31). For a proton spectrum dNp/dE ∼ E−2, the spectral index of the proton
synchrotron emission would be −1.5, much harder than the SSC emission. In addition, the
intergalactic electromagnetic cascade due to the propagation of UHECRs (32) can also produce
a hard spectral component at the highest energy, because > 10 TeV gamma-rays could be
produced by UHECRs that have propagated to a nearby distance to us. To explain the observed
flux of> 10 TeV gamma-rays in the hadronic scenario, both models require efficient production
of UHECRs from GRBs (31, 32).

An alternative explanation could be to invoke an additional hard leptonic component. This
could be realized in the multi-zone models where the magnetic field is inhomogeneous through-
out the emitting volume (33). Synchrotron photons from the strong magnetic field zone provide
the dominant target for cooling of the electrons in the weak magnetic field zone, which could
result in a formation of a hard electron distribution due to the Klein-Nishina scattering effect. A
hard electron spectral component could also be formed by the hydrodynamical turbulence that
is excited in the GRB forward shock and stochastically accelerates protons and electrons (34).
The stochastic acceleration can yield a hard electron spectrum with p < 2, which has also been
discussed as a possible electron acceleration mechanism in AGN jets.

3.2 Possible reasons account for the highest energy gamma-ray event

The detection of a gamma-ray event beyond 10 TeV from a source at a cosmological distance of
z=0.151 seems unlikely, considering the heavy absorption by EBL. As shown above, it may hint
a suppression of the EBL intensity at large wavelengths. Several possible reasons may account
for the observation.

The first possibility is that the highest gamma-ray event is actually a cosmic ray background
event with unusually low muon content. The gamma-ray and cosmic ray events recorded by
LHAASO are mainly discriminated by the muon content in the air shower. Therefore, a less
muonic cosmic ray event could mimic a gamma-ray event. The chance of misidentification
has been estimated to be 4.5%, taking into account the arrival time, direction, and the muon
content. The second possibility is that this event is actually a lower energy gamma-ray but
is reconstructed to above 10 TeV because of the poor energy resolution. If the intrinsic SED
follows the fitting line shown in panel A of Figure 3 and taking the EBL model of Saldana-
Lopez et al. 2021 (17), the expected number of events beyond the highest energy during the
interval from T0+300s to T0+900s is 0.009, which will be enlarged to 0.015 if using the interval
from T0+230s to T0+900s. The third possibility is that the absorption of EBL is weaker than the
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current models predict. As shown in panel B of Figure 3, the situation improves after decreasing
the EBL intensity at wavelengths above 28 µm.

Besides these, other interesting possibilities that avoid EBL absorption may be due to some
“exotic” physics, such as Lorentz invariance violation (LIV) or an axion origin of the signal.
However, detailed discussions about these scenarios will be plagued with uncertainties of EBL
models. Simple constraints on these new physics scenarios have been discussed.

4 Materials and Methods

KM2A is composed of 5216 electromagnetic particle detectors (EDs) and 1188 muon detec-
tors (MDs), which are distributed in an area of 1.3 km2. The EDs are designed to detect the
gamma-ray/cosmic ray incident showers with determining their directions and energies. The
MDs are designed to detect the muon component of showers, which is used to discriminate
between gamma-ray and hadron-induced showers. The whole KM2A detector was completed
and operational on July 19th, 2021, and the duty cycle is about 99%. A trigger is generated
when 20 EDs are fired within a 400 ns window, and the trigger rate is about 2.5 kHz. The
performance, including angular resolution, energy resolution, and gamma-ray/cosmic-ray dis-
crimination power, of KM2A for gamma-rays has been thoroughly tested using the observation
of the Crab Nebula (16). The following will show some key information and methods for the
observation of GRB 221009A with KM2A.

4.1 Effective area of KM2A for gamma-rays

The LHAASO observatory arrays can monitor the overhead sky with a zenith angle less than
50◦. The zenith angle of GRB 221009A as a function of time is shown in panel A of Figure
8. The duty cycle of KM2A was 100% during this period. The zenith angles were 28.8◦ at
T0+230s, 31.2◦ at T0+900s, and 35.1◦ at T0+2000s. The effective area of KM2A for gamma-
rays with different energies at these zenith angles is shown in the panel B of Figure 8. At
a zenith angle of 31.2◦, the effective area is 10,000 m2 at 4 TeV and 100,000 m2 at 7 TeV,
reaching a roughly constant value of 900,000 m2 around 20 TeV. For comparison, the detector
area of WCDA is 78,000 m2.
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4.2 Energy reconstruction for SED measurement

In the normal KM2A data analysis pipeline, the particle density at 50 m (denoted as ρ50) from
the shower core location is used to evaluate the gamma-ray energy. For a certain zenith angle θ
and a certain ρ50 value, the probability distribution of the true energy can be achieved using the
Bayes theorem:

P (E|(ρ50, θ)) =
f(E)Aeff (E, θ)P (ρ50|(E, θ))∫
f(E)Aeff (E, θ)P (ρ50|(E, θ))dE

(1)

where f(E) is spectral function, Aeff (E, θ) is the effective area at true energy E and zenith
angle θ, P (ρ50|(E, θ)) is the probability to measure ρ50 for a gamma-ray event with energy E
and zenith angle θ. Obviously, the distribution of P (E|(ρ50, θ)) depends on the assumption of
f(E). Usually, the median value of the distribution of P (E|(ρ50, θ)) is used as the reconstructed
energy Erec for a gamma-ray event with a value of ρ50 at zenith angle θ assuming a power-law
spectral function with index of -3.0 (16). Taking into account the derived spectrum for GRB
221009A using the KM2A data, the relation function between ρ50 and Erec was renewed, as-
suming a power-law energy spectrum with an index of α=-4.7. This updating will significantly
reduces the value of Erec. In this work, events with reconstructed energy (Erec) above 2.5 TeV
are divided into five bins per decade. The distributions of primary true energy (Etrue) of the
simulated gamma-ray events in each reconstructed energy bin are shown in panel C of Figure
8, which roughly presents the energy resolution of KM2A at energies below 25 TeV.

4.3 Gamma-ray and cosmic ray background discrimination

Most of the events recorded by KM2A are cosmic ray-induced showers, which constitute the
major background for gamma-ray observations. Considering that gamma-ray induced showers
are muon-poor and cosmic ray-induced showers are muon-rich, the ratio R=log((Nµ + 0.0001)/Ne)

between the measured muons and electrons is used to discriminate primary gamma-rays from
cosmic nuclei. The panel D of Figure 8 shows the distribution of this ratio for all events from
the GRB direction and the background regions. The background regions are 20 off-source re-
gions with the same zenith angle as the GRB. The ratio distribution is about the same for the
source region and background region at R>-1.9, which is dominated by the cosmic ray back-
ground. The source region is clearly higher than the background region at R<-1.9, which is
mainly due to gamma-ray signals. The events with R<-1.9 are used to select gamma-ray-like
events to analyze the emission from the GRB in this work. This selection criterion can remove
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98% of the cosmic ray background. The survival fraction of gamma-rays is 74% according to
MC simulation.

4.4 Spectrum and flux determination

The gamma-ray flux from GRB 221009A is estimated using the number of excess events and
the corresponding statistical uncertainty in each energy bin. Combined with the WCDA mea-
surement, the gamma-ray emission from the GRB is assumed to follow a log-parabola (LP)
spectrum or a power-law with an exponential cutoff (PLEC) spectrum. The response of the
KM2A detector was simulated by tracing the trajectory of the GRB within the FOV of KM2A.
The expected energy distribution detected by detector N(Erec) can be achieved:

N(Erec) =

∫ ∫
f(E)Aeff (E, θ(t))P (Erec|(E, θ(t)))dEdt (2)

where Aeff (E, θ) is effective area at true energy E and zenith angle θ, P (Erec|(E, θ)) is the
probability to measure Erec for an event with energy E and zenith angle θ, θ(t) is the zenith
angle of the GRB at time t. With this energy distribution, the number of signals expected by
the MC simulation NMCi

(f(E)) using the spectrum f(E) in each energy bin can be achieved.
Then, the best-fit values of the spectrum f(E) can be obtained using a forward-folded method
to minimize a χ2 function for all energy bins:

χ2 =
n∑

i=1

(
Nsi−NMCi

(f(E))

σNsi

)2

, (3)

where Nsi is the number of excess events, and σNsi is the uncertainty of Nsi in the ith energy
bin. n denotes the number of energy bins. In this forward-folded method, the biases and energy
resolution in the energy assignments shown in the Figure 8 are taken into account. The resulting
differential flux has been shown in Figure 2. The detailed information about these results are
listed in Table S1. The median energy ELP and EPLEC is the median value of the probability
distribution of the true energy P (E|(E1 < Erec < E2)) for a reconstructed energy bin [E1, E2]

assuming corresponding LP and PLEC spectrum, respectively.

P (E|(E1 < Erec < E2)) =

∫ ∫ E2

E1
f(E)Aeff (E, θ(t))P (Erec|(E, θ(t)))dtdErec∫ ∫ ∫ E2

E1
f(E)Aeff (E, θ(t))P (Erec|(E, θ(t)))dEdtdErec

(4)

The flux at corresponding median energy Em is achieved using NSi

NMCi
(f(E))

f(Em).
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4.5 Energy reconstruction for the highest energy events

Due to the poor energy resolution of KM2A at the low-energy band, the distribution of P (Erec|(E, θ))
is wide across different Erec for a given true energy E. Hence, the probability distribution of
the true energy E for a reconstructed energy Erec is also much wide, which can be achieved
using the Bayes theorem:

P (E|(Erec, θ)) =
f(E)Aeff (E, θ)P (Erec|(E, θ))∫
f(E)Aeff (E, θ)P (Erec|(E, θ))dE

(5)

Obviously, the distribution of P (E|(Erec, θ)) depends on the assumption of the spectral func-
tion f(E). To correctly estimate the true energies and corresponding energy errors of the
highest energy events observed by KM2A, the P (E|(Erec, θ)) for each event using different
f(E) is achieved. The median energy and corresponding errors can be achieved by integrating
P (E|(Erec, θ)) from 0 TeV to Eξ when the corresponding value equal to ξ:

ξ =

∫ Eξ

0

P (E|(Erec, θ))dE (6)

The median energy is estimated using ξ = 0.5. The corresponding errors are estimated using
ξ = 0.16 and ξ = 0.84, respectively.
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Figure 1: The light curve and significance map of GRB 221009A obtained by KM2A. (A) The gamma-ray-
count light curve obtained by KM2A with each time-bin of 10s. The black curve indicates the events from the
angular cone centered on the GRB, and the blue curve indicates the number of events due to cosmic ray background
estimated from 20 similar angular cones at off-source directions with the same zenith angle. The gray dashed lines
indicate the peak times of the multi-pulsed emission observed by GECAM-C (10) in the MeV band. The green
dashed lines indicate the times of T0+230s, T0+300s, and T0+900s. The pink points indicate the energy marked
by the right label and the arrival time of each event. The energies of each event were reconstructed assuming the
spectra shown in panel B of Figure 2. (B) The significance map around GRB 221009A as observed by KM2A. The
plus sign and corresponding length denote the position and error determined by KM2A. The black circle denotes
the position of the GRB reported by Fermi-LAT. The white circle shows the size of the PSF that contains 68% of
the events.
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Figure 2: Observed VHE spectra of GRB 221009A by LHAASO for the two intervals. Interval 1 is from
T0+230s to T0+300s (red points) and interval 2 is from T0+300s to T0+900s (blue points). The solid lines indicate
the best-fitting results, and the shaded regions indicate the 1-sigma error region. (A) The log-parabola function
is used to fit the observational data. (B) The power-law with exponential cutoff function is adopted to fit the
observational data.
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Figure 3: Intrinsic VHE spectra of GRB 221009A corrected for EBL absorption. (A) Filled points show
the intrinsic spectrum of GRB 221009A corrected for EBL absorption using the model of Saldana-Lopez et al.
2021 (17). The red points are for interval 1 from T0+230s to T0+300s, and the blue points are for interval 2 from
T0+300s to T0+900s. The solid lines indicate the best-fitting results using the power-law function, and the shaded
regions indicate the 1-sigma error region. The unfilled points and shaded regions are corresponding observed
spectra. (B) Filled points show the intrinsic spectrum of GRB 221009A corrected for EBL absorption using the
LHAASO-constrained EBL model. The red solid line indicates the best-fitting result for interval 1, which is a
power-law function, and the blue solid line indicates the best-fitting result for interval 2, which is a log-parabolic
function. The points and shaded regions are similar to those in panel A.
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Figure 7: Comparison between the SSC emission model and the LHAASO data for different EBL models.
The red points are for the interval from T0+230s to T0+300s, while the blue points are for the interval from
T0+300s to T0+900s. The solid lines are the fitted lines using the SSC emision model (15) for corresponding data,
respectively. (A) The intrinsic spectrum of GRB 221009A corrected for EBL absorption using the Saldana-Lopez
et al. 2021 (17) model. (B) The intrinsic spectrum of GRB 221009A corrected for EBL absorption using the
Gilmore et al. 2012 (18) model. (C) The intrinsic spectrum of GRB 221009A corrected for EBL absorption using
the Dominguez et al. 2011 (19) model. (D) The intrinsic spectrum of GRB 221009A corrected for EBL absorption
using the Finke et al. 2010 (20) model.

18



20000− 15000− 10000− 5000− 0 5000

 (s)0 T­T

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

Z
e
n
it
h
 a

n
g
le

 (
d
e
g
re

e
)

  

A

10 210

Energy (TeV)

1

10

210

310

410

510

610

)
2

 E
ff
e
c
ti
v
e
 A

re
a
 (

m

°=28.8θ230s@

°=31.2θ900s@

°=35.1θ2000s@

B

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
/TeV)

true
log(E

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

 R
e
la

ti
v
e
 n

u
m

b
e
r 

o
f 
e
v
e
n
ts

)<0.6
rec

0.4<log(E

)<0.8
rec

0.6<log(E

)<1.0
rec

0.8<log(E

)<1.2
rec

1.0<log(E

)<1.4
rec

1.2<log(E

C

6− 4− 2− 0 2 4

)
eN

+0.0001
µ

N
 log(

1−10

1

10

210

N
u
m

b
e
r 

o
f 
e
v
e
n
ts

  

D GRB221009A: 230s­900s

Source region

Background region

Figure 8: Some key information for the observation of GRB 221009A with KM2A. (A) The zenith angle of
GRB 221009A within the FOV of LHAASO as a function of the observation time. The dotted green lines mark
the times of T0+230s and T0+900s, respectively. (B) The effective area of KM2A for gamma-rays as a function
of the gamma-ray energy at three zenith angles, 28.8◦, 31.2◦, and 35.1◦, corresponding to the observation times
T0+230s, T0+900s, T0+2000s, respectively. (C) The distributions of simulated gamma-ray primary true energy
(Etrue) in each reconstructed energy (Erec) bin in the energy range from 2.5 TeV to 25 TeV. A power-law spectrum
with index of -4.7 is used to derive the Erec. The number of events has been re-scaled to make the peak value 1.
The bumpy structure shown in the low energy tail of the lowest energy bin is mainly due to statistical fluctuation.
(D) The distribution of the ratio R=log((Nµ + 0.0001)/Ne), where Nu is the number of muons measured by MDs
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Nu=0, i.e. log(0.0001/Ne), smeared out due to the variation of Ne. The red curve represents the events from the
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1/20 used for each event. The dotted green line marks the position of R=-1.9.
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Table 1: Spectral fitting results for the two time intervals from GRB 221009A. The LP function is dN
dE =

J0(E/1TeV )−a−b.log(E/1TeV ). The PLEC function is dN
dE = J0(E/1TeV )−ae−E/Ecut

.
PLEC J0(10−8 TeV−1 cm−2 s−1 ) a Ecut (TeV) χ2/ndf Probability
230-300s 51.9±3.3 2.87±0.05 2.62±0.26 10.1/9 0.34
300-900s 10.5±0.6 2.65±0.05 1.99±0.15 18.3/10 0.050
LP b
230-300s 35.7±1.3 3.46±0.03 0.58±0.05 14.1/9 0.12
300-900s 6.37±0.16 3.38±0.02 0.73±0.05 37.3/10 5.0×10−5

Saldana-Lopez EBL
230-300s 144±4 2.35±0.03 0 (fixed) 11.0/10 0.36
300-900s 24.5±0.5 2.26±0.02 0 (fixed) 6.6/11 0.83
LHAASO constrained EBL
230-300s 214±6 2.12±0.03 0 (fixed) 5.9/10 0.82
300-900s 37.8±0.9 2.03±0.02 0.15±0.06 5.5/10 0.86
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W. Bednarek, L. Bellizzi, E. Bernardini, A. Berti, J. Besenrieder, W. Bhattacharyya,

21



C. Bigongiari, A. Biland, O. Blanch, G. Bonnoli, Ž. Bošnjak, G. Busetto, R. Carosi,
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S1 Supplementary Materials

S1.1 LHAASO detector

LHAASO (13, 15) consists of three detector arrays: square kilometer array (KM2A), Wa-
ter Cherenkov Detector Array (WCDA), and Wide-Field-of-view Cherenkov Telescope Array
(WFCTA). WFCTA is mainly for cosmic ray physics, while the two particle detector arrays
KM2A and WCDA are mainly for gamma-ray physics. When a high-energy extraterrestrial
particle, a gamma-ray or cosmic ray, enters Earth’s atmosphere, it initiates a cascade consisting
of secondary hadrons, muons, leptons, and gamma-rays known as an air shower. The WCDA
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and KM2A detectors record different components of these air showers, which are used to re-
construct the type, energy, and arrival direction of the primary particles.

WCDA consists of three water ponds with a total area of 300 m × 260 m and 3120 detector
units. Each detector unit is 5 m × 5 m and is separated by non-reflecting black plastic curtains
and equipped with two upward-facing PMTs on the bottom at the center of the unit. Each
pond is filled with purified water up to 4 m above the photo-cathodes of the PMTs. The whole
LHAASO-WCDA detector has been operational since March 5th, 2021, and the duty cycle is
about 98%. A trigger algorithm was implemented to record air showers by requiring at least
30 PMTs fired among a 12 × 12 PMT array simultaneously within a window of 250 ns, and
the trigger rate is around 35 kHz. The event reconstruction method and the corresponding
performance of the array is described elsewhere (55).

KM2A is composed of 5216 electromagnetic particle detectors (EDs) and 1188 muon de-
tectors (MDs), which are distributed in an area of 1.3 km2. Each ED consists of a 1 m2 plastic
scintillator covered by a 0.5 cm thick lead plate and equipped with a 1.5-inch photomultiplier
tube (PMT). Each MD consists of a cylindrical water tank, with a diameter of 6.8 m and a height
of 1.2 m, and an 8-inch PMT, which is buried under 2.5 m of soil. The MDs are designed to
detect the muon component of showers, which is used to discriminate between gamma-ray and
hadron-induced showers. The whole KM2A detector was completed and operational on July
19th, 2021, and the duty cycle is about 99%. A trigger is generated when 20 EDs are fired
within a 400 ns window, and the trigger rate is about 2.5 kHz. The performance, including an-
gular resolution, energy resolution, and gamma-ray/cosmic-ray discrimination power, of KM2A
for gamma-rays has been thoroughly tested using the observation of the Crab Nebula (16).

S1.2 The detailed spectral information observed by KM2A

The resulting differential flux has been shown in Figure 2. The detailed information about these
results, including the number of events from the source region (Non), the number of background
events (Nb), and the differential flux at the median energy (ELP for LP spectrum and EPLEC for
PLEC spectrum) of the bin, are listed in Table S1.

S1.3 The highest energy events observed by KM2A

During the period from T0+230s to T0+900s, nine events with reconstructed energy above 10
TeV were observed by KM2A, adopting a primary reconstruction as listed in Table S1. Detailed
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information about these events is listed in Table S2, including the number of detected secondary
electromagnetic particles (Ne), the number of detected muons (Nµ), the incident zenith angle
(θ), the distance of the shower core from the nearest edge of the active detector array (Dedge),
the space angle (∆ψ) between the event and the direction of the GRB, the arrival time (Tevent)
since T0, median energy (ELP ) and its errors (using the LP spectrum shown in panel A of Figure
2, median energy (EPLEC) and its errors using the PLEC spectrum shown in panel B of Figure
2, and median energy (EEBL) and its errors using the EBL model and spectrum shown in panel
B of Figure 3. The chance probability of each event due to background is estimated using the
characteristics of each event. Firstly, for each event, the number of background (denoted as b)
and signal (denoted as s) events, with arriving time Tevent during the period from T0+230s to
T0+900s, ratio less than log((Nµ+0.0001)/Ne), space angle with the GRB less than (∆ψ), and
reconstructed energy above Erec of the event, is estimated. Hereafter, the chance probability of
the event is calculated using b/(s + b). The chance probability (denoted as P) of each event is
also listed in Table S2.

S1.4 SED fitting using different EBL models

The gamma-ray flux from GRB 221009A is estimated using the number of excess events and
the corresponding statistical uncertainty in each energy bin. To test different EBL models, such
as Saldana-Lopez et al. 2021 (17), Gilmore et al. 2012 (18), Dominguez et al. 2011 (19),
and Finke et al. 2010 (20), we adopt a log-parabolic form to characterize the intrinsic GRB
spectrum (corrected for EBL absorption) and then fit an attenuated model of the form dN/dE =
J0Ea+b.log(E)e−τ(E) to the data. The intrinsic spectrum using different EBL models is shown in
Figure S1. The χ2/ndf values for different EBL models are listed in Table S3. For the interval
from T0+230s to T0+300s, the minimum χ2/ndf is achieved using the Gilmore et al. 2012
model. However, the minimum χ2/ndf is achieved using the Saldana-Lopez et al. 2021 model
for the interval from T0+300s to T0+900s. The total χ2/ndf after summing up the two intervals
is comparable in the two cases.

To further test the EBL model, we divided the distribution of EBL adopted in the Saldana-
Lopez et al. 2021 (17) model into three wavelength ranges, i.e., <8 µm, 8 to 28 µm, and >28
µm. We also adopted a log-parabolic form to characterize the intrinsic GRB spectrum and then
fit an attenuated model to the spectral data. We then tuned the scaling factor of each EBL range
to minimize the total χ2/ndf with the sum of the two intervals. According to our fitting result,
the best fit factors for the three EBL ranges are 1.30+0.33

−0.20, 1.20+0.23
−0.20, and 0.40+0.44

−0.16, respectively.
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The LHAASO constrained EBL model is plotted in Fig. 4. For comparation the Saldana-Lopez
EBL model and data points from different EBL measurements are also shown in the figure.
The intrinsic SEDs are presented in Figure 3. The corresponding χ2/ndf values using the best
fitting factors for the two intervals are also listed in Table S3.

S1.5 Origin of the ∼ 10 TeV gamma-rays

In the work on the WCDA result of GRB 221009A (15), the multi-wavelength data, includ-
ing Swift-XRT, Fermi-LAT, and WCDA data of GRB 221009A, are modeled with the syn-
chrotron plus SSC radiation within the framework of the afterglow emission from external
forward shocks. In this model, a GRB jet drives a forward shock expanding into the ambient
medium, which accelerates electrons into a power law distribution described by dN/dγe ∝ γ−p

e ,
where γe is the electron Lorentz factor. The modeling takes into account a full Klein-Nishina
cross section for the inverse Compton scattering and the internal γγ absorption within the shock
region.

The comparison between the SSC models used previously for WCDA data (15) and at
present for KM2A data is given in Figure 7. It can be seen that the SSC emission spectra
become increasingly softer at higher energy, thus deviating from the data considerably at the
highest energy. This is because both the Klein-Nishina effect and internal γγ absorption be-
come stronger at higher energies.

To solve the discrepancy between the SSC model and observed data at the high-energy end,
we can assume an additional hard spectral component that becomes dominant at high energies.
One possible component is the hadronic emission from the shock-accelerated relativistic pro-
tons. It has been proposed that the proton synchrotron emission in the external reverse shock
can produce a hadronic component (31). The peak energy from proton synchrotron emission
can reach ∼ 10 TeV if the magnetic field equipartition factor is sufficiently high in the reverse
shock (31). For a proton spectrum dNp/dE ∼ E−αp , the spectral index of the energy flux (νfν)
from proton synchrotron emission is (3− αp)/2. With αp = 2, the spectral index of the energy
flux is 1/2, much harder than that of the SSC emission.

Another possibility for the hard spectral component above several TeV is an intergalac-
tic electromagnetic cascade due to the propagation of ultra-high-energy cosmic rays (UHE-
CRs) that are accelerated by internal or external shocks of GRB 221009A (32, 56, 57). If these
UHECR protons can escape from the source and propagate through the extragalactic medium
from their sources to Earth, the interactions lead to the production of secondary cascade parti-
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cles. These particles can initiate various energy loss processes for the electromagnetic cascade,
such as the inverse-Compton scattering of background photons to higher energies. Because
some interactions occur so close to us that the generated TeV gamma-rays do not suffer from
significant EBL absorption, the observed cascade radiation could have a hard spectrum (32). In
this scenario, the extragalactic magnetic field (EGMF) can deflect the UHECRs and cause a time
delay. To reconcile with the temporal property of the KM2A emission above a few TeV, which
arrived within hundreds of seconds after the GRB trigger, a suitable value of the EGMF is re-
quired (32, 56). An alternative explanation could be to invoke a new hard leptonic component.
This could be realized in the multi-zone models where the magnetic field is inhomogeneous
throughout the emitting volume (33). Synchrotron photons from the strong magnetic field zone
provide the dominant target for the IC cooling of the electrons in the weak magnetic field zone.
If the IC cooling is in the Klein-Nishina regime, a hard electron distribution will be formed (33).
A hard electron spectral component could also be formed by the hydrodynamical turbulence that
is excited in the GRB forward shock and stochastically accelerates protons and electrons (34).
The stochastic acceleration can yield a hard electron spectrum with p < 2, though the maximum
electron energy depends on the model parameters.

S1.6 Axion-like particle estimation

An axion-like particle (ALP) is a very light pseudoscalar boson with a characteristic coupling
to two photons described by the Lagrangian:

Laγγ = −1

4
gaγγaFµνF̃

µν = gaγγaE ·B , (S1)

where a represents the ALP field, Fµν and F̃ µν are the electromagnetic tensor and its dual,
respectively, E and B are the electric and magnetic components, respectively, and gaγγ is the
coupling constant. According to Eq. (S1), in the presence of external magnetic fields, ALP and
gamma-ray conversion γ ↔ a takes place. Therefore, when γ-rays propagate, they oscillate
with axions. As a consequence, the absorption of high-energy γ-rays by EBL is weakened, and
the optical depth for high-energy γ-rays decreases.

The propagation of γ-rays is described by a Schrödinger-like equation (58). The conversion
occurs in three different environments, namely, in the source region, in extragalactic space, and
in the Milky Way. As a benchmark scenario, we consider the minimal astrophysical environ-
ment. In the source region, we assume that the conversion occurs when γ-rays are emitted from
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the GRB and propagate in the host galaxy. We assume the transverse magnetic field compo-
nent to be 0.5 µG with a coherence length of 10 kpc and an electron density of approximately
0.04 cm−3 (59). As the magnetic field in extragalactic space is very weak and has large un-
certainties, we ignore the conversion in this region. The magnetic field of the Milky Way is
characterized by the regular component of the model in (60). The electron density of the Milky
Way is described by the NE2001 model (61).

Given the circumstances established above and adopting the Saldana-Lopez et al. EBL
model (17), we solve the propagation equation and obtain the gamma-ray survival probability
at Earth. The left panel of Figure S2 shows the gamma-ray survival probability for an axion
mass ma = 10−7eV and for different coupling constants. It is shown that the heavy absorption
of high energy γ-rays by EBL is greatly alleviated. However, if the coupling constant gaγγ is too
large, there will be too many high energy gamma-rays detected, and the fitting to data becomes
worse, as shown in the right panel of Figure S2. This gives us a constraint on the axion coupling,
as shown in Figure 6.

S1.7 Lorentz Invariance Violation

Lorentz Invariance Violation (LIV) modifies the energy-momentum dispersion relation for pho-
tons. As a consequence, the threshold energy for photon-photon pair production is changed in
the presence of LIV. For the subluminal case of first-order LIV, the energy-momentum conser-
vation yields the modified pair-creation threshold (62):

ϵthr =
m2

ec
4

E
+

1

8

(
E

ELIV

)
E , (S2)

where ELIV represents the LIV energy scale. From Eq. (S2), it is obvious that the threshold
energy is increased, leading to the suppression of the pair production process and more trans-
parency for high energy γ-rays.

The γ-ray survival probability in LIV is calculated in the Saldana-Lopez et al. EBL model
for LIV energy scales ranging from 1 MPl to 2.8 MPl, as shown in the left panel of Figure S3.
Similar to the axion case, if ELIV is too low, there will be too many high energy gamma-rays,
leading to conflicts with observation, as shown in the right panel of Figure S3. This leads us to
obtain a lower bound of the LIV energy scale at about 1.5 MPl.
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Figure S1: The EBL absorption and the intrinsic spectrum for gamma-rays from GRB 221009A using differ-
ent EBL models. Panel (A) shows the EBL absorption models for VHE gamma-rays from a redshift of z=0.151.
Different lines represent different EBL models, i.e., Saldana-Lopez et al. 2021 (17), Gilmore et al. 2012 (18),
Dominguez et al. 2011 (19), and Finke et al. 2010 (20). Panel (B) shows the intrinsic spectrum of GRB 221009A
corrected for EBL absorption using the Gilmore et al. 2012 model. The red points are for the interval from T0+230s
to T0+300s, while the blue points are for the interval from T0+300s to T0+900s. The filled points are obtained
using KM2A data, while the unfilled points are obtained using WCDA data. The solid lines are the fitting result
using the log-parabolic function. Panels (C) and (D) show the intrinsic spectrum of GRB 221009A corrected for
EBL absorption using the EBL models of Dominguez et al. 2011 and Finke et al. 2010, respectively.
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Table S1: The detailed information for the spectral measurement from GRB221009A. Number of events,
background, median energy and corresponding differential flux from GRB 221009A

Time after T0 log(Erec/TeV ) Non Nb ELP Flux (LP/10−10) EPLEC Flux (PLEC/10−10)
(TeV) (ergs cm−2 s−1) (TeV) (ergs cm−2 s−1)

230-300s

0.4−0.6 8 0.40 4.84 549+240
−195 4.32 548+239

−194

0.6−0.8 24 1.20 6.10 179+42
−37 5.31 207+48

−42

0.8−1.0 29 1.55 7.85 111+23
−20 6.53 156+32

−28

1.0−1.2 3 0.15 11.6 12.8+10.3
−8.2 8.61 28.5+23.1

−18.4

1.2−1.4 0 0 18.8 <11 13.0 <46
1.4−1.6 0 0 29.2 <15 18.8 <152

300-900s

0.4−0.6 10 1.25 4.62 103+45
−38 4.12 100+44

−37

0.6−0.8 34 6.05 5.82 35.2+8.0
−7.2 4.95 41.0+9.3

−8.3

0.8−1.0 28 5.45 7.50 12.9+3.3
−3.0 5.96 20.4+5.3

−4.7

1.0−1.2 5 1.40 10.8 2.42+1.89
−1.48 8.04 5.46+4.26

−3.35

1.2−1.4 1 0.15 17.6 0.59+1.22
−0.42 11.9 3.01+6.22

−2.16

1.4−1.6 0 0 27.2 <2.2 17.2 <29

Table S2: Detail information of the nine events with the highest energy from GRB 221009A. The energies for
each event are reconstructed using three assuming spectral function.

Tevent(s) ELP (TeV) EPLEC (TeV) EEBL (TeV) Ne Nµ θ (◦) ∆ψ (◦) Dedge (m) P (%)
236.6 12.7+6.2

−3.8 9.7+3.3
−2.1 9.8+3.1

−2.3 60.6 0 28.5 0.46 77 7.0
242.5 10.5+5.0

−3.2 8.3+3.0
−2.1 8.4+3.2

−2.2 57.4 0 28.8 0.45 111 10
262.4 12.6+5.5

−3.8 9.5+3.4
−2.3 9.6+3.3

−2.4 57.3 0 28.6 0.53 180 5.7
358.1 10.0+4.8

−3.2 7.4+3.1
−1.8 7.9+3.3

−2.2 46.0 0 28.7 0.54 119 6.0
571.1 9.4+5.1

−3.0 7.4+2.6
−2.5 7.7+3.0

−2.5 45.7 0 29.5 0.52 99 7.8
643.0 17.8+7.4

−5.1 12.2+3.5
−2.4 12.5+3.2

−2.4 81.8 0.3 29.7 0.62 181 4.5
812.4 11.1+5.9

−4.3 7.4+3.6
−2.8 7.6+3.9

−3.0 68.0 0 30.3 0.66 112 11
863.8 12.9+6.1

−3.9 9.2+3.0
−2.8 9.7+3.2

−3.1 100.2 0.8 30.1 1.07 81 17
894.1 13.6+6.1

−4.2 9.7+3.4
−2.5 10.4+3.3

−3.0 60.5 0 31.8 0.83 214 16
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Table S3: χ2/ndf of the spectral fitting using different EBL models. The EBL models are Saldana-Lopez et al.
2021 (17), Gilmore et al. 2012 (18), Dominguez et al. 2011 (19),Finke et al. 2010 (20), and LHAASO constrained
that shown in Figure 4.

EBL model 230-300s 300-900s total
Saldana-Lopez et al. 2021 11.02/9 5.44/10 16.46/19
Gilmore et al. 2012 3.53/9 15.29/10 18.82/19
Dominguez et al. 2011 4.16/9 11.33/10 15.49/19
Finke et al. 2010 6.12/9 13.51/10 19.63/19
LHAASO constrained 5.93/- 5.49/- 11.42/16
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