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Abstract. We present results of a comprehensive analysis of the polarization characteristics of GRB 200503A and
GRB 201009A observed with the Cadmium Zinc Telluride Imager (CZTI) on board AstroSat. Despite these GRBs
being reasonably bright, they were missed by several spacecraft and had thus far not been localized well, hindering
polarization analysis. We present positions of these bursts obtained from the Inter-Planetary Network (IPN) and
the newly developed CZTI localization pipeline. We then undertook polarization analyses using the standard CZTI
pipeline. We cannot constrain the polarization properties for GRB 200503A, but find that GRB 201009A has a
high degree of polarization.
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1. Introduction

Gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) are the most energetic tran-
sient phenomena in the Universe (Klebesadel et al.,
1973; Piran, 1999). They are believed to be powered
by newly formed black holes (Woosley, 1993; Iwamoto
et al., 1998; MacFadyen & Woosley, 1999) or magne-
tars (Eichler et al., 1989; Narayan et al., 1992), which
result from the core collapse of massive stars (Woosley,
1993; Iwamoto et al., 1998; MacFadyen & Woosley,
1999) or the merger of two compact objects, such as bi-
nary neutron stars (BNS) or a neutron star-black hole

(NS-BH) pair (Eichler et al., 1989; Narayan et al.,
1992; Abbott et al., 2017). Despite decades of research,
the prompt emission phase of GRBs—the initial, brief,
and intense gamma-ray flash–remains to be fully un-
derstood. Key questions regarding the central engine,
jet structure, magnetic fields, and emission mechanisms
within the relativistic jet are still unresolved (Kumar &
Zhang, 2015; Zhang et al., 2019). Competing models
exist that propose different mechanisms for radiation,
energy dissipation, and the resulting non-thermal spec-
tra observed during the prompt emission phase (Gill
et al., 2021). These spectra are typically modeled us-
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ing phenomenological fits, such as a power law with an
exponential cutoff or the Band function (Band et al.,
1993; Gruber et al., 2014). The spectral and tem-
poral properties of the prompt emission are consis-
tent with multiple models, including the synchrotron
model (both ordered and random), the Compton drag
model, and the Photospheric model (Iyyani et al., 2015;
Zhang et al., 2016). Polarization observations are cru-
cial for distinguishing between these competing mod-
els, as they predict different ranges of polarization frac-
tions for GRBs based on the source geometry (Toma
et al., 2009; Covino & Gotz, 2016; McConnell, 2017;
Gill et al., 2020; Gill et al., 2021).

Measurement of high-energy polarization is a
photon-intensive task, especially challenging by the
brief and non-recurring nature of the prompt emis-
sion phase of GRBs (Chattopadhyay, 2021; Chattopad-
hyay et al., 2021). To date, more than 5000 GRBs
have been observed, but polarization measurements
have only been achieved for approximately 40 of them.
Most of these measurements have been obtained in re-
cent years by instruments such as AstroSat/CZTI (Chat-
topadhyay et al., 2019, 2022) and POLAR (Zhang et al.,
2019; Kole et al., 2020). Other missions, including
BATSE (Willis et al., 2005), GAP (Yonetoku et al.,
2012), and INTEGRAL/SPI (Götz et al., 2009, 2013),
have also contributed a few measurements.

Different missions have reported varying levels of
polarization in observed GRBs. For instance, GAP
and INTEGRAL have measured high polarization frac-
tions (greater than 60%) in their sources, while POLAR
has observed lower polarization levels in its data (Kole
et al., 2020). AstroSat has detected both high and low
polarization in its sample data (Chattopadhyay et al.,
2022; Chand et al., 2019).

In a very limited number of cases, variations in
polarization have been reported. For example, in
GRB 100826A, a flip in the polarization angle be-
tween two pulses was observed (Yonetoku et al., 2011,
2012). GRB 170114A exhibited temporal evolution
of polarization within a single pulse (Zhang et al.,
2019; Burgess et al., 2019). A detailed study of GRB
160821A, observed with AstroSat, revealed a 90◦ flip
in the polarization angle, occurring twice within a sin-
gle broad emission pulse (Sharma et al., 2019). Fur-
thermore, variable prompt emission polarization was
detected in GRB 171010A with AstroSat-CZTI (Chand
et al., 2019).

All of these observations suggest that the prompt
emission phase of GRBs is highly dynamic. For a
comprehensive overview of GRB polarization measure-
ments, see McConnell (2017), Chattopadhyay (2021),
Chattopadhyay et al. (2022), and Gill et al. (2021).

This paper presents the polarization results of two

bright GRBs, GRB 200503A and GRB 201009A, us-
ing AstroSat CZTI. Analyzing GRB data for polariza-
tion requires knowledge of the location of the source in
the sky. The localization for these GRBs had not pre-
viously been published. We obtained the localization
using multiple satellites in IPN. In addition, we also
used the Saraogi et al. (2024) pipeline to localize the
bursts with the CZTI data. The resultant localizations
from these methods are consistent, but still uncertain.
Since the position of the source is an important param-
eter in the polarization calculation, we also examine for
the first time the sensitivity of the polarization measure-
ments to the source position in AstroSat CZTI.

In Section 2., we present an overview of the two
GRBs under investigation, detailing their localization
by the Interplanetary Network (IPN) and AstroSat Mass
Model, along with their spectral characteristics. Sec-
tions 3. and 4. delve into the time-integrated and time-
resolved polarization analysis for GRB 200503A and
GRB 201009A respectively. In Section 5., we examine
how the localization impacts our polarization results.
Lastly, in Section 6., we interpret the findings, provid-
ing scientific insights into the observations and poten-
tial emission mechanisms of these GRBs.

2. Detection and properties of GRB 200503A and
GRB 201009A

AstroSat CZTI recorded the occurrence of a long
GRB 200503A on May 3, 2020, at 05:02:01.5 UT
within the 40–200 keV range (Gupta et al., 2020a). The
peak count rate reached 2021 ± 50 counts/s, with a to-
tal of 28736 ± 52 counts across all four quadrants. Our
refined analysis estimates that the duration of the burst
T90 = 45 s where T90 is the time duration during which
90% of the total detected photon counts from a GRB
are recorded. It is found that 2104 Compton events
are associated with this burst. This GRB was also de-
tected by the CsI anti-coincidence (Veto) detector in the
100–500 keV energy range. Additionally, the AGILE
satellite observed the event at 05:01:44 UT, capturing
a multi-peaked time profile lasting approximately 25 s
(Ursi et al., 2020a).

Similarly, AstroSat CZTI detected the long, bright
GRB 201009A on October 9, 2020, at 03:08:21.5 UT.
The peak count rate reached 4215 ± 69 counts/s, with
a total of 45310 ± 77 counts. The CsI anti-coincidence
detector (Veto) also clearly detected the event within
the 100–500 keV energy range (Gupta et al., 2020b).
Our refined analysis measured T90 of 35 seconds, with
3277 Compton events associated with the burst. Addi-
tionally, AGILE observed this burst a few seconds after
emerging from the South Atlantic Anomaly (SAA) at
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03:08:26 UT on October 9, 2020 (Ursi et al., 2020b).
Konus-Wind has also observed these bursts but not re-
ported them.

During the burst episodes, Fermi was in the SAA
region in the case of GRB 200503A, and the source
position of GRB 201009A was behind the Earth. So,
Fermi could not observe any of these GRBs. These
GRBs were also not detected by the Neil Gehrels Swift
Observatory.

Spectral information is crucial for both the lo-
calization and polarization analysis of GRBs. The
spectral parameters for both GRBs were obtained
from the Konus-Wind data. For GRB 200503A and
GRB 201009A, the spectral parameters obtained by fit-
ting Band function to the time integrated spectra are
mentioned in Table 1. This spectral information was
used in all of our analyses.

2.1 Localization of GRBs

Both of these bursts were initially not localized by
any single instrument. In this work, we address this
issue in two ways: first, by applying the Saraogi
et al. (2024) method to localize the bursts using As-
troSat CZTI data and second, by using joint tim-
ing information from multiple satellites via the In-
terplanetary Network (IPN) to create a localization
map. IPN localizations were derived using the follow-
ing data: For GRB 200503A data from Konus-Wind,
AstroSat (CZTI), Swift (BAT), Mars-Odyssey(HEND)
were utilized; and for GRB 201009A data from Konus-
Wind, AstroSat (CZTI), INTEGRAL (SPI-ACS) were
employed. The final results for GRB 200503A and
GRB 201009A are shown in Figure 1, where the col-
ored contours indicate different probability regions as
observed by AstroSat. The white line overlay on the
plot represents the localization region provided by the
IPN.

2.1.1 GRB 200503A: We used the spectral parame-
ters from Konus-Wind, and the CZTI data in the 70–
200 keV energy range to obtain localization using the
AstroSat Mass Model. Our best-fit localization for
GRB 200503A is at RA = 210◦, Dec = −18◦ with
θ = 38◦ and ϕ = 166◦. We note that this point is very
close to the narrow IPN arc, as seen in Figure 1a. Given
the GRB’s total count of 12536 during the event inter-
val, the 50% probability area A50 according to AstroSat
localization is 548 square degrees.

2.1.2 GRB 201009A: For the localization of
GRB 201009A, we used the CZTI data in the energy
range 70–200 keV and the spectral parameters from
Konus-Wind. For this GRB, the CZTI localization
pipeline gives a position that is just at the edge of the
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Figure 1: All sky probability contour plots for
GRB 200503A and GRB 201009A in RA, Dec. The
white over-plotted line is the localisation map by IPN.
The grey dots represent the hierarchical triangular mesh
(HTM) grid points. In Figure (b) for GRB 201009A,
the grey region is the region occulted by the Earth.
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GRB α β Epeak Fluence
(keV) (erg cm−2)

200503A −1.0+0.08
−0.07 −2.61+0.18

−0.25 272+20.0
−20.0 1.3+0.10

−0.09 × 10−4

201009A −0.91+0.05
−0.04 −2.20+0.06

−0.07 369+26
−25 3.74+0.14

−0.14 × 10−4

Table 1: Band spectra for GRB 200503A and GRB 201009A, obtained from the Konus-Wind data. The fluence is
for 20 keV–10 MeV energy range.

earth-occulted region, away from the IPN annulus.
Hence, we take the best position as RA=355◦, Dec
=-20◦ corresponding to θ = 58◦, ϕ = 155◦ in the CZTI
plane based on both localizations. As this GRB has
a total of 17300 counts for the time interval of the
GRB, the 50% probability area A50 according to our
formula is 397 square degrees. The CZTI localization
χ2 probability contours and the over-plotted IPN map
are shown in Figure 1b.

3. GRB 200503A

GRB 200503A is a long-duration GRB with T90 = 45 s.
The Bayesian block decomposition of its light curve is
shown in Figure 2. The time-integrated polarization
analysis in the specified θ and ϕ, based on our local-
ization method, is presented in Figure 3. Our analysis
results in a modulation factor of µ = 0.12 ± 0.06, a po-
larization angle measured in the detector plane (PA) of
46±33◦, and a Bayes factor of 0.75. The low Bayes fac-
tor (≤ 2) and high uncertainty in the modulation factor
both indicate that our data cannot constrain the polar-
ization of GRB 200503A.

40 30 20 10 0 10 20 30 40
Time (+326178122.7 sec)

0.000

0.001

0.002

0.003

0.004

P(
t)

Figure 2: Bayesian block decomposed light curve for
GRB 200503A. The green dashed lines indicate the
start and end of the GRB.

3.1 Time resolved spectral analysis of GRB 200503A

The long GRB 200503A can be divided into three dis-
tinct time windows based on the Bayesian decompo-

Figure 3: Time-average polarisation analysis outcome
for GRB 200503A. The top figure shows a Compton
light curve in the 100–600 keV range with 1 s binning,
with Compton events for polarisation analysis extracted
from the shaded blue region. Middle left: Posterior
probability distribution for the polarisation angle de-
rived from Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) itera-
tions. Middle right: The modulation curve (black line
and error bar) and sinusoidal fit (solid blue line), ac-
companied by 100 random MCMC iterations. Bottom
left: Contour plot for polarisation angle and degree, in-
dicating confidence levels of 68%, 95%, and 99%. Bot-
tom right: Posterior probability distribution for polari-
sation degree from MCMC iterations.

sition of its light curve, as shown in Figure 2. In-
spired by previous works showing changes of polariza-
tion between pulses, we attempt to analyze the individ-
ual pulses. However, we found that pulse 1 had insuffi-
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cient Compton counts for polarization analysis. Hence,
we combined pulse 1,2 into a single time window from
0 to 25 s, and considered the third pulse independently,
from t =20 s to 25 s. So now pulse 1+2 combined has
1379 Compton counts, and pulse 3 has 809 Compton
counts. We find that the GRB polarization remains un-
constrained in both these windows, similar to the time-
averaged case.

4. GRB 201009A

CZTI detected GRB 201009A with 3277 background
subtracted Compton counts in a total duration of 35 s.
We performed a polarization analysis on the complete
burst (as described in Chattopadhyay et al. (2022).
The intervals between bursts were determined using the
Bayesian block algorithm (Scargle, 1998; Scargle et al.,
2013; Burgess et al., 2014). The Bayesian block de-
composed light curve is shown in Figure 4.

40 30 20 10 0 10 20 30 40
Time (+339908907.4 sec)

0.000

0.002

0.004

0.006

0.008

0.010

P(
t)

Figure 4: Bayesian block decomposed light curve for
GRB 201009A. The green dashed lines indicate the
start and end of the GRB.

We conducted a time-integrated polarization anal-
ysis resulting in polarization fraction of 78% and po-
larization angle of 35 ± 6◦. This result is statistically
significant with a Bayes factor of 7.26.

4.1 Time resolved polarization analysis

The long GRB 201009A lightcurve shows two regions:
one main peak region followed by a second peak re-
gion. We conducted a polarization analysis for each
region of these two regions. In the first region, cor-
responding to a 20 s time window, we recorded 2493
Compton counts. The time-resolved analysis reveals
that the first peak is highly polarized, with a polariza-
tion fraction of 70% and a polarization angle of 30◦.
This finding is highly significant, with a Bayes factor
of 5.15, indicating that the signal is genuinely polarized
and that the likelihood of unpolarized radiation produc-
ing such sinusoidal modulation in the azimuthal angle

Figure 5: Same as Figure 3 but for GRB 201009A.

distribution is low.
For the second time window, we analyzed a 15 s in-

terval derived from our Bayesian block analysis. How-
ever, during this period, the number of Compton counts
fell below the threshold required to meet the Compton
criteria. As illustrated in Figure 6, the results for this
interval exhibit high uncertainty. The primary contri-
bution to the polarization of this burst is thus attributed
to the first peak. Table 2 gives the time resolved param-
eters for GRB 201009A and Figure 6 shows the time
resolved analysis.

5. Sensitivity to localization uncertainties

The analysis of polarization in CZTI relies completely
on simulations undertaken with the AstroSat Mass
Model as discussed in Chattopadhyay et al. (2022). A
key input for these simulations is the position of the
burst in the sky. Since there were non-negligible un-
certainties in the locations of both our bursts, we re-
peated our analyses by considering various source lo-
cations along the IPN arcs. We focused our analysis on
the sky region within the 50% containment area (A50)
as determined by CZTI. Additionally, we restricted our
analysis to a 5-degree radius around the estimated lo-
cation due to the computationally intensive nature of
GRB polarization simulations.
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GRB 200503A
Intervals Duration Compton counts µ PA PF Bayes factor

Total duration 45 2104 0.12 ± 0.07 – ≤ 33.66 0.79

GRB 201009A
Region Duration Compton counts µ PA PF Bayes factor

Total duration 35 3277 0.18 ± 0.06 36 ± 6 78 ± 30 7.26
Peak 1 20 2493 0.14 ± 0.06 31 ± 10 71 ± 31 5.14
Peak 2 15 816 0.48 ± 0.41 – Unconstrained 1.44

Table 2: Compton counts and polarisation parameters for GRB 200503A and GRB 201009A.

The time-integrated results for GRB 200503A do
not exhibit any polarization signatures, as discussed in
Section 3., a trend that persists across the six selected
positions. Table 3 provides the PA and PF values for
GRB 200503A. Here, we still give the PA and PF values
only to show that similar results and low Bayes factors
were obtained in all the cases.

In our examination of GRB 201009A, we identi-
fied consistent polarization within a radius of 5 degrees.
The polarization parameters measured at six distinct
positions for this gamma-ray burst are presented in Ta-
ble 3. The values of PA and PF for all six studied po-
sitions are consistent within error bars, and we get an
acceptably high Bayes factor in each case.

6. Conclusions and Discussions

Investigation into the polarization of GRB prompt
emission remains a relatively unexplored area in astro-
nomical observations. This task is notably challenging
due to the transient nature of GRBs, leading to limited
photon statistics, as well as the complex instrument sys-
tematics involved. Additionally, the lack of localization
information poses challenges for polarization studies
by instruments without localization capability. We pre-
sented the first joint localization and polarization anal-
ysis of two GRBs using CZTI. Our examination indi-
cates that the GRB localization results derived from the
AstroSat Mass Model align with the localization map
provided by the IPN.

Previous polarimetric studies of GRBs observed
by AstroSat CZTI and POLAR suggests that the time-
integrated GRB emissions generally exhibit lower po-
larization levels (Chattopadhyay et al., 2022; Kole
et al., 2020). This can be attributed to two possible sce-
narios, assuming that the bursts are viewed on the axis:
(a) The burst might be intrinsically polarized, but varia-
tions in the polarization angle across multiple emission
pulses can result in an overall lower polarization. This

scenario has been demonstrated in detailed polarimet-
ric studies of GRBs such as GRB 160821A (Sharma
et al., 2019) and GRB 170114A (Burgess et al., 2019),
where the underlying emission pulses could be due
to synchrotron emission in magnetic fields ordered at
least on scales of 1/Γ. (b) The burst might be intrin-
sically unpolarized. In this case, the underlying ob-
served non-thermal spectral radiation could be linked to
synchrotron emission originating in random magnetic
fields or Compton drag (Toma et al., 2009; Gill et al.,
2020). Given that the polarimetric study focuses on the
energy range around the burst Epeak, the lack of po-
larization could also support subphotospheric emission
models, where the burst peak is expected to be unpolar-
ized due to its formation deep within the burst outflow
at high optical depths (Lundman et al., 2018).

GRB 200503A is a multi-pulsed GRB. Our analy-
sis cannot constrain the polarization of GRB 200503A.
The GRB shows three main pulses - we combined them
into 2 episodes to get enough Compton counts and
found that the polarization for individual episodes are
also unconstrained.

In contrast, GRB 201009A, despite having multi-
pulsed emission, exhibits a high degree of polarization
in its time-integrated emission, with high statistical sig-
nificance (Bayes Factor > 5). Bayesian binning iden-
tifies two main emission episodes. Time-resolved po-
larimetry shows that the primary emission episode, oc-
curring from 0 to 20 seconds, is highly polarized, while
the subsequent emission from 20 to 35 seconds cannot
be constrained. Given the low brightness of the second
episode, we conclude that the polarization behavior of
the primary episode significantly influences the time-
integrated analysis (Figure 6). Considering the burst
is viewed on-axis, the high polarization fraction (PF
> 25%, Figure 6) observed throughout the burst du-
ration suggests that the underlying radiation is likely to
be synchrotron radiation produced in an ordered trans-
verse magnetic field (Toma et al., 2009; Gill et al.,
2020).
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Figure 6: Same as Figure 5, but for time resolved cases. Left: for the time bin 0 to 20s. Right: for time bin 20 s to
35 s.

GRB 200503A
RA Dec θ ϕ µ PA PF Bayes factor
211 -18 37.8 167.7 0.12 ± 0.08 45 ± 29 31 ± 21 0.76
207 -25 41.5 155.9 0.13 ± 0.08 45 ± 24 35 ± 21 0.79
208 -23 40.5 159.8 0.13 ± 0.09 45 ± 22 37 ± 26 0.80
209 -20 38.4 163.5 0.12 ± 0.07 46 ± 28 32 ± 12 0.77
210 -17 36.4 167.4 0.12 ± 0.08 46 ± 25 46 ± 22 0.79
212 -15 36.0 172.1 0.12 ± 0.07 45 ± 27 32 ± 20 0.77

GRB 201009A
RA Dec θ ϕ µ PA PF Bayes factor

357.0 -20.2 59.7 155.5 0.18 ± 0.07 37 ± 6 76 ± 30 5.81
354.7 -21.0 57.6 154.6 0.18 ± 0.07 37 ± 5 73 ± 28 6.09
353.6 -21.3 56.6 154.2 0.17 ± 0.07 37 ± 6 75 ± 30 4.55
352.5 -21.5 55.5 153.9 0.18 ± 0.07 38 ± 5 71 ± 28 5.42
351.3 -21.7 54.5 153.6 0.18 ± 0.07 37 ± 5 79 ± 31 5.26
350.2 -21.7 53.4 153.4 0.18 ± 0.07 37 ± 5 66 ± 26 6.09

Table 3: Coordinates for each position at which polarization analysis was conducted, along with the associated
polarization results for GRB 2000503A and GRB 201009A. Note that for GRB 200503A the net polarisation is
unconstrained as discussed in section 3.. Here, we give nominal best-fit values despite the high error bars only to
highlight the comparison.

Furthermore, our assessment of the stability of po-
larization results across different locations shows only

minor fluctuations in polarization parameters, with the
modulation factor (µ), polarization angle (PA), and
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Bayes factor remaining nearly constant. We can con-
clude that up to 5◦ radius, there are no significant
changes in the polarization parameters with respect to
the position. Enhancements in polarization data analy-
sis through a unified framework that enables simultane-
ous fitting of both spectrum and polarization from var-
ious instruments will produce unbiased, high-quality
results. Attempts to undertake joint location-spectral-
polarisation analysis are under way, and will be pre-
sented elsewhere.
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