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The current knowledge in cosmology deals with open problems whose solutions are still under
investigation. The main issue is the so-called Hubble constant (𝐻0) tension, namely, the 4 − 6𝜎
discrepancy between the local value of 𝐻0 obtained with Cepheids+Supernovae Ia (SNe Ia) and the
cosmological one estimated from the observations of the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB).
For the investigation of this problem, probes that span all over the redshift 𝑧 ranges are needed.
Cepheids are local objects, SNe Ia reached up to 𝑧 = 2.9, and CMB is observed at 𝑧 = 1100. In
this context, the use of probes at intermediate redshift 𝑧 > 3 is auspicious for casting more light on
modern cosmology. The Gamma-ray Bursts (GRBs) are particularly suitable for this task, given
their observability up to 𝑧 = 9.4. The use of GRBs as standardizable candles requires the use
of tight and reliable astrophysical correlations and the presence of gaps in the GRB time-domain
data represents an obstacle in this sense. In this work, we propose to improve the precision of
the lightcurve (LC) parameters through a reconstruction process performed with the functional
forms of GRB LCs and the Gaussian Processes (GP). The filling of gaps in the GRB LCs through
these processes shows an improvement up to 41.5% on the precision of the LC parameters fitting,
which lead to a reduced scatter in the astrophysical correlations and, thus, in the estimation of
cosmological parameters.
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1. Introduction

The most studied cosmological framework is the so-called flat ΛCDM model, which lies its
basis on the existence of Dark Energy (parametrized with Λ) responsible for the expansion of
the universe, the Cold Dark Matter component (which is non-relativistic), and the absence of a
geometrical curvature. This model has proven to be one of the best paradigms for describing the
cosmos, given its capability of predicting an accelerated expansion phase as proven in [22, 27]
thanks to the crucial contribution of SNe Ia. These are key observational pillars, together with the
CMB anisotropy observations. The ΛCDM is then the most popular cosmological model among
scientists. Nevertheless, many open problems affect the ΛCDM. A major challenge in cosmology
today is the Hubble tension - a discrepancy in measurements of the Hubble constant (𝐻0). This
parameter quantifies the universe’s current expansion rate. Local measurements using SNe Ia and
Cepheids yield a higher 𝐻0 value (𝐻0 = 73.04 ± 1.04 [28]) than predictions derived from the
early universe, based on CMB observations by the Planck satellite (𝐻0 = 67.4 ± 0.5 [24]). The
presence of such a big open problem in modern cosmology calls out the need for further constraints
to be put on the 𝐻0 estimation. In particular, it is important to cover the redshift (𝑧) ranges in the
Hubble diagram that lie between the SNe Ia upper limit (𝑧 = 2.9 [23]) and the value of the Last
Scattering Surface (𝑧 = 1100) from which CMB is emitted. To this end, the contribution of GRBs
is crucial. GRBs are highly energetic and panchromatic transients observed isotropically in the
universe and have cosmological origins (being observed up to 𝑧 = 9.4 [4]). GRB LCs have two
main emission phases: the prompt, observed in high-energy frequencies (𝛾, 𝑋 , optical) and due
to internal shocks mechanism, and the afterglow (usually observed in 𝑋, optical, and occasionally
radio) which is generated from the interaction of the shock shells with the interstellar medium.
GRBs are traditionally divided into two categories according to their emission duration: the Long
GRBs (with emission time > 2 𝑠𝑒𝑐), thought to arise from the collapse of massive stars and the Short
GRBs (with a duration typically < 2 𝑠𝑒𝑐) that are created when two compact objects merge, like
two neutron stars and a neutron star with a black hole. Differently from SNe Ia, the GRB emission
energies vary widely (1049−1053 𝑒𝑟𝑔𝑠), thus to use them as standardizable candles it is fundamental
to consider reliable astrophysical correlations among their luminosity and other parameters that do
not depend on the luminosity itself. To this end, a particular class of GRBs, namely the GRBs
with plateau emission, serves the purpose. The plateau is a flat portion present in 42% of the
GRB LC which is related to the fallback accretion mechanism onto a black hole or the spinning
down of a newly born magnetar [26, 29]. The plateau phase is of particular importance given that,
morphologically, it is more regular than the prompt phase in the LCs. Furthermore, the plateau is the
protagonist in reliable astrophysical correlations aimed at the standardizability of GRBs. Among
these relations, the fundamental plane or Dainotti 3D relation serves as a reliable cosmological
tool: this correlation connects the GRBs peak prompt luminosity 𝐿𝑝𝑒𝑎𝑘 , the end-of-plateau GRB
luminosity and rest-frame time, 𝐿𝑎 and 𝑇∗

𝑎 , respectively [5–7, 10, 12, 14–16, 30]. The fundamental
plane relation can provide interesting support in the cosmological analysis [1–3, 9, 11, 17, 25], as
well as quasars as high-𝑧 probes [20]. To have more reliable cosmological models, we need to have
the tightest possible constraints and this can be obtained when we have the smallest uncertainties
on the plateau parameters in relation to the Dainotti 3D correlation.

For the reasons stated above, it is clear that GRBs, together with other high-𝑧 probes, represent

2



The Machine Learning to reconstruct GRB lightcurves M. G. Dainotti

the developing future of modern cosmology. Nevertheless, the issues with these probes are still
challenging the scientific community. One of the main problems concerns the lack of data: the
𝑋-ray satellite observations may incur in the so-called orbital gaps, i.e. phases of the GRB
observation where data can’t be collected due to the satellite orbital gap. Furthermore, concerning
the optical wavelengths, not all the observatories on Earth that are triggered from the satellites have
the possibility to observe the GRB location at the same time, thus, LCs may present fragmented
contributions at different time epochs [8].

In this sense, leveraging an approach that allows filling the gaps increases drastically the
precision of the fitting parameters for a GRB LC. An improvement in GRB parameters precision
implies a reduction in cosmological parameters uncertainties when these transients are used as
standardizable candles.

The main idea of the present work is to use machine learning approaches to fill the gaps present
in GRB LCs. The reconstruction approach has been applied with success in many fields of modern
astrophysics, such as the study of Cepheid LCs [21] or planetary eclipse mapping [19]. The present
contribution is structured in the following way. In Section 2 we describe the LC reconstruction
process applied on 𝑋-ray GRBs with plateau emission. In Section 4, we draw our conclusions.

2. GRB lightcurve reconstruction

The problem of GRB LC reconstruction has been investigated in [13], where the authors address
the challenge of gaps in GRB LCs. Starting from a sample of 455 GRBs taken from [31] that have
𝑋-ray plateaus observed by Swift [18], a stochastic approach is followed to reconstruct the missing
data points in the LC gaps. After the data points are reconstructed and the LCs filled, a re-fitting
of the LCs with two theoretical models is performed to compare the precision of the LC parame-
ters before and after the reconstruction process. Two main methods are used to infer the missing
data points: reconstruction with functional forms and reconstruction with Gaussian Processes (GP).

2.1 Reconstruction with the functional form

The 218 good GRBs are fitted with the Willingale model [32]:

𝑓 (𝑡) =

𝐹𝑖𝑒𝑥𝑝

(
𝛼𝑖

(
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𝑇𝑖

))
𝑒𝑥𝑝

( −𝑡𝑖
𝑡

)
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(
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𝑖
𝑒𝑥𝑝

( −𝑡𝑖
𝑡

)
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, (1)

where 𝐹𝑖 and 𝑇𝑖 are the flux and time either at the end of the plateau or the prompt phase of
GRB LC, 𝛼𝑖 is the temporal index after 𝑇𝑖 , and 𝑡𝑖 is the initial time rise. Another model taken into
account by the authors is the simple broken power-law, defined as follows:

𝑓 (𝑡) =

𝐹𝑖

(
𝑡
𝑇𝑖

)𝛼
1
, for 𝑡 < 𝑇𝑖

𝐹𝑖

(
𝑡
𝑇𝑖

)𝛼
2
, for 𝑡 ≥ 𝑇𝑖

(2)

where 𝑇𝑖 and 𝐹𝑖 are the flux at the breaking point (which is taken as the plateau in this context),
𝛼1 is the slope before the break, and 𝛼2 is the one after the break. For each LC, the residuals with
respect to the logarithm of the models are defined:
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log10 𝐹𝑟𝑒𝑠 = log10 𝐹
𝑜𝑏𝑠
𝑡 − log10 𝑓 (𝑡), (3)

considering the log10 𝑓 (𝑡) as the fitting model and log10 𝐹
𝑜𝑏𝑠
𝑡 as the observed log10 of flux

at time 𝑡. A test of the best-fit distribution for the model residuals is performed, confirming the
Gaussian nature for them. Before reconstructing the GRB LCs, a segregation of the 455 GRBs into
quality categories is necessary to understand which ones can be reconstructed. The good GRBs are
eligible for reconstruction: the ones that are well approximated by fitting models and do not have
any flare, bump or double break in the plateau or afterglow phase. In this way, 218 GRBs (48% of
the total) are chosen for the present analysis.

The reconstruction of the LCs is performed through the following Equation:

log10 𝐹
𝑟𝑒𝑐
𝑡 = log10 𝑓 (𝑡) + (1 + 𝑚) · R, (4)

where 𝑚 is the noise level and R is the random variate sampled from a Gaussian distribution.
In this sense, white noise is added to take into account the realistic fluctuations in an observed
LC. The noise level can be toggled arbitrarily and here it is considered as 10% or 20%. We here
stress that the reconstruction is performed at the time epoch between the beginning of the plateau
emission and the end of the afterglow, namely, the end of the LC.

2.2 Reconstruction with the Gaussian Processes

The Gaussian Processes (GPs) are a class of supervised machine learning methods aimed to
perform the regression of data. Starting from the prior knowledge, namely any trend that is found
in the existing data used for training, the GP creates a posterior distribution using the Bayesian
inference as a principle. The so-found posterior is a likely outcome of the process that is in
agreement with both the data and the prior. Every prediction obtained through the GPs has a
confidence interval, and the GPs take into account the likelihood of each prediction obtained in the
process. In the GPs, the kernel functions are crucial: these describe how similar are two data points
in the input and it is based on the assumption that two similar data points in the input space should
lead to similar outputs. In this work, the kernel is assumed as a Radial Basis Function (RBF),
which depends only on the difference of any two input data points 𝑥 and 𝑥′, thus being a function
of |𝑥 − 𝑥′ |. Furthermore, the 95% confidence interval is assumed for the GPs analysis. An example
of LC reconstruction is plotted in Figure 1.

3. The results of the reconstruction

After the reconstruction and the re-fitting with the models in Equations 1, 2 are employed,
the following observations can be made. The decrease in percentage is a measurement of how the
fitting has improved after the reconstruction process. It is defined as

Δ%𝑋 =
𝜖 𝑓 𝑎

𝑋
− 𝜖 𝑓 𝑏

𝑋

𝜖 𝑓 𝑏
𝑋

∗ 100, (5)
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Figure 1: An example of LC reconstruction applied to GRB 121217A. The reconstruction is performed with
two models: Willingale (abbreviated with W07) and broken power-law (abbreviated with BPL). Furthermore,
the two noise levels are considered (10% and 20%). Upper left panel: W07 model reconstruction with 10%
noise level. Upper right panel: W07 model reconstruction with 20% noise level. Lower left panel: BPL
model reconstruction with 10% noise level. Lower right panel: BPL model reconstruction with 20% noise
level. The Figure is reproduced from [13].

where 𝜖 𝑓 𝑏𝑥 = |Δ𝑥/𝑥 |𝑏𝑒 𝑓 𝑜𝑟𝑒 is the error fraction of the 𝑥 LC parameter before the reconstruction
and 𝑓 𝑎𝑥 = |Δ𝑥/𝑥 |𝑎 𝑓 𝑡𝑒𝑟 is the same quantity but after the reconstruction. The Δ% is computed for
each GRB and then an average is estimated among all the GRBs.

We here report the results on the Δ% after the reconstruction with the functional form of the
fitting functions. In the case of 𝑚 = 10% noise level, considering the average among all GRBs, we
obtain a 33% decrease for Δ% log10 𝑇

∗
𝑎 , a 31% decrease for Δ% log10 𝐹𝑎, a 15% decrease for Δ%𝛼1

parameter, and a 44% decrease for Δ%𝛼2. For what it concerns the 𝑚 = 20% noise level, we obtain
a 30% decrease for Δ% log10 𝑇

∗
𝑎 , a 27% decrease for Δ% log10 𝐹𝑎, a 2% decrease for Δ%𝛼1, and a

41% decrease for Δ%𝛼2.

Concerning the GP results, the summary follows. For Δ% log10 𝑇
∗
𝑎 , the decrease is of 25%. For

Δ% log10 𝐹𝑎 and Δ%𝛼, the decreases are 28% and 42%, respectively. Furthermore, we observe a
decrease in Δ% log10 𝑇

∗
𝑎 of 15%, in Δ% log10 𝐹𝑎 of 12%, in Δ% log10 𝛼1 of 25%, and in Δ% log10 𝛼2

of 36%.

In both the functional and GP reconstruction approaches, the results between the Willingale
and the broken power-law are very similar. Furthermore, the GP technique exhibited similar trends
as the cases with functional forms, reinforcing the effectiveness of the stochastic reconstruction
approach.
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4. Conclusions

The methodology proposed in this work aims to solve in a relatively simple way the problem
of missing data in the GRB LCs. Through the LC reconstruction and the imputing of data, an
improvement in GRB LC fitting parameters can be easily obtained. Here the Willingale and the
broken power-law models are considered as the starting points for the analysis but it must be kept in
mind that any LC empirical model can be adopted with this approach. We obtain that - on average
- for the Willingale model the uncertainties on the fitting parameters are reduced by 37% for all the
parameters with noise at 10% and by 34% for the 20% noise case, while for the broken power-law
the average reduction on the uncertainties of the fitting parameters is of 31% for the 10% noise level
and 25% for the 20% noise case. Discussing the results on the GPs, the average decrease is 31%
for the Willingale model and 22% for the broken power-law. This stochastic reconstruction method
enhances the accuracy of GRB LC analyses by reducing uncertainties in critical LC parameters.
These improvements are vital for utilizing GRBs as standard candles in cosmology, investigating
theoretical models, and inferring GRB redshifts through future machine-learning analyses.
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