arXiv:2206.11438v3 [astro-ph.HE] 30 Dec 2022

Preprint typeset using ITEX style emulateapj v. 12/16/11

THERMAL AND NONTHERMAL EMISSION FROM A PECULIAR LONG-DURATION GRB 211211A

XUE-ZHAO CHANG!, Hou-Jun LU', XiNne Yanc!, Jia-Mine CHEN?, AND EN-WEI L1ANG'

ABSTRACT

Long-duration GRB 211211A that lacks a supernova emission even down to very stringent limits at
such a low redshift z = 0.076 and is associated with kilonova emission, suggests that its physical origin
is from a binary compact star merger. By reanalyzing its data observed with the Gamma-Ray Burst
Monitor on board the Fermi mission, we find that both time-integrated and time-resolved spectra can
be fitted well by using a 2SBPL plus blackbody (2SBPL+BB) model in the prompt emission. The
bulk Lorentz factors (I'py) of the outflow can be inferred by invoking the observed thermal emission
at the photosphere radius within a pure fireball model, and we find out that the temporal evolution of
I'pn seems to be tracking with the light curve. The derived values of I',;, are also consistent with the
I'pn-Ln iso/ E+.iso correlations that had been found in other bursts. Moreover, we also calculate the
magnetization factor oy in the central engine and oy, at the photosphere radius within the framework
of a hybrid jet model, and find that the values of both 1+ 0y and 14 oy, are larger than 1 for different
time slices. It suggests that at least the Poynting-flux component is indeed existent in the outflow.
If this is the case, one possible physical interpretation of thermal and nonthermal emissions in GRB
211211A is from the contributions of both v annihilation and the Blandford-Znajek mechanisms in

the relativistic jet when a stellar mass black hole resides in the central engine.

Subject headings: Gamma-ray burst: general

1. INTRODUCTION

The field that studies of gamma-ray bursts (GRBs)
has made a great progress in both observations and the-
ories (see Kumar & Zhang 2015, for a review). In gen-
eral, GRBs are thought to be from a catastrophic event
(such as massive star core collapse or the merger of
two compact stars) to release its gravitational energy
that is converted in the form of thermal energy, and
a central engine (black hole or neutron star) is formed
after the catastrophic event (Eichler et al. 1989; Usov
1992; Thompson 1994; Dai & Lu 1998a,b; Popham et al.
1999; Narayan et al. 2001; Zhang & Mészaros 2001;
Lei et al. 2009; Metzger et al. 2011; Bucciantini et al.
2012; Lii & Zhang 2014; Berger 2014; Lii et al. 2015).
The fireball model is the most popular one to in-
terpret both 7-ray emission and broadband afterglow
emission of GRB phenomena (Mészaros & Rees 1997;
Sari et al. 1998; Mészaros 2002; Zhang & Mészéaros 2004;
Zhang et al. 2016). The observed prompt emission can
be explained by the photosphere with a quasi-thermal
spectrum (Paczynski 1986; Goodman 1986), or inter-
nal shocks with a nonthermal electromagnetic radiation
(Rees & Meszaros 1994), or dissipation of the magnetic
energy with a nonthermal spectrum at a large radius
(Zhang & Yan 2011).

Within the above scenario, the photons that are pro-
duced in the thermalized outflow can escape near the
photospheric radius when the optical depth is close
to 1, and a purely quasi-thermal component should
be observed in the prompt emission of a GRB, such
as GRB 090902B (Abdo et al. 2009; Ryde et al. 2010;
Zhang et al. 2011).  On the contrary, if the out-
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flow is Poynting-flux dominated, it should produce a
purely nonthermal emission, such as GRB 080916C
(Zhang & Pe’er 2009). In general, the dissipated ra-
dius of the photospheric and internal shock cannot
be distinguished very well, and the observed spectrum
of GRB prompt emission should be the superposition
of thermal and nonthermal components (Ryde 2005;
Gao & Zhang 2015). Such evidence of thermal and non-
thermal emission is already found in several solid cases,
e.g., GRB 100724B (Guiriec et al. 2011); GRB 110721A
(Axelsson et al. 2012); GRB 120323A (Guiriec et al.
2013); GBR 160625B (Lii et al. 2017); GRB 081221
(Hou et al. 2018).

Most recently, a peculiar and nearby long-duration
GRB 211211A that triggered the Fermi Gamma-Ray
Burst Monitor (GBM; Mangan et al. 2021), Swift Burst
Alert Telescope (BAT; D’Ai et al. 2021), as well as
Insight-HXMT (Zhang et al. 2021), is very excited for
attention with redshift z=0.076. The light curve of
prompt emission is composed of an initial hard-main
emission (with a duration ~ 13 s) followed by a series of
soft gamma-ray extended emission (EE) with a duration
~ b5 s, and the structure of the light curve is similar to
the particularly interesting case GRB 060614 (Yang et al.
2022; Xiao et al. 2022) and GRB 211227A (Li et al.
2022). More interestingly, no associated supernova sig-
nature is detected for GRB 211211A, even down to very
stringent limits at such a low redshift, but associated
with kilonova is observed by several optical telescopes
(Rastinejad et al. 2022). That observed evidence sug-
gests that GRB 211211A is originated from a binary
compact star merger (Rastinejad et al. 2022; Yang et al.
2022; Xiao et al. 2022; Gompertz et al. 2022). However,
how to produce such long-duration emission within the
compact star merger scenario remains an open ques-
tion. Gao et al. (2022) proposed that the black hole cen-
tral engine surrounded by a strong magnetic flux can
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well interpret the behavior of long-duration emission of
GRB 211211A. Gompertz et al. (2022) found that the
spectrum can be fitted well with a double smoothly
broken power-law model SBPL, which is interpreted as
synchrotron emission, including both characteristic syn-
chrotron frequency (v,,) and the cooling frequency ().
So that identifying the composition of the jet in such a bi-
nary system will play an important role in understanding
the physical process and mechanism (Zhang et al. 2011;
Kumar & Zhang 2015; Zhang 2018).

In this paper, by analyzing the data observed with the
GBM on board the Fermi mission, we find that a black-
body emission with a nonthermal component 2SBPL
function can be fitted well to the spectra in the prompt
emission of GRB 211211A, especially in the initial hard-
main emission phase. It means that the thermal com-
ponent should be indeed existent, and it is different
from previous studies that claimed the single nonther-
mal component is dominated in the prompt emission
phase (Yang et al. 2022; Xiao et al. 2022). The data
analysis and spectral fitting are presented in §2. In
8§83, we derive the Lorentz factor of the jet, its photo-
spheric radius, magnetization oy, and the dimensionless
entropy n based on the observed thermal and nonther-
mal emissions of GRB 211211A. The conclusions are
drawn in §4 with some additional discussion. Through-
out the paper, a concordant cosmology with parameters
Hy =70 km s~! Mpc™!, Qar = 0.30, and Q = 0.70 is
adopted.

2. FERMI/GBM DATA ANALYSIS
2.1. Light curve and spectral fits

GRB 211211A triggered the Fermi/GBM at
13:09:59.651 UT on 2021 December 11 (Mangan et al.
2021). This GRB was also detected by Swift/BAT
(D’Ai et al. 2021) and Insight-HXMT (Zhang et al.
2021). We downloaded the corresponding time-tagged-
event (TTE) data of GRB 211211A from the public
science support center at the official Fermi website?.
The GBM has 12 sodium iodide (Nal) detectors cov-
ering an energy range from 8 keV to 1 MeV, and
two bismuth germanate (BGO) scintillation detectors
sensitive to higher energies between 200 keV and 40
MeV (Meegan et al. 2009). We select the brightest Nal
and BGO detectors for the analyses, namely n2, na and
b0. For more details of data reduction of the light curve,
please refer to Lii et al. (2017) and Zhang et al. (2018).

We extract the light curves with a 128 ms time bin
(Figure 1) by running gtbin. The light curve shows a
complex structure with a total duration of about Tog ~43
s, an initially main emission (with a duration ~ 13 s)
followed by a series of soft gamma-ray extended emission
with a duration ~ 55 s (also see Yang et al. 2022).

Both time-integrated and time-resolved spectra of this
source are extracted from the TTE data. The back-
ground spectrum from the GBM data is extracted from
the continuous spectroscopy (CSPEC) format data with
two time intervals before and after the prompt emis-
sion phase and are modeled with a polynomial func-
tion. We perform the spectral fit with the multimission
maximum likelihood framework package (Vianello et al.

3 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/FTP /fermi/data/gbm/daily/

2017), which adopts the Markov Chain Monte Carlo
(MCMC) technique to perform time-resolved spectral fit-
ting. Also, we evaluate the goodness of our fits with
the maximum likelihood based statistics, the so-called
PGSTAT. Yang et al. (2022) invoked a cutoff power-law
model to do the spectral fitting in both the time-averaged
and time-resolved spectra of GRB 211211A (also see
Gompertz et al. 2022). In our analysis, several spectral
models can be selected to test the spectral fitting of the
burst, such as cutoff power-law (CPL), Band function
(Band), a smoothly broken power-law model (SBPL), a
double smoothly broken power-law model (2SBPL) and
blackbody (BB), as well as combinations of any two mod-
els. The Band function (Band et al. 1993) and blackbody
function, and CPL models are written as follows:
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where A is the normalization of the spectrum, « and
[ are the low and high-energy photon spectral indices,
respectively,and E, = (2 + «)E, is the peak energy;
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where k£ and T are Boltzmann constant and temperature,
respectively;
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The SBPL function (Ravasio et al. 2018) function is de-
fined as follows:
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Here, a,Aﬂ and pEb are the 1(/)\wer power-law index, upper
power-law index, and a break energy, respectively; A is
the break scale, which is fixed at 0.3.

The 2SBPL function (Kaneko et al. 2006) function is
defined as follows:
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and above the break energy, respectively. FEp and FEp
are the break energy and peak energy, respectively; [ is
the high-energy photon index above the peak energy; ny
(for the break) and ng (for the peak) are the smoothness
parameters. In this work, we fix the ny = 5.38 and ng =
2.69, respectively (Ravasio et al. 2018).

In order to test which model is the best fit with the
data, we compare the goodness of the fits by invoking
the Bayesian information criteria (BIC)?. For the specific

; a1 and ag are the photon index below

4 BIC is a criterion to evaluate the best model fit among a fi-
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definition of the goodness of data fitting by the empir-
ical model, please refer to Li (2019). We find that the
2SBPL+BB model is the best one to adequately describe
the observed data, and it means that the thermal emis-
sion component in GRB 211211A is a significant presence
(see Table 1). The spectral fitting result of the time-
integrated spectra is shown in Figure 2. Moreover, we
find that the photon indices of the time-integrated spec-
tra are a; = —0.6 and as = —1.62, respectively. These
values are consistent with the results in Gompertz et al.
(2022), and it suggests that the nonthermal component
may be originated from the synchrotron emission in the
fast regime.

We also extract time-resolved spectral analyses of GRB
211211A between Ty + 0.5 and Ty + 70. We divide the
time interval into 31 slices, and fit those slices by invoking
2SBPL and 2SBPL+BB models. The fitting results are
shown in Table 2. Figure 1 shows the evolution of ABIC,
which is defined as ABIC = BICQSBPL — BIC2SBPL+BB'
We find that the ABIC of all time slices is larger than
zero, especially, the ABIC at the peak of light curve in
both the main emission and extended emission is much
larger than 10. Even during the late period of the ex-
tended emission phase, the ABIC of most time slices re-
mains in the range of [6-10]. By comparing the BIC
of 2SBPL and 2SBPL+BB models, we find that it is
strong to support the 2SBPL+BB model, which is bet-
ter than the 2SBPL model to describe the observed data
during the time-resolved spectra of GRB 211211A. In
other words, the thermal emission component in GRB
211211A remains a significant presence in the time-
resolved spectrum. By adopting z = 0.076 of GRB
211211A, the total isotropic-equivalent energy (E. iso)
and luminosity (L is0) can be as high as 7.6 x 10°! erg
and 1.9 x 10°! erg s—!, respectively.

2.2. Fitting results

In order to test the behavior of temporal evolution of
main parameters for thermal and nonthermal emissions,
we present the temporal evolution of Ej, Epk, kT, the
flux of BB emission (Fgg), and the ratio of Fgp and to-
tal observed flux (Fyps) in Figure 3. By comparing the Ej,
and Epx evolution of both 2SBPL and 2SBPL+BB mod-
els, we find that the Fy, and Epy evolution of 2SBPL+4-BB
model are similar to that of the 2SBPL model, and the
behavior of its evolution seems to be tracking with pulses
of the light curve. The temperature (kT) and the flux
(Fsp) of BB emission also exhibits the tracking behav-
ior with its pulses. The Fpp can reach to as high as
8.16 x 1076 erg ecm™2 s~1. We also calculate the total ob-
served flux, which includes both thermal and nonthermal
emission and find that the fraction of thermal emission
flux (Fpp/Fobs) can reach as high as ~ 0.2. The signif-
icant thermal component in the prompt emission is also

nite set of models, and the lowest BIC of a model is preferred
(Neath & Cavanaugh 2012). The definition of BIC can be written
as: BIC = —2InL + k - In(n), where k is the number of model
parameters, n is the number of data points, and L is the maxi-
mum value of the likelihood function of the estimated model. (1)
if 0 < ABIC < 2, the evidence against the model with higher BIC
is not worth more than a bare mention; (2) if 2 < ABIC < 6,
the evidence against the model with higher BIC is positive; (3) if
6 < ABIC < 10, the evidence against the model with higher BIC
is strong; (4) if 10 < ABIC, the evidence against the model with
higher BIC is very strong.

independent to support the BB emission, which should
indeed be presented.

3. DERIVATION OF THE PHYSICAL PARAMETERS
WITHIN THE FIREBALL MODELS

The initial Lorentz factor of a GRB jet is a very im-
portant parameter for understanding GRB physics, and
is also very difficult to measure for most GRBs (Zhang
2018). In general, there are three methods that have been
proposed to estimate the Lorentz factor. The first one is
to use the high-energy cutoff of the prompt gamma-ray
spectrum, which is from the pair production when the
absorption optical depth is close to one (Fenimore et al.
1993; Lithwick & Sari 2001; Zhang & Pe’er 2009). The
second approach to estimating the Lorentz factor is
using the early afterglow light curves with a smooth
onset bump that shows the signal of fireball decel-
eration (Sari & Piran 1999; Kobayashi & Zhang 2007;
Liang et al. 2010). The third one is using the blackbody
component detected in some GRB spectra (Pe’er et al.
2007; Ryde et al. 2010; Gao & Zhang 2015). In this sec-
tion, we derive the physical parameters based on the ob-
served thermal component in prompt emission of GRB
211211A, such as the Lorentz factor (I'pn) and the ra-
dius of the photosphere (Rpn). We also calculate the
magnetization factor (o) and dimensionless entropy (7)
by assuming the hybrid jet of GRB 211211A.

3.1. Lorentz Factor and Photosphere Radius

In our analyses, the time-resolved spectra of the GRB
211211A prompt emission is composed of a thermal com-
ponent (BB component) and a nonthermal component
2SBPL component). Following the method of Pe’er et al.
(2007), we estimate the 'y, and Ry, with the BB com-
ponent derived from our spectral fits in different time
slices;

YorFos]'/*
Tpn = (106x14-@2DL§;ig%§ (6)
where Dy, is the luminosity distance, m, is the proton
mass, o is the Thomson scattering cross section, and
F,1s is the observed total flux. In our calculation, we
fix the Y = 1, which is the ratio between the total fire-
ball energy and the energy emitted in the ~-ray. The
definition of J is written as

Fpp 4
R=(—2)Y? 7
where o and Fgp are the Stefan’s constant and the ob-
served blackbody component flux, respectively. On the
other hand, the R}, can be expressed as

Ry = (Lor/87T5,myc?) (8)

where L = 47rD%FObS is the luminosity that is measured
for bursts with known redshift. The calculation results
are shown in Table 3.

Figure 4 shows the temporal evolution of I',, and Rpp.
During main emission phase, the evolution of I',y, is ini-
tially tracking with the light curve, and maximum value
can be reached as high as 311 at the peak of the light
curve. In the extended emission phase, the I';, seems to
be also tracking with the light curve, and it peaked at
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I'pn = 197, then, it is gradually going down to 91 until
it reaches the end of extended emission. As for the Rpp,
the highest value of Ry, is around ~ 2.71 x 10'Y cm and
it keeps fluctuating around ~ 10*° cm.

3.2. Magnetization parameter and dimensionless
entropy

One is different from the method of Pe’er et al. (2007)
who inferred the central engine parameters by using the
observed data within the framework of a pure fireball
shock model. Gao & Zhang (2015) proposed a hybrid
relativistic outflow of GRB (e.g., hot fireball compo-
nent and Poynting-flux component), and developed a
theory of its photosphere emission. One interesting ques-
tion is that the observed nonthermal component of GRB
211211A is from the internal shock of a fireball or an-
other cold Poynting-flux component. Here, we infer the
magnetization factor (o) and dimensionless entropy (7)
by assuming the hybrid jet of GRB 211211A.

The magnetization factor oy is defined as o9 = L./ Ly,
where the Ly and L. are the luminosity of the hot fire-
ball component and cold Poynting-flux component, re-
spectively. The dimensionless entropy 7 can be defined

as 1 = Ly/Mc?, where M is the accretion rate. The
time varying of the (n, o¢) pair at the central engine
can result in the evolution of the photosphere emission
proprieties. Based on the results of derivation in Gao
& Zhang (2015), several situations of different (n, oq)
pairs are considered; (1) > 1,00 < 1: it means that
the photosphere emission is dominated by a pure fire-
ball component; (2) 7 ~ 1,1+ o9 > 1: a Poynting-flux-
dominated outflow; no detection of any thermal compo-
nent in the GRB spectrum. By invoking the 'top-down’
approach and based on the judgment criteria proposed by
Gao & Zhang (2015), we can infer the parameters of the
central engine by using the observed quasi-thermal pho-
tosphere emission parameters (such as Fgp, Fobs, and
kT). However, the inferred parameters of the central
engine are sensitively dependent on the selected initial
radius (rg) of the central engine. For convenience, we
adopt the initial radius o = 107 ¢cm, and one can obtain
all the photosphere characteristic parameters of the hy-
brid model (e.g., , 1 + 00, Rpn, I'ph, and 14+ opn). Here,
1 + opn is the magnetization parameter at Rp,. Table
4 shows the derived parameters of GRB 211211A in a
hybrid jet model.

Figure 4 also shows the comparisons of I'py, and Rpn
evolution for both the pure fireball model and hybrid jet
model with fixed ro = 107 cm. It is interesting that the
I'pn evolution behavior of a pure fireball model is sim-
ilar to that of the hybrid jet model, and the evolution
of Ry is matched very well between those two models.
Figure 5 presents the temporal evolution of 1 4+ o¢ and
7 in the central engine with r = 7y, as well as 1 + opp
at Rpn. The values of 1 4+ 0¢ and 7 are larger than 1
and 10 for different time slices, respectively. It means
that at least the Poynting-flux component is indeed ex-
istent in the central engine. Meanwhile, it is clear to see
that the values of 1 4 oy, are larger than 1 for different
time slices, and range in [1-50]. So that, those results
suggest that the Poynting-flux component should always
be a presence at the position of the central engine and
photosphere radius. The observed thermal and nonther-

mal components in GRB 211211A seem to be from the
contributions of hot fireball and Poynting-flux outflow,
respectively.

3.3. th

Liang et al. (2010) discovered a tight correlation be-
tween initial Lorentz factor I'g and isotropic y-ray energy
E. iso, namely Ty ngfo. Lii et al. (2012) also found
another tight correlation of I'y and isotropic y-ray lumi-
nosity L iso, €.8., I'o o Lg'io. Those two correlations
can be interpreted well by using a neutrino-cooled hy-
peraccretion disk around a stellar mass black hole as the
GRB central engine (Lii et al. 2012).

In order to test whether the I'yy, from time-resolved BB
emission and E, is0/L~,iso of GRB 211211A are track-
ing similar correlations to the above, Figure 6 shows
the relationship between I'py, and E 60 / L, iso. We cau-
tion the reader that we do not adopt the data from
Liang et al. (2010) and Lii et al. (2012) to do the joint
fitting, because they adopt different methods to estimate
the Lorentz factor. However, we collect the data of time-
resolved spectra in GRB 160625B, which have the ther-
mal emission and use the same method (e.g., BB emis-
sion) to infer the Lorentz factor. So, we used I'pn in
our fitting to replace I'g in Liang et al. (2010), and the
data of GRB 160625B are taken from Wang et al. (2017).
For the diagram of I'p,, — L is0, Wwe make a joint fitting
of the two groups (GRB 160626B and GRB 211211A)

with a power-law model and find I'pp o Lg'ffoio'()l with

- B, iso/L~ iso correlations

a Pearsons correlation coefficient of 0.96 and p < 10~%.
Also, applying the power-law fitting to I'yh — E isos

we find I'pp o ES'?S?EOM with a Pearsons correlation

coefficient of 0.91 and p < 10~%. Those two results
are similar to that of Lii et al. (2012) and Liang et al.
(2010), respectively. It suggests that the central engine
of GRB 211211A may be a stellar mass black hole with
a neutrino-cooled hyperaccretion disk.

4. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

GRB 211211A was observed by Fermi/GBM,
Swift/BAT, and Insight-HXMT to have a duration
of ~ 84 seconds at redshift z =0.076, but the light curve
is characterized by an initial hard-main emission (with a
duration ~ 13 s) followed by a series of soft gamma-ray
extended emission with a duration ~ 55 s. The structure
of the light curve is similar to the cases of GRB 060614
and GRB 211227A, which are believed to be from
the compact star merger (Yang et al. 2022; Xiao et al.
2022; Lii et al. 2022). The total isotropic-equivalent
energy (E,is) and luminosity (Liso) are as high as
7.6 x 10%! erg and 1.9 x 10%! erg s™!, respectively. At
such low redshift, it is surprising that deep searches of
an underlying SN give null results, but being associated
with a kilonova is observed by several optical telescopes
(Rastinejad et al. 2022). That observed evidence sug-
gests that GRB 211211A is originated from a binary
compact star merger (Rastinejad et al. 2022; Yang et al.
2022; Xiao et al. 2022; Gompertz et al. 2022).

By reanalyzing the data observed with the GBM on
board the Fermi mission, we find the following interesting
results:

e We find that the 2SBPL-+BB model is the best
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one to adequately describe the observed data in
both time-integrated and time-resolved spectra in
the prompt emission of GRB 211211 A based on the
BIC criterion, and it means that both thermal and
nonthermal components in GRB 211211A should
be a significant presence.

e The behavior of temporal evolution of Ey,, Fpy for
the 2SBPL function and k7 for BB emission seem
to be tracking with pulses of the light curve.

e By inferring the Lorentz factor I'y, and photo-
sphere radius Ry}, based on the observed BB emis-
sion within the framework of a pure fireball model,
we find that the temporal evolution of I'py seems
to be tracking with the light curve, and its range
from 87 to 311. However, the highest value of R
is around ~ 2.7 x 10'° cm and it keeps fluctuating
around ~ 10'° cm.

e By calculating the magnetization factor oy in the
central engine and oy, at the photosphere radius
within the framework of the hybrid jet model, we
find that the values of both 1 4 o9 and 1 + opn
are larger than 1 for different time slices for fixed
initial 7o = 107 cm, and its range of [1,120]. It
means that at least the Poynting-flux component
is indeed existent in both the central engine and
photosphere radius.

e Moreover, we also plot the diagrams of I'pn-
E. iso/ L~ iso, and find the relationships as I'pn o

ngsiiom and I'pp o< Lg')?foio'm for the time-
resolved spectral data of GRB 211211A. Those
two correlations are comnsistent with that of in
Liang et al. (2010) and Lii et al. (2012), respec-
tively. It suggests that the central of GRB 211211A
may be a stellar mass black hole with a neutrino-
cooled hyperaccretion disk.

If the central engine of GRB 211211A is a stellar mass
black hole that is formed from a binary compact star
merger (Gao et al. 2022). Lei et al. (2017) proposed
that two jet launching mechanisms, i.e., v annihila-
tion and the Blandford-Znajek (BZ; Blandford & Znajek
1977) process, are indeed considered to power ther-
mal and nonthermal components in the relativistic jet,
respectively; the v annihilation mechanism liberates
the gravitational energy from the accretion disk, and

the BZ mechanism extracts the spin energy from the
Kerr black hole (Popham et al. 1999; Lee et al. 2000;
Li & Paczynski 2000; Gu et al. 2006; Lei et al. 2009,
2013). In this scenario, the observed thermal and non-
thermal emissions in GRB 211211A can be interpreted
as follows. The jet of GRB 211211A can be launched
from a hyperaccreting black hole via v annihilation and
the BZ mechanism. Initially, due to a very high accre-
tion rate of the black hole, the v annihilation should
be dominated. It can produce thermal emission when
the photons escape the system at the photosphere ra-
dius, and the internal shock or Poynting-flux outflow is
used to produce the nonthermal component. After tens
of seconds, the vv annihilation is not strong enough along
with the decreasing of accretion rate. But the magnetic
field of the black hole becomes gradually stronger due to
storage time, and the BZ mechanism will be dominated.
If this is the case, it is natural to explain the observed
gradually decreased thermal emission and gradually in-
creased nonthermal emission of GRB 211211A.

Alternatively, what we discussed above about the evi-
dence of Poynting-flux existence (e.g., magnetization fac-
tor op) in our results is dependent on the selected Ry
in the calculations of the hybrid model, and we fixed
Ro = 107 c¢m in our calculations. For different selected
Ry, such as Ry = 108 cm or Ry = 10° cm, it corre-
sponds to different values of og. So, it is difficult to judge
whether it is accompanied by the Poynting-flux compo-
nent in the jet. If this is the case, only v annihilation
mechanism can interpret the observed thermal emission
(from the photosphere) and nonthermal emission (from
the internal shock).

To find out such a uniform model to explain all ob-
served characteristics of GRB 211211A, of course, is not
an easy task. We therefore encourage intense multi-band
follow-up observations for GRB 211211A-like events in
the future.
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THE FITTING RESULTS OF TIME-RESOLVED SPECTRA WITH 2SBPL AND 2SBPL+BB IN GRB 211211A PROMPT EMISSION.
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TABLE 3

THE CALCULATED FLUX AND DERIVED PARAMETERS OF GRB 211211A PROMPT EMISSION.
t1 t2 FBB Fobs FBB/Fobs th Rph

(s) (s) (1076 erg cm™2s71) (1076 erg cm—2 s71) (100 c¢m)
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25 35 816710 50407050 015700 268671201 23370
55 45 00150 39705050 0.0270% 252,02 175 206735
15 55 028700 13907040 0.0270% 19210769 16871
55 65 208t 63007000 0057000 aaTe Tt 2557
65 15 0T SLS0TH 00170 0! 51173t 209730
75 85 480ty 62207050 008700 ara1td o1t 0
8595 01550 1510700 00170t 22140 HE0 1157
95105 008700 1270702 001T0% 20amat Il 1257 L)
105115 02870% 0245010 008700 10226700 1087y 0E
15125 0.04F0E ssstill 00t Lm0t 00Tl
125135 008ty 203500 001t0t 12575 0857y 0]
13515 o02ig 2200088 00 ti8 et osrilE
1517 ooste 3907000 001TD0 s bR 1oaty
1719 0a0rl 1090038 001EE8 19765 S 1aTtE
19020 01l 0575018 001T0U 17316002 15Tl
2 23 0250y 020012 003700 100.007 k1 16T
2 2 01T 10707018 001700 1823670008 1467y
25 27 0.07006 6.401012 0.0170°0% 17575112145 ( 9g+203
O R SR e
2 31 0oty 28100 001Tol 1ss2s 0 ossT
e oarh g 245l ooT ims0thel LooTh
R TS 2265000 002700 128037500 0907 )ld
B o9 00sTh 3367000 0027000 1asaTh 00ar)
3739 006i0 246500 002r00 1m0 007yl
3 41 005t Lo5TO 0027008 1231178008 os7r
41 43 048701 1744007 0.28+0:9 120.34+917 0.83+0:19
4345 0.08% 007 1.0517007 0.08+0:99 104.8672202 0767019
4550 0.045005 1167007 0.03%0.07 108.06+55 72 0.767950
50 70 0.02X551 0521003 0.037005 91,191+33.68° 5 57+0.63
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TABLE 4
DERIVED PARAMETERS OF GRB 211211A IN A HYBRID JET MODEL.
t1 ta2 1+00 7 Rpn Fpn 14+ opn
(s) (s) (10'% cm)

0.5 1.5 11.57 26.46  0.51 71.17  4.31
1.5 2.5 21.71 38.16 1.54 131.05 6.34
2.5 3.5 4.18 9749 259 291.33 1.40
3.5 4.5 28.45 57.89 141 167.94 9.83
4.5 5.5 31.82 4232 1.09 125.05 10.79
5.5 6.5 12.63 73.34 2.17 227.15 4.09
6.5 7.5 82.86 57.57 1.15 156.42 30.56
7.5 85 7.31 79.44 2.68 256.82 2.27
8.5 9.5 87.35 45.45 0.56 105.38 37.76
9.5 10.5 122.25 36.58  0.56 91.13 49.18
10.511.5 27.43 51.29 0.71  123.36 11.43
11.512.5 76.10 28.70  0.51 75.17  29.12
12.513.5 59.24 25.84  0.47 68.10 22.53
13.5 15 73.64 24.71  0.46 65.66 27.77
15 17 89.47 26.48  0.53 71.80 33.07
17 19 91.10 38.27  0.58 94.59 36.94
19 21 4291 34.85 0.95 105.14 14.25
21 23 2260 39.56 1.15 121.69 7.36
23 25 54.28 35.86 0.85 103.18 18.91
25 27 80.90 35.89 0.49 85.97 33.85
27 29 4.65 40.46 1.57 137.02 1.38
29 31 94.71 25.78 0.43 66.13 37.00
31 33 8.88 36.59 1.01 110.63 2.94
33 35 42.08 28.19 0.55 75.94 15.66
35 37 32.97 3442 0.61 89.68 12.68
37 39 29.91 30.00 0.65 83.59 10.76
39 41 30.64 29.34 0.57 79.06 11.40
41 43 2.63 54.13 1.00 141.83 ---

43 45 9.28 33.40 0.67 91.03 3.41
45 50 21.26 28.19 0.55 76.05 7.90
50 70 24.26 24.05 0.39 61.14 9.56
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Fi1G. 1.— ABIC (solid red circles) between 25SBPL and 2SBPL+BB models in the time-resolved spectra of GRB 211211A. The gray line
is the light curve of prompt emission, and the shaded area indicates the range of [6-10].
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F1G. 2.— Time-integrated spectrum measured from Tp + 0.5 to Tp + 70 s is fitted by 2SBPL+BB model. Left: observed and modeled
photon count spectra. Right: the parameter constraints of the spectral fit.
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F1G. 3.— Left: temporal evolution of E},, E,x and kT of 2SBPL+BB model. Right: similar to left panels, but for the flux (Fgg) of BB
emission and Fpp/Fyps-
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FIG. 4.— Temporal evolution of derived parameters I',, and Rpy, by using the Pe’er et al. (2007) model and hybrid jet (Gao & Zhang
2015).
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FiG. 5.— Temporal evolution of 1 + o9, 1, and 1 + oy, in the hybrid jet model for fixed ro = 107 cm.
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F1G. 6.— Lorentz Factor (I'py) as a function of L i (a) and E, jso of GRB 211211A (black solid circles). The black solid lines are the
best fit with power-law model. The red triangles are the data of GRB 160625B from Wang et al. (2017).



