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Abstract

We present James Webb Space Telescope (JWST) and Hubble Space Telescope (HST) observations of the
afterglow of GRB 221009A, the brightest gamma-ray burst (GRB) ever observed. This includes the first mid-IR
spectra of any GRB, obtained with JWST/Near Infrared Spectrograph (0.6–5.5 micron) and Mid-Infrared
Instrument (5–12 micron), 12 days after the burst. Assuming that the intrinsic spectral slope is a single power law,
with Fν∝ ν− β, we obtain β≈ 0.35, modified by substantial dust extinction with AV= 4.9. This suggests extinction
above the notional Galactic value, possibly due to patchy extinction within the Milky Way or dust in the GRB host
galaxy. It further implies that the X-ray and optical/IR regimes are not on the same segment of the synchrotron
spectrum of the afterglow. If the cooling break lies between the X-ray and optical/IR, then the temporal decay rates
would only match a post-jet-break model, with electron index p< 2, and with the jet expanding into a uniform ISM
medium. The shape of the JWST spectrum is near-identical in the optical/near-IR to X-SHOOTER spectroscopy
obtained at 0.5 days and to later time observations with HST. The lack of spectral evolution suggests that any
accompanying supernova (SN) is either substantially fainter or bluer than SN 1998bw, the proto-type GRB-SN.
Our HST observations also reveal a disk-like host galaxy, viewed close to edge-on, that further complicates the
isolation of any SN component. The host galaxy appears rather typical among long-GRB hosts and suggests that
the extreme properties of GRB 221009A are not directly tied to its galaxy-scale environment.

Unified Astronomy Thesaurus concepts: Gamma-ray bursts (629)

1. Introduction

Gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) are the instantaneously most
luminous events known in the universe. They arise in at least
two varieties, long and short (Kouveliotou et al. 1993),
reflecting the typical durations of their prompt emission. The
majority of long bursts are thought to arise from the collapse of
very massive stars, an origin secured through observations of
associated supernovae (SNe; Hjorth et al. 2003; Levan et al.
2016). Many of the short GRBs likely arise from the merger of
compact objects, as evidenced by the presence of kilonova
emission in their light curves (Berger et al. 2013; Tanvir et al.
2013; Gompertz et al. 2018; Lamb et al. 2019; Rastinejad et al.
2021), and most robustly by their association with a
gravitational wave signal (Abbott et al. 2017). Although it
should be noted that there is clearly a more significant overlap
in the progenitors of long and short GRBs than previously
realized, with SNe in some short GRBs (Ahumada et al. 2021;
Rossi et al. 2022), and kilonovae in bursts with durations in
excess of a minute (Mei et al. 2022; Rastinejad et al. 2022;
Troja et al. 2022; Yang et al. 2022). GRBs have been used as
probes of extreme physics, routes to understanding stellar
evolution and as lighthouses to the distant universe.

The long-duration GRB 221009A is, by any measure, the
brightest GRB to have been discovered in more than 50 yr of
sky-monitoring and out of ∼10,000 GRBs. Rate estimates
suggest bursts like it should occur only once every few
centuries (Burns et al. 2023; Malesani et al. 2023; Williams
et al. 2023). Furthermore, it is the first GRB to have emission
detected at tens of teraelectronvolts (Dzhappuev et al. 2022;
Huang et al. 2022), and its afterglow has been observed from
the γ-ray to radio as part of intensive follow-up (e.g., Kann
et al. 2023; Laskar et al. 2023; O’Connor et al. 2023; Williams
et al. 2023). Critically, observations from the Very Large
Telescope (VLT)/X-SHOOTER (de Ugarte Postigo et al.
2022b; Malesani et al. 2023), and subsequently the Gran
Telescopio Canarias (GTC; Castro-Tirado et al. 2022) showed
the redshift to be z= 0.151—a very local event by GRB
standards.

Most bursts found at low redshifts have been low-energy events
(e.g., Soderberg et al. 2006; Chapman et al. 2007), perhaps the
result of a fundamentally different emission process (e.g., arising
from shock breakout rather than directly from the relativistic jet

itself; Campana et al. 2006; Waxman et al. 2007). Instead, the
isotropic-equivalent energy release of GRB 221009A is
Eγ,iso> 1054 erg, and comparable to the most energetic and
distant GRBs seen at high redshift. Furthermore, the event’s
proximity is such that any associated SN, and its underlying host
galaxy, are open to intensive study, offering the opportunity to test
similarities between the substantially subluminous local GRB
population and the much more luminous cosmological population.
However, in the case of GRB 221009A, this is complicated by a
location on the sky near the Galactic plane, where foreground
extinction is both large (AV∼ 4.2) and uncertain, where crowding
complicates optical and IR observations. Even X-ray observations
must contend with an additional contribution from the dust-
scattered X-ray halo (Williams et al. 2023).
Despite these challenges, observations to date have yielded a

rich data set across the electromagnetic spectrum (e.g., Fulton
et al. 2023; Kann et al. 2023; Laskar et al. 2023; O’Connor
et al. 2023; Shrestha et al. 2023; Williams et al. 2023). These
data paint a complex picture of a burst with multiple
components not readily subsumed within standard afterglow
models. In addition, there are apparent detections of the
associated SN 2022ixw (Fulton et al. 2023) and excess
emission in the radio regime (Laskar et al. 2023).
Here we present a set of space-based, high spatial resolution

observations of GRB 221009A obtained with the James Webb
Space Telescope (JWST) and Hubble Space Telescope (HST).
These minimize impacts from crowding, extend redward of the
limit of ground-based observations, and provide the necessary
spatial resolution to identify the host galaxy. Although they do
not sample the temporal evolution of the event as well as the
extensive observations from the ground, they are, in principle,
substantially cleaner because of their high resolution and
signal-to-noise ratio (S/N) and provide a well-sampled spectral
energy distribution (SED). Therefore, we use them to probe the
evolving SED of GRB 221009A, which is essential in
understanding both the physics of the blast wave and the
presence and properties of any associated SN.

2. Observations

Many space-based γ-ray observatories identified GRB
221009A. These included Fermi-GBM (Veres et al. 2022),
Fermi-LAT (Bissaldi et al. 2022), AGILE/MCAL (Ursi et al.
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2022), AGILE/GRID (Piano et al. 2022), INTEGRAL (Gotz
et al. 2022), Konus-Wind (Frederiks et al. 2022) Insight-
HMXT (Tan et al. 2022), STPSat-6/SIRI-2 (Mitchell et al.
2022), SATech-01/GECAM-C HEBS (Liu et al. 2022), SRG/
ART-XC (Lapshov et al. 2022), Solar Orbiter/STIX (Xiao
et al. 2022), and GRBalpha (Ripa et al. 2022). The initial
brightness seen by the Neil Gehrels Swift Observatory (Swift)
was sufficiently extreme (and also considering its on-sky
location in the plane of the Milky Way) that it was proposed to
be a new Galactic transient rather than a GRB, despite the fact
that Swift triggered on the afterglow emission (Dichiara et al.
2022)
Following the identification of the source as a GRB (Kennea

et al. 2022), ground-based observations rapidly secured a
redshift measurement of z= 0.151 (de Ugarte Postigo et al.
2022b; Malesani et al. 2023). X-ray and optical observations
continued until the source entered Sun-block and found a
typical GRB afterglow decay. The optical data also showed
evidence for emission from an accompanying SN (Fulton et al.
2023), although, as we will discuss in Section 3.3.1, isolation
of such an SN component is challenging.

2.1. James Webb Space Telescope

On 2022 October 22, we obtained observations of the
afterglow of GRB 221009A with JWST (program GO 2782, PI
Levan). A single, uninterrupted set of observations were
obtained with the Near Infrared Spectrograph (NIRSPEC;
Jakobsen et al. 2022) and Mid-Infrared Instrument (MIRI;
Rieke et al. 2015). NIRSPEC observations began at 17:13 UT
and MIRI at 18:12, corresponding to times since burst of 13.16
and 13.20 days, respectively. An image of the field at the time
is shown in Figure 1, and the resulting spectra are shown in
Figure 2.

For NIRSPEC, we utilized the prism, spanning a spectral
range from 0.5–5.5 μm at a low (and variable) spectral
resolution. The MIRI observations were undertaken in low-
resolution mode and span the 5–12 μm range. For both

NIRSPEC and MIRI observations, we reprocessed the data
with the most up-to-date calibrations from 2022 December and
obtained 1D extractions. Comparing these products with those
obtained from the archive processing shows good agreement;
however, our re-reduction of the NIRSPEC data is ∼10%
brighter beyond 5 μm than the archival data. This reprocessing
provides more consistent spectral fits between MIRI and
NIRSPEC (see below), although it also introduces a small
disjoint at the overlap region (see Figure 2).
In addition to spectroscopy, a short (11 s) acquisition image

was also obtained in F560W with MIRI, as shown in Figure 1.
This provides a photometric measurement at this epoch of
F560W(AB)= 17.9± 0.1. For NIRSPEC data, we used near-
simultaneous observations taken with the 3.6 m Italian
Telescopio Nazionale Galileo (TNG) to check the calibration
in the J, H, and K bands. The match appears excellent, so we
adopt the flux calibration direct from the pipeline without
additional scaling.

2.2. Supporting Observations

In order to build a simultaneous SED at the time of the
JWST observations, we utilize the Swift-XRT data, as well as
obtain observations at the 10.4 m GTC in the optical, the 3.6 m
Italian TNG in near-infrared (NIR), and the Northern Extended
Millimetre Array (NOEMA) in the millimeter regime.
The GRB was observed with the OSIRIS instrument on the

GTC 1 day after the JWST observation, 14.31 days after the
burst (program GTCMULTIPLE2M-22B, PI Kann). The
observations consisted of both imaging in g, r, i, and z and
spectroscopy. We perform a small correction in the photometry
by using the observed temporal decay slope measured from the
light curve to derive the photometry at the time of the JWST
spectra. The OSIRIS spectroscopy consisted of 4× 1200 s
exposures with the R1000B grism, which covers the spectral
range between 3700 and 7800 Å at a resolving power
of R≈ 600.

Figure 1. The field of GRB 221009A as imaged for target acquisition for the JWST spectroscopy on October 21 (left), and later time observations with HST in the
F098M/F125W and F160W filters (right). Only a short sequence was obtained for JWST, while the HST observations are substantially deeper. These observations
clearly show the host galaxy of GRB 221009A extending to the NE and SW of the afterglow position.
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NIR observations of GRB 221009A were carried out with
the TNG telescope using the NICS instrument in imaging
mode. Here we use observations carried out on October 22,
approximately 13.3 days after the burst, and nearly simulta-
neous with the JWST observation. The image reduction was
carried out using the JITTER task of the ESO-ECLIPSE
package.45 Astrometry was performed using the Two Micron
All Sky Survey (2MASS)46 catalog. Aperture and point-spread
function (PSF)-matched photometry were performed using the
DAOPHOT package (Stetson 1987). To minimize any systematic
effect, we performed differential photometry with respect to a
selection of local isolated and nonsaturated reference stars from
the 2MASS and the UKIDSS47 surveys. The resulting
magnitudes in the AB-system are J= 19.41± 0.06, H=
18.97± 0.06, and K= 18.49± 0.08 at 13.25 days post-burst.

A set of millimeter data taken with NOEMA between 78 and
150 GHz (program S22BF, PI de Ugarte Postigo) were
interpolated to the epoch of the JWST observation. The
observations were performed in the medium-extended C
configuration. The data reduction and analysis was done with
CLIC and MAPPING from the GILDAS software package, flux
calibration was relative to the reference sources MWC349 and
LKHA101. The fluxes were determined with UV point-source
fits for a consistent error propagation. A full analysis of the
NOEMA data set will be published in a forthcoming paper.

In addition to data taken nearly simultaneously with JWST,
we also utilized the observations with VLT/X-SHOOTER
obtained at 0.5 days post-burst (Malesani et al. 2023), since
these provide an ideal comparison epoch where the source
should be dominated by purely afterglow emission (i.e., the
epoch is so early and the afterglow so bright that there should
be no SN emission). The data reduction is described in detail in
Malesani et al. (2023).

2.3. Hubble Space Telescope

We obtained three epochs of imaging with the HST on 2022
November 8, 2022 November 19, and 2022 December 4
(Program 17264, PI: Levan), corresponding to ∼30, 41, and 56
days post-burst. At the first epoch, observations were obtained
in F625W, F775W, F098M, F125W, and F160W. A guide star
failure in the IR observations during the second epoch meant
that observations were only obtained in the optical. At the final
observations on December 4, we obtained F625W, F098M,
F125W, and F160W. The data were aligned and reduced via
astrodrizzle, while the native pixel scale was retained due
to the relative paucity of dithers in most cases (0 04 pix−1 for
WFC3/UVIS images and 0 13 pix−1 for WFC3/IR images).
The images clearly show the afterglow in all bands

superimposed on an underlying host galaxy. This host galaxy
contributes modestly at the time of the first epoch but more
than 50% of the light in 1″ apertures at later times. Ultimately,
the optimal way to remove the host contribution would be via
the direct subtraction of late-time images. However, given the

Figure 2. The JWST NIRSPEC+MIRI spectrum of GRB 221009A as observed at 12 days post-burst. The upper panel shows the observed spectrum (with the black
points showing near-simultaneous photometry), while the lower panel is corrected for a foreground extinction of AV = 4.9. While this has little impact on the mid-IR,
the correction factors for the optical are a factor of ∼100. The spectrum appears largely featureless, although some possible absorption features are seen. At this epoch,
there are no individual emission features. For comparison, expected lines from iron group elements and possible r − process contributions are marked (Hotokezaka
et al. 2022). For comparison, we also plot the best-fit absorbed power-law model and how SN 1998bw at 12 days would appear in addition to that model (the SN
should contribute minimally at >5 μm, such that this additive approach is reasonable). The spectrum does not require the presence of any additional component.
However, the bluest regions (which are also those most impacted by the extinction correction) do show an upturn, which is apparently also present in GTC
observations. This upturn could be indicative of some SN contribution in the blue.

45 https://www.eso.org/sci/software/eclipse/
46 https://irsa.ipac.caltech.edu/Missions/2mass.html
47 http://www.ukidss.org/
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brightness of GRB 221009A, the afterglow contribution may
remain detectable to HST for several years. We, therefore,
report photometry via three different approaches.

First, we measure the curve of growth around the afterglow
location, compared to that of an isolated star within the image
(see Figure 3). We then scale the PSF and subtract it. In
undertaking this subtraction, we consider the case where all of
the light at the afterglow position is provided by the afterglow
(i.e., we subtract to zero) and where there is an underlying
contribution from the host galaxy. We estimate this contrib-
ution by measuring the flux in a small aperture at a location on
the host that is a comparable distance from the center as the
afterglow. We assign this value as our best estimate of the
actual afterglow flux and set the error as the difference
between this and zero (when applied symmetrically, this
allows for either no underlying host contribution or a
relatively bright underlying star-forming region). We believe
this provides a conservative error estimate for the actual
afterglow/SN brightness at any given epoch and note that this
error is substantially larger than the photon counting/back-
ground errors introduced via the photometry (which are
typically <1%).

Second, we also report measurements made in a larger (1″)
aperture. This is the largest aperture that can be used without
introducing significant additional light from other sources in
the crowded field of view. These magnitudes are comparable to
those measured from the ground and may be helpful for
ground-based comparisons.

Finally, the unambiguous detection of the host galaxy in the
F098M, F125W, and F160W filters at the last HST epoch
(Figure 1) provides a different approach to decomposing the
emission through modeling the light profile of the host. To
model the system, we use a parametric method based on
GALFIT (Peng et al. 2010) to simultaneously fit a Sérsic
function for the host and a PSF component for the afterglow
(see Schneider et al. 2022, for more details on the method). In
addition, we also exploit the available multiwavelength images
of the host to perform a multiband fit and derive a more robust
wavelength-dependent model. This model is derived using
GALFITM (Häußler et al. 2013; Vika et al. 2013), an extended
multiband version of GALFIT where each component parameter
is replaced by a polynomial function of wavelength. GALFITM
is expected to provide a more consistent and homogeneous
model of the object over wavelength and improve the
information extracted from lower-S/N bands.
First, we ran GALFITM to simultaneously model the infrared

filters (F098M, F125W, and F160W) of the final observation
epoch (December 4). For the Sérsic function parameters, we
consider a common position (xc, yc), axis ratio (b/a), and
position angle (PA) for the three filters and let them vary as a
constant offset from the input value. The half-light radius (also
known as the effective radius and denoted as Re) and Sérsic
index (n) are defined as a linear function of the wavelength,
while the magnitude is defined as a completely free parameter.
Similarly, we use a PSF model with a free magnitude and a
constant position as a function of the wavelength for the
afterglow. Relaxing these assumptions does not strongly affect

Figure 3. Radial profiles of the afterglow and host of GRB 221009A and their decomposition. The orange line shows the observed radial profile. The blue line is a
stellar source from the field, scaled to the central regions such that the residual in the central ∼0 1 is comparable to the flux value in a region of the host at a similar
offset to the GRB. The green line shows the residual following the subtraction of that point source, and represents the host galaxy light. The panels are normalized to
the total enclosed counts within a 1″ aperture around the afterglow position.
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our estimates, especially for the magnitudes, Re, and Sérsic
index.

We adopted a similar approach to fit the HST/UVIS filters
simultaneously. However, only F625W observations were
secured during the last HST observations. We instead
consider the November 19 observation for the F775W filter.
Given that only the afterglow magnitude is expected to vary
significantly between the two epochs, the observational delay
on the host galaxy model should be limited. It is worth noting
that the exposure time of F625W is about five times longer
than F775W exposure and thus provides a deeper and higher-
S/N image to drive and model the host through GALFITM. As
a sanity check, we also run GALFIT on each filter individually.
We find consistent host models with those of GALFITM,
except for F775W, which converges to a different solution.
This is likely due to the higher Galactic extinction that affects
the host emission at this wavelength. The best-fit models and
residual maps determined by GALFITM for the five HST filters
are shown in Figure 4. A visual inspection of the residual
maps confirms that we successfully reduced the majority of
the initial flux of the system. More quantitatively, we consider
a constant 1″ radius aperture at the host position to measure
the fraction of pixels above 3σ before and after the
subtraction. We find that this fraction is reduced by more
than 90% for all bands. We also note the presence of a
marginal over-subtracted signal for the IR filters at the
afterglow position. This might be caused by the central core of
the PSF model used for the fit or by the presence of a compact
and unresolved active star-forming region at the burst
location, frequently observed for long-GRB host galaxies
(e.g., Fruchter et al. 2006; Lyman et al. 2017).

Once the best-fit model of the host galaxy was determined,
we used it as a constant input for all HST images. We thus run

GALFIT with a constant48 Sérsic model for the host plus a free
PSF model for the burst. The afterglow magnitudes derived
from this approach are reported in Table 2, and we believe
these to be the most robust estimates of the afterglow
magnitudes at these epochs. The structural parameters of the
host are further discussed in Section 4.

3. Spectral Shape and Evolution

3.1. Optical to Mid-IR Spectral Shape

We first consider the spectral shape observed in the
NIRSPEC and MIRI data. The calibration appears robust, with
the NIRSPEC observations matching ground-based JHK
observations. The normalization of the MIRI data is consistent
with the F560W acquisition image.
The spectrum is highly absorbed due to a significant Galactic

foreground. This manifests as a strong suppression of the
optical flux, while silicate features are also visible in the MIRI
band at 8–10 μm. The strength of these silicate features likely
varies on different lines of sight, and straightforward extinction
laws do not remove it. Therefore, the region of the spectrum
between ∼3 and 8 μm is likely to be least affected by Galactic
extinction and can provide an estimate of the spectral slope.
Indeed, this appears to be blue with β∼ 0.4 (defined as a power
law with Fν∝ ν−β). This is much bluer than the X-ray spectral
slope β= 0.91± 0.09 at approximately the same time
(Williams et al. 2023). This would be consistent with the
presence of the cooling break between the two bands, although
the very blue spectral slope is not naturally expected.

Figure 4. The five HST data sets used to decompose the host and afterglow light. Each panel row corresponds to a different filter with HST images of the
GRB 221009A field on the left, the best-fit GALFITM models in the middle, and the residual maps on the right. Panels are centered on best-fit host positions and
oriented with north pointing up and east pointing to the left. A common color scale is considered for a given row. The UVIS (left part) and IR (right part) filters
correspond to a square region of 6″ and 12″, respectively. The fraction of pixels with a residual larger than 3σ within a constant 1″ aperture radius is shown in the
lower part of the residual map.

48 More precisely, we let the host component vary within the uncertainties of
the best-fit model.
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We perform a joint fit to the NIRSPEC and MIRI
observations to better quantify the spectrum. We perform fits
for two models: (a) a power law plus Milky Way (MW)
extinction; and (b) a power law plus host galaxy and MW
extinction. We set priors on the model parameters of
0.0� β� 1.0 for the power-law spectral index. We allow for
a wide range of extinction within the MW
(0.0� AV,MW� 10.0) and allow the fit to identify the best
value given the condition AV� RVE(B− V ). We take the
AV/E(B− V )= 2.742 from Table 6 in Schlafly & Finkbeiner
(2011), and using an initial AV= 4.17, we find E
(B− V )= 1.52. This value is used to set the maximum possible
RV for a given AV such that 0.0< RV� AV/E(B− V ). In case
(b), the prior on the host extinction is drawn from an
exponential distribution, µ -P A Aexp 0.3V V,host ,host( ) [ ] (e.g.,
Holwerda et al. 2015), with a fixed RV= 2.93, and the MW
extinction is the same as that in case (a).

For both the Milky Way and the host galaxy, we use a
Fitzpatrick (1999) extinction curve at z= 0.0 and z= 0.151,
respectively. The models are fitted to the observed spectrum at
wavelengths <8.8 μm, to avoid any bias in the fits due to a
more complex extinction feature at longer wavelengths.
Figure 5, plotted against the joint data, shows our resultant
spectral fits. Both models give a good approximation to the
observed spectral shape, and the total extinction is consistent
between them. The posterior distribution for model (b) shows a
tight correlation between the Milky Way and host extinction,
indicative of a degeneracy between these parameters. The
extinction parameter and spectral index values from the
Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) are shown in Table 1.

We note that the NIRSPEC and MIRI spectra have a
statistically significant but modest difference in the preferred
power-law index. By fitting a broken power-law model to the
joint spectrum for NIRSPEC and MIRI, at <8.8 μm, we find a
best-fit model, using a reasonably sharp transition in a
smoothly broken power law. The break is found at λ∼ 4.46
μm, and with a power-law index below the break, i.e., at
shorter wavelengths, of β= 0.40, and above the break, longer,
of β= 0.32. The sharpness of this break, its near coincidence
with the point where the two spectra join, and the short
wavelength range for the fit, especially with the MIRI data,
suggest this difference, although statistically significant, is

unlikely to be related to a physical change in the source
spectrum. We, therefore, use the single power-law results.
We also fit identical models to the X-SHOOTER spectrum

obtained at ∼0.5 day post-burst and presented in Malesani et al.
(2023). This spectrum is dominated entirely by the afterglow
(no contribution from either an SN or host galaxy). It yields
β= 0.207, AV= 4.903, and RV= 3.225, broadly comparable to
the extinction values obtained from the JWST observations,
although with a notably bluer spectral slope. However, we also
note that, observationally, the spectra appear extremely similar
(see Figure 6), and the differing values may reflect the lack of
redder coverage for the X-SHOOTER observations.
By introducing a blackbody component with a limited

temperature range and a broad luminosity distribution, i.e.,
consistent with the expectation from an SN, we can find a limit
on the potential SN contribution to this spectrum. The fits
return a strong correlation between maximum luminosity and
the blackbody temperature, where higher temperatures allow
for a higher maximum luminosity with the minimum
luminosity defined by the prior. The fits that have an SN-like
blackbody temperature, Teff 5000 K, return luminosities
around <1042 erg s−1 (approximately 10%–20% of
SN 1998bw at the same epoch; Nakamura et al. 2001). We
note that the presence of a component with luminosity similar
to SN 1998bw should result in a significant enhancement in the
optical regime (see Figure 2). Therefore, the best model to
describe the JWST spectrum of GRB 221009A has no
measurable contribution from a thermal, SN-like component.
However, we cannot rule out the possibility of a very blue SN,
to which our observations have minimal sensitivity.

Figure 5. Fits found via MCMC for the two models: (a) a power law plus Milky Way extinction; and (b) a power law plus host galaxy and Milky Way extinction.

Table 1
MCMC Posterior Parameter Values for Models (a), and (b), Fit to the JWST/

NIRSPEC and MIRI Spectrum at ∼13 days

Model β1 RV AV,MW AV,host

(a) -
+0.362 0.001

0.001
-
+2.938 0.008

0.008
-
+4.935 0.006

0.006 L
(b) -

+0.362 0.001
0.001

-
+2.939 0.008

0.008
-
+4.909 0.040

0.019
-
+0.019 0.014

0.030

Note. Columns are: the source power-law spectral index, β, the Milky Way
extinction, AV,MW, and the host galaxy extinction, AV,host.
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3.2. A Simultaneous Multiwavelength SED

In addition to our JWST observations, we also build a near-
simultaneous broader band SED using X-ray data from the
Swift-XRT (see also Williams et al. 2023), our GTC
spectroscopy and NOEMA millimeter data. Extrapolating the
X-ray flux and spectral slope confirms that a break is required
between the X-ray and optical/IR regime. The difference in the
measured spectral slopes is Δβ∼ 0.5, consistent with inter-
preting this break as the cooling break. This model is shown in
Figure 7.

The millimeter photometric points appear broadly consistent
with the extrapolation of the β= 0.35 slope to this regime.

However, a single component from the optical to millimeter is
disfavored due to the different temporal behavior of these
regimes (see Laskar et al. 2023).

3.3. Line Features

In addition to mapping the overall afterglow, we may also
expect to observe broad spectral features in these observations
related to either the expected underlying SN emission or the
presence of r-band nucleosynthesis, which is suggested to
occur in the accretion disks formed during long GRBs (Siegel
et al. 2019; Barnes & Metzger 2022). In Figure 2, we plotted
the JWST spectrum and marked the locations of prominent iron

Figure 6. The evolution of the SED of the GRB 221009A afterglow from 0.5–55 days. The figure shows a 0.5 day X-SHOOTER spectrum, the 12 day JWST
spectrum, and HST observations at 30 and 55 days. The solid and dashed lines refer to the decomposition of GALFIT estimates of the point-source magnitude and have
been slightly offset in wavelength for clarity. The dashed line shows our best-fit absorbed power-law model (for a single Galactic extinction fit to our JWST spectrum).
As can be seen, there is no evidence for spectral evolution between 0.5 and 12 days, indicating no significant SN contribution at this time. At later times, the
uncertainty in the underlying host galaxy light dominates the HST observations and precludes drawing firm conclusions. However, it also does not support the
presence of a bright SN component. The shaded gray areas show the SED of SN 1998bw at comparable epochs, representing a range of possible extinction from
AV = 4.2–4.9 mag. The dotted lines show the shape of the afterglow as determined from our JWST observations, but scaled to the other epochs. They demonstrate the
possible changes in spectral shape from 0.5–55 days.

Table 2
HST Observations of GRB 221009A

Date MJD Δt (d) Band Exp.(s) Point Source 1″ Aperture GALFIT

2022-11-08:06:32:47 59891.27277367 29.72 F625W 960 23.81 ± 0.08 23.13 ± 0.07 23.72 ± 0.09
2022-11-08:06:41:33 59891.27886145 29.73 F775W 750 22.48 ± 0.13 21.97 ± 0.05 22.56 ± 0.09
2022-11-08:08:08:26 59891.33919124 29.79 F125W 798 20.66 ± 0.11 20.26 ± 0.02 20.75 ± 0.11
2022-11-08:08:15:37 59891.34417976 29.79 F098M 898 21.46 ± 0.22 20.91 ± 0.02 21.33 ± 0.07
2022-11-08:08:23:41 59891.34978161 29.80 F160W 798 20.38 ± 0.10 19.87 ± 0.01 20.42 ± 0.08
2022-11-19:04:58:39 59902.18082923 40.63 F625W 960 24.14 ± 0.11 23.44 ± 0.07 24.20 ± 0.16
2022-11-19:05:06:15 59902.18691700 40.63 F775W 750 23.15 ± 0.23 22.32 ± 0.12 23.04 ± 0.16
2022-12-04:02:02:24 59917.05554104 55.50 F625W 3776 24.83 ± 0.20 23.75 ± 0.10 24.73 ± 0.08
2022-12-04:22:03:49 59917.84907676 56.30 F125W 698 21.73 ± 0.25 20.91 ± 0.02 21.81 ± 0.06
2022-12-04:22:11:50 59917.85348639 56.30 F098M 898 22.36 ± 0.19 21.53 ± 0.04 22.47 ± 0.12
2022-12-04:22:18:14 59917.85908824 56.31 F160W 698 21.35 ± 0.23 20.49 ± 0.02 21.47 ± 0.08

Note. Photometry of the counterpart of GRB 221009A as observed with HST. The different magnitude columns are for the afterglow magnitude as derived via
decomposition of a point and extended source, those measured in a large aperture, and the point-source magnitudes from GALFIT.
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group lines seen in SNe, in addition to suggested r-process
lines from Hotokezaka et al. (2022). There are no apparent lines
visible in the spectrum. This can be understood as a
consequence of the early time of the observations. First, at
this epoch, the SN (if present) is likely not optically thin, and
heavier element lines (e.g., in particular, those from the r-
process) may only be visible in the case of substantial mixing.
Second, most (if not all) of the light observed via JWST is from
the afterglow, not the SN component.

We note the presence of an apparent feature at ∼11.8 μm in
the MIRI band. This would be consistent with a blueshifted
[Co II] line—a line that was strikingly the strongest observed
feature in the mid-IR spectrum of SN 1987A (Aitken 1988).
However, an inspection of the 2D MIRI images, before spectral
extraction, suggests a background defect of unknown origin
that is broader than the trace, and complicates spectral
extraction at this wavelength. We therefore believe this feature
is most likely spurious.

3.3.1. Supernova Emission

As a luminous long-duration GRB, we expect emission from
an associated SN explosion to rise in brightness in the days
following the burst. Indeed, both spectroscopic (de Ugarte
Postigo et al. 2022a) and photometric (Belkin et al. 2022;
Fulton et al. 2023) observations have claimed the detection of
the associated SN, named SN 2022ixw. However, in contrast to
these works, we do not see significant evidence for SN
emission in our observations. While we lack the temporal
resolution of other observations, we do have better spectral

coverage, and our SED shows little change from 0.5–55 days
(Figures 2 and 6).
At later times, there also appears to be minimal spectral

change in our HST observations (see Figure 6). Although our
results between different methods (e.g., GALFIT versus curve of
growth) are consistent, there are minor differences in the
resulting photometry. It does appear that the F160W points lie
slightly below the pure afterglow extrapolation in all cases,
while the F098M points lie slightly above it. This would be
consistent with the presence of some SN light, which should
peak around the Y-band with the heavy extinction. However,
there is little ability to add an optical-peaking SN component
without violating the observed r-band observations.
To check this, we initially fit a simple scaling of the best-fit

absorbed power law (from the JWST data) to the HST
photometry obtained via 1D decomposition or GALFIT. These
give χ2/dof for each epoch of 1.1 and 0.7 for the 1D
decomposition and 2.2 and 1.1 for the GALFIT models. In three
out of four cases, there is little justification for the addition of a
further component, although the early (30 day) HST epoch is a
relatively poor fit for the GALFIT values. To quantify the
possible contribution of an SN similar to SN 1998bw, we then
fit a linear combination of an SN 1998bw template (via the light
curves of Clocchiatti et al. 2011, supplemented with the IR
observations of Patat et al. 2001). These suggest that an SN
between 10%–40% of the brightness of SN 1998bw would
improve the fit. However, the presence and properties of the SN
remain subject to significant systematic uncertainty due to the
contribution of the underlying host galaxy, which complicates
precision photometry.

Figure 7. The X-ray (Swift-XRT to radio; NOEMA) SED of GRB 221009A at the time of the JWST observations. Solid lines show the underlying model, while the
dotted lines are the observed points, with a strong deviation due to the heavy foreground extinction. Redward of the JWST observations, we show two possible
models: one in which the peak frequency lies just beyond the JWST band (e.g., Laskar et al. 2023), and one that extends the JWST spectral slope out toward the radio
regime. Interestingly, the continuation of the JWST spectrum is close to the millimeter points, as expected from our favored afterglow scenario (see Section 5.1).
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The light curve in the HST observations is consistent with a
single power law of slope α≈−1.5 (although with limited
coverage to distinguish any variation from a power law).
Notably, this slope is consistent with optical/IR measurements
made earlier in the afterglow phase. Ultimately, HST observa-
tions should provide extremely high-S/N measurements of the
afterglow/SN brightness. Indeed, given some evidence for late-
time energy injection in the X-ray (Williams et al. 2023),
measuring changes in the spectral shape and not just the
temporal decay is particularly important. For this, the host
galaxy must be accurately removed, requiring late-time
observations. However, for a t−1.4 decay for the afterglow,
and on the assumption that the IR was dominated by afterglow
emission at 55 days post-burst, it will take a decade for the
afterglow to reach F160W> 28, where we can be confident of
little contribution from the SN/afterglow. It may be possible to
use the differing decays of afterglow and SN (e.g., a power law
versus an exponential decay from 56Ni) to decompose light-
curve contributions at earlier epochs, but doing so will require
multiple further epochs of HST observations.

The JWST spectrum should also provide strong constraints
on the presence of any SN. In particular, it is reasonably
described by a single power law without requiring additional
broad features from the associated SNe. SNe peak at around the
rest-frame V-band, but the combination of redshift and, in
particular, the heavy extinction pushes this peak into the near-
IR for GRB 221009A (see, e.g., Fulton et al. 2023). In
Figure 2, we plot the best-fit power law to the data after
correction for the extinction. The JWST spectrum is in excess
of the model at ∼1 μm and appears to rise at the blue end.
However, we caution that this region is where the afterglow is
faintest and where the extinction correction is largest. However,
the simultaneous GTC spectrum also shows rising flux
blueward of the JWST. This may suggest that the blue upturn
in JWST is accurate and has a blue SN contribution. This SN
would be substantially bluer than SN 1998bw at the same
epoch. Still, there is some variation in the apparent colors of
SNe associated with GRBs. For example, SN 2013cq/GRB
130427A is apparently bluer (Levan et al. 2014; Melandri et al.
2014) than SN 1998bw in the optical (e.g., 4000–8000 Å)
regime. This possibility will be investigated further by A. de
Ugarte Postigo et al. (2023, in preparation).

Possible explanations for the differing interpretations of the
SN in GRB 221009A may arise from assumptions in the
afterglow model. For example, Fulton et al. (2023) assumed
that the X-ray and optical lie on the same branch of the power-
law spectrum (and hence decay at the same rate). The different
spectral slope inferred from the JWST observations suggests
this is not the case, and so the assumption of similar decay rates
may not be correct. Indeed, fitted separately, the X-ray and
optical regimes give different decays (see Section 5.1). Indeed,
Williams et al. (2023) also found a break necessary, although
they placed this break within the X-ray band. It is also possible
that a rising SN component compensates for a spectral change
in the afterglow. However, such an explanation would suffer
from a fine-tuning problem.

4. Host Galaxy

The host galaxy of GRB 221009A is visible in our late-time
HST observations. It appears to be an edge-on system with the
burst close to the nuclear regions, but with a notable offset (0 25
≈ 0.65 kpc) from the nucleus of the host. At the time of our latest

observations, there remains a substantial afterglow contribution.
However, our fits with GALFITM allow us to extract reasonably
robust host galaxy photometry in the case that a smooth
distribution represents the entire galaxy. It is also possible (and
perhaps even likely) that the distribution is not smooth due to a
bright star-forming region under the GRB position. However, we
report here the results based on a single Sérsic component. Our
model magnitudes are F625W= 24.88± 0.08, F775W=
23.80± 0.14, F098M= 22.00± 0.06, F125W= 21.37± 0.07,
and F160W= 20.92± 0.10.
Correction for the tabulated foreground extinction provides

F625W= 21.4 or MF625W∼−18.0. This absolute magnitude is
rather typical for a long-GRB host galaxy. In principle, the
colors of the host galaxy can provide details of the stellar
population within the host. However, in this case, it is
complicated by the large and uncertain foreground extinction.
We note that the observed colors of the source for this
foreground are reasonable, with F625W−F160W(AB)≈ 1.2
after extinction correction for the tabulated Milky Way
extinction, consistent with typical colors for GRB host galaxies
as a whole (Hjorth et al. 2012; Lyman et al. 2017).
Our GALFITM model also provides us with an estimate of the

galaxy size. We determine an effective radius of
Re= 2.45± 0.20 kpc for the F160W filter. In addition, using
a mass-to-light ratio derived from the star-forming galaxies of
the COSMOS2015 catalog (Laigle et al. 2016) at zGRB± 0.1
and the GALFITM F160W magnitude corrected for extinction,
we estimate a stellar mass of *M Mlog ( ) = +

-9.00 0.23
0.47. The

comparison with a star-forming population of the 3D-HST
survey (Skelton et al. 2014; van der Wel et al. 2014;
Momcheva et al. 2016) at a similar redshift suggests that the
host size is typical for this epoch (left and right panels of
Figure 8). Although, we note that this host galaxy seems to
populate the lower part of the star formation rate (SFR)-
weighted median of field galaxies, as previously observed for
long-GRB host galaxies up to z∼ 2 (Kelly et al. 2014;
Schneider et al. 2022). Compared to the populations of short
and long-GRB hosts (right panel of Figure 8), the size of the
GRB221009A host appears to be more similar to long-GRB
hosts than to short GRB hosts that populate larger and more
massive galaxies. For F160W, our model returned a Sérsic
index of n= 1.71± 0.18 and an axis ratio of b/
a= 0.22± 0.01, in agreement with the apparent edge-on,
disk-like morphology observed in the WFC3/IR images. This
morphology seems slightly more unusual among GRB hosts
(Lyman et al. 2017), although some local events do appear in
such galaxies. These diagnostics suggest that the host of GRB
221009A is not especially unusual among the hosts of either
long- or short-duration GRBs.
The location within the host galaxy and the host galaxy

characteristics appear to be very typical of long GRBs. This
argues that the Galactic environment of GRB 221009A is not
the cause of its extreme properties, and, in particular, there is
no evidence that it was spawned in a very low-metallicity
system.

5. Discussion

5.1. Implications for Afterglow Models

GRB afterglows are well described by the dynamics of a
relativistic shell colliding with an external medium and
synchrotron emission from the associated shocks (e.g., Sari
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et al. 1998). The physics of the broadband spectral and
temporal behavior of the afterglow are linked through the
various closure relations that depend on the spectral regime,
observed time, and density of the external medium (Granot &
Sari 2002). Changes in the observed spectral and temporal
power-law indices are useful diagnostic tools; when compared
with the expectation from GRB afterglow relations, they can be
used to identify the spectral regime of the observed afterglow
components and determine the external medium density profile
—typically a uniform interstellar medium (ISM), or stel-
lar wind.

For GRB 221009A, the spectral index changes from
β∼ 0.8± 0.1 at X-ray frequencies to β∼ 0.3± 0.1 at NIR.
This change is consistent with that expected from the cooling
break (νc), b b b- = D =n n n n> < 0.5

c c
, where above the cool-

ing break frequency, synchrotron electrons will lose energy
significantly. For ν> νc, then β= p/2, where p is the power-
law index of the Lorentz factor distribution for the shock-
accelerated electrons that produce the synchrotron emission.
Given a spectral index of β= 0.8, we find p= 1.6 for ν> νc;
where for GRB afterglows, the value of p typically lies in the
range 2� p� 3, a value of p< 2 is, however, not unusual (e.g.,
Higgins et al. 2019). Similarly, for ν< νc, then β= (p− 1)/2,
and for β= 0.3 we find a consistent p= 1.6. However, the
steep temporal decline of the afterglow (where
Fν(t)∝ ν− βt−α), with α∼ 1.67 at X-ray frequencies (Williams
et al. 2023), and α∼ 1.44 at optical/NIR (Shrestha et al. 2023)
is not consistent with the expected decline rate, given these
spectral regimes and p< 2 using standard closure relations. To
resolve this, we invoke a very early jet break without
significant lateral spreading, that steepens the temporal index
by three-fourths, and the temporal index for an ISM medium
with p< 2 is then (Gao et al. 2013)

a n n=
+

<
p3 6

16
, 1c1

( ) ( ) ( )

a n n=
+

>
p3 22

16
, . 2c2 ( ) ( )

These relations provide decline indices of α2∼ 1.675 and
α1∼ 1.425 and are similar to the observed afterglow decline
rates at both X-ray and optical/NIR frequencies. This result is

consistent with the “no observed SN” scenario described in
Shrestha et al. (2023), where the light curve is dominated by
emission from the GRB afterglow only with no significant SN
contribution, and consistent with the lack of any SN features in
the spectra at >10 days.
For the cooling break to be found between optical and X-ray

frequencies for the duration of the observed afterglow, we
require an energy on the order of 1054 erg, in a uniform ISM
with n∼ 1 cm−3 (see, e.g., Kann et al. 2023), and fixing
microphysical parameters (that describe the fraction of the
shock energy that goes into the magnetic field, εB, and the
accelerated electrons, εe) to εB= 0.01 and εe= 0.1 gives
νc∼ 6× 1015 Hz, νa∼ 40 GHz, and νm∼ 3 GHz at ∼0.5 days
and νc∼ 1015 Hz, νa∼ 4 GHz, and νm∼ 2MHz at 13 days,
where νm is the characteristic synchrotron frequency, and νa is
the self-absorption frequency. The spectral and temporal peak
emission for the synchrotron process is at the characteristic
synchrotron frequency unless νa> νm, then the spectra will
peak at the self-absorption frequency. In the p< 2 regime,
where νm< νa< νc (νa< νm< νc), then νa∝ t−(3 p+26)/

[8( p+4)](t−[9( p−2)]/[16( p−1)]), and for p= 1.6 we have νa∝
t−11/16(t3/8), and decreasing(increasing) with time. Emission
below the synchrotron self-absorption frequency will be
suppressed and, post-jet-break, will evolve as t1/2 where
νm< ν< νa (and t−(14−5 p)/[16( p−1)] or t−5/8 with p= 1.6,
where ν< νa< νm; see, e.g., Gao et al. 2013).
These spectral break frequencies are approximately consis-

tent with the extrapolated join in the optical to X-ray spectrum
(see Figure 7), and, although the self-absorption frequency is a
factor of a few above that seen in early radio observations
(Laskar et al. 2023), the radio peak frequency and spectral
behavior is ∼consistent if we assume that our νa is under-
estimated. An estimate of the maximum flux for this model
( ~F 10max Jy at 0.5 day, and noting that as νm< νa the spectral
peak at νa∼ 40 GHz results in a suppressed peak flux, F∼ 400
mJy) and, following the closure relations in Gao et al. (2013),
the flux density from a post-jet-break and p< 2 model evolves
with time as t−1.425 for p= 1.6 and νm< νa< ν. The predicted
light curve has a slightly more rapid decline than that seen in
radio observations (Laskar et al. 2023); however, the reverse
shock can peak at radio frequencies and may contribute to this

Figure 8. Effective radius as a function of F160W magnitude (left) and against stellar mass (right) for GRB hosts and 3D-HST star-forming galaxies at 0 < z < 0.5.
The red circles are a population of short GRB hosts at z < 1 from Fong et al. (2022) and Nugent et al. (2022), and blue circles a population of long-GRB hosts at z < 1
from Kelly et al. (2014) and Blanchard et al. (2016). The GRB 221009A host galaxy is visible as an orange star marker. The SFR-weighted median of the 3D-HST
population and its 1σ uncertainty are shown as a cyan line and a surrounding cyan region.
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low-frequency emission. Alternatively, post-jet-break, the
emission from higher latitudes that is given a so-called
“structured jet,” where significant energy extends beyond the
highly collimated jet core region, can contribute to the light
curve (Lamb et al. 2021); e.g., see Sato et al. (2022) and
O’Connor et al. (2023), who use structured jet models to
explain the irregular temporal behavior of the afterglow for this
GRB. However, it is beyond the scope of this work to precisely
model and fit the full afterglow light curve.

Using the estimate above for the energy and ambient density,
and requiring a jet-break at <0.03 day, the time at which the
light curve temporal index will steepen by three-fourths, we
find a very narrow jet with a half-opening angle, θj< 0.02 rad
or ∼1.15°, and a Lorentz factor, Γ∼ 50, at the jet-break time.
The transition to the Newtonian regime for a decelerating blast
wave occurs when G ~t 2( ) . Where Γ∼ 50 at 0.03 day, then
as Γ(t)∝ t−3/8, the transition to the Newtonian regime will
occur on the order of ∼1 yr.

Without the NIR spectral index of β∼ 0.3± 0.1, it is
tempting to assume a wind-like medium for the afterglow
model (e.g., Ren et al. 2022; Laskar et al. 2023). As noted
above, the change in the spectral index from higher energies to
the NIR, Δβ∼ 0.5, indicates the cooling break, νc, between
X-ray and optical frequencies. For a wind-like medium, the
temporal decline at ν> νc is shallower than the decline at
ν< νc. However, the observed light curve has a shallower
decline at optical/NIR than at X-ray frequencies, which rules
out the cooling break as the origin of the observed change in
the spectral index if we invoke a wind-like medium (however,
see the discussion in Laskar et al. 2023, for arguments in favor
of a wind-like environment). Therefore, such a model requires
that X-ray to NIR occupy the same spectral regime,
νm< ν< νc, giving p∼ 2.6 and a common temporal index at
X-ray energies through optical to NIR, and contrary to the
observed light-curve evolution, which differs between the
optical and X-ray regimes. The spectral index at ν< νm is
β=−1/3, with a spectral peak that evolves with time as
νm∝ t−3/2. If the recent passage of this spectral break was the
cause of the β∼ 0.2 spectral index in the X-SHOOTER
spectrum at ∼0.5 days, then a chromatic break in the optical to
NIR light curve, from t0 to t−1.7 for p= 2.6, would need to be
present before this time—and such a change is not seen.
Additionally, the νm spectral break is expected to be relatively
sharp, unlike the cooling break (see Uhm & Zhang 2014), and
should be well below the wavelength range of the JWST
spectra at ∼13 days, making the observed β∼ 0.4 at NIR
difficult to explain via a wind-medium model. We, therefore,
favor an early jet break, p< 2, uniform ISM environment, and
νm< νa< νc spectral order to explain the afterglow.

5.2. Implications for the Progenitor of GRB 221009A

A striking result is an apparent absence of any SN emission
in GRB 221009A. We note that this result conflicts with claims
on SNe to date (Fulton et al. 2023), which are based on
substantially more complete photometric coverage but lack the
high-S/N spectral information presented here. In particular, in
the analysis of Fulton et al. (2023), the SN should contribute
essentially no light to the afterglow+SN combination at ∼0.5
day, but ∼20%–30% at the time of the JWST observations, and
>50% at the time of the HST observations. Such an SN should
be visible as a marked change in the F625W-F098M color (or
as an excess visible in the NIRSPEC spectrum). This is not the

case. In part, this may reflect assumptions about the afterglow’s
underlying spectral and temporal behavior. Isolating any SN
component within this burst is not straightforward, given the
issues associated with high foreground extinction and
crowding.
The lack of any associated SN would be surprising within

this GRB. Although there have been several long GRBs seen
without apparently associated SNe (Della Valle et al. 2006;
Fynbo et al. 2006; Gal-Yam et al. 2006), in most cases, these
have now been suggested to arise from compact object mergers
(Gehrels et al. 2006; Rastinejad et al. 2022), with evidence for
kilonovae in several cases (Jin et al. 2015; Yang et al. 2015;
Rastinejad et al. 2022; Troja et al. 2022; Yang et al. 2022).
GRB 221009A may belong to this class. However, the
energetics of GRB 221009A lie substantially beyond any seen
in other merger-origin GRBs. For example, the recent GRB
211211A has Eiso= 7× 1051 erg (Mei et al. 2022; Gompertz
et al. 2023), almost 3 orders of magnitude less energetic than
that of GRB 221009A. The most energetic short GRBs at
higher redshift also have Eiso∼ 5× 1052 erg (Fong et al. 2015).
An alternative explanation for SN-less long GRBs is that

they arise from direct collapse to black holes in which
insufficient material is launched into an associated shock to
power a successful SN (Fynbo et al. 2006). Such events may
arise in GRBs from very massive stars. If such stars have a
substantial energy reservoir for the GRB, one may get a very
luminous GRB without an associated SN. Very massive stars
may be more common at lower metallicity. At least, stars that
retain sufficient mass at later times are expected to occur more
frequently at metallicities where wind-driven mass loss
becomes less important (Heger et al. 2003; Fryer et al. 2019).
Finally, and perhaps most likely, GRB SNe have a modest

range of luminosities, as well as evolution timescales and
colors (Cano et al. 2017). Given the difficulties in isolating the
GRB afterglow, host galaxy and SN light, it is plausible that an
event somewhat less luminous than SN 1998bw (and perhaps
somewhat faster evolving or bluer) could have evaded
detection in our observations. Ultimately, once deep images
are available for image subtraction, the HST photometry should
allow S/N > 100 measurements of the spectral shape. We may
then expect to uncover the associated SN light.

6. Conclusions

We have presented a series of high-S/N measurements of the
spectral shape of the optical to mid-IR afterglow of GRB
221009A. These data, at high confidence, demonstrate that the
optical/IR shape is not the same as that seen in the X-ray or as
the X-ray to optical index. This suggests that the two regimes
lie on different branches of the synchrotron spectrum. The
separation in the spectral slopes of Δβ∼ 0.5 makes the
difference most likely due to the cooling break. However,
tensions with other multiwavelength data remain, and these do
not have straightforward solutions (e.g., Laskar et al. 2023;
Williams et al. 2023).
The optical to mid-IR (0.6–12 μm) SED shows little

evidence for variability from early to late times (0.5–55 days).
The lack of variability implies, at most, modest contributions
from SN emission at these epochs or that the SN emission
peaks outside of the wavelength range covered (e.g., to the
blue). The challenges of high foreground extinction and a
bright afterglow will continue to make studying the SN
associated with GRB 221009A challenging. Still, accurate host
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subtraction, combined with the collation of the extensive,
coherent data obtained for GRB 221009A, should enable much
better constraints. It is unlikely (although possible in the
absence of clear-cut evidence for an SN) that GRB 221009A is
created through a compact object merger.

The burst’s environment (i.e., its host galaxy) appears very
broadly typical of the long-GRB population. There is no
evidence of an unusual galaxy or location within the host. This,
in turn, implies that the environment in which GRB 221009A
formed is comparable to those of other long GRBs at low
redshift. For example, it does not match where we may expect
to locate very low-metallicity gas, or especially massive stars.
Hence, the extreme properties of the burst are likely not linked
to an extreme and unusual environment.

We dedicate this work to the memory of David Alexander
Kann, whose contributions both to GRB 221009A, and to the
field have been so important for the past 20 years.
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