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ABSTRACT

The prolonged near infrared (NIR) emission observed following the long duration GRB211211A is
inconsistent with afterglow emission from the shock driven into the circum-stellar medium (CSM), and
with emission from a possible underlying supernova. It has therefore been suggested that the observed
NIR flux is the signature of a kilonova — a radioactive ejecta that is similar to the outcome of the
binary neutron star merger GW170817. We propose here an alternative plausible explanation. We
show that the NIR flux is consistent with thermal emission from dust, heated by UV and soft X-ray
radiation produced by the interaction of the GRB jet plasma with the CSM. This NIR emission was
predicted by Waxman & Draine for GRBs residing near or withing massive molecular clouds. The
dust NIR emission scenario is consistent with a GRB at z < 1. Inspection of the environment of
GRB211211A suggests that there are at least two host-galaxy candidates, one at z = 0.076 and the
other at z = 0.459. The z = 0.459 possibility is also consistent with the non-detection of a supernova
signature in the light curve of the GRB afterglow, and with a typical GRB ~-ray energy for the fluence

of GRB211211A.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Rastinejad et al. (2022) reported the detection of near
infrared (NIR) emission, f, ~ 2uJy at 2.2um (K-
band), lasting for ~ 10d following the long (50 s) du-
ration gamma-ray burst GRB211211A. The magnitude
and duration of the NIR emission are both too large to
be consistent with the afterglow emission, produced by
the shock-wave driven by the GRB jet into the circum-
stellar medium (CSM), given the measured X-ray after-
glow flux. The large ratio of NIR to shorter wave-length
flux, fu,x/fv: =~ 30 at t = 5d, is inconsistent with non-
thermal afterglow shock emission, and challenging for an
explanation of the IR flux as due to an underlying super-
nova. It has therefore been suggested (Rastinejad et al.
2022; Troja et al. 2022; Yang et al. 2022) that the NIR
emission is due to a kilonova — a radioactive ejecta that is
similar to the outcome of the binary neutron star merger
GW170817 (Abbott et al. 2017). The opacity of kilo-
nova ejetca may be large due to the presence of signifi-
cant amounts of Lanthanide elements (Barnes & Kasen
2013), leading to strong emission in the NIR (see e.g.
Fernandez & Metzger 2016, for review). We propose
here an alternative plausible explanation for the NIR
emission.

NIR emission, Lnir =~ 10*ergs™! lasting for
~ 20d, was predicted to follow energetic GRBs,
which reside within or near massive molecular clouds
(Waxman & Draine 2000, hereafter WDO00). At the
onset of the deceleration of the GRB jet plasma by
the CSM, strong optical-UV-X-ray emission is produced
by the forward shock driven into the CSM and by
the reverse shock driven back into, and decelerating,
the jet plasma. The resulting optical-UV luminosity,
~ 10*ergs™! over ~ 10s, can destroy dust by subli-
mation out to large radius, =~ 10pc, within the beam
of the jet. It was shown in WDOO that if the (residual)
optical depth of the cloud’s dust beyond this distance is
significant, with optical depth of 0.2 < 7 < 2 in the vis-
ible, most of the optical-UV energy is converted to NIR
emission peaking at the K-band. We show here that
the NIR emission observed following GRB 211211A is
consistent with the predicted heated dust emission, for
cloud parameters (mass and radius) that are common to
molecular clouds (see discussion in § 4).

The detection of the prompt optical-UV flash is chal-
lenging due to its short, ~ 10s duration. A promi-
nent example is GRB 990123, where contemporaneous
gamma-ray and optical observations revealed a 9th mag
optical flux at 10s (Akerlof et al. 1999). Other exam-


http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.10710v2
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-9038-5877

2

ples include GRB080319B and GRB 061007 (see e.g.,
Kann et al. 2010). Perley et al. (2014) considered the
optical-UV afterglow detected at early times, ¢t 2 100s
by Swift, and found that a significant fraction of y-ray
luminous bursts show L ~ 10*°ergs™' at U-band at
102—103s. Direct evidence for dust destruction, through
the detection of a significant reduction in extinction dur-
ing the prompt flash, is even more challenging. Such
an evidence has been obtained by Morgan et al. (2014),
who found a a significant red-to-blue color evolution of
the optical light at times of 15—200s following the burst
trigger. Indirect evidence for dust destruction, through
the detection of the long term NIR emission that is
expected for 0.2 < 7y < 2, may have been observed
in a few cases (e.g. GRB970228 and GRB 980326, see
WDO00).

In § 2.1 we briefly explain the dust NIR emission
model. We do not repeat the derivation of WDO0O, but
provide a simple expalnation of the main results. In
§ 2.2 we show that the NIR emission of GRB 211211A is
consistent with heated dust emission. Rastinejad et al.
(2022) associate the GRB with a galaxy at a redshift
z = 0.076, corresponding to a distance of 350 Mpc. How-
ever, since the probability of a chance coincidence be-
tween the GRB and the galaxy is significant, of order
a few percent, we consider also the possibility that the
GRB host galaxy is significantly more distant. We fo-
cus on the explanation of the NIR emission since it is
the key characteristic that distinguishes the afterglow of
GRB211211A from those of other GRBs. Other after-
glow characteristics are not uncommon, as we explain
in § 2.3. In § 3 we discuss the constraints imposed by
the optical-NIR observations on a possible host galaxy
and a possible underlying supernova. We note that the
measured K- to i-band specific flux ratio, ~ 30 at 5d,
is much larger than that observed, at a similar time, in
the kilonova emission following the binary neutron star
merger detected by LIGO, GW170817 (Abbott et al.
2017), where the flux ratio is ~ 7 (e.g., Waxman et al.
2018), and is difficult to reconcile with existing models
for any radioactive ejecta. Our conclusions are summa-
rized in § 4.

2. DUST HEATING INTERPRETATION OF THE
NIR EMISSION OF GRB211211A

We discuss in this section a plausible explanation
of the strong prolonged NIR emission, which lasts for
~ 10d with f, =~ 2uJy at 2.2 um (K-band). The very
large ratio of IR to shorter wave-length optical flux,
fo.x/fui =~ 30 at t = 5d (where i-band corresponds
to ~ 0.75pum), cannot be explained by synchrotron
emission from electrons accelerated by the expanding

collisionless afterglow shock. This is due to the fact
that shock acceleration leads to an electron distribution
dn./dE. «x E_P with a power-law index p & 2, yield-
ing f, o« v° with s in the range of (p — 2)/2 to p/2,
ie. &~ 0.5 —1 (see Piran 2004; Mészéros 2006; Waxman
2006, for reviews of afterglow theory). The large NIR to
optical flux ratio is also inconsistent with emission from
an underlying supernova (see Section 3.1). It therefore
requires another source of radiation, which we show is
consistent with thermal dust emission.

As mentioned in the introduction, and discussed in
§2.3, the observed afterglow behavior of GRB211211A
at the X-ray and optical bands, excluding the NIR band,
is not uncommon. Furthermore, we explain in §2.3 that,
due to large uncertainties in afterglow modelling, this
afterglow data do not enable one to derive useful con-
straints on the parameters of the jet and CSM. We there-
fore do not discuss the optical-X-ray afterglow in detail.

2.1. Heated dust emission

We consider a highly relativistic jet, with isotropic
equivalent energy E and opening angle 6, propagat-
ing into a uniform medium of number-density n (note
that n is the number density at the ~ 10'7 cm vicinity
of the source, which may differ greatly from the den-
sity at larger distances). The expanding plasma drives
a highly relativistic forward shock into the surround-
ing CSM, and the elevated CSM pressure drives a re-
verse shock into the jet plasma. After the reverse shock
crosses the jet plasma, most of the energy is transferred
to the CSM and the flow approaches a self-similar be-
havior (Blandford & McKee 1976). The forward shock
that continues to propagate into the CSM produces the
afterglow by synchrotron emission of shock accelerated
electrons. We are interested here at the early transition
stage, where the reverse shock is going through the jet
plasma.

Towards the end of this stage, which lasts for a du-
ration comparable to the observed GRB duration (see
Eq. 2 of WDO00), most of the energy is carried by the
thermal energy of the shock heated CSM/jet plasma.
Denoting the fraction of thermal energy carried by shock
accelerated electrons by €., the energy that may be ra-
diated at this stage is ~ e, FE. For typical GRB parame-
ters, the reverse shock produces optical-X-ray radiation,
while the forward shock produces soft-hard X-rays.

WDO00 considered only the energy radiated within the
energy range of 1 —7.5eV as available for dust destruc-
tion and heating, due to the fact that in dense clouds
most of the radiation energy carried by photons of en-
ergy > 13.6eV goes to ionization, and most of the en-
ergy in the 7.5 — 13.6eV is absorbed by Hs. For a



flat electron energy distribution, E?dn./dE. < E?, as
expected for shock acceleration, the fraction of energy
carried by electrons radiating at this energy range is ap-
proximately log(7.5)/10g(Fmax/Emin) ~ 0.1 (assuming
Emax/Emin ~ 1010)-

The fraction of electron energy lost to radiation de-
pends on the ratio between their cooling time and the
expansion time of the plasma. For typical GRB pa-
rameters (E = 10° erg, At‘(’}bﬁB = 10s, and post shock
magnetic field energy fraction eg = 1072), the cooling
frequency, i.e. the synchrotron radiation frequency of
electrons with cooling time comparable to the expan-
sion time, is hv, ~ 0.5(n/1cm™3)"1keV (see Eq. 7 of
WDO00). Electrons radiating at higher frequencies lose
all their energy to radiation, while electrons radiating at
lower energy lose a fraction (v/v.)'/? of their energy to
radiation (and the rest to adiabatic expansion). WD00
adopted a value of n = 1cm™3, for which electrons in
the range 1 —7.5eV lose = 10% of their energy to radia-
tion, implying that the radiated energy available for dust
heating is = 0.01e.E (see Eq. 6 of WD00). For bright
bursts, or lower mass clouds, the energy carried by ion-
izing radiation at 7.5-50 eV may be large compared to
that required to fully ionize the gas cloud. In this case,
a significant fraction of the 7.5-50 eV radiation will con-
tribute to dust heating, increasing the luminosity avail-
able for dust heating by a factor of a few (see WD0O0 and
§ 2.2). Finally, the flux of higher energy, > 0.1 keV pho-
tons, for which absorption is dominated by ionization of
"metals” (i.e. atoms heavier than He), may further con-
tribute to dust heating (e.g. Fruchter et al. 2001): For
bright bursts the contribution of ~ 1 keV photons is
similar to that of the non-ionizing 1 — 7.5 eV photons,
while the contribution of higher energy, hv > 10 keV,
photons is small- see a short discussion in § A.

For the current discussion, we denote by f; the frac-
tion of the total electron energy, e.F, lost to radiation
in the spectral band available for dust destruction. The
energy and luminosity of this radiation are thus given
by
(14 2)Eq

Eq = faecE, La= .
Atgip

(1)
Here, Ly is the destruction luminosity (associated
with E4), Aty is the observed GRB duration and
A5 /(14 2) is the pulse duration at the host galaxy
frame. The rapid expansion of the shock heated jet
plasma, following its crossing by the reverse shock,
rapidly reduces the characteristic synchrotron emission
frequency of the highest energy electrons, which did not
lose all their energy to synchrotron emission during the
prompt flash emission (i.e. electrons that initially pro-
duce radiation at v ~ v.). The synchrotron emission
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frequency of the highest energy electrons drops below
the optical band on a time scale of tens of seconds, lead-
ing to a strong suppression of the flux on this time scale
(e.g. Kobayashi 2000).

The optical-UV and soft, ~ 1 keV, photon flash is
capable of destroying dust out to a distance R4, which
depends on Ly and on the properties of the dust. For the
current discussion, we will present results normalized to
dust parameters appropriate for graphite materials and
grain size of 0.3 um. For such grains, the temperature
for full sublimation to occur over Atgrp = 10s is (see
Eq. 11 of WDO0O0)

T, ~ 2700 K, (2)

and the destruction radius is (see Eq. 17 of WD00)

T. \ '’
Ry~ 13 <2700K> x 10°LY % em,  (3)

where Lq = 10%L4 49 ergs™?.

Dust is destroyed out to distance R4 within the GRB
jet beam. Dust at somewhat larger distance is heated
to T' ~ T., converting the incoming UV radiation to
NIR radiation. If the optical depth of the cloud be-
yond Ry is large for UV photons, and small for NIR
photons, a significant fraction of the destructive flash
energy, FEg4, will be radiated in the NIR. For absorp-
tion efficiency @, o v, large optical depth in the UV
and small optical depth in the NIR may be written as
0.2 < 7v < 2. The total energy radiated is 0.50% fye. E
(i.e. the true, rather than isotropic equivalent energy),
and the observed duration of the pulse (without redshift
correction) is 0.50?R,/c, thus the NIR luminosity is

E
LDust — fdee ) 4
NIR Rd/C ( )

2.2. GRB 211211A

Let us consider now the case of GRB 211211A. An es-
timate of €. F, the (isotropic-equivalent) thermal energy
carried by the fireball electrons at the onset of signifi-
cant deceleration, may be obtained from the observed
energy released in v-rays. 7y-rays are produced as part
of the energy of the jet is converted, prior to the in-
teraction with the CSM, to internal energy carried by
electrons, and then radiated away as ~-rays. Denot-
ing this fraction by f;, we have €. F =~ f;lE.y. The
tight correlation between y-ray energy and X-ray after-
glow flux implies that the efficiency of fireball energy
conversion to «y-rays is not small, i.e. that f; is of or-
der unity (Freedman & Waxman 2001; Wygoda et al.
2016). Using the y-ray fluence, F), = 5 x 10~ *ergcm 2
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(Mangan et al. 2021), we have

1.4d>
€E~ 18 x 1053%?” erg. (5)
Here, d;, = 2d> gpc Gpc, corresponding to z = 0.4.
Using equations (1) and (5) we obtain an estimate for
the sublimation flash luminosity,

Lg~ 4.8 x 10" fy _od3q, . ergs ", (6)

obs

where f; = 1072f; _5 and we have used Aty = 50s.

Optical-soft X-ray observations are not available for
GRB211211A over the tens of seconds time scale ex-
pected for the emission from the reverse shock. We note,
however, that the characteristics of the > 10 keV flux
observed at t ~ 50 s (Gompertz et al. 2023) are con-
sistent with the theoretical model used in WDO0O, as
described in § 2.1: The expected flux of rapidly cool-
ing electrons (i.e. at v > 1.) in the forward shock,
vf, = F,/(2t10g(Emax/FEmin)) = 2 x 10~ 7erg/cm?s
is consistent with the observed > 10 keV flux; The
observed frequency dependence of the flux, vf, =~
1(hv/10keV)/2erg/cm?s up to =~ 30 keV, implies that
hv. < 10 keV and that the synchrotron emission energy
of the lowest energy electrons in the forward shock is
~ 30 keV, which in turn implies that the synchrotron
emission energy of the lowest energy electrons in the
reverse shock, which is smaller by a factor approxi-
mately given by the square of the bulk jet Lorentz factor
(WD00), is ~ 1 eV.

The dust destruction distance may now be obtained
from Equation (3),

T
Ry~ 2.9 x 10 (27001{) )2 dscpeem,  (7)

and the dust NIR luminosity from Equtaion (4),

Dust 42 p1/2 1-4d2G c 1
LR ~ 1.9 x 10 fd’_2T2p ergs” . (8)
For thermal emission, vL, peaks at hv = 4T, corre-
sponding to
he 14+ 22700K
=1.7 9
4T, 14 T )
We may now compare the predicted dust luminos-
ity to the observed luminosity, which we estimate as

drd? (vf,) i with fox =2 ply’,

)\Dust _ (1 4 Z)

peak —

L]I\)IFFS{t <14 TC 2 1.4 ;,/32 (10)
(VLng)K - 2700 K (1 + Z) d2 Gpc .

! There are four epochs with K-band detection: = 4 uJy at t ~
4—b5dand ~1—-15uly att =~ 7—8d. We use a time averaged

2 pJy.

The observed NIR emission is thus consistent with a
dust emission for a GRB at z ~ 0.5. An accurate red-
shift determination is not possible based on Eq. (10) due
to the uncertainties in 7. and fy and in the details of
the underlying model (e.g. gas and dust density and dis-
tribution, jet structure, electron spectrum). However,
dust emission is unlikely to be a viable explanation at
z > 1, where the ratio of the predicted dust luminosity
to the observed NIR luminosity drops to ~ 0.1 and the
emission peak shifts to longer wavelengths. Note that
dust emission provides a consistent explanation of the
observed NIR emission for z = 0.076, where the pre-
dicted dust luminosity is larger than the observed NIR,
luminosity (this may easily be accounted for, e.g., with
somewhat smaller fy and T¢).

Let us consider next the flux ratio f, x/f,: =~ 30 at
t ~ 5d. Assuming that the i-band luminosity is part of
the Wien tail of the IR emission, and neglecting possible
significant residual extinction at i-band, the K-band fre-
quency needs to be close to that where the thermal emis-
sion peaks (the peak in vL, is at hv = 4T, and T should
satisfy hvg = 3.4T), implying T ~ 2400([1 + 2]/1.4) K.
This is consistent with the expected temperature for
the dust properties that we have adopted, Eq. (2), for
z =~ 0.5. However, somewhat lower or higher tempera-
tures may be obtained for different dust properties, thus
allowing a wide redshift range. Moreover, the K- to i-
band flux ratio need not necessarily agree with a Planck
spectrum ratio. It may be smaller, implying a possible
contribution in the i-band from a different source (e.g.
underlying supernova). It may also be larger, implying
possible residual extinction.

The duration of NIR emission is longer than 8d.
Recalling that the dust emission extends for tnjr ~
0.5(1+ 2)0%R,/c, this sets a lower limit to the jet open-
ing angle,

1/2
1.4¢Nir/10d T.
(1+ z)fj,/fgdgepc> 2700K-
(11)
An upper limit to the K-band flux, that is much lower
than the observed flux at 8d is obtained at 89d, im-
plying # < 0.1. This is consistent with the jet open-
ing angle inferred from the break time in the X-ray
afterglow, tx ~ 0.3d at which the decline of the X-
ray flux steepens, assuming that the break is due to
jet sideways spreading (Rhoads 1999; Sari et al. 1999;
Livio & Waxman 2000)

6 > 6Pt ~ 0.036 <

—1/8
(1 +Z)2d%Gpc (12)
1.42681,177,0 '

0% ~ 0.053(tx/0.3d)>/® (

Here, n = 10%cm™3 and €, = 10_1667_1.



Finally, let us consider the effects of ionizing radiation,
at 7.5-50eV. The luminosity carried by these photons,
Lion is similar or somewhat larger than that of the 1-
7.5eV photons, Ly (due to the shorter cooling time of
higher energy radiating electrons). The (isotropic equiv-
alent) Hydrogen mass that the prompt flash is able to
ionize is (see Eq. 19 of WD00)

Lion 1 '4d§GpC

=4 x 101 fy =2 RO
% fd’ 2 Ld 1 +z ©
(13)

Thus, clouds of mass < 10° Mg, will be completely ion-
ized. In this case, part of the ionizing radiation will
contribute also to dust heating. Note that the energy of
the "destructive flash” is sufficient for sublimating the
dust in a cloud of mass ~ 10*M,oy, since the dust mass is
typically 1% of the Hydrogen mass, and the energy (per
mass) required for sublimation is much smaller than that
required for ionization (see WDO0O).

Lion m deeE
Mi n ~ L
© Ly 25eV

2.3. Optical and X-ray afterglow

The X-ray light curve shows a break at ¢t ~ 0.3d,
which may be attributed to the onset of jet sideways ex-
pansion (Rhoads 1999; Sari et al. 1999), and an optical
to X-ray specific flux ratio varying from f, o/ f,.x ~ 50
before the break to f,.o/f,x = 200 after it. The in-
creased optical to X-ray flux ratio corresponds to a delay
of the break time in optical flux, ~ 0.7d compared to ~
0.3d in the X-rays. A flux ratio of f, o0/ f,x ~ 50— 200
is consistent with synchrotron emission from a power-
law distribution of electrons, with a cooling frequency
between the optical and X-ray bands, hv. =~ 0.1keV.

The evolution of the flux ratio f,0/f,x during the
break transition implies that the break is chromatic,
while jet breaks are generally expected to be achromatic
due to the relatively slow evolution of v, that is typi-
cally expected in afterglow models. However, such chro-
matic breaks are common. Liang et al. (2008) analyze
60 GRBs with well sampled X-ray and optical afterglows
with candidate jet breaks, finding that none are consis-
tent with the simple achromatic jet-break predictions,
and that the break times in the optical band are system-
atically longer, ~ 3 d, than those in the X-rays, ~ 0.3 d.

Various explanations have been suggested to ac-
count for the observed chromatic breaks (see, e.g.,
Panaitescu et al. 2006). In general, it should be noted
that afterglow models depend on a large number of free
parameters (including jet energy F and opening an-
gle, CSM density n, post-shock energy fractions car-
ried by electrons and magnetic fields, €. and ep, elec-
tron spectral index p). Observations typically do not
contain sufficient information for an accurate determi-
nation of these parameters, some of which (like n and
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eg) may vary by orders of magnitude. In the analy-
sis of Rastinejad et al. (2022) of the afterglow of GRB
211211A, for example, the uncertainties in the inferred
values of F, n and ep are two, four, and three orders
of magnitude, respectively. Moreover, afterglow mod-
els are based on simplifying assumptions regarding key
underlying model components, including the (unknown)
lateral and angular structure of the jet and of the CSM
density distribution, and regarding possible time evolu-
tion of the micro-physical parameters (e., €g, p), due to
the evolving parameters (velocity, density) of the shock
(it is typically assumed that these parameters are time
independent). Deviations form this simplified descrip-
tion will lead to significant deviations from the model
predictions.

3. HOST GALAXY AND UNDERLYING
SUPERNOVA

3.1. Underlying SN

The measured K- to i-band specific flux ratio, ~ 30 at
5d, is hard to reconcile with existing models for any ra-
dioactive ejecta. First note that this ratio is much larger
than that observed at a similar time in the kilonova emis-
sion following the binary neutron star merger detected
by LIGO, GW170817 (Abbott et al. 2017), where the
flux ratio is &~ 7 (e.g., Waxman et al. 2018). A similar
< 10 ratio is also obtained for the best fit kilonova mod-
els of Rastinejad et al. (2022), despite a large freedom
to fit many kilonova components.

Other known supernova types are also unable to
explain such a ratio at 5d (see some examples in
Rastinejad et al. 2022). Rastinejad et al. (2022) sug-
gested that such a ratio can be explained by 100% °°Ni
ejecta with high, ~ 0.4c, velocity ejecta. However, at
5d such ejecta would be optically thin, where the fitting
model of Rastinejad et al. (2022) is not applicable. It
is more likely that in this case the emission would be
similar to the nebular phase of Type Ia SN or stripped-
envelope SN types, where high K- to i-band specific flux
ratio is not obtained.

While long/intermediate-duration GRBs  with-
out apparent supernovae were seen before (e.g.,
Gal-Yam et al. 2006; Ofek et al. 2007), it is still pos-
sible that a supernova accompanied GRB 211211A but
was too dim to be detected. For known types of SNe,
GRB 211211A is required to reside at z 2 0.5 for the
SN to go undetcted (Rastinejad et al. 2022).

3.2. Host

Inspection of the DECaLS (Dey et al. 2019) and SDSS
(York et al. 2000) images of the GRB region reveals a
few spatially nearby galaxies. Figure 1 shows the DE-



Figure 1. DECaLS r-band caodd image of the field
of GRB211211A. The red circle marks the position of
GRB211211A. The properties of galaxies A to D are listed in
Table 1. The distances were calculated using tools presented
in Ofek (2014).

CaLS DRY r-band coadd image around the GRB lo-
cation, where the nearest four detectable galaxies are
marked by A to D. Some fainter objects are also visible
in the HST image presented in Rastinejad et al. (2022).
Table 1 list the DECaLS and SDSS measured properties
of these galaxies.

We suggest that there are at least two possibilities for
the identity of the host galaxy of GRB211211A. The
first possibility is that, as advocated by Rastinejad et al.
(2022), galaxy A is the host galaxy. With z = 0.076, this
will put the GRB at projected distance of about 8 kpc
from the host, at a position in which no apparent star
formation is seen in the HST images.

The deep HST image presented by Rastinejad et al.
(2022) exclude any underline host to F606W limiting
magnitude of 27.8. For a point source, this translate to
absolute magnitude of about —10 at z = 0.076. For an
extended source of size of about 1kpc it may be pos-
sible to hide, in this position, a brighter galaxy (about
—13 assuming 1kpc size). A possible problem with this
scenario is that it will be difficult to a hide a supernova
that accompanies the GRB (see §3.1).

A second alternative, is that the GRB is at higher
redshift. For example, a 1kpc size dwarf at z ~ 0.5
will be barely resolved by HST, and in this case, in
order to hide the host galaxy from detection we re-
quire it to be fainter than absolute magnitude of about
—14 to —15 (~ 0.01L,), where the exact limit depends
on the size and light distribution of the galaxy. How-
ever, such small galaxy usually resides in massive ha-

los. Indeed galaxy C, D have photometric redshift of
about 0.5 and galaxy B has a spectroscopic redshift of
0.469. The chance-coincidence probability to find such a
galaxy within = 10” from a random position is of order
unity. Therefore, this is not an evidence for an associ-
ation of GRB211211A with a galaxy group at z ~ 0.5,
but only a consistency test for this hypothesis. If in-
deed GRB211211A resides in the halo of galaxy B at
z = 0.469, than it is located at projected distance of
about 62kpc from this galaxy — A reasonable distance
between a dwarf galaxy and its main halo. Another
hint that shows the consistency of this solution is that
the SDSS spectrum of galaxy B display narrow emis-
sion lines indicating of high star formation rate in this
environment,.

Blanchard et al. (2016) estimate that at least 10% of
the long GRBs has hosts as faint as 0.01L,. Further-
more, these authors demonstrated that luminous galax-
ies usually associated with long GRBs has higher chance
coincidence probability — In other words, when looking
for the host of a GRB, there is a selection bias towards
nearby bright galaxies (which are not the real hosts).

4. CONCLUSIONS

Rastinejad et al. (2022), as well as Troja et al. (2022)
and Yang et al. (2022), argued that the best explana-
tion for the long GRB211211A is a kilonova from a NS-
compact object merger. This claim is based on the fol-
lowing arguments: (i) A host galaxy at 350 Mpc; and
(ii) Bright NIR signal on time scales of days. If true,
an immediate important consequence is that NS-merger
produces diverse optical signal, and that they can pro-
duce long GRBs.

Following Waxman & Draine (2000), here we suggest
another explanation — GRB211211A is a long GRB in
which the NIR excess is the result of thermal emission
from dust, heated by UV-soft X-ray radiation produced
by the interaction of GRB plasma with the CSM. The
heated dust explanation naturally accounts for the large
ratio between the NIR and optical specific fluxes, due to
the low temperature associated with dust sublimation—
see equations (2) and (9), and for the observed NIR lumi-
nosity — see Equation (10). Furthermore, the jet open-
ing angle implied by the observed duration of the NIR
emission, Equation (11), is consistent with the opening
angle inferred from the break in the X-ray light curve,
Equation (12).

The parameters of the gas cloud, that are required
to produce the observed NIR luminosity and to avoid
strong absorption of the X-ray afterglow, are consistent
with those of common molecular cloud values. The cloud
radius is required to be comparable to the sublimation



Table 1. Properties of galaxies in the vicinity of GRB 211211A

Property Gal. A Gal. B Gal. C Gal. D
RA 14:09:10.47  14:09:09.60 14:09:09.09  14:09:09.13
Dec +27:53:20.8 +27:53:25.8 +27:53:26.9 +27:53:04.3
g [mag] 19.99 22.3 22.5 23.4
r [mag) 19.53 20.9 21.7 22.1
z 0.076 0.4587 £+ 0.0002
SDSS photo z 0.45+0.13 0.60 £0.07
DECaLS photo z 0.50 £0.08 0.53 £0.07
abs. r [mag] —18.1 —21.1
Ang. dist [arcsec] 5.43 10.3 16.1 19.0
Proj. Dist. [kpc] 8.0 62

NOTE—

radius, &~ 10pc (see Eq. 3), and the cloud mass is re-
quired to be < 10° My (see Eq. 13). The Hydrogen
column density of a 10%® M, cloud with ~ 10 pc radius
is 10%2cm ™2, a typical value (e.g. Solomon et al. 1987)
corresponding to 7y &~ 4. For such a cloud a residual
Tv =~ 1 is natural (does not require fine tuning of cloud
radius or burst location), given that the dust destruction
distance is comparable to the cloud’s size.

The dust sublimation explanation is further supported
by the significant suppression of the observed optical-UV
flux at t = 170 s compared to the flux expected based on
the low-energy extension of the soft X-ray synchrotron
flux observed at the same time (Gompertz et al. 2023).
Gompertz et al. (2023) note that this suppression re-
quires a dust optical depth 7y ~ 2 (E(B — V) = 0.6),
consistent with optical depth required by the dust subli-
mation explanation of the NIR emission. However, they
dismiss this explanation based on the argument that
such large extinction is inconsistent with the later after-
glow spectrum (suggesting that another, yet unknown
explanation of the suppression should be found). We
point out that this is not a valid argument, as the after-
glow spectrum is red and requires the inclusion of a low
temperature thermal emission. The inferred dust opti-
cal depth 7 ~ 2 corresponds, for typical local clouds,
to a H column density of ~ 5 x 102*em~2 (e.g. Longair
1992; Wilms et al. 2000). This is larger than the column
density inferred by Gompertz et al. (2023) (their Table
1) for GRB211211A based on the soft X-ray spectrum,
Np x ~ 1x10*'cm~2. However, it should be noted that
(1) the uncertainty in the inferred column density is large
due to the uncertainty in the underlying X-ray spec-
trum, (ii) the dust properties at the z = 0.5 host may

differ from local cloud dust properties, and (iii) X-ray
ionization of metals in the gas phase, which reduces the
ionization optical depth and hence the inferred Ny x,
and fission of dust grains, which may increase the UV
extinction (WDO0O, see also § A), are expected to increase
the 7v /Ny x ratio.

The dust emission explanation requires the GRB to
reside in a galaxy at z < 1 (see § 2.2). Our analysis of
the GRB211211A environment suggests that there are
at least two solutions for the redshift of GRB211211A.
The first is at z = 0.076, and the second is at z = 0.5 (see
§ 3.2). While both solutions are consistent with the ther-
mal emission from dust scenario, the first solution likely
requires a GRB without a supernova and the second so-
lution can accommodate a normal long GRB (with typ-
cial v-ray energy) and a supernova (see § 3.1). It should
be noted that stringent upper limits on the presence of
a supernova (100 times fainter than the supernova asso-
ciated with GRB970508) have been obtained for several
long GRBs (e.g. Della Valle et al. 2006; Fynbo et al.
2006; Gal-Yam et al. 2006), and do not necessarily imply
a compact binary merger progenitor- A ”failed super-
nova” followed by mass accretion onto the newly formed
compact object is an alternative explanation. The rela-
tively large, 60 kpc, offset of the burst location from the
potential z &~ 0.5 host implies that, for this solution, the
GRB host is likely a dwarf galaxy residing in the halo of
the identified massive z ~ 0.5 galaxy. The upper limit
on the luminosity of a host galaxy at the GRB location
implies an upper limit of ~ 0.01L, on the dwarf lu-
minosity. This is not unreasonable, as Blanchard et al.
(2016) estimate that at least 10% of the long GRBs are
hosted in fainter than 0.01L, galaxies. Detecting a pu-
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tative dwarf host at z ~ 0.5 may be possible by long
integration time with HST and JWST.
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APPENDIX

A. THE CONTRIBUTION OF > 0.1 KEV PHOTONS TO DUST DESTRUCTION AND SUBLIMATION

The absorption of > 0.1 keV photons is dominated by photo-ionization of ”"metals”, i.e. of elements heavier
than He. For typical cloud "metal” content, the ionization cross section per H atom is approximately given by
2 x 107 2cm~2(hv/1keV)~3/3 (e.g. Longair 1992; Wilms et al. 2000). The rapid decrease of the cross section with
energy implies that hv > 10keV photons typically deposit only a small fraction of their energy in the cloud. Further-
more, the secondary electrons produced by the ionization of "metals” in dust grains by hv > 10keV photons typically
escape the grains, leading to grain charging and fission, rather than heating. Grain fission is dominated by ~ 10keV
photouns since (i) they dominate the number flux of high energy photons, and (ii) the ionization cross section decreases
at higher energy. Bright bursts may lead to grain fission out to ~ 10pc (WD00), comparable to the dust sublimation
distance, changing the grain size distribution and hence the optical extinction curve. Reducing the grain sizes does not
affect significantly the extinction at IR wavelengths, which are large compared to the grain size, while it may increase
the extinction at UV wavelengths, which are smaller than or comparable to the grain size. It should be noted that
fission of smaller grains requires a larger photon flux, while sublimation of smaller grains requires a lower photon flux.
At the sublimation radius Ry, fission is typically expected to reduce grain sizes to ~ 0.1um (see eqs. 23 and 17 of
WDO00), and the smaller sizes destruction would be dominated by sublimation.

Let us consider next the contribution of ~ 1keV photons. The luminosity of these photons is typically ~ 10 times
higher than that of non-ionizing < 10 ¢V photons (since v L, o v/? for frequencies below hv, > 1keV), their ionization
cross section per H atom is similar to the absorption cross section per H atom of optical photons, and the electrons
produced by the ionization of "metals” in dust grains by hv ~ 1keV photons typically deposit their energy in the
grains. One may thus reach the conclusion that ~ 1keV photons dominate grain heating. This is, however, not the
case. First, the ionization cross section of ~ 1keV photons is < 10~ 1%cm~2 for the atoms dominating the ionization (in
particular those largely "locked” in grains - C, N, O, Si, S Longair 1992; Wilms et al. 2000), implying that the optical
depth for absorption in a grain is 0.1 for a 0.1 ym grain. This is in contrast with the situation for UV photons, which
are completely absorbed within a grain’s column density. Thus, the heating rate of the grains by ~ 1keV photons
is at most comparable to that by non-ionizing photons. Second, the absorption of < 1keV photons is dominated
by ionization of "metals” in the gas phase, rather than by ionization of ”metals” contained in grains. For typical
cloud "metal” and dust content, only =~ 25% of the ionizations by ~ 1keV photons will take place within grains,
while at lower photon energy only a negligible fraction of the ionizations take place within grains (This is due to the
”shielding” of most of the grain mass by the outer grain shell absorbing the photons). Absorption in the gas phase
strongly suppresses dust heating by < 1 keV photons. Heating by ~ 1 keV photons may become comparable to that by
non-ionizing photons for bright bursts, or lower mass clouds, where the ionizing photon fluence is sufficient to largely
ionize the metals in the gas phase of the cloud.
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