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ABSTRACT

We investigated the radio properties of the host galaxy of X-ray flash, XRF 020903, which is the best
example for investigating of the off-axis origin of gamma-ray bursts (GRBs). Dust continuum at 233
GHz and CO are observed using the Atacama Large millimeter/submillimeter array. The molecular
gas mass derived by applying the metallicity-dependent CO-to-Hs conversion factor matches the global
trend along the redshift and stellar mass of the GRB host galaxies. The estimated gas depletion
timescale (pertaining to the potential critical characteristics of GRB host galaxies) is equivalent to
those of GRBs and super-luminous supernova hosts in the same redshift range. These properties of the
XRF 020903 host galaxy observed in radio resemble those of GRB host galaxies, thereby supporting

the identical origin of XRF 020903 and GRBs.
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1. INTRODUCTION

X-ray flashes (XRFs) were discovered by the Bep-
poSAX satellite during the dawn of the gamma-ray
bursts (GRBs; Heise et al. 2001; Kippen et al. 2002).
The observed X-ray properties in the prompt phase
were identical to those of GRBs, except for the con-
siderably lower energy values of the spectral peak en-
ergy, Epear in the vF, spectrum. Systematic prompt
phase observations made by HETE-2 indicated that
the XRFs are associated with the same phenomenon
as classical hard GRBs and are representative of the
extension of the GRB population to low-peak-energy
events (Sakamoto et al. 2005). Three models have been
proposed to explain the observed prompt properties:
high-redshift origin (Heise 2003), intrinsic property
(e.g., a subenergetic or inefficient fireball; Huang et al.
2002), and off-axis jet models (Yamazaki et al. 2002;
Zhang et al. 2004; Lamb et al. 2005). For the latter
two models, on-axis and off-axis orphan GRB after-
glows can appear because of their lower Lorentz factor
caused by inefficient fireball and off-axis viewing, re-
spectively. Urata et al. (2015) confirmed the off-axis
origin of the XRF 020903 case by identifying achro-
matic rebrightening in the afterglow. Additionally, XRF
020903 was characterized well through observations,
e.g., redshift measurement (Soderberg et al. 2004), a
lower intrinsic E5e, (Sakamoto et al. 2004), and su-
pernova association(Soderberg et al. 2005). Among all

the XRF samples, XRF 020903 was the only sam-
ple suitable for investigating its origin.  Although
the XRF observations have been terminated owing
to the lack of wide-field soft-X-ray monitoring instru-
ments such as WXM on board HETE-2 (Shirasaki et al.
2003), planned GRB missions, i.e., SVOM (Godet et al.
2012), HiZ-GUNDAM(Yonetoku et al. 2020), and
THESEUS(Amati et al. 2018) would provide large sam-
ples.

The off-axis viewing of GRB jets for both long and
short GRBs is essential for understanding the unification
of GRBs, including related energetic stellar explosions,
as well as to perform multimessenger astronomy. In
particular, short GRBs and the jet viewing angle are
essential for understanding the characteristics of short
GRBs associated with the gravitational wave transients
caused by neutron star mergers (e.g., Alexander et al.
2017; Haggard et al. 2017; Lazzatiet al. 2017;
Murguia-Berthier et al. 2017; Ioka, & Nakamura 2018;
Jin et al. 2018; Kathirgamaraju et al. 2018; Troja et al.
2018, 2019; Lamb & Kobayashi 2018; Lyman et al.
2018; Lamb et al. 2019). Long GRBs are believed to
occur when a very massive star dies in a highly energetic
supernova (SNe), forming a black hole and producing
a relativistic jet. The averaged jet opening angles were
measured to be ~ 3°.5, i.e., of the same order as that
of AGNs, based on achromatic temporal breaks in af-
terglow light curves (e.g., Racusin et al. 2009). Cocoon
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structures surrounding the GRB jets were identified to
be similar to those of AGNs (Izzo et al. 2019; Chen et al.
2020). Similar to the unification model of AGNs, observ-
ing GRB jets at the various viewing angles can provide
GRBs, XRFs, off-axis orphan GRB afterglows, and en-
ergetic stellar explosions (e.g., Pastorello et al. 2010;
Huang et al. 2019; Izzo et al. 2020). In this regard, all
of these phenomena share the same environment (i.e.,
common host galaxy properties).

Off-axis orphan GRB afterglow searches were
performed at various wavelengths (Grindlay 1999;
Greiner et al. 2000; Rau et al. 2006; Levinson et al.
2002; Gal-Yam et al. 2006; Huang et al. 2020). Al-
though these numerous surveys do not involve the de-
tection of off-axis orphan GRB afterglows, the detec-
tion rate implies that the consideration of jet struc-
tures is essential for future orphan GRB afterglow sur-
veys (e.g., Huang et al. 2020). The VLA Sky Survey
(VLASS) identified a luminous radio transient and re-
ported it as a candidate for off-axis orphan GRB after-
glows (Law et al. 2018; Marcote et al. 2019). Although
the possibility of the nebula of a newly born magnetar
is not precluded, the similar star formation property of
the host galaxy to that of long GRB hosts supports the
off-axis orphan GRB afterglow phenomenon.

Millimeter and submillimeter observations for both
GRBs and their host galaxies using the Atacama Large
Millimeter /submillimeter Array (ALMA) have provided
new insights. The first measurement of the radio
linear polarization suggested depolarization caused by
nonenergetic electrons, which afforded acceleration ef-
ficiency at the shock (Urata et al. 2019). Meanwhile,
carbon monoxide (CO) lines (Hatsukade et al. 2014;
Arabsalmani et al. 2020) were identified from spatially
resolved imaging observation. Hatsukade et al. (2014)
indicated that the bursts occurred in regions rich
in dust, but not particularly rich in molecular gas.
Arabsalmani et al. (2020) revealed that the presence of
starburst modes of star formation on local scales in the
galaxy, even though the galaxy as a whole cannot be
categorized as a starburst based on its global proper-
ties. By expanding the previous studies using nearby
GRB samples (z <0.12; Michatowski et al. 2018), statis-
tical studies regarding CO observations indicated possi-
ble common properties of GRB host galaxies in terms
of their molecular gas mass fraction and gas deple-
tion timescale, particularly at z < 1 (Michatowski et al.
2018; Hatsukade et al. 2020a). Additionally, the detec-
tion of [Cyy] also provided a new physical property for
the characterization of GRB host galaxies at z ~ 1 — 2
(Hashimoto et al. 2019).

Herein, we present the results of ALMA continuum
and CO line observations on the host galaxy of an off-
axis GRB event (i.e., XRF 020903). The remainder of
this paper proceeds as follows. In Section 2, we summa-
rize the previous XRF 020903 observations. In Section
3, we describe the ALMA observations for XRF 020903
host galaxies and other GRB samples. In Sections 4 and
5, we present the results of the continuum and CO line
observations and discuss their properties, respectively,
based on using the following cosmological parameters:
Hop=70km s, Qy = 0.3, and Q) = 0.7.

2. OFF-AXIS GRB, X-RAY FLASH 020903

XRF 020903 is the most favorable sample for the uni-
fication of GRBs, whereas the jet viewing angle is the
most favorable parameter. The event was characterized
by (a) measurements of lower spectral peak energy of
the prompt emission, (b) redshift measurements (z =
0.251), (c) evidence of the off-axis viewing of the GRB
jet, (d) association of a supernova component in the
optical afterglow, and (e) a low-metallicity environment
via an optical identification of the host galaxy. Based on
observation by the HETE-2 satellite, the lowest intrinsic
spectral peak energy EJC, of 3.3718 keV was identified
among all the XRF samples (Sakamoto et al. 2004). The
redshift of z = 0.251 (Soderberg et al. 2004) was mea-
sured via optical spectroscopic observation observations.
Achromatic rebrightening caused by the off-axis viewing
of classical GRB jets (Urata et al. 2015) were detected
via early multicolor optical observations. SN1998bw-like
supernova association was confirmed via optical spec-
troscopy at ~25 day after the burst(Soderberg et al.
2005).

The high-resolution host galaxy image obtained by the
Hubble Space Telescope (HST; Soderberg et al. 2004)
shows the existence of at least four components as
shown in Figure 1. The optical spectroscopy for the
burst site measured the metallicities as log(O/H)+ 12~
8.0. Combined with GRB host galaxy measurements,
the observed metallicities indicated the lowest values
(Levesque et al. 2010). Meanwhile, burst site studies
involving optical spectra also indicated features of a
significant Wolf—Rayet star population (Hammer et al.
2006; Han et al. 2010). The spatially resolved optical
spectroscopic observations indicated that the bust site
is likely the most recent and active site of star forma-
tion in the XRF 020903 host galaxy, which is consistent
with other spatially resolved GRB host galaxy stud-
ies (Thorp & Levesque 2018). Using line diagnostics
(Thorp & Levesque 2018), the low metallicities for all
of four regions were measured to be 8.1 + 0.1 for the
burst site and ~8.2 for the remaining regions.
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Figure 1. Continuum maps at 3.1 mm (top left) and 1.3 mm
(top right), CO velocity-integrated maps (bottom left), and
optical image (bottom right). The yellow circles with 07.2
radius indicate the positions of optical components. After-
glow position is marked by the red cross. Synthesized beam
size is shown in the lower left corners.

3. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA
3.1. XRF 020903

The location of the XRF 020903 field at Band 3
and Band 6, for the Cycle 3 program (Project code:
2015.1.01254.S) was observed using ALMA. The obser-
vations in Band 3 were executed on 2016 September 19
and 21. The total on-source time was 4318 s. A cor-
relator was used in the frequency domain mode with a
bandwidth of 1875 MHz (488.28 kHz x 3840 channels).
Four basebands were used, resulting in a total band-
width of 7.5GHz. The main aspect of the observation
was the search for the CO (J = 1 — 0) line associated
with the XRF 020903 host galaxy. The bandpass and
flux were calibrated using observations from J2258-2758
and J0006-0623, and those from J2236-1433 were used
for the phase calibration. The photometric observation
in Band 6 with the total on-source time of 962 s was per-
formed on 2016 July 28. The bandpass and flux were
calibrated using observations from J2258-2758 and Pal-
las, whereas observations from J2303-1841 were used for
phase calibration.

The data were reduced using the Common Astronomy
Software Applications package (McMullin et al. 2007) in
a standard manner. Data calibration was performed us-
ing the ALMA Science Pipeline Software of CASA ver-
sion 4.7.0-1. Maps were processed using the TCLEAN
algorithm with the Briggs weighting (with a robust pa-
rameter of 0.5). Furthermore, a CO (J = 1—0) velocity-
integrated map with a velocity width of 180 km ~! was
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Figure 2. CO spectra with the velocity resolution of 47.7
km s~ for the burst site of the XRF 020903.

created using the TCLEAN algorithm. The final syn-
thesized beam size (FWHM) was 07.38 x 0”.33 for Band
3, 07.27 x 07.23 for Band 6, and 07.42 x 07.36 for the
velocity-integrated maps. These maps, with their opti-
cal images obtained using the HST, are shown in Figure
1. By resolving the four optical host galaxy compo-
nents, the 3o upper limits of 0.032 mJy at 113 GHz and
0.061 mJy at 224 GHz were estimated. The 3¢ limit of
the CO velocity-integrated map with 180 km/s was 0.57
mJy. The spectra around the CO(J = 1—0) line for the
host region was centered at R.A. = 22"48™42° 37, decl.
= —20°46'08”.72 with a radius of 07.8(i.e., including all
four optical components) indicates a null detection (Fig-
ure 2).

3.2. GRB Host Galaxy Samples

Table 1 summarizes the properties of 36 GRBs and
two super-luminous supernova (SLSN) host galaxies ob-
served using the ALMA in comparison with the XRF
020903 measurements. These samples included vari-
ous GRBs, including one short GRB (GRB 050709;
Hjorth et al. 2005; Villasenor et al. 2005; Fox et al.
2005) and omne ultra-long GRB (GRB 130925A;
Bellm et al. 2014; Piro et al. 2014; Evans et al. 2014).
GRB 050709 is a classical short/hard GRB, but the
optical properties of its host galaxy indicate star for-
mation activity (Covino et al. 2006). GRB 130925A is
also classified as an optically dark GRB because of its
high visual extinction (Greiner et al. 2014). The revised
redshift (Perley et al. 2017) is used for one of the opti-
cally dark GRBs, GRB 020819B for evaluating the ob-
servation targeted on the CO line. Two samples (GRB
090423 and GRB 130606A) may have occurred at the
reionization epoch (e.g., Tanvir et al. 2009; Totani et al.
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Figure 3. SED of the XRF 020903 host galaxy. The ALMA observation constrains the IR SEDs using template scaling.
Templates lower than the green solid line satisfy the ALMA 30 upper limit for the XRF 020903 host galaxy. The solid blue line
is the closest to the optical measurement based on the high-resolution image captured using HST.

2014, 2016). The neutral fraction of the IGM measured
using GRB 130606A implied the incompletion of reion-
ization at z ~ 6 (Totani et al. 2014, 2016). This higher
redshift event also obeys the energy correlations es-
tablished using low-redshift GRBs (Yasuda et al. 2017).
Furthermore, we added two SLSNs (i.e., SN2017egm and
PTF10tpz), as potential samples of identical stellar ex-
plosions by observing the GRB jet at an off-axis view-
ing angle (e.g., Nicholl et al. 2017; Wheeler et al. 2017;
Coppejans et al. 2018).

These physical properties of the reference samples
were obtained by reducing the ALMA archive data
and from the literature. We used the products ob-
tained from the ALMA archive for continuum ob-
servations, except for GRB 050709. These archive
data were calibrated and imaged by the ALMA Re-
gional Centers using standard procedures. Two exe-
cution blocks for GRB 050709 observations (Project
code: 2016.1.01333.S) at the identical band (Band
6) were reduced separately. We reproduced the cal-
ibrated data, merged them, and then imaged them
using TCLEAN. The total flux measurements and the
RMS noise estimations for the nondetection cases were
performed using function ”imfit” and ”imstat”, respec-
tively. We confirmed that our continuum measurements

were consistent with previous results (Wang et al. 2012;
Huang et al. 2017; Berger et al. 2014; Hatsukade et al.
2020a). For Table 1, we referred to the detailed mea-
surements made by Endo et al. (2007), Hatsukade et al.
(2011), Wang et al. (2012), Berger et al. (2014),
Hatsukade et al. ~ (2014),  Stanway et al. ~ (2015),
Huang et al.  (2017),  Michalowski et al. ~ (2018),
Arabsalmani et al. (2019), Hashimoto et al. (2019),
Hatsukade et al. ~ (2019), de Ugarte Postigo et al.
(2020), Hatsukade et al. (2020a), and Hatsukade et al.
(2020D).

4. IR LUMINOSITY AND STAR FORMATION
RATE (SFR) WITH GRB HOST GALAXIES

The ALMA continuum observations provided unique
upper limits for estimating the rest-frame IR luminos-
ity and SFR of GRB and XRF host galaxies. Based on
Wang et al. (2012), a redshift to a template IR SED was
applied to these results. We referred to the SED library
provided by Chary & Elbaz (2001), which is luminosity-
dependent (2 x 108 to 4 x 1013 L) based on a locally cal-
ibrated luminosity-dust temperature relation and does
not enable SED scaling. As shown in Figure 3, we
constrained the 3¢ upper limits of IR luminosity for
the XRF 020903 host galaxy with the Band 6 obser-
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Figure 4. The SFRs obtained using the SED template scaling method compared with the measurements obtained using the
optical method (i.e., emission lines or UV luminosity; Savaglio et al. 2009).

vation as Lig < 1.3 x 10'°Ls. Moreover, the tem-
plates with Lg < 1.3 x 10'°L, are also consistent with
optical flux measurements (the blue line in the Figure
3). In terms of the SED for describing optical mea-
surements, we primarily used the HST measurement
(Soderberg et al. 2004), because the ground-based mul-
ticolor measurements were affected by the nearby galax-
ies, as reported by Bersier et al. (2006). Using the SFR
conversion of star-forming galaxies, SFR(My yr=1) =
1.7 x 10719L1g /Le (Kennicutt 1998), we obtained the
30 upper limit of the SFR as < 2.2 (Mg yr~!). This
estimation is consistent with the measurement (2.65M¢g
yr—1) using H,, or rather small (Savaglio et al. 2009).
Similarly, we derived the Lig and SFR for reference
GRB samples (Table 1). Figure 4 shows a compari-
son between the estimated SFRs and those measured
based on H,, [Oq] or UV fluxes (Savaglio et al. 2009).
The SFR estimation for the XRF 020903 host obtained
using the Lig method was one of the notable events
that exhibited smaller values than the optical measure-
ments, similar to GRB 031203 (z = 0.105), GRB 050826
(z =0.296), GRB 051006 (z = 1.059), and GRB 060814
(z = 1.923). This result indicates that the low dust con-
tent of the GRB host galaxies. Because the lower opti-

cal depth of the dust tends to increase the SFR conver-
sion coefficient (e.g., Buat & Xu 1996; Kennicutt 1998),
an empirical calibration of SFR/Lig is required based
on other physical parameters, such as stellar mass and
metallicity.

5. LIMIT OF LUMINOSITY OF CO AND
MOLECULAR GAS

5.1. Molecular Gas Mass

The luminosity of CO was estimated based on the
equation (Lo = 3.25 x 107ScoAvv,2D2(1 + 2)7%)
described by Solomon and Vanden Bout (2005), where
Lyo is in K km s™' pc? ScoAv is the velocity-
integrated intensity in Jy km s™!, vops is the observed
line frequency in GHz, and Dy, is the luminosity distance
in Mpe. Because the CO(1-0) line was not detected from
the ALMA observation of the XRF 020903 host galaxy,
we derived the upper limit of the CO luminosity by as-
suming a velocity width of 180 km s~! (Table 1). The
assumption of this velocity width is identical to that
of nondetection samples reported by Hatsukade et al.
(2020a).

The upper limit of the molecular gas mass of the
XRF 020903 host galaxy was derived from Mgy, =



12 2.5
000418 20
080207
114 d
05$814 071021
osicos  140301A 3
L 72306 ¥ 1.5
S ea
030329 =
= 980703 —
9 101 0510228 |
s 0511178 0%211 10 %
::';‘ &  0p0s03(k) M E@
H 031209 050826 =
o 06050 ?O%ﬂnnm <
= ¢ QmoazlA I
= g -051702{903 05 &
5 B 30925A b
= 083160 ¢ s}
111005A
® 0.0
MS galaxies(z = 1 ~ 2)
8 local galaxies
e GRB hosts —05
. . *  XRF 020903 ’
L4 ® SN2017egm
& PIF10tpz
7 . ' ' : v T -1.0
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
z
12
3.0
000418 ;
4 < n‘g/‘
0207
11 06 814 % 2.5
- 1403211\071021
070306 —8—.~ W
5 o 109251005 1109184 . ..~
030329
6 10 1 ? 9—8?—03051022 2.0
e 021211 05 11 B P;I-’lﬂtpz
= # :
- 0312 0302 BOE(A ]
“n 4 0826 - .-SN2017egm
© ¥ 020 o3g511901 Le
S 60505 k3, 1.5 N
=10 ", .
= - 020;03 (tave) 089317
& 9 g 1309254
o moslgg g
uaous.q 1.0
ugeszi
8 | MS galaxies(z=1 ~ 2)
local galaxies
»,9’5g425 @ GRB hosts 0.5
i % XRF 020903
Hoas =0- @ SN2017egm
- & PTFl0tpz
— T T T T T . . 0.0
75 80 85 90 95 10.0 10.5 11.0 11.5 12.0

log(M*}(Mo)
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O‘COL/co(ko)v where aco is the CO-to-Hy conversion
factor, including the contribution of the helium mass.
We estimated the conversion factor by considering the
dependency on the gas-phase metallicity and increas-
ing aco as metallicity is decreased (e.g., Wilson 1995;
Arimoto et al. 1996; Kennicutt & Evans 2012; Bo-
latto et al. 2013). The optical measurements in-
dicate that all four regions of the XRF 020903 host
galaxy are subsolar-metallicity (12+log(O/H)=8.1-8.3;
Thorp & Levesque 2018). In the low-metallicity range,
the conversion factor estimation becomes difficult, be-
cause the estimation methods have not yet been estab-
lished. For example, the empirical relations between
metallicity and aco of Genzel et al. (2012) and Bo-
latto et al. (2013) differed. Therefore, we adopted the
harmonic mean of the recipes of Genzel et al. (2012)
and Bolatto et al. (2013), similar to Hatsukade et al.
(2020a). The converted upper limits of the gas mass
were Mgas < 3.9 X 10% Mg with aco = 15 Mg (K km
s71 pc?) for region A and Mg,s < 2.5 x 10 M, with
aco = 9.6 (K km s~! pc?) for regions B, C, and D. The
smaller upper limit of Mg,s < 1.1 x 10° was estimated
by applying the galactic conversion factor of aco=4.4
(K km s~! pc?; Bolatto et al. 2013). We compared the
molecular gas mass of the XRF 020903 with other GRB
and SLSN samples reported by Hatsukade et al. (2020a)
as a function of redshift (Figure 5, top) and stellar mass
(Figure 5, bottom). No violation was observed in the
global trends of both the redshift and stellar mass. Ad-
ditionally, we compared the local star-forming galaxies
(Bothwell et al. 2014; Saintonge et al. 2017) and main-
sequence galaxies at z ~ 1 — 2 (Daddi et al. 2010;
Magdis et al. 2012; Magnelli et al. 2012; Tacconi et al.
2013; Seko et al. 2016). The upper limit of Mg,s was
consistent with those of local galaxies, in addition to
the redshift. A comparable sample in the same stellar
mass range did not exist. The limits for the hosts of
XRF 020903 is lower than the gas mass fractions for the
most gas-rich galaxies and some GRB hosts.

5.2. Molecular Gas Mass-SFR, Gas Fraction, and
Depletion Timescale

The gas surface density was correlated to the SFR sur-
face density, which is known as the Kennicutt-Schmidt
relation (Schmidt 1959). The integration over the
source region indicated a correlation between Mg,s and
the SFR. Figure 6 shows the relationship between the
GRB host galaxies and the target. The SFR of XRF
020903 estimated using the H, line as 2.65 Mg yr—!
(Savaglio et al. 2009), was used. Three upper limits of
Mg, for XRF 020903 (burst site as A, remaining regions
representative as B, and the value estimated with the

galactic conversion factor as MW) were plotted, because
the conversion factor of CO-to-Hs depends on the metal-
licity, as described in §5.1. The GRB samples were those
of Hatsukade et al. (2020a), who employed the SED fit-
ting method to estimate the SFRs. The upper limit of
the molecular gas mass of XRF 020903 indicates that
the current event reflects the trend of GRB host galax-
ies. Additionally, we compared the local star-forming
galaxies (Bothwell et al. 2014; Saintonge et al. 2017)
and main-sequence galaxies at z ~ 1 — 2 (Tacconi et al.
2013; Seko et al. 2016). The upper limit of XRF 020903
was consistent with that of the local star-forming galax-
ies. When we adopted the galactic conversion factor of
aco=4.4 (K km s™! pc?), the limit indicated that the
XRF 020903 host galaxy was at the smallest Mg, end
in the same SFR range.

The majority of the GRB host galaxies were
located on the molecular gas depletion timescale
(tdept=Mgas/SFR) of ~1 Gyr, whereas some hosts with
lower redshift had a shorter gas depletion timescale (Fig-
ure 6). Hatsukade et al. (2020a) reported that GRB
host galaxies tend to possess a higher molecular gas mass
fraction (pgas) and a shorter gas depletion timescale
(tdaept) than other star-forming galaxies at similar red-
shifts, particularly at z < 1. Figure 7 shows jigas and
tdepl as a function of redshift. The lines in Figure 7 in-
dicate the best-fit function of star-forming galaxies de-
rived by Tacconi et al. (2018). For comparison, the dis-
tribution of the star-forming galaxies (Saintonge et al.
2017; Tacconi et al. 2018) is shown. Although the up-
per limit of figas could not constrain the trend effec-
tively, the limit of tqcp1 Was consistent with the results of
most of GRB samples (e.g., GRB 980703, GRB 021211,
GRB 031203, GRB 050826, GRB 060814, GRB 070306,
GRB 071021, GRB 081109A, GRB 110918A), and one
of SLSN, PTF10tpz. As the upper limits were close to
the best-fitted function of the star-forming galaxies, the
depletion time, t4ep1 Was consistent with or rather lower
than the average of star-forming galaxies.

6. SUMMARY

Results of the ALMA dust continuum and CO obser-
vations of the XRF 020903 host galaxy were reported
herein. The continuum observation provided the upper
limit of the IR luminosity based on the template scaling
method. The corresponding SFR < 2.2Mg yr—! was
consistent with the measurement using the H, emis-
sion line or rather small. Based on the CO observation,
Mgas < 3.9 X 10° My, for the burst site by applying the
metallicity-dependent CO-to-Hs conversion factor. The
gas mass matched with the global trend of the GRB host
galaxies, in addition to the redshift and stellar mass. As
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Figure 6. Molecular gas mass (Mgas) compared with SFR. Dashed lines indicate the gas depletion timescale of 0.1 and 1 Gyr(see
Talbe 1). Three upper limits of Mgas and metallicity-dependent CO-to-H2 conversion factor are plotted for XRF 020903 (burst
site as A, remaining regions representative as B, and the value estimated with the galactic conversion factor as MW). For
comparison, local galaxies (Bothwell et al. 2014; Saintonge et al. 2017), z ~ 1 — 2 main-sequence galaxies (Tacconi et al. 2013;

Seko et al. 2016), and SMGs Bothwell et al. (2013) are plotted.

one of the potential common properties of GRB host
galaxies, we confirmed that the gas depletion timescale
is equivalent to those of the GRBs and SLSNs at the
same redshift range (i.e., GRB 031203, GRB 050826,
and PTF10tpz). These results indicate the similar prop-
erties of the XRF 020903 host galaxy to those of GRB
host galaxies and supports the identical origins of XRF
020903 and GRBs.
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Figure 7. Molecular gas fraction (ugas; top) and molecular gas depletion timescale (t4epi; bottom) compared with the redshift.
Three upper limits and metalicity-dependent CO-to-Hz conversion factor are plotted for XRF 020903 (burst site as A, remaining
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Table 1. XRF 020903 and GRBs host galaxies samples

Event Redshift Frequency Flux Lir SFR CO Luminosity Gas Mass Reference
(GHz) (mJy) (Lo) (Mg yr~h) (K km s~ "pc?) (M)
GRB 980425 0.0085 106.8 0.7740.26 3.53 x 10° 0.60 2.3 x 10°¢ 2.7 x 107 Michatowski et al. (2018)
GRB 980703 0.966 234.5 <0.081 < 1.75 x 10** <29.7 < 4.0 x 108 < 1.1 x 10'° Hatsukade et al. (2020a)
GRB 000418 1.1183 - - - - < 1.0 x 10° < 1.8 x 10'* Hatsukade et al. (2011)
GRB 020819B  1.9621 245.1 0.144-0.03 6.23 x 10! 105.9 - - Hatsukade et al. (2014)
XRF 020903 0.251 97.2 <0.032 < 1.28 x 10** <21.7 < 2.6 x 108 < 1.1 x 10° This work
233.0 <0.061 < 1.30 x 10*° <2.21 - - This work

GRB 021004 2.330 345.0 <0.354 < 3.13 x 10** <53.1 - - Wang et al. (2012)
GRB 021211 1.010 229.8 <0.063 < 1.5 x 10! <25.8 <2.9x 108 < 6.6 x 10° Hatsukade et al. (2020a)
GRB 030329 0.1685 - - - - < 6.9 x 108 < 1.4 x 10'° Endo et al. (2007)
GRB 031203 0.105 312.8 <2.410 < 4.5 x 10° <0.8 < 1.8 x 108 < 3.5 x 10° Hatsukade et al. (2020a)
GRB 050401 2.900 343.5 <0.67 < 7.30 x 10** <124.2 - - This work
GRB 050709 0.1606 233.0 <0.05 < 5.97 x 10° <1.0 - - This work
GRB 050826 0.296 266.8 <0.084 < 2.4 x 10" <4.1 (2.84+0.5) x 10® (2.9+0.5) x 10° Hatsukade et al. (2020a)
GRB 050915A 2.527 343.5 0.3740.13 4.09 x 10" 69.5 - - This work
GRB 051006 1.059 223.9 0.078+0.024 2.0 x 10! 33.8 (2.74£0.3) x 10° (3.6 £0.4) x 10*° Hatsukade et al. (2020a)
GRB 051022 0.806 256.1 <1.6 < 6.25 x 10'? <1062 4.2 x 108 8.7 x 10° Hatsukade et al. (2014)
GRB 051117B 0.481 225.3 0.06940.020 8.0 x 10%° 13.7 (9.14+0.3) x 10® (5.9 + 1.7) x 10° Hatsukade et al. (2020a)
GRB 060505 0.089 - - - - < 4.2 x 108 < 2.0 x 10° Michatowski et al. (2018)
GRB 060814 1.923 343.5 <0.063 < 6.8 x 10! <115.1 (2.74£0.5) x 10° (5.7 +1.1) x 10*° Hatsukade et al. (2020a)
GRB 070306 1.496 343.5 <0.036 < 5.7 x 10"t <96.8 (2.240.4) x 10°  (2.9+0.5) x 10*° Hatsukade et al. (2020a)
GRB 070521 2.087 680.0 <3.12 < 7.30 x 10** <124.2 - - Hashimoto et al. (2019)
GRB 070802 2.450 343.5 0.3040.11 2.88 x 10! 49.0 - - This work
GRB 071021 2.542 133.6 <0.042 < 6.8 x 10! <115.1 < 1.3 x 10° < 4.6 x 100 Hatsukade et al. (2020a)
GRB 080207 2.086 142.5 0.11+0.03 2.46 x 10'? 417.5 1.7 x 1010 1.0 x 1011 Hatsukade et al. (2019)
GRB 080517 0.0889 - - - - 1.5 x 108 1.2 x 10° Stanway et al. (2015)
GRB 081109A 0.979 233.0 <0.087 < 2.0 x 10! <33.8 (1.440.2) x 10° (2.0 £0.3) x 10*° Hatsukade et al. (2020a)
GRB 081221 2.260 343.5 0.884-0.09 1.13 x 10*2 192.5 - - This work
GRB 090423 8.230 222.0 <0.036 < 4.50 x 10*° <7.6 - - Berger et al. (2014)
GRB 100316D  0.059 - - - - <1.4x108 < 8.6 x 108 Michatowski et al. (2018)
GRB 100621A  0.542 224.3 <0.066 < 5.7 x 101° <9.8 <1.4x108 < 1.9 x 10° Hatsukade et al. (2020a)
GRB 110918A 0.982 232.3 0.09740.020 2.4 x 10*! 41.4 (1.74£0.2) x 10°  (1.940.3) x 10*° Hatsukade et al. (2020a)
GRB 111005A  0.013 - - - - 4.4 x 107 2.7 x 108 Michatowski et al. (2018)
GRB 111123A  3.152 343.5 0.9640.10 1.13 x 10*2 192.5 - - This work
GRB 120624B 2.197 343.5 0.3540.12 3.68 x 10! 62.5 - - This work
GRB 130606A  5.913 265.0 <0.354 < 5.69 x 10*? <96.8 - — This work
GRB 130925A  0.347 256.5 <0.096 < 3.8 x 10 <6.5 < 7.6 x107 < 7.6 x 108 Hatsukade et al. (2020a)
GRB 131030 1.293 345.0 <0.12 < 6.5 x 10! <11.1 — — Huang et al. (2017)

Table 1 continued
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Table 1 (continued)

Event Redshift Frequency Flux Lir SFR CO Luminosity Gas Mass Reference
(GHz) (mJy) (Lo) (Mg yr™) (K km s~ 'pc?) (Mo)
GRB 140301A 1.416 143.2 <0.039 < 5.7 x 101 <96.8 (5.5 £ 0.6) x 10° (4.3 +0.5) x 10° Hatsukade et al. (2020a)
GRB 190114C 0.425 - - - - 1.54 x 108 2.4 x 10° de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2020)
SN2017egm 0.031 - - - - (1.1+0.1) x 10° (4.8 £ 0.3) x 10° Hatsukade et al. (2020b)
PTF10tpz 0.040 - - - - (1.45 4 0.03) x 10° 6.3 x 10° Arabsalmani et al. (2019)
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Facilities: ALMA, HST

Software: CASA (v4.7.0-1; McMullin et al. 2007)
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