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Abstract. Accurate measurements of the Cosmic Microwave BackgroGiMB) anisotropy call for high precision and relia-
bility of the in-flight calibration. For extended survey®t@MB dipole provides an excellent calibration source ajdencies
lower than~ 200 GHz; however poorly known foreground emissions, sucHifisse galactic components, complicate the
signal and introduce a systematic error in the calibratiba.show that introducing a weight function that takes intcoant
the uncertainty in the a priori knowledge of the sky, allowsa substantially improve the calibration accuracy witspesct to
methods involving galactic latitude cuts. This new mettotested for Panck-LFI radiometers at 30 and 100 GHz. On short
time scales (less than 1 day) the absolute calibration df elannel can be recovered with an overall 1-2% accuracy.|$te a
consider the fiect of CMB anisotropy itself on the calibration, and find tkabwledge of the CMB pattern on large scales is
needed to keep the short-time scale calibration accurattynni%.

Key words. Cosmology: cosmic microwave background with known intensity, such as planets (usually Jupiterpreg
Methods: data analysis radio sources (such as Cas A, Carina Nebula, Taurus A) or the
CMB dipole. The accuracy is limited by the knowledge of the
absolute flux £ 5% for planets> 8 — 10% for radio sources
and~ 0.4% for CMB dipole), and also by the limited sky cov-
Accurate determination of the CMB angular power spectruatrage in the case of the dipole. The WMAP angNek surveys
can set powerful constraints on cosmological models arehuire great calibration accuracy, proportional to threstru-
allows the determination of main cosmological parametergent sensitivities.
with high precision. Recently, a number of ground-based To evaluate the accuracy actually achievable, all possible
and balloon-borne experimentd__(De Bernardis et al. 20Q@ects (both instrumental and astrophysical) impacting #te ¢
Hanany et al. 2000, Halverson et al. 2002, Pearson et all, 20@2ation procedure have to be properly evaluated. In thikwo
Benoit et al. 2003) have obtained remarkable evidence fge focus on astrophysicatffects by studying the presence of
the presence of acoustic peaks in the power spectrufitferent sky emissions contaminating the main CMB dipole
extending the pioneering measurements @DBE-DMR  calibrator. In particular, we propose a method to evaluage t
(Smoot et al. 1992) to sub-degree scales, and opening up dbeuracy one can expect for absolute calibration on shoe ti
path to the next generation of space-based precision expgfales, by using the available information on the sky mienv
iments [(Bersanelli et al. 2002). In fact, it has become clegmission. With this method, that can be applied to any pi@tis
(e.g.[Danese etal. 1996) that only space-based observatiomB measurement on large sky areas, it will be possible to
can provide the unique combination of environmental sitggbil further improve the calibration accuracy any time more jseec
freedom from systematidfects and avoidance of ground angky observations become available by simply reapplying the
atmospheric radiation needed for a high-resolution full sknethod we describe. In a forthcoming paper we will analyse in
survey. The WMAP satellite by NASA was launched on Jungrumental ffects (e.g., 1f noise, pointing uncertainties, ther-
2001 and the first-year data are now available. Thexé&  mal fluctuations, gain drifts) on the calibration perforroan
satellite is an ESA mission planned to be launched in 2007. | the present work we outline the proposed method and
One of the most significant systematic uncertainties gfst the calibration technique for theaRck-LFI receivers.

fe?_téng gurrent_Cl\ﬂB am};sotro%y;xpgnme_nts IS :he gftmtne The structure of the paper is as follows: in SELt. 2 we briefly
calibration, typically performed by observing celestalieces o qqce the concept of calibration; in Selct. 3 dipole con-

Send offprint requests to: Benedetta.Cappellini@mi.infn.it taminations (foregrounds) considered in the analysis are d

1. Introduction
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scribed. Secf]4 shows the method to compute statistical amhstant is determined by fitting the distributionsAdf, and
systematic errors in the calibration performance, andritess AV, i.e. by minimizing the one parametgt function:
the diferent calibration techniques tested by means of simula- )
tions. Sectd]5 arfd 6 are devoted to illustrating simulatfion AV - ATEg
PLanck-LFI and consequent results. In Sddt. 7 the impact /Sf(g) - Z[ ] ’ (4)
CMB anisotropies on calibration accuracy is studied. Thinma
conclusions and future works are discussed in §kct. 8. where the index refers to the pixel pairs available for cal-
ibration. In the following we indicate witle the value ofg

) ) that minimizesy?(g), while Gy is the true value of the calibra-

2. Calibration concept tion factor, i.e. the value we need to recover; results wéll b

Calibration is the conversion of the output signal of each d&XPressed in terms @/Go.
tector channel (e.g. telemetry units for a space experinent

physical units (i.e. antenna temperatirén general, if the in- 2.1. The CMB Dipole
strument response can be considered linear, then

K T AV,

An observer in motion with velocity = v/c relative to the

Ta = GoV + Tofsets (1) Planckian CMB field sees a dipole pattern: an angular distrib
tion of the temperature given by

whereV is the receiver voltage output corresponding to the sky

antenna temperatufig, TogsetiS an instrumentalfiset andsg TW) = To V1-p2 _

is the calibration factor, constant to first order. In preetGo 1 - Scos(?)

can vary due to instrumentafects, e.g. amplifiers gain or ther- = To + ToBcos@) + O(5?)

mal instabilities.

For a diferential measurement, as in the case of anisotropfpere Ty is the isotropic CMB temperature artlis the an-
experiments, the calibration is determined using pairs gle between the direction of observation and the direction

sources: of B. The CMB dipole has been accurately measured by the
COBE-FIRAS instrument[(Fixsen et al. 1996) with amplitude
T2—T1=Go(V2—- V1), (2) ATpip = ToB = 3.372+0.014 mK (i.e.v = 371+ 1 kms?)in

, . the direction|, b) = (264.14°+0.15,48.26°+0.15); the overall
whereT, — T; = AT, is the antenna temperaturdtdrence of error is~ 0.4%.

sources in the sky (often a well-known bright point sourcé an 11,4 dipole is an ideal calibration source for CMB

the sky background) and, — Vi = AV is the corresponding 4nisotropy experiments covering a large sky area. Its dnugi

radiometer output. is adequate (not too strong to cause non-lingkaces) and it

_In order to measure the value of cosmological paragnet%qﬁjws a continuous calibration with no reduction of theabs
with great precision, calibration must be performed-al% ation time since it always enters the antenna’s field of view
overall accuracy (a simple estimate of calibration requéat

is shown in AppendikR). o
The error in the determination & depends on the a priori 3. Foregrounds emission
uncertainty on the calibration sources temperaturgs,, and

LT , : Besides the CMB dipole, fierent components contribute to
on the intrinsic detector noisey (Bersanelli et al. 1997):

the radio-microwave brightness of the sky. In this contexe,
> 5 are interested in these emissions (foregrounds) as “coméam
G, Taty T (Gooav) ) tions” of the prime calibrator, the CMB dipole. In fact, tiees
Go = ATa ' ®) emissions are far less precisely known than the dipole and so
they represent a drawback for calibration, since they irduc
in this expressionrg, accounts for both the statistical error - in1arge errors in the determination of tk&factor. In our anal-
trinsic detector noise - and the systematic error -the dairgy  ys;s e only considered fiise components: synchrotron, free
on the temperatures of the calibration sources-[Eq.(3%Shdree and interstellar dust emission. We did not include addi
that a better calibration is performed using high& (as long  tjonal diffuse components, such as emission from spinning dust
as the corresponding amplitudes do not exceed the IinegeragrainS (Draine & Lazarian 1998), since a spatial and spectra
of detectors). full-sky template is not yet available for such componews.
Since Eq[B is an estimate of the accuracy3arusing only 5150 did not include point sources (e.g. galacticregions or
a pair of points in the sky, and since in extended surveys muglhernova remnants) since they fill only a very small fractio
more sky pixels are observed, the best value of the caldatipf the sky pixels. To prove their low impact we considered as

1 The antenna temperaturd ) is proportional to the detector & example thefect of Hi regions; results will be discussed

powerP per bandwidthAy: T = P/(kAv); it depends on both source N Sect[®.

and receiver properties. The relation between antennahemchody- Amplitude and spatial distribution O_f the considered com-
namic temperature i = 5% T for intensities and\Ta = AT (exxz,efz ponents have been modeled (from available extended syrveys
for temperature fluctuations;= hv/KT, his the Planck constank,is t0 produce synthetic sky maps at frequencies typical of CMB
the Boltzmann constant ands the observing frequency. anisotropy experiments. We also estimated uncertainti¢ise
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intensity of each sky pixel for every foreground component. Diffuse free-free emission is poorly known. We only

Maps are represented with the HEALPpixelization scheme considered a free-free component spatially correlatedh wit

(Gorski et al. 1999). dust, with an intensity equal to 30% of dust at 100 GHz
In this way we are able to produce three sky maps at egtbe Zotil et al. 1999), and rescaled in frequency using a powe

frequency of interest: a “calibrator” sky, i.e. the bestwiedge low relation:

of the sky we can infer today from available data:

T, 6) = " Te%a, 6), (5)

: wherev is in GHz andvs; = —2.1, the typical Bremmstrahlung

an “observed” sky, which represents a deviation figi(e, 5) SPectral index. The estimated free-free emission errod% 1
according to the uncertainties on the intensity of the atersid ©n dust uncertainties plus 10% on the correlation factor.

T0) = T(100)(ﬁ))”” , ©)

components: Numerical results for the systematic uncertainty®due
to the presence of poorly known foregrounds, highly depend o
Tq, 8) = Z @, 6) = z:(Tical +o71.)(@, ) (6) these estimates; anyway, the ability of the weight funcim-
i

i nigue to reduce significantly this uncertainty was succglysf
tested with other scenarios for the “errors” maps, so that th
proposed method could also be applied in more favourable sit
uation, e.g. taking information from the recent WMAP migsio

maps of the microwave emission.
or(a,6) = /Z o2 (a.9) . @)
i

4. Determination of statistical and systematic

Note again that the nature of; is systematic. errors on calibration performance

The sum in Eq[IH16 ard 7 is extended to the components o ,
considered in the simulation. The terms on the right sidecpf gTo evaluate both the statistical and systematic errors @neth
B andY are evaluated as follows. covered gain factor, each complete simulation is split @to

and a full-sky map of errorerr(a,5) obtained adding in
quadrature the error for each component:

The systematic uncertainty () on the dipole is estimated St€PS:
from the COBE uncertainty on its amplitude and direction. T(i
be conservative we considered the worst case for calilbratio
(see Secf@l1): when considering dipole, the “observedi-co
ponentis a “stretched” dipole with= 370 kms?, | = 26399
andb = 48471°.

To estimate synchrotron emission we used the Haslam ft
al. (1982) all-sky survey aty = 408 MHz, properly rescaled
using a spectral indicgg map:

We set to zero thet (e, §) terms, so that the same sky map
is consideredT %*S(a, §) = T (q, 6); this is an ideal situ-
ation where we assume perfect knowledge of the observed
signal. This first simulation allows us to evaluate the stati
tical component of the error due to instrumental noise.
A sky mapT @ («, 6) different fromT %S(q, 6) is considered
(Eq.[B andb). In this case both the uncertainties (astrephys
ical and instrumental noise)fact the simulation: the dif-
v\ ference between the result of this second simulation and
Ti(v) = Ti(vo) (V_o) : (8) the first one gives the systematic component of the error.

The spatial distribution of the synchrotron spectral irf2f course in both simulations the same noise realizatiorias

dex B was obtained using the 408 MHz, 1420 MHZPe€ used.

(Reich & Reich, 1986) and 2326 MHz[ {Jonas etal. 1998) First of all we analyse the ideal case where only the CMB
maps. To derive errors we took into account the 10% uncefinole is considered; this allows us to evaluate the sysiema

tainty of the original Haslam map plus an error on the Spegor due to CMB dipole uncertainties. In this simple case, t
tral indexes determination; these errors values lie in #nge Eq.[ andDb are simplified as followgobs = Tdp  Tea =

[0.1,0.8]. T (see Secfld).
Dust emission was estimated using the intensity " e : i ait At ;
g 100 Yy Secondly, to consider a more realistic situation, we intro-

and 100240um flux ratio map by Schlegel et al. (1998), gengyce galactic emissions: we analyse the impadBaf fore-
erated from IRAS arld:OBE/DIRBE daté._They also provide 4ronds uncertainties only, i.e. in these simulations tmaes
(Finkbeiner et al. 1999) tools for dust emission extrapoigat  ginole is considered both in the observed and in the catibrat
CMB frequencies, using FIRAS da_lta: we use_d their best modgjq-es, to fully analyse one type of problem at each time.
a 2-components model (n.8 in their paper) with mean dusttem- way to handle the problem of large errors due to fore-
peratures< T; >= 9.4 K and< Tz >= 162 K, and spectral ., ;14 emissions is to cut the galactic plane in the data anal
indicesa; = 1.67 anda, = 2.70. The ?uthors also estimate th?/sis; this was for example the solution adopted by G@BE
errors on extrapolated maps to b40%. team in the analysis of DMR data_(Bennett ef al. 1992). This
2 http://www.eso0.org/science/healpix technique is limited by the presence of emission at highogala
3 Available at http://space.gsfc.nasa.gov/astro/cobe/] tic latitudes, and is not preferable since it forces one mobn-
dirbe_products.html sider a portion of data.
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In order to make maximum use of the whole data set, vom the two types of errors: while the systematic error is a de-
looked for a technique able to properly weight the signal imreasing function of, the statistical error is an increasing one.
tensity T of each point of the sky depending on its uncertainffo optimize this procedure one has to search for the minimum
ot. This can be done introducing a suitalleight function. of the function
Several functions were considered; based on our analysis we

concentrated on the family of simple functions f() = [0gs(@) + 0haf@)] . (15)
W(oT) = 1t , acR (10) vyielding the optimum parametet

(or/00)*
where

) 5. Calibration for Pranck-LFI receivers
= |nf (O’Ti) . (11)
I

PrLanck will observe CMB anisotropy and polarization with
For every value ofa this is a decreasing function, withan unprecedent combination of sensitivity, sky coverage, f
maxW(oT)) = W(oo) = 1 (Fig.[d). guency range and angular resolution. It consists of twaunst
ments sharing the focal plane of aff-axis aplanatic 1.5 me-
ter aperture telescope. The Low Frequency Instrument (LFI)
covers the range 30-100 GHz with four observational chan-

1.0} 1 nels centered at 30, 44, 70 and 100 GHz. The High Frequency
B 1 Instrument (HFI) will observe the sky in six channels betwee
0.8 L B 100 and 857 GHz with bolometers detectors. The wide fre-
s i ] guency coverage will allow the separation of CMB anisotespi
—~ 061" i from non cosmological signals, thanks to theiffelient spec-
Q . 1 tral behaviour.
L 04r ] We applied the absolute calibration procedures described
I ‘ 1 in the previous section to the case afaRck-LFI radiome-
02r = ters. A first analysis of calibration feasibility was perfoed
0.0 I in the context of the COBRASAMBA* mission study
’ (Bersanelli et al. 1997). The HFI consortium has analysed th
2 4 6 8 10 problem as well{Piat ef al. 2002), focusing on short timdesca
g/, relative calibration, and long time scale { month) absolute
calibration based on the CMB and Earth orbital motion dipole
Fig. 1. Weight function for two fixed values of theparameter: ~ During operations calibration must be performed with high
0.75 (solid line) and 1.5 (dashed line). accuracy and as frequently as possible, to control possible
drifts on instrumental gain andisets. The monitoring of re-
S ] ] ceivers response requires a relative calibration on simg t
When considering pixel-pairs, we Ug¢car) where scales, while, in principle, absolute calibration can bly per-
formed at the end of the operations and recovered through the
OAT = \/‘7%1 toT, (12)  whole mission lifetime thanks to the relative calibraticior
Pranck-LFI data, a relative calibration will be performed be-
and tween the 1-hour circles thanks to the observational sognni
oo = inf(oat) . (13) strategy. Regarding the absolute calibration, for LFI rers
! the main calibration source is the CMB dipole. Only on long
Eq. @) is then modified as follows: time scales £ 3 months) an even better absolute calibration

can be performed using the dipole modulation due to the-satel

lite orbital motion around the Sun (which is known with high

precision), as shown in Piat et al. (2002). On the other hand,

in the data analysis process it will be of high interest to mon
In this way the contribution of pixel-pairs with a poorlyitor the absolute calibration on short time scales (in patr

known temperature is reduced (at a rate controlled)pyead-  for inter-frequency quick-look analysis comparisons)ftich

ing to a great improvement in the calibration accuracy. ThRe dipole modulation cannot be used. The method described i

value of thew parameter to be used is chosen in order to minthis paper allows us to optimise the absolute calibraticat-st

mize the overall uncertainty on calibration. egy of a full-sky mission at short time scales. In additidris t
For a given experimentand scanning strategy, one can stédyicept can be applied to balloon or ground-based expetimen

the trend of both the statistical and systematic err@tsi(«) with limited sky coverage, for which the dipole modulatien i

andog«(a) respectively, computing the standard deviations @bt an dfective calibrator.

calculated errors over the whole mission lifetime as a fiomct

of a. One expects the weight technique to act in opposite way$ COBRASSAMBA was the previous name of the/ck satellite.

AVi - ATE gr (14)

T AV,

xau(9) = Z W(oaT,) [
K
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To simulate LFI receiver calibration, first we created sinthoosing theN — 1 independent pixel pairs were considered:
ulated data strearnsonsidering the Rnck baseline scanning the results obtained showed no significant changes. The sim-
strategy. According to this strategy, the satellite orhitsund plest approach was then selected: pairs are formed with-oppo
the L2 Lagrangian point of the Earth-Sun system; the spasite pixels in a circle (Fid12):
craft spins at 1 r.p.m. around its spin axis which is kept glon
the ecliptic plane and is repointed byp2every hourto keepthe 1. i€ [L,N/2+1] —»i" =i+ N/2-1
anti-solar direction; the telescope field of view is at anlammg 2. i € [N/2+2,N] - i"=i-N/2-1
85° from the spin-axis direction.

Following the guidelines described in Sedt. 3, we gendp this way every pixel is considered twice; finally the paittw
ate sky maps atiRnck-LFI frequencies (30-100 GHz range)ithe lowest signal dierence is not considered, thus leaving ex-
these maps are then converted into antenna temperature, 8#ty N — 1 pairs.
convolved with a gaussian beam with the Full Width Half
Maximum (FWHM) of LFI beams (i.e. 33t 30 GHz and 10
at 100 GHz) by the pipeline simulator. The code includes the

main properties of theiRnck payload (e.g. the boresight angle,
the scanning strategy) and of the considered receivertfeg.

beam location on the focal plane, its FWHM, noise propexties — EN/ZJ&
The scanning strategy is such that every detector observes [ g N/2+2
the same “ring” in the sky for an hour before repointing; in 1 | Ni2+1
our work we average the 60 1-minute observations of the same 2| A~ T INR
sky-ring, considering 1-hour data streams; we refer togtlobs 3ﬁ//// ﬁ
servations as “circles”. — [~

The FWHM of the antenna divides every circig i pixels

\ o\ / //'
(i). The radiometer output is N /)
(16) \\//

Fig. 2. Chosen pixel pairs.

Tic]ybs+ Nij
VI] = TO s
whereT°% is the observed skyy is a noise term any is
the true value of the calibration constant. In the noise teen
only considered white noise, i.e. a random Gaussian distrib  Thek parameter in thg? function (Eq[3) becomes in this
tion with rms casek = (m, j), wherem = (i, i’) refers to pixel-pairs previously
T 4 TObS defined and refers to the considered circle.
6Trms = V22— | a7) In our simulations th& factor is computed over two fiier-
Av-t enttime-scales: 1 hourand 1 day. Both are “natural” timéesca
whereTgs is the system temperature of the receiver,s the for PLanck: the first defines the scan “circles” while the second
bandwidth Av/v ~ 20%) andr is the considered integrationis the time scale of Earth-satellite communications. Tiiues,
time; the noise amplitudéT, s is quite constant during thesum in Eq[# is extended to thé — 1 independent pixel pairs

mission. In this case, the instrumental uncertainty on wutpof one circle in the first case (fixedvalue), while is extended
differences (see EQ 3) is: to the (N - 1)- 24 circles covered in one day in the second case.

\JOTZ +6T3

Go We present the analysis carried out at 30 and 100 GHz. The
where T, and 6T, are the rms values in the two observegst is the channel where foreground emission is the strsinge
points of the sky. while the second one has the highest noise level per single ra

By averaging 60 rings in one circle we assume that thgometer (for 30 GHz radiometefys ~ 10K, for 100 GHz
noise of each ring is uncorrelated with the others, which iST@ys ~ 45K): they represent the worst case for systematic and
reasonable assumption for the lofInoise expected from the statistical error behaviour respectively. The other LEbfen-
instrumenti(Maino et al. 1999). cies are in intermediate situations.

Secondly, we need to determine the pixel-pairs for calibra- We applied the 2-step procedures described in §kct. 4; as
tion. If the number of pixels in a circle i8l, thenN — 1 is  already noted, the same noise realization has to be usedtfor b
the number of independent pixel-pairs; we must choose thegaps. In the case of LFI radiometers, since the noise rmgval
among theN(N — 1)/2 possible pairs. Diierent criteria for has a slight dependence on the observed sky temperature (see

5 The TOD (Time Ordered Data) used in this work was generat&l-[LT), considering the same realization for both simoifati
by the Raxck pipeline simulator of the Level-S of the DPC. Sky simuintroduces an error of a few %o on signal terms (Ed. 16).

lations, pointings and other data are available fomex collaboration Similar results hold for all the radiometers at the same fre-
athttp://planck.mpa-garching.mpg.de/SimDatal. guency. At 30 GHz we have considered the radiometer LFI-28

oAy = (18) 6. Simulation results
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with the beam positiondg = 5.26°, g = 52.9°) in the foc: 0.02F - ' '
plane and angular resolution of’3Bat divides every obser 0.01
circle in 1950 pixel8; at 100 GHz we used the radiometer & TE
01 with the beam positiorg§ = 2.93°, ¢g = 0.0°) and tF ?5‘ 0.00F
angular resolution of YQthat divides every observed circl =]
6498 pixel§. —0.01¢
—0.02E

6.1. CMB Dipole 0.02F
As described in Sedil 4, we start by considering the CMB ( . bol
only. This allows us to evaluate the systematic error ¢ g 0.00
CMB dipole uncertainties, and also provides a consistest 3 CUET
of our code. —0.01E

Results on the 1-hour time scale are shown in[Hig. 3 ( _0.02 . . .
tical errors) and Fidgd4 (systematic errors); on such sl o 100 200 500
scales the statistical and the systematic errors are ofattm Tire(days)

order, £ 1-2%. The typical trend of the statistical error i< ....

effect of diferentATgi, values g, o AT,;l, cfr. Eq.[3) ob- Fig. 4. Systematic error due to CMB dipole uncertainty (from
served in the scan circles over théfdient periods of the mis- the COBE measure) on tii&value calculated every hour, at 30
sion time, due to the changing geometry of the field of vie®@Hz and 100 GHZ (upper panel, plots almost perfectly over-
with respect to the dipole direction. The correlation isacle lap). In the lower panel, “partial” systematic errors arewh
looking at Fig[®, where the largest temperaturi@edénce of (see text for more details); solid line:= 370 Km s, dotted
every circle is plotted. The shape of the systematic errer dme: v = 372 Kms?, dashed linet = 26429, dotted-dashed
pends on the choice of| andb in the stretched dipole. In Fig. line: | = 26399, double dotted-dashed link:= 48.11°, long

A (lower panel) theféect onG when changing these parameterdashed lineb = 48.41°.

one at atime is shown. To be conservative we chose a combina-
tion (see Secfl3) of these parameters that maximize théedipo

systematic error (Fidl4, upper panel). If calibration is performed every 24 hours, the statistical

error (Fig.[$) shows the same trend over time but with much
lower amplitude (cfr. E_A7); the systematic error is time i

1.08 : : : dependent and indeed results oveffetent time scales per-
Loal | fectly overlap (results with 24 hours as time-scale are tiais
. N . shown). These time-trends of statistical and systematar®r
. 1.00 pese always apply for a given calibration technique if the onl§ di
@ ference is the time scale chosen to recover the gain factor.
0.96 - .
0.92
1.010
1.08 ' ' i ' 1.005 - : ]
1.04 ' ° -
e g 1.000 e
1.00 ' '
& 0.995 .
0.92 N . ' .
0 100 200 300 1.010 -
Time {days) 1.005 T :
Fig. 3. Statistical error on th& value calculated every hour at 1.000 r25 EE R e A
30 GHz (upper panel) and 100 GHz (lower panel). 0.995 - ST o, il
0.990 ‘ ‘ ‘
As expected, the amplitude of the statistical and systemati 0 100 200 300
errors are consistent with the estimate of detector seitisit Time (days)

on the considered time scale 0.2 mk Hz/? at 30 GHz and
~ 0.6 mk HzY2 at 100 GHz) and with th€OBE-FIRAS un- Fig. 5. Statistical error on th€& value calculated every 24 hours
certainties on dipole measurements. at 30 GHz (upper panel) and 100 GHz (lower panel).

6 Note that the dimension of a pixel is equal to FW}aV
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8 |
]
e
t
— 3
e
)
=
2
é 0 4 C T T i T
£ N :
s OR o : : : E
g i W A i .
% 0,0E
O L | L 1 _0‘2 F __
0 100 200 300 —04F ]
Time(days) ' ' '
0 100 200 300

Fig. 6. Higher AT available for every hour-calibration at __ Time (days)
GHz (solid line) and 100 GHz (dashed line). Fig. 8. Systematic error due to galaxy uncertainty on Ge
value calculated every hour, at 30 GHz (upper panel) and 100
6.2. Foregrounds GHz (lower panel).
A more realistic situation is obtained introducing galeetinis-
sions. Histograms for the “errgfobserved” maps of fore- gated the impact of point sources considering galactic H
grounds (Secfl]3) at the considered frequencies are plottegdegions; we used a recent compilation of 1442 sources
Fig.[. In both cases, for less than 0.4% of the sky pixels thisaladini ef al. 2003): theyflect less than 0.5% of the sky
value is greater than 1, while isolated pixels have very higBurigana & Paladini 2003), contaminatirg 7% of scan cir-
“error”/“observed "values. cles in very few pixels. To be conservative, their emissi@s w
only included in theT °°S(, §) map: we thus calibrated assum-
ing no information at all on their presence. Simulationsvgeho
there is no impact on the statistical error, while the systiin
error is increased (only in the contaminated scan circles):
practice other spikes similar to those present in[Hig. 8 apipe
the G-plot. Furthermore we run the calibration procedure ex-
cluding in they? function (Eq[®) the pixels with known i
regions; again the statistical error is nffiegted, but we found
that most of the spikes in Fifll 8 disappear. This result can be
explained in a simple way: spikes in tfeplots are due to the
largest values in our estimated error map, which correspond
-not a surprise- to point source pixels, and to sources rmat co
pletely removed in the maps of the the dust component.

These tests show that point sources do not interfere signifi-
AR R Tl HHM cantly with the proposed calibration technique, as londag t
0.1 1.0 100 100.0 0.1 1.0 100 100.0can be removed with the aid of source catalogues.

error/signal error/signal On the other hand strong point sources, such as brightest

Hu regions and planets, can be very useful as a supplementary
way to monitor the stability of the gain factae{ative calibra-
tion), since they are clearly recognizable in the received $igna
given their high intensity. Indeed, relative calibratiomyore-

Fig.[d shows the systematic error induced by uncertaintiggires stable bright sources, and not a precise knowledge of
on foregrounds components. At both frequencies the errers their absolute intensity. When possible, relative catibraon
much larger than required (see Apperidix A) and, as expecttise sources can be performed ovéfiedént time scales, such
the situation is far more problematic at 30 GHz. as:

The presence of spikes in FHig. 8 means that very large errors
are concentrated in limited sets of scan circles. In thefdhg  — less than 1 hour, since they are observed by a given detector
we give an explanation of the presence of such spikes. every minute with a high signal to noise ratio;

As already mentioned in Sedll 3, these simulations only Six months, i.e. the time needed for a given detector to come
consider difuse emission components. Anyway we investi- back to the same portion of the sky.

Fig. 7. Histograms for the “erroy*observed” maps of fore-
grounds at 30 (left panel) and 100 (right panel) GHz.
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6.2.1. Galactic cuts calibration technique systematic error is highly reduced as can be seen comparing
Fig.[I0 to FigB. Anyway this technique is limited by the pres
ence of residual emission at high galactic latitudes; in [Efjy

e can see theffect of the emission of Magellanic Clouds that

d in th ber of avilable pixel-pai “Yre at-30° of galactic latitude. At 30 GHz their signals uncer-
ecrease in the number of avilable pixel-pairs. tainty produces an error 6f15% onG.

We only show results with a 1-hour integration time, in

As a further step, we simulated the calibration technigué wi

Figs.[9 andT0.
6.2.2. The “weight function” calibration technique
1.08 . . . The “weight function” technique allows us to improve theical
i | bration accuracy. Results on the optimizatio@re shown in
. 1.04 Fig.[Td. The optimum choice af depends on both frequency
2 1.00 e and integration time. The frequency dependency is obvious,
“ since foreground emission and noise levels afiedint at the
0.96 - .

various frequencies. The integration time dependence some
0.92 , , , from the fact that the systematic error is independent oétim
while white noise scales ag /7. Thea step in simulations is

1.08 0.125 at both frequencies. On the 1-hour time scale, we find
1.04 that the best result is with = 1.5 at 30 GHz andr = 0.625
8 at 100 GHz; on a 24-hour time scale the best result is with
o 1.00 B a = 2.875at 30 GHz and = 0.75 at 100 GHz.
0.96 Results for systematic errors are shown in Hig$. 12ahd 13.
Considering an integration time of 1 day, one can achieyg
0.92 ' ' < 1% for the whole mission time at 30 GHz (FIg113, upper
0 00 =00 300 panel) andrgg is < 0.3% pratically for 100% of the mission
Time (days) time at 100 GHz (Fid_3, lower panel). These results are li

: - with the requirements indicated in Appenfiik A.
Fig. 9. Statistical error on th& value calculated every hour,

with a galactic cut of 2Q at 30 GHz (upper panel) and 100
GHz (lower panel). 7. CMB Anisotropies

Finally we considered the impact of the presence of CMB
intrinsic anisotropies on the calibration accuracy. Atrigpy
maps were simulated with th&YNFAST routine of the

G151 /i 3 HEALPiIx package, given a Standard Cold Dark Matter CMB
.00 — ; 1‘ — power spectrum. The spectrum was obtained through the
A o ] CMBFAST codé. We used the best calibration parameters
Ej 000 [ ; 1 found in our foregrounds analysis.
.00 p—d ,-\; \-W wf“‘\m S The same anisotropy realizations, properly converted into
o051k 1 antenna temperature, were used at both frequencies; we then
’ obtain the observed sky:
0.015 ] Tobs — Tdip + Tgal + Tcmb (19)
0.010F 3
[ g 2 1 and the calibration sky:
:‘,; 0.000 - £ -
-] 0.000 ) ‘g M\-,«,.... *;.ann.u-"“—-ﬂ- Tcal — Tdip + Tgal. (20)
0005t . . . This is equivalent to neglecting CMB anisotropies in the cal
8] “00 200 300 ibration procedure: we assume no information at all on their

Time {(days) presence.
Results on systematic errors are shown in the upper panels
Fig. 10. Systematic error on th@ value calculated every hour,of Figs [T# anfI5. Note that the deviations are quite sicarific
with a galactic cut of 2 at 30 GHz (upper panel) and 100exceeding 5% in some periods of the observations. The larges
GHz (lower panel). The spike in the results is tiféeet of deviations are due to large scale CMB anisotropy structures
Magellanic Clouds emission at high galactic latitudes. as one can anticipate based on thenNek scanning strategy.
In fact, if we consider the information on CMB amplitudes on

As expected, the reduction in the data-set increases the ls%:’r;\ge scales (such as HOBE-DMR ones oy > 7°) in the

tistical error (Fig[®, compare to Fill 3); on the other hamel t 7 http://physics.nyu.edu/matiasz/CMBFAST/cmbfast . html
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V= 100GHz v = 100GHz Fig. 12.Systematic error o6 calculated every hour, with =
Tobn TR 1.5 at 30 GHz (upper panel) and with= 0.625 at 100 GHz
0.1000 1 0.1000

(lower panel).
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Fig. 11. Systematic (dot-dashed line) and statistical (dash{d 0 OOE - L
line) error behaviour as a function of the parametédefined < Tk -
in Eq.[I0). The best value is the one minimizind(a) (solid -0.01F E
line, see EqI5). The horizontal line is the total error foe t B

20 galactic cut technique. Panels on the left correspondtoa 1 0 100 500 300

hour timescale calibration; those on the right to 24 houppés

Time (days)
panels: 30 GHz channel; lower panels: 100 GHz channel.

Fig. 13. Systematic error ofs calculated every 24 hours, with

calibrator sky, and LFI-like angular resolution CMB maptiet @ = 2.875 at 30 GHz (upper panel) and with= 0.75 at 100
observed sky, so that GHz (lower panel).

TOPS = TP 4 T TEHEFWHM (21)

_ surveys the modulation of the CMB dipole due to Earth ro-
Teal = TPy T L TEE v (22) tation provides the most precisely known absolute calibnat

signal. However, preliminary absolute calibration on $ftione

only small scale structures continue to impact calibratg  scales needs to rely on the observed sky signal. Also, experi
ing an error “randomly” distributed around zero (Higl 14 anghents mapping limited sky regions need to use the microwave
[I3, lower panels). To maintain the systematic error of catib sky as the calibration source. In this paper we have disdusse
tion within ~ 1%, it is therefore necessary to use the inform%'n Optimisation Strategy using the Sky emission as an atesolu
tion on the actual distribution of cold and hot spots in theEEM¢glibration source. In the absence of galactic foregroomtrc
at large scales (e.k 7°). butions, which are currently known with rather poor premisi
at millimeter wavelengths, high sensitivity, high resauatex-
periments could achieve calibrations accurate &% level on
a time scale of 1 hour for nearly the entire mission. However,
The CMB dipole provides a nearly ideal source for calibmatian practice, the presence of galactifdse emission introduces
of extended maps of CMB anisotropy. For sensitive, full-skynportant systematicfiects due to the uncertainties on their

8. Conclusions
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tion accuracy with dedicated simulations. We have computed
the optimal parameter for the weight function, which, for a
given experiment, depends on the frequency and time scale of
calibration.

The results show that LFI with its nominal scanning strat-
egy can reconstruct every hour the value of the gain paramete
with 1% accuracy for 98% of the total time of the mission at
30 GHz and for 99.5% at 100 GHz. If we consider an integra-
tion time of 1 day we obtain an accuragy1% for 100% of
the time at 30 and 100 GHz. Finally we have shown that the
impact of the presence of the CMB anisotropies themselves is
less than 1 2% for most of the time using the knowledge of
their large-scale distribution fro@OBE-DMR.

While these results have been obtained for thevék-LFI
survey, the basic method can be applied to any precision mea-
surements of the CMB on large sky areas. The recent measure-
ments at mm wavelenghts by WMAP help to improve the a
priori knowledge of the galactic signal. These new resufs c

Fig. 14.30 GHz. Upper panel: systematic error on calibratiop réadily incorporated in the proposed technique, leatling
due to CMB anisotropies. Lower panel: systematic erronzalc® More accurate determination of the optimum values oirthe
lated taking into account information we have on CMB amplRarameter; we will consider this in a forthcoming paper.

tudes on largef(> 7°) scales.
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Fig.15. 100 GHz. Upper panel: systematic error on calibra-
tion due to CMB anisotropies. Lower panel: systematic error
calculated taking into account information we have on CM

amplitudes on larged(> 7°) scales.

intensity and spatial structure. Cuts in galactic latiteda be
used to mitigate this problem. However, residual systeski

300

Future works include the analysis of the impact of instru-
mental systematics on the calibration procedure; we aled ne
to study their behaviour with respect to the weight-functio
technique proposed in this paper.

Appendix A: Calibration requirement

The required precision on calibration depends on the gaal pr
cision in recovering the angular power spectrum coeficients
C,, typically a few % for precision experiments; this ensures
cosmological parameters with comparable accuracy. Weealeri
here a relation between a systematic error on the caliloratio
-the G factor- and the accuracy on the recovered power spec-
trumCy, in the simple case whef&is constant over the whole
map.

An errorsG on the gain factor induces an error on the mea-
suredAT:

AT = GAV = G(1+ %)AV -
5G
_ (1+ E)AT (A1)
%en
AT —AT = %AT. (A.2)

In the first case the cdigcients of the spherical decomposition

viations in the recovery of the calibration gain are sigaific of the AT function are

(typically at the 10% level) due to the presence of high gadac AT
latitude structures. We have shown that introducing a bléita g, = f?(g, &)Ym(6, 0)dQ,

(A.3)

weight function based on the estimated uncertainty in the to

tal signal per pixel, it is possible to improve significanthe
calibration accuracy with respect to methods simply inirajv
cuts in galactic latitude. We applied this concept to the s AT

PLanck-LFI, and produced quantitative estimates of the calibrém = f — (6. 9)Yem(6, 4)d 2.

while in the second one

’

(A.4)
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Subtracting the previous two expression,

T

6G AT
= — —(9, ®)Yem(6, 9)dQ
G T ( ’¢) fm( ’¢)
6G
= Eafm. (A.5)
We recall the relation betwedly anda,, codlicients:

4

1 § 2.
C[ - 2€ + 1 |a€m| ’ (A6)
m=—¢

AT — AT
6a[m = f—(9,¢)Y[m(9,¢)dQ

differentiating

8C, 2 <
C, = —- - _<
oC, 6agm6a[m T+ 1 m27:€|"5‘€m|5'5‘€m
2 G « , .0G
= i Dl =22 C (A7)
m=—{

oC, oG

— =2—. A.8
In conclusion, in order to g&iC,/C, ~ 1 — 2% one requires
6G
e < 1%. (A.9)
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