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Abstract. We present a prescription to correct large-scale intensitiations affecting imaging data taken with the Wide
Field Imager (WFI) at the MPG/ESO 2.2m telescope at the EranpSouthern Observatory at La Silla in Chile. Such
smoothly varying, large-scale gradients are primarilysealby non-uniform illumination due to stray light, whichncat

be removed using standard flatfield procedures. By compatingbservations to the well-calibrated, homogeneousimult
colour photometry from the Sloan Digital Sky Survey we cletgese the intensity gradients across the camera by second
order polynomials. The application of these polynomialsuodata removes the gradients and reduces the overabistale
also demonstrate that applying our correction to an indégern\WFI| dataset significantly reduces its large-scaleatians,
indicating that our prescription provides a generallydialind simple tool for calibrating WFI photometry.
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1. Introduction the Very Large Telescope (VLT) at ESO’s Cerro Paranal Ob-
servatory, and for numerous independent science programs.
The quality of any astronomical imaging system is limitedhe WFI has been available to the general ESO community
by several factors. For instance, the detectors, which nov#nce 1999 (Baade et al. 1999) and has repeatedly been re-
days are predominantly CCDs, show (small-scale) variatioported to show significant large-scale spatial gradientsior
in quantum efficiency. Such shortcomings are intrinsic to tfiometry across the entire field of view (see, e.g., Manfroid
CCD camera and can usually easily be corrected during #feal. 2001a), and across each of its eight chips indiviguall
reduction process, especially if they do not vary with timén order to obtain homogeneous, reliable, and reprodueeabl
This is generally achieved by, e.g., applying more or legfotometric results, these effects need to be carefully and
sophisticated flatfield calibrations. Certain large-sedfiects thoroughly corrected. Therefore, it would be desirablede d
may, however, vary with time and telescope position and afise a general method that can be applied by WFI users to
much more difficult to handle. In particular, in complex intheir photometry, both for currently ongoing projects aod f
struments with many optical surfaces, stray light can lyard® proper exploitation of the large amount of WFI data already
be avoided. This implies that neither science frames nor flii the archives.
field exposures are illuminated uniformly.

The Wide Field Imager camera (WFI) at the MPG/ES
2.2m telescope at the European Southern Observat

(ESO), La Silla, Chile, is the only southern-hemispherg. . .
ide-field. high lution. CCD i g facilit ilab taining a relatively small number of standard stars are used
wide-Tield, high-resofution, Imaging factiity aval for this purpose, e.g., Landolt fields (Landolt 1992). How-

to the general ESO community. The WFI is being used f%r/
|

The evaluation of presence and magnitude of large-scale
hotometric variations necessitates a comparison of easer
ibhal data against a calibrated sample. Generally, fiedds c

large public surveys such as the ESO Imaging Survey (E rer, in order to characterise spatial effects across ttieeen
gep y ging Y (ERi1d of view and to achieve a well-sampled, reliable cali-

e o o o et flon of wid-feld polomety el ne needs 0 b
serve the same standard field on each of the single CCDs,
Correspondence to: A. Koch (koch@astro.unibas.ch) and to repeat this procedure for a number of fields at differ-
* Based on observations carried out at the European Souttern &Nt @irmasses. In practice, this procedure is immenselrtim
servatory, La Silla, Chile; Program 60.A-9123A (MPIA guateed consuming. Itis a lot more efficient to calibrate the obsérve
time) data against well-defined datasets covering the same @rlarg
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areas down to similar magnitude limits. While such data au T Sgo\" "~
not normally readily available, our work benefited from the 1 o \ F2 o - F3 1
SN
| N
- O

fact that all areas observed by us coincide with fields a_ |

ready surveyed by the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) th §

are now publicly available as part of the SDSS Early Dat§ e

[
\ |
Release (Stoughton et al. 2002) and SDSS Data Releasg !

L o
(Abazajian et al. 2003). o F1 W © 0
The SDSS is a large CCD sky survey with the ultimat ™[ S O o]
goal to provide accurate deep multi-colourimaging andspe o @ @ mo s

troscopy for up to one quarter of the celestial sphere. Sinc. RA- [deg. 12000]

SDSS imaging is being carried out in driftscan mode (Yor,kig' 1. The observed fields F1, F2, and F3 — marked by
etal. 2000), the resulting photometry is highly homogeseoyy, ares — overlaid on a contour plot of Palomar 5's den-
and uniform. The availability of the SDSS data allowed us f%rity distribution. The central density concentrationnat=
the first time to compare WFI photometry directly against@Q907 § = 0° (J2000) marks the cluster center, from which
dense grid of local “standards” and thus to directly cali®ray,,q tigal tails are emerging (Odenkirchen et al. 2001).
the science frames.

This paper is organised as follows: Section 2 summarises
the observations and basic reductions. In Section 3 we give a
overview of the method used for the photometric calibratioagainst each other by approximately’1is the vertical and
The results are presented in Section 4. In Section 5 we aphbrizontal direction in order to cover the gaps between the
our prescription to an independently obtained WFI data seingle WFI CCDs. In addition, bias and twilight flatfield ex-
The discussion and summary of our results are presentegasures were obtained in each night. The seeing in the first
Section 6. night was approximately’”ll and improved to ‘075 in the

second night, whereas the airmass was 1.2 on average. The
. ) relative constancy of the airmass as well as the small and

2. Observationsand reduction roughly linear colour dependence of atmospheric extinctio

) _ ) in the V and R filters (Roberts & Grebel 1995) alleviates the
During two nights in May 2001 we used the WFI to performeed for additional atmospheric extinction correctionthia
observations of the faint and sparse globular cluster Palondpsequent reduction. The observations were carried out du

5 (a(J2000) = 2297019, 6(J2000) = —0°121, see, €.9., jng new moon, hence moon light did not provide an addi-
Odenkirchen et al. 2001, 2003). In this run we observed thrgghal, time varying stray light component.

fields. One field targeted the cluster’s center (labelled F1)

The second field was centered on a density node located in . . . ,
one of the tidal tails (F2). The third field was chosen as.a The obtained raw data files (both science, bias and flat

comparison field (F3) at®d distance from the cluster centerﬁelds) were spl!t into eight smgle Images, each correspond
e . : . Ing to one individual CCD chip. Thus, during all of the sub-
away from the cluster’s tidal tails. The location of thesédfe . .
) . - . ) equent reduction steps, each of the chips was treated as a
is depicted in Figure 1. These data were obtained in order . :
aeparate frame. The standard reduction has been carried out

_to s_tudy the Ium_lnosﬁy function .Of th(_a globular cluster anusing the IRAF package. As a first step readout bias was re-
its tidal tails, which will be described in a subsequent PaPR oved to first order by subtracting a fit of the overscan region
(Koch etal., in prep.; see also Koch 2003). In the currenkwo y g g

: ; from the frames. Any residual bias was then subtracted usin
we explore instrumental effects affecting WFI photometr Y g

Yhe average resulting from our 30 bias frames. Finally, flat-
For this purpose the choice of the fields is not important as rage 9 : . - rinaty,

. T . ) leld calibrations was carried out using the qualitativedgt
long as excessive crowding is avoided and overlap with t

SDSS is guaranteed Of the observed twilight flats, where an individual scale fac
o ) . tor was determined for each single chip by taking the mean

The observations were taken both in the V and R filtefigsfield value over the whole CCD chip, clipping the frame

where each of the fields was exposed five times. An 0bseLy-tqr standard deviations of this value and iteratinglunti
ing log is presented in Table 1. The exposures were off$gh mean got stable. Hence, having normalised the flatfield

on each CCD to 1 by using the respective mean determined
above, the gain differences between single chips were pre-

Table 1. Observation lo . T .
g served. Neither dark current nor fringing causes any censid

Date Field Filter Exposure Nof erable effect in WFI observations made in V and R so that
time[s] exposures these effects have not been corrected for.
2001 May 17 F2 \% 900 5
» F2 R 600 S Afterwards, we performed aperture photometry on the re-
v % > duced f ing the DoPHOT Schech |
2001 May18  F3 R 600 5 uced frames using the DoPHOT program (Schechter et al.
” F1 v 900 5 1993) for object finding, classification, and photometryeTh
" F1 R 600 5 digital aperture for this procedure was chosen as Z5pix-

els or 8 square.
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3. Setting up a photometric comparison grid and Smith et al. (2002). SDSS magnitudes used in our anal-
ysis are based on the PSF photometry from the photometric
In order to quantify the variations in WFI photometry acrosgipeline as described in Lupton et al. (2001). Figure 3 shows
the camera, we compare our WFI data to the photometricadlyplot of the five SDSS transmission curves compared to the
and spatially homogeneous SDSS system. standard broad-band filter system used with the WFI. These
U, B, V, R¢ and L filters are similar, but not fully identical to
, . the Johnson-Cousins UBVR¢ system (Johnson & Morgan
3.1 The Wide Field Imager 1953; Cousins 1978; see Girardi et al. 2002 for a discussion

The WFI is a mosaic of eight rectangular CCD chips arranggathe differences).

in 2 rows a 4 CCDs, where each chip consists of 204@98
pixels at a pixel scale of 0.238 arcsec pixe(Baade et al.
1998). Additionally, there is a tracker CCD, which is lochte
east of the science mosaic and is used for guiding of the te
scope. It is of identical design to the imaging CCDs. Th
whole camera provides a field of view 0f'34 34'. Due to the
physical separation between the chips, the actual area-co
age is 95.9%. The sizes of the gaps between the chips 4re
in vertical direction and 7 in horizontal direction. Figure 2
shows an overview of the arrangement of the mosaic.

Transmission

North

300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
#50 | #51 #52 #53 Ao

****** Fig. 3. The transmission curves of the Johnson-Cousinsfilters
used for the WF{top panel) and in the SDS$bottom panel).
Thick lines indicate the filters that are used in our transfor

tions.

East
1S\

#57 #56 #55 #54

3.3. Transformation between WFI and SDSS system

Objects within the relevant region of the equatorial stripe
South (6 (J2000) ~ 0°), comprising our three observed fields,

i ) were extracted from the SDSS database by means of the Sky-
Fig. 2'_ Th.e arrangement of the eight WFI (,:CDS’ shown &erver tool (Szalay et al. 2001). These are part of the SDSS
a projection of the detector plane on the filter plane (Ol?tErarly Data Release (EDR, see Stoughton et al. 2002). Only
square). The numbers preceded by a hash follow the omcb%jects classified as stars by the SDSS were considered in
ESO nomenclature. (Adapted from the WFI User Manual.), ;- sample. Positions on the WFI frames were astrometri-

cally transformed into the equatorial system §) using it-
eratively the IRAF routinegeomap andgeotran based on a
sample of approximately 30 uniformly distributed referenc
3.2. The Sloan Digital Sky Survey stars per exosure for each CCD. Afterwards each single ex-
. . sure was matched by position against the SDSS sample.
For an overview of the SDSS, we refer to the on-line SDé}l‘:l(:is yielded a total number of about 500 stars on each CCD

Pr01e<_:t BOOR. andto reviews such as Grebel (20.01)‘ The dagi\ each exposure in each of the three observed fields. In or-
for thls multi-colour imaging and spectroscopic SUVeY alger to avoid saturated objects (in the SDSS) and stars with
obtained at the 2.5m telescope of the Apache Point Ob%%rr'ger photometric errors (both for the WFI and SDSS pho-

vatory (New Mexico, USA). The camera used for the ima%metry) we selected only stars satisfying"3 <r< 2177

ing part of the SDSS consists of a mosaic of&CCDs, ip order to determine the transformation relations betwken

operated in driftscan mode (Gunn et al. 1998; York et g|. : . .
2000). Two contiguous scans cover a field of view 65 ZE{WO systems. After all this, approximately 200 stars reradin

on the sky. The SDSS filter system is a modified Thua%er chip and per exposure of each respective field to be used

. 4 L . r the photometric transformations.
Gunn filter set labelled u, g, r, i, and z, which is describe P

- o ; Since there is an overlap of the V and R transmission
detail in Fukugita et al. (1996), H t al. (2001), . ! o
in more detail in Fukugita et al. ( ). Hogg etal. ( %urves with the SDSS filters g, r, i, it appears useful to de-

! (attp://www.astro.princeton.edu/PBOOK/welcondimgine transformation equations between WFI instrumental
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magnitude$and the SDSS magnitudes as
R* = r4+agr(g—1r)+ B(r—1) + cg, (1) 04 x
V' = g+ay (9 - T) + cv, (2) 02 0

with colour coefficientsy, 5 and zeropoints. It was found
that quadratic terms such gs—r)? have negligible influence
on the quality of the transformations so that these were r -o2
included. " ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘

The entire transformation according to Egs. (1),(2) we ° 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000
carried out for each of the eightindividual frames of eadh si
gle exposure. The values for the coefficients show little-sci
ter from exposure to exposure, amounting to approximate .,
1%. Their error-weighted mean values are listed in Table «
where the # fitting error for the coefficients is of the order
of 0.005.

0

Residual e,

0.4 T

0

Residual

I I I 1 I I I I
1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000

4. Residuals of the transfor mation 0 ‘

4.1. Measured residuals Fig.4. Residuals for the?-band magnitude of 17754 objects

The residuals of the transformations are defined as follows2S defined in equation (3) versus location on the WFI. Gaps
N . and gradients are clearly visible. The V-band residualgbéxh

er = R* = (r+ar(g—r) + B(r—i) + cr) () asimilar spatial pattern to the R trends shown here. Zenpoi

ey = V' —(g+av(g—r) + cv). (4) differences reach peak-to-valley amplitudes of 0.19 mal bo

to determine systematic differences between WFI and SD8&§8 mag for both filters.
photometry. In order to visualise the spatial variationghef

residugls, a plot OE. Versus location of the objects on the Secondly, there are offsets between the single chips. But
CCDsis prese_znted in F|gur§ 4. ] .. considering our reduction procedure, which treated eaigh ch
The coordinate system is oriented such that t_he originiiiividually, this is not surprising. In particular, dugrthe
located at the bottom left corner of the camera with the axﬁétfielding each CCD chip was normalized to a mean inten-
increasing (in units of pixels) from bottom to top (y) andt|efgjyy jevel determined for this specific chip, resulting itein-

to right (x), respectively. . sity level offsets from chip to chip.
Two outstanding features are distinctly to be seen: First,
the distribution of the residuals is not flat within each chip

Instead, strong gradients occur, which appear parabolic4|‘|%' A moddl for the spatial systematics

shape. Consequently, objects measured near the center offfie shape of the curves in Figure 4 implies a low-order poly-
camera appear fainter than in its outskirts. The overall oRomial variation of the residuals with position. Thus we mod

servational scatter (including random and systematia®¥roe|led the residuals by a complete polynomial of second order
of the residuals amounts to approximately 0.08 mag on eggh,

single CCD chip. 9 5

While the high-frequency pixel-to-pixel variations thaf(x’y) = A2" + By + Coy + Dx + Ey +F  (5)
are generally handled by usual flatfields are caused by vad@i-describe the photometric gradients, where A to F denote
ations in quantum efficiency, large-scale gradients cag orthe fit parameters. These parameters were determined by fit-
inate because of non-uniform illumination, e.g., due to ré&ng the model (5) to the observed residuals (Egs. 3 and 4) by
flections inherent to the WFI camera (i.e., scattered light é<neans of a non-linear least squares algorithm. The residual
the instrument). Such a redistribution of light by the optic were weighted with
system affects the flatfield as well, corrupting it signifitan 1
Mainly, this non-uniform illumination causes more light td" > 3,2’ 6)
reach the center of the detector, an effect that is knownyas §lhere s is the photometric uncertainty and N the number
concentration (Andersen et al. 1995). Thus, when applyiggnsity of objects around each respective star. The latdsr w
the multiplicative flatfield correction, the flux of stars negntroduced in order to avoid that the fit of the model be dom-
the center of the mosaic will be artificially reduced and ongated by stars in the region of the cluster and thus spatiall
obtains an image that is falsified on a large scale (SelmgRsed. The output data from all exposures on the same chip

2003, in prep). were now combined to form a sample of numerous photomet-
2 Henceforth WFinstrumental magnitudes will be denoted by anfic data points with excellent spatial sampling. The ou¥r 4
asterisk. of the CCD chips were excluded from the fit, since in these re-

® http://www.ls.eso.orqg/lasilla/sciops/2p2/E2p BN0MS ONEcexpectstalrapt aafiations. iviar froid et al. 2001b)
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Table 2. Coefficients of the transformation equations (1) and (2raged over all exposures.

CCD chip #50 #51 #52 #53 #54 #55 #56 #57
QR —-0.017 —0.006 0.026 0.006 0.018 0.001 —0.004 0.011
B -0.169 -0.221 —-0.254 —-0.208 —-0.235 —-0.223 —-0.214 —-0.249
CR —30.349 -30.309 -30.179 -30.378 —-30.339 —30.353 —30.309 —30.219
oy —0.489 0491 0499 —-0.487 —-0.486 —-0504 —-0.491 —-0.493
9% —30.207 —-30.343 —-30.090 -30.333 —-30.312 -30.299 -30.229 -—-30.106

This leaves a total number of approximately 2200 stars ddters whose passbands overlap with the auxiliary filtet wil
CCD chip, or 17754 stars for the whole camera, to be usedia affected by this additional source of stray light. In case,

the fit. Since every physical star can appear up to five timedla¢ V-band map exhibits the signature of this effect, while
dithered locations, the sample increased nearly fivefold-cothe R-band map does RoFurthermore, this excess of light
pared to single exposures. The resulting coefficients of the the science mosaic depends on the position and apparent
best-fit model are listed in Tabl¢ 3 luminosity of bright sources on the tracker CCD, making it

In order to get an estimate of the pure global properti@ifficult to correct for these effects by simply dividing byet
of the overall gradients we removed the intensity levelaiffs flatfield exposures.
caused by the individual flatfielding of each CCD chip. As-
suming thatillumination effects such as stray light are'é® 4.3, Remaining residuals
son for the structures we found and that the CCDs themselves
are basically homogeneous, removal of the intensity affsdihe benefit of the model becomes clear if one compares pre-
should leave the mere global illumination pattern. Thus, @&nd post-fit residuals. Figure 6 shows the post-fit residuals
bring all chips (with hindsight) to a common level, a zercsoss — £moder PlOtted versus position as in Figure 4. (Here
point adjustment was calculated as follows. Chip #53 wasu. are the residuals as measured from Egs. 3 and 4, and
chosen as reference, since it appears to be the cosmeticallyq.: are those derived from Eqn. 5.) First, after applying
best chip. The mean values of the residuals (Eqn. 5) at #hen. 5 to our data the offsets at the chip separations have es-
edges of adjacent CCDs were adjusted successively. Toseatially vanished. The second and more important outcome
consistent, this was done iteratively at the horizontaltued is a considerable flattening of the large-scale structutken
vertical edges. It turns out that the values for these additiresiduals, which suggests that our model is successfujat si
offsets are of comparable size to the fit constants F in Eqnréficantly reducing gradients. Nevertheless, there ateasti
The peak-to-valley amplitudes of the photometric var[€W slight variations left, especially at the very edgesereh
ations given by the model range from 0.11mag (#52) tge model was extrapolated instead of derived from the fit.

0.19 mag (#50) for the R filter corrections and likewise from
0.11 mag (#54) to 0.19 mag (#51) on the V map. A plot of trg | ndependent tests
resulting, offset-modified calibration map according tmEq

5is shownin E|gure 5.An obwou; benefit of our procedure Bur calibration map provides valid corrections for the &rg
(per. constructllon(_em) that the res@ual steps at the_CCDSEdQEaIe variations in the set of observations of Palomar 5 (and
vanish, resulting in smoothly varying overall gradient mapyhe gther fields) for which it has been constructed. In order t
The appearance of such a smooth structure shows that in {ag} \yhether it is also useful to improve other observations
stray light on a large scale dominates the systematic variga .qefficients were applied to an entirely independent pho
tions in photometry. tometric dataset. This dataset consisted of WFI obsemnstio
There is a close overall similarity between the maps ef the globular cluster NGC 6934, which we obtained in V
the R and V filters. The residuals on the V map appear mafad R on 2000 September 5.
centrally concentrated than those on the R map. An addltiona | contrast to the data on Palomar 5, the flatfielding here
difference is the occurrence of a prominent feature in the\Wss carried out for the entire mosaic simultaneously. That
map, which is distinctly visible on chips #50 and #57: Thefig the mean value of the entire flatfield exposure was deter-
is @ bumpy structure or band of higher brightness along théned, thus normalising the whole mosaic to a common gain.
vertical axis. This is a well-known problem and stems fromeropoint offsets between the CCDs are now removed when
stray light from the tracker CCD. Despite the use of shiel@yyiging the science frames by the flatfield mosaic, bringing
ing baffles, light from bright stars on the tracker CCD may bg) gjght chips to the same intensity levels to begin withe Th
reflected onto the eight main CCDs of the WFI camera. Tliwgp panel of Figure 7 shows differential photomefxy ob-
tracker CCD is used with auxiliary filters (dashed rectamyle {5ined by artificially shifting two exposures against eattteo
Fig. 2), which have a central wavelength comparable to t:g one chip size in y-directiors{ 16’). That meansAR

of the science filters currently used, but a much wider bangly s the difference between magnitudes of stars measured
pass than the broad-band science filters. Hence those scienc
® The central wavelengths of the V and R filters are 539.6 nm

4 This table is available in electronic form from(FWHM(V) = 89.4 nm) and 651.7 nm (FWHM(R)=162.2 nm), re-
http://www.mpia—hd.mpg/SDSS/data spectively.
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Table 3. Coefficients of the polynomial equation (5). Ttap part lists values for the R filter, thigottom part shows the
coefficients from the V transformation.

Coefficient R #50 #51 #52 #53 #54 #55 #56 #57

A(x10°) —16.1 043 -1.03 -1.47 466 —154 -9.48 -515
B(x10°) -9.30 -8.00 -627 -7.84 -194 -7.12 -920 -525
C(x10°) —028 149 257 214 663 401  1.26-0.69
D (x 10°) 611 056 -0.64 —257 -527 120 295  4.29
E (x 10°) 032 018 -028 086 194 462 563  4.32
F (x 10%) 047 311 437 471 023 -550 -869 -9.55
CoefficientV  #50  #51  #52  #53  #54  #55  #56  #57
A (x 109) 209 -12.4 -654 375 905 -9.13 -859 29.3
B(x10°) -5.00 -140 -800 -6.44 -379 -829 -10.8 -3.46
C(x10°) -1.38 -366 3.07 087 071 375 233 053
D(x10°) —2.00 443 0.9 —431 -4.80 -0.04 277 -3.40
E(x10°) -057 197 019 089 276 515 679  3.22
F (x 10%) 328 114 406 475 —-0.30 -561 -10.6 -5.71

ll[ -

-0.16

e

Fig. 5. Our best-fit second-order calibration map after applicatitthe mean offsets that were derived to correct for differe
flatfield scale factors. Note that all chips were processdiittually. The R-band map is shown in the left panel, while
the right panel displays the V-band map. The colour scale ieagnitudes. R-band exposures are known to be affected by
vignetting in the outermost corners of the camera.

on the lower CCD panel (chips #54 to #57) and those of tlitecan be generally applied to other datasets to correcetarg
same stars observed on the upper panel (#50 to #53). scale gradients.

Due to the simultaneous reduction of all CCDs in the mo-
saic, offsets arising from differing flatfield scale factassin g Discussion and Summary
the case of Palomar 5 are not obvious. But again, there are

spa_tially dependen_t varigtions ir_1 the photometry to be Sey many wide-field imaging systems, CCD photometry ob-
similar to the gradients in the f|el_ds around Pa_lomar 5. Qined with the WEI suffers from large-scale intensity grad
corrgct for_ these Iarge_—scale g'fad'e_“ts’ we app"e‘?' thﬁ P%nts caused by inhomogeneous illumination and stray light.
”0"?'?"5 with the coefficients given in Table 3, omitting th%hese gradients cannot be removed by standard techniques
additive scale factor F. such as the application of dome flats or twilight flats. Previ-
After subtraction of the model both gradients and oveUs methods that were proposed to calibrate WFI photome-
all scatter turned out to be visibly reduced, as is shown ffy include superflats (see, e.g., Clowe & Schneider 2001 or
the bottom panel of Figure 7. The small residual variatiagns Alcala et al. 2002), the creation of calibration maps shift
the outer rims of the CCDs seem unavoidable when using$posures with respect to each other (Manfroid et al. 2001a,
low-order model, which only accounts for effects in the innéSe€lman 2003), and the determination of corrections through
regions of the individual CCDs. Considering that the obse@bservations of Landolt (e.g., Landolt 1992) and Stetsam-st
vations of NGC 6934 and their reduction were performed eflards (Stetson 2002) in each of the CCD chips.
tirely separately from the Palomar 5 dataset, itis encangag ~ Superflats have the advantage of providing corrections for
that our calibration method yields such a good result in serfarge-scale illumination effects determined from the sce
of strongly reduced systematic variations. This indic#ftes exposures themselves. However, median sky flats, which are
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o4 , ‘ paratively small and may not provide as good a spatial char-
% ' : acterisation as desirable. Secondly, depending on thecsie

program the amount of time needed for these calibration ob-
servations may be prohibitive.

Therefore, we have attempted to devise a generally appli-
: cable method for the correction of large-scale spatialavari
4 000 2000 w000 a0 so00 e o0 soo tions across the WFI. This method relies on the comparison
* with spatially very well-sampled, very homogeneous multi-
04 colour SDSS photometry, which we employ as tertiary stan-
dards. Our derived calibration maps are based on observa-
tions of 17754 stars. We have demonstrated that second-orde
polynomials resulting from a fit to the observed large-scale
variations provide a very good correction by essentially re
moving the gradients and by significantly reducing the scat-
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ i ‘ ‘ ‘ ter in the residuals of our data. We have also shown that our
0 T e sne AT S0 e T B9 correction relations are applicable to independentlyiokth

and separately reduced WFI data sets, significantly reducin

Fig.6. Statistical residuals (R filter) remaining after th%‘;radients and scatter in the photometry.
model (Egn. 5) was subtracted from the residuals in Figure opservers wishing to remove large-scale gradients from
4. Points appearing fivefold and shifted horizontally ar thejr WE| data without having access to, e.g., standard star
same _physical objects in the five dithered observations §ffservations in each chip, will be able to considerably cedu
each field. The overall r.m.s. scatter was reduced to 0.06 Magse gradients by subtracting our position-dependest pol

R.obs ~ ERmodel

€,

inRand V. nomials (Eqn. 5, Table 3) from their data. We expect that our
prescription will also be valuable for the exploitation bet

|Fig- 7 is available in jpg format from wealth of archival WFI data. Our correction model was de-

http://lanl.arxiv.org/ps/astro-ph/0310501 termined for observations in the widely used V and R filters.

Fig.7. Residuals in differential photometry (R filter) of The overall similarity of the spatial variations in theseti-
on the WFI CCDsBottom panel: Residuals remaining af- Corrections are also applicable to broad-band data olatéine

ter having applied our correction model. The overdensity ghher filters, but this still needs to be verified. Our coriett
chips #51/#56 is due to the globular cluster. In this indepefodel yields global corrections, but we emphasise that fine
dent test the r.m.s. scatter reduced from 0.07 mag (cf. téfting for small-scale variations and for possible differes

panel) to about 0.04 mag (bottom panel). in the illumination pattern (e.g., due to bright moon light)
will still be required. Moreover, the stability of any calds

tion map can only considered as generally valid unless there

often used as superflats to ensure a flat sky background, iemo significant change in the optical setup of the telestope
counter the same photometric problems as common sky flats. The SDSS provides an excellent database for evaluat-
Thus it is argued that application of such superflats can evieg the photometric quality and systematic effects in other
deteriorate data by increasing photometric errors (Madfradata sets due to its homogeneity, wavelength and area cov-
et al. 2001b). Another drawback of this method is that it ca@tage. We encourage WFI users (as well as users of other
only be applied in cases where a sufficiently high number wide-field cameras) to pursue similar calibrations by eiplo
well-exposed science frames has been obtained to ensure gfsuch publicly available multi-colour driftscan suredike
ficient signal to noise. An additional disadvantage is thatthe SDSS whenever possible. Moreover, customised prescrip
does not work well in cases where the majority of the sdiions similar to the one presented here will be useful for
ence exposures contain extended objects or where the ig-correction of large-scale illumination effects in wifield
served fields are very crowded. Especially when obsenatigrameras used at other telescopes or observatories.

are obtained in queue scheduling mode, it may be difficult f@knowledgements. Funding for the creation and distribution of the

obtain science frames suitable for the creation of wellrdefi SDSS Archive has been provided by the Alfred P. Sloan Foiorat
superflats. the Participating Institutions, the National Aeronauticsl Space

. : T inistration, the National Science Foundation, the UD8part-
Depending on the science program, obtaining images thigminis ’ ’
are shifted by half a WFI field with regard to the previoument of Energy, the Japanese Monbukagakusho, and the MackPla

. . §ociety. The SDSS Web sitets tp://www.sdss.org/l
exposure may be practicable (see also Section 5). However,The SDSS is managed by the Astrophysical Research Consor-

this will provide primarily only a relative calibration ohe  ;, (ARC) for the Participating Institutions. The Partiating In-
two rows of chips against each other. stitutions are The University of Chicago, Fermilab, thetitnge for

As discussed in Section 1, observing Landolt (and Steté o instance, our coefficients cannot correct data takehen t
son) standards in each chip will ensure a good characteriggriod of September 2002 until December 2002, where an M1
tion of the CCD sensitivity, but is limited by two constrant baffle re-engeneering was performed at the 2.2m telescdpe, ¢
Firstly, the number of standard stars per chip remains coRttp://www.ls.eso.orqg/lasilla/sciops/2p2/E2p2M/WFI/Confiqu
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