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ABSTRACT
Pulsations from the Crab pulsar have been detected by the MAGIC telescopes at energies up to 1.5 TeV, and the pulsed emission
from the Vela pulsar was detected by H.E.S.S., reaching tens of TeV. These discoveries, along with the proposed additional
emission due to inverse Compton scattering at TeV energies, lead us to consider suitable candidates for detection with current and
future extensive air show (EAS) experiments at very-high-energy (VHE; 0.1− 100 TeV) ranges. Leveraging energy spectrum data
from pulsars as observed by Fermi and Imaging Atmospheric Cherenkov Telescopes (IACTs) and considering the sensitivities of
both LHAASO and SWGO, this study evaluates their detectability and estimates the time required for their significant detection.
Our results indicate that LHAASO could detect the Crab’s pulsed signal within six years, while SWGO might detect Vela’s
signal within one year. Observations of the most energetic Fermi pulsars with EAS experiments will provide insight into the
nature of VHE pulsar emissions, helping to clarify the primary characteristics of VHE pulsars.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Rapidly rotating high-magnetic neutron stars, known as pulsars, emit
pulsed electromagnetic radiation with periods ranging from ∼1 mil-
lisecond to ∼10 seconds. This pulsed emission spans a broad electro-
magnetic spectrum, from radio waves to extremely energetic multi-
TeV gamma rays (Becker & Truemper 1997; Manchester et al. 2005;
Mignani 2011; Abdo et al. 2013; Ansoldi et al. 2016).Pulsed radia-
tion has been crucial in studying pulsars’ emission mechanisms and
magnetosphere structures. Prior to the launch of Fermi-LAT, pulsar
models such as the outer gap (OG) (e.g Cheng et al. 2000; Tang
et al. 2008) and slot gap (SG) (e.g Harding et al. 2008) models pre-
dicted that the highest-energy photons are emitted through curvature
radiation, exhibiting an exponential cutoff around several GeV in the
spectrum. Some refined models have extended this cutoff up to 100
GeV. Several models propose the presence of a secondary compo-
nent in pulsar emission via inverse Compton scattering (ICS) (e.g.
Cheng et al. 1986a,b; Romani 1996; Hirotani 2001; Takata et al.
2006; Harding et al. 2021). A more comprehensive model of the
pulsar’s very-high-energy (VHE) emission has been established, as
indicated by Harding et al. (2021). The synchro-curvature (SC) radi-
ation can reach up to approximately 100 GeV, while the synchrotron
self-Compton (SSC) radiation can extend to a few TeV, and the ICS
radiation can span over 10 TeV.

The Fermi Gamma-ray Space Telescope has recently released the
Third Fermi-LAT Catalog of Gamma-ray Pulsars (3PC), which in-
corporates data collected over up to 14 years (Smith et al. 2023). This
catalog presents 294 pulsars with energy spectra extending beyond
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the GeV range. Notably, this release includes more pulsars whose
spectra extend beyond 50 GeV compared to the first and second pul-
sar catalogs. In addition to space-based observations, ground-based
observatories have also made significant contribution to the investi-
gation of pulsars in the VHE range. For example, pulsations from the
Crab pulsar have been detected by the Major Atmospheric Gamma
Imaging Cherenkov (MAGIC) telescopes at energies extending from
25 GeV to 1.5 TeV (Aliu et al. 2008; Aleksić et al. 2011, 2012;
Ansoldi et al. 2016), and by Very Energetic Radiation Imaging Tele-
scope Array System (VERITAS) at energies up to about 400 GeV
(VERITAS Collaboration et al. 2011; Nguyen 2016). Furthermore,
MAGIC also detected pulsed emission from the Geminga pulsar in
the energy range of 15 GeV to 75 GeV (Ahnen et al. 2016), while
High Energy Stereoscopic System (H.E.S.S.) observed the pulsed
emission from the Vela pulsar in the sub-20 GeV to 100 GeV range
(H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. 2018), and from PSR B1706-44 in
the sub-100 GeV energy range (Spir-Jacob et al. 2019). Notably, in
2023, H.E.S.S. team published the results of the observations of the
Vela pulsar, reporting the detection of the significant pulsed emission
which reaches tens of TeV (H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. 2023). In
contrast to the Crab pulsar, where the VHE emission may be linked
to the GeV emission, the VHE gamma-ray emission from Vela pulsar
is likely derived from extra mechanisms, such as inverse Compton
scattering.

Investigating the potential for detecting pulsars at VHE using
next-generation ground-based experiments is of great value (de Oña-
Wilhelmi et al. 2013). These experiments encompass both Imaging
Air Cherenkov Telescope (IACT) and extensive air show (EAS) ex-
periments. In a study of Burtovoi et al. (2017), assuming no high-
energy (HE; 0.1 − 100 GeV) cutoff in the spectra of 12 Fermi pulsars
with emissions above 25 GeV, 50 hours of observations were simu-
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lated using Cherenkov Telescope Array (CTA, Cherenkov Telescope
Array Consortium et al. 2019) to ascertain the detectability of such
pulsars. The findings suggest that 5 − 8 gamma-ray pulsars can be
detected at the VHE range, with five being sufficiently bright for
significant VHE detection above 0.25 TeV.

Typical large EAS experiments such as Large High Altitude Air
Shower Observatory (LHAASO, Ma et al. 2022) and the proposed
Southern Wide-Field Gamma-ray Observatory (SWGO, Barres de
Almeida 2021) cover the northern and southern hemispheres, respec-
tively. LHAASO, a large hybrid EAS array located on Haizi Mountain
in Daocheng, Sichuan province, China, consists of three sub-arrays:
the one square-km array (KM2A), Water Cherenkov Detector Array
(WCDA), and the wide-field air Cherenkov/fluorescence telescopes
array (WFCTA). The LHAASO is a survey instrument sensitive to
gamma rays with energies ranging from 100 GeV to 1 PeV, achieving
the sensitivity better than 0.1 Crab nebula flux (The flux of the Crab
Nebula is 8.2 × 10−14 cm−2s−1TeV−1 at 10 TeV. Detailed spectral
parameters can be found in Table 1.). Consequently, the LHAASO
holds an advantage and significant potential for detecting pulsars with
VHE emissions. Further details about the LHAASO can be found in
Ma et al. (2022). For sources in the southern hemisphere, SWGO is a
prospective next-generation instrument with sensitivity in the VHE
band.

In this study, we seek to estimate the observation time required for
LHAASO and SWGO to achieve a significant detection (S = 5) at
energies above 1 TeV. Section 2 provides a succinct description of our
estimation method. The estimated results for several pulsars, namely
the Crab pulsar, Geminga pulsar, Vela pulsar, and PSR B1706-44, are
detailed in Section 3. Subsequently, our discussion and conclusion
are presented in Section 4.

2 METHODS

In the phaseograms of gamma-ray pulsars, we identify the on-pulse
and off-pulse intervals. For simplification in our work, we have ex-
cluded the bridge interval. To evaluate the detector’s sensitivity to
on-pulse signals, the significance S can be simplified when the back-
ground count significantly exceeds the signal count according to Li
& Ma’s method (Li & Ma 1983) as:

𝑆 =
𝑁onP
𝑝√︃

𝑁onP
cr + 𝑁onP

nebula

, (1)

where 𝑁onP
𝑝 , 𝑁onP

cr , and 𝑁onP
nebula represent the number of pulse signal

events in the on-pulse region, the cosmic ray (CR) background events,
and the gamma-ray events from the external nebula, respectively.

In ground-based EAS experiments, such as LHAASO and SWGO,
the angular resolution in the threshold energy range is approximately
0.5◦ (Ma et al. 2022), which is significantly larger than the 0.01◦
achieved by IACTs (Bernlöhr et al. 2013). As a result, a relatively
large Region of Interest (ROI) is generally required to enhance de-
tection significance. Additionally, in the multi-TeV energy range, the
survival fraction of CR reaches a level of one-thousandth when per-
forming CR/𝛾 discrimination in EAS experiments (Ma et al. 2022).

Therefore, we introduce 𝛽 as the ratio of the nebula to the cosmic
ray background events after CR/𝛾 discrimination within the ROI,
defined by the equation:

𝛽 =
𝑁nebula
𝑁cr

=
𝐹nebula𝑟𝛾 𝑓ROI
𝐹cr𝑟crΔΩ

, (2)

where, 𝐹nebula and 𝐹cr represent the fluxes of the nebula and cosmic

rays, respectively; 𝑟𝛾 and 𝑟cr denote the survival fractions of gamma
rays and cosmic rays after CR/𝛾 discrimination, respectively; ΔΩ
is the solid angle of the region of interest (ROI). The radius of the
ROI is defined as 1.51 times the Gaussian width of the point spread
function (PSF), which encompasses 68% of the signals from point
sources (Chen et al. 2004). 𝑓ROI represents the fraction of events
from the nebula within the ROI. Thus, the significance formula can
be simplified to

𝑆 =
𝑁onP
𝑝√︃

(1 + 𝛽)𝑁onP
cr

, (3)

For the LHAASO and SWGO detectors, the differential sensitivity,
d𝐹𝑠 , is defined as:

d𝐹𝑠 =
d𝑁𝑠

d𝐴d𝑡d𝐸
, (4)

where 𝐹𝑠 reflects the detectors’ sensitivity after one year of operation,
and 𝑁𝑠 = 5

√
𝑁cr represents the minimum number of detectable

events from a specific direction that achieves a significance level of 5
within the same exposure time. In this context, 𝑁cr is the number of
background events in a particular direction, d𝐴 denotes the effective
detection area for the energy bin, d𝑡 is the total observation time, and
d𝐸 is the energy bin width.

Given that a pulsar and its nebula are essentially co-located, shar-
ing the same differential area (d𝐴) and observation time (d𝑡), we can
deduce the following relationship:

𝑁onP
𝑝 = 𝑁𝑠

𝐹onP

𝐹𝑠
. (5)

Letting 𝛼 represent the on-pulse fraction, we obtain:

𝑁onP
cr = 𝛼𝑁cr. (6)

Substituting the aforementioned equations into equation 3, the
annual significance, 𝑆, is determined by:

𝑆 =
5√︁

𝛼(1 + 𝛽)
𝐹onP

𝐹𝑠
. (7)

Typically, a significance threshold of 𝑆 = 5 is adopted for the sen-
sitivity curve. Therefore, the sensitivity, 𝐹onP

𝑠 , for observing pulsed
emissions over 𝑛 years for a source at a consistent declination is
expressed as:

𝐹onP
𝑠 = 𝐹𝑠

√︂
𝛼(1 + 𝛽)

𝑛
. (8)

3 RESULTS FOR CRAB, GEMINGA, VELA PULSARS AND
PSR B1706-44

We implement a systematic selection process to select pulsars ex-
hibiting both observed and potential TeV radiations. Based on the
Third Fermi-LAT Catalog of Gamma-ray Pulsars, we initially chose
pulsars with pulsed radiation above 50 GeV as candidates. Further
scrutiny, using the TeVCatalog1, lead us to select four pulsars— the
Crab pulsar, the Geminga pulsar, the Vela pulsar, and PSR B1706-
44 —as likely sources of pulsed TeV emissions. We employ this
methodology to evaluate the observational capabilities of LHAASO
and SWGO for these pulsars.

1 http://tevcat2.uchicago.edu/
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Figure 1. The angular resolutions of LHAASO-WCDA, LHAASO-KM2A and SWGO (upper left) and the survival fractions of WCDA and KM2A for gamma
rays and cosmic rays (upper right), which are taken from Ma et al. (2022), LHAASO collaboration (2024) and Albert et al. (2019). The survival fraction of
SWGO is assumed to be same to that of WCDA. The flux of cosmic rays and pulsar nebulae within the solid angle ΔΩ after CR/𝛾 discrimination, and the
energy-dependent ratio of 𝛽 for Crab Nebula and Geminga observed by LHAASO (lower left) and for Vela X and G343.1-2.3 observed by SWGO (lower right).
The radius of ROI is set at 1.51 times angular resolution, which encompasses 68% of the signals from point sources.

Table 1 displays the surrounding pulsar wind nebulae and the
extensions and spectral parameters of these nebulae for the four VHE)
pulsars, as obtained from observations of the respective experiments.

With LHAASO situated at approximately 30 degrees north lati-
tude (Ma et al. 2022), both the Crab and Geminga pulsars fall within
its field of view, with minimum zenith angles of less than 30◦. Addi-
tionally, SWGO is anticipated to be situated near a latitude of 23◦S
(La Mura et al. 2023), providing coverage of the directions of Vela
pulsar and PSR B1706-44.

Based on the gamma-ray flux of each pulsar wind nebula, the CR
flux, and the instrument’s CR/𝛾 discrimination capability, we calcu-
late the ratio 𝛽 using Equation 2. The flux of the nebulae in the TeV
energy range, derived from specific experimental observations, fol-
lows distinct spectral distributions. The energy spectrum of the Crab
Nebula follows a log-parabolic function (LHAASO Collaboration
et al. 2021), while Vela X follows an exponentially cutoff power-law
distribution (Abramowski et al. 2012). In contrast, the spectra of
Geminga and G343.1-2.3 are described by a power-law (Abeysekara
et al. 2017; H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. 2011). The parameters of
the SEDs are listed in Table 1.

The angular resolution and survival fractions of gamma rays and
cosmic rays after CR/𝛾 discrimination for LHAASO-WCDA and
LHAASO-KM2A are obtained from Ma et al. (2022) and LHAASO
collaboration (2024), respectively. The angular resolution of SWGO

is derived from Albert et al. (2019), and its survival fraction is
assumed to be similar to that of LHAASO-WCDA. The values of
angular resolution, survival fractions of gamma rays and cosmic rays
are shown in Figure 1. The radius of the ROI is energy-dependent
and is set at 1.51 times the Gaussian width of the angular resolution.
For simplicity, we used the same ROI for pulsars observed with
the same instrument. We assume that the pulsar wind nebulae are
located at the same positions as the pulsars and that their spatial
distributions can be characterized by a symmetric 2-dimensional
(2D) Gaussian distribution. We then estimate the 2D gamma-ray
distribution of the pulsar wind nebulae as the convolution of their
Gaussian distribution with the PSF of the instrument. Using this 2D
gamma-ray distribution, we calculate the fraction of gamma rays for
each nebula within the ROI.

The cosmic ray flux is derived from the cosmic ray model
(Schröder 2019). The flux and the ratio of the nebula to cosmic
ray background after CR/𝛾 discrimination are depicted in Figure 1.
From one to ∼ 100 TeV, 𝛽 exceeds 1, indicating the importance
of considering the gamma-ray background from the nebula in this
energy range.

We extrapolated the flux of pulsar emissions to VHE by employing
the directly observed spectral energy distributions (SEDs) of the
Crab and Vela pulsars, and the GeV energy band observations of the
Geminga pulsar and PSR B1706-44, utilizing a power-law spectral

MNRAS 000, 1–6 (2024)
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Table 1. The extensions and spectral parameters of Pulsar Wind Nebulae (PWN) surrounding four very-high-energy pulsars, as observed by IACTs.

Pulsar surrounding PWN 𝜎 (deg) 𝑁0 (cm−2s−1TeV−1) 𝐸0 (TeV) Γ 𝐸cut (TeV)

Crab pulsar Crab Nebula 0.014 (8.2 ± 0.2) × 10−14 10 (2.09 ± 0.01) + (0.19 ± 0.02) log10 (𝐸/𝐸0 ) -
Geminga pulsar Geminga 1.3 13.6+2.0

−1.7 × 10−15 20 2.34 ± 0.07 -
Vela pulsar Vela X 0.51 (11.6 ± 0.6) × 10−12 1 1.36 ± 0.06 13.9 ± 1.6
PSR B1706-44 G343.1-2.3 0.29 (4.2 ± 0.8) × 10−12 1 2.0 ± 0.1 -

Note. The spatial distributions of PWNs are characterized by a symmetric 2D Gaussian distribution 1
𝜎2 𝑒

− 𝑥2
2𝜎2 with an extension of 𝜎. References for the

extensions and spectral parameters: Crab Nebula: H. E. S. S. Collaboration (2020) and LHAASO Collaboration et al. (2021); Geminga: Abdo et al. (2009) and
Abeysekara et al. (2017); Vela X: Abramowski et al. (2012); G343.1-2.3: H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. (2011).
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Figure 2. Expected significance of on-pulse emission from the Crab and Geminga pulsars over a one-year observation period by LHAASO (left), and from the
Vela and B1706-44 pulsars over a one-year observation period by SWGO (right).

model. The parameters of this power-law spectral model are listed
in Table 2. For instance, the energy spectra of the Crab pulsar’s
components P1 (main pulse phase from −0.017 to 0.026) and P2
(interpulse phases from 0.377 to 0.422) have been measured up to
600 GeV and 1.5 TeV, respectively, displaying power-law spectral
indices of 3.2 ± 0.4 and 2.9 ± 0.2 (Ansoldi et al. 2016). The energy
spectrum of the Geminga pulsar’s P2 (the second pulse seen by
Fermi-LAT, with pulse phase from 0.550 to 0.642), ranging from
10 GeV to 75 GeV with a power-law spetral index of 5.62 ± 0.54
(MAGIC Collaboration et al. 2020), and the energy spectrum of PSR
B1706-44, (within the on-pulse range observed by H.E.S.S, with
pulse phase from 0.25 to 0.55), with a power-law spetral index of
3.76 ± 0.36 (Spir-Jacob et al. 2019) are both extrapolated to the
TeV range. Recent results from H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. (2023)
indicates that the Vela pulsar’s P2 component (with pulse phase from
0.55 to 0.60), spanning from 260 GeV to 28.5 TeV, possesses a hard
power-law spectral index of 1.4 ± 0.3. The differential sensitivity
of LHAASO is described in di Sciascio & Lhaaso Collaboration
(2016), while that of SWGO is derived from simulations reported in
Huentemeyer et al. (2019).

We calculated the significance of pulsed emissions in each energy
bin after one year’s observation using equation 7, and the results
are depicted in Figure 2. In LHAASO’s observations, the pulsed
emission from the Crab pulsar shows the highest significance near 1
TeV, while the emission from the Geminga pulsar is rarely detected in
the VHE range in a short time span of 1 year. In contrast, in SWGO’s

observations, the Vela pulsar demonstrates the highest significance
at multi-TeV, and the observation of PSR B1706-44 achieves the
highest significance at ∼630 GeV. The time required for LHAASO
and SWGO to observe these pulsars with five-sigma significance is
listed in the last column of Table 2. We used both LHAASO-WCDA
and LHAASO-KM2A to calculate this time because their sensitivity
energy ranges overlap and complement each other. The minimum
time needed for the above sources falls within the WCDA energy
range. Based on estimates, LHAASO-WCDA is expected to require
less than ∼7 years to observe the pulsed emission from the Crab
pulsar in the VHE range, while SWGO could observe Vela’s pulsed
emission within one year. In Figure 3, the energy spectra of these four
pulsars are depicted. The grey data points represent measurements
from Fermi’s experiment, while the blue, red, and green data points
correspond to data from MAGIC and H.E.S.S. experiments, with the
respective colored dashed lines representing the power-law spectra.
The solid black line illustrates the detection sensitivity of LHAASO
and SWGO experiments for different on-pulse fractions of pulsed
radiation over a 10-year observation period. The orange dotted line
represents the VHE spectra of sources such as Crab and Geminga
pulsars, based on the predictions of Harding et al. (2021).

MNRAS 000, 1–6 (2024)
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Table 2. Spectral parameters and on-pulse fraction of pulsar emissions and the time needed to achieve a five-sigma detection.

Pulsar phase 𝐸0 (GeV) 𝑁0 (TeV−1cm−2s−1 ) Γ On-pulse fraction Experiment Expected time (year)

Crab P1 [-0.017–0.026] 150 (1.1 ± 0.3) × 10−11 3.2 ± 0.4 0.043 LHAASO 55 at 630 GeV
Crab P2 [0.377–0.422] 150 (2.0 ± 0.3) × 10−11 2.9 ± 0.2 0.045 LHAASO 6 at 1 TeV
Geminga P2 [0.550–0.642] 32.15 (2.28 ± 0.74) × 10−9 5.62 ± 0.54 0.092 LHAASO >1000
Vela P2 [0.55–0.6] 4240 (1.74 ± 0.52) × 10−15 1.4 ± 0.3 0.05 SWGO <1 at >6.3 TeV
B1706-44 [0.25-0.55] 20 (4.3 ± 0.9) × 10−8 3.76 ± 0.36 0.3 SWGO 287 at 630 GeV

Note. The differential energy spectra are modeled with a power law form with 𝑁0 (𝐸/𝐸0 )−Γ . Errors indicate 1𝜎 statistical uncertainties.
References for the spectral parameters: Crab P1: Ansoldi et al. (2016); Crab P2: Ansoldi et al. (2016); Geminga P2:

MAGIC Collaboration et al. (2020); Vela P2: H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. (2023); B1706-44: Spir-Jacob et al. (2019).
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right), compared to the ten-year sensitivity of LHAASO and SWGO. The orange dotted lines indicate the predicted VHE flux from Harding et al. (2021). Grey
data points correspond to observations by Fermi from the following sources: Crab (Aleksić et al. 2014), Geminga (MAGIC Collaboration et al. 2020), Vela
(H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. 2018), and B1706-44 (Spir-Jacob et al. 2019). Details of the colored data or butterfly area and associated fitted dashed lines are
provided in Table 2.
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4 CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

We presented the prospects of detecting four gamma-ray pulsars
(Crab, Geminga, Vela Pulsar and PSR B1706-44) in the VHE
range using LHAASO and SWGO. The required observation time
to achieve the necessary statistical significance was calculated for
the four potential TeV pulsar sources, assuming that the pulsed emis-
sion has no HE cutoff and that the energy spectrum can be described
by a single power law. This prospect is estimated based on the de-
tectors’ sensitivity and performance for stable gamma-ray sources.
In the most optimistic scenario, LHAASO-WCDA is expected to re-
quire less than ∼6 years to observe the pulsed emission from the
Crab pulsar in the VHE range, while Vela’s pulsed emission can be
observed by SWGO in one year.

The energy spectra used in the analysis of this paper are the results
obtained by fitting the data from H.E.S.S., Fermi, and MAGIC de-
tectors with a single power law (PWL). However, the presence of a
spectral cutoff due to the limit of particle acceleration capabilities is
more common in the high-energy regime (e.g Tang et al. 2008; Hard-
ing et al. 2021). For the Crab pulsar, the model proposed by Harding
et al. (2021) predicts VHE components with a cutoff, as illustrated
in Figure 3. These components are significantly more pronounced
than the power-law extended component at E> 1 TeV. Such compo-
nents are expected to be detectable by LHAASO within a few years.
Conversely, in the absence of an ICS contribution, LHAASO will
be capable of detecting the Crab pulsar exhibiting a PWL spectrum
up to a certain energy ( ∼1 TeV). However, for Geminga pulsar and
B1706-44, their predicted flux may be challenging to be observed by
LHAASO and SWGO within 10 years, as illustrated in Figure 3.

As for Vela pulsar, H.E.S.S. has detected about a dozen events
above 5 TeV from it’s direction (H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al.
2023). In the 260 GeV to 28.5 TeV energy range, the PWL spectrum
is very hard with a normalization energy 𝐸0 = 4.24 TeV, photon index
𝛼 = 1.4, and normalization flux A= 1.74 × 10−15 erg−1cm−2s−1.
In this energy range, it is possible for SWGO to detect Vela’s pulsed
emission within one year.

It is worth mentioning that the fraction of the on-pulse interval,
𝛼, has been shown to decrease with increasing energy (Aleksić et al.
2011). This makes the on-pulse emission from the pulsar more easily
detectable in the very-high-energy band, as the number of back-
ground events is directly proportional to 𝛼, while the flux remains
constant.

To date, the Vela pulsar is the only one identified with additional
emission components in the multi-TeV range by IACTs at E>1 TeV
(H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. 2023). EAS experiments would be
essential in their monitoring if other pulsars exhibit similar additional
emission components in the multi-TeV range.

EAS experiments such as LHAASO and SWGO have the advan-
tages of high duty cycles and large field of view, enabling continuous
monitoring of pulsars at very-high-energy. With the current sensitiv-
ity, they will allow us to study the annual-scale spectral variations
of the pulsars which emit in the TeV energy range. Observations of
these pulsars using EAS experiments at energies above 1 TeV will
help to unravel the mechanism of the TeV component discovered in
the Crab and Vela pulsars, and to clarify which class of gamma-ray
pulsars have this component.
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