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ABSTRACT

The ultraviolet/optical telescope (UVOT) onboard the Neil Gehrels Swift Observatory is capable of

imaging with 7 lenticular filters and of taking slitless spectra with 2 grisms. Both image and grism data

have been widely used to study gamma-ray bursts, supernovae and other ultraviolet/optical transients,

and proved UVOT is a powerful instrument in time-domain astronomy. However, the second order

contamination, for blue sources, strongly limits the red end of ultraviolet (UV) grism spectra. This,

in turn, reduces the valid wavelength range to only about 33% of the total. However, to explore the

broadband spectral energy distribution of GRBs at the early stage, a larger valid wavelength range is

required. Hence based on the uvotpya) package (Kuin 2014; Kuin et al. 2015), we propose a method to

remove the second order contamination from UV grism spectra (nominal mode) up to ∼ 4000 Å, i.e.,

about 70% of the full wavelength range. The 1-σ systematic uncertainty of this method is ∼ 11.2%.

In addition, if a source is red enough, the red end of the valid range could reach ∼ 5000 Å. The source

code is available on GitHubb).

Keywords: Ultraviolet astronomy (1736), Astronomy data reduction (1861)

1. INTRODUCTION

The Neil Gehrels Swift Observatory (Gehrels et al. 2004) was launched in 2004 with the primary purpose of exploring
the most powerful explosions in the universe, i.e., gamma-ray bursts (GRBs), and it was designed to be capable of

performing rapid follow-up observations for burst events within minutes. There are three instruments on the satellite

that cover the γ -ray to optical bands: the burst alert telescope (BAT, Barthelmy et al. 2005), the X-ray telescope

(Burrows et al. 2005) and the ultraviolet/optical telescope (Mason et al. 2004; Roming et al. 2005). UVOT is equipped

with 7 lenticular filters to obtain broadband photometry (Poole et al. 2008; Breeveld et al. 2011) and 2 grisms (UV

and visible) to take slitless spectra (Kuin et al. 2015). UVOT has a photon counting detector and is capable of

recording the arrival time and the position of each incident photon. In the past 2 decades, UVOT has proved to

be a powerful instrument to study UV/optical counterparts of GRBs, for example, the onset of the afterglow in the

GRB 081203A (Kuin et al. 2009), optical prompt emissions of GRB 110205A (Guiriec et al. 2016) and GRB 241030A

(Wang et al. 2024), and the brightest UV/optical flare in GRB 220101A (Jin et al. 2023). In addition, research on the

further development of UVOT capabilities, for example, saturation correction (Page et al. 2013; Zhou et al. 2023), is

continuing.
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After the full calibration of UVOT grisms in 2015, UVOT grism data has been widely used to study supernovae

(Brown et al. 2015; Smitka et al. 2015; Pan et al. 2018; Bostroem et al. 2019; Pan et al. 2020; Ho et al. 2019; Vasylyev

et al. 2022). Since the UV grism is not blazed, for some blue sources, the second order intensity where the first

order wavelength ≳ 3000 Å could be comparable with the first order intensity. Although the wavelength range of UV

grism spectra is from 1700 to 5000,Å(Kuin et al. 2015), the valid red end is limited by contamination: only data with

λ ≲ 3000 Å is reliable (Kuin et al. 2019, 2020). Therefore, when analyzing the continuum, only ≲ 40% of the data is

usable. If the source is red enough, the second order contamination is negligible (e.g., for most supernova mentioned

above, their temperatures are less than 104 K or the extinction is large).

For BAT triggered GRBs, the automatic UVOT follow-up observations may contain a 50 seconds UV grism exposure

in the nominal mode, which typically begins ∼ 250 s after the trigger. The source position is usually near the default

position (i.e., close to the center of the UVOT detector), and at the default position, the second order contamination

typically starts from ∼ 3000 Å. As a result, the first order UV grism spectra of GRBs were only used to confirm redshifts

in the literature, e.g., GRB 081203A (Kuin et al. 2009) and GRB 130427A (Maselli et al. 2014). Simultaneous X-ray

and UV grism observations could indeed provide useful data to study broad-band spectral energy distributions (SEDs)

of GRBs at the early stage, which could provide some clues to reveal the physics of GRBs. However, the wavelength

range of the first order free of the second order contamination is too short to get robust conclusions or constraints.

Hence, to build reliable broadband SEDs (from UV/optical to X-ray/γ-ray) of GRBs at the early stage, we propose

here a method to remove the second order contamination from UV nominal spectra (i.e., taken with the UV grism

in the nominal mode) up to ∼ 4000 Å, which is also helpful for blue transients, e.g., AT2018cow (a fast blue optical

transient, Kuin et al. 2019). The 1-σ systematic uncertainty of this method is ∼ 11.2%. The red end of the valid

wavelength, ∼ 4000 Å is limited by the third order contamination, and when the source is red enough that the third

order contamination is negligible, the red end could reach ∼ 5000 Å, as discussed in Section 4. For UV spectra taken

in the clocked mode, there are some problems about the flux calibration, so we did not calibrate them in this paper.

The principle of the method is described in Section 2. Section 3 introduces the calibration and the systematic

uncertainty of this method. Section 4 presents the comparison of several cleaned spectra derived by the method with

reference spectra, and the look-up table for the quick estimation of the degree of the second-order contamination.

Some instructions and the work flow of this method are summarized in Section 5.

2. THE PRINCIPLE OF THE CLEAN EXTRACTION

Figure 1 shows a UVOT nominal 2d spectrum of a bright white dwarf AG+81 266. The 2d spectrum suffers from

strong coincidence loss and is also saturated, hence the overlap of the first and second order spectra for ≳ 3000 Å is

clearly seen. As a result, the red end of the valid wavelength range is limited by the second order contamination.

In addition, the overlap of the first and the third order is also seen for ≳ 4200 Å, which constrains the valid range

up to ∼ 4000 Å after the removal of the second order contamination. The spatial separation between different orders

depends on the source positions on the detector, and using a narrow extraction aperture one can avoid contamination

of higher orders to larger wavelength. Hence, the second order contamination not only depends on the observation

set-up, but also on the extraction configuration, which means there are strict requirements to be satisfied to remove

the second order contamination (summarized in Section 5).

The high-order overlapping is also seen in the HST WFC3 G280 grism data. Pirzkal et al. (2017) determined the

trace and the wavelength calibration of the first order spectrum at the center of the detector. In 2020, with about

600 observations, a comprehensive determination of traces, wavelength calibration, sensitivity calibration for different

orders across the entire field of view of the detector was carried out1. Hence, with the first order data free of the high

order contamination, the contribution of high orders to the photon count in the extraction aperture can be estimated

and removed properly. In principle, the method proposed in this article is a simplified version of the one applied to

HST WFC3 G280 grism data: we focus on a region near the default position of the UVOT detector and remove the

contribution of the second order from the total count, which is extracted with the optimal/standard aperture defined

in Kuin et al. (2015).

2.1. Definitions of parameters

1 https://www.stsci.edu/files/live/sites/www/files/home/hst/instrumentation/wfc3/documentation/instrument-science-reports-isrs/
documents/2020/WFC3-ISR-2020-09.pdf

https://www.stsci.edu/files/live/sites/www/files/home/hst/instrumentation/wfc3/documentation/instrument-science-reports-isrs/_documents/2020/WFC3-ISR-2020-09.pdf
https://www.stsci.edu/files/live/sites/www/files/home/hst/instrumentation/wfc3/documentation/instrument-science-reports-isrs/_documents/2020/WFC3-ISR-2020-09.pdf
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We use the same parameter set to describe grism spectra as in Kuin et al. (2015). The following parameters are the

most important in this work:

• The anchor position of the n-th order spectrum ANKn. For the UV grism, ANKn is equal to the detector

coordinate in pixels where 2600 Å is located.

• The pixel number PN. Adding a constant number to the column ID of the 2d spectrum, so that the shifted

column ID of the first order anchor position in the 2d spectrum equals 0. The shifted column ID is denoted as

PN.

• The function converting the PN to the n-th order wavelength λn(PN), and the inverse function PNn(λ).

• The width of wavelength per pixel of the n-th order spectrum at PN, ∆λn(PN).

• The effective area of the n-th order at PN, EAn(PN), when using a specified extraction aperture, e.g., the

extraction aperture in Figure 1. For example, the second order effective area is ∼ 0 cm2 at PN ≲ 100, since only

a very small fraction of the trace of the second order spectrum overlaps with the extraction aperture.

• The corrected count rate of the n-th order at PN, CRn(PN)

The conversion between the flux density and the count rate is:

fλ,n(PN) ≡ fλ(λn(PN)) =
hc CRn(PN)

λn(PN) EAn(PN) ∆λn(PN)
. (1)

It is convenient to define the factor converting the count rate to the flux density

CFn(PN) = hc/λn(PN)/EAn(PN)/∆λn(PN), (2)

and rewrite Equation 1 as

fλ,n(PN) = CFn(PN) CRn(PN). (3)

Though Equation 3 is expressed in PN, it is easy to convert PN to wavelength with the function λn(PN), and using

PN instead of the wavelength as the independent variable makes the formula concise and easy to understand.

2.2. Subtracting the second order

The total corrected count rate at PN is the composition of spectra with different orders:

CR(PN) =

∞∑
n

CRn(PN) =

∞∑
n

fλ,n(PN)/CFn(PN). (4)

For the 2d spectrum in Figure 1, the second order wavelength at PN1(5000 Å) is ∼ 2600 Å, and for wavelength range

λ < 2600 Å, the first order spectrum is clean. Hence, it is possible to remove the second order contamination with the

first order spectrum free of the contamination. There is no wavelength calibration for the third order, so the wavelength

range of the third order for 450 ≲ PN < PN1(5000 Å) is unknown. However, it is certain that λ3(PN1(5000 Å)) is less

than 2600 Å.

Neglecting the third order and higher order spectra, the corrected count rate of the cleaned first order spectrum at

PN can be written as:
fλ,2(PN) = fλ(λ2@PN)

= fλ,1(PN1@λ2@PN)

= CF1(PN1@λ2@PN)× CR1(PN1@λ2@PN),

CR1(PN) = CR(PN)− fλ,2(PN)

CF2(PN)
, 0 < PN < 650.

(5)

To improve the readability, parentheses are replaced by the symbol @, i.e., f@g@x = f(g(x)). The pattern

PN1@λ2@PN means the pixel number where the first order wavelength equals the second order wavelength at PN.

For example, it can be read from Figure 1 that PN1@λ2@200 ≈ −300. Equation 5 shows the intensity of the second

order spectrum at PN can be estimated with the factor converting the count rate to the flux density and the corrected

count rate of the first order spectrum.
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2.3. Calculation of the factor converting count rate to the flux density

Equation 2 shows that at PN, the factor converting the count rate to the flux density depends on the central

wavelength, the width of wavelength and the effective area. Reliable wavelength and effective area calibrations almost

across the entire detector can be found in the built-in calibration database directory of uvotpy package. As mentioned

above, the effective area depends on the extraction aperture and the source position. Hence, it is necessary to specify

an extraction aperture, and the default/optimal extraction aperture in the uvotpy package, described in Kuin et al.

(2015), is a good choice. The applicable region is discussed in Section 3.

The function converting PN to wavelength of the n-th order spectrum λn is expressed in terms of polynomials,

and DISP* keywords in the header of the extracted spectrum represent coefficients of polynomials. With λn, it is

convenient to derive ∆λn(PN) = λn(PN + 0.5) − λn(PN − 0.5) for integer PN. For the effective area, the data in the

uvotpy calibration database is sampled sparsely in the wavelength space, hence a cubic spline interpolation method is

applied to derive the value at the specified wavelength.

3. CALIBRATION OF THE CLEAN EXTRACTION

3.1. The second order effective area

We found that the second order effective area in the uvotpy package is systematically larger than the true value2

when using the default/optimal extraction aperture, since the flux density of the second order is always overestimated.

The method described here to correct the first order extraction for the second order will be called “Clean Extraction”.

Hence, four white dwarfs are selected from Kuin et al. (2015) to calibrate the second order effective area when using

the default/optimal extraction aperture. The search radius is set 4 ′, so that anchor positions will be not too far away

from the default position, and a total of 46 observations are used to calibrate the second order effective area (Please

refer to Table 1 for details).

The reference spectra are taken from the CALSPEC (Bohlin et al. 2014, 2020; Bohlin & Lockwood 2022; Bohlin

et al. 2022) and the method to derive the second order effective area is same as in Kuin et al. (2015):

1) Calculate the reference count rate of the first order with the reference spectrum.

2) Subtract the reference count rate from the observed count rate to get the residual count rate.

3) The residual count rate originates from the second order spectrum when the contribution of high orders is

negligible, and the second order effective area can be calculated with Equation 1.

The calibrated second order effective area is shown in Figure 2, and the 1-σ uncertainty for each wavelength bin is

estimated from about 40 second order effective areas (observations contaminated with field stars at the given wavelength

bin are excluded) calculated with individual observations, i.e., the 68.3% confidence interval centered on the median.

The cleaned first order spectra of the 4 white dwarfs selected to calibrate the second order effective area are shown in

Figure 3. The Clean Extraction successfully removes the second order contamination for 3000 Å ≲ λ ≲ 4000 Å.

The anchor position influences the second order effective area, so it is necessary to define a region where the second
order effective area is valid. The mean anchor position of the sources used for the calibration is (988.4, 1080.2), and the

maximal distance of the sources from the mean anchor position is about 150 pixels. The anchor positions of spectra

used to calibrate the second order effective area are shown in Figure 4. Hence, the second order effective area is valid

in the circle region centered at (988.4, 1080.2) with a radius of ∼ 150 pixels.

3.2. The systematic uncertainty

The total wavelength (from 1700 to 5000 Å) is split into 33 bins with a width of 100 Å for two reasons: 1) the sample

grid of the wavelength (depending on the anchor position) is different for each observation; 2) to get reliable statistics.

Hence, the systematic uncertainty for each bin can be estimated with about 40 individual observations. The deviation

between cleaned first order and reference spectra are shown in Figure 5. For λ < 2800 Å, the median deviation and the

median 1-σ uncertainty (i.e., the 68.3% quantile of the absolute deviations for each bin) are about 0.8% and 3.7%,

respectively. For 2800 Å < λ < 4000 Å, the values are about 1.3% and 11.2%. For λ > 4000 Å, the deviation keeps

going up and the 1-σ uncertainty is quite large ≳ 30% due to the third order contamination. Hence, we conclude for

the wavelength range of 2800 Å < λ < 4000 Å, the systematic uncertainty of the Clean Extraction is about 11.2%.

2 The second order was biased to a larger value with the thought this would ensure a good error estimate of its contribution.
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4. DEMONSTRATION

During this discussion we simply adopt a power-law function to approximate the spectrum from 1700 Å to 5000 Å:

fν ∝ ν−β , (6)

where β is the spectral index. Though the 4 white dwarfs are blue (all spectral indices are ∼ −1.5), the third order

contamination is negligible for λ ≲ 4500 Å, because only a very small fraction of the third order trace overlaps with

the extraction aperture.

The RAPTOR (RAPid Telescopes for Optical Response) full sky monitoring telescopes (Wren et al. 2010) captured

the burst of GRB 130427A in the optical band and rapidly performed multi-band follow-up observations of GRB

130427A (Vestrand et al. 2014). The Swift/UVOT observed the field of GRB 130427A from ∼ 303 s to ∼ 353 s after

the BAT trigger with the UV grism in the nominal mode (Maselli et al. 2014). Hence, GRB 130427A is a good target to

test the Clean Extraction. Figure 6 shows the comparison of the cleaned first order spectrum and the broad band SED

simultaneously obtained by the RAPTOR-T. The cleaned UVOT spectrum of GRB 130427A is correlated with the

transmission curve of the SDSS g′ band from 3630 Å to 5830 Å. The spectral g′-band photometry is 11.94± 0.22 mag

(AB), and the uncertainty should be at least 20% (i.e., the 1-σ uncertainty of the Clean Extraction for λ > 4000 Å).

Because 1) we do not know the exact difference between SDSS g′ and RAPTOR g′, and 2) the correlated range is

beyond the valid range of the UV grism spectrum, where the flux calibration could be inaccurate. From ∼ 301 s to

∼ 354 s after the BAT trigger, the RAPTOR-T g′-band photometry changes from ∼ 11.93 mag (AB) to ∼ 12.14 mag

(AB), thus the RAPTOR-T g′-band photometry during the exposure of the UVOT spectrum is about 12.03±0.10 mag

(AB), which is consistent with the spectral g′-band photometry of 11.94± 0.22 mag (AB). While the spectral g′-band

photometry derived with the uncleaned spectrum is about 11.48 mag (AB). Hence, we conclude that our method

successfully removed the second order contamination. In addition, the third order contamination is actually negligible

for β ∼ 0.8. Please note the anchor position of GRB 130427A is about 220 pixels away from the mean anchor position

of the calibrated second order effective area, but the broad band SED shows that the Clean Extraction works well

for GRB 130427A. If there is no reference spectrum or simultaneous photometry to check the validity of the cleaned

spectrum, please be cautious of the cleaned spectrum with anchor positions falling outside the applicable region.

Swift/UVOT observed 3C 273 on Dec 13, 2005, however the reference spectrum was taken on Jan 31, 1999 (PI: John

Hutchings, Proposal ID: 7568) with the space telescope imaging spectrograph on board the Hubble space telescope3.

Table 2 lists UVOT grism observations used in the paper. Though the luminosity of 3C 273 varies in a wide range,

but the variability of its UV/optical spectral shape is less than ∼ 10% (3000 Å < λ < 5000 Å, Soldi et al. 2008),

which is less than the systematic uncertainty of the Clean Extraction. Hence, 3C 273 is also a proper target to test

the Clean Extraction. Figure 7 shows the comparison of the cleaned spectrum and the reference spectrum of 3C 273.

The variability of 3C 273 in the UV/optical brightness is about a few tens percent within years (Soldi et al. 2008).

Hence to account for the change in the brightness, the reference spectrum is multiplied by a factor of 1.6. The spectral

index β is ∼ 0.5, and the third order contamination is not important for λ < 5000 Å.

4.1. The degree of the order 2 contamination

The ratio of the second order count rate to the first order count rate, i.e., CR2/CR1 is a good indicator to quantify

the degree of the second order contamination. Figure 8 shows how the logarithm of CR2/CR1 to base 10 evolves

with the wavelength and the spectral index β. For 3600 Å < λ < 4000 Å, when β ∼ 2 (i.e., fλ ∼ const), the second

order count rate is about 10% of the first order count rate, and when β ∼ −3 (i.e., the approximation of the thermal

emission at long wavelength), the second order count rate dominates.

The degree of the second order contamination is listed in this Table 3, and colors of Swift/UVOT filters with different

spectral indices are listed for the quick reference. For some grism observations, Swift/UVOT takes images before and

after the spectroscopic exposures, which are called acquisition images. If the acquisition images are taken in different

bands, one can derive the color of the target and find out the degree of the second order contamination for a power-law

like SED in Table 3. Though the table is derived with the power-law SED, the color U-W2 or U-M2 works almost

for arbitrary SEDs: the second order contamination occurs in the U-band wavelength: ∼ 3000 Å to ∼ 4000 Å, and

the contamination originates in W2 (∼ 1700 Å to ∼ 2200 Å) and M2 (∼ 2000 Å to ∼ 2500 Å) bands. Hence, the color

U-W2 or U-M2 is the most direct indicator to trace the degree of the second order contamination.

3 The HST data used in this paper can be found in MAST: 10.17909/qd2p-1p70

http://dx.doi.org/10.17909/qd2p-1p70
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For afterglows of gamma-ray bursts (GRBs), the intrinsic spectral shape can be described by the power-law function,

and the typical value of the spectral index ranges from ∼ 0.6 to ∼ 1.1. For the prompt emission, the spectrum could

be harder, hence in GRB/afterglow spectra, the second order contamination can not be ignored unless there is very

strong UV/optical absorption, which presents further analysis of the spectrum with λ ≳ 3000 Å. However, the cleaned

spectra of GRB 130427A and 3C273 shows that the third order contamination is negligible for typical spectral indices

of GRBs.

5. CONCLUSION

Based on the output and calibration files of uvotpy package, we proposed a method to remove the second order

contamination from the Swift/UVOT UV nominal spectra. 4 white dwarfs are selected to calibrate the second order

effective area and we found that the derived value is systematically smaller than the value in the uvotpy package by

about 2 cm2. The typical 1-σ systematic uncertainty of the cleaned spectrum in the contaminated region (2800 Å <

λ < 4000 Å) is ∼ 11.2%. The red end of the cleaned spectrum is limited by the third order contamination. For blue

sources, e.g., β ∼ −1.5, the third order contamination becomes important at ∼ 4500 Å, while for sources with β ≳ 0.5,

the third order contamination is negligible up to 5000 Å.

Currently, the Clean Extraction method is only valid for point sources, because the second order effective area

defined in this article (please refer to the point 6 below) will be influenced by shapes of extended sources. To extract

a cleaned UV nominal spectrum, make sure the anchor position of the source is located in the applicable region, i.e.,

a circle region centered at (988.4, 1080.2) in detector pixels with a radius of 150 pixels, and the extraction aperture

should be the default/optimal aperture defined by the uvotpy package. The reasons are summarized as follows:

1) This method uses the optimal/standard aperture (i.e., the trace of the 1st order spectrum) to extract the

spectrum.

2) As defined in Kuin et al. (2015), the optimal/standard aperture considers effects of the curvature of the first

order at different anchor positions and the spatial point spread function (SPSF, the spread profile in the spatial

direction at a specific wavelength) of the first order at different wavelengths.

3) The half width of the optimal/standard aperture is 2.5σ, where σ is the standard deviation of the best fitted

Gaussian function for the SPSF. Hence, when using the optimal/standard aperture to extract the spectrum, the

first order effective area is always reliable.

4) The spatial and dispersive offset between the second order and the first order depend on the anchor position4.

5) When using the optimal/standard aperture to extract the spectrum, the ratio of the second order count falls in

the optimal/standard aperture to the total second order rate (designated as R2) is different even at the same

second order wavelength, because R2 is affected by a combination of the curvature and dispersion of the first

and the second orders.

6) The most accurate definition of the second order effective area in the Clean Extraction is the effective area that

can be used to calculate the factor converting the second order rate within the optimal/standard aperture to the

physical flux density, when using the optimal/standard aperture to extract the spectrum.

7) Hence, it is necessary to define a specific region where the second order effective area does not deviate much

from the one calibrated in the article, so that the Clean Extraction is applicable.

The work flow of the Clean Extraction is as follows:

1) Retrieve the keywords from the log in the header of the PHA file generated by the uvotpy package.

2) From the keywords, get the coefficients that convert pixel numbers to the wavelength for the first and the second

order.

3) From the keywords, get the associated effective area files and calculate the factor converting the count rate to

flux density for the first and the second order.

4 Please refer to https://mssl.ucl.ac.uk/∼npmk/Grism/order layout.html for more details

https://mssl.ucl.ac.uk/~npmk/Grism/order_layout.html


7

4) Resample the first spectrum to the wavelength range of the second order and estimate the count rate of the

second order.

5) Subtract the estimated count rate of the second order from the observed count rate, then multiply the residual

count rate with the factor converting the count rate to flux density of the first order to get the cleaned spectrum.

The living source code is available on GitHub5, and the deposited version is available on Zenodo (Zhou 2025).

5 https://github.com/HaoZhou0810/cluvotpy

https://github.com/HaoZhou0810/cluvotpy
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Figure 1. The 2d UV nominal spectrum of AG+81 266. The red region represents the trace of the optimal/default extraction
aperture spanning from 1700 Å to 5000 Å. Upper and lower background regions are shown by dashed red lines above and below
the central spectrum, respectively. From pixel number ∼ 50 (i.e, ∼ 2800 Å), the second order spectrum becomes visible, and
begins to overlap with the extraction aperture. Because AG+81 266 is bright and blue enough, the third order spectrum is
also visible starting from pixel number ∼ 450. Both the second and the third order wavelength at the PN where the first order
wavelength is 5000 Å (i.e., in this figure, the PN ∼ 660), are less than 2600 Å. Hence, the contamination can be removed with
the first order spectrum free of the contamination (λ < 2600 Å).

1600 1800 2000 2200 2400 2600 2800
Wavelength [Å]

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

Ef
fe

ct
iv

e 
ar

ea
 [c

m
2 ]

(1080, 1000)
(988, 1080)

Figure 2. The effective area of the second order spectrum when using the default/optimal extraction aperture. The thin blue
line represents the built-in effective area in the uvotpy package with the first order anchor position of (1080, 1000) in detector
pixels, and the thick orange line is derived with spectra listed in Table 1 with the mean anchor position of (988.4, 1080.2). Both
shaded region represent the 1-σ uncertainty.
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Figure 3. Cleaned first order spectra of the 4 white dwarfs used to calibrate the second order effective area. The black lines
represent clean first order spectrum, and the gray dashed lines represent the raw first order spectrum extracted with uvotpy.
Reference spectra are shown with red dot-dashed lines. The bin width is 25 Å. For GD 153, the spectrum suffers from the strong
coincidence loss from ∼ 3000 Å to ∼ 4000 Å, hence the intensity of the clean spectrum is a bit lower than the reference value.
For WD1657+343, the signal-to-noise ratio is too low for λ ≳ 3800 Å, and the uncertainty is quite large, which is not plotted.
Generally, the second order contamination is removed from the raw spectra, and the third order contamination for λ ≲ 4500 Å
is negligible even for β ∼ −1.5.
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Figure 4. First order anchor positions of spectra listed in Table 1. Different markers represent different targets, excepting the
black cross, which represents the mean first anchor position of the all spectra used to calibrate the second order effective area.
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Figure 5. The deviation of cleaned first order spectra from reference spectra and the statistical 1-σ uncertainty. The bin width
of the wavelength is 100 Å, and the deviation is defined as the quotient of the residuals between cleaned spectra and reference
spectra divided by reference spectra. For λ <2800 Å, the spectrum is free of the contamination. The median absolute deviation
and the uncertainty are ∼0.8% and ∼3.7%, respectively. For 2800 Å< λ <4000 Å, the spectrum only suffers from the second
order contamination and the median values are ∼1.3% and ∼11.2%, respectively. For λ >4000 Å, except the second order
contamination, the spectrum also suffers from the third order contamination, hence the deviation roughly keeps becoming larger
(especially for ≳ 4500 Å).

Facilities: Swift(UVOT), HST(STIS)

Software: astropy (Astropy Collaboration et al. 2013, 2018, 2022), uvotpy (Kuin 2014), HEASoft (Nasa High Energy

Astrophysics Science Archive Research Center (Heasarc) 2014)
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Table 1. Observations used to calibrate the second order effective area for the UV nominal mode. The column “OBS ID” is
the unique observation id in the Swift archive and the column “EXT” represents the extension id of the grism image file. The
column “DATE” is the start time of the observation.

Source name Spectral type OBS ID EXT DATE EXP ANK1

(UTC) (s) (pixel)

WD0320-539 DA1.5c 00054250001 1 2005-03-13T21:16:23 154.40 (973.86, 1091.47)

00054250001 2 2005-03-13T21:32:17 104.71 (986.48, 1086.34)

00054250001 3 2005-03-14T06:57:24 865.65 (982.79, 1084.32)

00054250001 4 2005-03-14T18:21:44 491.22 (991.66, 1035.88)

00054250001 5 2005-03-14T23:02:23 807.15 (1010.23, 1064.69)

00054250004 1 2005-03-31T00:41:23 590.83 (1031.89, 1061.18)

00054250004 2 2005-03-31T02:18:23 612.10 (1033.01, 1065.00)

00054250008 1 2005-05-12T18:18:46 607.63 (979.02, 1048.32)

00054250008 2 2005-05-12T19:55:46 548.60 (974.14, 1052.28)

00054250009 1 2005-05-12T21:32:47 548.19 (978.88, 1049.64)

00054250009 2 2005-05-12T23:08:47 539.52 (984.33, 1047.61)

00054250019 1 2005-10-23T16:45:24 1217.72 (1028.79, 1097.16)

00054250019 2 2005-10-23T18:22:24 1218.11 (1012.95, 1121.34)

00054250019 3 2005-10-23T20:02:24 981.95 (1013.43, 1098.91)

WD1057+719 DA1.2c 00055200001 1 2005-03-14T20:07:24 1456.34 (991.96, 1116.23)

00055200001 2 2005-03-14T23:20:24 1042.88 (990.50, 1081.14)

00055200005 1 2005-03-13T23:12:52 1605.47 (995.67, 1121.66)

00055200010 1 2005-03-30T00:56:23 978.54 (974.50, 1038.82)

00055200010 2 2005-03-30T02:32:23 689.04 (975.83, 1045.86)

00055200016 1 2006-03-12T19:35:12 1701.00 (991.96, 1084.33)

00055200016 2 2006-03-12T21:11:37 1734.85 (989.36, 1083.80)

00055200020 1 2010-07-25T00:23:51 862.12 (954.68, 1099.51)

00055200032 1 2015-06-24T07:47:01 912.14 (989.57, 1117.05)

00055200032 2 2015-06-24T09:20:15 1059.79 (985.86, 1112.88)

00055200032 3 2015-06-24T14:07:15 1059.77 (994.70, 1120.24)

00055200032 4 2015-06-24T15:46:15 1059.79 (987.91, 1118.76)

GD153 DA1.2c 00055500010 1 2005-04-12T01:35:44 195.96 (1058.90, 964.55)

00055500016 1 2005-11-09T01:39:24 1033.92 (1029.93, 1089.00)

00055500016 2 2005-11-09T03:16:23 1057.98 (1033.65, 1084.45)

WD1657+343 DA.9c 00055900053 1 2008-05-11T11:43:37 495.83 (868.35, 1016.94)

00055900053 2 2008-05-11T13:20:37 466.29 (858.37, 1009.38)

00055900053 3 2008-05-11T14:56:37 495.82 (859.58, 1004.29)

00055900054 1 2008-05-13T05:06:55 612.95 (1006.11, 1130.32)

00055900056 1 2008-05-22T12:29:22 289.14 (974.54, 1085.23)

00055900056 2 2008-05-22T14:06:23 289.14 (975.34, 1080.99)

00055900057 2 2008-07-23T07:18:49 624.76 (1048.49, 1091.63)

00055900057 5 2008-07-23T08:55:49 624.76 (965.41, 1163.10)

00055900057 8 2008-07-23T10:31:48 624.76 (974.27, 1172.05)

00055900057 11 2008-07-23T12:08:48 624.76 (928.68, 1180.06)

00055900069 1 2012-06-14T18:42:58 315.87 (1019.89, 1062.53)

00055900069 2 2012-06-14T19:01:14 516.16 (1004.10, 1072.27)

00055900069 3 2012-06-14T22:03:07 969.23 (990.08, 1049.40)

00055900071 1 2012-07-31T08:40:21 1115.88 (980.43, 1077.03)

00055900071 2 2012-07-31T10:09:56 1460.37 (1045.10, 1076.77)

00055900071 3 2012-07-31T11:45:55 1461.35 (1020.66, 1051.03)

00055900071 4 2012-07-31T13:20:56 869.82 (1022.32, 1082.47)
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Table 2. UVOT UV grism observations of 3C273. The observation ID is 00035017006. Definitions of columns are same as
those in Table 1.

EXT DATE EXP ANK1

(UTC) (s) (pixel)

1 2005-12-13T00:24:23 1077.40 (1047.14, 1060.55)

2 2005-12-13T02:06:24 730.45 (979.85, 1112.11)

3 2005-12-13T03:42:23 729.66 (982.48, 1106.82)

4 2005-12-13T05:18:24 773.89 (998.42, 1094.04)

5 2005-12-13T06:55:24 730.95 (984.12, 1111.15)

6 2005-12-13T16:37:23 1057.95 (987.18, 1111.50)

7 2005-12-13T18:13:24 1191.67 (994.64, 1105.37)

Table 3. The degree of the second order contamination for power-law SEDs. For left to right, the first column is the spectral
index and the next 4 columns are ratios of the second order count rate to the first order count rate in different wave bands. The
left 6 columns are colors of Swift/UVOT filters in the AB system for the quick reference.

β CR2/CR1 V-B B-U U-W1 W1-M2 M2-W2 W2-WH

(3000-3200 Å) (3200-3400 Å) (3400-3600 Å) (3600-4000 Å) (AB) (AB) (AB) (AB) (AB) (AB)

-5.0 0.56 2.06 5.36 7.72 1.25 1.23 1.82 0.58 0.69 -1.00

-4.5 0.41 1.53 3.94 5.65 1.12 1.11 1.62 0.54 0.62 -0.96

-4.0 0.31 1.13 2.90 4.13 1.00 0.99 1.42 0.50 0.54 -0.91

-3.5 0.23 0.83 2.14 3.02 0.87 0.86 1.23 0.45 0.47 -0.86

-3.0 0.17 0.62 1.57 2.21 0.74 0.74 1.04 0.40 0.40 -0.79

-2.5 0.13 0.46 1.16 1.62 0.62 0.62 0.85 0.34 0.33 -0.71

-2.0 0.09 0.34 0.85 1.18 0.49 0.49 0.67 0.28 0.26 -0.61

-1.5 0.07 0.25 0.63 0.86 0.37 0.37 0.50 0.21 0.19 -0.50

-1.0 0.05 0.18 0.46 0.63 0.24 0.25 0.33 0.15 0.12 -0.36

-0.5 0.04 0.14 0.34 0.46 0.12 0.12 0.16 0.08 0.06 -0.19

0.0 0.03 0.10 0.25 0.34 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.5 0.02 0.07 0.18 0.25 -0.12 -0.12 -0.16 -0.08 -0.06 0.22

1.0 0.02 0.06 0.14 0.18 -0.24 -0.25 -0.31 -0.16 -0.11 0.47

1.5 0.01 0.04 0.10 0.13 -0.36 -0.37 -0.46 -0.25 -0.17 0.76

2.0 0.01 0.03 0.07 0.10 -0.48 -0.49 -0.61 -0.34 -0.22 1.07

2.5 0.01 0.02 0.05 0.07 -0.60 -0.61 -0.75 -0.43 -0.26 1.40

3.0 0.00 0.02 0.04 0.05 -0.72 -0.73 -0.88 -0.53 -0.30 1.77

3.5 0.00 0.01 0.03 0.04 -0.83 -0.86 -1.02 -0.63 -0.34 2.15

4.0 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 -0.95 -0.98 -1.14 -0.73 -0.37 2.55

4.5 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.02 -1.07 -1.10 -1.26 -0.85 -0.40 2.97

5.0 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 -1.18 -1.22 -1.38 -0.96 -0.42 3.40

Zhou, H., Jin, Z.-P., Covino, S., Fan, Y.-Z., & Wei, D.-M.

2023, ApJS, 268, 65, doi: 10.3847/1538-4365/acf20a
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