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ABSTRACT

We describe the procedure used to flux calibrate the thrad-f@bmillimetre photometer in
the Spectral and Photometric Imaging REceiver (SPIREjunstnt on theHerschel Space
Observatory. This includes the equations describing thieration scheme, a justification for
using Neptune as the primary calibration source, a degmnigif the observations and data
processing procedures used to derive flux calibration petens (for converting from voltage
to flux density) for every bolometer in each array, an analgéithe error budget in the flux
calibration for the individual bolometers, and tests of fila& calibration on observations of
primary and secondary calibrators. The procedure for dyithe flux calibration parame-
ters is divided into two parts. In the first part, we use obasgowns of astronomical sources in
conjunction with the operation of the photometer interradibration source to derive the un-
scaled derivatives of the flux calibration curves. To sdadedalibration curves in Jy bearh
V~—!, we then use observations of Neptune in which the beam of lealometer is mapped
using Neptune observed in a very fine scan pattern. The tmtauimental uncertainties in
the flux calibration for most individual bolometers-s 0.5%, although a few bolometers
have uncertainties of 1 — 5% because of issues with the Neptune observations. Based on
application of the flux calibration parameters to Neptungepbations performed using typi-
cal scan map observing modes, we determined that measursefreen each array as a whole
have instrumental uncertainties of 1.5%. This is consialgiass than the absolute calibration
uncertainty associated with the model of Neptune, whiclstisrated at 4%.

Key words: instrumentation: photometers

1 INTRODUCTION ric and spectroscopic imaging sub-instruments that takarsege

of Herschel’s capabilities for submillimetre observations. The pho-
tometer has three individual arrays of feedhorn-couplédrbeters
using Neutron Transmutation Doped (NTD) germanium thermis
tors (Turner et &al. 2001) cooled to approximately 0.3 K byraar-

nal helium-3 refrigerator. The arrays cover three broadipasds
centered at approximately 250, 350 and %00 and contain 139,
88, and 43 bolometers, respectively. The photometer isgsiiyn

The Spectral and Photometric Imaging REceiver (SPIRE;
Griffin et all|2010), is one of the three instruments onieeschel
Space Observatory (Pilbratt eflal. 2010). It has separaitoptet-

* Herschel is an ESA space observatory with science instrtsypeavided
by European-led Principal Investigator consortia and withortant partic-
ipation from NASA.
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used in a scan map mode that produces images in a single abserv in tabular form within the Herschel Interactive Procesdtmgiron-

tion ranging fromd x 4 arcmin to several square degrees. ment (HIPE; Ott 2010).

A flux calibration method appropriate for broadband sub- For NTD bolometers, the small-signal responsivity (vaoiat
millimetre photometric instruments is described in Griféhal. of output voltage with absorbed radiant power) depends etotial
(2013, submitted). This method involves the conversionimf | voltage across the bolometer in a manner which is approrimat
earised bolometer voltage signals to monochromatic flusities linear over a wide range of background loading and bath tem-
or sky surface brightness values using measurements ofbaacal perature conditions (Griffin 20‘:1% The relation between a small
tion standard and knowledge of the relevant instrumentents. change in the in-beam SRF-weighted flux dengif eqs, and the
The purpose of this paper is to describe the detailed impiéation corresponding change in the voltage across the bolom8tercan
of this flux calibration scheme in the case of the SPIRE phetem be expressed as
The resulting parameters describing the calibration aiave used 45
by the flux conversion module within the SPIRE photometea dat % = f(V) 2

processing pipeline Griffin et al. (2008); Dowell et al. (201 ) . ) ]
Sectior{2 gives an overview of the equations (including non- Where f(V') is allowed to depart from linearity. We find that the
linearity corrections) describing the conversion of theameed differential responsivity for the SPIRE bolometers can ledl vep-

bolometer output voltage to flux density. Secfidn 3 proviiésr- resented by
mation on the use of Neptune as the primary flux standardjdiRcl Koy
ing the calculation of the Neptune flux density. Descripsiofithe fV) =K1+ 35— ok ®3)

observations that were performed to derive the terms in the fl
calibration equations are given in Sectidn 4, and Secfibaisdb®
provide details on the analysis used to derive the calidmaiaram-
eters for every bolometer in the SPIRE photometer arraysaraee
calibration terms are derived for the two standard biasageltset-
tings used for photometer observations: the nominal gsttinsed
for most observations) which are optimised for sourcesédaithan

as is demonstrated in Sectibn]5.2. In this equatign, K2, and

K35 are constants specific to each bolometer in each bias voltage
setting. K, has units of Jy V', K5 has units of Jy, and(s has
units of V. The conversion between a measured voltégeand

the corresponding SRF-weighted flux density is obtaineohftioe
integral of f (V') given by

200 Jy beam?, and the bright source settings, which are intended Vin

to be used for sources brighter than 200 Jy bean discussion SMeas = f(V)av, (4)

of problematic bolometers and how they were handled is given Vo

Sectior Y. Sources of uncertainty in the flux calibratiorvesrare whereV} is the operating point voltage (the signal that would be
discussed in Sectidd 8, while Sectioh 9 describes testseofi¢h measured when viewing dark sky) aWg, is the measured voltage.
rived flux calibration curves using observations of primang sec- The result of this integral is

ondary calibration sources. Section 10 provides a detailatary B Vi, — Ks

of the results from the assessment of the flux calibrationodgh- Smeas = K1 (Vi — Vo) + K21n (h) . (%)

out this paper, individual bolometers are referred to byrtBRIRE o ] o
array designations PSW, PMW, and PLW for Photometer (Short, The SPIRE callbratlo.n scheme is thgs bgsed on deriving the
Medium, and Long) Wavelength (with the wavelength correspo /< -Parameters that describV). For calibration off(V), the

ing to 250, 350, and 50@m, respectively) followed by row letter ~ Photometer internal calibration source (PCal:_Pisano.c2G05)
and column number (e.g., PSWE2). is used to provide a repeatable small change in power illatinig

the detector. The inverse of the corresponding detectqores,
AVp, for a given bolometer voltagé;, is directly proportional to
f(V). The relation can be written as

2 CONVERSION OF BOLOMETER VOLTAGE TO FLUX 1 AK>

DENSITY N Af(V) = AK + 57— (6)

The SPIRE detectors, being bolometers, respond not to the ab where A is a constant. The shape of the functiifi’) can thus
sorbed photon rate but to the amount of power that they absorb pe determined by observing changes in the signal from umifor
As noted by Griffin et al. (2013, submitted), the absorbedgyad®  pca| flashes while varying the effective bolometer opegatioint

proportional to the spectral response function (SRF) wteidjfiux voltageV’. This could be done by changing the temperature of the
density, which is the flux density weighted by the overall SR helium-3 bath, but for SPIRE, it is more straightforward &y
integrated across the passband. This is given by V by viewing regions with different in-beam flux densitiesidt
< fu Sw)F(w)n(v)dv important to note that in thi§ exercise that the flux o!ensdigsdnot
Meas = , Q) actually need to be known; the purpose of exposing the detect
[, Fm@)dv to a range of source brightnesses is merely to vary the dperat

where F(v) is the SRF andy(v) is the aperture efficiency. point voltage of the detectors over the range of interestsstoa

The SPIRE photometer SRFs, which were measured by Fouriercharacterisg(V).
transform spectroscopy, are shown in Figure 7 of Griffin et Having determined the shape 6fV’) from these PCal mea-
al. (2013, submitted) and in the SPIRE Observers Manual SUrements, the absolute value of the consthotin be found from

(Herschel Space Observaldry zdﬂ,)and they are also available observations of a source with a known SRF-weighted flux dgnsi

13 This document is available at http://herschel.esacra&muiki/pub
12 The SPIRE Observers’ Manual is available at  /Public/SpireCalibrationWeb/SPIRBetectorParameterSensitivity Issue
http://herschel.esac.esa.int/Docs/SPIRE/pdf/spirepds . _1.Nov_14.2007.pdf .
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Table 1. Values of K psop p

Array Ao Knronp
(1m)

PSW 250 1.0102

PMW 350 1.0095

PLW 500 1.0056

which then allows for determining the numerical values &f Kr
parameters. Following Equatifh 1, the SRF-weighted flwsitgn
for a calibration source with a spectrusia: (v) is given by

J, Sc()FW)n(v)dv)
fy F(v)n(v)dv ’

where Kp..m (V) is a correction factor for possible partial resolu-
tion of the calibrator by the telescope beam.

The equation relating the SRF-weighted flux density of the
calibration sourceSc, to the scaling termi can be written as

1 Yoy g
- v
Sc / AVp(V)

Vorr

whereVo v is the voltage measured when the bolometer is pointed
at the calibrator andlo rr is the voltage measured off-source.

After determining the<-parameters in this way, the measured
SRF-weighted flux density for an unknown source can be found
from the corresponding measured bolometer voltage. Csiorer
of the SRF-weighted flux density to a monochromatic flux den-
sity requires a choice of the frequengy at which the flux density
is to be calculated, knowledge of the instrument SRF, annagsu
tion concerning the source spectral shape, and the siipulttat
the source and calibrator have the same spatial charaicterie
ensure that the conversion from in-beam flux density to diesbr
detector power is the same for the source and calibratioerehs
tions. When adopting a point-like source as the calibra®is the
case for SPIRE, it is also appropriate to quote source flugitles
based on the assumption that the source is also point-like.

The convention adopted fd¥erschel is to quote monochro-
matic flux density values under the assumption thsv) is con-
stant (i.e. the spectral indexis -1). The conversion between the
SRF-weighted flux density and the monochromatic flux density
S (o) is given by Griffin et al. (2013, submitted) as

@)

S'C = KBeam(V) |:

A (8)

9)

where Karonp is computed forx = —1 and the chosen value of
Vo using

S(vo) = Knmonpr(, v0)Sheas,

|, F(wv)n(v)dv .
fy (V_l:))aF(V)n(V)dU

Values forK yronp and the wavelengthks, corresponding te, are
given in Tabld 1.

For SPIRE, the flux densities produced by the data pipeline
are quoted at frequencies corresponding to standard wagtbkeof
250, 350, and 50@m. The emission from most sources observed
by SPIRE is from dust, and the continuum spectrum is not well
described by a spectral index of -1. The derivation of theegec
sary colour correction functions to account for the differspec-
tral shapes is described by Griffin et al. (2013, submittedy
the functions for SPIRE are given in the SPIRE Observers’-Man
ual (Herschel Space Observaiory 2011). The accurate atdibr

Knaronp (o, v0) = (10)
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of extended and semi-extended emission also requires dedeta
knowledge of the beam profile and aperture efficiency, arslishi
also discussed by Griffin et al. (2013, submitted) and in tRERE
Observer's Manual.

3 PRIMARY CALIBRATION STANDARD (NEPTUNE)

The planet Neptune is used as the primary calibration sdard¢ke
SPIRE photometer. It has a well-understood submillimepecs
trum, it is almost completely point-like in the SPIRE beartise(
angular diameter of Neptunes 2 arcsec, while the 250, 350, and
500 um arrays have full-width at half-maxima (FWHM) of 18, 25,
and 36 arcsec, respectively), and it is sufficiently brighptovide
high S/N when observed but not so bright as to introduce apy si
nificant non-linear response from the detectors. We adopbdeim
of the disk-averaged brightness temperature spectrum pfuRe
based on the ESA-4 version of the planetary atmosphere rficstel
published by Moreno (19!@. The absolute photometric uncer-
tainty of this model ist4% (R. Moreno, private communication),
with the true brightness temperature being enclosed withise
bounds. The absolute uncertainty is mainly attributed ¢outhcer-
tainty in molecular absorption coefficients (1%) and the adopted
temperature structure{3%). The Neptune brightness temperature
spectrum in the SPIRE range is shown in Fiddre 1. The absaorpti
features are caused by CO, and the emission lines are caysed b
HCN.

To calculate the solid angle of Neptune for a given obsermati
we use an equatorial radius,, of 24,766 km and polar radius,
of 24,342 km, both of which are based on the analysis of Vayage
data by Lindall(1992). These are similar to the values usebéan
ground-based observations by Hildebrand et al. (1985or(at al.
(1986), and Griffin & Orton|(1993).

In calculating the planetary angular sizes and solid angles
correction is applied for the inclination of the planet'ssaat the
time of observation. The apparent polar radiys, is given by
Marth (1897) as

Tp—a = Teq [1 —é? cos2(¢>)} 3 . (11)

In this equationg is the latitude of the sulferschel point, ande
is the planet’s eccentricity, which can be calculated using
1

2 273
Teq —Tp
6: 7‘2 .

Tp

(12)

The observed planetary disc is taken to have a geometric raean
dius,r4m, given by
13)

1
Tgm = [TeqTp—a] 2 -

TheHerschel-planet distance, is obtained from the NASA JPL
Horizons ephemeris system (Giorgini etlal. l‘ﬁ(ihnd the ob-
served angular radius and solid angle are calculated aogtyd
The Neptune flux density spectruric(v) at the Herschel tele-
scope aperture is computed from the solid angle and the disk-
averaged brightness temperature spectrum. Over a periodeof
year, the brightness of Neptune exhibit§% variations due to the
seasonally varyindferschel-Neptune distance. However, because

14 The ESA-4 models for Uranus and Neptune are available at
ftp://ftp.sciops.esa.int/pub/hsc-calibration/Plamgkodels/ESA4/ .
15 The ephemeris can be accessed at http:/ssd.jpl.naszhgozons .
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Figure 1. The disk-averaged model brightness temperature of Neptsiagfunction of frequency and wavelength.

Neptune is only observable when it crosses through one ofisvo Further details on the observations and data analysis ae@ @i
ibility windows, Neptune varied by only=2% in brightness when Sectior[ .

it was observable b¥ferschel. Typical flux densities at the nominal

SPIRE wavelengths are 160, 100, and 60 Jy at 250, 350, and 500

pm, respectively. Figurl2 shows the model spectrum of Neptun Observations of the primary calibration source Neptune by
on Herschel operational day (OD) 168 along with the SRFs of the  each and every bolometer were needed to set the absoluéefacal
three SPIRE photometer bands. The slope of the Neptuniamibub  the calibration parameters. We observed the planet usipgcas

limetre continuum is somewhat less steep than that of a thlady “fine scan” map mode in which every bolometer was scanned over
because of the increase in brightness temperature witleaisiog the target with a finely-spaced grid. We then fitted two-disienal
frequency, with lower frequencies probing deeper and wapags Gaussian functions to the timeline data for each bolometeeter-

of the troposphere. The continuum spectral indicesg given by mine the peak voltage (the difference between the on-taniitge

S(l/) X IJQ, aVeraged across the bands) are 126, 139, and 1.45 fOrVON and the off_target VOItagyOFF) measured by each bolome-

the 250, 350, and 500m bands, respectively. ter when centered on Neptune. These peak voltages wereshdn u
along with the Neptune model flux densities to scale the fllix ca
bration curves. Details are given in Sectidn 6.

4 OVERVIEW OF DERIVATION OF CALIBRATION

TERM . .
S The measured flux density depends on the valugdhat is

Following the procedure outlined in Sect{an 2, the derbatf the used. ldeally,, which corresponds to the bolometer voltage when
flux calibration was broken into two steps. The first step weas t viewing blank sky, would be a constant over the life of the-mis
identify the shape off (V') as given by Equatioh]3. In these ob- sion. However most of the radiant power incident on the SPIRE

servations, the telescope stared at a series of regiongliffithent bolometers is from the warm telescope, and because thedpkes
surface brightness values (thus providing a range of imrbfbax temperature varies by several K depending on the seasorhand t
densities). With the stationary telescope position priogich fixed solar aspect angle, unique valuesl@fcannot be defined. For the
photometric background, and therefore a fixed operatingt poit- SPIRE pipeline we have adopted a nominal set of values based o
age, PCal flashes were applied to generate a small additiorah dark sky observations early in the mission and with a reptase
ulation of the detector signal. This gave both a measurepfehe tive telescope temperature. Thg values for the nominal mode

voltage () and of the change in voltage relative to a small change were derived for each bolometer from the median voltages mea
in signal @Sazeqs/dV). For the reason explained in Sectldn 2, it sured in dark sky observation 1342182454, which were pexédr
was important that the observations sample a series ofrregith during Operational Day (OD) 98 (19 Aug 2009), and theval-
widely varying surface brightnesses to provide a suffityewide ues for the bright source mode were derived from data takenglu
range of operating voltages. We used observations of baght observation 1342185829 on OD 153 (14 Oct 2009). SPIRE data
tended emission in Sgr A as well as several nearby backgroundtaken in other observations normally have slightly diffétemper-
regions to derive the unscaled calibration curves for thainal atures and therefore may have photometric offsets, so SBHRE
bias detector settings (which are used for almost all olagiens). alone cannot be used to make absolute estimates of the sky int
For the bright source mode, which is used for only a few saurce sity. These offsets are ultimately subtracted off in the malking
brighter than~ 200 Jy bean!, we used pointings near Sgr B2.  procedure.

© RAS, MNRAS000,[THI9
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Figure 2. The model spectrum of Neptune on OD 168 (29 Oct 2009)

in bldokgawith the SRFs of the three SPIRE photometer bands (from

ftp://ftp.sciops.esa.int/pub/hsc-calibration/SPIRBOT/Filters!), with the blue, green, and red curves cpoeding to the 250, 350, and 5Qfm bands,

respectively.

5 DEFINING THE SHAPE OF UNSCALED FLUX
CALIBRATION CURVE

5.1 Observing procedure

To determine the unscaled versions of fieparameters, we per-
formed a series of staring observations on fields with vargar-
face brightness levels as PCal flashes are applied. Duricty Ba
min observation, PCal was alternately turned on for 1.5 set a
off for 1.5 sec for a total of 20 cycles. For the nominal degect
settings, the targets for these pointings consisted ofcaafrioca-
tions centered on Sgr A and an additional strip of pointingsing
roughly perpendicular to the plane of the Galaxy as showrign F
ure[3. The locations were selected using estimates of theceegh
surface brightness in the SPIRE bands based on the Caltéch Su
millimeter Observatory 35@¢m data from Bally et &l. (2010). The
pointings around Sgr A provided data for the high signal efrtti®
calibration curve, while the strip to the northwest proddiata for
lower signals. The observations were planned taking intmwat
that, when the target was visible, thex 8 arcmin SPIRE arrays
were oriented so that the long (y) axis was approximatelynai
with right ascension and the short (z) axis aligned with idetion.
A key requirement of these observations was to point evetgcde
tor at least once at the region where the signatig% of the peak
surface brightness of Sgr A. This region is roughly5 x 2 ar-
cmin in size with its major axis aligned slightly counteockwise
of north-south. Based on simulating observations of thggore we
adopted a grid of observations consisting of 7 columns sphaye
36 arcsec(the distance in the z direction between two rowisen
PMW array) and 6 rows spaced by 42 arcsec. In the strip of point
ings to the north of Sgr A, we used 20 pointings spaced by 36 arc
sec. In the total set of observations, the surface brightfres the
background measured by each bolometer was predicted tdyary
a factor of~ 10 and to approximately equal or exceed the surface
brightness of Neptune at the high end of the range.

For the bright detector settings, the targets consistedyoida

© RAS, MNRAS000,[THI9

of locations centered on Sgr B2 as shown in Fidgdre 4. These lo-
cations were also selected using estimates of the expesttzats
brightness in the SPIRE wavebands based on CSO.35@lata
from|Bally et al. (2010). We took into account that, when S@r B
was visible, the array would be oriented so that the longamigd
be aligned with right ascension and the short axis would igaedl
with declination, just as was the case with Sgr A. As with the/S
observations, it was necessary to point every detectonat t;nce
at the0.6 x 1.4 arcmin region with a surface brightness that is at
least 75% the peak surface brightness of Sgr B2. We used a grid
of pointings identical to that used for Sgr A. During thessafva-
tions, the in-beam flux density was expected to vary by a faafto
35-40 for the typical bolometer in each array.

These observations of Sgr A and Sgr B2 were performed on
OD 153 (14 Oct 2009). In addition, we also used all other wesabl
calibration data taken between OD 116 (07 Sep 2009; the ftst d
when usable observations with PCal flashes had been pedorme
after the current bias voltage levels were set for the nohaind
bright source modes) and OD 424 (12 Jul 2010; the last date whe
observations with PCal flashes were performed). This ireduzb-
servations of dark sky and observations in which point-ti&kbra-
tion sources (Mars, Uranus, Neptune, 3 Juno, 4 Vesta, Algita B
Gamma Dra, and VY CMa) were observed for various calibration
tests. These data were used to constrain the low signal etie of
calibration curves.

5.2 Derivation of the unscaled flux calibration curve

Examples of the PCal flash data obtained in the nominal agthtori
source voltage modes are shown in Figliles 5and 6. In the mbmin
mode data, the PCal flash provides a change in voltage which is
large compared to the noise level but represents a smalgehan

V (approximately a 0.03 mV change to a 3.2 mV measurement). In
the bright source mode data, the magnitude of the PCal flagh ma
be equivalent to or smaller than the variations in the bamkaogl


ftp://ftp.sciops.esa.int/pub/hsc-calibration/SPIRE/PHOT/Filters/

6 G.J Bendo et al.

B
-28:50 > - h

0 0
' Dea
- '-‘
r
_ -29:00
o
o
o
AN
2
C
fe)
I
£
2
a -29:10
-" J
-29:20 ! ﬁ
-
l- =]
17:47:00 17:46:00 17:45:00

Right Ascension (J2000)

Figure 3. The SPIRE 25Q:m image of Sgr A from Herschel with green8 x 4 arcmin regions overlaid to show the locations where the §RifRays pointed
during the nominal voltage mode observations with PCal #asfihe image was created with data from parallel-mode segnabservations 1342204102

and 1342204103 that were processed using a modified verktbe standard parallel data processing pipeline and thectiliration parameters that were
derived in this paper. The displayed ared(sx 40 arcmin with north up and east to the left.

signal, as shown in the example. This occurred mainly in /e ¢ =~ the mean and standard deviation®¥” from each observation for

tre of Sgr B2, which is very bright compared to PCal but rek&lsi each bolometer after removing statistical outliers (dateenthan

compact. Pointing jitter, even though at a low level, resailh vari- 50 from the mean). The correspondifgvalues were obtained in

ations in the background signal that were large relativeGalP different ways for each voltage bias mode. For the nominadeno
The techniques used to measure the change in sigbiaht a data, we measured the mean and standard deviatibhusing all

. ; . of the data for each bolometer in each observation, as thtvely
background signal” for both the nominal and bright source volt- T . . .
L . . small variation in the signal induced by the PCal flash ultehere-
age modes were similar. The steps described here were épplie : . S
. . ; . sulted in a relatively low standard deviationlinh In the case of the
to the signal from each bolometer in each observation withlPC - S .
o . bright source mode data, we used the midpoint between the iste
flashes. We first fitted lines to each segment of the square.wave S
. ) . . the square wave as individukl measurements and then calculated
The gaps between the lines fitted to sequential steps in theeq
wave gives us individuaAV' measurements. We then calculated

© RAS, MNRAS000,[THI9
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Figure 4. The SPIRE 25Q:m image of Sgr B2 fronHerschel with green8 x 4 arcmin regions overlaid to show the locations where the §RifRays pointed
during the bright source mode observations with PCal flashes image was created with data from parallel-mode scanabsgrvations 1342184474 and
1342184475 that were processed using a modified versioe stémdard parallel data processing pipeline and the flibradbn parameters that were derived
in this paper. The displayed arez2id x 20 arcmin with north up and east to the left.

the mean and standard deviationloffor each bolometer in each
observation.

We then fitted Equationl 3 to tHé and AV data. In the nom-
inal voltage data, we excluded data with unusually high ttage
ties in AV (> 1072 mV), which may originate from instances
where the prior statistical filtering steps have not suceded re-
moving data containing glitches. Example plots, includegt fit-
ting functions, are shown in Figufé 7. The dotted lines shiosv t
average on-source and off-source voltage levels measorétep-
tune in the fine scan observations described in Sektion 6.

Table [2 gives the typical signal range in Jy bednover

© RAS, MNRAS000,1HT9

which the calibration applies (calculated after perforgnine scal-
ing steps in Sectidn 6 first). The ranges were calculatedarsteps.
First, we determined for each bolometer the minimum and maxi
mum signals measured during the observations with PCaleilash
Then for each array, we determined the median of the maxima an
the median of the minima. The flux calibration should be well-
constrained within these signal ranges, but measuremeigxie

of these ranges should be treated with caution. Note thatatige
extends below 0 Jy beam. This is because the background signal
in dark sky may sometimes drop below below 0 as a result of ther
mal drift in the telescope and instrument; minimum valuelswe
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Figure 5. An example of an observation with PCal flashes in the nomiolshge mode. These are data taken by bolometer PSWE2 irirsgstdnservation of
Sgr A* with ID 1342185872. The black squares show the indigidneasurements; the grey line joining the squares is wsad in the visualisation of how
the signal varied over time. Higher voltage values corraedpo the signal measured when PCal was off, while lower geltealues correspond to the signal
observed when PCal was on. The dashed red line shows the mktagevmeasured during the observatiof&2109 + 0.0004) x 103 V), and the solid
red lines show the functions fitted to the timeline segmettswPCal was on or off. ThAV for these data was measured-a&2.821 4 0.003) x 1075 V.
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Figure 6. An example of an observation with PCal flashes in the brighte®mode. These are data taken by bolometer PSWE?2 in agstdrgervation of
Sgr B2 with ID 1342185949. The black squares show the indalidneasurements; the grey line joining the squares is asad in the visualisation of how
the signal varied over time. Higher voltage values corraedpo the signal measured when PCal was off, while lower geltealues correspond to the signal
observed when PCal was on. The solid red lines show the amgcfitted to each segment of the square wave during the @leers. The mean voltage and
uncertainty measured during the observations, based anehsured voltages for each step in the signdl] i$515 4 0.0004) x 103 V). The mean and
uncertainty in theAV for these data were measured-aé3.18 4 0.04) x 1076 V.
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Figure 7. PCal flash data for PSWEZ2. Data are shown for both bias modes.
Lower voltages correspond to viewing brighter regions of Ske solid

line shows the function described by Equafidn 3 that waslfiteethe data.
The dotted lines show the mean peak and background signaluneebfor
Neptune in the fine scan observations described in Sddtion 6.

Table 2. Representative signal ranges from zero point covered by fRGh
data (in Jy beam?)

Array Nominal Mode Bright Source Mode
Minimum  Maximum  Minimum  Maximum
Values Values Values Values
PSW -20 400 -30 2710
PMW -20 360 -30 2200
PLW -40 270 -50 1650

0 arise from these variations in the telescope backgrouserd)
should attach no physical interpretation to backgroundaigbe-

9

6 SCALING THE FLUX CALIBRATION CURVE
6.1 Observing procedure

In the Neptune fine scan observations, each bolometer wasesta
over the planet in a series of parallel scan legs with — 3 arcsec
offsets from each other. Scans were performed in four diest
two scans were aligned with the y-axis in the instrument @lan
and two scans aligned with the z-axis in the instrument plahe
together, the centre of Neptune passed withirl arcsec of each
detector four times. The nominal voltage mode observat{ohs
servation numbers 1342186522-1342186525) were perfooned
OD 168 (29 Oct 2009), while the bright source mode obsematio
(observation numbers 1342187438, 1342187439, 134218&6a7
1342187508) were performed on OD 201-202 (01-02 Dec 2009).

6.2 Measuring the peak signal in the timeline data

To measure the peak signal from Neptune and the background
signal, we used a Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm to fit two-
dimensional elliptical Gaussian functions to the timelila¢a taken
during each fine scan observation by each bolometer. Thenadva
tage that timeline-based beam fitting has over map-based fiea
ting is that the timeline data contain the signal measurésnas
sampled at their precise pointed positions whereas the ataade
affected by smearing effects related to pixelisation. Tihétihg
factor in the positional accuracy of the timeline measumsés
the relative pointing uncertainty of the telescope, whihd2 arc-
sec in the data used for this analysis (Pilbratt &t al. 20b0¢on-
trast, when the timeline data are converted into maps, theabi
from an individual sample is assigned to a square pixel anea$

is the case with some mapmakers using drizzle methods,ghalsi
is divided over multiple pixels), so some spatial inforroatis lost.
Moreover, measurements passing across the edges of mdg pixe
are effectively shifted in position to the centres of the npap
els. Hence, mapmaking has the effect of smoothing the ddtiahw
suppresses the peak signal from unresolved sources. Ig tign
timeline data, we avoid these smoothing effects, thus aigior
more precise measurements of the peak signals.

We performed beam fitting on the data from each fine scan
observation for each individual bolometer. We first seléetiédata
from all bolometer samples that fell within a target radind hack-
ground annular area based on central locations selectedrirap
data. The position of the target aperture did not need to be-ac
rately defined, as tests with this method have demonstraizd t
the central position can be offset from the target positigrhalf
of the beam FWHM and still produce statistically similaruis.
After the data for the fit were selected, the central positibthe
source was treated as a free parameter in the fit. The tadjasra
was set to extend to the location of the minima between thk pea
and the first diffraction ring of the beam profile, thus encasging
the central part of the beam that most closely resembles adzau
function. The radii were 22, 30, and 42 arcsec for the 250, 850
500um arrays, respectively. The background annulus was set to be
350 to 400 arcsec in radius, which is large enough that sfgoal
the outer diffraction rings is not detectable within theaara the
nominal bias setting analysis, we used data from all scamntlesy
fell within the target and background apertures. In thehirspurce
mode, however, we found significant drift in the backgrouigdal,
which caused problems when attempting to fit the backgrolmd.

low 0 measured in SPIRE data, as SPIRE is only designed to mea-that case, we used all data points that fell within the taagetture,

sure signals relative to the background within fields andthet
absolute sky brightness.

© RAS, MNRAS000,[THI9

but we only selected data falling in the background aperfiama
scan legs that also passed through the target aperture.
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After selecting the data to be fit, we used the data in the back-
ground annulus to measure and subtract an initial backgrdive A B e B S
then fitted a two dimensional elliptical Gaussian functiothie data PSWE2 (nominal)
in both the target aperture and the background annulus. &lens
free parameters in this fit were the peak voltage (the diffezebe-
tween the on- and off-source voltages, which is a negatileeva
because an increase in signal corresponds to a decreadtageyp
the right ascension and declination of the peak positicanthjor
and minor axes of the beam, the position angle of the axeshand
background.

Example radial profiles of the data from within the targetrape
tures and fits to those data for the nominal and bright soumem
data are shown in Figuré€s$ 8 9. Although the beam is well fit-
ted by Gaussian functions in these examples, the data magtelev
from the fit at the~ 1% level near the peak of the beam. We also 300 v v v v b b
explored using alternate functions (e.g. Sifunctions, polynomial 5 10 15 20
functions) to determine the peak of the beam, but we fourtthiea Radius (arcsec)
peak signal varied by 1% when slight alterations were made to
the fitting method (such as changing the radius within whiatad
were selected and adjusting the exact shape of the fittedidahc
Given the simplicity of using Gaussian functions and thé lat
any advantages (in particular, the lack of any improvemeattcu- 3.55
racy) in using other functions to fit the data, we based thibreal
tion on fitting Gaussian functions.

For each bolometer in each bias voltage setting, we gegerall
obtained a set of four Neptune peak voltage measuremenits wit
corresponding background voltage measurements. We useahth
scaledK -parameters from the PCal flash analysis in Se€fioh 5.2 in
Equationb to determine the change in voltage between thie bac
ground and Neptune for each bolometer for each observakmn.
produce the scaling terms, we then divided the measured change
in signal by the Neptune model flux densities (with beam anrre Lm
tions applied to account for the finite angular size of Nepjgiven 3.40 il inialinisalaraalss
in Table[3 _and by theé< vonp values given in TablE]1. For each 0 5 10 15 20 25 30
bolometer in each voltage mode, the unscaigdand K, param-
eters are divided by the mean of tHeterms from the four obser-
vations, and the standard deviation in the feuterms is used to
calculate the uncertainties in tt¢, and K> parameters. Figufe 1.0
shows examples of the resulting scaled calibration cumara the 4.76
nominal and bright source modes. See Setioh 8.2 for thgsisal
on the fractional uncertainties related to the scaling erm 4.74 -

w
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Voltage (mV)
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Radius (arcsec)

- PLWB5 (nominal)

4.72

6.2.1 Truncated detector signals in Neptune fine scan data

In the nominal voltage bias data, 17 detectors in the PSVy amd 4.70

6 detectors in the PMW array measured signals from Neptuate th

were truncated in at least one of the observations. In th&EPI

on-board electronics, an individual voltage offset is &apto each

bolometer signal to ensure that its output voltage remaiitisirw 4.66

the range of the Analogue to Digital Converter (ADC). Theseff

are fixed at the start of each observation and depend on tloé exa 4.64

telescope background and sky brightness. Neptune is suifigi 0 10 20 30 40

bright that its large signal level drove a few bolometeragé levels Radius (arcsec)

outside the ADC range, leading to signal truncation. In thedysis

of these fine scan data, we needed to alter our analysis fee the

truncated bolometers. Figure 8. Examples of the signal measured from Neptune in the fine scan
We examined the effects of the signal truncation by experi- observation 1342186522, which used the nominal voltagesstting. The

menting with how the peak signal measured by the “good” belom red line shows the best fitt_ing funct?on to t_he data. Da@rig!lNith_in the

ters changed as we progressively removed data from theiniesel background annulus were included in the fit but are not iretduid this plot.

(with “good” bolometers defined as those where the Neptune-ti

lines are not truncated in any of the nominal-voltage fine sat&

servations and where the bolometers are not identified dsgone

Voltage (mV)

4.68
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Table 3. Neptune flux densities on dates of fine scan observations

11

Operation Observations \oltage SRF-weighted Flux Desssiti Beam Correction Factérs SRF-weighted Flux Densities
Day Bias Mode  without Beam Correction (Jy) with Beam Coiicet{Jy)
250pum  350pum  500pm  250pum  350um  500pm  250pm  350pm  500um
168 (29 Oct 2009) 1342186522 nominal 163.48 102.85 61.26 9409 0.99684 0.99853  162.53 102.52 61.17
1342186523
1342186524
1342186525
201 (01 Dec 2009) 1342187507 bright 157.45 99.06 59.00 @®94 0.99696 0.99859  156.57 98.75 58.92
1342187508
202 (02 Dec 2009) 1342187438 bright 157.28 98.95 58.94 @DP940.99696 0.99859  156.40 98.65 58.85
1342187439

@ The beam correction factors account for the finite angutae sf Neptune and are based on a Gaussian main beam coupliregebmission from planetary

disc (Ulich & Haas 1976).

atic as described in Sectibh 7). For each “good” bolometeaich
nominal voltage observation, we first fitted all of the dalteert ar-
tificially truncated the signal by removing data above a sat-f
tion R..tua1 Of the best fitting peak voltage value, and then we re-
peated the fit. The functions fitted to the data were elliptBaus-
sian function where the axes and position angle were fixetldo t
mean values measured for the individual bolometers in thghtr
source mode timeline défh We found that fixing the dimensions
of the beam in this analysis produced the results with theesbw
variance. We then calculated the mean and standard deviatio
the ratio of the best fitting peak voltage for the truncatetd dam-
pared to the value measured when all data were used. Theze rat
are the correction factors for the peak fits to bolometert shi

urate on Neptune. As the fitted peak value may change when the

data are removed from the peak, we also calculated the rfatie o
lowest voltage values (which correspond to the highestasigal-
ues) in the fitted data to the peak voltage derived from theofit t
those data (which we label @b,...s). Also note that the results of
this analysis apply specifically to the elliptical Gausdianctions

fit to the beams and may not necessarily be applicable wher oth
functions are fit to the data.

Table[4 lists the correction factors derived using the above
analyses. The peak voltage measurements from the trundatad
were divided by correction factors that were found by intéaipng
between the values listed in Table 4. TdHle 5 lists the nféan.
values measured in the fine scan observations for each bome

where the Neptune signal is truncated as well as the mean cor-

rection that is applied for each bolometer. Because offsiings
sometimes changed between fine scan observations, notthk of
Neptune data from the bolometers listed in Table 5 were &gt

in all of the observations. These specific cases have begyetlag

the table. Additionally, data from PMWB4, PMWC7, and PMWB8
were each completely truncated in one of the fine scan observa
tions. In these cases, we ignored data for any bolometer fitom
observation in which all of the data were truncated, apptimdec-
tions when only the peak was truncated, and used the diregt pe
measurements when the data are not truncated.

16 To assess the appropriateness of using bright source madedimen-
sions to represent nominal mode beams in both the PSW and Patay d
we compared the bright source and nominal voltage mode mezasats
of the major axis, minor axis, and position angle for each-pablematic
bolometer where the signal from Neptune was not truncatied nfajor and
minor axes typically vary by<2 % between the modes, and the position
angles of the axes only vary by 10°.

© RAS, MNRAS000,[THI9

Table 4. Correction factors for peak voltageneasurements for bolometers
where the Neptune fine scan data is truncated

Array  Rgctual ? Correctiorf Rmeas @

PSW 0.900 1.012 £ 0.005 0.890
0.800 1.017 £ 0.007 0.786
0.700 1.023 £+ 0.009 0.684
0.600 1.025 £0.011 0.586
0.500 1.018 £ 0.014 0.491
0.400 1.005 £0.017 0.398
0.300 0.977 + 0.021 0.307
0.200 0.929 4+ 0.030 0.215

PMW 0.900 1.008 £ 0.007 0.893
0.800 1.012 £0.011 0.790
0.700 1.014 £ 0.018 0.690
0.600 1.012 £ 0.020 0.593
0.500 1.006 £ 0.024 0.497
0.400 0.991 4+ 0.029 0.404
0.300 0.963 4+ 0.033 0.312

@ The peak voltage is defined as the difference between thargattand
off-target voltages.

b In the “good” bolometer data used to derive the correctionthis table,
Rgctuar is the ratio of the lowest voltage values used for fitting theado
the best fitting peak voltage (when all data were used).

¢ The best fitting peak voltage measurement from the truncsitgtal data
should be divided by these correction factors.

4 Rmeas represents the ratio between the lowest voltage valuesfosed
fitting the data to the peak voltage determined from fittingsthdata.

7 PROBLEMATIC BOLOMETERS

For some bolometers that have been identified as dead, moisy,
slow, it was still possible to measuké and AV values from the
PCal flash data and the amplitude of the voltage from the Neptu
fine scan data, which allows us to derive calibration curtAzsy-
ever, for others, we lacked usable measurements from ditieer
PCal flash data or the fine scan data, and so we cannot create emp
ical calibration curves for these bolometers. For theserheters,
we needed to insert alternak&values as placeholders into the flux
calibration table to avoid problems when executing the falibca-
tion software. We used the values derived from the bolonmetet-
els that are listed in version 2-3 of the flux calibration &ahthich
are derived from models of the bolometer responsivitiedjtested
based on early observations of Ceres and Alpha Boo. Tabks5 i
the bolometers that are labelled as dead, noisy, or slow Bsas/e
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Figure 9. Examples of the signal measured from Neptune in the fine scan
observation 1342187438, which used the bright source lEtimg. The
red line shows the best fitting function to the data. Datanfglivithin the
background annulus were included in the fit but are not ireglid this plot.
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Figure 10. Calibration curves for PSWE2. Data are shown for both bias
modes.

an indication of whether empirical calibration curves cbbé de-
rived for the bolometers. Separate attempts were made itwatal
bolometers in the nominal and bright source voltage modesyé
obtained identical results in terms of being able to derakbca-
tion curves.

All of the subsequent tests that we performed with the new
flux calibration values did not include any of the bolomeiar$a-
ble[8. They are currently flagged as bad bolometers in thditime
data and are not used by default in the mapmaking, and so ltwou
be inappropriate to include them in the tests.

8 CALIBRATION UNCERTAINTY BUDGET FOR
INDIVIDUAL BOLOMETERS

The conversion between detector signal and astronomigahbki
for individual bolometers in the SPIRE photometer arrayslves
four sources of uncertainty. Two of these sources of unicgytare
systematic effects across all bolometers in each array entha
dependent of the measurements used to derivektparameters.
These systematic effects are the absolute uncertaintyeifiN#p-
tune model flux density and the uncertainty related to unogres
in the SPIRE SRFs. The uncertainty in the Neptune model flax de
sity is 4%. The uncertainty related to the SPIRE SRFs is datath
by uncertainties in the positions of the band edges; urioéga in
the shapes of the SRFs have less of an effect. Griffin et al.3(20
submitted) determined that the uncertainty in the scalirtp@in-
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Table 5. Bolometers with truncated Neptune signal data in nomintihge

mode

Bolometer Mean Mean
Romeas @ Correctiort
PSWA4 0.200 0.919
PSWB5 0.544 1.023
PSWB11 0.844 1.014
PSWC4 0.787 1.017
PSWC6 0.621 1.025
PSWD2 0.394 1.004
PSWD4 0.853 1.014
PSWD12 0.641 1.025
PSWE6 0.815 1.015
PSWE10 0.435 1.011
PSWE14 0.298 0.973
PSWF4 0.144 0.879
PSWF12 0.323 0.983
PSWG1 0.254 0.952
PSWG3 0.762 1.018
PSWH2 0.358 0.995
PSWJ14 0.552 1.023
PMWB1¢ 0.385 0.986
PMWBS® 0.368 0.982
PMWCZ 0.386 0.987
PMWD3 0.756 1.013
PMWD12 0.754 1.013
PMWF3 0.728 1.014

“ Rmeas represents the ratio between the lowest voltage valuesfased
fitting the data to the peak voltage determined from fittingsthdata.
b The best fitting peak voltage measurement from the truncsitgthl data

should be divided by these correction factors.

¢ For these bolometers, the signal from Neptune is truncatesbine but
not all of the observations. The numbers here are for onlpbservations
in which the peak signal from Neptune is truncated but thekdpazind

signal is not truncated.

Table 6. Calibration status of dead, noisy, or slow bolometers

Bolometer  Problem

Empirical Calibratién

PSWA10
PSWA11
PSWA13
PSWC12
PSWD15
PSWF9
PSWG8
PSWG11
PMWA13
PMWB11
PMWD1
PMWD6
PMWES
PLWAG6
PLWC9

Slow
Slow
Slow
Dead
Dead
Noisy
Dead
Dead
Slow
Noisy
Dead
Noisy
Noisy
Dead
Noisy

KZ<XX<k<XZ,x<xz22<

@ An entry of “Y” indicates that an empirical calibration wasrived using
the PCal flash and Neptune fine scan data. An entry of “N” indgghat

this was not possible.

© RAS, MNRAS000,[THI9
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Table 7. Median fractional uncertainties related to fits from PCaitildata

Array  Median Fractional Uncertainty

Nominal Bright Source
Mode Mode
PSW 0.00021 0.0060
PMW  0.00022 0.0052
PLW 0.00017 0.0020

dividual bolometers resulting from uncertainties in theF3eaks
at 1.6%.

The other two sources of uncertainty in the the flux calibrati
of the individual bolometers are associated with the mesamsants
used to derive th& -parameters: uncertainties from fitting the PCal
flash data (Sectidn3.2) and uncertainties from determithiagcal-
ing terms (Sectiohl6). We quantify these uncertaintiesviaelo

8.1 Uncertainty from fitting the PCal flash data

In theory, it should be possible to derive uncertaintieshi@ tin-
scaled versions of th& -parameters from the fits to the data. How-
ever, degeneracy problems arose when attempting to fit Bqlt
to the PCal flash data; small variations in the input dataccoegult

in significant variations in thé-parameters, including significant
variations in the relative magnitudes of the first and sedenas
on the right side of Equatidd 3. We therefore could not diyewil-
culate uncertainties for these terms.

Instead, we calculated how the uncertainties in the PCdl flas
measurements would affect the final calibration curve using
Monte Carlo technique. In a series of 1000 trials, randonseoi
scaled by the uncertainties in the magnitude of the PCal fressde
surements was added to the original PCal flash data. Equ8ltion
was then fitted to the data, and theparameters were rescaled us-
ing the A parameters from the analysis in Secf{ién 6. The standard
deviation in all of these calibration curves was measurexely
spaced locations in voltage. This standard deviation cwagthen
used as the uncertainty in the flux densityr..s resulting from the
uncertainties in the PCal flash measurements.

Examples of the resulting fractional uncertainty curves ar
shown in Figuré_1l1. Because Neptune was used to derive the sca
ing terms, the uncertainty curves drop~00 at locations that cor-
respond to the flux densities of Neptune. Tdlle 7 states tligame
fractional uncertainties measured for the curves withertfigions
covered by the PCal flash data.

For the nominal voltage mode, the median fractional uncer-
tainties from the fits to the PCal flash data are very small @eg
to the uncertainties related to the variance in the peak flea-m
surements of Neptune (see Secfionl 8.2). This is mainly lsecau
the large amount of PCal flash data that is available haslyight
constrained the calibration curves. The uncertaintieshferright
source mode data are higher because fewer observation®@ith
flashes were performed, and these median fractional untget
are comparable to the median fractional uncertaintiesdrstfaling
terms based on the Neptune data.
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Table[7, which means that these uncertainties in scalingdhe

0.0025 [T [T I T[T ibration curves dominate the overall instrumental flux lwalion

i . 1 uncertainties for individual bolometers.
0.0020F PSWEZ (nominal) For the bright source bias setting, the median uncertaiittie

i the Neptune measurements ate1%. For the 250 and 35@m
arrays, the uncertainties from fitting Equat[dn 3 to the Pizah
data is the dominant instrumental source of uncertaintynidivid-
ual bolometers, as can be seen by comparing the mediarofratti
uncertainties in Tablds 9 andl 7. However, the uncertaiiigbe
scaling terms measured for the 506 bolometers are greater than

0.0015}

0.0010}

Fraction Uncertainty in S

0.0005 X the uncertainties from fitting the PCal flash data.
0.0000 bl Do
0 100 200 300 400
S (Jy/beam) 9 TESTS OF THE FLUX CALIBRATION
While the assessments in Sect[dn 8 quantify the uncersairiti

" 0.020[TTTT BAREERERERRRRRRREREY the callbrayon (_)f |nd|V|dua_I b_olometgrs, they are not aadive of
- [ ) 1 the flux calibration uncertainties applicable to a sourcgeoled by
= [ PSWE?2 (bright) 1 multiple bolometers in standard scan map observations eg¢ted
‘§ 0.015¢ ] the point source flux calibration scheme using scan map adbser
< X tional data of Neptune, Uranus, and the star Gamma Dra. Wranu
§ 0.010F b was used for these tests because its flux density is knowncas ac
c 1 rately as Neptune’s. Gamma Dra is alKStar (Perryman & ESA
2 i 1997) used as a SPIRE secondary calibrator that is obsezgee r
.5 0.005F . larly and that is visible at all times of the year. While thexfiien-
k3] [ sity of the star is not known as accurately as the flux deissdfe
o [ ] Neptune and Uranus, the large amount of data acquired fon@zam
(L 0.000b114]l el b b

Dra during the course of the mission makes it particularlkgfuls
-500 0 500 1000 1500 2000 for examining the consistency and long-term stability af frux
S (Jy/beam) calibration. None the less, the tests with Neptune are thet ino
portant mainly because they demonstrate the repeatabflityix
Figure 11. Uncertainties in the calibration curves related to the &tthe density measurements of the primary calibration source.

PCal flash data for PSWEZ2. Curves are shown for both bias modes We used the standard SPIRE scan map data processing
pipeline in HIPE version 10.0.620 and the default calilo@aprod-

ucts from version 8l of the calibration tree. We removed the tem-

8.2 Uncertainty in the scaling terms for the calibration perature drift removal from the pipeline because it is delpeon
curves the flux calibration, but to compensate for this, we used #seline
] ) ) ] ) removal module to remove the temperature drift and othdavar
As described in Sectidd 6, the fine scan observations produte tions in the background. The data used for these tests wardat
tal of four peak voltag.e meqsurements of Neptune for eaanie scan map (large scan map), standard small scan map, andrstand
ter. The standard deviation in tievalues from these four measure- parallel observing mode data for the sources. Almost alllsana
ments was used to derive the uqcertalnty in the flux ca!Mr large scan map observations were performed using the meatium
each detector. Tables 8 and 9 give the mean and maximum unceryminal scan speed (30 arcsed § although one or two large scan
tainty in the sca!lng termg based on the results for all belans in map observation of each target were performed using thedast
each array and in each bias voltage mode. speed (60 arcsec $), two of the Gamma Dra parallel mode obser-
The nomlnal_ mode fractional uncertalntles_ are _r_eported for yations used the fast scan speed, and the other two GammaBra p
all non-problematic bolometers (bolometers not identitisdiead, allel mode observations used the slow scan speed (20 arcsgc s

noisy, or slow in Table[6) and then for subsets of the non- aj available observations of these sources that were pegd be-
problematic bolometers where the signal from Neptune irfitte  yeen OD 100 (the date of the first calibration observatidier a

scan data was either truncated (listed in Téable 5) or nottted.  the pias voltages were set to their current levels) and OB (4@
The fractional uncertainties for the bolometers with untated last date in the mission when SPIRE photometer observatibns
Neptune data typically stayed below 1%. The uncertaintestfe flux calibration sources were performed) were used. Flusities

bolometers with truncated Neptune data, however, are dfpic  \yere measured by performing fits to the timeline data usirigia s
~ 2% and may approach 5%, reflecting the inherent uncertainties jjar method described in Sectigh 6, but we used all unflagged d
in the correction factors for the truncation. The worst vidiial from all bolometers in each array instead of the data frorglsin

bolometers were PSWF4, which had high uncertainties bedhes bolometers.
Neptune data were severely trucated in two of the fine scagrobs
vations, and PMWBS8, which had high uncertainties partlyaose
the Neptune data were strongly truncated and partly be@cmesef
the fine scan observations produced no usable data for thmbel
ter. The uncertainties reported in Table 8 are generallymhigher The flux density of Neptune varies over time because of ctmimge
than the uncertainties from the fits to the PCal flash datedist the distance between it and the Earth, so we cannot simptytrep

9.1 Tests with Neptune data

© RAS, MNRAS000,[THI9
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Table 8. Uncertainties related to variance in peak flux measurenwieptune for the nominal mode

Array Fractional Uncertainties
(all non-problematic ~ (non-problematic bolometers (nooktematic bolometers
bolometers) with truncated Neptune data)  with no trunchtegtune data)
Median Maximum  Median Maximum Median Maximum
PSW 0.0059 0.047 0.022 0.047 0.0049 0.023
PMW  0.0042 0.045 0.016 0.045 0.0039 0.019
PLW 0.0052 0.012 a a 0.0052 0.012

% None of the PLW bolometers were truncated during the Nepfineescan observations.
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Figure 12. Histograms of the measured to model flux densities for Neptlihe grey data represent measurements made in small spanada, and the red

data represent measurements made in large scan map mode.

Table 9. Uncertainties related to variance in peak flux measuremeits
Neptune for the bright source mode

Array  Fractional Uncertainti€s
Median Maximum
PSW 0.0032 0.0073
PMW  0.0023 0.012
PLW 0.0038 0.014

@ The values reported here exclude the uncertainties forahd,doisy, and
slow bolometers listed in Tablé 6.

statistical results on the flux densities. Instead, we ddithe mea-
sured flux densities by the model flux densities so that data fr
different ODs could be compared together. These ratiostaners

© RAS, MNRAS000,1HT9

in Figure[12 and Table10, and Figlrd 13 shows how the ratigs va
over time.

The measured/model flux density ratios for both the nominal
bias mode and bright source mode data generally-1i8.5% or
~ 1o below unity, although a slightly larger systematic offset i
seen in the nominal mode data. Given that the peak of the beam
cannot be fit to an accuracy better thanl%, this performance is
actually very good. We measured some systematic offsetsidfo
between the median 350m ratios for the small scan maps and
the ratios for the large scan maps, but these offsets-are. They
may be the consequence of the minor differences in coverfape o
beam in the small and large scan maps. Some large scan n@&p rati
are offset from unity by> 0.01, but for any observation, only one
waveband deviates by this amount.

The small scan map observations were performed more fre-
quently than the large scan map observations and also danot i
clude any notable outliers, so we used the small scan map mea-
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plots.

Table 10. Measured/model flux density ratios for Neptune

Waveband Measured/Model Flux Density Ratios Change iroR&igtween
(m) Nominal Mode Bright Source Mode OD 100 and OD 1450
All Small Large All Small Large Nominal Bright
Maps Scan Maps  Scan Maps Maps Scan Maps  Scan Maps Mode Sootee M
250 0.993 0.994 0.992 0.997 0.997 0.994 0.000 —0.011
+0.005 +0.005 +0.007 +0.005 +0.004 +0.007 +0.003 +0.003
350 0.993 0.991 1.003 0.996 0.994 1.001 —0.010 —0.008
+0.008 +0.005 +0.009 +0.007 +0.005 +0.007 +0.003 +0.005
500 0.997 0.998 0.994 0.998 0.998 0.998 —0.006 —0.005
+0.004 +0.004 +0.003 +0.004 +0.003 +0.006 +0.003 +0.003

@ These values are calculated by fitting lines to the measu@#| ratios for the small scan map data and then calculating
the difference in the best fitting line between OD 100 and OB014

sured/model ratios to examine long-term trends in the chpra-
bility of the Neptune flux density. We examined this by fittimges
to the data and then calculating the difference in the bésigfiine

250 pm data, all small scan map ratios decrease~by).7% be-
tween these ODs. The significance of this decrease is tyypioal
low the 30 level. Based on these data alone, it is unclear whether

between OD 100 and OD 1450 (the approximate time range dur- this is an issue with the Neptune models, a long-term change i

ing which SPIRE was operational). Except for the nominal enod

the sensitivity of SPIRE, or some other misdiagnosed syatiem

© RAS, MNRAS000,[TH19



effect. Note that the trends in the bright source mode daales
pendent upon just three data points before OD 400, althdugh t
similarity between the trends seen in the nominal and bsghtce
mode data imply that the ratios are changing in data takemgusi
both bias modes.

9.2 Tests with Uranus data

As with the Neptune data, we present statistics on the réatibeo
measured flux densities to the model flux densities for Urdngds

cause the distance to Uranus and hence the observed flux den-

sity will vary over time. The ratios are shown in Figufes 14-
[I5 and Tablé 1. The model flux densities are derived from the
ESA-4 version of the Uranus planetary atmosphere model (Or-
ton, private communication). We did not use data from olztem
1342233337 because of quality control issues related toilzding

the correct voltage offsets for that specific observation.

We systematically measure flux densities that are 2-3% lower
than the model flux densities for Uranus, indicating thatNep-
tune and Uranus models are consistent to within 3%. This lies
within the 4% uncertainties of the Uranus and Neptune models
A statistically-significant difference is seen between 3% pm
large and small scan map ratios, which again reflects diftergin
the coverage of the beam peak. Also, the observations on @D 96
(1342237551) produced a measurement/model ratio that 286
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significantly affected.
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Figure 14. Histograms of the measured to model flux densities for Uranus
The grey data represent measurements made in small scan ockp amd
the red data represent measurements made in large scan rdap mo

Ignoring the OD 967 data, we see a 1.0% decrease in the mea-

sured/model ratio for the 250m data between OD 100 and OD
1450 (although this is only measured at the3o level) but no
significant change in the 350 and 5pfn ratios. The changes in
the ratios for Uranus and Neptune bright source mode ohisanga
are similar for all three bands, which implies that it coulel én
instrument-related effect, albeit an effect that is basthtistically
significant.

9.3 Tests with Gamma Dra data

The flux density of Gamma Dra is not expected to vary over time,
so we report statistics on the flux densities themselvesh (nit
colour corrections) in Table112, show histograms of the flemsi-
ties in Figurd_1B, and show the flux densities as a functiomu t

in Figure[1T. We changed the timeline-based fitting methathab

it would fit circular two-dimensional Gaussian functionstead

of elliptical Gaussian functions, as tests with simulatedrses

with the same brightness as Gamma Dra demonstrated that mea-

surements based on circular Gaussian functions produicgdll
more accurate and more precise results. One of the obsersati
(1342238335 from OD 989) produced results with spuriougij h
uncertainties and is excluded from this analysis. The PS§ wa
sparsely sampled in the parallel mode observations usmdast
scan rate, so we made several changes to the technique u#ed to
Gaussian functions to the PSFs to optimise it for thes¢ fata

17 For the parallel mode data taken at the fast scan speed, wessex the
data with the wavelet deglitcher disabled; in version B20.of HIPE, this

© RAS, MNRAS000,1HT9

Gamma Dra is much fainter than Neptune and Uranus, so
the measurements show more dispersion, particularly ataB80
500 pm. Unlike the Neptune and Uranus data, no statistically-
significant differences are seen between the large and scail
map measurements. However, the 0.5% effects seen for Neptun
would be undetectable in the Gamma Dra data with its lower
signal-to-noise ratio. The Gamma Dra timeline data extritli-
tively more scatter near the peak of the source than the Neptu
or Uranus timeline data, so it is also possible that minoecage
differences between the small and large scan map measugemen
do not significantly affect the function fit to the data. Thegha
lel mode measurements show no statistically-significafergince
from the large and small scan map measurements, althougbfone
the fast scan speed parallel map measurements gts0d6 ~ 4o
lower than the median measured in other data (probably beazfu
the lower signal-to-noise ratio in these data and the fasgrof the
source at 50Qm).

We did not measure any statistically significant change jn an
of the data between OD 100 and OD 1450. The Gamma Dra data

module was misidentifying Gamma Dra as a glitch. Disablmgdeglitcher
resulted in excess noise in the background annulus, soingfatPSF to the
data, we only measured a median signal in the backgroundiEndata
and fixed the background level during the fit rather than u#iiegdata in
the background annulus in the fit and treating the backgrdevel as a
free parameter. We also fixed the FWHM of the PSF to the geamatan

values given bl Herschel Space Observatory (2011), whitigated issues

with the sparse sampling of the beam in these data.
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Table 11. Measured/model flux density ratios for Uranus

Waveband Measured/Model Flux Density Ratios Change iroR&igtween
(m) All Small Large OD 100 and OD 1450
250 0.982 £ 0.006  0.982 +0.006  0.985 =+ 0.004 —0.010 + 0.003

350 0.973 £0.010  0.970 £0.006  0.987 £ 0.004 —0.003 + 0.004

500 0.971 £0.004 0.970 +0.005  0.972 =+ 0.002 —0.003 + 0.003

@ These values are calculated by fitting lines to the measuit#| ratios for the small scan map
data (excluding the data point from OD 967) and then calingahe difference in the best fitting

line between OD 100 and OD 1450.

Table 12. Measured flux densities for Gamma Dra

Waveband Flux Densities (Jy) Fractional Change in

(um) All Small Large Parallel Flux Density between
Scan Maps Scan Maps Scan Maps Mode Maps OD 100 and O 1450

250 0.266 +0.003  0.266 +0.003  0.266 £+ 0.003  0.267 £ 0.003 0.005 £ 0.005

350 0.142 £0.004 0.1424+0.003 0.144 +£0.005 0.144 4+ 0.004 0.009 £ 0.008

500 0.073 £0.004 0.072+0.004 0.074 £ 0.003 0.76 £ 0.10 —0.011 £ 0.021

@ These flux densities include no colour corrections.

b These values are calculated by fitting lines to the measu#| ratios for the small scan map data and then
calculating the difference in the best fitting line betwedd 00 and OD 1450.

may lack the sensitivity needed to detect the).7% decrease in
detector response that may be implied by the Neptune data- Ho
ever, the measured increase of 0.5% in the 260data is~ 20
greater than the expected 0.7% decrease. This suggestth¢hat

the relative calibration uncertainty for the SPIRE phottenar-
rays. The overall error budget must also include the 4% absol
uncertainty ascribed to the Neptune model, and any statistr
other uncertainties associated with a particular measemem

change in the Neptune and Uranus measured/model flux density

ratios at 250um may actually be related to issues with modelling
temporal changes in flux densities for the planets, althabgtev-
idence for this is tenuous.

10 SUMMARY OF THE ASSESSMENT OF THE FLUX
CALIBRATION

We have outlined the methods by which Neptune is used asithe pr
mary flux standard for thélerschel-SPIRE photometer, including
a detailed assessment of the overall error budget assthaiatie
transferring the Neptune calibration to an unknown poinirse.

The flux calibration for all individual bolometers has been
thoroughly assessed. The relative uncertainties are aipie-
0.5% for most bolometers in both calibration modes. However, be
cause of the problems with the truncated signal during thaxhe
observations, the uncertainties for some individual betars in
the nominal bias mode are 1 — 5%.

The primary assessment of the flux calibration uncertantie
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