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ABSTRACT

Aims. Pointed observations with XMM-Newton provide the basisdm@ating catalogues of X-ray sources detected serendghjto
in each field. This paper describes the creation and chaisiite of the 2XMM catalogue.

Methods. The 2XMM catalogue has been compiled from a new processitiggoMM-Newton EPIC camera data. The main features
of the processing pipeline are described in detail.

Results. The catalogue, the largest ever made at X-ray wavelengtinéaios 246,897 detections drawn from 3491 public XMM-
Newton observations over a 7-year interval, which relat&3db,870 unique sources. The catalogue fields cover a skyo&raare
than 500 dety The non-overlapping sky area-360 ded (~ 1% of the sky) as many regions of the sky are observed moreoitza
by XMM-Newton. The catalogue probes a large sky area at thxdifiit where the bulk of the objects that contribute to theas-
background lie and provides a major resource for generédigg, well-defined X-ray selected source samples, stagdyia X-ray
source population and identifying rare object types. Thaaroharacteristics of the catalogue are presented, inuiité photometric
and astrometric properties

Key words. catalogues — surveys — X-rays general

1. Introduction forded by typical X-ray instrumentation. Such surveys Hasen
S | K lein X ¢ thev do | th%yrsued with most X-ray astronomy satellites since thetgins
urveys play a key role in A-ray astronomy, as the€y do In 0tgjharyatory. The resulting serendipitous source catalogig.,
wavebands, providing the basic observational data chexisct EMSS: Gioia et al. 1990 Stocke et al. 1991: WGACAT: White
ing the underlying source populatiorerendipitouX-ray sky ot 31 "1994; ROSAT 2RXP: Voges et al. 1099; ROSAT 1RXH:
surveys, based on the field data from individual pointed BbS?QOSAT Teém 2000: ASCA AMSS: Ueda et al '2005) have been
vations, take advantage of the relatively wide field of viéw ay, e pagis for numerous studies and have made a significant con
tribution to our knowledge of the X-ray sky and our underdtan

Send @print requests toM.G. Watson . fth fh . Galacti d lacii
* Based on observations obtained with XMM-Newton, an ESA sdhg o the nature of the various Galactic and extragalaciicee

ence mission with instruments and contributions directigded by POPulations. _ _ _
ESA Member States and NASA. Tables D.1 and D.2 are only aeila The XMM-Newton observatory provides unrivalled capabil-
in electronic form at the CDS via anonymous ftp to cdsartrasg.fr ities for serendipitous X-ray surveys by virtue of the lafigéd
(130.79.128.5) or via httfjcdsweb.u-strasbg/agi-biryqcat?JA+A/. of view of the EPIC cameras and the high throughgtdraed
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by the heavily nested telescope modules. This capabililyapu areas utilising mosaics of overlapping pointed obsernatio
tees that each XMM-Newton observation provides a significaachieve the required sensitivity and sky coverage. Cugrent
harvest of serendipitous X-ray sources in addition to datthe the largest contiguous XMM-Newton survey is the XMM-LSS
original target. In addition, the extended energy rangeMiX (Pierre at al. 2007) covering5 ded with typical exposure time
Newton ¢ 0.2 - 12 keV) means that XMM-Newton detects sig-10—20 ks per observation. Other medium-deep surveys of 1—
nificant numbers of obscured and hard-spectrum objectsitbat 2 ded regions include the SXDS~(1.1ded, 50—-100ks ex-
absent in many earlier soft X-ray surveys. posures; Ueda et al. 2008), the COSMOS survey2 (led,

This paper describes the Second XMM-Newtor 80ks exposures; e.g., Cappelluti et al. 2007; Hasinger.et al
Serendipitous Source Catalogue (2XMM) which has be@®07), and the Marano field survey (Krumpe et al. 2007). These
created from the serendipitous EPIC data from from 34ddrger area surveys typically reach limiting fluxes of ¥0to
XMM-Newton pointed observations made over~a 7-year < 10 *%ergcni?s.
interval since launch in 1999. The XMM-Newton serendipitou We also note that Chandra observations have been used
source catalogues are produced by the XMM-Newton Survisy compile a serendipitous catalogue including7000 point
Science Centre (SSC), an international consortium of tenurces (the ChaMP catalogue; Kim et al. 2007) and plans are
European institutions, led by the University of Leicestas, underway to compile a serendipitous catalogue from alablet
a formal project activity performed on behalf of ESA. Thé&handra observations (Fabbiano et al. 2007).
catalogues are based on the EPIC source lists produced byThe paper is organised as follows. Sectidn 2 introduces
the scientific pipe-line used by the SSC for the processitige XMM-Newton observatory. Sectidd 3 presents the XMM-
of all the XMM-Newton data. The first serendipitous sourchlewton observations used to create the catalogue and theceha
catalogue, 1XMM, was released in 2003 (Watson et al. 2003ayistics of the fields. Sectidi 4 outlines the XMM-Newtortada
XMM-SSC 2003). The current 2XMM catalogue incorporategrocessing framework and provides a more detailed accdunt o
a wide range of improvements to the data processing, uses i@ EPIC data processing, focusing in particular on souetecd
most up-to-date instrument calibrations and includes gelartion and parameterisation, astrometric corrections anxdctum-
number of new parameters. In parallel, the 2XMM catalogusitation. Sectioh]5 provides an account of the automati@ext
processing also produces a number of additional data ptedution of time-series and spectra for the brighter sourceslewh
for example time-series and spectra for the brighter indial Sect[$ outlines the external catalogue cross-correlatimter-
X-ray sources. A pre-release version of the current catalpgtaken. Sectiof]7 describes the quality evaluation undentakd
2XMMp (XMM-SSC 2006), was made public in 2006. Thissome recommendations on how to extract useful sub-samples
includes~ 65% of the fields and 75% of the sky area coveredfrom the catalogue. Sectidd 8 describes additional praogss
by 2XMM, while ~ 88% of all 2XMMp sources appear in theand other steps taken to compile the catalogue including the
2XMM catalogue. Around 56% of all 2XMM sources alreadydentification of unique sources. The main properties arai-ch
have an entry in the 2XMMp catalogue. acterisation of the catalogue is presented in $éct. 9. &£

The 2XMM catalogue provides an unsurpassed sky area fistmmarises access to the catalogue and plans for futuréaspda
serendipitous science and reaches a flux limit correspgrtdin to 2XMM, and Sec{_ 111 gives a summary.
the dominant extragalactic source contribution to the ¢osm
X-ray background. The catalogue is part of a wider project
explore the source populations in the XMM-Newton serendigz XMM-Newton observatory
itous survey (the XID project; Watson et al. 2001; Watson &b provide the essential context for this paper, the main fea
al. 2003b) through optical identification of well-definedrsa tures of the XMM-Newton observatory are summarised here,
ples of serendipitous sources (e.g., Barcons et al. 20027;20with particular emphasis on the EPIC X-ray cameras from tvhic
Della Ceca et al. 2004, Caccianiga et al. 2008, Motch et #he catalogue is derived.

2002; Schwope et al. 2004; Page et al. 2007; Yuan et al. 2003; The XMM-Newton observatory (Jansen et al. 2001),
Dietrich et al. 2006). Indeed these identification progravese launched in December 1999, carries three co-aligned grazin
effectively based on less mature versions of the XMM-Newtdncidence X-ray telescopes, each comprising 58 nestedewolt
catalogue data processing. XMM-Newton serendipitousesurvi mirror shells with a focal length of 7.5m. One of these tele-
results have also been used to study various statisticabpiies scopes focuses X-rays directly on to an EPIC (European Rhoto
of the populations such as X-ray spectral characteristms;ce Imaging Camera) pn CCD imaging camera (Struder et al. 2001)
counts, angular clustering, and luminosity functions €gwini The other two feed two EPIC MOS CCD imaging cameras
et al. 2003; Mateos et al. 2005; Carrera et al. 2007; Cag@an(Turner et al. 2001) but in these telescopes about half thayX-

et al. 2007; Mateos et al. 2008; Della Ceca et al. 2008; Ebreire diverted, by reflection grating arrays (RGA), to the efle
et al. 2008). Other projects based on XMM-Newton serendigion grating spectrometers (RGS; den Herder et al. 2001ghvhi
tous data include the HELLAS2XMM survey (Baldi et al. 2002provide high resolutiond/A1 ~ 100— 800) X-ray spectroscopy
Cocchia et al. 2007). in the 0.33—2.5 keV range. The EPIC cameras acquire data in

The 2XMM serendipitous catalogue described here is cottite 0.1 —15 keV range with a field of view (FOW)30 arcmin-
plementary to “planned” XMM-Newton surveys which provideutes diameter and an on-axis spatial resolutidh arcseconds
coverage of much smaller sky areas, but often with higher sédlWHM (MOS being slightly better than pn). The physical pixel
sitivity, thus exploring the fainter end of the X-ray soupm@p- sizes for the pn and MOS cameras is equivalentt@ and
ulation. The deepest such surveys, such as the Lockman Helé arcseconds, respectively. The on-axigeetive area for the
(Hasinger et al. 2001; Brunner et al. 2008) and the CDFh camera is approximately 1400 ¢t 1.5 keV and 600 cfn
(Streblyanska et al. 2004), cover essentially only a siXyél- at 8 keV while corresponding MOSffective areas are about
Newton field of view, have total integration times 300 — 550 cnf and 100 cr, respectively. The energy resolution for
1000ks and reach fluxes few x10'%ergcnt?s™?, close to the pn camera is- 120eV at 1.5keV and- 160ev at 6 keV
the confusion limit. XMM-Newton has also carried out confFWHM), while for the MOS camera itis 90 eV and~135¢eV,
tiguous surveys of various depths covering much larger skgspectively. The EPIC cameras can be used in a varietytef-di
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Fig. 1. Hammer-Aitdf equal area projection in Galactic coordi-
nates of the 3491 2XMM fields. “
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ent modes and with several filters (see Jecl. 3.1). In additio

the X-ray telescopes, XMM-Newton carries a co-aligned,i80 ¢ Exposure time (ksec)
diameter Optical Monitor (OM) telescope (Mason et al. 2001) o ) ]
which provides an imaging capability in three broad-bariaul Flg. 2.Distribution of Fotal good exposure time (after event filter
violet filters and three optical filters, spanning 1800 A te6@; ing) for the observations included in the 2XMM cataloguer (fo
two additional grism filters permit low dispersion ultreslét €ach observation the maximum time of all three cameras per ob
and optical-band spectroscopy. The construction of a agpaServation was used).
catalogue of OM sources is in preparation.

A number of specific features of XMM-Newton and theTable 1. Data modes of XMM-Newton exposures included in
EPIC cameras which are referred to repeatedly in this paper the 2XMM catalogue.
collected together and summarised in Appefidix A togeth#r wi
the relevant nomenclature. Abbr.  Designation Description

MOS cameras:
PFW Prime Full Window covering full FOV

3. Catalogue observations PPW2  Prime Partial W2 small central window
3 lecti PPW3  Prime Partial W3 large central window

-1. Data selection PPW4  Prime Partial W4 small central window
XMM-Newton observatiofbwere selected for inclusion in the EEWS FP”TS Partial W5 g Iarget czlerétgljv_vmt@\_/v g
2XMM catalogue pipeline simply on the basis of their pub- ast Jncompresse centra In iming moce

lic availability and their suitability for serendipitousisence. In RFS Prime Partial RFS central CCD withfiérent frame

practice this meant that all observations that had a publigase  , camera:
date prior to 2007 May 01 were eligible. A total of 3491 XMM- prwE  Prime Full Window  covering full FOV
Newton observations (listed in Appendi¥ B) were included in Extended
the catalogue; their sky distribution is shown in Hig. 1. Ynl PFW  Prime Full Window  covering full FOV
a few observations(83) were omitted, typically becauselid va PLW  Prime Large Window  half the height of PFRFWE
ODH was not available or because of a fewunresolved process
ing problems. The field of view (FOV) of an XMM-Newton
observation (the three EPIC cameras combined) has a radius
~ 15 arcminutes. The XMM-Newton observations selected f@r small window, timing and burst mode (not used for source
the 2XMM catalogue cover only 1% of the sky (see Se¢L. 9.2detection). In the case of MOS the outer ring of 6 CGDsays
for a more detailed discussion). Certain sky regions have c@emain in standard imaging mode while the central MOS CCD
tiguous multi-FOV spatial coverage, but the largest sugiore  can be operated separately: in partial window modes ontyapar
is currently< 10 deg. ) the central CCD is read out, and in fast uncompressed and com-
By definition the catalogue observations do not form a hgressed modes the central CCD is in timing mode and produces
mogeneous set of data. The observations selected haves-forrR) imaging data. In the MOS refreshed frame store mode the
ample, a wide sky distribution (see Fid. 1, wher€5% are at central CCD has a ffierent frame time and the CCD is not used
Galactic latitudeb| > 207), a broad range of integration timesfor source detection. Tab[@ 1 lists all the EPIC camera moéles
(Fig.[2) and astrophysical content (Séctl3.2), as well asa Mopservations incorporated in the catalogue, while Big. @sh
ture of EPIC observing modes and filters, as follows. their sky footprints.
The EPIC cameras are operated in several modes of data ac 50 XMM-Newton camera can be used with #Fefient
quisition. In full-frame and extended full-frame modes thé  jier- Thick, Medium, Thin, and Open, the choice depending
detector area is exposed, while for the EPIC pn large windQy, the degree of optical blockiBglesired. Tablg]2 gives an

mode only half of the detector is read out. A single CCD is usgf{erview of the data modes and filter settings used for the

1 — . . . - . 2XMM observations. No Open filter exposures passed the-selec
An observation is defined as a single science pointing at a ﬂxﬁon criteria (cf. Sec{4]1), while about 20% of pn obsel
celestial target which may consist of several exposurds tivéd XMM- SN ' . oorp
Newton instruments. are taken in timing, burst, or small window mode.

2 The Observation Data File is a collection of standard FITiénfd
raw data files created from the satellite telemetry. 3 see Appendik A

time (‘Refreshed Frame Store’)
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— In the full set of targetsy 50% are classified as spatially
unresolved objectsy 10% as extended objects with small
angular extent<{ 3'), ~ 22% as larger extended objects,
and around 15% can be considered to have no discrete tar-
get leaving only~ 2% of unknown or problematic cases (see
Table[C1).

— Around 10% of observations were obtained for calibration
purposes; around 3% of targets are “targets of opportunity”

— Anticipating the discussion in Se€t._9.1, aroun@ 2af the
intended targets are unambiguously identified in their XMM-
Newton observations.

Figure[4 illustrates the wide variety in field content (im-
ages are usually combinations of pn and MOS total-band image
that include out-of-FOV areas). Panel (a) shows typical XMM
] ) ) ] Newton observations which may be considered represeataitiv
Fig. 3. Typical sky footprints of the dierent observing modes most of the observations used for the catalogue. Panel ¢ajssh
(the FOV is~ 30). Noticeable are the CCD gaps as well aghe variety of astrophysical content; in many of these céises
columns and rows excluded in the filtering process. Tilieces  soyrce detection isfiected by a dominant bright point or ex-
of vignetting and exclusion of CCDs due to much lower exp@ended source, or by crowding in high density regions. astl
sure times are not shown. Top row: MOS full window modejanel (c) illustrates various instrumental or detectoefadts
MOS partial window W3 or W5 mode; MOS partial window W2yhich, although relatively rare, cause significant soureec
or W4 mode. Bottom row: MOS fast uncompressed, fast cofjgn issues. The most common of thesfieating ~ 6% of the
pressed, or RFS mode; pn full window mode; pn large windogpservations each, are the OOT events and X-ray scattefing o
mode. the RGA (see AppendixJA for terminology). Botlffects occur

. _ for all sources but only become significant for the brightest

included in the 2XMM catalogue. subtraction problems (as OOT events of piled-up sourcesatre
: represented properly in the background maps). The rardx-pro
Camera “Modes - Filters Totallems (also illustrated in panel (c)) are:
full2 window? othef thin medium thick
pn 2441 233 - 1233 1259 182 2674 _ pjjo M \yhich can make the centroiding of a sourcéidi

MOS1 2560 605 219 1314 1772 298 3384

MOS2 2612 655 127 1314 1777 303 3394 cult, resulting in éf-centre detections as well as spurious ex-

tended source detection.

a PEWE and PEW modes — The shadows from the mirror spider can be visible in the
b pn PLW mode and any of the various MOS PPW modes PSH wings of the very brightest sources arfteat the back-
¢ other MOS modes (FU, RFS) ground maps, that is, the source parameters in these aeeas ar
uncertain.
— Due to the nature of the background maps (spline maps,
3.2. Target classification and field characteristics see Secf. 4.4.2), sharp edges, caused, for example, by noisy

CCDs, can not be represented well and cause spurious de-
tections. Note that this problem cafiect the parameters of
real sources as well.

— Finally, the telescope Ifides allow photons from a narrow
annular region of sky outside the nominal FOV to reach the
detectors via a single reflection, instead of the two reflec-
tions required for correct focusing. Bright X-ray objeats i
this annular region can give rise to bright arcs in the image,
as shown in panel (v), which typically produce numerous
spurious detections.

The 2XMM catalogue is intended to be a catalogue of serendipi
tous sources. The observations from which it has been cetpil
however, are pointed observations which typically contaie
or more target objects chosen by the original observerdieso t
catalogue contains a small fraction of targets which areddy d
inition not serendipitous. More generally, the fields fromigh
the 2XMM catalogue is compiled may also not be represemtativ
of the overall X-ray sky.

To avoid potential selection bias in the use of the cata-
logue, an analysis to identify the target or targets of eagtviX
Newton observation has been carried out. Additionally, an a
tempt has been made to classify each target or the nature of h pata Processing
field observed; this provides additional information whizdm
be important in characterising their usefulness (or otiss)v The SSC operates a data-processing system on behalf of ESA
for serendipitous science. In practice the task of idemgfyand for the processing of XMM-Newton pointed observations. The
classifying the observation target is to some extent stikfec system, which can be considered as a ‘pipeline’, uses the XMM
and likely to be incomplete (only the investigators of that o Newton Science Analysis Software (S#ASo generate high-
servation know all the details). Here, the main results efak- level science products from ODFs. These science produets ar
ercise are summarised. A more detailed description is givenmade available to the principal investigator and ultimatie¢ as-
AppendiXC. tronomy community through the XMM Science Archive (XSA,;

— Of the total 3491 observations included in 2XMM, the target* see AppendikA
could be unambiguously resolved in terms of its coordinate$ The description and documentation are available on-lin¢hat
and classification in the vast majority of case98%) ESAC web sité httg/xmm2.esac.esa.jisag
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Fig. 4.a) Examples of typical 2XMM EPIC images (north is up). Froffit te right: (i) medium bright point source; (ii) deep field
observation; (iii) shallow field observation with small extled sources; (iv) distant galaxy cluster.

Fig. 4. b) Examples of variation in astrophysical content of 2XMMselvations (north is up); in most of these extreme cases the
source detection is problematic. Top row, from left to rigijtbright extended emission from a galaxy cluster; (ii)ission from a
spiral galaxy which includes point sources and extendedsaoni; (iii) very bright extended emission from a SNR; (Narfientary
diffuse emission. Second row: (v) complex field near the Gal&=iatre with dffuse and compact extended emission; (vi) two
medium-sized galaxy clusters; (vii) complex field of a stasster; (viii) bright point source, fé-centre.

Fig. 4.c) Examples of instrumental artefacts causing spuriouscsaletection (north is up). From left to right: (i) brightsoe with
pileup and OOT events; (ii) very bright point source showahyious pileup, shadows from the mirror spider, and scadtéight
from the RGA,; (iii) the PSF wings of a bright source spreaddmelthe unused central CCD causing a brightening of the ealges
the surrounding CCDs (which may not be well representedérbtickground map); (iv) obvious noisy CCDs for MOS1 (CCD#4)
and for MOS2 (CCD#5) to the top right; (v) numerous and brgjhgle reflections from a bright point source outside the R@th

a star cluster to the left. See Appendik A for terminology.

Arviset et al. 2007). In October 2006, the SSC began to repia-the mission. The aim was to create a uniform set of science
cess every available pointed-observation data-set frenstidrt products using an up-to-date SAS and a constant set of XMM-
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Newton calibration fild% (the appropriate subset of calibration input ODF

files for any given observation was selected based on the-obse

vation date). Of 5628 available observations, 5484 wereess:

fully processed. These included public as well as (at tmaei

proprietary datasets (the data selection for 2XMM obsé@wmat

is discussed in Se¢i.3.1). The complete results of the psiog

have been made available through the XSA. The new system in-

corporated significant processing improvements in ternthef Image creation

quality and number of products, as described below. Theirema

der of this section details those aspects of the EPIC primgess Merging of images for each

system which are pertinent to the creation of the 2XMM cata- instrument across exposures

|0g ue. ) . A ] Source detection and
The main steps in the data-processing sequence are: produc- |:| [ |:| | parameterisation

tion of calibrated detector events from the ODF science é&sm p———

identification of the appropriate low-background time imgds with external

using a threshold optimised for point-source detectioenii- catalogues
cation of ‘useful’ exposures (taking account of exposumeeti ) _
instrument mode, etc); generation of multi-energy-banda)x- Source-Specific Product creation

. . (for all suitable exposures)
images and exposure maps from the calibrated events; source

detection and parameterisation; cross-correlation ofsthece

list with a variety of archival catalogues, image databases RK'J

other archival resources; creation of binned data progagks Screening ofall products =
plication of automatic and visual screening procedurehexk .

for any problems in the data products. This description &ed t
schematic flowchart in Fi§] 5 provide a rather simplified vigw KN Indicates processing of merged
the actual data-processing system. They, and the furtheil de Catalogue Archives |:| images reaching ths stage
that follows, are focused on those aspects that are impdaan e

an insight into the analysis processes that the EPIC da® hgyy 5 A simplified schematic of the processing flow for EPIC
undergone to generate the data products. A complete d8S0rip;maqe data. Early processing steps treat the data from each i
of the data-processing system and its implementation dsii®U  syryment and exposure separately. Source detection aachpar
the scope of this paper. _ terisation are performed simultaneously on one image frach e

~ The criteria employed to select exposures for initial pssee gnergy band from each instrument. Source-specific prodacts
ing and those to be used for subsequent source detection gagnade, subsequently, from any suitable exposures in the ob
source-product generation are explained further in Sefithdt ~ seryation. Observation-level, exposure-level and sespeific

are briefly introduced here. Several suitability tests vegnelied roqucts are screened before archiving and use in making the
during processing to limit source detection and sourceifipe catalogue.

product creation to imaging exposures of suitable quatiginly

by (a) restricting the merging of exposures (and hence saiee

tection) to imaging exposures with a minimum of good-quyalit 3. The quality checks during the event-list processing heehb

exposure time, and (b) limiting the extraction of sourceesfic successful.

products to suitably bright sources. 4. The exposure had been taken in a mode which could usefully
be processed by the source detection stage, cf. Table 1. The

) pn burst, timing, and small window modes were rejected (the
4.1. Selection of exposures effective FOV in the latter mode is small, i.e., 258 262",

Most XMM-Newton observations comprise a single exposure making the background fitting stage of the source detection

with each of the cameras, although a significant number aflobs ~ Problematic). For the MOS, all modes, including the outer
vations are missing exposures in one or more of the three cam- CCD imaging component of modes where the central CCD

eras for a variety of operational and observational reastms ~ Was windowed, missing (non-imaging modes), or modified
avoid generating data products of little or no scientific, use (Refreshed Frame Store mode), were included.
posures for each observation were initially selected fpelime A frther set of criteria selected the appropriate imagegtfe

processing when: detection stage (cf. SeEE_#.4) which ensured that only bigh-
ity images were used.

MOS1| MOS2. oN Initial exposure selection

Event list processing

Indicates processing of any
exposures reaching this stage

1. the exposure duration was1000 seconds;

2. the exposure was taken through a scientifically useferfilt 5. Background filtering (see Se€f. ¥.3) must have been suc-
In practice this requirement rejected all exposures fochi  cessfully applied. Cases where the sum of high background
the filter position was closed, calibration, or undefinede Th ~ GTI§] was less than 1000 seconds were rejected as unusable.
possible filters are Medium, Thick, Thinl, Thin2 (pn only),  Without background filtering the source detection is usuall

and Open. of limited value due to the much higher net background.
_ ) 6. Each of the five images of an exposure (in the energy bands
After event-list processing (Se€t. #.3), exposures welectsd 1-5, see Tablgl3) had to contain at least one pixel per image
forimage creation according to the following criteria: with more than one event. This further avoided low exposure

images being used.

6 As available on 2006 July 02 plus three additional calibrafiles
for MOS2 and RGS1. 7 see Appendik A




M.G. Watson et al.: The 2XMM Serendipitous Source Catalogue 7

7. The image must have been in a data mode useful for soudc®. Creation of multi-band images and exposure maps

detection (thi luded mod I df i Btg t
pﬁrg(c:)g()ers])(. s excludedmodes only Usedior engineersig E|}3>eri0ds of high background (mostly due to so-called ‘soft pr

8. Where more than one exposure with a particular Camé%’.ﬂares) can significantly reduce the sensitivity of smude-
passed the above selection criteria, those exposuresheith Ction. Since events caused by such flares are usually much
same filter and data mode were merged and then only der than events arising from typical X-ray sources, back

exposure group with the maximum net exposure time wgkound variation can be disentangled from possible time var
chosen for use in the source detection stage. ation of the sources in the field by monitoring events at eeerg

higher than the 12 keV upper boundary to the ‘science baed’, b
yond which point contributions from cosmic X-ray sources ar
4.2. Event-List Processing very rare. A time series of such events, including most of the
FOV, was constructed for each exposure. This event rate was
Event-list processing was performed on all initially sédelcex- used as a proxy for the science-band background rate.
posures. A number of checks and corrections were applidgttot  The generation of the background time-serigeded in de-
event lists of the individual CCDs before they were mergéd intail between pn and MOS cameras, in particular in terms of the
a single event list per exposure. Once merged, a furtherfsetegents used to form the time-series. The MOS high-energy-bac
checks and corrections was performed. At each stage of the gground time-series were produced from single-pixel evettts
cessing, a quality assessment of the event lists decidethetheenergies above 14 keV from the imaging CCDs. The background
to continue the processing. The main steps in processing BEls were taken to be those time intervals of more than 100s in
event lists were as follows. duration with a count rate of less than 2 ctkarcmirr2. The pn
high-energy background time-series were produced in the 7.

_ The CCD event lists were first examined separately onl K&V energy range. The background GTls were taken to be

frame by frame basis: corrections were applied to accodfiPS€ time intervals of more than 100's in duration with a ¢oun
for telemetry dropouts; gain and charge transfeffioiency '&t€ of less than 10 ct Rsarcmir?,

(CTI) corrections were made; a GTl list for each CCD was . These threshold count rates were chosen asa good compro-
created; frames identified as bad and events belonging™ée between reducing background and preserving expasure f
them were flagged: event pattdinsere identified; events detecting point sources in the relatively short exposureshv
were flagged if they met criteria such as being close {Ba[(e up the bulk of the_XMM-N_eWton observations. For com-
a bad pixel or edge of the CCD, which were importarR@rison, the averallge qu!etzlevel in the MOS cameras, for exam
to later processing (standard #XMMEBM for MOS and Pl€, is~ 0.5 ctks™arcmin®. _

#XMMEA _EP for pn); invalid events were identified and ~For all exposures in imaging mode, images were created for
discarded; events caused by CCD bad pixels were ider@ergy bands 1-5, as listed in Table 3, from selected evénts fi
fied and removed; the fraction of the detector area in whidred by event-list, attitude, and high background GTls¢ex
events could not have been detected due to cosmic-ray eve#gre the sum of all high background GTls was less than 1000
was recorded for each frame; events caused by CCD k&fonds in which case no background filtering was applied).
pixels as well as cosmic-ray events were identified and rdlote that the event-list GTls are CCD dependent and thetresul

moved; EPIC MOS CCDs operating in low-gain mode wer@&d image can_have aflierent exposure time in each CCD. The
discarded from the event lists. events for pn images were selected by patteré (for band 1

— At the point where the event lists from individual CCD4 Stricter requirement of pattern0 was adopted) and a cut in
were merged into exposure event lists, the event positiop&D coordinates (¥> 12) to reduce bright low-energy edges.
were converted from CCD pixel coordinates to the detectBivents on CCD columns fiering a particularly large energy
(CAMCOORD2) and sky coordinate systems. This step includssale dfset as well as events outside the FOV were excluded.
a randomisation within each CCD pixel to eliminate Moir&0r MOS images events with pattetn 12 were selected and
effects. The MOS camera event times were also randomig¢gnts outside the FOV were excluded. The images are tangent
within the frame time, to avoid a strong Fourier peak at thlane projections of celestial coordinates and have diress
frame period and to avoid possible be#fieets with other Of 648x 648 image pixels, with a pixel size of 4 4”.
instrumental frequencies. Time randomisation was not per-

formed on pn event lists as the frame time is much shorter , )
than for the MOS. Table 3.Energy bands used in 2XMM processing

. . . . Band Energy band Notes
In addition, the spacecraft attitude file was examined for pe number (keV)

riods of the observation when the spacecraft pointing twac 1 02— 05

varied by less than 3 arcminutes from the median of the painti 2 05- 1.0

measurements for the observation. The 3-arcminute limg wa 3 1.0- 20

imposed to avoid degradation of théestive PSH which could 4 20- 45

arise from co-adding data with fiérent df-axis angles and to S 45-120

avoid a potentially large (but probably low exposure) egien 6 0.2- 2.0 ‘softband

of the observed sky field. These attitude GTls were then éurth 7 2.0-12.0 ‘hard band’
restricted for each camera to cover only that part of the mase 8 0.2-12.0 ‘total band
tion when the camera was active. 9 05- 45 XIDband

8 see AppendikA Exposure maps represent the GTlI-filtered on-time multi-

% see AppendikA plied by the (spatially dependent) vignetting functionjuated
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to reflect telscope and instrumental throughgiitiency. They 4.4.2. Sliding-box source detection — map mode

were created for each EPIC exposure in imaging mode in er- he fi q back d
ergy bands 1-5 using the calibration information on mirrier v/t the first pass to detect sources, a background map was cr

gnetting, detector quantunffeiency, and filter transmission ated for each camera and energy band. Using a cut-out radius

The exposure maps were corrected for bad pixels, bad colur§ifendent on source brightness in each band (specifically th

and CCD aaps (cf. Fifil 3) as well as beina multiplied by an OO ius where the source counts per unit area fell below 0.002
factor WhighFiJS (().941?fo)r pn full frame rﬁodes,p0.978){5 for pﬁt arcsec?), areas of the image where sources had been detected

extended full frame modes, and 1.0 for all other pn and M re blanked out. A 12 12-node spline surface was fitted to the
modes. ' ' resulting source-free image to calculate a smoothed baakgrr

map for the entire image. For the pn images the contributfon o
OOQOT events was also modelled into the background maps.
4.4. Source detection & parameterisation A second box-source-detection pass was carried out, egeati

The fundamental inputs to the 2XMM catalogue are the med New source list, this time using the spline background maps
Icg‘iaﬂ

. ap mode’) which increased the source detection seiftgitiv
sured source parameters which were extracted from the EPI pared to the local-mode detection step. The box size was
image data by the multi-ste_p source detection proceduheed_t again set to 20x 20”. Source counts were cor.rected for the part
below. _Eac_:h step was carried out simultaneously on eachemebélthe PSF falling outside the detection box. Only sourceh wi
of the five individual bands, 1 -5, and of the three camerag& NQ, .. ' - ' Eb| ¢ Jikelihood. cf edql(1), above 5 were idei
that the source counts and rates derived here refer to tlyerful . .0 o "0 O st ’
tegrated PSF. P '

As a first step, a detection mask was made for each cam-
era. This defines the area of the detector which is suitalle #4.3. Source parameter estimation by maximum likelihood
source detection. Only those CCDs where the unvignetted ex- fitting

posure map values were at least 50% of the maximum exposure | o - .
map value were used for source detection. A maximum likelihood fitting procedure was then applied te th

sources emerging from the map-mode detection stage to-calcu
- _ late source parameters in each input image. This was accom-
4.4.1. Sliding-box source detection — local mode plished by fitting a model to the distribution of counts over a

An initial source list was made using a ‘box detection’ algoqrcular area of radius 60 The energy-dependent model value,

rithm. This slides a search box (2& 20”") across the image &, in pixel, i, is given by

defined by the detection mask. The size of the box comprises. p, '

~50% of the encircled energy fraction of the on-BXBSF. In Db+ aS @

its first application (‘local mode’) the algorithm deriveda@al whereb; is the background, derived from the background map,
background from a frame (8wide) immediately surrounding S; is the source profile (i.e. the PSF, convolved with the source
the search box. In each of the five bands from each of the theg@ent model (Secf_4.4.4)) andis a scalar multiplier of the
cameras, the probabilitr(k, x), and corresponding likelihood, source profile.

Li, were computed from the null hypothesis that the measured For each source, the fitting procedure minimised the C-
countsk or more in the search box result from a Poissonian flugtatistic (Cash 1979)

tuation in the estimated background levgli.e.:

N
L=-1In Pr(k,X), CZZZ(a_ni |na)
wherePr is the incomplete Gamma function: i1

Pr(K, X) = 1 fx ettt to find the best set of model parameters, whepie the expected
’ ') Jo model value in pixel (eqn. [2)),n; the measured number of
and counts in pixeli, andN is the total number of pixels over all
. images used.
(k) = f ettt Free parameters of the fit were source position, extent, and
source count rate. Positions and extent were constrainbeé to

The sum ol independent likelihoods, after multiplication by 2the same in all energy bands and for all cameras while thetcoun
is expected to have, in the limit of lardé the same probability rates were fitted separately for each camera and energy band.
distribution ag/? for N degrees of freedom (Cash 1979). For thighe fitting process used the multi-band exposure maps to take
reason the total-band EPIC box-detect likelihood was ¢afed account of various instrumentatects (cf. Sect. 413) in deriving

by summing the band-specific likelihoods in this way andinse the source counts:

ing the result in the standard formula for the probabilityfé to

equal or exceed the measured value in the null hypothesis, i. Cs(X.Y) = Re(X.Y) tmad(X.Y)

N whereRy(x,y) is the source count rate in each image pixel as
L~—-In(1-Pr(N,L")) with L' = Z L, (1) predicted by the instrumental PSF and source extent model an
i1 tmag(X, y) is the corresponding value of the exposure map.

where N is the number of energy bands and cameras in-, Afterarriving at those values of the source parametershwhic
volved. All sources with a total-band EPIC likelihood abde Minimize C, the detection likelihood (formally, the probability
were included in the output list. of the null hypothesis) for those optimum values is thenuwalc
lated. Cash’s prescription for this is to form theéfdience

10 The encircled energy fraction does not strongly dependfbaxis
angle. AC = Chui — Chest,
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whereCy is the C-statistic of the null hypothesis model (i.e.also a strong function of Galactic absorptidd,. This needs to
with zero source flux) an@estis the minimum result returned be taken into account when comparing hardness ratios for dif
by the fitting routine. According to CasiAC is distributed ap- ferent sources and cameras. It should be stressed thatea larg
proximately ag/? for v degrees of freedom, wherégs the num- fraction of the hardness ratios were calculated from maigin

ber of fitted parameters. The probabil®fy? > AC) of obtain- non-detectionsin at least one of the energy bands. Constigue
ing the calculated value &C or greater by chance fluctuationsindividual hardness ratios should only be deemed relidtiteei

of the detected background can therefore be obtained irstefm source is detected in both energy bands, otherwise theytbave

the incomplete Gamma functid® as follows: be treated as upper or lower limits. Similarly, the errorstios
hardness ratios will bef@ected for band-limited count rates in
P2 > AC) = 1- Pr(z ﬁ) the Poisson regime (Park et al. 2006).
> > )

Note that the valuet which are stored in the source lists ar@ 4.4, Extended-source parameterisation
log-likelihoods, formed front. = — In(P).[H ) _ )
Since theC values are simple sums over all image pixel@ne of the enhancements incorporated in the 2XMM processing
included in the fit, one may calculateC; for each band then that_was not available in 1XMM was information about the po-
add the results together to generate a total-bsBgha without tential spatial extent of sources and, where detected, sunea
destroying they? equivalence: only the number of degrees d?f that extent. o , o
freedom changes. The source detection procedure thudatateu The source extent characterisation was realised by fitting a
AC; and hencd; for eachith band, using’ = 3 (= 4 if source _convolutlon of the instrumental PSF and an extent model¢b ea
extent is also fitted), then sums th€; and calculatek using  INPUt source. The extent model wag-model of the form
v =N+ 2 (= N+ 3), whereN is the number of bands. 2 2\ —36+1/2
The fitting of the input sources was performed in the order @{y, y) = (1 L X=X) +2 (v - yo) )
descending box(map)-detect detection likelihood. Aftectefit
the resulting source model was added to an internally maeda
background map used for the fitting of subsequent sourcdhb.

this method the background caused by the PSF wings of brig 884 but see Sedt. .9 for a discussion of problems arisimy f

sources is taken into account when fitting the fainter SGUICE; : : ‘ )
o ) . ~this assumption). The core radius, the ‘extent’ parameter of
All sources (as detected by the sliding-box in map mode) with ption) e P

Co . J %M a source, was fitted with a constraint that< 80”. Cases with
total-band detection likelihood 6, as determined by the f'ttmgfrc < 6” were considered to be consistent with a point source and
process, were included in the output source list. Note that

AR . o r. was reset to zero.
individual cameras and energy bands, the fitted likelihcaddes ¢ An extent likelihood based on the C-statistic and the best-
can be as low as zero.

Th lculati f1h d f1h ffit goint source model as null hypothesis was calculated in an
e calculation 02 the parameter errors made use of the Tg logous way to that used in the detection likelihood dlesdr
that AC follows the y“-distribution. The 68% confidence inter-;, Sect[Z.4B. The extent likelihodds is related to the prob-

\e/?elsr‘swaenrg t?leggr:ligsng)é;iﬁ;ngt(te?)%iwggﬁgt%;?grﬁgg;fgt?{i?r%b“ity P that the detected source is spuriously extended due to
: ; . X . i ian fluctuati i.e., th i int-like) b
both directions untiC = Cpestt 1 is reached (while the other free oissonian fluctuation (i.., the source is point-like) by

parameters were kept fixed). The upper and lower bound errbgg: = — In(P).
were then averaged to define a symmetr.ic error. Note thag.usiéu

0,
e e o st o e o mocel Improved n Ieihocd i resect 0 o
case of the fitting performed here, this requires that thétipas SOUrc€ fit such that it exceeded a threshold(g{mm =4
and amplitude parameters are essentially independentiae _ SiNCe source extent can be spuriously detected by the confu-
the cross-correlation terms of the error matrix are negligi  SION Of two or more point sources, a second fitting stagedeste
This has been found through simulations to be an acceptpble §€ther a modelincluding a second source further imprdved t

proximation in the present case (see also the discussidneof it If the second stage found an improvement over the single-
astrometric corrections in SeEL}.5). source fit, the result could be two point sources or a comioinat

one point source and one extended source. Note, however,

Four camera-specific X-ray colours, known as hardness [g- . . .
tios (HR1—HRA4), were obtained for each camera by combini tthe prgwously fitted fainter sources (Skct. 4.4.3atere-
computed in such cases.

corrected count rates from energy bandsdn + 1:

b}

C

vhereps was fixed at the canonical valge= 2/3 for the surface
rightness distribution of clusters of galaxies (Jones &nframn

source was classified as extended.f> 6” and if the ex-

HRN = (Ros1 = Ra)/(Rus1 + Rn) 4.5. Astrometric corrections

whereR, andR,,1 are the corrected count rates in energy band$e positions of X-ray sources were determined during the-ma
nandn+1(n=1-4). Countrates, and therefore hardness rgnum likelihood fitting of the source. These positions were
tios, are camera dependent. In addition, they depend oritée fiy|aced into an astrometric frame determined from the XMM-
used for the observation, especially for HR1. Note that HR1 Newton on-board Attitude & Orbit Control Subsystem (AOCS)
which uses XMM-Newton’s two star trackers and its “fine sun
probabilities derived from likelihood ratio tests when thél hypothe- SENsors-. The overall accuracy of the XMM-Newton astromet-
sis is close to the boundary of parameter space. In thisdegarclear ric frame (i.e., _the drerence between the_ XMM-Newton frame
that it is inappropriate to interpret the detection likelilds, L, literally ~and the celestial reference frame) is typically a few arosds

in terms of detection probabilities. Instead the relatietwteen the like- although a few observationsfber rather poorer accuracy.

lihood and the detection probability requires calibrati@nsimulations, As the mean positions of bright X-ray sources can be deter-
as is discussed in SeEt. P.4. mined to a statistical precision & 1” in the XMM-Newton

11 Protassov et al. (2002) have highlighted the dangers ofjusia
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images, and typical sources to a precision’6£2”, itis clearly Table 4.Energy conversion factors used to compute 2XMM cat-
worthwhile to improve the astrometric precision of the posalogue fluxes (in units of #ctcn? erg™).
tions. This was done on an observation by observation bgsis b
cross-correlating the source list with the USNO B1.0 cgfa® ~Camera Band Thin Medium  Thick
(Monet et al. 2003). This approach depends on the assunsptiornpn 8.95403  7.82028  4.71096
usually valid, that a significant number of XMM-Newton detec 8.09027  7.83782  6.02015
tions will have an optical counterpart in the USNO catalogue 5.88255  5.78272  5.00419
and that the number of random (false) matches is low. The algo 1.92805  1.90529  1.80647
rithm used a grid of trial positionftsets (in RA and Dec) and 2'222326 g'i’ggggg ??32777225
rotations between the XMM-Newton frame and the true CelesMOSl 180399  1.60150  1.06500
tial frame (as defined by the USNO objects) and determined the 188017 182853 148465
optimum combination of fiset and rotation values which max- 205034 201594  1.79446
imised a likelihood statistic related to the X-yaptical object 0.746128 0.737800 0.707822
separations. 0.143340 0.143131 0.141213
To determine whether thedfgefrotation parameters so deter- 1.42040  1.39361  1.23264
mined represented an acceptable solution, an empiricatBrd MOS2 181179  1.60670  1.06620
mined condition was used. This was based on a comparison of 188369  1.83088  1.48818
the likelihood statistic determined from the analysis wtitiat 2.05117 ~ 2.01594  1.79530
calculated for purely coincidental X-rAptical matches in a 0.750569  0.741687  0.711708
given observation, i.e., if there were no true counterparts g'igg;gg g.;ggiso 8'213?22527
In practice this approach worked very well at high Galactie ' . '
latitudes, resulting in a high success rate (74% of field$ wit
[b] > 20°), whilst at low Galactic latitudes (and other regions

- . . 0
8; Eﬁgsovt\)/]i?r? Tb?ejszlgo)) tt}ehzligg?f; zjaetﬁvvggerRug]e?f\évsirts(sge{%ission of the bulk of the sources in 2XMM. A single model

were a few arcseconds, and a few tenths of a degree in field ré@nnot of course, provide the correct flux conversion fefed

tion, values consistent with the expected accuracy of thamal ent intrinsic spectra, and thefect of varying the shape of the
. assumed power-law spectrum on the measured fluxes has been

XMM-Newton astrometric frame as noted above. investigated. For example. fod" = +0.3 the fluxes can chanae
The 2XMM catalogue contains equatorial RA and Dec coog:'V 9 ) xample, o ux 9

. ; : : . ~ 6% and~ 8% in bands 1 and 5, respectively. Thieet
dinates with the above determined astrometric correctigns . y .
plied and corresponding coordinates which are not comiecté'f much less £ 2%) for bands 2-4 (i.e., between 0.5keV and

Where the refined astrometric solution was not acceptedgihe m5(|;(r? VZ'e;/te;ycicggO;;’?g{;‘:gﬁp:g.?nvgg tgl; COaL:‘?ezig:f?s
rected and uncorrected coordinates are identical. ueng ges! verst partigu

The catalogue also reports the estimated residual compon%(?ftest and hardest energy bgnds.
of the position errorsysys[™ This has the value/®5 for all de- Note that the fluxes given in 2XMM havetbeen corrected
tections in a field for which an acceptable astrometric ativa  fOr Galactic absorption along the line of sight. The ECF ealu
was found and’I0 otherwise. The values of,sin the catalogue USed in the 2XMM catalogue are shown in Teldle 4. .
are a new determination of the residual error componentbase Publicly available response matrices (RMFs) were used in
on further analysis undertaken after the initial compilatf the the computation of the ECEs For the pn they were on-
catalogue was completed. The details of this analysis amngi axis matrices for single-only events for band 1 and for sing|
in Sect[Tb. Higher initial values afs, (075 and 15, respec- plus-double everft§ for bands 2-5 €pnf20.sY9v6.7.rmf
tively) were used in earlier stages of the catalogue creafay  €pPnff20.sdYQv6.7.rmf respectively). For the MOS cameras

example in the external catalogue cross-correlation (eet). there has been a significant change in the low energy redistri
bution characteristics with time, especially for sourclese to

the optical axis. In addition, during XMM-Newton revolutio

OCUBRWNELOUBRWNRLOODWN R

4.6. Flux computation 534 the temperatures of both MOS focal plane CCDs were re-
The fluxesF;, given in the 2XMM catalogue have been obtainefluced (from -100C to -120C), resulting in an improved spec-
for each energy band, as tral response thereafter (mainly in the energy resolutido)
account for these fiects, epoch-dependent RMFs were pro-
Fi=R/f duced. However, in the computation of MOS ECFs time aver-

) ] aged RMFs were used (for revolution 534). To be consistetht wi
whereR is the corrected source count rate ﬁfﬂdlS the energy the event selection used to create MOS X-ray images, the stan
conversion factor (ECF) in units of ctent erg™. The ECFS gard MOS1 and MOS2 on-axis RMFs for patterns 0— 12 were
depend on camera, filter, data m_ode, and source spectruce. Sijsed tM1534im_pall.rmf, m2.534.im_pall.rm).
the dependence on data m(_)de is low (1_2%)’ ECF values werenqte that for the computation of the ECFs, tiEeetive ar-
calculated only for the full window mode which is the most—free s used in the spectral fitting were calculated without the ¢
guegtly used (cf. Tabld2). To computde thﬁ ECF V?'Ugst;a brogdetions already applied to the source count rates (i.strin

and source spectrum was assumed, characterised by a pWelia| gects including vignetting and bad-pixel corrections,

law spectral model with photon indéx= 1.7 and observed X- S 3 Il as for the PSF enclosed- ti
ray absorptiolNy = 3 x 10?°cm2. As shown in Secf. 917 (cf. see Secl.413), as well as for the enclosed-energydact

Fig.[12), this model provides a reasonable representafitmeo

13 EPIC RMFs are available at

2 In the catalogue and associated documentation we refeig@sh |http//xmm.vilspa.esa.gaxternalxmm_sw_cal/calilyepicfiles.shtml
a ‘systematic’ error. This nomenclature is somewhat miitepas the '* Single-only events pattern 0, single-plus-double evertpatterns
true nature of this component of the positional errors idrfamn clear. 1-—4.
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5. EPIC source-specific product generation or @ T T JC R
. T . . #ﬂwﬂﬁwﬁw i 1 M
The 2XMM processing pipeline was configured to automatycall 001 iy 1 o b j‘
extract source-specific products, i.e., individual tinegies (in- ‘ T, .
cluding variability measures) and spectra for the brigbtgec- wrE ++ 3 o 54_F+++
tions. Sources were selected when the following extraation ST ++L 100 bt
teria were satisfied: 1) they had500 total-band EPIC coufits 05 1 2 5 10 05 1 2 5 10
2) the detector coverage of the source, weighted by the PSF fo 10 g O T
the respective camera, was0.5, and 3) the total-band detec- . , NW\ , 1 _'W ]
tion likelihood for the respective camera wad5. The decision _ o E
whether to extract products for a source was based solely orgi F W\Mw N N ]
meeting these extraction criteria in the (merged) expasused 3 °™ f T M
in source detection (Se€f_#.4). However, products forifjual 3 °°F. , i i i Lo
ing sources were subsequently extractedalbexposures (i.e., = 05 1 2 5 10 o5 1 2 5 10
imaging event lists) of an observation thatadhered to thegg¢ 5§ | T rasal .
exposure selection criteria given in Séct] 4.1 (i.e., itdmg). £ P o ﬁ""%‘“w ] om -+ }
Table[B shows the event selection criteria for the extracti® % " ey Rl + *
of the source products. Instrumental GTls (stored in theveveZ 10+ +++ 4 200 ¢ J(Hj( MH
list) are always applied, while GTls for masking out high loac 104 L ] wep t I3
ground flaring (see Se¢t. 4.3) were only applied to spectda an F o A e Jﬁlr H
the variability tests. Source data were extracted from eutar 05 1 2 5 10 05 1 2 5 10
region of radius = 28", centred on the detected source position, - o o
while the background extraction region was a co-centrediann Eod) MMWM ; Fy HW*W*”W‘ ]
lus with 60" < r < 180". Circular apertures of radius= 60" 001 L HW W | ] oo b " by 3
were masked from the background region for any contamigatin 3 Mﬁp{} | i 1 41
detection with a likelihood> 15 for that camera. These values s Bl 1 w0 7
represent a compromise choice for data extraction by awgidi 1 F w 3 - 4‘7 ]
the a_lddition_al com.plgxity required to implement a variadste T e T
traction radius optimised for each source. Note that theofise Energy (keV) Energy (keV)

an aperture-photometry background subtraction proceuene

differs from the use of the background maps applied at the ddgd. 6. Examples of auto-extracted 2XMM spectra. Sources are
tection stage. serendipitous objects and spectra are taken from the EPIC pn

unless otherwise stated. Panels: a) a typical extragalsmtirce
(Seyfert | galaxy); b) line-rich spectrum of a localisedioegin
5.1. Spectra the Tycho supernova remnant (target); ¢) MOS2 spectrum of a

For each source meeting the extraction criteria, the pipeliStllar coronal source (target; iH1384, Briggs & Pye 2003),
created the following spectrum-related products: 1) 4escribed by two-component thermal spectrum; d) spectfum o
source-background spectrum (grouped to 20/spectral- the hot intra-cluster gas in a galaxy chsterzat 0.29 (Kotov,
bin) and a corresponding background-subtracted XSPEEUdolyubov & Vestrand 2006); e) heavily absorbed, harday-r
(Dorman & Arnaud, 2001) generated plot; 2) a backgrourﬁPeCtrum of the Galactic binary IGR J16318-4848 (targe_lr,rH)
spectrum; 3) an auxiliary response file (ARF). Energiesweldt &l 2007); f) spectrum of a super-soft source with oxygea |
0.35keV are considered to be unreliable for the MOS dignission at- 0.57 keV; g) a relatively faint source showing a
to low sensitivity and for the pn due to the low-energy noisiV/0-component spectrum; h) source with power-law spectrum
(in particular at the edges of the detector) and, as suche Wé];ron.gly attenuated at low energies and with a notable Inéfted
marked as ‘bad’ in XSPEC terminology. Data around the C[P" line feature around 6 keV.

fluorescence line for the pn @75keV < E < 8225keV

were also marked ‘bad’. The publicly available ‘canméd’

RMF associated with each spectrum is conveyed by a header

keyword. Some examples of the diversity of source spectra

contained amongst the source-specific spectral produets # MOS for the exposures used in source detection. All light
shown in Fig[®. curves of a given source within an XMM-Newton observation

are referenced to a common epoch for ease of comparison.

The light curves themselves can include data taken during
periods of background flaring because background suldracti
Light curves for a given source were created with a commaisually successfully removes it§ects. However, in testing for
bin-width (per observation) that was an integer multiplel6f potential variability, to minimise the risk of false varilty trig-
seconds (minimum width 10 seconds), determined by the gers, only data bins that lay wholly inside both instrumemt<s
quirement to have at least 18kn for pn and at least 5 ftin  and GTIs reflecting periods of non-flaring background were

used.
15 Where the source was only observed with one or two cameras the

equivalent EPIC counts were calculated for the absent cgs)ausing Two simple variability tests were applied to the separgfetli
the pn to MOS count ratio. : 1, representative of the typical sourcecurves: 1) a Fast Fourier Transform and 2)%atest against a
count ratios. null hypothesis of constancy. While other approaches, thg.

16 pre-computed for the instrument, mode, event patterntimteand Kolmogorov-Smirnov test, maximum-likelihood methodsdan
approximate detector location of the source. Bayesian methods are potentially more sensitiveythest was

5.2. Time-series
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Table 5. Event selection for source products.
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pn MOS
PATTERN: <4 <12
FLAG? for spectra: FLAG=0 (FLAG & Oxftfifeff) = 0
FLAG? for time-series: (FLAG & offifef) = 0 (FLAG & 0x766ba000)= 0
energy range: a° — 12 keV 02° - 12keV

GTls for spectra:
GTls for time-series:
GTIs for variability test:

instrumental GTls

instrumental and background flare GTls

merged instrumental and backo flare GTls

trunsental and background flare GTls
instrumental GTls
merged instrumental and background flare GTls

& column in the event lists
b the range @ — 0.35keV is set to bad in the spectra

chosen here as being a simple, robust indicator of varigbilne
fundamental formula fog? is

X2 _ Z (Vi ;ZYi)2 ’

wherey; is theith data valueY; the model at this point, ang the

uncertainty. In the present case, the moglglvhich incorporates
the null hypothesis that the source flux is constant over,time

constructed as follows:

Yi = fsrci Asrc At [¢src + ¢bkgi] 5

where f; are exposure valueg is the collecting areaAt is
the time-series bin duration, ardis a (bin-averaged) ‘flux’ in
counts per unit time per unit area.

The problem now is that priori the expectation valuesgi

5.3. Limitations of the automatic extraction

As with any automated extraction procedure, a few source-pro
ucts sifer from problems such as low photon statistics, low
numbers of bins, background subtraction problems, anchoont
ination.

Spectra with few bins can arise for very soft sources where
the total-band counts meet the extraction criteria but til& b
of the flux occurs below the.B5keV cut-df (Sect[5.1). This
can also occur if the extraction is for an exposure with atsnor
exposure time than those used in the detection stage, alipeci
if the detection was already close to the extraction thriesho
Similarly, background over-estimation in the exposureyo¥
derestimation in the original detection exposure) canltésu
fewer source counts compared to those determined during the

for the background time-series is not known — they must bie egletection stage, yielding poorer statistics and low bin bers
mated, with as low an uncertainty as possible, by formingba for the time-series and spectra. This can occur when spatial

ground time-series in an (ideally) fairly large area whislsuf-
ficiently far from the source to avoid cross-contaminatidliso,

gradients across the background region are imperfectlsacha
terised, e.g., where the source lies near strong instruahfeat-

the average source flug,c is not known, which must also betures such as OOT events, where there are marked steps in the

estimated from the (necessarily noisy) data at hand. Aéteres
algebra it can be shown that the best estimaté/fis given by

N Asrc fsrcj b') Asrc fsrci
J

(4)

count-rate levels between adjacent noisy and non-noisys;CD
or where contaminant source exclusions are biased to ore sid
of a background region that overlaps the wings of a very brigh
source or bright extended emission. In many cases the atitoma
(Sect[7.B) as well as manual flag settings (decl. 7.4) italica

2b-ase) A ™
= whether source products are likely to be reliable.
whereb; are the measured background counts. The first term of ~gntamination of the source extraction region (e.g., by an-
equation 3 represents a constant, unweighted time-avefdy® ther source, OOT events, or single reflections) can alssecau
background-subtracted source counts, derived from thdewhgoplems if the contamination is brighter than or of compéea
light curve, while the second term reflects the background Hrightness to the extracted source. The nearest-neigtdabur
pected in the source agerture for time-bin, umn can act as an initial alert in such cases — 19% of the cata-
Theo values in the“ sum present a problem. In the Pearsopyg e sources with spectra have neighbouring detectidrso
formula appropriate to Poissonian da;bq’-, is set toYi. If we  prightness) within 28 (i.e., the extraction radius).
simply substitutey; for Y; here, the resulting? values are found  “the extraction process and exposure corrections are op-
via Monte Carlo trials to be somewhat too large. This is beeau;miseq for point sources. Absolute fluxes in source-specifi
the use of the random background variatér Eq.[2 introduces qqycts of extended sources, therefore, may not be reliabl
extra variance into the numerators of the sum. A formulasfor 44\ ever relative measures such as variability and spéirtea
which takes this into accountis detection should still be indicative.

fsrei \*
O_IZ — Yi/ + ( ASTC fsrm-) ;.
Pokg Tokgi 5.4. Known processing problems
For each exposure used, the pipeline generated a

background-subtracted source time-series and the corefew products areffiected by known processing problems:
sponding background time-series (corrected for exposure, (i) When the usable background region is very small, the
cosmic rays, and dead time), together with the graphidahckground area calculation becomes imprecise and rdsults
representations of the data and of its power spectrum. Tée inaccurate background-subtracted source spectrumcahi
y?-statistics and probabilities are conveyed by header keysvo occur with bright sources in MOS W2 and W4 partial window
Some example total-band time-series from these produats ttnodes where most of the background region lies outside the
highlight the range of source variability present in the 2MM 110’ x 110” window or in crowded areas where the source-free
catalogue are shown in Fig. 7. areais markedly reduced. In the former case the sourcealyisu
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& 08 F o (iv) Neither spectra nor time-series are corrected forugile
M 1 ek ‘ ‘ ‘ (nor are the source count rates in the catalogue). Due toithe d
TER } HHH ‘H” H‘ i \W & ficulties in detecting and quantifying pileup no attempt hasn
w\ Jé os b HWH‘M”\”‘HW“\‘HM“ {1y Hw”““\HMHH\‘H\‘“\‘ ] made to flag thisféect.
\
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6. External catalogue cross-correlation
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‘ As part of the XMM-Newton pipeline, the Astronomical
“‘ M M ﬁ v Catalogue Data Subsystem (ACDS) generated products lgoldin
MV\ I ﬂ \

ﬂW i

=

information on the immediate surrounding of each EPIC saurc
and on the known astrophysical content of the EPIC FOV, high-

}H ‘ “ H ‘H\ } “HH WHMHW “HHH‘\W

7 0 . . m lei “ . @ h lighting the possible non-detection of formerly known Irti¢K-

3 o 100 20t 30 ax0r 0 0 210 30 ray sources as well as indicating the presence of partigutar

T o S — : : portant astrophysical objects in the area covered by the XMM
z °) ‘ 9 Newton observation.

o | ‘ In addition to Simbdt and NEIF, 202 archival catalogues
W i \ | \ I ‘ and article tables were queried from Vif@iThey were selected

‘ ‘ ‘\\j L H“ ‘u | ‘ on the basis of their assumed high probability to contain the
. _WM.MI./J P, mw, i IR actual counterpart of the X-ray source. Basically all laagea
010 20 e0r axior 0 210 w10 “high density” astronomical catalogues were considerathely

the SDSS-DR3 (Abazajian et al. 2005) , USNO-A2.0 (Monet
et al. 1998), USNO-B1.0 (Monet et al. 2003), GSC 2.2 (STScl
oo 2001), and APM-North (McMahon et al. 2000) catalogues in

‘ the optical, the oint Science - Moshir et a
H H! 1 ”\ he optical, the IRAS (Joint Science WG 1085; Moshir et a.
\ \

04 ‘
;w

0.2

4

1990), 2MASS (Cutri et al. 2003), and DENIS (DENIS con-

‘ H sortium 2005) catalogues in the infrared, the NVSS (Condon e

0 0 al. 1998), WISH (de Breuck et al. 2002), and FIRST (Becker

o _1° Lo 2ag ° = 1°_ et al. 1997) catalogues at radio wavelengths, and the main X-
Time (5) Time (S) ray catalogues produced by Einstein (2E; Harris et al. 1994)

Fig. 7. Example auto-extracted 2XMM time-series. Sources aROSAT: RASS bright and faint source lists (Voges et al. 1999,
serendipitous objects and the data are taken from the pn gR00), RBS (Schwope et al. 2000), HRI (ROSAT Team 2000),
less otherwise stated. Panels: a) MOS1 data for Markarién 33SPC (ROSAT 2000), and WGACAT (White et al. 2000) cat-
(Seyfert | — target); b) MOS1 data showing the decay cur@ogues of pointed observations), and XMM-Newton (1XMM;
of GRB 050326 (target); c) X-ray flares from a previously unXMM-SSC, 2003). Also included were large lists of homoge-
known coronally active star; d) time-series of the emis§iom Nneous objects (e.g., catalogues of bright stars, cataaysan-

a relatively faint cluster of galaxies, showing no significaari- ables, LMXBs, Be stars, galaxies, etc.). The full list offaval
ability (target); e) time-series of the obscured Galactitaty ~catalogues queried is included as one of the pipeline pteduc
IGR 16318-4848 (target; Ibarra et al. 2007); f) previoushy u ~ The XMM-Newton detections were cross-correlated with the
known AM Her binary showing several phase-stable period&chival entries taking into account positional errors athithe
features (Vogel et al. 2007); g) highly variable AND periodi EPIC and the archival entries. The list of possible couratesp
object, likely to be a cataclysmic or X-ray binary (Farreil edid not provide additional information on the relative newof

al. 2008) — the binning results in poor sampling of the intrirthe cross-correlation or on the probability that the giverhaval

sic periodic behaviour; h) source showing clear variaptiit —entry was found by chance in the error circle of the X-ray seur
not flagged as variable in the catalogue (the probabilityasi-v The cross-correlation was based on the dimensionless vari-
ability falls below the threshold of 18). These last two casesable:

highlight the sensitivity of the variability characteriia on the ) )

time bin size. (22 Aa” A6

2 2

o

o
s

bright enough that background subtraction has negligibfggict with o2 = 02 + o2 ando? = a-§ + % , Whereo,, andos, are

and so does not need to be performed. the standard deviations in RA and Dec of the X- -ray source-posi
(i) Attitude GTIs were not included in the extraction crite tion ando,, ando, the corresponding errors on the position of
ria, and occasionally the source was significantly dismlagith  the archival catalogued object. The error on the X-ray pmsit
respect to the aperture as defined by the detection imag&-(inig the quadratic sum of the statistical error with the addii
treme cases,fbthe detector). This will fiect the calculation of error which depends on théfectiveness of the astrometric cor-
count rates in the spectra and the variability measurenfents rection (cf. Sect_4]5). Positional errors of the archivatries
the time-series. were either read from the respective catalogue or fixed decor
(iii) Occasionally the light curve exposure correctioriddi ing to guidance in the relevant catalogue literature. Ircadles,
(i.e., no time-series were produced) or light curves weaelén the significance of the error was rescaled to thedvel.
quately corrected for strong background variations acti3ds
(which can cause spurious variability detection). Thelatbses *” The SIMBAD Astronomical Database (Wenger et al. 2000).
are confined to very bright extended sources and are mostly &8 The NASAIPAC Extragalactic Database.
sociated with spurious detections. 19 The VizieR Service at CDS (Ochsenbein et al. 2000).
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The probability density distribution of positionftirences given rise to detections that are obviously spulffuBossible
between the X-ray source and its catalogue counterpartalueauses range from bright pixels and segments to OOT events (i
measurement errors is a Rayleigh distribution. Hence, tbk-p the case of pileup), RGA scattered light, single reflectivos
ability of finding the X-ray source at a distance betweeand the mirrors, and optical loading (cf. Appendi¥ A and Hig). 4 a)

r + or from its archival counterpart is: In cases where the spatial background varied rapidly (BSF,
N (-12/2) ‘spikes’, filamentary extended emission, edges of noisy §CD
op(rlid) = r- e~ "=, the spline background map may deviate from the true back-

with a cumulative distribution function: ground. This could potentially have given rise to spuricugse
r _ 215 detections and could also hav@ezted the measured parameters
f sp(rlid) = (1 - €72, (including time-series and spectra) of real sources.
0

) ) Extended sources were particularlyffaiult to detect and
Thus, lists of counterparts with{c) < 2.146 3.035, and 3.439 parametrise due to their (often) filamentary or non-symimetr
are 90%, 99%, and 99.73% complete, respectively. Computig@ucture as well as the maximum allowed extent in fitting’(80
the actual reliability of the identification requires a dateal-  Sect[Z:Z14). This often led to multiple detections of a éaoy
ibration of the density of catalogue sources and of the itikelrregular extended emission region. On the other hand.ipheilt
hood ratio method applied; in the near future, such reliabihoint sources (e.g., in a crowded field) might also be dedecte
ties will be prOV|ded for candidates found in the main ar&hIVas extended (due to Computationa| restrictions no atteragt w
catalogues. However, in the absence of such informationeat fmade to distinguish more than two overlapgianfused point

pipeline level, it was decided, for completeness to listpas- sources). See SeEf_P.9 and IFig. 14 for a discussion of eadiend
sible identifications having positions consistent withttbéthe  sources and some examples.

X-ray source at the 99.73% confidence level, correspondaing t
30
The ACDS results are presented in several interconnectéd. Automated quality-warning flags for detections

HTML files (together with copies in FITS format). Graphicabome of the source detection problems could be identified and

products are 1) a plot with the position of all quoted archivq, o qvified so that the processing software could set aummat
entries on the EPIC merged image, 2) an overlay of the pasiti uality warning flags in the source lists. For each dete¢fmur

of the X-ray sources detected in the EPIC camera and conto 9 :

. . s of flags (one per camera plus a summary set covering all
of (tjhg EfPIé: merr?e(tj wgagedon a EOSATIESI',[SKV sur):jeyd|r61agt; ameras), each containing twelve entries, were writtem tiné
and 3) finding charts based on sky pixel data provided by Bservation source list. Nine of the flags in each set wereipop

CDS Aladin image server (Bonnarel et al. 2000). lated based on other key quantities available in the sanmesou
list. The meaning of these flags is summarised in Teble 6. The
7. Quality evaluation default value of every flag was False; when a flag was set it

A fth i forthe d . means it has been changed to True. For each detection, Flags
s partof the quality assurance for the data processingyeau 2507 Were set in a common fashion across all four sets. Flags
1

of procedures, both automated and manual, were performedory 54 9 are camera-specific, but any set to True were also
many of the data products to take note of intrinsic problefitis W .o ted in the summary set '

the data as well as to detect software issues. Particulan@sigp The criteria used to set the flags were determined largely em-

was given to potential problems with the source detectiah ag; j.o v from tests on appropriate sample data-sets (gt. &b
characterisation, and quality flags were set accordingly. for some examples). Flags set to True should be understood
mainly as a warning: they identify possible problematiciess

7.1. Visual screening of data products for a detection such as proximity to a bright source, a |locati

. N within an extended source emission, iffstient detector cover-
The overall visual screening included data products from glge of the PSF of the detection, and known pixels or cluggerin
three instrument groups (EPIC, RGS, OM) as well as those fr(ngixels that tend to be intrinsically bright at low energjien all
the external catalogue cross-correlation (cf. Sgct. )y Prod- - {hese cases the parameters of a real source may be compomise
ucts that could be conveniently assessed were inspectegl aisi 5nq there is a possibility that the source is spurious.
dedicated screening script, that is, most HTML pages, aBPN * 1anded sources near bright sources and within larger ex-

images and all PDF plots (as representatives of data from 8 4e4 emission are most likely to be spurious and have been

FITS files), all EPIC FITS images and maps (including sourcgagaeq as such. In addition, extended detections triggeyed
location overlays), and the mosaiced OM FITS images wily hivels or bright columns can be identified since theiedik
source overlay. For each observation a screening repoint wjf,

thood i band (of is di tionally kigh
standardised comments was created, recording data arnesgro ood in one band (of one camera) is disproportionally Big

; ~than in the other bands and cameras. However, no attempt has
izg gg?!gg\‘s (see, for example, Séct]5.4), and made al&ilafeen made to flag spurious extended detections in the general

. . _ . case, that is, in areas where the background changes conside
As a result of the visual screening, two otherwise eligitide o

. . ) ably on a small spatial scale and the spline maps cannot ade-
servations (obtained for experimental mode tests) wereiézd y b P b

. uately represent this. At the same time, no point sources ha
from the catalogue since the tested mode was not properly SﬁBen specifically flagged as spurious (see $ect. 7.4 regardin
ported by the processing system and the source paramietnis

. ) dhanual flagging) though they are often caused by the same fea-
was considered to be unreliable. tures as the spurious extended detections. The spatidtylehs
real point sources is, in general, much higher than for elddn

7.2. Potential source detection problems

o ) ] 20 Spurious detections caused by the background noise (as char
Intrinsic features of the XMM-Newton instrumentation comacterised by their likelihood) are not discussed in thistisec see

bined with some shortcomings of the detection process hasects[44.914.
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Table 6. Description of the automated (Flags 1—9) and manual (Flagsl?) quality warning flags.

Flag Description Definition for flag to be set True (cf. Notes)

1 Low detector coverage Meamera < 0.5

2 Near other source I <65- y/Repic AND rpmin = 10" AND rpay = 4007

3 Within extended emission r <3-E AND rya = 200"

4 Possible spurious extended detection near bright source eteciion is extended AND Flag 2 is set AN}, > 1000

5 Possible spurious extended detection within extendedstom Detection is extended AND< 160’ AND fraction of rate compared

with causing source is 0.4

6 Possible spurious extended detection due to unusual IBegection is extended AND fraction of detection likelihoper camera
single-band detection likelihood and band compared with the sum of alpi©.9

7 Possible spurious extended detection At least one of the a5, 6 is set

8 On bright MOS1 corner or bright low-gain pn column Sourcsipon is located on one of thefacted pixels

9 Near bright MOS1 corner Source position within= 60" of a bright corner pixel

10 Notused

11  Within region where spurious detections occur Set m&nual

12  Bright (‘originating’) point source in region where spus de- Set manually
tections occur
Notes: mis the detector coverage of the detection weighted by the PBFa radial distance in arcseconds from the ‘originatingirse within
which all detections receive this flaB;ic is the EPIC source count rate inbf the ‘originating’ sourcek is the extent parameter (core radius)
of the ‘causing source’ in arcseconds (cf. SECt. 4.44); is the EPIC source counts of the ‘originating’ sourceis the radius used for source
PSF fitting in arcseconds.

sources and the reliability of such a ‘spurious’ flag woulddve  bution of the faint sources to the fit of the bright source is-co
Instead, Flags 2, 3, and 9 can be used as a warning that susidared to be negligible (Se¢t._4.4.3). Hence, the ‘oritjiga
source could be spurious. point source was identified by setting its Fla§® distinguish
it from the other detections with Flag 11 in that particula®d
region, the parameters of which may lieated by the presence
of the indicated bright source due to imperfections in th& PS
In addition to the automated quality flags, a more rigorossai US€d- In the case of bright extended sources, however,tthe si
screening of the source detection was performed for the EFFEON was diferent: the extent parameter was obviousteated
fields to be used in the catalogue. The outcome of this proc@¥sn€arby spurious detections, and consequently the beght
was reflected in two flags (11 and 12) as described below af{gS underestimated. Flag 12 was therefore only set for point
summarised in Tab[g 6. sources.

Images of each field, with source overlay, were inspected vi-
sually and areas with likely spurious detections were m@eor 7.5. Quality summary flag
(as ds9-regions; Joye & Mandel 2003). Such regions could be ) ) ) ) )
regular (circle, ellipse, box) or irregular (polygon); imses For easier use of the quality-flag information, the catatogiues
where only a single detection was apparently spurious al snfSummary flag which combines the flags described above (11
circle of 10" radius was used, centred on this detection. It shouf" camera per detection) to give a single, overall quaiitiyca-
be stressed that these regions, except for the latter caske, ction for each detection. Its five possible values are aswllfn
include both suspected spurious and real detections. Iry m&fder of increasing severity):
cases (especially at fainter fluxes) it was impossible taallg
distinguish between a real source and a spurious dete¢tain t
was caused by artefacts on the detector or byflitsent back-
ground subtraction. In addition, theéfect of such features on
the parameters of a nearby real source has not been intestiga
in detail. For example, single reflections or the RGA scatter
light features were not included in the background maps a
may therefore haveffected the source parameters. On the other
hand, as the source parameters are derived by the fitting pro-
cess in order of decreasing source brightness, the pananoéte
fainter sources take the PSF of nearby bright sources into ac plication. (9% of all detections.)

cou_:_w:](sdecgzm-). tedto EPIC ks wh 2. The detection may be spurious but was not recognised as
€ asv-regions were converted o Image masks where g, -, during visual inspection; at least one of the auto-

the bad areas have the value zero and the rest of the field hasmated ‘spurious detection’ flags [7,8] for any of the cameras
the value one. These masks are available as catalogue prOden,Ml,MZ] is True but the manual flag [11] is False. This

uctleSecﬂg), tfhey can bf cohmbllr(led with the camera detecti value can be used to accept detections for further potential

masks to study, for example, the sky coverage. use, but they should be subjected to careful scrutiny depen-
The masks were used to flag sources within the masked areasjent on the specific application. (1% of all detections.)

with Flag 11. In many cases, the so-called ‘originating’reeu

(a bright point source, cf. Flag 2, or a large or irregulaeexted 21 Note that Flag 12 was not set when the source appeared toibe spl

source, cf. Flag 3) was located within the masked regionu@ho into two, cf. Sect_4.414, or when a close-by fainter detectippeared

the brightest source was fitted before the fainter ones,dhtxie  to be of comparable brightness.

7.4. Manual flag settings for detections

0: There are no indications of problems for this detectiamen

of the flags [} 12] for the three cameras [pn,M1,M2] are set

to True. This value can be used to obtain the cleanest possi-
ble samples (but possibly at the expense of omitting some
otherwise acceptable detections). (71% of all detectjons.

rild The source parameters are considered to be possibly com-
promised; at least one of the warning flags [1,2,3,9] for any
of the cameras [pn,M1,M2] is True. This value can be used
to accept detections for further potential use, but theyikho

be subjected to careful scrutiny dependent on the specific ap
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3: The detection lies in a region where spurious detecti@ns @ludes the detection background levels, the variabilifgrima-
cur but which could not be dealt with in an automated wayion (from the EPIC source time-series files; see below) and
the manual flag [11] is True but the automated ‘spurious déte detection flags from the automatic flagging augmented by
tection’ flags [7,8] of all the cameras [pn,M1,M2] are Falsehe manual data screening process (see Secls. 7.4_dnd 7.5).
Detections with this value should be used only after vedncillary information added to the catalogue entries also i
careful scrutiny, as they may well be spuriouslesslag 12 cludes various observation meta-data parameters (e senab
is True, in which case the detection (and possibly its paratien ID, filters and modes used) and the observation claasific
eters) may well be valid, as it is likely to be a strong sourcéon determined as part of the data screening process [G8kxt.
(15% of all detections, where Flag 12 was set for 600 detde- the final catalogue table each detection is also assigned a
tions.) unigue detection number.
4: The detection lies in a region where spurious detecticas 0  The measured and derived parameters of the detections taken
cur and is flagged as likely spurious; the manual flag [1ijom the pipeline product files are reflected in the 2XMM cata-
is True and any of the automated ‘spurious detection’ flagsgue by a number of columns described in Appehdi¥ .13 D.6.
[7,8] for any of the cameras [pn,M1,M2] is also True. It id=or the variability information for detections (Appendixd),
recommended that detections with this value should not naine variability identifier was set to True for a detectiontifeast
mally be used. (4% of all detections.) one of the time-series for this detection (derived from all a
) ) . propriate exposures) hady&-probability < 10-° based on the
Flag 12 was not mcludgd in the summary flag, selecting by hypothesis that the source was constant (cf. $edt. i)
Flag 12 as well can provide a clean as well as a more complgi@papility threshold was chosen to yield less than one teig-
sample, as noted above, since this flag is usually given smrea ger over the entire set of time-series. Where the flag washeet,
ably bright point sources. o camera and exposure ID with the lowg$tprobability were also
The screening flags alsdfer a means of avoiding source-yrovided for convenience. No assessment of potentialbviitia

specific data products with possible problems, noting that gas heen made between observations for those sourcesdetect
all detections with products a significant fraction have a1y  more than once.

flag > 3 indicating potential issues with the spectra/andime

series. , .
8.1. Unique celestial sources

7.6. Overall observation classification XMM-Newton observations can yield multiple detectionsluf t
) o same object on the sky where a particular field is the subfect o

The summary flag assigned to each detection in the catalogdeat pointings or because of partial overlaps from deslica
provides an overall classification of each detection inetith osaic observations or fortuitous overlaps from unrelatsdt-
the_ cata_logue. On the other _hand, since about half of aIIrebS@,gS. As such, the catalogue production process also sdaght
vations in the Ca_talogue are littlefected b.y artefac?s_ an_d baCk'identify and collate data for all detections pertaining toquie
ground subtraction problems, abservation classificatioof-  sqyrees on the sky, providing a unique-source indexingeayst
fers the possibility of selecting good qualifigldsrather than ithin the catalogue. In parallel, the catalogue providesia-

good quality detections..This classification is based orfré® ey of derived guantities relating to the unique sourcesuded
tion of area masked out in the flag mask (Skecll. 7.4) as compafgn the constituent detections.

EPIC detection mask) for that observation. Six classes 8€Bb estimates of the position errarys, of each detection are essen-
vations were identified. They are listed in Table 7 togethié W (| The best estimate of the position error was found to be
the percentage of observatiorffegted, the fractional area, and
the approximate size of the excluded region (note that tiee flg. s = /O_z 402 (5)
mask may comprise several regions in various shapes). P Y8 T stat

whereoysis the additional error (Se¢t. 4.5, see also foothote 12)
8. Catal ilati ando gt is the statistical centroid uncertainty measured from the

- Latalogue compriation source-fitting stage (Se€t.4.4.3).

The 2XMM catalogue is a catalogue of detections. As such, Two detections from dierent observations with respective
every row in the 2XMM catalogue represents a single deteosition errors otr; ando, were assumed to be potentially as-
tion of an object from a separate XMM-Newton observatiorsociated with the same celestial source if their separaion
The construction of the 2XMM catalogue consists of two mailn < 3(01+ )
steps. The first involves the aggregation of the data of iddiv ' °*° rmeen
ual detections from the separate observation source fists iwith 77 as an upper-limit. The’7limit to position dfsets in the
a single list of detected objects, adding additional infation matching process was determined empirically as the begeval
about each detection and meta-data relating to the ob&mrvato prevent spurious matches (dominated by a few weak extende
in which the detection was made. The second step consistsot@irces with large position errors) without having a sigatifit
cross-matching detections, identifying resulting unigedes- effect on the number of genuine matches. A match was, how-
tial objects and combining or averaging key quantities ftbm ever, rejected ifsep > 0.9d; Or rsgp > 0.9d, whered; andd,
detections into corresponding unique-source valuesmdiely, are the distances from the detection to its nearest neigtibou
the ensemble of data for both detections and unique souecesthe same observation. This latter provision means that o tw
comes the catalogue. distinct sources from the same image should be matched. No
The primary source of data for the catalogue was the gpiality flag information was used in the matching process.
of 3491 EPIC summary source list files from the maximum- Using these constraints, the detection table was cross-
likelihood source-fitting processes (Sdct. 4.4.3). Addisl in- correlated with itself to find all possible pairs of detensdav-
formation incorporated into the catalogue for each detdedti- ing error-circle overlaps. Some detections were found e laz
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Table 7. Observation class definitions.

class %age of 2XMM obs  definition comment
0 38% bad area 0% no region has been identified for flagging
1 12% 0%< bad area< 0.1% < 3 single detections
2 10% 0.1%< bad area< 1% circular region with 40 < r < 607
3 25% 1%< bad area< 10% circular region with 60 < r < 200’
4 10% 10%< bad area< 100% circular region with 2 200"
5 5% bad area 100% the whole field is flagged as bad

many as 31 such overlaps, since a few areas of sky were oldsestéuent detection values (see AppendixID.7). The IAU nafe o
this many times (generally calibration observations).dRésg each unique source was constructed from its coordinateg. No
this list into a set of unique celestial sources requiredesemy that an individual detection is completely specified by At)|
perimentation because of potential ambiguity in a few cresvd nameand its detection identifier. The unique-source data were
or complex fields. The extreme scenarios were 1) to assunte amsegmented with five quantities that were not based on error-
of detections was associated with a unique source onlyyfahe weighted merging: 1) the unique-source detection likelthovas
overlapped each other — this was considered too consezyajiv set to the highest EPIC total-band detection likelihoa, it re-

to assume that a set of detections constituted a uniquees@urdlects the strongest constituent detection of a unique so@ic
each member overlapped at least one other member — this Wasnique-source extent likelihood was computed as the Empl
deemed overly generous, i.e., it would have included a favg paaverage of the corresponding EPIC detection values. 3) &he r
of detections whose mutual separations would be incomipatiblucedy?-probability for the variability of a unique source was
with coming from a single source. The algorithm adopted gataken as the lowest of the detection values, indicative e+
priority to those detections with the highest number of tags  tection with the highest likelihood of being variable, wheari-
(because they were likely to be near the true source cemtcg) aability information was available. 4) Where variabilityfamma-

this number being equal, to count-rate agreement. The flisttmn existed for any of the constituent detections, a unismerce
overlapping detections was therefore sorted in descerdohgy variability identifier was set to True if any were True and &dde

of the number of overlaps and the EPIC total-band count ratenone were True. Where no variability information was &vai
and then processed in that order. Each detection was ategbciable, the unique-source flag was set to Undefined. 5) A unique-
with all its overlapping detections, except those which Bkd source summary flag took the maximum of the detection sum-
ready been removed from the list by having been associated wiary flag values (Sedi._1.5), i.e., reflecting the worst-dkzse
another (better connected or stronger) detection. In tla¢dat- from any of the detections of the source.

alogue the number of detections which might have been asso-The 2XMM catalogue was also cross-correlated against the
ciated with a source ferent from the one actually assigned td XMM and 2XMMp catalogues during the construction pro-
them, given a dferent order of processing, was about one hugess. For each unique 2XMM source, the most probable match-
dred, which was significantly lower than the figure from vago ing 1XMM counterpart and 2XMMp counterpart were identified
alternative algorithms. These ambiguous detections werest and listed in the 2XMM catalogue. The matching algorithm em-
all from observations which the screening process flagged @eyed was similar to the one described for identifying wreiq
unreliable, suggesting that further refinements to therdlgn sources but the maximum positiondfset between the new cat-
would have been of little practical value. alogue and the older ones was set'atthis was a rather conser-

ative value but since a number of sources in 1XMM, espsagiall

The algorithm adopted for the identification of uniqu o .
sources appears to be reliable in the great majority of casé¢s %g;/;fg\?vsilrt\lggfrl:egtr ﬁ;ggg?g; ;ﬁ&éﬂg’ag;‘s?sres teaetare

there are known to be a few confused areas where the resailts This resulted in~ 88% of all 2XMMb sources having a
likely to be imperfect. The most common cause is where réal d}natch with 2XMM sources. Apart from tr?ose vin outsidg the
fuse or bright objects give rise to (generally spurious)itaital 3 matchi ircl i .t hp q ]}/ gdt be eith

detections which happen to approximately coincide sptial matching cr:rcg, non ma}_c 1€ sotl:rcez are found to be either
different observations. In most cases it is likely that the szmrcsimg'%u.s’ at the detection limit, (.)Lt e observation V"_ai”":f)t
will have received a manual flag. Incorrect matching can jptso cluded in 2XMM. Comparison with 1XMM is not straight for-

tentially occur where centroiding is adversefiegted by pileup \évglj(rjc(ejléiztteoct'[igi giﬁ&cﬁivgstggngetz(;gg%2?:)8;?1% I(ii.egli.ﬁ(gr(l)z
or optical loading, where one or more contributing obseovest P

have significant attitude errors which could not be astroimetcumfs‘ Note, though, that 1XMM comprises only 585 of the

cally rectified (Secf4]5), or where a real source is locatese 2XMM fields.

to another detection associated with an artefact such aBigts

OOT events from a strongly piled-up source elsewhere imthe ig  Catalogue characterisation & results
age. Where pileup or artefacts are involvetketed sources may

have been assigned automatic or manual flags anyway. ltcsho®ll. Overall properties

be emphasised, however, that flag information is not useltein
source matching process. Based on the extensive visuadns
tion, incorrect detection matching is believed to be exglym
rare 200 detectionsféected). Inevitably, in a few cases, th
matching process fails to match some detections that beten
gether.

Lrhe catalogue contains 246897 detections drawn from 3491

ppublic XMM-Newton observations (Fifl 1). These detectimas

late to 191 870 unique sources. Of these, 27522 X-ray sources

Svere observed more than once; some were observed up to 31

Ytimes in total due to the fact that many sky regions are cavere
by more than one observation. Of the 246 897 X-ray detections

A number of quantities for unique sources are included in tl20837 are classified as extended. Table 8 shows the number of
2XMM catalogue, based on error-weighted merging of the codetections and unique sources per camera and energy bdinhd (sp
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Table 8. Numbers of detections with likelihood > 10 in the telescope vignetting, etc.). From this analysis we find ith&b-
2XMM catalogue. tal the catalogue fields cover a sky area of more than 500 deg
The non-overlapping sky area+s360 ded (~ 1% of the sky).
Camera  Energy  Point Extd Unique point Unique extd  The sensitivity of the 2XMM survey catalogue was estimated
band (keV) source source  source source  empirically using the method of Carrera et al. (2007). Thal
pn 02- 05 38074 4319 30811 3843 rithm presented in their Appendix A was used to compute sen-

pn 28_ %8 ggig? ggi; ggggg ggég sitivity maps for each instrument and energy band, using dat
Bg 20: 45 37511 3604 30702 3167 from the exposure maps and backgrou_nd maps from each obser-
pn 45-120 11144 1586 8682 1337 vation. USIng a grld of HEALPix plxels in a similar way to that
M1 02— 05 20841 3392 15887 2058 outlined above, the limiting flux of thenost sensitivebserva-

M1 05- 1.0 40965 6734 30998 5892 tion of each part of the sky was estimated. Figure 8 shows the
M1 10- 20 52569 6754 40062 5882 sky area against limiting flux for each EPIC camera and energy
M1 20- 45 34230 4452 26710 3858 band separately. This analysis provides a relatively robsis-

M1 45-120 7818 1825 5776 1547 mate of the total sky area of the 2XMM catalogue for each of
M2 02- 05 20626 3485 15718 3012 the three EPIC cameras, although it does not take into atcoun
M2 05- 10 42488 7045 32055 6149 those sky regions which ardectively useless for serendipitous
mg %’8: i'g ggggg 2382 géggg gégg source detection due to the presence of_ bright objects tain_er
M2 45-120 8546 2008 6265 1716 instrumental artefacts (see discussion in Ject. 3.1 and4Big

and c) These area-flux plots computed for> 10 show that

the dfective sky coverage for the MOS2 camera-i870 ded

) _ . (for the MOS1 camera it is- 360 ded due to the loss of one

into point sources and. extended source_zs); a I|kel|hqo¢ﬂme of the MOS1 CCDs in March 2005), whilst for the pn camera

L > 10 has been applied but no selection of detection flags hgg 5rea is- 330 ded, due primarily to reduced or zero imag-

been made. . . _ing sky area provided by some of the pn observing modes. The
The catalogue contains detections down to an EPIC likefimiting fluxes vary between camera and energy band. For the

hood of 6. Around 90% of the detections hdve 8 and~82% pn camera which provides the highest sensitivity, the mimm

haveL > 10. Simulations demonstrate that the false detectigftectable fluxes in the soft.B- 2 keV), hard (2- 12 keV) and

detections withL > [6, 8, 10] respectively (Secf_9.4). We note3s] x10-15erg cnr? s 2, respectively. The fluxes for 90% sky

that the source detection in 2XMM has a low degree of incorgpyerage (i.e., close to complete coverage) in these baads a
pletenesd. < 10. This arises from the fact that the first stagg 9, 25]x10-14erg cn2s2 respectively.

of the source detection (Selct._414.2) requires that eacittien
haveL > 5. As this first stage of the processing is relatively o
crude, the incompleteness primarily arises from this peeien 9.3. Flux and count distributions

of low significance detections. The distribution of fluxes for the 2XMM catalogue detectigs

The 2XMM catalogue is intended to be a catalogue Qb nin Fig[®. This figure illustrates that the typical dodind
serendipitous sources. The observations from which it leas b flux for the catalogue sourcess5 x 10-5ergcn2st and is

compiled, however, are of course pointed observationsiwhic 5 4 -14 ergcnt2s L in the hard and total bands. These values
}%g:cgglge%g:glnsgrt]ﬁeoég;;:)e Laggcitn?gilﬁgt; g:]nzslleg;%goorcorrespond quite closely to the fluxes of the sources which-do
' 9 inate the cosmic X-ray background (where the slope of the ex-

gets which are by definition not serendipitous. Appendix & Prira - ; .
. . . Y i galactic source counts breaks), demonstrating theriaupce
vides details of the target identification and classifigatierom of 2XMM in providing large samples at these fluxes.

this analysis we find that aroungd3of the intended targets are Also shown in FigLP is the distribution of total counts in the

unambiguously identified in their XMM-Newton observations ; X
but, allowing for multiple detections, only 1400 targets are combined EPIC images for the same sample of 2XMM detec-

. . : : tions. As expected the distribution is dominated by low doun
plausibly associated with 2XMM catalogue sources. Thlsrmea?purces' with the peak lying at 70 counts. This plot also il-

that< 1% of 2XMM sources are the target of the observation 3 )
. . : ' lustrates the féect of the targets of the XMM-Newton fields
though in a few observations (e.g., nearby galaxies) th m}hemselves which only contribute significantly, not susirgly,

of sourcesssociatedvith the target can clearly be much greate s bove~ 2000 EPIC counts
_ More generally the fields from which th_e 2XMM catalogue We note that it would.be possible to combine the survey
is compiled may a_Isp not be representative of the overa}ll Xénsitivity curves discussed in Sdct]9.2 and the flux Bistri
ray sky. The classification of the XMM-Newton observa'uon% =

: ; L . ons discussed here to construct the source counts @(e., t
A T: ? - .
fegmng;)gna&% uizlgf ?[Asé ::eallgighf avoiding potential se log N —log S relationship) for the 2XMM catalogue. In practice,

however, the results of this exercise would have limitedigal
due to the large uncertainties in the correct area-seitgitor-
9.2. Sky coverage and survey sensitivity rections for the substantial number of fields included in 24M

_ . which contain, for example, bright objects or are subjegirtib-
To compute the féective sky coverage, the sky was notionematic instrumental féects. A separate paper, Mateos et al.

ally covered by a grid of pixels using the HEALPIx projection2008), presents the ldg — log$S relationship and results for
(Gorski et al. 2005). Adequate resolution was obtainedgusin

pixels ~ 13" across. For each observation included in 2XMMz2 Fig,rg3 also does not take into account theas of Poisson noise
the exposure times were computed for each HEALPIXx pixel tafghich produces a probability distribution for source debiity about
ing into account the exposure map for each observationtfie. the sensitivity limit. Theseféects are only important at the low count
actual coverage taking into account observing mode, CCI3,galimit, i.e. essentially only at faint fluxes, cf. Georgakaki al. (2008).
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Fig. 8. Sky area as a function of flux limit for the 2XMM cat-f. Ids without briah ded X .
alogue computed for sources with a detection likelihoodtlim e St"r‘]"t out n? tdsource_s o)r(exterllo ek -rayderr_:_lﬁsmr_rtapla
L > 10 in the respective energy band. Red curves are for MOSEM N€ UNTESOIVED coSMIC A-ray background. Thé simula-
blue curves are for pn. (MOS1 is not shown but is very simil ns include a particle background component and a distrib

to MOS 2). tion of X-ray point sources with uniform spectral shape draw

Top panel Energy bands 1, 2, 3, 4, & 5 for each camera a'{éom' arepresentative extragalactic Nglog S relationship(eg.
shown with solid, long-dash, dash-dot, dotted, & dot-dot-d asinger et aI_., 2001). The source spectrum assumed is a powe
dashed line styleé respectivély. ' ' law characterised by = 1.7 with a Galactic column density

Bottom panelEnergy bands 6 & 7 for each camera are shovxmH =3x _1020 cm 2. . .
with solid & long-dash styles, respectively. T_he simulation creates images (_and exposure maps et<_:.) in
the five standard energy bands using the appropriate calibra
tion information (i.e., energy- and position-dependernt® Yi-
. , gnetting, detectionf&ciency, etc.). The simulated data are then
a carefully selected subset of the 2XMM fields at high Gatacthrgcessed with exactly the same steps used in the actual 2XMM
latitudes. pipeline (Sectl}4) and the derived source parameters, ssich a
likelihoods, were compared with the input (i.e., simulatpd-
rameters.

Figure[10 shows the number of false detections per field de-
The significance of the source detection in the 2XMM cataived from the simulations as a function of the minimiunfior
logue is characterised by the maximum likelihood paranfeter three diferent exposure times: 12 ks for MOS and 8ks for pn,
the detectionl (cf. Sect[4.413). Although the detection likeli-corresponding to around 70% of the median exposure, ane thre
hood values are formally defined in terms of the probability @and ten times higher exposure values. Also shown is the ex-
the detection occurring by chance, the complexity of the dgtected false detection nhumberfor an assumedN, = 5,000
processing implies that the computed likelihoods need to belependent detection cells per field, calculated simplp as
carefully assessed. To investigate the calibration of itkedi{ N; . exp—L). The value of\. of course depends on théec-
hood values and the expected false detection rate, we thus time 'beam-size’ for EPIC observations. The valNg = 5,000
ried out realistic Monte-Carlo simulations of the 2XMM catawe adopt is based on the area of the search bo¥ 200",
logue source detection and parameterisation process.iffine s Sect[4.411), corrected downwards to take into accountebesd
lations performed were chosen to represent typical highutle dation and change of shape of the PSFaxis. This value is a

9.4. False detection rate & likelihood calibration
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N
o

o T T T T and fluxes, both of which result in a reduction of tHéeetive
number of independent trials. The fact that the number gEkfal
detections depends on the exposure time is not in line with si
ple expectations, but is probably a reflection of a combamati
of Eddington bias and source confusidfeets. The much larger
than expected false detection numberk at12 may arise from

a too stringent matching criterion between the input angutut
sources in the simulations. Other similar studies of theefale-
tection rate in XMM-Newton observations include Loaring et
al. (2005) for the relatively deep XMM-Newton 1Jield and
Cappelluti et al. (2007) for the COSMOS field. Both studies de
termined false detection rates which are somewhat higlaer th
our estimates for 2XMM, but these can be reconciled with de-
tailed diferences in the assumptions made in these studies.
L We also investigated the sensitivity of the false detection
01 10 15 20 humber to the background and to the assumed spectral shape.
Minumum DETML The largest dferences are an increase by a faet@ at the low-

. . ' . est likelihoods L < 8) for background conditions 3 times higher
Fig. 10. The number of false detections per field estimated v, ; .
simulations for typical high Galactic latitude fields as adtion tan typical. Assuming much softer or harder spectral shape

of Liin for various exposure times. The red circles show the r roduces a similar increase in the false detection numgama
i P ; estricted to the lowest likelihood bins.

2?'?;%:(;’;?\335562; ﬁhfrégrs I:/;gs raeré?\ikﬁggspg}gﬁue i In addition to the false detection rate and calibration of
angles show those Wit’h the exposuregs of 3 e?nd 10 times hig It'ér likelihood values, these simulations also prow_de amgea
respectively. The dotted line represents the theoretidaéfde- ad(_jress thg ISSue of catalogue completgness, |g.ﬂ1$xase
tection number assuming 5,000 independent detection petls of Poisson n0|S(_e_wh|ch produces q_p_rob_ab_lllty Q|str|t_>ulﬁ0|n
field (see text) ' source detectability about the sensitivity limit. Thisdus be-

' yond the scope of the current paper, but we note that complete
ness corrections relating to these source detection béaieesx-
pected to be small except at the lowest fluxes, cf. Georgalehki

factor~ 4 times less than would be derived from assuming ths. (2008).
beam-size is of the order the PSF width (eg’! HEW), high- The simulation work also allows us to address the astromet-
lighting that this is a poorly defined quantity. ric performance of the processing. Comparison of the inpdt a
The results shown in Fig. 10 demonstrate: (i) the number ofitput positions shows that: (i) there is no measurableaayeer
false detections per field is low even for> 6 ; (ii) the depen- offset; (ii) the distribution of positionfésets closely follows the
dence of the number of false detectiond.ois much flatter than expected statistical form (cf. Set. B.5), validating ttaistical
simple expectations; (iii) the number of false detectioggaehds position error estimates. This distribution does, howesieow
on the exposure time. offsets that are statistically too large for simulated souvdés
For typical observations included in the catalogue (reprpeosition errors< 0.5”. The origin of this &ect is unclear, al-
sented by the red curve in Figdrel 10), the number of false dBough it may be related to the discrete sampling of the PSF
tections is~ [1,0.3,0.1] per field at likelihood limits ofL > representation in the XMM-Newton calibration data.
[6, 8,10] respectively. These values increase-tf4, 2, 1.5] for Full details of the evaluation of the 2XMM catalogue with
the longest exposure time represented in Fifiute 10. Forafactthe simulations will be presented elsewhere (Sakano einal.,
the three exposure times adopted, we also compared the npneparation).
bers of false detections with the average number of sourees d
tected in corresponding exposures of typical XMM-Newtaghhi
Galactic latitude fields, i.ev [60, 100 200] sources per field, to
derive false detectiorates We find that these rates have only an order to investigate the overall astrometric accuracyhef
low dependence on the exposure time, ie. the false detaetien 2XMM catalogue, in particular the extent to which the posi-
is approximately constant at [2, 1, 0.5]% for likelihood limits tion error estimates correctly describe the true positiama
L > [6, 8, 10] over the range of exposures investigated. certainty, we tested the catalogue positions against thanSl
Our simulation results can be compared with the analydisgital Sky Survey (SDSS) DR5 Quasar Catalog (Schneider et
presented by Brunner et al. (2008), carried out in the camiex al. 2007) which contains 77 429 objects classified as quayars
the very deep XMM-Newton observation of the Lockman Holegheir SDSS optical spectra. The sky density of the Sloanarsas
Their simulations are for a detection approach similar &t this ~ 10 per square degree, and their positional accuracy is bet-
presented here and their results are also broadly simflah@ir ter than 01, making this an excellent astrometric reference set.
Fig.4 which shows a qualitatively similar dependence afdal This approach has the advantage that XMM-Newton is expected
number with likelihood), albeit they are presented fdfetient to detect a large fraction of all Sloan quasars in X-raysdesp
energy bands. The number of false detections in their simutdally at the bright magnitude limit for SDSS spectroscopyil
tions is higher, but of course corresponds to an observaitn thus,a priori, it seems safe to assume that essentially all posi-
an exposure time- 100 times longer. Brunner et al. commentional matches are actually real associations and that BI&SS
that the significant dierence between the simulation results angrovides the true celestial position of the object.
simple expectations primarily originates in the multipstietec- To carry out the analysis, the 2XMM catalogue was cross-
tion procedure (which introduces twéfective detection thresh- correlated with the DR5 Quasar Catalog, keeping all matches
olds) and the simultaneous multi-band fitting of sourcefomss within 20”. This produced around 1600 matches, correspond-

10 p. ]

o False detection per field (cumulative)

9.5. Astrometric properties
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ing to 1121 unique 2XMM sources. The total sky area for the
matches (out to 20radius) was~ 0.2 ded. Given the sky den-
sity of Sloan quasars this translates-ta false matches overall,
or ~ 0.5 false matches if we use just the inner’1df the dis-
tributions. We can thus be confident that the false matchisate
negligible for this investigation. This is the real advaygaf us-

ing Sloan quasars over other comparison catalogues.

For the astrometry evaluation a subset of these matches was .
used with detection likelihood > 8, summary flag 0, f6-axis o
angle< 13, and excluding extended sources. These selections
reduce the total number of detection matches to 1007 (corre- __ Ar (aresec) T
sponding to 656 unique sources).

Figure[I1 shows the distribution of the X-yaptical posi-
tion separations for each match for both the corrected ard un
corrected 2XMM coordinates. As can be seen, the uncorrected
separations peak at 1’5 and show a broad distribution out to
4” — 5" whereas the corrected separations peak at' and
show a narrower spread. This result of course reflects thalbve
success of the astrometric rectification carried out asqfdhe
processing (Sedt. 4.5).

To make a more detailed comparison of the observed and
expected distributions, we consider the separations Hiz@da
by the position errors. If we define = Ar/opos WhereAr is
the angular separation anfs is the total position error, the
expected distribution functioN(x) takes the form

N(x)dx o x e /2 x.

Thus comparing the empiricdli(x) distribution with the ex-
pected form provides a means to determine the cowges
value. We expectryos to have two componentsis;, the sta-
tistical error already determined in the maximum likeliddd
(Sect[4.4.B) and a possible additional, residual comppngp x=(Ar/0,,,)
(see comment on nomenclature: footrlaié 12), to take into ac- °
count any residual errors in the position determinationeovd Fig. 11. Top: X-rayoptical position separation for each match
rection process, cf. Se€t_#.5. Although it is not compietdd- for the corrected (solid histogram) and uncorrected (désiise
vious howo st andosys should be combined because the natutegram) XMM-Newton coordinates. Centre: Distribution eps
of the residual error is formally not known, the analysisaeed aration sigmax) for osys = 0. Bottom: Distribution of separa-
here assumes e (5), cf. S&ct] 8.1 (other assumptions stieh ation sigma &) for osys = 035. For the centre and bottom plots
linear combination of the errors provide worse fits to thérdis — histogram: separation sigmas; filled histogram: outleits
butions). x > 3.7 (andAr < 10”); smooth curve: expected distribution
Figure [I1 (centre) shows the distribution, for correctel(X) normalised to fit the peak of the distribution.
XMM-Newton coordinates only, of the X-ragptical position
separation sigmas (i.ex,= Ar/opos) for the matched detection
sample assumingsys = 0. Although the observed distribution
is reasonably close to the expected form at Jevalues, there is slightly overestimated by the fitting routine. Attempts toachel
a long tail of outliers ak > 3.7 amounting to~ 8% of the total this dfect with a simple rescaling of thes,rvalue were not
sample, whereas we would exped.1% to lie atx > 3.7. More successful. We note that the typical error estimate of théfire
detailed investigation of these outliers shows that theydmm- cation of the XMM coordinates is 076 with a spread from’(
inated by sources with lowrsiarvalues (mostly< 0/5), clearly to > 1”. This suggests that most of the additional error compo-
indicating the need for an additional componery,, of the or- nent needed is related to the rectification residuals, witl@o
der @5. effects being at a lower level. An obvious alternative approach
We investigated a range of possible values-gf and found is thus to use the explicit values of the errors determinethby
thatosys = 035 provides the best overall fit between the olrectification algorithm forosys (which thus vary from field to
served and expected distributions, as is shown in[Ely. 1t (bield and indeed from source to source if the error in the field
tom). For this choice otrsys there are still more outliers atrotation is taken into account) instead of the empiricathyed-
largex-values than expected if the position errors were perfectiyined — and fixed value — described above. Overall this agproa
described, but we find that at least some of these can be gies similar results, but givesvalues which are systematically
plained on astrophysical grounds (e.qg., source confuosed significantly too low, implying the uncertainties derivey the
objects), so regard our choice as the best overall valugte+e rectification algorithm may also be significantly over-estted
sent the global additional error estimate for the catalogue  (by up to 50%). We conclude that using a fixed value of the ad-
A detailed comparison between the observed and expectitibnal error provides the best empirical descriptionhe tata.
distributions (Fig[Ill) shows that there is a deficit of ppiat On this basis the valuesys = 0’35 was adopted for the 2XMM
low x-values and indeed this is true for amyys > 0. This indi- catalogue. The total position error given in the catalogtgs,
cates that the true value of the statistical position etrgg;, is combines the statistical and additional errors in quadeatee

number
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eqg. [3). We note that theffect described here may be identisample of very bright on-axis sources. A more detailed aigly
cal to that discovered through the simulation work descriime will be presented in Mateos et al. (2008).

Sect[Q.4. If this is the case it would imply that the resideral
rors associated with the rectification must indeed be rathesr
than the formal estimated values overall.

We repeated the analysis described above foutiverrected For each 2XMM source there are four X-ray hardness ratios (X-
XMM coordinates to determine thesysvalue appropriate to ray ‘colours’) which provide a crude representation of theax
those XMM-Newton fields for which astrometric rectificationspectrum (cf. Sedi—4.4.3 for hardness ratio definitionfign[I2
was not possible (see SeLt.]4.5). For the uncorrected XMMe show the hardness ratio density plots for 2XMM catalogue
Newton coordinates we determine a good fit between the &durces at high and low Galactic latitudes. These plotsoathé
served and expected distributions tegs = 170. This value is pn camera hardness ratios only, as they typically are bedter
adopted in the catalogue for sources in those fields for whistrained. Density plots are constructed for sources whiske h
astrometric rectification was not possible. detection likelihood_ > 8 in the energy bands comprising each

For completeness we looked for possible correlations bgair of hardness ratios: this means that the subsamplediediu
tween outliers and the obvious XMM-Newton detection paranh each plot difers and there is an inevitable bias towards softer
eters (e.g., detection likelihooddf-@xis angle). Rather surpris-sources for the HR1-HR2 plot and to harder sources for the HR3
ingly no clear correlations were found, except witf-axis an- HR4 plot. Imposing the same likelihood threshold &iirbands
gle where it was noted that detections at very higkaxis val- would produce a bias towards higher flux sources and in fact
ues ¢ 15)) were somewhat more likely to have statistically toguould restrict this exercise to relatively small samplesrirthe
large separations. By no means all higfiaxis detections are whole catalogue. We also exclude sources with summary flag 4;
affected in this way, however. Essentially this means thattéie sa more severe restriction on the flag produces relativelyllsma
tistical position error estimates are robust over a veryewahge changes to the overall distributions. Overlaid on thesemess
of detection parameters and a single additional error compb ratio density plots are spectral tracks for representaivele
provides a very adequate representation of the data. ¥wall power law and thermal spectral models with a range of absorb-
note that properties of the 2XMMloan DR5 Quasar sample aréng column densities.
reasonably representative of the whole 2XMM cataloguer@he — These density plots provide an excellent statistical atiara
is a bias towards higher X-ray fluxes and thus lower stasibtiGsation of the spectral properties of the catalogue southes
position errors, but a significant number of lower flux obgeciotentially providing constraints on the overall X-ray pégp
are included and the full range of total counts and likel#i® tion. Although a detailed analysis is beyond the scope of the
sampled. present paper, we comment here on how these match simple ex-
pectations about the underlying source populations.

For the high latitude regions of the sky, the density plot is
dominated by sources with power-law spectra and columnidens
We have evaluated the flux cross-calibration of the XMMiesNy < 10°? cm, as expected from the dominant population
Newton EPIC cameras based on the calibration used to confiAGN. The fraction of AGN in 2XMM withNy > 10?2 cm2
pute 2XMM fluxes (see Sedi4.6). To do this we performedaan be seen from these plots to be quite low. The high latitude
statistical analysis, comparing the fluxes between canferas plots also show an extension to much softer hardness raties.
sources common to both, selected from the entire FOV. The paain contributors to this are likely to be coronally actiters
rameter used to quantify theftérence in flux was defined asand non-active galaxies (see comment below about the therma
(Si — Sj)/S;, whereS; andS; are the fluxes of the sources inspectra). Due to the bias towards softer (harder) sourctin

9.7. X-ray hardness (colour) distributions

9.6. Photometric properties

each pair of cameras |). HR1-HR2 (HR3-HR4) plots noted above, the power-law tracks
To minimise the impact of otherfiects, we performed the overlaid have dferent indices to approximately match the ob-
following filtering on the comparison samples: served density distributions.

1. We used only point sources, as the uncertainties in the mea rr?tlg)fs?rﬁlcatﬁtrlg '?Jttl,ﬁte?},én ggmr?:t’;?gspgg Ssrr]r?;\lllgr;nqrrﬁ
sured flux for extended sources are much higher. P P

2. We used only sources having at least 250 counts in the gp{_erall .IOW latitude density pattern is C(_)nsistent V.Vit_h et
ergy band and for each camera. This requirement was uﬁ?(é)ulatlon of coronally active stars (particularly evitlénthe

to avoid Eddington biasfiects (an increase in the measured . thl_;siz nFiz‘liggn\tNltg ﬁ;atggﬁlgfsrﬂgcﬂ]%?ril ;gggrtgaeéoggtehgs_
flux due to statistical fluctuations). 9 pop ) :

3. We did not use sources with a 2-12 keV ﬂ“%i\?;gtri?;ur;g rﬁ;G(lgl tOgS?neéswéiha?'Sztggfl)agéifcngsbmg:'emml
2 6x 10 *2ergcnm?s™ as these objects §ar from pileup P 9., : ' \By

: . : temperature thermal spectra (ileT, ~ 0.3 keV) are only evident
and therefore their measured flux is underestimated. as a small component in the HR1-HR2 plot. We note that the

The distributions obtained were fitted with a Gaussian prdensity peak in the low latitude density plotsniet consistent
file, which in all cases provided a good representation of thdth what is expected for a distribution of single-temparat
data. The best-fit mean values obtained from each distoibutithermal spectra with a range of intrinsic temperaturegebts
are listed in Tablg]9. the peak is much better matched byralti-temperaturspec-

There is an excellent agreement in the measured fluxes bem which we have here characterised empirically as a com-
tween the two MOS cameras, better that 5% in all 2XMM energyosite three-component model wikiT = [0.3, 1, 3] keV with
bands. The agreement between pn—-MOS fluxes is also goegilal weighting (emission measure) of the three components
better than 10% at energies below 4.5keV and0 - 12% This finding is broadly consistent with the spectral projgsrof
above 4.5keV. These flux filerences are in broad agreemenX-ray selected active star samples (e.g., Lopez-Santiagh e
with the results of Stuhlinger et al. (2008) who find a small 2007 and references therein) in which such objects typyica#é
cess, 5- 10%, of the MOS cameras with respect to pn, usinglzest-fit with two-temperature models wikT ~ [0.3,1] keV.
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Table 9. Summary of the statistical comparison of the 2XMM fluxes fribvm EPIC cameras.

Energy band pn—-M1 Nwm pn—-M2 Nopmz M2-M1  Nyo-ma

[keV] [%] [%] [%]
@) ) ©) (4) ©) (6) ()
02- 05 49:12 785 8409 771 -0.2056 987

05- 10 -2.4:0.3 1906 -2.20.2 1957 1.60.3 2384
10- 20 -7.6£0.3 2394 -8.60.3 2461  0.60.2 2932
20- 45 -6.1+0.3 1311 -5.40.3 1342 -0.80.2 1552
45-120 -12.4:0.7 387 -9.50.6 408 -3.20.4 441

(1): Energy band definition in keV. (2) and (3)fi@irence (in %) in the measured flux in pn and M1 and number oteswsed in the comparison.
(4) and (5): same as Cols (2) and (3) but for pn and M2. (6) ajidséme as Cols (2) and (3) but for M2 and M1.
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Fig.12. Top row: EPIC pn X-ray hardness ratio density plots for highla@tic latitude |p| > 10°) 2XMM sample. Bottom row:
X-ray hardness ratio density plots for low Galactic latéufh| < 10°) 2XMM sample. Density is displayed on a logarithmic scale
with a dynamic range of 100. The spectral tracks overlaidf@aréi) power-law spectra with® = 1.9,1.7, 1.4 (blue) for the left,
middle, and right panels, respectively; (ii) thermal spact (APEC model) withkkT = 0.3 keV (cyan; HR1-HR2 plot only); (iii)

a composite thermal model with three components kith= [0.3, 1, 3] keV (green). In each case hardness values are shown for
Ny = [0.03 0.4, 1,5,10,50]x 10?2 cm? (power-law model) andNy = [0.01,0.05,0.1,0.5, 1] x 10?2 cm2 (thermal models). For
each spectral track the left-most point marked corresptmtte lowesiNy value, ie.Ny increases towardsthe top right.

The fact that our hardness density plots are better chaisede 9.8. Variability characterisation
with thead hoaaddition of a third higher temperature component

clearly points to a harder component being present in afsignj, {he whole 2XMM catalogue there are 2307 detections in-
cant number of the objects contributing to the hardnessityensyicated as variable (cf. Se€@ 8), which relate to 2001 umiqu

plots. sources. Evaluation of the frequency distributions of e
probability, P(y?), from the time-series analysis reveals no sig-
nificant systematic féects and shows the expected behaviour
for the parts of the distributions dominated by random noise
For example, the frequency distribution Bfy?), as shown in
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Figs.[I3b) and c) for the pn (the distributions for MOS1 andith extended sources are summarised below and illustiated

MOS2 are very similar), is almost constant per unit inteoofal Fig.[14.

probability down to low probabilities{ 0.1). Obviously, a non-

variable set of time-series would have this property actbes Spurious detections near bright point sources:These are

whole probability range .0 — 1.0. mostly due to inaccuracies of the PSF models, leading to in-
Figure[IB a) shows the observed frequency distribution of accurate modelling of the internal background by the source

P(x?)eric compared with a simulated distribution for a non- fitting routine.

variable set of time-series. As there are many detectiotis wi Confusion of point sourcesPairs or multiples of point sources

less than the full set of [pn, M1, M2] time-series, it was nec- can be detected as one extended source since only up to two

essary to reproduce this incompleteness in the simulafibe. point sources are modelled simultaneously by the fitting al-

numbers of detections with 3, 2, 1, oPQy?)-values are: 14917,  gorithm.

11330, 11917, 156, respectively. The simulation was coreduc Insufficient background subtraction: Some spatial variations

by generating three vectors representing pn, M1, M2, withea  of the intrinsic background are poorly modelled by the splin

element containing a uniform, random number in the range map. In regions where the background is underestimated,

0.0 — 1.0. For each element, a check was performed to see spurious detections of extended sources are possible. (In

if there was a validP(y?)-value for the associated, real cam- many cases the extent parameter of these sources is at or near

era data; if not, the random value was set to NULL (so that the maximum of the allowed range,’8)

the correct ‘run’ of valid values was mimicked in the simula-Multiple detections of extended sourcesThe surface bright-

tions). These values simulate the expected distributiofpof ness distribution of extended sources is generally more com
M1, M2]-probabilities for the case of no real variabilityegs plex than the fittegg-model. This can lead to additional de-
Fig.[13 a). As expected, the resulting distributions aré’ ‘ftan a tections in the wings of extended sources. The most extreme

linear scale), as discussed above. A fourth vector was them ¢~ cases are observations of complex, bright extended sources

puted with the minimum simulateB(y?), i.e., a simulated set  (e.g., Galactic supernova remnants), leading to the detect

of P(x?)epic = Min(P(x*)pn. P(r?)m1, P(x*)m2) over all available of numerous extended sources in one field. Also, extended

values for each detection. emission following the fittegs-model, but with an extent
Visual inspection of samples of time-series flagged as not greater_than the_maxmum_allowed in the fit, tends to be bro-

variable, indicated a number of cases and types of varbili X€n up into multiple detections. _ _

that were likely to have been ‘missed’ by the 2XMM varialyilit Instrumental artefacts: OOT events of piled-up sources, sin-

test, implying that the catalogue is conservative in thipeet. gle reflections arcs, and scattered light from the RGA (cf.
These included relatively short-duration increases oretemes,  Fig.[4¢) can cause both point-like and extended spurious de-
and low-level trendsamps. tections.

We have compared the fraction of variable sources (or detec- . . .
tions) to all sources (or detections) having time-series fasic- _The catalogue contains extensive detection flags (Sect. 7)
tion of various other parameters of the catalogue. As a fonct Wh'Chl can ll%e _;Js?cihto produce mfuch cleaner extended-source
of flux (specifically EPIC total-band flux), we find this framti S3MP'€S, albéit at he expense of removing some genuine ex-

to be ~ 25% 10%, and 5% for fluxeg 10°, ~ 10-1! and tend%d object§. (This istthe case asb'lche flag_tgrirl[?l scheme_ only
< 10712, respectively. This is broadly as expected as the abili 0\3 ?S W?r:nmt%S abou ge_?erlc pro emst Wf' H € aptatﬁ's
to detect variability falls towards lower fluxes. € data rather than a specitic assessment of the reafient ea
. - : . fdetection.) In particular the automated quality Flags 4ary
We have also carried out an initial evaluation of the vagab (see Tabl€l6) are set to warn about possible spurious detec-
.ZXMM Sources using secure po§|t|onal matches with obje dns of extended sources. The combined Flag 7 for extended
in the Simbad database. From this study we estimate that,

- . o ) s Blurces is set if one of the Flags-% is set. This flag is set for
serendipitous (i.e., non-target) sourced% are normal’ (i.e., 9882 out of 20837 detections, indicating a potential spigio
non-degenerate) stars,5% are X-ray binaries, 3% are cata- g4 tion of about 50%. However, the rate of spurious dedesti

clysmic variables and 5% are AGNSs, plus lower percentages. +:cir: :

of objects such as GRBs. Of order 45% could not be identifi%g;gglﬁgteegbnglvl_mevenly over the catalogue observatits
from Simb_ad. Th? above figures relate primarily to EhﬂaOOO_ . Figure[d5 illustrates some of the main features of the ex-
sourcgsfyv[t_h quall(tjy sumr:nary flalg values Of—2 ,%Itféoflg&mls tended source detections in the catalogue. The plot shaats th
nota definitive study as the completeness of Simbad tier@int o o is “55 expected, an overall correlation of extentiliged
objept types is hlghly.ryon—unlform, it does neyerphelese/pﬂe with EPIC flux. The considerable scatter in the plot has tbree
confirmation of the utility of the catalogue variability alaater- gins: (i) the observations from which the detections aravdra

isation to select known types of variable objediceently. have a considerable range of exposure times and background
values; (ii) source extent: sources with larger spatiadexhave

9.9. Extended sources lower likelihoods at the same integrated flux; (iii) the @ese of
significant numbers of spurious detections. The detectivtis

The 2XMM catalogue contains more than 20 000 entries of eiklag 7 set show, as expected, a broader distribution thasetho

tended detections. The reliable detection and paramatierns without this flag, and a much broader distribution than fa th

of extended sources is significantly more demanding than fdetections with ‘best’ summary flags (i.e., summary fiag).

point-like sources because there are many more degreesesf fi his is, of course, due to the fact that spurious detectiohsiv

dom in the parameter space. The relatively simple analysis #en have implausible likelihoods for the fitted flux or copesd

proach used in the creation of the catalogue ($ect.]4.4.dhmeto very large source extent which is rare in genuine detestio

that the catalogue contains a significant number of extended Based on the sample with ‘best’ summary flags it is clear

object detections that are either spurious or at least tainer that there are very few reliable extended source detections

(cf. Sects[_ZR and_4.3). The most common causes of problewith extent likelihood above~ 1000 or flux above~ 4 x
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Fig. 13.(a) Frequency distribution d?(y?)epic, With log scales on both axes: solid line — observed; doftezl+ simulation for
random noise, taking into account that there is not alwaysnaptete set of 3 camera values for each detection. (b) Fregue
distribution ofP(y?)pn, with log scales on both axes: solid line — observed; dotteH simulation for random noise. (c) As (b) but
with linear scales on both axes.
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Fig. 14.Examples of extended source detections. Green circlespoarksource detections. In panels (i) — (vi) the magentayahd

low circles mark real and spurious extended detectioneisely, plotted with their fitted extent (i.e., core raslisee Sedi. 4.4.4).

In panels (vii) & (viii) the yellow ellipses indicate the ptien of spurious extended source detections.

Top row (i) a compact extended source with a small core radiusa (&rge, low surface brightness extended source at the édge o
the FOV with low likelihood but high flux (see Fig.115); (iiinaobject with a point-like core detected both as a point seascwell

as an extended source; (iv) a clearly extended source wiplirdosis detection nearby (yellow circle) which is smalleddainter

(by a factor of 45) and which therefore does not significaafiigct the parameters of the real source.

Bottom row (v) a SNR in the LMC where intrinsic structure is detecteghamt sources (note that the core radius is not represen-
tative as the extended emission does not followgimeodel fitted); (vi) a bright extended source with multipfrisous detections
around the centre: the core radii of these spurious detectice comparable to or greater than the extent of the resdesand will

thus significantly ffect the parameters of the real source (note that the maxinoueradius allowed in the fitting is 8); (vii) a

faint filamentary structure broken up into several exteraigdctions where the parameters have little meaning (die tcircularly
symmetric nature of the fit); (viii) a crowded region whergesal point sources are detected as extended due to sourftesiom

(the algorithm is restricted to fitting at most two confusedrges simultaneously).

1013erg cnm?s72, highlighting the problems that the detectiorable extended objects in this region of the diagram are th&XM
algorithm has with bright objecls.Indeed the majority of reli- Newton targets themselves (but note that many of these have
Flag 7 set which would otherwise indicate potentially spusi
detections). At the highest fluxes a large fraction of theedet
Bons relate to very bright point-like targets that are imeotly

2 We also note that this is what is expected from the sourcetsou
of clusters of galaxies which are expected to dominate theneed
detections, at least at high Galactic latitudes.
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: formats (FITS and comma-separated-variable [CSV])

© N is available from the XMM-SSC catalogues web-page:
S E ol http;//xmmssc-www.star.le.ac.(®atalogug This XMM-SSC

F ' web-page is the primary location for information about the
o I . 2XMM catalogue. It provides links to the other hosting sites
ot and the documentation for the catalogue. It also provides a

‘slimline’, reduced volume version of the 2XMM catalogue,
which is based on the 191 870 unique sources and contains just
39 columns. The columns in this version are restricted to jus
the merged source quantities, together with the 1XMM and
2XMMp cross-correlation counterparts.

Ancillary tables to the catalogue also available from the
XMM-SSC web-page include the table of observations incorpo
rated in the catalogue (AppendiX B) and the target identifica
and classification table (Appendix C).

Associated with the 2XMM catalogue itself is an extensive
range of data products such as the EPIC images from each obser
R : vation and the spectra and time-series data described tn%ec

e — — o These products are accessible, along with the catalogei§ its
07 107 107" 107 107 107 10™° 107® from ESA's XMM Science Archive (XSA&l), the LEDAEH
. (LEicester Database and Archive Service) system and are be-
EPIC flux (cgs; 0.2-12 keV) ing made available through the Virtual Observatory via LEDA

Fig. 15. Distribution of extent likelihood as a function of total-using AstroGriff infrastructure.
band EPIC flux for the extended source detections in the 2XMM LEDAS also provides access to a single HTML summary
catalogue. Red dots are potentially spurious detectiotisflag Page for each detected source in the catalogue. These symmar
7=T, yellow dots are detections with Flag=F, black dots are pages provide the key detection parameters and paraméters o
the ‘best’ sample detections with summary flag. Green stars the corresponding unique source, links to other detectibtiee
mark the targets of the XMM-Newton observations classified &ame source, thumbnail X-ray images and graphical sumsnarie
extended object types and blue squares targets which aretobpf the X-ray time-series and spectral data where these exist
types classified as point-like. The vertical concentratioftar- The results of the external catalogue cross-correlation ca
get points at flux- 3x 101t and~ 2x10%ergcnt2s are real, ried out for the 2XMM catalogue (Sedi] 6) are available as
being due to multiple detections of twofldirent SNRs used asdata products within the XSA and LEDAS or through a ded-
XMM-Newton calibration targets. icated on-line database system hosted by the Observatire d
Astrophysique, Strasbolfy

Extent likelihood
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o 0 L
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parameterised as being extended due the deficiencies of-the fi
ting algorithm noted above. 11. Summary

We have investigated a small subset of the extended detec- .
tions at high Galactic latitudes covered by SDSS DR6 (exalyd t\‘?\(/‘e have presented the 2XMM catalogue, described how the cat-

targets). We selected detections with extent likelihed®0 and alogue was produced and discussed the main charactenstics

no warning flags set (i.e., summary flag 0) and evaluated thi}Jf catalogue. Tabe 110 provides a summary of its main prop-
validity by examining the X-ray images visually and by séarc erties, bringing together information presented elsewlfrethis

ing for matches with catalogued objects. We find that less thRaper. .
5% of these may be spurious extended source detectionsicarou 2XMM is the largest X-ray source catalogue ever produced,
40% are clearly associated with catalogued clusters orpgro ontaining almost twice as many discrete sources as eftleer t
of galaxies and a few percent are associated with singléopeaROSAT survey or ROSAT pointed catalogues. The catalogue
galaxies. For a further 30% of the detections we find convinc-COmpPlements deeper Chandra and XMM-Newton small area sur-

; ; ; , and probes a large sky area at the flux limit where tHe bul
ing evidence of a previously uncatalogued cluster or grafup ¥YS: and : .
galaxies at the X-ray source location from visual inspectié of the objects that contribute to the X-ray background liee T

the SDSS DR6 images. These results demonstrate that the o F"'r??_ue has _\:jeryhconsiderat;lehpotential a detai_ledl agg;”
all reliability of the ‘best’ extended source sample is high Which lies outside the scope of this paper. In particular

least at higher likelihoods, and that, as expected, thendrtd alogue provides a rich resource f_or generating sizeablé; we
source sample is dominated by groups and clusters of galax%ef'ned samples for specific studies, utilising the fact Kat

We have not carried out a similar exercise systematicallgvat Y seflectlion_is a highlyfﬁcientf(aLguably theblmost(_ﬁacie;it)
Galactic latitudes but checks of selected detections detrate WY Of selecting certain types of object, notably activeagess

the expected associations with SNRs, HIl regions, and etiscr (AGN), clusters of galaxies, interacting compact binasied ac-

extended features in the Galactic Centre region tive stellar coronae. The large sky area covered by the dgren
' itous survey, or equivalently the large size of the catadogilso

means that 2XMM is a major resource for exploring the vari-
10. Availability of the catalogue and catalogue ety of the X-ray source population and identifying rare seur

products

24 httpy/xmm.esac.esa.ifxsg

The 2XMM catalogue table itself is essentially a flat?® httpywww.ledas.ac.ykmny2xmmlink.html
file with 246897 rows and 297 columns (described ir® httpy/www.astrogrid.org

Appendix [D). Access to the catalogue file in various?” httpy/amwdb.u-strasbg/@xmmyhome
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Table 10.Summary of 2XMM catalogue characteristics

Energy range (keV, set by EPIC cameras) 0.2-12.0
Observations total 3491
pn data 2674
MOS1 data 3384
MOS2 data 3394
Time interval Feb 2000 —Mar 2007
Detections total 246897
totalL> 10 201275
totalsum flag 0 199359
point-like 226060
extended 20837
with products 38320
Unique sources total 191870
point-like 173066
extended 18804
Sky area (deg) total® ~560
net MOS12 ~355
net pn ~330
Median exposure time MO& ~16000 s
(per observation) pn ~12500s
Flux limit (pn) at~ 10% sky 0.5-2.0keV ~2
coverage (10°ergcnm?s?t) 2.0-12keV ~15
4.5-12 keV ~35
Flux limit (pn) at~ 90% sky 0.5-2.0 keV ~10
coverage (10 ergcnm?s?t) 2.0-12keV ~90
4.5-12 keV ~250
Astrometric accuracy (&) typical 1.5
besP 0.3%
Photometric accuracy MO® comparison <5%
pyMOS comparison < 10%

a overlaps included
b limited by systematics
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This research has made use of the NABAC Extragalactic Database
(NED), which is operated by the Jet Propulsion Laboratoglif@nia Institute
of Technology, under contract with the National Aeronautiand Space
Administration. This research has also made use of the SIDBAtabase, of
the VizieR catalogue access tool, and of Aladin, operate@$, Strasbourg,
France, and of the Digitized Sky Surveys (produced at theeSgalescope
Science Institute under U.S. Government grant NAG W-2166).
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Point-Spread-Function (PSF) : the telescope optics spread X-

ray photons from a point source into a centrally-peaked dis-
tribution which is oversampled by the EPIC cameras. The
PSF is energy-dependent and becomes broader with increas-
ing (off-axis) angle from the telescope optical axis but also
sufers a distortion which elongates the profile in the az-
imuthal direction.

Event patterns : an X-ray photon incident in a given CCD lo-

cation causes charge deposition in several surrounding CCD
pixels, often not symmetrically distributed around the-cen
tral pixel. Several distinct charge distributions (pat®rare
recognised as real events by the on-board processing elec-
tronics for the MOS cameras, whilst this processing takes
place on the ground for the pn camera.

Out-Of-Time (OOT) events : EPIC camera exposures are

composed of many short-duration frames during which the
recorded events are rapidly read out and processed by the
on-board electronics. The total time between frames (frame
time) depends on the observing mode but is a maximum of
73 ms for the pn and 2.6s for the MOS. The cameras are
shutterless and record data during the readout (‘outroé-i

as well as the processing (‘imaging’) period, leading to a
faint trail of the ‘out-of-time’ events along the readoutesti-

tion which becomes obvious for bright sources (see[Rig. 4c).
The percentage of OOT events is a function of the ratio of the
frame readout time to the frame integration time for a given
mode. The highest percentage of OOT events at 6.3% is for
the pn full frame mode, while it never exceeds 0.5% for the
MOS.

Pileup : for bright sources, pixels in the core of the PSF can

receive multiple X-ray photons during an integration frame
The on-board processing electronics cannot recognise them
as distinct events within that frame and either treats thee a
single event with higher energy or rejects them entireliidf t
resultant pixel pattern of the combined event lies outdide t
pre-defined X-ray pattern library. As a result the recorded
counts are lower in the core of the source profile, produc-
ing a flattening or even depression of the source profile (see
Fig.[4c). In addition, it has an impact on the spectral profile
(i.e., a hardening of the spectrum).

Optical loading : The EPIC cameras (more so the MOS detec-

tors) are also sensitive to optical photons so that opticall
bright objects generate recordable events in EPIC images
(Lumb 2000, and references therein). The level of contam-
ination depends on the filters used and the optical brightnes
of the object. In most observations the filter used is conser-
vatively selected to minimise thisfect. Note that in the case

of the pn some apparently very soft sources dfected by
optical loading.

RGA scattered light : scattering of incident X-rays by the

RGAs in the two telescope modules that feed the MOS cam-
eras causes aftlise bright narrow band in the X-ray images
which is detectable for bright X-ray sources (see Eig. 4c).

Good-Time-Interval (GTI) : data from EPIC camera frames

can be accepted or rejected according to the state of various
housekeeping and science parameters, e.g., spacecraft att
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tude stability and particle background level. The ‘GTI'® arC.1. Formal target identification
the time periods during which the parameter(s) being mo

tored are within the acceptable thresholds r]Il_here are three kinds of coordinates associated with easdr-ob

vation:

A more detailed description of the instruments can be foundl The median of the spacecraft attitude (‘pointing dilatt
in the on-line version of the XMM User Handbook (Ehle et al.  jngependent of the instrument) usually points to approxi-

2007) and on the ESAC documentation web-pages for calibra- mately the same position on the detectors and defines best
tior4. the centre of the FOV (this is given in Tale).
2. The proposal position refers to the position given by the o
_ . server; this position is placed at a specified detector iocat
Appendix B: Observation summary table which depends on the prime instrument (EPIC or RGS) as
indicated by the observer and which avoids chip gaps, dead
spots etc, unless arffeet is indicated by the investigator.
i The XSA gives the coordinates of the prime instrument
viewing direction which are corrected for the star tracker
mis-alignment.

Table ?? presents the observations and exposures included
in 2XMM and is available on-line at A&Aas well as at the
XMM _SSC catalogue web-page (cf. S&cll. 10). The columns
this table are as follows.

Column 1:satellite revolution number (consecutive in time).

Column 2:observation number (10 digit ID). In most cases, the proposal position is the best representa-
Column 3:0ODF version number. tive of the target object as chosen by the investigators.avew
Column 4 and 5nominal field Right Ascension and decli-there are cases where the actual target object is delibecdte
nation (J2000) in degrees. set from the proposal position, or the proposal positionds n
Column 6:target name (20 characters). very accurate. The latter can be due to catalogue errors, pos

Column 7:Quality classification of the whole observatiortions with large uncertainties (e.g., gamma ray sourcesjno
based on the area flagged as bad in the manual flagging pro@ssr by the observer. In cases where more than one objén is t
as compared to the whole detection area, see[Sdct 7.4. 0 meanget the proposal position can either be located on onleeof t
nothing has been flagged; 1 indicates that 9%rea< 0.1% of objects or between them. In a few cases, the image was not ob-
the total detection mask has been flagged; 2 indicates th#t O.tained at the proposed position due to a slew failure or aydtar
< area< 1% has been flagged; 3 indicates that 4 #rea< 10% of Opportunity’ (ToO) observation that was not properlyiseg
has been flagged; 4 indicates that 18%rea< 100% has been tered in the ODF.
flagged; and 5 means that the whole field was flagged as bad. The XSA coordinates are usually near the centre of the field

Column 8:number of detections in this field. andor the target but do not represent the target position as well

Column 9:number of detections in this field that have noas the proposal position.
received manual Flag 11 and are considered to be ‘good’. The target identification table (Appendix €.5) lists thepro

Column 10:number of the pn exposures merged for thposal and XSA positions together with the proposal categody
source detection (cf. Se€f. #.1). proposal program information as given in the XSA. The latter

Column 11filter of the pn exposures: Tn1 stands for Thinlprovide a coarse classification of the target as determipélden
Tn2 for Thin2, Med for Medium, and Tck for Thick. observer. Note though, that the proposal category of cldo

Column 12:0bserving mode (cf. Tabld 1) of the pn expoobservations are often meaningless since they are oftémiins
sures. ment related for which there is no particular proposal aatgg

Column 13:total exposure time of the pn exposures in sec-
onds. C.2. Manual target identification

Column 14 —17same as columns 10— 13 but for MOS1.

Column 18 —21same as columns 10—13 but for MOS2. In many ways the target name as given in the proposal gives a
better indication of the field content than the coordinairses

a target can comprise more than one object or it may fesdi
Appendix C: Target identification and classification emission that can only be detected in the spectra of backgrou
procedures objects. In other words, if a target name can be resolved by on
line data bases like Simbad and NED one can easily derive more
In the following are described the procedures adopted to-idenformation about that object, e.g., object type, other esnor
tify and classify the targets of each XMM-Newton observatioreferences.
included in the 2XMM catalogue. The results of this exereise On the other hand, an XMM-Newton target name can be de-
available on-line at A&A. scriptive or refer to a personal choice of the observer, it loa
As any attempt to identify and classify a target is subjectivabbreviated, or additional information is added. It wasefere
and likely to be incomplete (only the investigators of thht o necessary to ‘interpret’ many of the target names beforé&im
servation know all the details), two ftitrent approaches werecould recognise them.
chosen to give the user a choice regarding detail and rifjabi The target identification table lists therefore, next to the
on the one hand some formal information associated with an oMM-Newton target name, the best estimate of the Simbad-
servation is provided; on the other hand, a manual classifica recognisable name where possible (usually very close to the
scheme tries to supply interpretation of sometimes amhiguayiven target name), together with the Simbad coordif&emsd
target names and to directly identify associated 2XMM deteBimbad object type for classification purposes. In casegevhe
tions. Simbad gives more than one object type, the one closest to the

28 httpy/xmm2.esac.esa.jiexternalxmm._sw_calcalib/documenta- 2% Note that Simbad frequently up-dates its information aredcior-
tion/index.shtml dinates given here may be out of date.
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proposal category was given. Where no Simbad name could bethe DSEY) or if the galaxy was detected as a single point
identified a NED identification may be given instead, and wher source in the catalogue but it clearly consisted of sevaral (
possible an estimated object type based on the proposatiafo resolved) sources.
tion is given. In two cases, a ‘field’ classification was preferred: observa
For the use of the catalogue, however, it is most helpful to tions of the M31 halo andfset pointings of M33. In both
know which and how many sources are ‘targets’ and therefore cases the galaxy is considerably larger than the FOV. Note
not serendipitous. The observations are thus classifiethddy t  that the observations of the centre of M31 (often called M31
field content (i.e., target classification; see [Fig. 4 for ee@r- core) are classified as ‘large extended’ instead since tlae fie
amples), using the following categorisation: includes difuse emission.
Galaxy clusters: Galaxy clusters usually show X-ray emission
— a point or point-like source, that is, a single detectiorhiat  from the intracluster gas as well as emission from some of
catalogue (excluding spurious detections); the galaxies within that cluster. Most galaxy clusters were
— an extended source (the target can be the detection of theclassified as ‘large’. Exceptions are distant clusters ware
extended emission as well as point sources associated withsignificantly smaller than = 3' and where no point sources

it, e.g., galaxies in a cluster); could be discerned within theftlise emission.
— afield, thatis, all detections are potential targets (digtant Galaxy groups: Galaxy groups have fewer members than
AGNSs); galaxy clusters. In many cases there is no detectable intra-

— diffuse emission; the detections in such a field are considered cluster emission and the X-ray images show only emission
to be all serendipitous but thecationof the field was chosen  from some of the members. In some cases there is a promi-
specifically by the observer because of the presence of the —nent galaxy in the centre with a large X-ray halo. Despitg thi
often large-scale — ffuse emission; diversity it was preferred to classify all groups in the same

way as galaxy clusters, that is, as extended emission, mixed
or a combination of these. Occasionally the field is totally with point or other extended sources.
serendipitous due to operational issues. For fields thdticet Extragalactic point sources: In a few cases a bright X-ray
be easily classified, the content is ‘unknown’. The classxef €  source within a galaxy was the target (e.g., ‘super Eddimgto
tended targets was further divided as follows: sources); these were treated like AGNs, that is, if no galaxy

) o . emission could be discerned the target was classified as
— small extended source (i.e., well within the FOV) with a ra-  ‘point source’, otherwise as ‘extended’.

dius of < 3’ (covering roughly 3% of the full FOV), Mixed targets: Examples for mixed targets are a particular
— large extended source with a radius-08’ and often extend-  galaxy within a galaxy cluster or a Central Compact Object
ing beyond the FOV, in a SNR. These were classified by the ‘larger target, that is

— extended source of undetermined radius: these are either no j the examples given the class would be ‘extended’, while

detected, not identifiable (more than one object fitted the de  the Simbad object type is likely to refer to the point(-like)
scription), or dfset and beyond the edge of the FOV. source. There are a number of cases where such a connec-
) tion was not obvious or could not be easily determined (e.g.,
In cases where one or two point sources are the target, the 3 connection between a quasar and a galaxy cluster which
catalogue detection IDs (for a match withirl0”) are given as may be hosting the quasar or simply be superimposed in the
well. In cases of extended targets a catalogue detectionadDly line-of-sight) and the class refers to the quoted objegt.onl

given if the match is unambiguous and the centre of the eri@nd |y case of a calibration observation the object is moreyikel
emission well represented by the XMM-Newton detection (the 5 pe chosen for its own properties and not for its possible

parameters of the detection, however, may be unreliabied. | connectioyinteraction with the environment.
few cases a positive identification could be achieved th@rg - sojar system objects: There are a number of observations of
other but deeper observation of the same target. planets or comets in our solar system. A special object type,

Because neither the formal nor the manual classification can ‘com’ for ‘comet’ and ‘plt’ for ‘planet’, is listed for these

be perfect in every case, the table also lists, for quickriefe The field classification depended on what was visible in
ence, an indicator for the positions (proposal or Simbadfwh  the image, e.g., if there was visible (and detecteduse
best represents the target (subject to changes and impes¥8m  emjssion in case of a comet, or if a planet was observed
n S|mbad) In some cases bOth pOSI'[IOI’IS were deemed to be|ong enough to produce a e|ongated trace on the image (the

equally viable (e.g., in field observations or largEsets of ex- pipeline processing corrects for any attitude shift so that
tended objects) and no preference is given in the table. fixed point in the sky is always at the same location in the
image).

C.3. Problem cases

Not all targets fit unambiguously into the field content atmssn  C-4- Target classification

a few cases where no decision could be made the target was cfafere are 3491 fields in total in the 2XMM catalogue. For 3044

sified as ‘unknown’. Otherwise the following guidelines werfie|ds (87%) a Simbad name could be found, and in 53 cases

used. (1.5%) a NED identification is given. Of the remaining 394d&el
only 56 (1.6%) do not have an estimated object type.

Galaxies: A galaxy was classified as ‘point source’ when the About 10% of the observations were obtained for calibration
emission from the (active) nucleus was dominant. It wasurposes, and 3% are ToO observations. Table C.1 lists ghe di
classified as ‘extended’ when eitheffdse emission was ap- tribution of the proposal category for 2XMM observationsgda
parent or if the galaxy was large enough for discrete X-rapable[C.2 gives the same for the field content classes. The rat
sources in the galaxy to be resolved (in case of doubt a com-
parison was made with an optical image downloaded frorf? The STScl Digitized Sky Survey.
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Table C.1.Proposal category given by the XSA ter; in case of fiset positions (usually indicated in the field name
from the proposal, Col. 12) no preference is given.
Column 8:proposal category as taken from the XSA as de-

Class  Description Percentage scribed in Tabl€ Cl1 (note that some of the calibration olaser
I Stars, White Dwarfs and Solar System 16% tions are not properly classified).
. White Dwarf Binaries, Neutron Star 15% Column 9:proposal program as taken from the XSA: GO
Binaries, Cataclysmic Variables, ULXs and . .
Black Holes stands for Guest Observer, Cal for Calibration, ToO for étsg
M Supernovae, Supernova Remnantsfiie 14% of.Opportumty, Cha for Co-Chandra, ESO for Co-ESO, Trig for
Emission, and Isolated Neutron Stars Triggered, and Large.
v Galaxies and Galactic Surveys 9% Columns 10and 11: Right Ascension and declination
\ Groups of Galaxies, Clusters of Galaxies, 14%  (J2000) in degrees as given in the proposal (taken from the
and Superclusters RA_OBJ and DECOBJ keywords in the attitude time-series
VI Active Galactic Nuclei, Quasars, BL Lac 23% file).
Objects, and X-ray Background . . .
VI X-ray Background and Surveys 8% Column 12:field name as given in the proposal (taken from

the OBJECT keyword in the calibration index file).
Column 13and14: Right Ascension and declination (J2000)
in degrees as extracted from Simbad using the Simbad name
of point source to extended source to field observationightyu  given in Col. 16.
5:3:1. Column 15:0bject type as given by Simbad. If no Simbad
For best results on identifying target objects in the caiadg  object is given a type was estimated. Additional types ncage
it is recommended to use both the field content class as wellrased by Simbad are: XRN for X-ray reflection nebula, sfr for
the Simbad object type. star forming region, plt for planet, and com for comet.
Column 16:modified field name which Simbad recognises
_ o (and can be used in a script), except for 53 cases that have
Table C.2.Target/ field content classification a name recognised by NED (indicated with ‘[ned]’ after the
name). Modifications include droppingdfset indicators, com-
pleting coordinates, and adjusting the prefix to a recogiisa-

Class _Description e ngcentage vention as described in Simbad’s dictionary of nomenctatur

P point or point-like source 0% Column 17and18: Right Ascension and declination (J2000)

S small extended (< 3) 10% . . ; ) - ;

| large extendedr(> 3) 2206 in degr_ees_ as given in the XSA; they represent the primeunstr

e extended source of unknown extent 0.7% ment viewing direction (median value) and are correctedifer

f “field’ (all detections are potential targets) ~ 12% star tracker mis-alignment.

X X-ray shadow experiment and similar, 2.5% A list of observations (10 digits) or proposal-IDs (6 digits
that is, only the spectra of fore- and back- in numerical order with special remarks as indicated in Goif
ground objects are of interest (though the the table follows.
location of the field should be considered as
‘target’) .

t two clearly identified targets (e.g., a double 0.4% 0002740101: CFHT-PI-12 appears to be the name (.)f a CFHT
star) plate, and the proposal abstract suggests that this is a field

n there is no target associated with the field 0.2% observation. ) N )

u unknown target, i.e., the target could not be 2% 0002970401: The coordinates of the proposal position and im
classified or is of unknown nature age do not agree. The Observation Log Browser web-page at

ESAC refers to an ‘earth limb test’. The field of the observa-
tion is therefore as a whole serendipitous.
0008820401: The observation of HD 168112 was replaced by a
ToO observation of GRB 020321 which, however, was not
C.5. Target table registered in the ODF.
004534: Thisis adouble star butthe X-ray detection is nibteat
The columns in Tabl@?, which is available on-line at A&Aas  Simbad position, and the field classification is ambiguous.
well as at the XMM-SSC catalogue web-page (cf. 9edt. 10), a¥675940101: Simbad recognises the field name ‘30 Ari’ but re-

as follows. turns two objects (30 Ari A and 30 Ari B). Due to the ambi-
Column 1:satellite revolution number (consecutive intime).  guity no Simbad name and coordinates are given.

Column 2:observation number (10 digit ID). 0093550401: This observation was intended to have Z And as a
Column 3:a star indicates if there is a note for this obser- target but due to an operational issue féedent position was
vation or for this proposal-ID (first 6 digits of an obsereet] observed. The field of the observation is therefore as a whole

referring to several observations for this proposal) asibet serendipitous.
below. 0094360201: There seems to be an error in the proposal eoordi
Column 4:the source number per observation of the identi- nates in the proposal; the field of the observation is theeefo
fied target taken from the column SRGJM in the catalogue. as a whole serendipitous.
Column 5:the detection ID of the identified target taken fron©094380101: The observation of 1IES12284 was replaced
the column DETID in the catalogue. by a ToO observation of GRB 011211 which, however, was
Column 6:field classification as described in Table]C.2. not registered in the ODF.

Column 7:coordinate preference between proposal positi@094530401: The observation has a largesat observation
and Simbad position, depending on which defined the target be from 3C192.
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0106860101: There is a source at the proposal position, hdd303670101: The proposal abstract indicates that this @&ban
ever, it is possibly only a spurious extended detection, and servation of two galaxy groups, the Simbad name is given
therefore no source ID is given. for the first name only.

010806: The field name is AXAF Ultra Deep Field; this appeaf304050101: It is not clear if this is a point source or a small
to be the same as the Hubble Ultra Deep Field with very extended source.
similar coordinates (53.1625, -27.7914).

0109060201: Ambiguous because target name is not precise .
enough. Appendix D: Catalogue columns

010986: The target name is A 189 but the proposal abstractifhe catalogue contains 297 columns. Each detection was ob-
S\;ﬁzzﬁzrtgﬁhhﬁgtg%’;?rwp is the object. It is not obvioug,ed with up to three cameras. For the source detectien, th
. total energy range (R — 12 keV) was split into five sub-bands
0111520301: This is a ToO observation of GRB 010220, the \ye| asgt)llqe XI% v$/ide-band (%,_ 45 kF()eV) see TablEI3. As a
field name as given in the proposal is wrong. result, some of the source parameters (like count rates)asju
0112200601: Unclear whether the extended emission aroqpra given for each camera and band as well as for the com-
the pulsar is connected to it, the field classification is¢herpinad cameras (EPIC) and total band. The column names re-
fore ‘unknown'. . flect this by using a two-letter prefix to indicate the camesa [
0112200701: Unclear whether the extended emission aroungp pn M1 M2]; in case of parameters that refer to a unique
the pulsar is connected to it, the field classification is¢hergy, ce rather than an individual detection (SEct. 8.1) thébp
fore ‘unknown’. . SC]is used (it stands for ‘source’). Following the prefixites
0112201101: pulsar is located in SNR W44 (cf. proposal-I energy band indicator where applicable<11,2,3,4,5,8,9).
008327), and extended emission is detected; the field ClgSiiries are NULL when there is no detection with the respecti

sification is taken to be the same as for proposal-ID 008374 nerq (that is, the detector coverage of the detectionhiesig
011226: The target is a merging galaxy cluster, A28®1. by the PSF, MASKFRACx 0.15).
There are four observations infiirent dfset positions. The In the following, a description for each column is given. The

Simbad column lists for each observation the cluster thatis me is given in capital letters, the FITS data format in keés;
nearer to the centre of the FOV, where possible. __and the unit in square brackets. If the column originatemifeo

011305: The proposal abstract mentions (_:Iumpy source®in WA g t35R1 the name of the task follows.
neighbourhood of pulsars, and the field classification IS £o easier reference the columns are grouped into seven sec-
somewhat ambiguous (with respect to actual detections). tions.

0135960101: The proposal abstract describes the object as X
ray reflection nebula. There is no Simbad type for that but it
seems appropriate to use. D.1. Identification of the detection

0141610601: The Simbad position appears to be wrong (the
ordinates in the name were assumed to be B1950 and c
verted to J2000 coordinates).

014363: Thisis a double star but the X-ray detection is ntst&t =y ey (J): A consecutive number which identifies each en-
Simbad position, and the field classification is amblguous.tm (detection) in the catalogue.

0149630301: The proposal explains LMCL1 to be a supergia SRCID(J): A unique number assigned to a group of cata-

shell, while Simbad knows only a symbiotic star name@ . . .
; X Ogue entries which are assumed to be the same source. Fo iden
;'\égll Instead Simbad knows the supergiant shell as LM ify members of the same group the distance in arcseconds be-
: een each pair of sources was compared on thde8el of

0154750401 Both the prpposg! position and the Slmbad pog(yith positional errors. A maximum distance ¢fwas assumed,
tion are dfset from the identified source. The correct identi-

G . . hich was reduced t0.9- DIST_NN (distance to the nearest
fication of this source comes from other observations of the.. .
same object (proposal-1D 020100). eighbour) where necessary. See Ject. 8.1 for a more detaile

0154750301: Though the proposal position and Simbad podgzg:gggr;hTsh:?ned parameters for the unique seumes
tion are not centred on the source identification given, the o . .
identification seems unambiguous (note that the Simbad %éﬁ‘gNAME (21A): The IAU name assigned to the unique

sition is not very precise which would explain thiset). ) :
0201270101: The Simbad position appears to be wrong (the eo; SRCNUM (J), SAS taslsrematch: The (decimal) source

ordinates in the name were assumed to be B1950 and CO},,‘lfnber in the individual source list for this observatiomater-
verted to J2000 coordinates) mined during the source fitting stage; in the hexadecimaésays

0202940201: The declination is wrong, the field of the obsen/! identifies the source-specific productfiles belongindts dle-

— 2t tection.
tion is therefore as a whole serendipitous. .
0203540901: From the field name and proposal abstractitis n MATCH.IXMM(21A): The IAU name of the closest 1XMM

o : : Burce withirr = 37, cf. Sect[B1L.
ozoig%\fgfthﬁ: this is a_fleld or point-source observation. SEP1XMM (E) [arcsec]: The distance between this source
- The targetis three point sources. d the matched 1XMM source, MATCHXMM
020422: The field name is a composite of several targetnamgg. SRCID2XMMP (J): Th ? “:') f the cl ¢
020619: According to the proposal abstract the target typai 2>XMMDb source with(in)r'— 3,6,’ gp'g‘éité%lrce ot the closes
X-ray compact source. P o T X

021047: Thisis an observation of a super-bubble; the figls-cl ZXMQTCS:&J??eMgPngclThe IAU name of the closest
sification is ambiguous (‘x’ or ‘I'). P T =

RPe'_xt to the various identifications, cross matches with the
P¥MM and 2XMMp catalogues are given here. There are 9
columns in this section.

31 The documentation on SAS tasks are available through thkcpub
XMM-SAS distribution from the ESAC web pages.



M.G. Watson et al.: The 2XMM Serendipitous Source Catalogue 33

SERP2XMMP (E) [arcsec]: The distance between this source POSERRE) [arcsec]: Total position uncertainty calculated
and the matched 2XMMp source, MATCEXMMp. by combining the statistical error, RADEERR, and the ‘sys-
tematic’ error, SYSERR, as follows:

D.2. Details of the observation and exposures POSERR- \/R ADEC.ERR + SYSERE .

There are 11 columns in this section which covers the metiz-da _ . )
of a detection. Details on XMM-Newton filters and modes can L!l (D) [deg], SAS taslevalcorr: Galactic longitude of the
be found in the XMM User Handbook (Ehle et al. 2007). detection corresponding to the (corrected) coordinatesaRé

: S . DEC.
OBSID (10A): The XMM-Newt b t dentifica- . .
tion. (104) © ewton obsefvation identiiica Bll (D) [deg], SAS taskevalcorr: Galactic latitude of the

REVOLUT(4A) [orbit]: The XMM-Newton revolution num- g(ggctlon corresponding to the (corrected) coordinatesaRé
ber. ' -
) . . . RADECERR(E) [arcsec], SAS taskmldetect: Statistical
5 40%856851;%?;1((3?'[4?]61‘ mg%gggrv‘ggé}iﬂ Date (i.e., JD- lo-error on the detection position (RENC and DECUNC).

: ) e o . SYSERRE) [arcsec]: The estimated ‘systematiar-Error
MJD_STOP (D) [d]: Modified Julian Date (i.e., JD- on the detection position. It is set to b&3B if the SAS task
2400000.5) of the end of the observation. eposcorr resulted in a statistically reliable cross-correlation

OBSCLASS(J): Quality classification of the whole obseryyith the USNO B1.0 optical catalogue, otherwise the error is
vation based on the area flagged as bad in the manual flagging (sect[Zb).
process as compared to the whole detection area, se€ Sect 7.45 A yNC (D) [deg], SAS taslemldetect: Right Ascension

0 rrleans nothing has been flagged; 1 indicates that.@%?ag of the source (J2000) as determined by the SASéaddetect
0.1% of the total detection mask has been flagged; 2 indicajgsfitiing a detection simultaneously in all cameras and gner
that 0.1%< area< 1% has been flagged; 3 indicates that 1%54s (SecE4.4.3).

< area< 10% has been flagged; 4 indicates that 19%rea< DEC_UNC (D) [deg], SAS taskemldetect: Declination of
100% has been flagged; and 5 means that the whole field Was source (J2000) as determined by the SAS tadkletect
flagged as bad. by fitting a detection simultaneously in all cameras and gner

PN_FILTER(6A): PN filter. The options are Thick, Medium, hands (SecE44.3).
Thinl, and Thin2, indicating the degree of the optical blogk
desired.

M1_FILTER(6A): M1 filter. The options are Thick, Medium, D-4. Detection parameters

and Thinl, indicating the degree of the optical blockingiées g section lists 2253 columns. The fitted and combinedceete
M2_FILTER(6A): Same as MIFILTER but for M2. tion parameters as well as auxiliary information are taken d
PN_.SUBMODE(23A): PN observing mode. The options areectly from the source lists created by the SAS taskiletect

full frame mode with the full FOV exposed (in two sub-modeshndsrcmatch.

and large window mode with only parts of the FOV exposed |nstead of listingeachcolumn, descriptions of the general

(Sect[3L). parameter (and their errors) are given followed by an indica
M1_SUBMODK16A): M1 observing mode. The options areor for which bands and camera combinations this parameter

full frame mode with the full FOV exposed, partial windowis available. Most parameters were determined by the SAS tas

mode with only parts of the central CCD exposed (iffeient emldetect which is described in detail in SeCi_%.4, while some

sub-modes), and timing mode where the central CCD was mhers were derived by the SAS taskcmatch. XID-band pa-

exposed (‘Fast Uncompressed’), see Ject. 3.1. rameters are derived in a separatddetect run and are there-
M2_SUBMODE (16A): Same as MISUBMODE but for fore single-band values which ensures a better handlingeof t
M2. error values.

cab_FLUX and cab_FLUX_ERR (E) [ergcn?/s], SAS
) tasksemldetect, srcmatch: Fluxes are given for all combi-
D.3. Coordinates nations of ca= [EP, PN, M1, M2] and b=[1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9];
The catalogue lists rectified (‘external’) equatorial arglagtic ey correspondto the flux in the entire PSF and do not need any
coordinates as well as uncorrected (‘internal’) equatedardi- further corrections for PSF losses.

nates. Two independent error estimates are combined inicda t . FOr the individual cameras, single-band fluxes are caledlat
error column. There are 9 columns in this section. from the respective band count rate using the filter- and came

. ; dependent energy conversion factors given in Table 4 and cor
RA (D) [deg], SAS taskevalcorr: Corrected Right :
Ascension of the detection (J2000) after statistical datien of rected for the dead time due to the read-out phase. Theseecan b

theemldetect coordinates. RAUNC and DECUNC. with the 0.0 if the detection has no counts. The errors are calcufeded

USNO B1.0 optical source catalogue. In case where the crogke- resp_ectlfve tband count rate error using the respectiggn

correlation is determined to be unreliable no correctioags conversion Iactors. o

plied and this value is therefore the same asBRC (Sect[Z4.5). Total-band fluxes and errors for the |n(_1|V|duaI cameras are
DEC (D) [deg], SAS taskevalcorr: Corrected declina- the sum of the fluxes and errors, respectively, from the bands

. . . . 1-5.
tion of the detection (J2000) after statistical correlatiof . . o
the emldetect coordinates, RAUNC and DECUNC, with The EPIC flux in each band is the mean of the band-specific

the USNO B1.0 optical source catalogue. In case where tﬂ%tectlons in all cameras weighted by the errors, with therer

cross-correlation is determined to be unreliable no ctioec ©" the weighted mean given by
is applied and this value is therefore the same as DINT
(Sect[4.b). EP.b_.FLUX_ERR= \/1.0/ Z 1/cab_FLUX_ERRZ,
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where ca= [PN,M1,M2]. by Lext = —In p, wherep is the probability of the extent occur-
cab_RATE and cab_.RATEERR (E) [counfs], SAS task ring by chance.

emldetect: Count rates and errors are given for all combina- ca HRn and caHRNERR (E), SAS tasksemldetect,
tions of ca= [PN, M1, M2] and b=[1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9] as well srcmatch: The hardness ratios are given for§EP, PN, M1,

for ca= [EP] and b= [8, 9]. . M2] and n=[1, 2, 3, 4]. They are defined as the ratio between
The single-band count rate is the band-dependent soufi§g count rateR in bandsn andn + 1

counts (see ca_CTS) divided by the exposure map, which com-

bines the mirror vignetting, detectoffieiency, bad pixels and

CCD gaps, and an OOT-factor (Out Of Time) depending on thERN = (Ru1 = Rn)/(Roc1 + Rn) .

PN modes. The source counts and with it the count rates were

implicitly background subtracted during the fitting prog€Bhey In the case where the rate in one band is 0.0 (i.e., too fainéto
correspond to the count rate in the entire PSF and do not neledected in this band) the hardness ratio wilHdeor +1 which
any further corrections for PSF losses. Note that rates edn® is only a lower or upper limit, respectively. In case whethte
(but not negative) if the source is too faint in the respectignd in both bands is zero, the hardness ratio is undefined (NULL).

to b'l? delt%ctagle. . N culated as th Errors are the &-error on the hardness ratio.
ota-band count rate for each camera are calculated as t ®EPIC hardness ratios are calculated by the SAS task

sum of the count rates in the individual bands 1-5. %rcmatch and are averaged over all three cameras [PN, M1,
in ﬂ;r;]?eipégtir\?ée;aﬁg the sum of the camera-specific count ra}\}la‘ﬂ. Note that no energy conversion factor was used and that
P : the EPIC hardness ratios are de facto not hardness rati@nbut

ca_b_CTS and cab.CTSERR (E) [cour]t], SAS task equivalent parameter helpful to characterise the hardokas
emldetect: Source counts and errors are given for=c$EP, source

PN, M1, M2] and b= [8].
The single-band source counts (not given in the catalogue) C@b-EXP (E) [S], SAS taskemldetect: The exposure map

are derived under the total PSF (point spread function) aM@lues are given for combinations of €PN, M1, M2] and b

corrected for background. The PSF is fitted on sub-images Dl 2 3, 4, 5]. They are the PSF-weighted mean of the area of

r = 60" in each band, which means that in most cases at lel¥§ Sub-images (= 60”) in the individual-band exposure maps

90% of the PSF (if covered by the detector) wésetively used (Cf- Sectl4.#).

in the fit. ca_b_BG (E) [countpixel], SAS taskemldetect: The back-
Combined band source counts for each camera are calculgg&elind map values are given for combinations o£d&N, M1,

as the sum of the source counts in the individual bands 1-5.M2] and b= [1, 2, 3, 4, 5]; they are derived from the back-
The EPIC counts are the sum of the camera-specific coun@ound maps at the given detection position. Note that thecgo
The error is the statisticabterror on the total source countsfitting routine uses the background map itself rather tharsth-

of the detection. gle value given here. The value is (nearly) zero if the deiact
cab_DET.ML (E), SAS taskemldetect: Maximum likeli- position lies outside the FOV.
hoods are derived for all combinations of €gPN, M1, M2] cab_VIG (E), SAS taskemldetect: The vignetting values

andb=[1,2,3,4,5,8,9]as well for ca [EP] and b=[8,9].  are given for combinations of ca[PN, M1, M2] and b= [1, 2,

The single-band maximum likelihood values stand for th®, 4, 5]. They are a function of energy band arfidaxis angle.
detection likelihood of the sourcé, = —InP, whereP is the Note that the source parametrisation uses the vignettezsexe
probability the detection is spurious due to a Poissoniastiflu maps instead.

ation. While the detection likelihood of an extended sousce ca. ONTIME (E) [s]: The ontime values, given for ca[PN,
computed in the same way, systematieets such as dewauonle’ M2], are the total good exposure time (after GTI filteding
between the real background and the model, have a gréeer € of the CCD where the detection is positioned. Note that some
on extended sources and thus detection likelihoods of egten g4y rce positions fall into CCD gaps or outside of the detecto
sources are more uncertain. and will have therefore a NULL given.

To calculate the maximum likelihood values for the total . ) .
band and EPIC the sum of the individual likelihoods is nor- ¢a.OFFAX(E) [arcmin], SAS taslemldetect: The of-axis

. . . angles, given for ca [PN, M1, M2], are the distance between
malised to two degrees of freedom using the function the detection position and the on-&iposition on the respec-

N tive detector; the fi-axis angle for a camera can be greater than
L=—-In(1- pr(Z, L) with L' = Z L, 15 when the detection is located outside the FOV of that camera.
2 i=1 caMASKFRAC(E), SAS taskemldetect: The maskfrac

wherePr is the incomplete Gamma functioN,is the number of values, given for c& [PN, M1, M2], are the PSF weighted mean

energy bands involved,is the number of degrees of freedom of)f the detector coverage of the detection. It depends bigint

the fit (» = 3+ N, if the source extent is a fitted parameter, Se%nergy} or?ly band 8 dvaluez are glvekr]: here :/vh|chsare the mr':.“'h
Sect[ZAM, and = 2 + N otherwise). mum of the energy-dependent maskfrac values. Sources whic

EP_EXTENTand EP.EXTENTERR(E) [arcsec], SAS task have less than 0.15 of their PSF covered by the detector are co
emldetect: The extent radius (i.e., core radius) and error of §jdered as being not detected. _ ,
source detected as extended is determined fitting a betaimod EP-DISTNN (E) [arcsec], SAS taskmldetect: The dis-
profile to the source PSF (SeEL_414.4). Anything beldwis$ tance to the nearest neighbouring detection; note that them
considered to be a point source and the extent is re-set 6o ZtJirpternallthreshold of 6 (before positional fitting) for splitting a
To avoid non-converging fitting an upper limit of 8has been SOUrce Into two.
introduced.

EP_.EXTENTML (E), SAS taslemldetect: The extentlike- 32 This is the optical axis which is close to but not the same as th
lihood is the likelihood of the detection being extendedigsy geometrical centre of the detector.
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D.5. Detection flags D.7. Unique source parameters

This section lists quality flags as well as flags for the presenThis section lists 31 columns with combined parameterstfer t

of time-series or spectra for a detection. There are 7 codlimn unique sources (using the prefix 'SC’) together with theltota

this section. number of detections per source. For a detailed description
SUMFLAG (J): The summary flag of the source is derivefiow the detections are matched see $ect. 8.1.

from the EPIC flag EFFLAG as explained in detail in Se€t. 7.5. SCRA (D) [deg]: The mean Right Ascension in degrees

They are: (J2000) of all the detections of the source SRCID (see RA)
0 = good, weighted by the positional errors POSERR.
1 = source parameters may b@exted, SCDEC (D) [deg]: The mean declination in degrees (J2000)
2 = possibly spurious, of all the detections of the source SRCID (see DEC) weighted

the positional errors POSERR.

SCPOSERRE) [arcsec]: The error of the weighted mean
sition given in SCRA and SCDEC in arcseconds.
SCEP.b_FLUX and (E) [ergcn?/s]: The mean band b flux
of all the detections of the source SRCID (see lEPLUX)
weighted by the errors (EBP.FLUX_ERR), where b=
[1,2,3,4,5,8,9].

3 = located in an area where spurious detection may occup,y

4 = located in an area where spurious detection may occur
and possibly spurious. PO

EP_.FLAG (12A), SAS taskdpssflag: EPIC flag that
combines the flags in each camera [PNAG, M1 FLAG,
M2_FLAG], that is, a flag is set in EFLAG if at least one of

the camera-dependent flags is set. . ;
SCEP_b_FLUX_ERR(E) [ergcn?/s]: Error on the weighted
PN.FLAG (12A), SAS taskdpssflag: PN flag made of the oo hand b flux in SLEED_%_[FLQLIJX, wr]1ere b= [1,2,3,4,5,%,9].

flags [1-12] (counted from left to right) for the PN source detec- g~ yrn (E): The mean hardness ratio of the bamdand
tion. Aflag is set to True according to the conditions sumseati ., . 1 ¢ all the detections of the source SRCID (seeHERN)

in Sect[7.B for the automatic flags and SEci] 7.4 for the ma”W’eighted by the errors (see ERRNERR), where n= [1, 2, 3
flags. In case where the camera was not used in the sourceﬂe- ' T
t

tection a dash is given. In case a source was not detectedsby th’ ) : )
camera the flags are all set to False (default). Flag [10] is N iﬁ%g?ﬁ;ERR(E)' Error on the weighted mean hardness ra

used. _ SCDET.ML (E): The total-band detection likelihood of the
MLFLAG (12A), SAS taskdpssflag: Same as PNFLAG g ;rce SRCID is the maximum of the likelihoods of all detec-

but for M1. tions of this source (see ERDET_ML).
M2_FLAG (12A), SAS taskdpssflag: Same as PNFLAG SCEXT.ML (E): The total-band detection likelihood of the
but for M2. extended source SRCID is the average of the extent likedisoo
TSERIESL): The flag is set to True if this source has a timegf 5| detections of this source (see EXTENT_ML).
series made in at least one exposure (Séct. 5). SCCHI2PROB(E): The y?-probability (based on the null
SPECTRA(L): The flag is set to True if this source has aypothesis) that the unique source SRCID as detected by any
spectrum made in at least one exposure (§éct. 5). of the observations is constant, that is, the minimum value o
the EPIC probabilities in each detection (see@RI2PROB) is

given.

SCVARFLAG (L): The variability flag for the unique source
This section lists 7 columns with variability informationrf SRCID is set to VARFLAG of the most variable detection of
those detections for which time-series were extracted. this source. .

EP_.CHI2PROB (E): The minimum value of the avail- SCSUMFLAG (J): The summary flag for the unique source
able camera probabilities [PEHI2PROB, M1CHI2PROB, SRCID is taken to be the maximum flag of all detections of this
M2_CHI2PROB]. source (see SUMFLAG).

PN.CHI2PROB(E), SAS taskekstest: They?-probability ~ N-DETECTIONS(J): The number of detections of the
(based on the null hypothesis) that the source as detectt@byunique source SRCID used to derive the combined values.
PN camera is constant. The Pearson’s approximatigsf tmr
Poissonian data was used, in which the model is used as the est
mator of its own variance (Se€t.b.2). If more than one exposu
(that is, time-series) is available for this source the swalue
of probability was used.

M1_CHI2PROB (E), SAS task ekstest: Same as
PN_CHI2PROB but for M1.

M2_CHI2PROB (E), SAS task ekstest: Same as
PN_CHI2PROB but for M2.

VARFLAG (L): The flag is set to True if this source was
detected as variable, that is, EP{&-probability < 10°° (see
EP_.CHI2PROB).

VAREXP.ID (4A): If the source is detected as variable (that
is, if VAR _FLAG is set to True), the exposure ID (‘S’ or ‘U’ fol-
lowed by a three-digit number) of the exposure with the Idwes
y?-probability is given here.

VARINST.ID (2A): If the source is detected as variable (that
is, if VAR _FLAG is set to True), the instrument ID [PN,M1,M2]
of the exposure given in VAEEXP_ID is listed here.

D.6. Variability information
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