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Abstract

The proper estimation of the background is a crucial compbokdata analyses in astrophysics, such as source de-
tection, temporal studies, spectroscopy, and localinaftor the case of the Large Area Telescope (LAT) on board the
Fermispacecraft, approaches to estimate the background far(&#es than- one thousand seconds duration) obser-
vations fail if they ignore the strong dependence of the LATHground on the continuously changing observational
conditions. We present a (to be) publicly available backgbestimation tool created and used by the LAT Collab-
oration in several analyses of Gamma Ray Bursts. This taobcaurately estimate the expected LAT background
for any observational conditions, including, for exampleservations with rapid variations of tirermi spacecraft’s
orientation occurring during automatic repointings.

1. Introduction short-duration observation. Approaches aiming to esti-
mate the background of a short-term observation by in-

Since the beginning of its nominal science operatiofgfpolating the event rates right before and after it or by
in August 2008, the Large Area Telescope on board thigding a similar observational configuration few orbits
Fermi spacecraft (LAT)!(1) has searched for M@gV before or after it.(2) do not always work, since bright tran-
emission from hundreds of Gamma-Ray Bursts (GRB3ENt events typically cause an automatic repointing of the
detected by the Gamma-Ray Burst Monitdfe(mi- Spacecraft, which invalidates their predictions. In addi-
GBM), and detected and analyzed such emission frdi@n, the rate-interpolation approach becomes less accu-
tens of them. A crucial component of these analyse&e if the observation under consideration occurs in a pe-
was the estimation of the expected number of backgrouifH during which the first derivative (with respect to time)
events. The rate of background events in the LAT ha®hthe background rate changes sign (inflection point). In
strong dependence on the source direction in both inst@@neral, this approach allows one to only detect signals of
ment and celestial coordinates, and also on the positiorvafiability high enough to be distinguishable from the typ-
the Fermi spacecraft around the Earth. These quantitiggl variations of the background rate. Finally, approache
are typically continuously changing, inducing a variatiopased on estimating the background inside a narrow Re-
of the background at time scales that can be compara®en Of Interest (ROI) centered on the source by appro-
to or even shorter than the duration of GRB emission. Priately scaling the rate of events over an area surround-

As a result, background models specifically produc&# the ROI (aperture photometry) are not accurate if the
for long-duration analyses of constant sources fail to fgackground has a strong dependence on the event direc-

produce the variations of the background of a particuf@n (in celestial coordinates). Such problematic cases
include observations near the Galactic plane, where the

gamma-ray component of the background is a steep func-
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tion of the Galactic latitude, near the Earth limb, and near after subsequently re-entering the atmosphere. They
a bright astrophysical point source. are primarily found at rigidities below the geomag-
From the above, it is evident that background estima- netic cutdt.
tion for short duration observations is a complicated is-
sue and that no universal method is readily available. Toe Neutral secondaries generated by CR interactions in
solve this problem, the LAT Collaboration has developed the atmosphere of the Earth. These are gamma rays
a background-estimation tool (BKGE hereafter) used in and neutrons that propagate tiieated by the mag-
analyses of transient emissions from GRBs and Galac- netic field of the Earth and are detected by the LAT.
tic sources, such as source detection, temporal studies,
spectroscopy, and localization/ (3+12). This tool is cur-e Gamma rays from astrophysical point andfuse
rently being prepared to be publicly released through the sources.
Fermi Science Support Center (FSS@:}\n earlier ver-
sion of the BKGE was briefly described in the first LAT- It should be noted that the LAT is surrounded by a seg-
collaboration publication using it (on GRB 0808250C) (3)nented anti-coincidence shield designed to identify in-
Here, we present in detail the latest version of the BKG®ming charged (background) particles, the flux of which
and the steps taken to verify its predictions. The pldgsseveral thousand times larger than the gamma-ray flux.
and results in this paper were produced with the LAfowever, and despite this measure, CRs can still trig-
P7VETRANSIENT event selection. ger the instrument and create events passing the photon-
We describe the components of the LAT background$glection cuts, since they can interact with the material
Sec[2, the generation of the background model in $&c&@rgund the instrument, producing photons. Because, the
and4, and the background-estimation procedure i$ecfBciency of background rejection is not the same for each
We conclude with the validation tests of the backgrouéckground species, with the LAT selection cuts reject-
estimates in Sef] 6. ing protons with more than 100 times highdfi@ency
than electrons, an incoming background flux dominated
by protons is converted by the LAT selection to a back-
2. The LAT Background ground contamination dominated by electrons.
) e . The background rate is a function of many parame-
~ Adetailed description of the LAT background is giveRys including the position of tHeermispacecraft around
in Refs. (1, 18). Here, we will give a brief overview ofe Earth, and the celestial, instrumental, and Earth co-

its components and dependencies. The background ingfgnates of the astrophysical source under observation.
LAT data primarily comprises the following component%pecifica||y

e Primary Cosmic Rays (CRs), consisting of protons
(dominant component), electrons, and heavier nuclei
with rigidities above the geomagnetic cffto The
(vertical) geomagnetic cufitrigidity ranges from 4—

16 GV depending on the position of tkermispace-
craft around the Earth and has a typical value of *
~10 GV.

o the background rate and the geomagnetic f€ite-
pend on the (continuously changing) position of the
spacecraft around the Earth;

the astrophysical gamma-ray background is stronger
at low Galactic latitudes, where most of the Galactic
point sources are and the Galactiffidse emission is

e Charged secondaries generated by CR interactionsin the brightest;
the atmosphere of the Earth (primarily protons, elec- N
trons, and positrons). These can be trapped by the the background rate depends on the position of the

magnetic field of the Earth and become detectable SOUrce in instrument coordinates, having an inverse
correlation to the fi-axis angle, and a dependence

on the azimuthal angle arising from the square cross
fermi.gsfc.nasa.ggss¢datganalysigusef section of the LAT;




¢ the component of the background composed of neu-e The rocking angle of the LAT, 6.k, is the angle

tral secondaries created by CR interactions in the at-
mosphere of the Earth is stronger from the general

between the Z axes of the LAT and Earth frames.
For most of the mission and when the LAT was in

direction of the Earth and peaks towards the Earth normal survey mode, the rocking angle was set at

limb;

Brock = 50°.

e the rate of the primary-CR background has a smalle We describe thgosition of the Fermi spacecraft

dependence on the azimuthal direction (in Earth co-

ordinates) arising from the East-Westezt. More

information on this dependence will be given in

Sec[4.P.

around the Earth using its Mcllwain L and B coor-
dinatesL andB (14).

¢ We measurdirections in the celestial spheraising

the Galactic latitude and longitude andl. Thedi-

The above dependencies combine to create a contin- rection in the celestial sphere of the spacecraft’s
uous variation of the background spanning several time Z and X axesis given by the pairs of Galactic coor-

scales, an example of which is shown in Fi. 1. As can

dinates b, 1) and by, %), respectively.

be seen from the figure, the background rate integrategy, ihe purposes of the BKGE, the LAT background

throughout the entire FOV can vary by up to a factor @G, e considered as consisting of the following three
~4. The BKGE can predict these variations accurate&smponems_

based on a model of the LAT background calibrated using

the first~4 years of LAT data (from Q2008 to 122012).

3. Definitions

The parameters used to build the background model are
defined as follows:

e The “instrument reference frame” is concentric

with the LAT, and has its Z axis coinciding with the
LAT Z axis, its Y axis along the solar panels, and the
X axis perpendicular to the solar panels. We measure
directions in the instrument frame using the spheri- ®
cal coordinate# (LAT zenith or df-axis angle) and

¢ (LAT azimuthal angle).

The “Earth reference frame” is concentric with
the Earth, and has its Z axis pointing towards the
LAT center, its X axis along the South-North di-
rection, and its Y axis along the West-East direc-
tion. We measure directions in the Earth frame us-
ing the spherical coordinatek, (Earth zenith an-
gle) and ¢ (Earth azimuthal angle), witlpy =
(0°,90°, 180, 270C°) corresponding to (North, East,
South, West).

The local zenith is defined as the direction in the
celestial sphere pointed at by a vector extending from
the Earth’s center towards the LAT's center (i.e., the
local zenith has by definitiofy, = 0°).

e The“isotropic” component of the background con-

sisting of primary CRs, charged secondaries pro-
duced by CR interactions in the atmosphere of the
Earth, and gamma rays from the extra-Galactic dif-
fuse emission. It can be approximated to the first
order, as having the same flux and energy spectrum
from each direction in the sky. In reality, its spectrum
and flux has a small dependencefarat energies be-
low the geomagnetic cufio(<10 GeV) arising from

the East-Westféect.

The“residual’ component of the background con-
sisting of gamma rays from point sources (Galac-
tic and extra-Galactic) and from the Galactiffdse
emission. It is prevalent primarily at low Galactic
latitudes.

The “Earth limb” component of the background
consisting of neutral secondaries produced by CR in-
teractions in the atmosphere of the Earth. It is de-
tected near the Earth limb (i.e., at high angles).
Given the altitude of the LAT orbit~§ 560 km),
the Earth limb is present at an Earth zenith angle
of Gimp =~ 180- arcsin(Ry/(Rp + 560)) ~ 1133,
whereR, is the Earth radius in km. The Earth limb
component of the background originates from direc-
tions havingds = 6Gimp. Because of the finite angu-
lar reconstruction accuracy of the LAT, this compo-
nent is in practice visible in the data from a smaller
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Figure 1: lllustration of the LAT (P7TRANSIENW6) event rate variations overftierent time scales and two ROI radii: entire LAT FOV (black
curve) and a 10radius circular ROI (red curve). Among others, the evetdsaary on orbital-period~96 minutes), daily, and precession-period
(~53.4 day) time scales. The data used for these plots are iB0ideV-150 GeV energy range, and have the majority of thetsvieom the
direction of the Earth removed (we rejected events haging 100, with 65 defined in Sed3). The data shown are from 2011.

Earth zenith angle, approximately equabg, mi- Piso Can be described as the product of two functions:
nus the 95% containment angle of the LAT point-
Spread function (PSF) Piso = PiSO,LAT(E, 9, ¢) X Piso,ee(E’ HGB, ¢GB) (1)

This quantity is defined assuming no part of the LAT
We then define some quantities used in the background FOV is occulted by the Earth or excluded by a cut on
model. Os.

® Risosky(E, L) is the detection rate of isotropic-

e Piso(E, 0, ¢, 04, dg) is the probability per unit solid component events per unit energy incoming from
angle and energy that an isotropic-component event any direction in the celestial sphere. This quantity
is reconstructed at some direction (in either instru- characterizes both the LAT acceptance and the flux
ment or Earth coordinates). Its dependence on in- of the isotropic-component events. Similarly®g,,
strument coordinates arises from the dependence of it is defined assuming no part of the LAT FOV is oc-
the LAT acceptance on instrument coordinates, and culted by the Earth or excluded by a cut@n The
its dependence on Earth coordinates arises from the dependence QRisqsky ON L comes from the fact that
east-west asymmetry of the isotropic component. the vertical cutff rigidity P, is highly correlated to
These two dependencies are not correlated; hence L asP, = 15.96L-29905(15).



* Riso = Risosky X Piso is defined as the detection ratealue of the upper limit comes from the fact the statistics
of isotropic-component events reconstructed at sore too low at such high energies to be able to produce an
direction (in instrument or Earth coordinates) pexccurate model of the background.
unit solid angle and energy. The LAT energy reconstruction accuracy is implicitly

. . o included in the background model through the fact that

* &occ(E; rock) i the fraction ofRiso remaining after a e are using the reconstructed instead of the true event
cutin thed,, direction of events is applied. energy. The LAT angular reconstruction accuracy is also

included implicitly in the model through itdfects on the

o Risarov = Risosky X €occ IS an event rate similar to . . .
Risasky but corresponding to just the non-occuIteg'rec'['on'deF’endent quantitieBsoLat, Pisoer €ocer and

part of the LAT FOV instead of the whole sky. res _ "
The strategy for extracting the above quantities from

e Res(E, L, B) is defined as the detection rate ofhe LAT data is first to identify a subset of the data domi-
events from the residual component of the bacRated by isotropic-component events, then to characterize
ground per unit solid angle and energy, as averagBgoLAT, Pisas: €oce, aNd Risosky Using that subset, then
over the first~ four years of the LAT mission. to predict the isotropic component of the background for

the full first ~ four years of the LAT mission and from

e E, used in the above definitions, is the reconstructgfly direction in the celestial sphere using these calibrate
energy of the events. quantities, and finally to subtract this prediction from the

actual data to characterize a resid®ak(b, I).

Figure[2 shows a diagram of the steps taken to calibrate
the background model, along with the section numbers

The background model is calibrated once angri- describing each §tep ar_1d references_t_o figures with exam-
ori using the first~ four years of LAT observations. ItPles of the resulting calibrated quantities.

consists of quantities necessary for estimating the back- .

ground, shown below in order of decreasing importancé:1. Data Preparation
1. the variation ofP;s, across instrument coordinates To calibrate the backgroun.d model we use all thg a"‘?‘"'

P, able data of the event selectlo_n under conadeya‘qon (i.e.,
ISOLAT . . PTTRANSIENT.V6 class) starting from the beginning of
2 t_he dependenc_e Fisosky ON the geomagnetic POSIhominal science LAT operations at/@®08 and extend-
tion of theFermi spacecraftl(), , ) ing through the next four years (until 1@012)[3 We do

- the dependence s on the Galactic coordinates, ot inciude data obtained using special data-taking con-

. the dependence &5, on Earth coordinate®isos,  figurations, observations of the Earth, and observations

. the dependence &so 0N Grock (€occ), and that were otherwise marked bad (i.e., those with a data

. the variations of LAT backgrounds over time. quality flag DATA_.QUAL different than 1). We only in-

clude events in the energy range for which we produce
We assume that the ak_Jove components (_)f the baB ckground estimates, i.e., 50 MeV-150 GeV. We consid-

ground model are not rapidly changing functions of ﬂIearably reduce the contribution of the Earth-limb compo-

event energy. Thlus, in practice, we divide thg ®Hent of the background in the data by rejecting events with
ergy range over which we produce background estimaies

. o > 0 cut = 100°. After the above selections, we are left

(50 MeV — 150 GeV) into 20 equal logarithmically space_\ﬁth a?;gurtoximately one billion events.
e e Use o ypes ofdla (e event dta (FT1 cae)

energyt Ively constant. describing the properties of individually-detected pho-
value of the low limit of this energy interval is dictated by
the fact that events with lower energies are not typically
used in science analyses due to the reduced angular anefhe AT data are publicly available from the FSSC
energy reconstruction accuracy at such low energies. Téei.gsfc.nasa.ggss¢datgdaccess

4. Background Model
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64.1 Prepare LAT data set after ) to create a 5 s step data set.
energy and 64 > 100° cut.
77777777777777 | 2 — 4.2. Estimation oPiso a7 (E, 6, ¢)

( N
84.2 Extract Piso,LAT (E, OrAT, ¢LAT)
dependence of isotropic background

— Figs. 5&6 The background model uses the dependenc®of
l on 6 and ¢ to predict the reconstructed direction of an
l ! isotropic-component event. To extract this dependence
§4.3 Calculate ! from the LAT data, we start by isolating a subset of the
€oce(E, Orock) function. ! data that can be approximated as consisting of solely the
l 3 isotropic component of the background. To accomplish
' 1 this we reject all data taken while the direction of the bore-
depitgeﬁzgicftig}i‘;;?ésiya(ci’gi)und — Figs. 8&9  sight of the LAT (Z axis) is within 70from the Galactic
; plane (i.e., apply ab;] <70 cut). This cut &ectively
l ; rejects a big fraction of the gamma rays from Galactic
§4.5 Extract Piso,(E, 0p, ¢o) ‘ diffuse emission and from the numerous point sources at
dependence of isotropic background low Galactic latitudes, events that compose the residual
component of the background. The remaining data are

e ~ dominated by the isotropic component of the background,
. w[ ,,,,,,,,,,,,,, R and thus can be used for extracting the propertieRQf
§4.6 Bxtract Ryes(E, B, L) de- . We remind the reader that most of the Earth-limb compo-
| pendence of residual background —— Fig. 11 nent of the background has already been removed by the

l cut oné, applied in the previous data-preparation stage.
: We will refer to this subset of the data as tteotropic-
l component data set”
- If the LAT FOV was not partially occulted by the Earth
{ §4.7 Model variations of LAT }_. Fig. 12 (ats 2 Bimp angles), then the functioRsoLar (E. 6, ¢)
background rates over time could be directly estimated from a 2D histogram of the
(9, ¢) values of all events in the isotropic-component sub-
Figure 2: Steps involved in generating the background model  get of the data. However, the occultation by the Earth
combined with rejecting events with, >100° modify

. } _ the @,¢) distributions by rejecting events havirty >
tons, and the spacecraft data (“FT2 data”) descnbwg,cut — ek and as angle pointing towards the Earth.

among other quantities, the pointing configuration of thgce typicallyfrosk ~ 5C°, we see that the cut of,

LAT and the location of thécermi spacecraft around the,syally modifies thes distributions beyond a value of

Earth. From the event data we use the reconstructed eyedtsy Thus. the above-mentioned 2D histogram cannot

energy and direction, and the dete_ction time. From the directly used for characterizitioy ar (E, 6, ).

spacgcraft data, we use the Mcllwam:pord.mate. of the To bypass this obstacle, we analyze a subset of the

Fermi spacecraft's location, the celestial direction of theg ).« isotropic-component data set created using events

LAT’s Z and X axes, and the celestial direction of the 194t could not have beerffacted by theds, cut, no mat-

cal zenith. The spacecraft data we used contain the vale\yhat theirg was. Specifically, for each event in the

of these quantities in steps of 30 s in titho increase isotropic-component data we calculate whaigsvould

the accuracy of the model, we interpolate these 30 s dgfais its ¢ angle was set to 80a value above which the

LAT acceptance is virtually zero. We keep only events

3Spacecraft files with 1 s steps in time are also available ekiety for which their prOJeCteaP@ is smaller tha-mee,cut- These

the size of an 1 s spacecraft file containing four years ofidatm large  EVENtS correspond pdirections pointing away from the
to be easily processed. Earth and compose a data subset that is fiected by

Modeling of Residual Background




the 6, cut, and it appropriate for directly characterizingf the LAT, and proceed to split therZange of¢ into
PisoLaT (E, 0, $). eight slices, as shown in Figl 4. For each of these slices,
Figure[3 shows three histograms created using tlve define an azimuthal anglg, ranging from 0—45that
isotropic-component data set. The first histogram is ciaereases as we move towards the hypotenuse (segl Fig. 4
ated by all the events, while the other two histograms g&). We assume that, inside each slice, the dependence
produced using two subsets of the isotropic-componefitPis, ar ON ¢ is identical. We first fold the data so that
data set by selecting events detected from the generalthéese eight slices coincide to a single “template” slice and
rection of the Earth and from its opposite, respectivele eightp; angles become a singdgjice angle (as shown
The first of the two histograms exhibits a sharp ¢b& in Fig.[4 (b)), and then characterize the dependence of
6 ~ 50° caused by thé, cut, as mentioned above, while&PisqLar ON dsiice OVEr the template slice. We calculate the
the second of the two is noffacted by the),, cut and is ¢gjice angle from thep angle of an event as:
used for characterizingiso ar (E, 9, ¢).

dsice = ¢ — 45 X isiice isice = €VEN @)
slice = o . .
‘ 45° X (islice+ 1) — ¢ isiice = 0dd,
g E —&— All Events
g 007 = Away from eaith whereigice = | ¢/45° | is the slice index to which the event
% 0.06 |~ —4— Towards earth ] corresponds.
& 0.05F =
kS F B
3 0.04 3 E (a) A LAT Y axis (b)
E 0.03F E 2 1
< = .| 3 (p
© | . 1
f 0.02 ] 0, \ /
o S P D U T P &
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Figure 3: Distributions of the coordinates of events in the isotropic-
component subset: all eventg,(events detected away from the Earth’s 7
direction @), and events detected from the Earth’s directian. (The 5 6

distribution produced using the events detected away fiwrBarth’s

direction @) is not dfected by the cut ofl,; thus, it is the one used for

characterizingPisoLaT (E, 6, ¢). These distributions were created usingFigure 4: Cross section of the LAT along with its eight corripgslices

events with energies about 1 GeV (energy bin #8). The statistrrors and their corresponding; angles (a). The LAT coordinate frame with

are negligible. its ¢ angle is also shown. The definition of thgice angle used to char-
acterize the single “template” slice is shown in (b).

If the LAT had a circular cross section, then the de-
pendence oPisoar 0N ¢ would likely be negligible and  We divide the 45 range ofggjice into five F-wide bins,
we would only have to study its dependencefoHow- and create a histogram of tledistribution of events for
ever, the LAT has a square cross section. Because of #agh of them (see, e.g., the top row of Fiy. 5). Then, to
geometric asymmetry, the dependenc@®@f ar on¢ is account for the dferent solid angles subtended by each
correlated with its dependence 6n Specifically, for¢g of the & bins, we divide their contents by their solid an-
angles pointing towards the edges of the instrumentg thgles (as shown in the bottom row of Fig. 5). The resulting
distributions extend up to higher values. histograms describe the dependenc®gf on the instru-
For simplicity (and for best use of the available statisaent coordinates (up to an arbitrary normalization) com-
tics) we do not try to characterize the full azimuthal beletely. Our background model contains 100 such his-
havior ofPisoLaT. InStead, we assume that the LAT accepoegrams, corresponding to 5 histograms per energy bin
tance follows the geometric symmetry of the cross sectiand 20 bins in energy.



To demonstrate how the behavior®g, At over one zenith angle of a direction with LAT frame coordinates
slice characterizes the behavior over the full LAT FOVY, ¢) and for the case of &cx rocking angI@ Figurel T
we show in Fig[b the fulPiso ar functions for the three showseocc versusock and the event energy.
energy ranges of F(g 5.

Finally, it should be noted that at any instant the ra
of isotropic-component events reconstructed at some
rection in the sky is a function of both the dependence
the LAT acceptance on local coordinatéss ar depen-
dence) and of the asymmetries of the isotropic-compon
event flux in Earth coordinate$k. dependence). In
principle, the procedure followed above would be pe
fectly valid only if the flux of isotropic-component event:
were perfectly isotropic (i.e., there is MRso(E, 0, )
dependence). However, during each orbit the LAT FC 25
does not scan the sky (in Earth coordinates) the ex
same way. Thus, any asymmetries in the flux of tl UL |
isotropic-component are assumed to be approximat Bro0k (deg)
smeared out during the 2 x 10* orbits composing the
analyzed~ 4-year data set. As a result, the above prﬁigure 7: Functionescc showing the fraction of isotropic-component
cedure is not iected by the variation ofPis, on Earth €vents remaining after tig cut.
coordinates, and can properly measBig  ar.
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4.3. Estimation oéycc(E, 6rock)

) S 4

If the LAT Z axis were pointing towards the local zenith
(i.e., if ock = 0°), then thedg, cut would only dfect events
with 8 > 100° angles. Since the LAT is not sensitive at d

tecting events witly 2 80, then thefl, cut, in this_ €aS€, gence on the position of tHeermi spacecraft around the
would leave the LAT FOV unigected. As the rocking an-earth, and specifically on its coordinate. To extract this

gle increases, the, cut, fe.cu, Starts excluding parts Ofdependence from the LAT data, we perform the analysis

the LAT FOV cgrrgspondmg 10 > 6.cut — brock angles using the isotropic-component data set created in the step
and¢ angles pointing towards the Earth. we estimate®iso a1 (Sec[ZD)
ISO, .

The quantitye,cc describes the corresponding decreaseAS was mentioned in the previous section, ghecut

in the rate of isotropic-component evenf&s). It de- o oo akon by the Earth have ttfkeet of exclud-
pends on the fraction of events detected angles large .

enough to be fiected by the, cut. Since, as comparedng a fraction of the LAT FOV. As a result, the isotropic-

: (foaqponent data set, which is influenced by thefBeces,
to low-energy events, high-energy events can be dEtechnnot be used directly to characteri a quantit
with higher dficiency at largeé angles (see, e.g., top pan- y Sosky, 8 9 y

els of Fig[B), this fraction (hence alsg.) depends on the defined assuming no_parts of_the FOV are occulted. How-
i ever, these modifications typically onlyfect the part of
energy. We calculate.. as:

eoc(E, 6, = 3
o7cr¢/:g znrock) ) ( ) 4In reallity, the value oty depends on the azimuthal orientation of
1575 JsTH(100 - 0;)PisoLat(E. 6, ¢)sin(@)déd¢  the Earth Z axis in the LAT reference frame, or in other wordsvbich
/2 21 ) s part of the LAT circumference is closer to the Earth Z axisoener or
fo fo PisaLat (E, 0, ¢)sin(6)dode a side. To simplify the calculation and drop this azimutheppendence,

. .. . we set thep angle of the Earth Z axis to zero, or equivalently we perform
whereH is the Heaviside step-function (equal to O for e calculation for the case of the middie of a LAT side beituger to

negative argument and 1 otherwise), #yds the Earth the Earth Z axis.

4. Estimation oRisosky(E, L)

The BKGE estimates the all-sky rate of isotropic-
eb'ackground eventRKisosky, Using the rate’s strong depen-




75--111 MeV (energy bin #1) | 824--1230 MeV (energy bin #7) | [ 9101--13582 MeV (energy bin #13) |

[T T 20000 [ e NS
£ E 1 £ L | £ 2500 —
2 70000 4 2 18000 El b
N 1 & leoool 1 & ]
2 60000 4 g 16000F 1 @ 2000 4
5 3 ] S 140001 1 5 ]
5 50000~ 1 2 F LR b
: ] 12000:7 E 1500 -
40000 e 100001 E b
30000 E 8000 E 1000 .
F ] 6000 E 1
20000~ 3 E E 1
F ] 4000 500 .
10000; E 2000F [ =
Py F P P PRI S oF b L o) NS I S I I I I N
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
6 (deg) 0 (deg) 0 (deg)
x10° x10°

- ¥ 1 600 1 60000 .
£ 3000f 1 g 1 g ]
S F i & [ 1 & t 9
e F {1 2 500 1 2 50000F ]
g 25001 - r 1 & F ]
s r 1 & [ 108 F ]
= [ 1 & 400 7 L 40000F B
@ 2000Q- - o F q o L ]
2 [ 12 F 102 [ ]
3 r ] g 300 7 & 30000 E
< 1500 1 = r iz F b
'S . i 3 g 1 3 . 1
2 1000F 4 2 200 1 @ 200001 3
Q L ] [ C | [} r ~
o r ] 2 [ ] 2 [ ]
2 soof- 4 £ 1o0p £ 10000~ . x 3
] F ] 9] r ] F| .36 <@ _ <45 B

4 L 1 > E > r slice
w O’HHMwu\uww\uu\uu\uu\uu | w 07\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\ w 07\u\uu\uu\uu\uu\uu\uuhuf
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 8 0 30 40 50 60 70 80 0 30 40 50 60 70 80
0 (deg) 0 (deg) 0 (deg)

Figure 5: Plots demonstrating the estimatior#ag, ar. Top row: histograms of the number of events per bid in the analyzed subset of the
data. Bottom row: the histograms of the top row after theirdmntents are divided by their solid angles. Each histogrammesponds to a fierent
9°-wide bin in¢gjice (as shown in the legend).

I 75--111 MeV (energy bin #1) |

824--1230 MeV (energy bin #7) | [ 9101--13582 MeV (energy bin #13) ]

90°

Figure 6: FunctiorPisq ar drawn over the LAT FOV for three fferent energy ranges. The plot coordinates are@thhef the LAT frame. The
LAT X and Y axes are drawn identically as in Fig. 4. The histogs are normalized to have a maximum of unity.



the FOV withe > 50f. Thus, we can analyzeta< 50° ¢_| 5 ol
data set, and then scale up the measured event rateZ
correspond to the case of a full and non-obstructed FC¢ |
The scaling factor is directly calculated from o ar

function calibrated in the previous section, and is equal

Events per bin
N o ® 8 5
5 8 g8 8 B
g8 g 8 8 8

8
8

Ax50/180 1, .
fO PiSO,LAT (E’ H)SIn(e)de R R R ECR W AN R ¥ T IR ¥ R - o ¥ S YR S
€Y<50° (E) = , McllwainL McllwainL

I3 P ar (E.O)sin(6)de

Time per bin (sec)

WherePi’SO,LAT is the average dPisoat (E. 6, ¢) Overg. It
takes values in the range 850-80%, depending on the
energy.

To estimate the rate of isotropic-component events w

6 < 50° we create three histograms (per log-energy bir

L
1 11 12 13 14 15 16 17

The first shows the amount of tinfeermi spent in each Welain.
L bin; the second shows the number of events (with
0 < 500) detected whilé=ermi was inside each of the Figure 8: Histograms demonstrating the calculation ofRgsky(E, L)

. .. . . . function. Top left: amount of tim&ermi spent while at each bin; top
bins; and the third is equal to the ratio of first two hISrTght: number of events in the<50° subset of the isotropic-component

tograms divided byy.s¢(E) and shows the detection rat@ata set detected whifermiwas inside each of thebins; bottom: ratio
of isotropic-component events over the whole LAT FOWf these two histograms showing the detection rate of suehtewvhile
versusL. Because thé, cut can still modify thed < 50° at someL_bin. We fit the rate histogram with a fifth degree polynomial,
. . shown with the black curve. The histograms shown here qooresto

part of the FOV when the LAT rocking angle is greatgty_energy bin #1 (energy100 MeV).
than 50, we reject all time periods (about 3% of the data)
with LAT rocking angle greater than 5@uring the con-
struction of these histograms. background estimate for an observation identical to that

Figure[8 shows these three histograms for the secangd to generate the isotropic-component data set (i.e.,
log-energy bin, and Fid.]9 shows a comparison of thehole LAT data set keeping only events with < 100°
event-rate histograms overfilirent energy ranges. Asproduced whilglb,] > 70°). By comparing our back-
can be seen from the latter figure, at energies below @reund estimate to the actual isotropic-component data set
geomagnetic cuth, the event rate is strongly modulate¢h Earth coordinatesve extract any residual dependen-
by the L parameter. At higher energies, however, thiges of P, on the Earth coordinates or, in other words,
dependence diminishes, consistent with the fact that the characterize th;s,e function.
cosmic-ray flux propagates through the magnetic field ofysing the information from the spacecraft data, we
the Earth with negligible deflection. Histograms such @sow, for any point in time, the (geomagnetic) location
those shown in Fid.]9 are part of the background modgtthe Fermi spacecraft around the Earth)( and the ori-

and are used for characteriziffgosiy(E, L). entation of the LAT given byt 1), (bx, 1x), andé,oc
o We split the observation corresponding to the isotropic-
4.5. Estimation ofisae(E, be. de) component data set in continuous steps in time that can

To extract the dependence®Bf, on Earth coordinatesbe as long as 1 ks. We select the end points of these
we first use thePisoLat (E, 6, ¢) and Risosky(E, L) func-  steps so that they coincide with time instants at which
tions calibrated in the previous two steps to producenarmal LAT data taking is interrupted (e.g., when the

5The smalles# angle that a point in the sky with, = 100° can have 6In the spacecraft data fileg,c is a signed quantity depending on
is equal to 50 when the rocking angle is 80 The rocking angle for whether the spacecraft is rocking north or south of the akigtane.
most of the mission was equal or less thaf.50 Here, we only use its magnitude in the calculations.

10



2.2
75--111 MeV (bin #1)

series of predicted-signal maps. After we have created a
predicted-signal map for all the individual time steps, we
add all of them to produce an aggregate predicted-signal
map corresponding to the wholdour-year observation.
The resulting skymap describes the number of isotropic-
component events predicted to be detected during a time
that|b,| > 70° and having,, < 100°.

We then divide the aggregate predicted-signal map by
a signal map created by the actual events in the isotropic-
component data set. The result is a set of maps in Earth
coordinates (one per log-energy bin) that shows the rela-
tive variation ofPis, in Earth coordinates (i.e., tHsoe
function).

Figure[10 shows some of the producfd,e maps.
They exhibit an East-West asymmetry appearing as an ex-
cess of events from the East direction. It should be noted
that even though at Me&eV energies cosmic rays are
dominated by protons, the primary CR component in the
data set analyzed here is dominated by electrons because
the LAT classification identifies and rejects protons much
more dfectively than electrons. As a result, the dominant
charge of the CR primaries in the analyzed data set is neg-
ative. Thus, an East-Wedfect appears as an excess from
the East (instead of from the West as expected from the
positive-particle dominated CRs). The plots also exhibit
an excess towards larger Earth zenith angles, arising from
+ + the fraction of Earth-limb emission reconstructed with a

‘ ‘ poor angular accuracy (i.e., corresponding to the tails of
1 11 1.2 13 14 15 1.6 '1.7 the LAT PSF)
Mcllwain L . .
It should be noted that the normalizations of the aggre-
Figure 9: Detection rate of events with <50° from the isotropic- gate predl,Ct,ed-Slgna,l and of the actual-3|gnal map are ex-
component data set versugor different energy ranges. pected, within statistics, to be the same (if the estimation
procedure performed above is correct). Thus, the normal-
ization of thePisoe Maps is expected to be approximately
spacecraft enters the South Atlantic Anomaly)pfbe- unity. Indeed, the normalization of all such maps was
comes smaller than 7@r the duration of the time stepclose to unity.
becomes 1 ks. For each of these steps, we first calculate
Risosky(E, L) using the value of. at its middle, there,e, 4-6. Estimation oRees(E, b, 1)
usingbrock, and finallyRisorov. We also create a series of Up to now we have calculated quantities necessary for
“efficiency” skymaps in Earth coordinates (one per stepdtimating the isotropic component of the background.
that show the relative fciency of detecting isotropic- We now proceed to estimate the gamma-ray contribution
component events. We fill their bins with the product dfom point sources and the Galactid¢fdse emission, pre-
PisoLaT (E, 8, ¢) times the solid angle of each bin and thewiously defined as the residual component of the back-
normalize the map to unity. We multiply each of thesground. This estimation is performed in a similar fashion
efficiency maps with th&Risorov value calculated usingto the previous step. We first estimate the isotropic com-
the L value of the middle of their time step to create ponent of the background for the whole LAT data set (now

N
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Science Toolgytltcube and gtexpcube2available at the
FSSd] The above procedure is repeated for each of the
log-energy bins.

Figure.[T1 shows some of the skymaps involved in
the above construction. Namely, from top to bottom, an
actual-signal map, an aggregated estimated-signal map
map, and a final residual map. The bottom map is part
of the background model.

75-111 MeV (#1) " 824--1230 MeV (#7)

Galactic Latitude (deg)

9101--13582 MeV (#:

Figure 10: FunctiorPiso At showing the relative variation #jso with
respect to the Earth coordinatel (¢s). An East-West asymmetry and
an excess towards larger Earth zenith angles are visible cdlor scal-
ing of each plot is dferent.

Galactic Latitude (deg)

only keeping events witld, <100), and then we sub-
tract it from the actual data to recover the residual comy.
nent. The comparison is now performed using skyma

. . . - 100 150
in Galactic coordinates. Galactic Longitude (deg)

The estimation of the background component in th .
step utilizes one additional piece of information compart S R o S S S
to the estimation in the previous subsection: hBw
varies in Earth coordinates. Specifically, we follow a
the steps mentioned above to create the predicted-sic
maps, but now we also multiply the contents of ear
map bin with the value ofPisqs(E, 6s, ¢s) coOrrespond-
ing to that bin. To convert between Earth and Galac! iy e
coordinates, we use the the pointing information of tt Galactic Longitude (deg)

LAT contained in the spacecraft data. After the aggre-

gate estl'mated-3|gnal map and an actual-signal map ire 11: Calculation of the residual component of the emind.
responding to the whole LAT data set are created, Wig: actual signal map, middle: predicted isotropic-backgd com-
subtract the estimated from the actual map to creat@oaent, bottom: dference of actual signal minus predicted isotropic-

residual map, and then divide the contents of each fhgkaround divided by the exposure. The maximum of the saléne
three skymaps has been reduced to enhance detail. Theseconeps

of the residual map by the corresponding exposure aﬁﬁnd t0 energy bin #7 (824-1230 MeV)
solid angle. The result is a skymap in Galactic coordi-

nates showing the flux per unit solid angle of residual-
component events. The exposure is calculated using théfermi.gsfc.nasa.ggss¢datganalysigscitoolgreferences.html

Galactic Latitude (deg)
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4.7. Variations of LAT Background Over Time 02

The background model construction so far assumes {”0.15
the LAT response and backgrounds were exactly the s¢ >

st

acl

To search for and account for such variations (tot 45
degree possible), we produce a set of background €
mates of observations of 10 ks duration and no ROI ¢
spread uniformly throughout the whole 4-year LAT da...

set. These estimates include both the isotropic and resid- ) L
| components of the backaround. and are created FI%L_JI’E 12: Plot demonstrating the variations of the acce@tand back-
ua p 9 ! gﬁ unds of the LAT over time. Gray markers: values of theoratcal-

cording to the standard background-estimation proceduiited for 10 ks observations with no ROI selection, spregfbrmly

that will be described in Se] 5. For each of these obstreugh the 4-year data set; red data points: average vafygshori-

vations. we first calculate the ratio zontal black line: like denoting a value of zero. The plotresponds to
! energy bin #0 (50-75 MeV).

¢ -
during the first- four years of the LAT mission. However Z?a 0251 # *Pﬁ il E
this is not necessarily exactly correct, since, for examg ~ 3 o . ]
the instrument’s response can vary because of configt 0 t P At ++’*++ T E
tional or hardware changes, and the particle backgrot  -0.05 Mﬁ . I t E
rates can also vary (e.g., due to changes in solar activi 0.1 1 : =

-0.2

T S TS [ T S S R S SO S B s
31/12/08 01/01/10 01/01/11 01/01/12 31/12/12
Date

p= (Nest— Nact)/Nest, (5)

1. We split the observation into intervals of 30 sor 10 s
duration depending on whether the observation du-
ration is longer or shorter than 200 s. During each
of these intervals the pointing configuration of the

LAT and the spacecraft’s position is assumed to be
constant.

where Nest and Ny; are the estimated and actually-
detected numbers of events, and then plot the ratio and its
average value versus the observation date. Any variations
of the LAT backgrounds over time that are not included in

our background model appear as a deviation of the aver-
age ratio from zero. .

Figure[12 shows this ratio (gray points) and its averagé- For each of these intervals, we:
value (red data points) in consecutive narrow bins in time () estimate the rate of isotropic-component events

for the first energy bin (50-75 MeV). The average val- throughout the LAT FOVRisoFov, €qual to the
ues are included in the background model and are used to product ofRisosky(E, L) timeseéocc(E, rock),
“correct” the background estimates. As can be seen from (b) estimate the relativefiéciency for detecting
the figure, the average value of the ratio fluctuates over isotropic-component events versus the direc-
time with an amplitude of up t810%. Fluctuations of tion in the instrument framePiso a7 (E. 6, ¢)
similar amplitude are visible in all energy bins, however and versus the direction in the Earth frame
they are a decreasing function of the energy. Pisos(E, b, #o), and

(c) create an isotropic-background skymap in
Galactic coordinates (8 x 0.5° hins) filled

5. The Background-Estimation Method with the product oPis = Pisoar X Pisos. We

The background estimation procedure has been par- set to zero any map bins that fail tidg cut,
tially described in the previous section, in which the re- and then set the map’s normalizatiorRig, Fov
sults of partially incomplete estimations were progres- times the duration of the interval.

sively compared to the actual data to extract the neces3. We add all the isotropic-background maps, one per
sary components of the background model. Here, we de- interval, to create an aggregate map.

scribe the full procedure utilizing all of the information 4. We create a skymap in Galactic coordinates contain-
contained in the background model. The following steps ing the exposure with which each bin in the sky has
are performed for each bin in log-energy. been observed throughoutthe observation under con-
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sideration. The cut o8y, is also applied here during
the exposure calculation.

. We multiply the exposure skymap by the residual
skymap (contained in the background model), to es-
timate the residual component of the background.

. We add the residual and the aggregate isotropic-
component skymaps.

. We integrate the resulting skymap over the region of
interest to produce a single number equal to our esti-
mate of the total number of background events.

. We correct the resulting estimate based on the value
of the average value corresponding to the time of
the observation under consideration (i.e., using the

data calculated in Selc. 4.7).

The above procedure is repeated for each of the log-

energy bins.

e Choice of predictor variable for Risqsky. We es-

timate the all-sky isotropic-component background
rate (Risosky) based on its dependence on thga-
rameter. HoweverRisqsky Ccan also have secondary
dependencies on more parameters, such as Mcll-
wain B. In such a case, a characterization of the
full dependence would require an additional split of
the data set across the additional parameters, which
would, however, increase the associated statistical
errors more than it would decrease the systematic
error. Additionally, we recently considered another
parameter that might be more appropriate for pre-
dicting Risosky, Namely,d = iCOS‘l(M), where

R is the distance from the center of the Earth that
the magnetic field line (th&ermi spacecraft is lo-
cated at) crosses the magnetic equator, and the sign
of 1 is positive (negative) iFermiis north (south) of

Because the calculation produces a separate skymap the magnetic equatorl might be a more appropri-

for the residual and the isotropic-component events, the
BKGE can also produce estimates for these two compo-
nents separately. This capability could allow one to per-
form an analysis in which the BKGE estimates the highly-
variable isotropic component of the background while the
standard templates provided by the LAT Collaboration are

used to estimate the constant-flux Galactiidie emis-
sion component of the background.

6. Systematic Errors

The systematic errors of the BKGE results arise from
statistical errors in the construction of the background
model, and from properties of the instrument’s response
and of the background sources that were approximated or
not included at all. We first list the likely sources of these

ate predictor variable becaukes based on a dipole
model of the imprecisely-dipole Earth’s field (while
A is not), and because differentiates between the
north and south geomagnetic hemispheres, while
does not. The option of usinginstead ofL as a pre-
dictor variable will be explored in future iterations of
the BKGE.

Contamination of the “isotropic-component”
data set with gamma rays. We characterize the
Risosky and Piso quantities using a high-Galactic-
latitude data set, which we assume to consist only
of CRs and extra-Galactic background gamma rays.
However, this data set has some residual gamma-
ray contribution from point sources2% at 1 GeV)
and the Galactic dliuse emission~«5% at 1 GeV).

errors and then measure the systematic error and the bias This contamination slightly increases the calibrated

of the results.

6.1. Sources of Systematic Errors

The systematic errors arising from the finite available
statistics for calibrating the background model are most
important at the higher-energy bins, where they can reach
values of~10-15%. Some examples of data points with
an increased statistical uncertainty can be found in the las

panel of Fig[® or the last panel of Fig.]10.

The most important sources of systematic errors in-

clude the following.

14

Risosky (N€NCE, also decreases the residtial), and

can in principle deform the calibraté?,. However,

the increase oRisosky and the associated decrease of
Rres likely cancel each other out. Furthermore, the
image of the residual contamination is continuously
scanned across the LAT FOV and across the Earth
coordinates because of the continuous rotation of the
spacecraft around the Z axis (to keep the radiators
normal to the Sun) and around the Earth. Thus, the
residual contamination appears as a uniform excess
across the instrument or the Earth coordinates, and



hence does not likely cause any appreciable defor- rate of events from a typical bright GRB. Exceptional

mations ofPis,. flares from AGN typically reach peak fluxes ten
) ) o times smaller than that. We conclude, that a brightly
No modeling of the Earth-limb emission. We do flaring source in the vicinity of a short-duration tran-

not include the emission from the Earth’s limb, @  gant under consideration (e.g., a GRB) would in-

bright component of the background, in the model.  (grfere with the results of an event-counting analy-

Rather, we try to reduce its contribution to the ac-  gjg only for a very feeble or otherwise-undetectable
tual data by rejecting events with, > 100°. How- GRB.

ever, the LAT PSF broadens considerably at low en-
ergies, and also at GeV energies for higgingle ob-
servations (for the P7TRANSIENT class only). As a
result, and for a rocking angle of 50up to ~20%
(~5%) of the background events from the Earth’s
limb may be reconstructed at an Earth zenith angle
small enough to pass odg > 100° cut at 100 MeV
(60 GeV). This, fraction corresponding to the tails of
the LAT PSF can still appear in the actual data, caus-
ing an underestimation of the background at larger
Earth zenith angles. This underestimation is, how-
ever, partially ameliorated by the fact that thgoe  6.2. Measurement of the Systematic Errors
function predicts a higher background rate at large
Earth zenith angles (see, e.g., figl 10). We test the background estimation process by com-
Approximate modeling of the Pisae (E, e, ¢) de- p?rmg tthe estlmatled and thg actl;allg dete(t:_ted numbedr

endence. The flux asymmetries induced by th0 even’s over a ‘arge numpoer of observations sprea
gast—west fiect are a function of the geomagneti?hroughom the LAT data se_t (unn‘or_mly in time add).
coordinates of the spacecrafts location. Thus tcrht? purpose of these tests is to verify that the background
functionP-. - has a dependence dJnand' oss'bl’ l%%tlmatm_n procedu_re works_as expected, to measure the

1S0® L dep . ’ POSSIbly systematic uncertainty and bias of the produced estimates,
also on the McllwainB coordinate. Because of the . . . S .
limited statistics in the available data set we cannand to identify any (_)bservatlona_l conditions for which the
i oo . gécuracy of the estimates deteriorates.

pharactenze this (likely sec_:ond—order) behavior, an We use two collections of observations, each with a dif-
instead use an averaged picture. ferent duration and ROI radius, corresponding toedent
Constant-flux modeling of the residual compo- numbers of detected events. We used a 600 s duration
nent. We estimate the residual component of th0° ROI radius and a 100 s duratipd5° ROI radius set
background based on its average flux over the fo@fobservations.
year data set used for the calibrations. Thus, back-The first set of observations corresponds to mean num-
ground estimates near highly-variable backgrouibérs of events per bin ranging fror200 to 1 across the
point-sources might be slightly less accurate if thesaergy bins, and allows for measuring the systematic un-
sources are not in their typical-flux state during theertainty up to energies of a few GeV. The second set cor-
time of the observation under consideration. Awsponds te-20-10"! events and can be used to approxi-
an example, the peak flux from the exceptionallypately verify only the first few energy bins. The numbers
bright flare of the Crab nebula in April 2011 reachedf events in each energy bin vary by about a factor of 5
an integrated for energies above 100 MeV value atross the observations of a collection. In addition to test
~ 15x 10°% phcnt?s71(16). This flux, if observed ing the BKGE performance on each energy bin separately,
on-axis, corresponds to a transient-class event rate also perform the tests on all the energy bins in aggre-
of ~0.06 Hz, which is considerably smaller than thgate.

e Changes in LAT backgrounds.Any changes in the
LAT backgrounds occurring past the end of the cali-
bration period cannot be included in the background
model. Hence, they will create systematic errors in
the estimates. Additionally, while we account for
changes in the LAT backgrounds (i.e., such as the
one in Fig[12), we do not account for temporal vari-
ations of thePis, functions.

15



6.2.1. Bias

To characterize the bias of the BKGE results we u
the ratiop, previously defined in SeE.4.7. We calculat
the average value of this ratio over all observations in
collection, and also, as a robustness check, examine
average value versus thgpg, 0, L, andd.qck coordinates
of the shorter-duration observations.

Figure[I3 shows the ratios calculated using the d:
from the whole energy range in aggregate for the 600
30 ROI collection. All of our tests except that versiisx
show that the average valuemfs typically considerably
smaller than- 10%. The results from the 100 s collectio
of observations are similar. Such an up~td.0% bias is
considerably smaller than the statistical uncertain80-
50%) corresponding to the number of actually-detect
events in typical GRB analyses. For longer-duration o
servations¥ ks duration), however, the statistical unce
tainty becomes comparable to the systematic uncertai
and care has to be taken so that a BKGE bias does
hide an actual signal or even worse masquerade as on

For the tests versuock, as shown in the bottom pane
Fig.[13, we observe a decreasing valuéwfversusock.
For very large rocking angles (greater thaii(°) the bias
becomes appreciable and can cause an important unde
timation of the background. This underestimation at lar
rocking angles is caused by a considerably larger nu
ber of events from the Earth limb contaminating the de
set. Even though the cut @iy does reject a fraction of
Earth limb events, their initial (pre-cut) number increas
considerably when the rocking angle is larger than?’
(i.e., when the Earth limb covers a larger part of the LA~
FOV). For such larg@ocx observations, the contamina
tion of events from the Earth limb is considerably large
than the BKGE is configured to account for, and an u
derestimation of the background occurs. Typically, su
larged,ock angles are rare: their relative frequency can |
estimated by the relative fraction of data points in the le
panel of Fig[IB having such largek values. For typi-
cal Oock Values(30-59, however, there is no appreciable
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bias. We remind the reader that in certain cases of ARRyure 13: Ratigp = (Nest — Nact)/Nest Versus (from top to bottom),
such large;ock angles do sometimes occur as the instrée. s, L, andéoci, respectively. Gray markers: ratio value of each

ment continuously slews to keep the GRB in the CenterquiVidual observation; red markers: average value ofdhatios; black
its FOV line: p = 0 line. These ratios correspond to the whole energy range in

aggregate and the 6009 80° ROI collection.
Finally, if the BKGE were not appropriately estimating
the contribution from the residual component of the back-

16



ground (i.e., point sources and Galactiffulse emission), Our estimate of the systematic error, when examining

there would be a dependence of the ration the Galac- all the energy bins in aggregate,442% and~14% for

tic coordinates of the celestial direction of the LAT Z axithe 600 s and 100 s duration collections, respectively. The
during the middle of an observation. To examine for suglystematic error is in the range 6fL0-15% across the

a dependence, we repeat the above analysis and create@®idual energy bins of the 600 s collection tests that

maps (not shown) ofo) versus Galactic coordinates corhad enough statistics to be examined.

responding to each observation. After visual inspection ofAs mentioned in the appendix, the above estimates are
the maps, we do not observe any prominent dependeapproximate. We estimate their bias and uncertainty to

of {p) on the Galactic coordinates. be approximately up t8-2%. In the applications of the
BKGE in Fermi analysd%we use a value of 15% for the
6.3. Systematic Error systematic uncertainty of the background estimates.

A first attempt to estimate the systematic error of the
background estimatessys; would be to first plot distri- 7. Conclusion
butions of the ratio of expected\{s) over the actually

detectedflac)) number of events (for each log-energy bin \ye present a background estimation method that is ap-

i) and then to use the width of these distributions as an 885 iate for short-duration observations and created and
timate Ofesys. However, we want to characterizgswith ;seq by the LAT Collaboration in several GRB publica-
respect to theruenumber of expected everltue, Which 1o The method uses the whole LAT data set to model
is not exactly the same as thetualnumber of detected o pehavior of the dierent components of the LAT back-
eventsNat, because of statistical fluctuations. Thus, th&round, and estimates the total backgrounds with an ac-
approach would work only iR,c; were high enough for its curacy of~15% and negligible bias. The tool is cur-

statistical uncertainty to be negligible compareddye  yently being prepared to be publicly released through the
For example if we expect a (say) 15% relative systemagig g fi

error, then we would need measurements having at least a
few times 10.15? detected events or at leas#5 events.
Such high statistics are presentin only the Ionger'dmati,@cknowledgments
(600 s/ 3C° ROI) collection of observations. However, we
would like t_o be able to F:haracterlze the systematic e_rror_l_he Fermi LAT Collaboration acknowledges generous
of observations of duration as short as that of the typical . ) o
ongoing support from a number of agencies and insti-
use of the BKGE (e.g., 100 s).
. . : . tutes that have supported both the development and the
Additionally, if Nyt did not vary considerably across . L .
: . operation of the LAT as well as scientific data analysis.
the observations, then we would be able to estimate a t)f;i—

. s . : ese include the National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ical statistical error oiNat and subtract it from the width . ~. . . )

L . . ministration and the Department of Energy in the United
of the ratio distributionsNesy/Nact, t0 Obtain an approxi-

. . States, the Commissariat a 'Energie Atomique and the
mateesys: However, as was mentioned aboigg varies

up to a factor of~5 across observations of a collectio centre National de la Recherche Scientifiguestitut
P . . ) "ational de Physique Nucléaire et de Physique des Par-
thus this approach is also not feasible.

W | i t h. devised for th ticules in France, the Agenzia Spaziale Italiana and the
€ employ a dierent approach, devised 1or tn€ PUligyy ;14 Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare in Italy, the Min-

poses of th_|s s:udy ?nd E{jescrlbe Ato Obt%}ry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technol-
an approximate estimate efys. To perform a measure-ogy (MEXT), High Energy Accelerator Research Organi-

mept we requwed .at Iee}st.SO observat_|o.ns Wit > 20. zation (KEK) and Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency
This requirement is satisfied by examining all the energy

bins in aggregate for both the 100 s and 600 s collections,
and individual energy bins up to few GeV for the 600 S 8gee sed]1 for referencesRermianalyses using the BKGE.
collection. Shttp;/fermi.gsfc.nasa.ggss¢dataganalysigusey
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(JAXA) in Japan, and the K. A. Wallenberg Founda-
tion, the Swedish Research Council and the Swedish Na-
tional Space Board in Sweden. Additional support for
science analysis during the operations phase is gratefully
acknowledged from the Istituto Nazionale di Astrofisica
in Italy and the Centre National Btudes Spatiales in
France.
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Appendix A. Estimation of the Systematic Error

For the purposes of this study, we devised a statisticalcgmprthat allowed us to measure the systematic egqr
using observations of statistical uncertainty in the deaumber of events typically larger thags. We start by
assuming that the probability distribution function (P2ffthe systematic error follows a Gaussian distributiorhwit
mean zero and width equal égys:

We then use the fact thatdtysywere zero (i.e.Nest = Nirue), then the cumulative Poisson probability of detecting
at leastN,¢; events while expectinyes;, P, would be a p-value; hence, it would have a uniform distidiubetween 0
and 1. Equivalently, the distribution of significances esponding to these p-values would follow a standard normal
distribution. The fact thatsys; is not actually exactly zero induces some underestima@muasoverestimations of
the background. This results in some of the entries oftldéstribution moving towards the distribution’s limitsei,
having values close to 0 or 1), or equivalently, the distidyof significances becoming wider than a standard normal.

To estimateesys; we calculate the p-values including a trial systematicsutatnty,egyst, on Nggt in the calculation.
The trial systematic uncertainty that recovers the uniftyrrof the p-value distribution (or equivalently makes the
significance distribution follow a standard normal) is ostimate Ofesys:

We estimate a p-value that includes a systematic erret,@nP’, by following a semi-Bayesian approachi(17). In
this approach, the corrected-for statistical uncertgirtalue is a weighted average of the non-uncertainty-ctece
p-values corresponding to a range of possible backgrouimdassN,., aroundNes. The weight is the dferential
Gaussian probability?s, of detecting exactifNgy events while expectindest + Nest X €g,;€vents. Specifically,

fooo PG(Nésv NESt’ Eéysa X P(Nact’ Nést)d Ne/:st
fooo PG(Nést’ Nest E;yspd N(;St

The shape of the distribution d¥ depends on, among others, the valuesgf; used for the calculation. For
€5yt = 0, the distribution of?” matches that oP and has a U shape. Ag,  becomes larger, the significance of
the underestimations and overestimations induced by stigiating the background progressively reduces, and the
distribution ofeg, o progressively flattens and eventually acquires an invetetiape. For too-large valuesef, all
the observations become very likely and the distributioR’cghrinks towards a value of 0.5.

The trial value ofeg; that makes the distribution & become flat again (as it should be for the cagg, of a
perfect estimate of the background) is our best estimatex@mine whetheP’ follows a uniform distribution, we
use a Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) test. In practice, we plot pinebability of the KS test versusg,, and select the
€systWith the highest probability as our best estimatei:

This procedure was tested with Monte Carlo simulations sesacorresponding teys: ranging from 0 to 20%
andNact ranging from 10 to 300. It was found thef,; is a fairly unbiased (typically up to 2% bias) and adequately
accurate (up te- 2%) estimate oésys: We did not try to develop the procedure further so that i pi®duces an error
on the best estimat€,; (€.g., from the width of the peak of the KS probability). ked, we quote an approximate
error of~ 2%, typically observed in our Monte Carlo verification sitins.

As a final note, we assumed that the biadNgd; is negligible; hence we set the mean of the PDFspi;to zero.
This method could be extended to also characterize a nanbias by performing a 2D optimization across both the
mean and the width of the PDF &jjs:

P’(€§y59 =

(A.1)
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