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Abstract

We have developed a simulation-based method of spectral analysis for pile-up affected data of

X-ray CCDs without any loss of photon statistics. As effects of the photon pile-up appear as

complicated nonlinear detector responses, we employ a detailed simulation to calculate the im-

portant processes in an X-ray observation including physical interactions, detector signal gen-

eration, detector readout, and a series of data reduction processes. This simulation naturally

reproduces X-ray-like and background-like events as results of X-ray photon merging in a sin-

gle pixel or in a chunk of adjacent pixels, allowing us to construct a nonlinear spectral analysis

framework that can treat pile-up affected observation data. For validation, we have performed

data analysis of Suzaku XIS observations by using this framework with various parameters of

the detector simulation all of which are optimized for that instrument. We present three cases

of different pile-up degrees: PKS 2155-304 (negligible pile-up), Aquila X-1 (moderate pile-up),
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and the Crab Nebula (strong pile-up); we show that the nonlinear analysis method produces

results consistent with a conventional linear analysis for the negligible pile-up condition, and

accurately corrects well-known pile-up effects such as spectral hardening and flux decrease for

the pile-up cases. These corrected results are consistent with those obtained by a widely used

core-exclusion method or by other observatories with much higher timing resolutions (without

pile-up). Our framework is applicable to any types of CCDs used for X-ray astronomy including

a future mission such as XRISM by appropriate optimization of the simulation parameters.

Key words: instrumentation: detectors — X-rays: general — X-rays: individual (PKS 2155-304, Aquila X-

1, Crab)

1 Introduction

The charge-coupled device (CCD) has been serving as a

standard detector in soft X-ray imaging and spectroscopy

since its first space operations with the SIS (Burke et al.

1991) onboard ASCA (Tanaka et al. 1994). With its

good energy and spatial resolutions, it has been adopted

by many X-ray astronomy missions such as Chandra

(Weisskopf et al. 2002), XMM-Newton (Jansen et al. 2001),

Swift (Gehrels et al. 2004), Suzaku (Mitsuda et al. 2007),

MAXI (Matsuoka et al. 2009), and Hitomi (Takahashi

et al. 2016). XRISM (Tashiro et al. 2018), scheduled for

launch in 2022, will also utilize CCDs named Xtend-SXI

(Hayashida et al. 2018) together with a micro-calorimeter

Resolve (Ishisaki et al. 2018), aiming at imaging and spec-

troscopy in the soft X-ray band.

Since the CCD needs a readout time of a few seconds,

photon pile-up has always been a serious problem when

observing bright sources. When multiple photons fall onto

the same or nearby pixels within a single frame readout,

these photons are merged into one and analyzed as a single

event with an energy equivalent to the summation of the

incident photon energies. This merged event is processed

as an X-ray event or excluded as a noise-like event, both

of which lead to a distortion of the measured spectrum

of photon counts. Recent observatories have experienced

pile-up problems more seriously due to the improvement

of the photon collection capability. In the case of XRISM-

Xtend, for example, the large effective area and the sharp

point spread function (PSF) of the X-ray mirror, the thick

depletion layers of the CCDs (∼200µm), and the relatively

large pixel size of the CCDs (48 µm× 48 µm generated by

binning 2× 2 pixels into 1 pixel) all contribute to increase

the average number of photons per pixel. Based on an

observation with Hitomi, which employed almost the same

CCDs and X-ray mirrors as those of XRISM, sources at

the level of ∼ 1 mCrab could be affected by pile-up (e.g.,

NGC 1275: Hitomi Collaboration et al. 2018a). In order to

make use of the micro-calorimeter onboard XRISM, many

targets will be brighter than this flux level. Therefore, it

is important to develop a method to treat pile-up affected

observation data.

The major effects on detector count spectra caused by

the pile-up consist of hardening of the spectrum and de-

crease in count rates, resulting in a harder photon index

and a lower flux than their true values. The distortion

of the spectrum is a complicated process depending on a

spectral index, a normalization, a mirror effective area, the

quantum efficiency of a detector, and many other proper-

ties. Due to these complexities, it is difficult to derive the

correct spectrum from irreversible pile-up affected data.

A commonly-used technique to eliminate the pile-up ef-

fects is the “core-exclusion” method. This only analyzes

events in low-count-rate regions, excluding the pile-up af-

fected image center. Yamada et al. (2012) performed fur-

ther investigations on this method, and developed criteria

which determine the minimum radius of the core-exclusion

by using a measurable indicator of the pile-up degree called

“pile-up fraction”. Although this approach was effective

to some extent and contributed to many studies, it pro-

duces large statistical errors due to a huge loss of the pho-

ton counts. Some previous studies have proposed other

methods. Davis (2001) successfully constructed a spec-

tral analysis model by attributing the pile-up effects to a

newly introduced parameter of “grade migration” proba-

bility. However, this method does not take account of the

energy dependence of the pile-up degree, which is caused

by the differences by energy in the distributions of charge

clouds and PSF. Ballet (1999) and Ballet (2003) present

another theoretical study for CCD pile-up for detectors

with small pixel sizes compared to the PSF by focusing on

dominant single-pixel events, but it cannot be applied to

detectors generating many multi-pixel events such as back-

illuminated CCDs. In order to construct an effective way

to treat pile-up affected data without the loss of the photon

statistics, it is necessary to correctly treat the effects of the

pile-up on the detector response. A Monte Carlo simula-

tion is an effective way to treat the complicated processes
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related to the pile-up.

In this paper, we present a new framework for spec-

tral analysis of pile-up affected data by using Monte Carlo

simulation, and carry out a comprehensive study on how

detector count spectra would be distorted by the pile-up.

We treated Suzaku XIS data to validate our method ap-

plied to the pile-up affected data in real observations. The

basic concepts and designs of the simulator are presented

in section 2. After tuning several simulation parameters in

section 3, we evaluated the spectral distortion in section 4.

The method and results of spectral analysis on Suzaku XIS

data using our framework are described in section 5 . The

discussion is presented in section 6 and the conclusions are

given in section 7.

2 Simulation model of CCD responses

In the standard procedure of the X-ray spectral analysis for

a point source, one usually employs the relation between

the incident source spectrum S(E) and the detector count

spectrum C(h),

C(h) =

∫

R(E,h)A(E)S(E)dE, (1)

where R(E,h) and A(E) denote the response matrix and

the effective area of the detector, respectively (also see

Arnaud 1996 for XSPEC, one of the most commonly-used

spectral analysis tools). This relation between the space of

incident photon energies E and the space of pulse heights

h is assumed to be linear, allowing us to apply a spec-

tral fitting using a linear response matrix with chi-square

statistics or c-statistics. However, the pile-up breaks the

linearity of the response matrix by merging multiple pho-

ton events. Then, the response function becomes a non-

linear form, which depends on the incident spectral shape

and effective area function. As a result, one observes a

distorted spectrum C′(h) rather than the intrinsic C(h).

Hereafter in this paper, we denote C(h) as “intrinsic count

spectrum” and C′(h) as “observed count spectrum” to dis-

tinguish them. The observed (distorted) count spectrum

C′(h) is hard to obtain since one needs to calculate the

nonlinear response function in every step of spectral fit-

ting. Moreover, the additional information needed for an

analytical approach such as event shape (Grade) distribu-

tion (generally obtained for only several energies), grade

migration, and merging of sub-threshold residual charges

caused by pile-up is hard to obtain, which makes the an-

alytical approach less efficient (for a detailed analytical

approach, see Davis 2001). Instead of the analytical calcu-

lation, we adopt a Monte Carlo simulation to obtain C′(h),

which makes it easy to treat nonlinear pile-up effects. In

this section, we present the basic concept and structure of

the simulation.

Our simulator handles the nonlinear detector response

by calculating all the processes in detecting source pho-

tons. It includes not only physical processes incident pho-

tons experience and induce but also data acquisition and

reduction processes which convert electrical signals to de-

tection information. The details of the two processes are

described in the following subsections. An overview of the

entire processes is also presented in Figure 1.

We implemented all the functions of the simulator

in ComptonSoft (Odaka et al. 2010), which is a frame-

work for X-ray detector simulation and data analysis. In

ComptonSoft, Monte Carlo simulation of photon interac-

tions with detectors is based on Geant4 (Agostinelli et al.

2003; Allison et al. 2006; Allison et al. 2016), which is a

library of Monte Carlo simulation for high energy particle

physics. All the simulations presented in this paper were

conducted using ComptonSoft 5.7.0 and Geant4 10.05.01.

2.1 Physical processes—simulation of photon

detection

The first step of the simulator calculates physical processes

of incident photon interactions and signal generation in

detectors. All the processes are presented in the left panel

of Figure 1. The input of this step consists of the incident

source spectrum S(E), the effective area function A(E),

the point spread function (PSF), and the observation time.

We describe here the details of each step.

1. Photon incidence

The simulator accepts any shape (e.g., a power

law, a black body, or a user-defined histogram)

of the incident source spectrum S(E) in units of

photons s−1 cm−2 keV−1.

2. Photon collection by the X-ray mirror

The number of photons collected is determined by the

effective area of the X-ray mirror. It is expressed as

A(E), a function of incident photon energy. The simu-

lator reads the effective area from the ancillary response

file (ARF).

3. Transmission of the shield and contamination

The incident photon is attenuated by the shield and con-

tamination before it reaches the detector surface. The

transmission rates of these materials are also read from

the ARF, if the corresponding columns exist in the ta-

ble. Therefore, the input spectrum used in the Monte

Carlo simulation is determined as the photon spectrum

immediately above the detector surface. This is given

by
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2. X-ray mirror

5. Photoelectric absorption

3. Shield & contamination

1. Incident source spectrum

6. Charge collection & diffusion

1. Frame readout

2. Event extraction

3. Count spectrum

4. PSF

CCD

(a) Physical processes (b) Data reduction

Frame image

Pulse height

Counts

Fig. 1. The processes in an X-ray CCD observation that the simulator takes into account. See text in detail.

Sinput(E) = S(E)A(E)Tshild(E)Tcontam(E) (2)

in units of photons s−1 keV−1, where Tshield(E), and

Tcontam(E) represent the transmission rate of the shield

and that of the contamination, respectively.

4. Spatial distribution of incident photons

The PSF denotes horizontal distribution of photons

from a point source at the detector surface. The simu-

lator reads the PSF, and assigns one incident position

to each incident photon by sampling a position from the

spatial distribution described by the PSF.

5. Photon interactions with the detector

Photons arriving at the detector either interact with the

detector material or transmit through it. Most of the

interactions are due to photoelectric absorption which

is followed by ejection of secondary electrons or pho-

tons. A series of these processes is simulated by Geant4

with a detector geometry description. For each inci-

dent event, the simulator extracts information on the

incident photon and all the subsequent energy deposits,

from which we obtain properties of the initial charge

cloud generated in the detector.

6. Charge cloud collection and diffusion

The charge cloud generated by the photoelectric absorp-

tion is collected by an applied electric field, experienc-

ing diffusion while drifting to electrodes. The drift and

diffusion effects are calculated in the simulator so that

one can obtain how many charges are collected to each

electrode, yielding the pulse heights of all the pixels rel-

evant to each incident photon.

The number of electron-hole pairs associated with the

initial charge cloud is fluctuated via Poisson distribu-

tion and the readout signal also has electronics noise

including dark current. The dependence of noise on en-

ergy can vary with its physical origin. In the simulator,

we assume the energy resolution is composed of three

terms as

∆E =

√

p02 +
(

p1
√
E
)2

+(p2E)2, (3)

each term representing contribution from E0, E1/2, and

E, respectively. The coefficients p0, p1, and p2 are given

by users as simulation parameters.

The output of this part—the simulation of the physical

processes—is a list of events each of which contains an ini-

tial photon energy and electric signals on detector pixels

generated by all energy deposits due to the physical inter-

actions in the detector as described above. Here, an event

corresponds to an incidence of a photon. Any finite charge

(non-zero) produced by electron ionization is recorded in

the simulation.

2.2 Data readout—frame readout and event

extraction

The second step of the simulator treats data reduction pro-

cesses. Three steps in this part are presented in the right

panel of Figure 1. Here we describe detailed implemen-

tations of those steps. This part takes an output of the

physics part (Section 2.1) as an input. The frame expo-

sure time and event and split threshold energies for the

event extraction are set by users as simulation parameters.
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1. Frame readout

A frame image presents how many charges are collected

at each pixel within a specific exposure time. In real

observations with a CCD, this process is carried out

on-line in orbit. If the pile-up effects are negligible, the

pulse height of each pixel in each frame simply repre-

sents all or a part of the charges generated by a sin-

gle incident photon. If the pile-up effects exist, on the

other hand, it could be the summation of the charges

generated by overlapping multiple photons. We simu-

late this merging process of multiple photons within a

single frame exposure by assigning a randomized arrival

time to each incident photon.

2. Event extraction

Event extraction from a frame image is done by the

so-called Grade algorithm. It extracts event regions by

using event and split thresholds, classifies their event

shapes into several patterns, and determines whether

these events are caused by an incident X-ray or not. We

implemented the Grade algorithm which is employed by

Suzaku XIS (Koyama et al. 2007), Hitomi SXI (Tsunemi

et al. 2010), and XRISM Xtend-SXI (Hayashida et al.

2018). What should be noted here is that the pile-up

not only merges multiple events but also generates new

events which are detected due to summation of mul-

tiple sub-threshold signals. Our simulation model can

reproduce both of these effects in the event extraction

process.

3. Generation of observed count spectrum

Finally, the simulator fills a histogram with the energies

of the extracted events, generating an observed count

spectrum. At this stage, we obtain the observed count

spectrum distorted by the pile-up effects (C′(h)) rather

than the intrinsic count spectrum without any pile-up

effects (C(h), equation (1)). The obtained spectrum

can be used for spectral analysis by comparing it with

observation data.

3 Simulations applied to Suzaku XIS
observations

In order to apply our simulator to a specific detector, it

is necessary to optimize various simulation parameters by

comparing the simulation outputs with officially provided

detector responses or real observation data. It leads to

ensuring that the simulator accurately reproduces real ob-

servations. In this work, we used observation data with

Suzaku (Mitsuda et al. 2007), which was in operations from

2005 to 2015. The Suzaku was equipped with four CCDs

(XIS0 through 3) (Koyama et al. 2007), which are classi-

fied into two types; XIS0, 2 and 3 are front-illuminated

(FI) CCDs while XIS1 is a back-illuminated (BI) CCD.

Since the FI and BI have totally different properties, we

performed parameter tuning for each detector individually.

In this section and the following sections, we uti-

lized XSPEC 12.11.0 (Arnaud 1996) for spectral analyses,

with solar metallicity abundance model angr (Anders &

Grevesse 1989) and photoelectric absorption cross-section

model vern (Verner et al. 1996). We used aepipeline in

HEASoft 6.27.2 for data reduction. The generations of re-

sponse matrices and ancillary responses were performed

by xisrmfgen and xissimarfgen respectively, referring to

CALDB (the HEASARC Calibration Database). The PSF

is read from the ARF file. We did not sample the PSF at

the sub-pixel level because the size of the PSF is much

larger than the pixel size in the case of Suzaku.

Table 1 shows a list of simulation parameters not neces-

sary to tune as they are explicitly presented in previous re-

searches or in official information. They include the geome-

try of the CCDs and properties of surrounding substances.

In addition to these parameters, we have to optimize sev-

eral parameters so that the simulator can accurately repro-

duce real observations. These parameters to be optimized

are the geometry of the dead region, the depletion layer

thickness, and the electric field structure. Although the

depletion layer thickness is presented in the previous study

(Koyama et al. 2007), we still need to optimize it to dupli-

cate the detector response accurately. Note that the goal

of the parameter tuning is producing an accurate detector

response by the simulation, and the best-fit values of the

parameters do not necessarily reflect the accurate physical

properties due to parameter coupling (degeneracy).

3.1 Parameter tuning with CALDB

The first step of the simulation parameter tuning aims

at producing a detector response that reasonably agrees

with the detector response provided by the official CALDB

(hereafter, the CALDB response). This part was per-

formed without using real observation data since the

CALDB provides us with sufficiently accurate reference.

We assumed no pile-up at this stage, as the official CALDB

response does not take the pile-up effects into account. We

thus set the frame exposure to a sufficiently short time, vir-

tually 0s, so that one frame is assigned to exactly one event

and pile-up never occurs.

The targets of the parameter tuning with respect to the

CALDB response consist of the geometry of the dead re-

gion and the depletion layer thickness. The former mainly

affects the quantum efficiencies of low energy photons while

the latter mainly affects those of high energy photons. We

performed simulations for various parameter sets and eval-
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Table 1. List of simulation parameters∗

XIS0, 3 (FI) XIS1 (BI) References†

Material Si (2.33 g cm−3) (1)

Pixel size 24 µm× 24 µm (1)

Format 1024× 1024 pixels (1)

Temperature −90◦C (1)

Optical blocking filter Al 0.12 µm (1)

Energy resolution‡ p0 = 0.0215 keV, p1 = 0.0209 keV1/2, p2 = 0 (1)

Event threshold 365 eV (2)

Split threshold 365 eV 73 eV (2)

∗ For parameters which need tuning, see table 2.
† (1) Koyama et al. 2007; (2) DARTS Astrophysics XIS config parameters

http://darts.isas.jaxa.jp/astro/suzaku/data/xisconf_list.html
‡ p1 is determined by setting the Fano factor of Si to 0.12. p0 is set to satisfy an FWHM of

130 eV at 5.9 keV (Koyama et al. 2007) with equation (3).

Table 2. Results of simulation parameter tuning∗

XIS0 XIS1 XIS3

SiO2 dead region† 0.6 µm 0.05 µm 0.6 µm

Si dead region† 0.4 µm 0.0 µm 0.4 µm

Depletion layer‡ 70 µm 42 µm 74 µm

Bias voltage§ 19.0 V 9.0 V 20.4 V

∗ The table presents the best-fit parameters of tuning.

The presented values do not necessarily reflect the

accurate physical properties.
† The errors are ±0.05 µm for XIS0 and XIS3,

±0.025 µm for XIS1.
‡ The errors are ±1 µm for all the detectors.
§ The errors are ±0.1 V for all the detectors.

uated χ2 between a count spectrum generated through the

simulation and that through the CALDB response to de-

termine the best-fit parameter sets. To make these spectra,

an incident source was assumed to have a flat spectrum

S(E) = S0 (constant).

The dead region is a thin layer which lies just above

the sensitive region and mainly intercepts low energy pho-

tons. Without dead regions, the quantum efficiencies of a

simulation response at ∼ 1 keV would greatly exceed those

of the CALDB response. As shown in Figure 2 (a), we

assumed the dead region is composed of two layers, SiO2

and Si. Throughout simulations for various sets of SiO2

and Si thicknesses, we determined the best parameter sets

of the dead regions, as shown in the first and second rows

of Table 2. The FI CCDs yielded thicker dead regions,

SiO2 0.6µm+Si0.4µm, while the BI CCD yielded a smaller

dead region, SiO2 0.05 µm+no Si. These results are con-

sistent with the existence of the readout structure on the

surface of the photon illuminated side of the FI CCDs. It

is also reasonable that the independent simulations of the

two FI CCDs yielded exactly the same geometries of the

dead regions.

The thickness of the depletion layer affects the trans-

mission rates at high energies, in contrast to the dead re-

gions. Although it is measured for each XIS by previous

study (Koyama et al. 2007), our simulation displayed cer-

tain discrepancies with the CALDB responses in a high

energy band (7–10 keV) when we adopted the reported

values. Thus, we searched for the best value of the deple-

tion layer thickness. They are shown in the third row of

Table 2. While the BI CCD yielded the same value as pre-

viously measured one (42µm), the FI CCDs yielded thicker

depletion layers, 70 µm for XIS0 and 74 µm for XIS3, than

the previously reported value (65 µm).

Figure 3 shows the comparisons of count spectra be-

tween the simulations and the CALDB responses at the

best-fit parameters of the dead regions and the deple-

tion layer thicknesses. We excluded < 0.8 keV and 1.7–

1.9 keV photons in parameter searches since the detector

responses in these bands include large uncertainties due to

constant tail components (Koyama et al. 2007) and Si-K

edge (Okazaki et al. 2018), respectively. The simulation

agrees well with the CALDB response within a <
∼ 10% ac-

curacy for each detector. For the small differences left,

we applied another small correction at the stage of “event

sampling”, which we describe in detail in Section 5.1.

3.2 Parameter tuning with observation data

Events detected by an X-ray CCD are usually classified

into various types of event shapes in order to distinguish

whether they are originated from X-ray signals or from

particle backgrounds. This classification (Grade catego-

rization) was first introduced by ASCA (Tanaka et al.

1994) (also see the technical description of Suzaku 1). The

grade distribution, which is controlled by how much charge

clouds diffuse, significantly affects the pile-up degree. The

1 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/suzaku/analysis/abc/node1.

html
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sensitive layer sensitive layer
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SiO2 dead region
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(a) Geometry of dead region and sensitive layer

FI BI

(b) Electric field structure

Fig. 2. (a) The geometry of our simulation setup. The dead regions lie above

the sensitive layers. The ldep is the thickness of the sensitive layer. (b)

Electric field structure of the depletion layer we assumed in the simulation.

The shaded area corresponds to the bias voltage.

agreement with the CALDB response is not enough to

simulate a spectrum affected by the pile-up because the

CALDB response does not contain information about the

grade distribution. Therefore, it is necessary to search for

the best electric field structure, which directly controls the

degree of charge diffusion, to reproduce the grade distri-

bution. The reference has to be obtained from real obser-

vation data. In this step, we employed Suzaku XIS obser-

vation data in which any pile-up effects are negligible for

further parameter tuning.

3.2.1 Suzaku XIS observation

We adopted an observation of PKS 2155-304 as a refer-

ence for XIS grade distribution. The observation log is

presented in the first row of Table 3. Its source flux of

∼ 0.8 mCrab with a 1/4 window mode observation corre-

sponds to a full-window observation for an ∼ 0.2 mCrab

source, which is a sufficiently low flux for XIS to be free

from the pile-up effects (also see Figure 6). Note that

1 Crab denotes a flux of 2.4× 10−8 erg s−1 cm−2 in the 2–

10 keV band. After a data reduction by aepipeline, for

each CCD, we extracted a circular region with a radius of

120 pixels (∼ 125′′) from the image center, which covers

∼ 90% of the whole effective area (Serlemitsos et al. 2007).

The XIS2 data were excluded since the detector was not

in operations at this epoch. We then extracted spectra

of three types of event shape which compose all the good

event, single (Grade 0), double (Grade 2–4) and extended

events (Grade 6) 2.

3.2.2 Determination of electric field structure

The grade distribution is controlled by the electric field

structure; stronger electric field leads to faster drift and

less diffusion of charge clouds. As shown in Figure 2 (b),

an ideal electric field structure in the depletion layer of a

p-type CCD would be

E(z) = E(ldep)
z

ldep
=

(

V

ldep

)(

z

ldep/2

)

, (4)

where ldep denotes the thickness of the depletion layer and

its integral
∫ ldep

0

E(z)dz = V (5)

gives the voltage applied between the two ends of the de-

pletion layer. We treated the voltage V as a simulation

parameter, and searched for the best voltage that repro-

duces well the grade distribution in real observations.

The simulation was carried out with no pile-up effects

by setting the frame exposure to a sufficiently short time,

as mentioned in Section 3.1. For each CCD, we generated

an unfolded spectrum of PKS 2155-304 from the observed

spectrum by fitting it with a power-law model, and input

it as an incident source spectrum for the simulation. The

generated count spectra for various grades were compared

with those derived from the real observation data.

Figure 4 shows the variations of observation-simulation

discrepancies with the bias voltage. The most dominant

grade, which is the single event for the FI CCDs (XIS0,

3) and the double event for the BI CCD (XIS1), keeps

almost constant with voltage variation. Other grades, on

the other hand, show large changes with the voltage. For

the FI CCDs, we see a large difference between the value

at the minimum χ2
ν for the double events and that for the

extended events. This means that it is difficult to find

the best parameter value for all event grades by varying

only the voltage. Therefore, we decided to focus on opti-

mizing the ratio of the double events to the single events,

because the extended events populate only a few % of all

the events. As presented in Table 2, we determined the

best bias voltage to 19.0 V for XIS0 and 20.4 V for XIS3.

For the BI CCD, although the difference between the best

voltages for the single events and for the extended events

are rather smaller, we correspondingly used the ratio of

the double events to the single events. The result is shown

in Table 2; the best bias voltage was 9.0 V for XIS1.

Figure 5 shows comparisons between the observation

data and the simulation for the grade distributions. The

2 The L-shape events and 2× 2 square-shape events. For Hitomi SXI and

XRISM Xtend-SXI, these events are classified into Grades 6 and 8.
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simulation successfully reproduced the double/single event

ratio within an accuracy of 30% for each detector. As we

have discussed, the extended/single event ratios show large

discrepancies between the observations and simulations at

high energies (above 2 keV), especially for the FI CCDs.

However, the discrepancy in the extended events is negli-

gible for the purpose of examining the pile-up effects, be-

cause the number of extended events in the high energy

band is sufficiently small not to affect spectral parameters.

In the case of the observation of PKS 2155-304 with XIS0,

for example, the number of extended events of 2–10 keV is

only ∼ 0.9% of all the 0.8–10 keV events, which means the

systematic error by this discrepancy would be much less

than 1%.

It is necessary to note that the best bias voltages ob-

tained above do not match those in real observations. Still,

the results are consistent with the fact that the voltages

applied to the FI CCDs are higher than that applied to

the BI CCD.

4 Simulation of pile-up effects

In Section 3, we have obtained appropriate simulation

parameters to reproduce Suzaku XIS observations. In

this section, we examine how a spectral shape would

be changed or distorted as a result of the pile-up by

using our simulator. We focused on pile-up effects on

an absorbed power-law spectrum, which is one of the

most typical and frequently used models in X-ray spec-

troscopy. The three parameters of the model—the hydro-

gen column density NH, the photon index, and the energy

flux (normalization)—characterize properties of celestial

sources. Thus, it is essential to know how the pile-up would

modify the values of these parameters when the data were

analyzed via conventional methods and its dependence on

the source brightness.

We performed simulations of absorbed power-law spec-

tra with various photon indices and energy fluxes with a

constant NH = 1.0× 1022 cm−2 in an energy range of 0.2–

12keV to obtain the observed count spectrum for each case.

We applied a conventional spectral analysis with XSPEC to

the simulated count spectrum. Then, we compared the ob-

tained best-fit parameters with the input spectral parame-

ters. Figure 6 shows how the obtained spectral parameters,

NH, photon index, and energy flux would change with in-

crease of the source flux for the three detectors, XIS0, 1,

and 3. Figure 7 shows the same results but plotted as a

function of intrinsic counts per frame. Note that since the

frame exposure is set to the XIS default value 8.0 s, one

needs to calculate the corresponding incident flux when the

frame exposure is shorter. For example, if the observation

is conducted using the 1/4 window mode and the frame

exposure is 2.0 s, the corresponding incident flux in Figure

6 would be 1/4 of the original value.

In all the panels of Figure 6, we can see a simple ten-

dency that while the parameters keep their original inci-

dent values in low-flux regions, they gradually move away

from the incident values as the flux gets higher. This is

clearly a consequence of the spectral distortion by the pile-

up. The widely-known effects of the pile-up, such as hard-

ening of photon index and decrease in flux, are well re-

produced in our simulation. The hydrogen column density

NH is also decreased by the pile-up as if the absorption

was lower, because it has a positive correlation with the

photon index and energy flux.

We also see a common trend of various pile-up degrees

among different photon indices. Soft spectra start to show

the pile-up effects in lower incident flux regions than harder

spectra because the softer spectra contain more photons

than harder ones with the same flux. For example, the

XIS0 starts to show a photon index hardening at an in-

cident flux of ∼ 10−11 erg s−1 cm−2 for a photon index of
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3.0, while ∼ 10−10 erg s−1 cm−2 for a photon index of 1.0.

Figure 7 shows that the pile-up effects depend less on pho-

ton indices when expressed as a function of intrinsic counts

per frame. However, the spectral hardening still shows dif-

ferent behaviors among different photon indices; soft spec-

tra start hardening at lower count rate. This is because

low-energy photons tend to contribute more to spectral

hardening than high-energy photons since the pile-up of

the latter more likely produces bad events. The same trend

is shown in the previous pile-up study on XMM-Newton

(Jethwa et al. 2015). Therefore, when evaluating the pile-

up degree, one should take into account the contribution

of the spectral shape as well as the incident flux.

The difference of the detector type also leads to different

pile-up effects. The FI CCDs (XIS0, 3) show more spectral

hardening than the BI CCD (XIS1) at the same incident

spectrum, while they show less flux decline than the BI

CCD. In the case of a photon index of 3.0 (gray lines),

for example, the FI CCDs reach photon indices of 2.95 at

fluxes of ∼ 1.5× 10−10 erg s−1 cm−2, while the BI CCD

reach the same point at a flux of ∼ 5×10−10 erg s−1 cm−2.

This trend results from the difference in how piled-up pho-

tons are processed. For the FI CCDs, the single pixel

events are the most dominant grade. Merging two sin-

gle events due to pile-up will highly possibly form “good

events” such as single or double pixel events. As a result,

the pile-up effects would emerge as a spectral hardening

rather than a flux decline. For the BI CCD, on the other

hand, charge clouds get more easily diffused, and the dou-

ble pixel events are the most dominant grade. Merging

them will more likely form “noise-like events” extended

to many pixels, which will be excluded from the observed

count spectrum. Thus, the pile-up effects could emerge as

a flux decline rather than a spectral hardening.

5 Spectral analysis of pile-up affected data

The main purpose of this work is to conduct spectral analy-

sis of pile-up affected data without losing information that

is contained in pile-up affected regions on the CCD. We

picked up three sets of XIS observation data with different

pile-up degrees: a pile-up-free (PKS 2155-304), a moder-

ately pile-up affected (Aquila X-1), and a strongly pile-up

affected data set (Crab). We applied our framework and

carried out spectral analyses on these observation data.

The observation logs are presented in Table 3. For all the

three data sets, the XIS2 data were not available since it

was not under operations.

We adopt a forward method for spectral fitting, using

our simulation to predict observed counts from a model.

We first assume a finite parameter space and divide it into

discrete meshes. Then the simulator performs a full simu-

lation for each point in the parameter space, generating the

corresponding observed count spectrum. Finally, we eval-

uate the discrepancy with the observation data for each

point and iterates this process until the best parameter set

is found. The details of the best-fit parameter search and

error estimation are described in Appendix.

A full simulation for a parameter set takes a long time

(∼ 1 hour) to achieve sufficient statistics since the simu-

lation of physical processes for each incident photon is so

complicated. If we iterated full simulation runs for many

points in the parameter space, it would take a few months

to obtain the best parameter set for one observation with

a Mac mini 2020 (Intel Core i7 (Gen 8), 6-core 3.2 GHz,

and 10-thread parallel calculations). Therefore, we have

constructed a new “database sampling algorithm”, which

significantly reduces time for the spectral fitting. Owing

to the algorithm, the spectral analysis for pile-up affected

data can be completed within a few days with our machine,

and also the method realigns the spectra in the absence of

pile-up with the CALDB prediction. In this section, we de-

scribe our database sampling algorithm and then present

our results of spectral analyses on the Suzaku XIS data.

5.1 Database sampling algorithm

Figure 8 shows the outline of the spectral analysis frame-

work using the database sampling algorithm. In this

method, complicated physical processes including the

shield transmission, photoelectric absorption, charge drift

and diffusion are pre-calculated for a sufficient number of

incident photons with various incident energies. Their in-

teractions with detectors are stored in the database, so that

one can sample events from it and immediately reconstruct

frame images when performing a spectral analysis. This

method takes a much shorter time than simulating physi-

cal processes for every incident spectrum, but does not lose

information about physical processes. In the following, we

describe each step of the database sampling algorithm.

5.1.1 Generation of simulation database

To generate the simulation database, we performed the

full simulations for a sufficient number of incident photons

with various energies; i.e., 2×108 photons for each detector,

sampled over a flat spectrum between 0 and 12 keV. For

each incident photon event, the event extraction algorithm

is applied to the electrical signals generated by the detec-

tor. The information about charge distribution around an

event is stored in the database (as a 5× 5 map of pixel

charge following the telemetry format for Suzaku XIS) be-

cause it affects the pile-up. In this process, whether the
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Fig. 6. The effects of the pile-up on Suzaku XIS virtual observation data described by absorbed power-law spectra (0.8–10 keV). All the data were generated

by simulations. The frame exposure was set to 8.0 s, which is the default value of XIS. Each panel shows the fitting results (best-fit values) of a spectral
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Table 3. List of Suzaku XIS observations

Source ObsID
Date

(YYYY-MM-DD)
Observation Mode

Frame exposure

(s)

Net observation time

(s)

PKS 2155-304 101006010 2006-05-01 1/4 window 2.0 31473

Aquila X-1 402053010 2007-09-28 1/4 window 0.5
918 (XIS0, 3)∗

3456 (XIS1)

Crab 101004020 2006-04-04
1/4 window + burst (XIS0, 3)

burst (XIS1)
0.1

957 (XIS0, 3)

239 (XIS1)

∗ The remaining 2538 s observations of XIS0 and 3 are conducted with a different event extraction algorithm (2× 2 mode).
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Fig. 7. Same data as Figure 6 but plotted as a function of intrinsic counts per frame. The energy range of the count rate is 0.8–10.0 keV. The extraction area

is limited within a radius of 120 pixels from the PSF center.

event is classified into an X-ray event or not is determined

by the Grade algorithm, and the pulse height of the event

is calculated. Therefore, we obtain a response matrix that

can be compared with CALDB by relating detected pulse

heights with incident photon energies as

Rsim(Ei,hj) =
Nsim(Ei,hj)

∑

k
Nsim(Ei,hk)

, (6)

where we assume a discrete response matrix and

Nsim(Ei, hj) denotes the number of photons with an in-

cident energy of Ei and detected pulse height of hj . Note

that photons that produce “Bad Grade” events or pen-

etrate the sensitive region with no interaction are all

counted as h= 0.

5.1.2 Correction of simulation response

The response matrix generated by the simulator shows

slight discrepancies with the CALDB response. We correct

the discrepancies by assigning a weight to each element of

the simulation-generated response matrix. The weight we

set for each event of the simulation database can be ex-

pressed as

W (Ei,hj) =W0

Rref(Ei,hj)

Rsim(Ei,hj)
, (7)

where the reference response matrix Rref(Ei, hj) denotes

the CALDB response and W0 represents the default sam-

pling probability. In this work, we set the default sampling

probability to W0 = 0.5 in order to meet W (Ei,hj) <= 1

at every i and j.

5.1.3 Sampling events from database

The sampling of events from the database is based on an

incident energy whose probability is given by the spectrum

just above the detector. This spectrum is calculated by the

multiplication of the incident model spectrum S(E), effec-

tive area A(E), and shield and contamination transmission

rates Tshiled(E) and Tcontam(E) (equation (2)). The anal-

ysis framework collects events from the database for all

energy bins. The energies of these collected events are de-
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Fig. 8. Outline of our spectral analysis framework. The red and blue texts represent information of the photon spectrum and count spectrum, respectively.

scribed by an intrinsic count spectrum C(h) in Equation

(1), which is still free from pile-up effects. When the

simulation picks up an event with an energy Ei and a

pulse height hj , we draw an additional random number

w (0<w< 1) and accept the event only if w<=W (Ei,hj)

(see equation (7)). Then, we simulate the CCD frame

readout by assigning frame numbers to all the events and

make frame images. To make an image, the positions of

the events in a frame are sampled from the PSF. By re-

extracting X-ray events from the frame images, we finally

get the observed count spectrum which is affected by the

pile-up effects C′(h) (see Section 2).

5.1.4 Benefits of database sampling algorithm

The database sampling algorithm improves our nonlinear

spectral analysis in two aspects. One benefit is that it

greatly reduces time taken for the end-to-end simulation

to ∼ 1/100 while it keeps all information about charge sig-

nal distributions calculated by the full simulation. The

other is that it reduces systematic errors of the simulator

by the response correction. Figure 9 shows the correc-

tion of the simulation response for XIS1. While the quan-

tum efficiencies of the simulation response without sam-

pling slightly exceeds the CALDB response (also shown

in Figure 3), the simulation response with sampling cor-

rects this discrepancy, presenting a more accurate response

matrix. The reason why the agreement after correction
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is not perfect is probably due to the value of W0 = 0.5;

if the initial discrepancy exceeds a factor of 2.0, namely

Rref(Ei, hj)/Rsim(Ei, hj) > 2.0, the sampling probability

of W (Ei,hj) will be underestimated.
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5.2 Nonlinear spectral analysis applied to Suzaku

XIS data

Incident spectra of all the three sources, PKS 2155-304,

Aquila X-1, and Crab, are well described by a single ab-

sorbed power law. The parameters of an absorbed power-

law model are the hydrogen column density NH, photon

index, and energy flux (normalization). For all the observa-

tion data, we extracted X-ray events from a circular region

with a radius of 120 pixels from the image center and per-

formed two ways of spectral analyses designated as linear

and nonlinear methods. The linear method denotes the

conventional spectral fitting with XSPEC, which does not

take the pile-up effects into account. On the other hand,

the nonlinear method uses our simulation-based framework

that treats nonlinear effects caused by the pile-up in the

spectral fitting. For the pile-up affected sources, we also

present reference analyses of data that are not influenced

by the pile-up either from regions of low count rates by

applying the core-exclusion method or from other obser-

vatories with high timing resolutions. In all the spectral

analyses, the energy bands with large response uncertain-

ties are excluded, i.e., <0.8keV, >10keV, and 1.7-1.9keV.

Note that events in these excluded bands are taken into

account in the pile-up simulations. To reduce statistical

errors of the simulations, the exposure times are set to 10

times as long as those of actual observations for PKS 2155-

304, and 5 times for Aquila X-1 and the Crab Nebula.

5.2.1 PKS 2155-304

The observation data of PKS 2155-304 we used here is the

same as the one we used to optimize simulation param-

eters in section 3.2. The main purpose of applying our

framework on this pile-up-free data is to confirm that the

nonlinear method based on the simulation database has an

equivalent capability of spectral fitting to the conventional

method with XSPEC. We compared the two ways of spectral

analyses for 0.8–10 keV photons. The assumed spectral

model is a pegged power-law (pegpwrlw) without absorp-

tion, since the hydrogen column density of NH∼1020 cm−2

(Aharonian et al. 2009; Madsen et al. 2015b) has a negli-

gible impact above 0.8 keV.

Figure 10 shows the results of spectral analyses with the

two ways. Our framework successfully fitted observation

data without any distinctive structures in residuals, and re-

turned good χ2
ν (d.o.f.) values of 1.02 (287), 1.16 (298), and

1.05 (241) for XIS0, 1, and 3, respectively. All of the best-

fit parameters derived from the nonlinear spectral analyses

are consistent with those yielded by the conventional lin-

ear spectral analyses with XSPEC for the circular region

(0–120 pixel), as shown in Figure 10 (a). Therefore, we

confirm that our simulation framework has an equivalent

capability of spectral analyses to the conventional manner

at least for pile-up-free observation data. Our method also

yielded about twice smaller errors than those of the core-

exclusion method for every best-fit parameter, which is due

to the difference of statistics. For the core-excluded region

(60–120 pixel), almost all the parameters agree with those

yielded with the whole circular region within 2σ. One ex-

ception is the flux of XIS3, in which the core-exclusion

method underestimates the value. This could be due to

uncertainties in the PSF distributions, but the confirma-

tion needs additional analysis, which is beyond the scope

of this work.

5.2.2 Aquila X-1

Aquila X-1 is a low mass X-ray binary composed of a

neutron star and a main sequence star, which shows fre-

quent fluctuations in its luminosity and spectral morphol-

ogy (Rutledge et al. 2002; Campana et al. 2014; Sakurai

et al. 2014). The Suzaku observation we adopted here was

carried out just after an outburst in 2007 September, show-

ing an extremely bright luminosity compared to other peri-

ods (Sakurai et al. 2014). An observed flux of ∼100mCrab

(Sakurai et al. 2012) and a frame exposure of 0.5 s have

a comparable impact of the pile-up as an observation for

∼ 6 mCrab source with the full-window and the default

exposure mode. This is expected to generate moderately

pile-up affected observation data, which is evident from the

condition with a flux of ∼ 1.5× 10−10 erg s−1 cm−2 and a

photon index of 2.5 in Figure 6. Note that the data set

was also examined by Yamada et al. (2012) as a moder-

ately pile-up affected data set.

According to the study by Sakurai et al. (2012), the

wide-band spectra are well fitted by a diskBB+ compPS

model, composed of a thermal component with a temper-

ature of kT ∼ 0.2 keV and a non-thermal component with

a photon index of ∼ 2.4. Since the diskBB and compPS

have many parameters, we adopted a simpler model in-

stead, absorbed power law (phabs*pegpwrlw), to make it

easy to evaluate our framework. In order to eliminate the

effects of discrepancy between this simple model and the

data, we limited the energy band to 1–8 keV, excluding

effects of the thermal component in the low energy band

(<∼ 1 keV) and the cut-off of the non-thermal component

in the high energy band (>∼ 8 keV). For the conventional

spectral analyses, we also performed spectral fitting for the

pile-up-free region (an annulus with an inner radius of 60

pixels and outer radius of 120 pixels) as references.

Figure 11 shows the results of spectral analyses for

Aquila X-1. Our framework fitted well a model to the ob-

servation data without any distinctive structures in resid-
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Fig. 10. Results of spectral analyses for PKS 2155-304 in 0.8–10 keV. (a) Best-fit parameters of the photon index and the energy flux for XIS0, 1, and 3 derived

from the three methods: our nonlinear spectral analyses using the entire 0–120 pixels (blue squares), the conventional linear spectral analyses with XSPEC

for the 0–120 pixel region (red squares), and the conventional analyses for the core-excluded 60–120 pixel region (red diamonds). Error bars represent 90%

confidence intervals. (b) Observed count spectra and fitting results of the nonlinear spectral analyses for XIS0, 1, and 3. Black crosses and blue lines denote

the observation data and the best-fit model spectra, respectively. 1.7–1.9 keV photons are excluded in the parameter searches because of large uncertainties

in response. Error bars represent 1σ statistical errors. The statistical errors of the simulations are not displayed in the upper panels, but are included in the

error bars of the ratio plots in the lower panels.

uals, and returned good χ2
ν (d.o.f.) values of 1.01 (454),

1.24 (945), and 1.11 (456) for XIS0, 1, and 3, respectively.

Our method also yielded about twice smaller errors than

those of the core-exclusion method for every best-fit pa-

rameter, which is due to the difference of statistics. For

both FI and BI CCDs, our framework showed photon in-

dices consistent with the core-exclusion method. As for

energy fluxes, we see corrections of flux declines by the

nonlinear method for all the CCDs, the blue-squared data

points showing larger values than the red-squared points.

The fluxes of the pile-up-free region disagree with the cor-

rected results probably due to uncertainties of PSF dis-

tributions in the core-excluded region, which is the same

trend as Section 5.2.1 and Figure 10 (a). To confirm it

is due to the PSF problem, one needs additional analyses

with good statistical precision, but at this point it is dif-

ficult to precisely evaluate the accuracy of our results for

the energy flux.

In brief, we confirm that the simulation-based frame-

work is able to deal with moderately pile-up affected data

and correct pile-up effects. Although the evaluation of the

accuracy still remains ambiguous to some extent mainly

due to the PSF uncertainties, it is remarkable that the

nonlinear method yields best-fit spectral parameters highly

consistent among the detectors for all the parameters. This

suggests that the nonlinear method gives more reliable re-

sults than the core-exclusion method.

5.2.3 Crab Nebula

The Crab Nebula, one of the brightest objects in X-ray as-

tronomy, is a pulsar wind nebula which shows a power-law

spectrum with a photon index of ∼ 2.1 and an extremely

high flux of ∼ 2×10−8 erg s−1 cm−2 (2–10 keV) in the soft

X-ray band. The Suzaku data set obtained in a condition

of a frame exposure of 0.1 s has a comparable impact of

the pile-up as an observation of an ∼ 12.5 mCrab source

with a full window mode, which has a count rate twice

that of the Aquila X-1 data (section 5.2.2) (also presented

in Yamada et al. 2012). Due to the strong pile-up, no

previous research has successfully analyzed this set of ob-

servation data, while Kouzu et al. (2013) studied only the

HXD data of the same data set. We performed spectral

analyses on the observation data based on the absorbed

power-law model in both linear and nonlinear ways. The

reference to the pile-up-free region of these data is inap-
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panels, but are included in the error bars of the ratio plots in the lower panels.

propriate, however, since the Crab Nebula has spatial vari-

ation that shows softer spectra with the distance from the

central pulsar (Madsen et al. 2015a). Although this effect

is rather small with a spatial resolution of 2.0′ with Suzaku

XRT (Serlemitsos et al. 2007), the outer regions still show

higher fluxes than expected for a point source and softer

photon indices than the inner regions, which is consistent

with the radial profile of Crab Nebula spectra investigated

by a previous study with NuSTAR (Madsen et al. 2015a).

Instead of the pile-up-free region, we used data obtained

with other observatories with higher timing resolutions as

references of spectral parameters, including Suzaku HXD

(Takahashi et al. 2007), NuSTAR (Harrison et al. 2013),

and Hitomi SXS (Mitsuda et al. 2014).

Figure 12 shows the results of spectral analyses for

the Crab Nebula. The models fitted by the nonlinear

method agree well with the observation data without any

distinctive structures in residuals, and returned good χ2
ν

(d.o.f.) values of 1.28 (1660), 1.22 (847), and 1.31 (1657)

for XIS0, 1, and 3, respectively. The main effects of the

pile-up, hardening of photon indices and decline of fluxes,

are well corrected by the nonlinear spectral analyses, while

the NH were invariant between linear and nonlinear spec-

tral analyses. The photon indices derived from the non-

linear spectral analyses presented consistent values with

those derived from Suzaku HXD and NuSTAR, although

they were harder than that yielded by Hitomi SXS. This

could be due to the systematic uncertainties of SXS, which

tends to obtain softer photon indices for power-law spectra

(Tsujimoto et al. 2018). For the energy flux, the nonlin-

ear analyses also yielded consistent values with the result

of the simultaneous Suzaku HXD observation. The energy

fluxes yielded by NuSTAR and Hitomi SXS 10 years after

the Suzaku observation are much lower than our results

since the Crab Nebula experiences a decrease in X-ray flux

(Wilson-Hodge et al. 2011). Therefore, our nonlinear spec-

tral analyses using the simulator yielded more reasonable

spectral parameters than the conventional linear method

with the core exclusion.

6 Discussion

The conventional approach for pile-up affected data of

CCDs has employed the core-exclusion method. Although
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this method has been effective in many previous researches,

both statistical and systematic errors become large due to

the loss of the events within the image center. The ex-

clusion of the image core also produces uncertainties of

the effective area since it depends on the PSF and the

history of the satellite attitude fluctuation. This makes

the flux estimation more difficult. The framework we pro-

posed, on the other hand, suppresses both of the uncer-

tainties by using the photons in the entire region including

the pile-up affected regions, greatly improving the accu-

racy of spectral parameter estimations. Our method is

beneficial particularly for time-variable sources since the

improvement allows us to define finer time bins in light

curves to trace temporal nature of the sources. The frame-

work can be universally applied to any observation data of

photon-counting CCD once the simulation parameters are

appropriately optimized. It will be useful for future X-

ray missions such as XRISM (Tashiro et al. 2018) as the

quantitative estimation of the pile-up effects is important

for observation planning as well as development of spectral

analysis methods. In this section, we discuss limitations of

the framework and a new useful indicator for evaluating a

pile-up degree.

6.1 Limitation of the nonlinear fitting method

As described in Section 3, the simulation after the parame-

ter tuning is in good agreement with the CALDB detector

response. The small discrepancies which still remain can

be corrected by the data sampling algorithm introduced

in Section 5.1.2. However, the simulator is not able to

completely reproduce grade distributions, which are not

contained in CALDB and can only be obtained from real

measurements. In fact, for the Suzaku data, the simula-

tion underestimates ratios of the extended events when the

double/single event ratios are optimized to the data. This

underestimation is probably due to the simple assumption

of electric field structure in a CCD; a horizontally uniform

field distribution is assumed. In reality, electric field near

pixel boundaries may be weaker than that around a pixel

center, producing more extended events. It might be nec-

essary to consider a more realistic horizontal distribution

of the electric field for a more accurate detector response.

For extremely pile-up affected data, even the nonlin-
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ear method may not work since too many photons would

be lost by the pile-up. We need to define an upper

limit of the incident flux for a safe application of the

method. For a power-law spectrum with a typical value of

NH ∼ 1.0× 1022 cm−2 observed by Suzaku XIS, the maxi-

mum incident flux to safely apply the method would be the

peak values of the observed flux in Figure 6 (right), which

would be ∼ 1 Crab or ∼ 10−8 erg s−1 cm−2 in 2–10 keV. If

one applies the nonlinear fitting method above the thresh-

old, the observed flux becomes a bivalent function of the

incident flux, which may lead to an ambiguous estimation

of the incident flux. This could be avoided by adopting

a larger extraction region than that with a radius of 120

pixels, since it is shown that the observed count rate of a

point source integrated over an infinite extraction region

never decreases (see Section 3.2 of Ballet (1999).)

6.2 A new indicator for pile-up degree

The pile-up fraction was suggested by Yamada et al. 2012

(also following Davis 2001) for an indicator of the degree

of the pile-up. This is expressed as

fpl(x) =

∑∞

k=2
P (k,x)

∑∞

k=1
P (k,x)

, (8)

where x is the mean counts per frame per pixel and P (k,x)

is the Poisson distribution function with an expectation

value of x. Thus, fpl is interpreted as the ratio of the num-

ber of piled up photons to the number of incident photons.

The condition assumed here is a uniform distribution of in-

cident photons and no charge distributions among multiple

pixels. In real observations, however, spatial distributions

of incident photons from bright point sources follow the

PSF. Multi-pixel events form a significant part of all the

events and their fraction even varies with incident ener-

gies. Therefore, fpl can be properly used under limited

conditions.

We propose another indicator of the degree of the pile-

up after the previously introduced fpl, taking into account

the spectral morphology, PSF distributions, and charge

distributions. This quantity is defined as the fraction of

lost photons by the pile-up:

Fpl (S(E)) = 1−

∫ hmax

hmin
C′(h)dh

∫ hmax

hmin
C(h)dh

, (9)

where C(h) and C′(h) denote the intrinsic count spectrum

without the pile-up effects and the observed count spec-

trum distorted by the pile-up effects, respectively. The

simulation framework can easily calculate this value by

running one set of simulations.

Figure 13 presents one example of 1− Fpl (S(E)) for

XIS0, 1, and 3 as a function of intrinsic counts per frame.

The assumed spectral shape is an absorbed power-law with

NH = 1.0× 1022 cm−2 and several photon indices. The

fraction of observed photons to intrinsic photons decreases

monotonically with the incident flux, as one can easily ex-

pect. The simulation results are in good agreement with

a simplified analytical approach based on Ballet (1999),

which calculates the lost photon ratio of single pixel events

from the grade distribution and the PSF (see equation (2)

and Figure 3 of Ballet (1999)). Figure 14 shows the relation

between Fpl(S(E)) and the errors of spectral parameters

obtained by the conventional linear method. The spectral

shapes become slightly distorted at Fpl(S(E)) ∼ 1% and

heavily distorted at Fpl(S(E))∼ 10%. Combining Figures

13 and 14, we would set benchmark values of an incident

flux at ∼ 1 mCrab (∼ 2× 10−11 erg s−1 cm−2) for the start

of moderate pile-up, and ∼10mCrab for the start of strong

pile-up. A similar estimation for a future CCD detec-

tor such as XRISM-Xtend would be useful for observation

planning.

7 Conclusions

We constructed a simulation-based method of spectral

analysis which can be applied to pile-up affected observa-

tion data of X-ray CCDs. This simulation treats physical

processes of photons with a detector, charge transport in

the detector, signal generations in pixels, frame readout of

a CCD, and data reduction processes carried out on the

satellite system and on the ground. We also developed a

spectral fitting framework that considers a nonlinear detec-

tor response for pile-up affected data. This fitting method

uses a database of X-ray events which is pre-computed

by the simulator in order to reduce the computation time

taken by the full simulations.

The framework was applied to Suzaku XIS observations

for its validation using real observation data. The detec-

tor response, quantum efficiencies, and event grade distri-

butions of Suzaku XIS were successfully reproduced after

optimizing the simulation parameters. We then evaluated

spectral distortion in the case of an absorbed power-law

model, and obtained spectral parameter changes for differ-

ent detector types and spectral properties. Finally, we per-

formed spectral analysis of Suzaku XIS data by using the

framework, yielding reasonable and consistent results for

three sources at different levels of the pile-up: PKS 2155-

304 (negligible pile-up), Aquila X-1 (moderate pile-up),

and the Crab Nebula (strong pile-up). For the pile-up

affected data, we successfully corrected the spectral hard-

ening and the flux decrease which would appear in the

conventional method.
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Our framework based on Monte Carlo simulation solves

pile-up problems without any loss of information from the

image core of a bright point-like source. The method in

this work can be applied to all types of X-ray CCDs by

appropriate optimization of the simulation parameters.
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Appendix. Best-fit parameter search and
error estimation

A.0.1 Parameter search

In the nonlinear spectral analysis, we search for the best

parameter set by dividing the parameter space into discrete

points. When dealing with m parameters, p1, p2, ...pm, we

divide the parameter space of m dimensions into grids.

If the i-th parameter axis is divided into ni points like

pi1, pi2, ...pini
, the total number of iteration for the pa-

rameter search will be

N =

m
∏

i=1

ni. (A1)

Investigating all the points, the one showing the mini-

mum χ2 can be determined as the best parameter set.

However, due to statistical errors, our spectral analysis

often presents some local minimum points. Therefore, we

apply a function smoothing technique on the results like

χ2
smooth(p1x1 , ..., pmxm

)

=
1

3m

(

x1+1
∑

y1=x1−1

...

xm+1
∑

ym=xm−1

χ2(p1y1 , ... ,pmym)

)

,(A2)

where we take the average of the χ2 values for all the sur-

rounding points. This process is iterated until local min-

ima vanish. As a result, we can determine the best param-

eter set taking the minimum χ2.

If we divide the parameter space in too fine steps, the

time it takes for the spectral analysis will be too long.

Therefore, for each spectral analysis, we start with a rough

grid and perform the grid search three or four times, each

time refining the grid step and narrowing the scope of the

parameter space around the best fit.

A.0.2 Error estimation

In the conventional spectral analysis with XSPEC, the er-

ror estimation is done by investigating the variation of χ2

from the minimum point. For example, such points that

presents ∆χ2 < 2.706 are treated to be within 90% confi-

dence level. The correlation between parameters are also

taken into account.

In our spectral analyses, the error estimation including

parameter correlations is not realistic because it requires

large amount of parameter searches. However, the error

for a single parameter, excluding correlations with other

parameters, is rather easy to calculate. By investigating

the relation between χ2 and the parameter value around

the minimum point and fitting it by a quadratic curve, we

can estimate the error range. If the fitted quadratic curve

is χ2 = ap2 + bp+ c, where p is the parameter value, the

range of 90% confidence level for single parameter will be

∆p= 2
√

2.706/a. (A3)

Since we can get only the single parameter error without

effects of correlations, it is necessary to estimate the real

error from it. We assume that the degree of parameter

correlation is the same for the linear and nonlinear spectral

analysis, and calculate the error as

∆pnonlinear =∆pnonlinear,single×
∆plinear

∆plinear,single
, (A4)

where all the three values of the right hand can easily be de-

rived. In all the spectral analyses, ∆pnonlinear and ∆plinear

present equivalent values to each other, which shows our

approach for error estimation is reasonable.
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