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Abstract. Cosmic rays are particles from the upper atmosphere which often leave bright spots and trails in images
from telescope CCDs. We investigate so-called “fat” cosmic rays seen in images from Vera C. Rubin Observatory and
the Subaru Telescope. These tracks are much wider and brighter than typical cosmic ray tracks, and therefore are more
capable of obscuring data in science images. By understanding the origins of these tracks, we can better ensure that
they do not interfere with on-sky data. We compare the properties of these tracks to simulated and theoretical models
in order to identify both the particles causing these tracks as well as the reason for their excess spread. We propose that
the origin of these tracks is cosmic ray protons, which deposit much greater charge in the CCDs than typical cosmic
rays due to their lower velocities. The generated charges then repel each other while drifting through the detector,
resulting in a track which is much wider than typical tracks.
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1 Introduction

Cosmic rays create difficulties for astronomers since it is impossible to protect telescopes from
them. Highly energetic particles incident on Earth’s atmosphere create secondary particles which
leave tracks in CCD images, the most common particles being muons.1 These tracks appear prac-
tically in each image with long enough exposure, and they must be removed before useful analysis
can occur.

While CCDs detect incident photons through the photoelectric effect, with generated electrons
drifting through the silicon until they are collected at the gates, charged particles such as cosmic
rays deposit energy in the detectors through ionization and excitation of electron-hole pairs in the
silicon. The energy deposition depends on the characteristics of the incident particle, so the images
they create can reveal information about the particle which generated them.2

Typically, due to the high momentum of incident muons, the tracks appear straight and narrow.3

If multiple exposures of a target are obtained, the tracks can be removed simply by observing the
difference between exposures. If only one exposure is available, though, it is necessary to identify
cosmic rays through their morphology; in particular, the muon tracks can be identified by their
sharper edges. These tracks are smeared only due to the processes internal to silicon, such as
diffusion, without contribution from the telescope optics nor the atmosphere, and, therefore, are
sharper than typical star images.4 The sharpness of star images is defined by the point spread
function (PSF) with contributions from the telescope optics and atmosphere.

However, one type of track which was noticed in dark exposures from the Prime Focus Spec-
trograph (PFS), referred to here as a “fat” cosmic ray, is much brighter and wider than typical
muon tracks, as seen in Figure 1. These fat tracks may be difficult to identify and remove using
morphology-based cosmic ray detection. In this study, we investigate the properties of fat tracks
in order to identify their cause. We compare these measurements to simulations of cosmic rays in
CCDs, as well as to expected abundances of different particles. Understanding the origins of these
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Fig 1 1200 second dark exposure from PFS at the Subaru Telescope featuring cosmic rays, including the bright “fat”
track in the center. Image from Robert Lupton and the PFS Collaboration.5

fat tracks could enable astronomers to devise the best ways to ensure they do not interfere with
on-sky data.

Our analysis suggests that protons are the most likely source of these tracks. For slow par-
ticles, energy deposition into CCDs follows 𝛽−2 (the Bethe-Bloch equation1), so fat tracks must
necessarily be caused by particles significantly slower than typical cosmic rays. At sea level, this
is true of protons, which have nine times the mass of muons but lower mean kinetic energy, i.e.,
significantly lower mean velocity. In addition, strongly interacting cosmic ray protons become less
common at lower altitudes as they interact with the atmosphere and create secondary cosmic rays,
such as muons.1 This agrees with our observations of lower rates of fat tracks at lower altitudes.

Large energy deposition in silicon sensors has been studied before. One example is a phe-
nomenon known as the “plasma effect,” which has been researched in the context of interactions
of 𝛼-particles in semiconductor detectors. The 𝛼-particles have been seen to leave large, round
spots of ionization due to the deposition of charge dense enough to satisfy the plasma condition.6–9

One consequence of this effect is that the high charge density repels charge carriers away from the
initial path of the particle, which is the mechanism by which we believe fat tracks are produced.
However, typical 𝛼-particle energies (a few MeV) result in the production of ∼106 electron/hole
pairs in a compact volume of few pixels. We note that in our case of fat tracks the ionization den-
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sity is equal to about 104 electrons per pixel, which is at least an order of magnitude lower than the
ionization from alphas described above.

Other studies report the appearance of protons in a silicon pixel detector for radiation imag-
ing.10, 11 The authors find tracks that look very similar to our own tracks when the protons are
incident to the detector at large angles, supporting our proton origin theory for fat tracks.

In Section 2, we describe how we measure observed cosmic rays and compare them to simula-
tions of cosmic rays in CCDs, and we discuss the method by which high energy deposition results
in wider than usual cosmic ray tracks. Section 3 examines the particles which cause fat tracks, and
Section 4 states our conclusions on the origin of fat tracks.

2 Identifying cause of excess spread

2.1 CCDs and data used

Images used in the analysis in Section 2 are 300-second dark exposures taken with the Vera C.
Rubin Observatory Commissioning Camera (ComCam) at the facility on Cerro Pachón, Chile.
ComCam consists of nine 4k x 4k CCDs which are each 100 μm thick and have a pitch of 10 μm.12

The images have been bias-subtracted and converted to units of electrons from ADU. Cosmic rays
were identified in these images using the Legacy Survey of Space and Time1 (LSST) Science
Pipelines2,13 and cutouts of the images containing one track each were extracted and saved in
individual FITS files. An example is shown in Figure 2(a). The cutouts were selected so that the
cosmic ray track traverses the entire diagonal of the cutout.

Additional dark exposures used in Section 3 were taken with the Rubin Observatory LSST
Camera at SLAC National Accelerator Laboratory and the red-sensitive arm of the Prime Focus
Spectrograph at the Subaru Telescope. The LSST Camera consists of 189 CCDs of two types with
about a half of them identical to those in ComCam,14 and PFS uses two 2k x 4k, 200 μm thick,
15 μm pitch CCDs in its red-sensitive arm.15 In all cases the CCD sensors were fully depleted
n-channel detectors.

2.2 Measuring track widths

Following the example of Ref. 3, we select only linear tracks by rejecting any cutouts with a linear
correlation coefficient (𝑅2) less than 0.95. This has the effect of filtering out “worms,” which are
low-energy electrons that leave highly curved tracks. The precise length of the tracks can then be
obtained by fitting a line to the tracks. We first fit an estimate line to pixels whose value is greater
than 30 electrons. To remove any artifacts in the cutouts which are not part of the main cosmic ray
track, such as 𝛿 ray electrons, we mask all pixels which are farther than 1.5 standard deviations
from the best-fit line, or brighter than 5 standard deviations from the mean. We then fit a new line
which ignores the masked pixels and is weighted by the pixel values.

The distance the cosmic ray travelled through the pixels at each end of the track can be de-
termined by the pixel values, which scale with the distance travelled through those pixels. We
calculate the average energy deposition rate 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥 of the track in e– pixel−1 by summing the pixel
values of the track and dividing by the length of the best fit line, excluding the terminal pixels. The
brightness of the terminal pixels in e− divided by 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥 is the distance the cosmic ray travelled

1https://rubinobservatory.org/
2https://pipelines.lsst.io.
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Fig 2 Process of measuring the width of a fat track. Panel a: the track’s best fit line and segment divisions. Panel b:
the best fit Gaussian for the pixels of one segment. Panel c: the measured width of the track along its length.

through those pixels, giving us the endpoints of the best-fit line and thus a more precise track length
and 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥 value.

In order to determine how the width of fat tracks behaves compared to regular muon tracks,
we divide each track into eight equally-sized segments and measure the width of the track in each
segment. This is done by fitting a Gaussian to the pixel values as a function of their distance to
the center of the track; the width of the track in each segment is taken to be the value of 𝜎 for that
segment’s best-fitting Gaussian. This process is shown in Figure 2.

With the width of each segment in hand, we can characterize how the width of each track
changes over its length. Since we assume that all our tracks traverse the full thickness of the
CCD, we can assign an average height to each track segment. Again following Ref. 3, we can take
a selection of tracks and find the average width at each height, which gives us the point-spread
function (PSF) for that collection of tracks.

After charges are generated in a CCD by, for example, a cosmic ray, the charges drift through
the thickness of the CCD until they reach the gate, after which they can be measured. While the
charges are drifting, they tend to diffuse away from the location at which they were generated,
resulting in wider spots for charges which are generated far from the gate. Thus the width of a
cosmic ray track should increase as it passes through the thickness of the CCD.3, 16 The PSF of
muons is approximately linear with height, with a component from this diffusion plus a constant
from the intrinsic resolution of the CCD, which depends on the size of the pixels. The expected
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Fig 3 Distribution of 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥 for track segments below 1000 e− μm−1, and the best fitting Landau function for this
distribution. Segments brighter than 1000 e− μm−1 account for less than 0.2% of the sample.

PSF 𝜎 can be calculated from the equation3

𝜎2(Δ𝑧) = 2
𝑘𝑇

𝑒

𝐷Δ𝑧

𝑉
+ 𝑝𝑖𝑥𝑒𝑙 𝑝𝑖𝑡𝑐ℎ2

12

where Δ𝑧 is the height at which the charge is generated, 𝐷 is the sensor thickness, and 𝑉 is the bias
voltage. In the case of ComCam, 𝑉 = 40 V and 𝑇 ≈ −100C.

We divide our cutouts into fat and non-fat groups by defining a cutoff 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥 value: tracks
with an average 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥 > 200 e− μm−1 are defined as fat. The distribution of measured 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥
values less than 1000 e− μm−1 is shown in Figure 3. The distribution of energy deposition rates
is described by a Landau distribution, so the best-fitting Landau distribution is also plotted.1 Our
cutoff 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥 is right where the histogram separates from the distribution function. We then com-
pare the PSFs of the two groups, which are shown in Figure 4. We find that the intercept, which
corresponds to the intrinsic resolution of the CCD, remains constant for both types of tracks, as we
expect for tracks coming from the same detector. The intercept is comparable to the expected res-
olution for ComCam, which is 2.9 μm. However, the greater slope of the fat tracks’ PSF indicates
a significant spread in excess of typical diffusion in fat tracks.

Since we have identified additional broadening of fat tracks on top of diffusion, there is an
ambiguity regarding the tracks: the second broadening effect could add to diffusion, increasing the
slope of the PSF; or it could oppose it, decreasing the slope. In the latter case, it is possible the
second effect could be strong enough to make the slope of the PSF negative, such that the tracks
become wider closer to the gate. However, because we identify the height of each segment based
on its width, we are unable to detect whether this is the case.

Despite this ambiguity, we are unable to find any significant variation of the PSF slopes of
individual fat tracks that would correspond to these two options. In addition, we find that our data
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Fig 4 PSFs for fat and non-fat tracks. Shaded regions indicate uncertainty of the PSF best fit. The expected resolution
for this detector, corresponding to the intercept of the PSF, is 2.9 μm.

is much more well-fit by the simulations described in Section 2.3 if we assume that the wider ends
of the tracks are indeed farther from the gates.

2.3 Simulating spread

We propose that the excess spread is caused by an effect similar to the brighter-fatter effect de-
scribed by Ref. 17, in that electrostatic repulsion within the sensor is responsible for additional
width, and this width scales with the brightness of the source. The brighter-fatter effect describes
how the accumulation of charges in CCD pixels distorts the electric field within the sensor, pushing
incoming charges away from overfilled pixels. Unlike the brighter-fatter effect, in this case large
numbers of near-instantaneously generated electrons create significant repulsion between them-
selves as they drift towards the gates, resulting in a more dispersed incoming cloud of electrons.
This effect becomes noticeable for charge deposition rates greater than ∼few hundred electrons per
micron.

To test this explanation, we model cosmic ray events within a CCD using the CCD simulator
developed by Ref. 183. This code numerically solves Poisson’s equation and calculates charge
transport through the CCD, accounting for both diffusion and electrostatic effects between charges.
We model a 7x7 grid of pixels in a detector with the same configuration as ComCam,12 then model
a cosmic ray event as a line of electrons with a constant linear density (𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥), constant height
above the gates, and aligned with the pixel grid so that the line is directly above the center pixel.
We perform 12 simulations, varying 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥 from 4 to 1600 e- μm−1 at a height of either 40 or 90
μm above the gates. The resulting image is stored as an array of electron counts for each pixel. The

3https://github.com/craiglagegit/Poisson CCD
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Fig 5 Excess widths of simulated cosmic ray tracks for varying 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥 and heights, and the best-fitting square root
function for each height. Widths here are after subtraction of simulated diffusion and resolution components.

width of the simulated track is calculated the same way as a single segment of the observed cosmic
ray tracks, and the diffusion and resolution components are subtracted in quadrature to leave only
the excess widths. The diffusion and resolution components are taken to be the simulated widths
at 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥 = 4 e- μm−1. These measured excess widths are shown in Figure 5.

Ref. 19 shows that electrostatic repulsion is significant for spherically symmetric charge pack-
ets in silicon drift detectors somewhat thicker than our CCDs (300 compared to 100 μm), finding
that the radius of a cloud of charges 𝑟 ∝ (𝑁𝑡)1/3, where 𝑁 is the number of charges and 𝑡 is the
elapsed time. Considering the two-dimensional case, as would apply to our initial line of charge,
has the effect of creating a square root dependence on linear charge density. We fit our simulations
at each height to an equation of the form 𝐸𝑥𝑐𝑒𝑠𝑠 𝑤𝑖𝑑𝑡ℎ =

√︁
𝑎 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥 + 𝑏 to demonstrate the effect

of varying 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥.
The excess width of the track also has a height dependence in addition to that expected from

diffusion. This is expected, as charges which begin farther from the gate experience repulsion over
a greater amount of time.

2.4 Simulations vs observations

Figure 6 shows the simulated track widths, with diffusion and resolution components still included,
alongside the measured widths of fat track segments. To illustrate the height dependence on width,
we selected two groups of track segments: those with height between 30 and 50 μm and those with
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Fig 6 Width vs brightness for fat tracks (binned by 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥) and cubic spline fit to simulated tracks at different heights.
Diffusion and resolution components are included.

height greater than 80 μm from the CCD gates. These groups were then binned by 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥, with
errorbars showing the standard deviations of both the width and 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥 values within the bins.

Figure 6 shows good agreement between observations and simulations. Using a cubic spline
to interpolate between simulated points, we calculate reduced chi-squared 𝜒2

red = 1.44, suggesting
that repulsion between electrons within the sensor is the primary mechanism for track broadening.

3 Identifying particles

In addition to identifying the mechanism by which cosmic ray tracks are broadened, we also wish
to identify the particles which cause fat tracks. Since 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥 of cosmic rays in CCDs scales as 𝛽−2,
fat tracks must have relatively low velocities to obtain their brightness. One particle which fits this
requirement is cosmic ray protons. Muon cosmic rays (mass 106 MeV) have a mean energy of 4
GeV at sea level, with 𝛽 << 1 muons rare.1 Meanwhile, cosmic ray protons (mass 938 MeV) have
a mean energy of 1 GeV at sea level, and so typically have much lower 𝛽 than muons.20

Fat tracks were not observed in images from Rubin Observatory CCDs while being developed
at Brookhaven National Laboratory (although a systematic search has not been performed); they
were only first noticed once images had been taken at higher altitudes. Protons match this observa-
tion as well, as their interactions with the atmosphere result in the creation of secondary particles
such as pions, which then decay to muons. At lower altitudes, protons become less common as
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Fig 7 Estimates of vertical fluxes of cosmic rays in the atmosphere with 𝐸 > 1 GeV. Based on Figure 30.5 from Ref. 1.

they produce more secondary particles. On the other hand, muons do not interact strongly with the
atmosphere, and therefore many of them reach the surface.1 The fluxes of muons and protons in the
atmosphere as a function of altitude can be approximated using methods described by Refs. 21,22.
The calculated fluxes of cosmic ray nucleons, muons and pions at different altitudes using these
methods is shown in Figure 7.

To compare expectations of proton and muon abundances to observations, we analyze dark
images from three different cameras: Prime Focus Spectrograph at the Mauna Kea Observatory;
ComCam at Rubin Observatory; and the LSST Camera, located at SLAC National Accelerator
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Laboratory during data collection. Cosmic rays were extracted from images and fat tracks were
identified using the same methods described above. The number of tracks identified in each cam-
era, along with the cameras’ altitudes, are listed in Table 1. Note that in the case of PFS at Mauna
Kea, the statistics are limited and, therefore, the uncertainty is large.

Camera / PFS / ComCam / LSST Camera /
Location Mauna Kea Cerro Pachón SLAC
Altitude 4.14 km 2.66 km 0.1 km
Total tracks 406 29,149 34,350
Ratio fat tracks/

0.5±0.3% 0.18±0.02% 0.050±0.01%
total tracks
Expected ratio ∼10x sea level ∼5x sea level (sea level)

Table 1 Altitudes of detectors used, number of tracks and fat tracks observed, and expected amount of fat tracks based
on Figure 7.

The observed amount of fat tracks at each altitude matches the amount estimated by Figure 7,
though further study is necessary to obtain more precise predictions and observations. The pre-
dictions are only an estimate based on Refs. 21, 22, and the observed amounts are limited by the
manner in which tracks are selected, which is highly dependent on the angle of particles incident
on the detector. Streaks originate from particles incident at grazing angles, while particles which
strike the detector too obliquely appear as spots instead, and thus are excluded from the analysis
by the linear correlation coefficient filter. This means that the orientation of the CCDs during data
collection could also affect the results. Since vertical cosmic rays are more common, following
a distribution ∝ cos2 𝜃 for muons and approximately ∝ exp (−1/cos 𝜃) for nucleons,1 CCDs per-
pendicular to the ground should be struck by more grazing particles and have a higher occurrence
of streaks over spots than CCDs parallel to the ground. While the ComCam and PFS CCDs were
perpendicular to the ground during observations, the LSST Camera CCDs were parallel to the
ground, meaning they likely had proportionally fewer total cosmic rays which were included in
our analysis. This study would benefit from both more careful data collection and more detailed
calculations of atmospheric cosmic ray fluxes.

The distinction between muon and proton tracks in CCDs could be confirmed with a measure-
ment of the masses of observed cosmic ray tracks. In principle, an estimate of the mass of a cosmic
ray could be found by measuring the change in its energy deposition rate. However, due to high
amounts of variation in 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑥 in single tracks, we were unable to produce reliable mass estimates
of any of our tracks, either fat or non-fat. Despite this, we believe that the increasing abundance of
fat tracks with altitude does suggest protons as a strong candidate for the origin of fat tracks.

Muons and protons could additionally be distinguished with the use of simulation tools such as
GEANT4,23 which allows customized modelling of the passage of particles through matter. Such
a study could be useful in determining the expected distributions of dE/dx for muons and protons,
which could be directly compared to the distribution observed in Figure 3.

4 Discussion and conclusion

An alternate proposal for the method by which fat tracks occur is 𝛿 ray electrons, which are elec-
trons which have been given enough energy by the primary cosmic ray to leave their own ionization
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trails. A large number of 𝛿 rays produced by the primary cosmic ray could have the effect of car-
rying energy away from the center of the track, producing a broadened image.

Ref. 24 calculates the continuous slowing down approximation (CSDA) range of a 10 keV
electron in silicon to be about 1 μm. The maximum transferable kinetic energy to an electron from
a proton with a velocity 𝛽 = 0.5 (the average velocity of our measured fat tracks) is about 500
keV.1 Thus the number of 𝛿 rays we expect to travel a non-negligible distance (i.e., greater than 1
μm) are those with energies between 10 and 500 keV.

Ref. 1 gives the distribution of 𝛿 rays per energy and distance. After integrating with respect to
kinetic energy, we have

𝑑𝑁

𝑑𝑥
≈ 1

2
4𝜋𝑁𝐴𝑟

2
𝑒𝑚𝑒𝑐

2𝑧2𝜌
𝑍

𝐴

1
𝛽2 (

1
10 keV

− 1
500 keV

) = 0.007 𝜇m−1

for 𝛽 = 0.5, or about one 𝛿 ray every 140 μm in silicon. As this is the rate at which all 𝛿 rays with
ranges greater than 1 μm occur, we conclude that 𝛿 rays are incapable of producing the uniform
broadening seen in fat tracks.

Although fairly uncommon, fat cosmic ray tracks have the potential to disrupt on-sky astro-
nomical images, and we thus want to understand their causes in order to minimize their impact.
We believe that fat tracks are most likely caused by proton cosmic rays, whose high energy de-
position in CCDs results in significant electrostatic repulsion between electrons, broadening the
resulting tracks in the image. Other mechanisms may contribute, but most of the measured widths
of fat tracks can be explained by this phenomenon.

Because fat tracks come from grazing incident particles, we note that they are most likely to
appear in detectors which are oriented perpendicular to the ground. Detectors at small angles rela-
tive to the ground should still see proton cosmic rays, but they should appear more like the round
spots studied in the context of the plasma effect.6–8 While cosmic ray removal algorithms based on
difference images are likely minimally impacted by fat tracks, those which rely on morphological
identification of cosmic rays may need to consider how to remove tracks such as these, which do
not match the typical narrow muon cosmic ray signature.

Code, Data, and Materials Availability

The data utilized in this study were obtained from Vera C. Rubin Observatory and the Sub-
aru Telescope. Data are available from the authors upon reasonable request, and with permis-
sion from their respective sources. The code used to generate results and figures is available at
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.8015806.
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7 M. Campbell, E. Heijne, T. Holý, et al., “Study of the charge sharing in a silicon pixel de-
tector by means of 𝛼-particles interacting with a Medipix2 device,” Nuclear Instruments and
Methods in Physics Research A 591, 38–41 (2008).

8 J. Estrada, J. Molina, J. J. Blostein, et al., “Plasma effect in silicon charge coupled devices
(CCDs),” Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research A 665, 90–93 (2011).

9 A. Aguilar-Arevalo, D. Amidei, D. Baxter, et al., “Measurement of the bulk radioactive con-
tamination of detector-grade silicon with DAMIC at SNOLAB,” Journal of Instrumentation
16, P06019 (2021).

10 R. Nabha, O. Van Hoey, C. Granja, et al., “A novel method to assess the incident angle and
the LET of protons using a compact single-layer Timepix detector,” Radiation Physics and
Chemistry 199, 110349 (2022).

11 X. Llopart, R. Ballabriga, M. Campbell, et al., “Timepix, a 65k programmable pixel readout
chip for arrival time, energy and/or photon counting measurements,” Nuclear Instruments
and Methods in Physics Research A 581, 485–494 (2007).

12



12 J. Sebag, C. F. Claver, S. J. Thomas, et al., “Vera C. Rubin Observatory system integration,
test, and commissioning: strategy and status,” in Society of Photo-Optical Instrumentation
Engineers (SPIE) Conference Series, Society of Photo-Optical Instrumentation Engineers
(SPIE) Conference Series 11445, 114451U (2020).

13 J. Bosch, Y. AlSayyad, R. Armstrong, et al., “An Overview of the LSST Image Processing
Pipelines,” in Astronomical Data Analysis Software and Systems XXVII, P. J. Teuben, M. W.
Pound, B. A. Thomas, et al., Eds., Astronomical Society of the Pacific Conference Series 523,
521 (2019).
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