arXiv:2211.01012v1 [astro-ph.IM] 2 Nov 2022

Performance Evaluation of Three Silicon Photomultiplier Detector Modules within the MAGIC Telescopes PMT-based camera

A. Hahn^{a,∗}, R. Mirzoyan^a, A. Dettlaff^a, D. J. Fink^a, D. Mazin^{a,b}, M. Teshima^{a,b}

aMax Planck Institute for Physics, Föhringer Ring 6, Munich, D-80805, Bavaria, Germany bInstitute for Cosmic Ray Research, The University of Tokyo, 5-1-5 Kashiwa-no-Ha, Kashiwa City, 277-8582, Chiba, Japan

Abstract

MAGIC is a system of two imaging atmospheric Cherenkov telescopes (IACTs) located on the Canary island of La Palma. Each telescope’s imaging camera consists of 1039 photomultiplier tubes (PMTs). We developed three detector modules based on silicon photomultipliers (SiPMs) of seven pixels each that are mechanically and electronically compatible with those used in the MAGIC camera. These prototype modules are installed next to the PMTs in the imaging camera and are operated in parallel. To achieve a similar active area per pixel we used seven to nine SiPMs for producing a composite pixel. The SiPM signals within one such pixel are actively summed up for retaining the fast signal pulse shapes. Two different PCB designs are tested for thermal performance. We present our simulations of Cherenkov and light of the night sky (LoNS) responses. Based on those we calculate the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) for this imaging application. We compare our expectations with the measurements of one of the SiPM-based detector modules.

Keywords: SiPM, IACT, PMT, Cherenkov Astronomy

∗Corresponding author Email addresses: ahahn@mpp.mpg.de (A. Hahn ), razmik.mirzoyan@mpp.mpg.de (R. Mirzoyan ), todettl@mpp.mpg.de (A. Dettlaff), fink@mpp.mpg.de (D. J. Fink), mazin@icrr.u-tokyo.ac.jp (D. Mazin ), mteshima@icrr.u-tokyo.ac.jp (M. Teshima)

Preprint submitted to Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research - section A (NIM-A) October 17, 2022

1. Introduction

Imaging Atmospheric Cherenkov Telescopes (IACTs) observe the Cherenkov light emitted by a cascade of secondary particles, the so called extensive air shower, created by the interaction of a primary cosmic and gamma rays with the atoms of the atmosphere. These Cherenkov light flashes are faint and last only few nanoseconds (Jelley, 1955). All cameras of large-size IACTs are currently based on PMTs as light detectors (Mirzoyan, 2022; Aharonian et al., 2006; Mazin et al., 2016; Rajotte, 2014; Borwankar et al., 2020). Smaller IACTs like the First G-APD Cherenkov Telescope (FACT) or the prototype Schwarzschild-Couder telescopes of the Small-Sized and Medium-Sized Telescope (SST, MST) type of the Cherenkov Telescope Array (CTA) use Silicon Photomultipliers (SiPMs) as light detectors (Krähenbühl et al., 2012; Mirzoyan and Popova, 2013; Montaruli, 2015; Benbow et al., 2017; Catalano et al., 2018). The increasing popularity of SiPMs might suggest that also large-size IACTs could use SiPMs, however, there is no conclusive study that directly compares PMT and SiPM performances for IACTs. Such comparison is not straightforward because of the presence of the light of the night sky (LoNS) as a strong background for the IACT technique.

The MAGIC (Major Atmospheric Gamma Imaging Cherenkov) telescopes are located in the Roque de los Muchachos observatory on the Canary island of La Palma. The imaging cameras of MAGIC offer the possibility to install up to six additional prototype detector modules of seven pixels each, next to the PMT-based ones. We developed three SiPM prototype detector modules in our institute. These modules are adapted to the mechanical, electronic and signal requirements for installation into the MAGIC-1 camera. We developed calibration procedures, checked the modules stability and compared the performances using the light flashes from the calibration laser as well as from air showers during telescope operations.

2. Module design

The light-sensitive imaging surface of the MAGIC camera is circular in shape and consists of 1039 1-inch size PMT pixels of type Hamamatsu R10408. These are grouped in modules that hold up to seven pixels (Aleksić et al., 2016). The mechanical structure of the camera is hexagonal (Nakajima et al.,

2013). The used circular shape of the PMT arrangement in the camera leaves the six vertices of the hexagon free. In those six locations, prototype detector modules can be installed without interfering with the scientific operation of the telescopes. Each pixel in the imaging camera is given a hexagonal-shape light guide on top that minimizes the dead area of the camera and rejects the stray light.

In order to emulate a 1-inch PMT pixel surface area we used matrices of seven or nine SiPMs of 6 × 6 mm^2 size, topped by a dedicated light guide described in Hahn et al. (2017). The individual SiPM signals have to be summed to form a combined pixel output signal. Because the light guide is non-imaging and the optical point-spread-function of the telescope comparable to pixel size, the readout of the individual SiPMs does not provide any additional knowledge and only increases complexity and cost.

We use a discrete transistor common base circuits with low input impedance and high output impedance to sum the currents of the seven or nine SiPMs for producing one composite pixel. This allows one to avoid adding up the device capacitances, which otherwise would worsen the fast signal response times necessary for the application in IACTs. The circuit design and simulation is described in Fink et al. (2016). Each SiPM pixel also has a temperature sensor on the front side, right next to the SiPMs.

We installed the first SiPM-based detector module in May 2015 in the MAGIC- 1 camera. In the first generation pixels we used seven Excelitas C30742- 66-050-X SiPMs. Later on we used our experience gained with this first generation to design an improved second generation SiPM-based detector modules, which utilize nine SiPMs per pixel. One of the second generation modules uses Hamamatsu S13360-6075VS SiPMs, and the other one uses SensL MicroFJ-60035-TSV. These Hamamatsu and SensL modules were installed in the MAGIC-1 camera in 2017. While for the first generation SiPM pixels we used regular printed circuit boards (PCBs), for the second generation we used PCBs with a thick Aluminum layer sandwiched in the center for improving the heat conductivity from the SiPMs to the Aluminum structure of the detector module.

All SiPM modules are integrated into the standard MAGIC slow control software and are operated in parallel with the PMT camera. The SiPM modules are read out by the standard MAGIC data acquisition system, described in Sitarek et al. (2013). The MAGIC trigger system does not include all PMT pixels but only an inner region of 547 pixels (Aleksić et al., 2016). This means that our SiPM modules operate in a parasitic trigger mode on events that trigger the inner region of the camera.

3. Temperature stability

The temperature of the MAGIC cameras are actively controlled via a closed-loop circulation of a cooling liquid (Nakajima et al., 2013). Both generations of SiPM pixels show a stable operational temperature after an initial warm-up phase during the twilight, see figure 1. One can see that the pixels with Aluminum core PCB reach stable operation at 5^∘C lower temperature than first generation pixels. During the moon rise around midnight in this example, the increasing background light induces a higher current, which heats up the SiPM pixels. It can be seen that with the rising moon the pixel temperatures increase and then stabilize at the new level. When the camera is closed, the temperature drops to a value ∼ 1^∘C below the pixel temperature during dark night observations.

The SiPM pixel temperature during more than 4 years of operation was stable within ±4^∘C, see figure 2. One can see that the seasonal pixel temperature variations are significantly less than the temperature variations of the air inside the camera.

4. Calibration

We use two methods for the absolute charge-to-photoelectron calibration of the SiPMs signals. The first one is based on the charge distribution of presumably Poisson-distributed dark counts. With this, one can directly estimate the calibration constant and cross-talk probability from the separated peaks of the charge histogram. The charge extraction and event selection algorithms are described in Hahn et al. (2018).

The second method for calibration is the so called F-factor (also known as excess noise factor) method. This direct and reliable way is routinely used for the MAGIC camera for calibrating the PMT-pixel gains. It also has the advantage of not requiring single photoelectron peaks resolved in amplitude. The precision of the formalism depends on the skills of the experimenter to extend the extraction of the spectrum towards the lowest charge genuine single photoelectron events, see Mirzoyan and Lorenz (1997). For PMTs, the F-factor can be determined in laboratory measurements. For SiPMs, the main contribution to the excess noise factor is the crosstalk (Vinogradov,

Figure 1: Measured temperatures of one first (Excelitas) and one second generation (SensL) SiPM pixel. After an initial warm-up phase, the data taking is started with a stable pixel temperature. Around midnight the bright moon rises, creating a lot of background light. This causes the pixels to heat up. Shortly past 2 a.m., the camera is closed and the temperature drops to a level almost corresponding to that of the dark night.

Figure 2: Measured SiPM pixel temperature. For every night the 2-sigma range of pixel temperatures is shown. This excludes high current transients from passing stars which have to be excluded from the gamma-ray analysis as well. Special test runs with different SiPM voltage configurations were excluded. The camera temperature measured at the front top in the air close to the SiPM module is shown as well.

2012). So the cross talk probability of the SiPM pixel has to be determined first to be able to apply the F-factor calibration method.

For the F-factor calibration method in MAGIC we use light flashes of the third harmonic of a Nd:YAG laser (355 nm). This illuminates the camera homogeneously from 17m distance. These light flashes can not only be used for calibration but also for the first performance check. Considering the corresponding wavelength-dependent photon detection efficiency (PDE) and the percentage of the light-sensitive area of a composite pixel, one can calculate the expected number of photoelectrons for the different SiPM pixels. For the Excelitas based first generation pixel design we calculate a relative efficiency of 50% compared to the MAGIC PMTs and ∼100% for both of the second generation pixel types. These estimates were confirmed by our measurements which can serve as a validation of our SiPM calibration procedures.

5. Cherenkov light and LoNS

The amount of Cherenkov light from an extensive air shower that reaches the telescopes depends on the observation zenith angle. It is due to light extinction in the atmosphere along the different path lengths. At a low zenith distance (ZD), the Cherenkov spectrum peaks at ∼ 320 nm. With increasing ZD the peak gets shifted towards the green due to the extinction of the near UV and blue photons. For our study we simulated the air shower

Cherenkov spectra with CORSIKA (Heck et al., 1998) and the atmosphere, the mirror and the imaging camera geometry with the MAGIC Analysis and Reconstruction Software (MARS) (Zanin et al., 2013; Aleksić et al., 2016). We expanded the atmospheric simulation in MARS by increasing the range of simulated wavelength and inclusion of the most dominant molecular absorption lines from the high-resolution transmission molecular absorption database (HITRAN)^1 (Gordon et al., 2022). Two example Cherenkov spectra for 5 TeV primary gamma-ray air showers incident at ZD = 15^∘ and ZD = 80^∘ are shown in figure 3. We simulated 5 and 50 TeV gamma-ray events which are far above the set trigger threshold of the MAGIC telescopes (Aleksić et al., 2016).

The measured spectrum of LoNS at La Palma starts at around 350 nm and increases towards longer wavelengths. The measurements, reported in Benn and Ellison (1998), were performed at low ZD; one example is shown in figure 3. One of the main contributions to the LoNS is the airglow which will increase with increasing airmass due to the longer projected airglow layer thickness (van Rhijn, 1919, 1921). At very large ZDs, parts of the light from airglow are again reduced because the van Rhijn effect can no longer compensate for the atmospheric extinction of some wavelength (Hong et al., 1998; Noll et al., 2012). Since atmospheric extinction is wavelength dependent, the change in airglow with ZD is also wavelength dependent. We therefore take the low ZD measurement on La Palma by Benn and Ellison (1998) and extrapolate each wavelength using the relative changes with ZD simulated with the SKYCALC Sky Model Calculator^2 using the Cerro Paranal Sky Model (Noll et al., 2012; Jones et al., 2013).

To measure the detection efficiency, for one night we installed the SiPM-based module equipped with Hamamatsu SiPMs at the center of the MAGIC-1 camera. In the following we will focus on the performance of this SiPM-based module.

The quantum efficiency (QE) of the MAGIC PMTs closely matches the Cherenkov light emission spectrum from low ZD air showers. It is not sensitive at long wavelengths where the LoNS spectrum is steeply increasing, see figure 3. The PDE of Hamamatsu SiPMs reaches its maximum at longer wavelengths than that of PMT. Moreover, it shows a long tail. This means

1https://hitran.org/ 2https://www.eso.org/observing/etc/bin/gen/form?INS.MODE=swspectr+INS.NAME=SKYCALC

that, in general, SiPMs will detect less of the near UV and blue but more of the green part of the Cherenkov light, which suggests that SiPMs could have an advantage for observations at large and very large ZDs. However, the long-wavelength sensitivity tail also leads to a much increased LoNS background rate. By multiplying the wavelength-dependent detection efficiency of the SiPMs and the QE and the photoelectron collection efficiency of the PMTs with the LoNS and Cherenkov spectra one can calculate and compare the expected performances. For observations at low ZD we calculated that the Hamamatsu SiPMs will detect 1.8 times more Cherenkov photons but also 4.9 times more LoNS photons compared to the MAGIC PMTs. Here we would like to remind that the PMTs used in MAGIC are more than a decade old. Today, better PMTs with ∼ 30% higher QE and other strongly improved parameters (see for example Toyama et al. (2015); Mirzoyan et al. (2017)) but also newer SiPMs are available.

To test the above estimates, we analyzed the gathered 40 minutes of dark data by selecting only very large shower images that illuminate the entire center of the camera so that SiPM and neighboring PMT pixels are illuminated simultaneously. We calibrated the Hamamatsu SiPMs using the aforementioned dark count single photoelectron histogram method and cross-checked the result with the F-factor method. The results essentially confirmed our calculations with measured values of 4.3 times more LoNS and 1.9 times more Cherenkov photons. The ∼ 12% difference in LoNS intensity still could be considered in agreement because the LoNS not only depends on the simulated parameters but also on the rotating star field in the imaging camera plane, variable atmospheric conditions (Fruck et al., 2022) and variations in the LoNS (Roach et al., 1958; Patat, 2008).

6. Signal-to-noise ratio

In imaging applications the Signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) is defined as the ratio of the mean signal μ_{signal} to the standard deviation of the noise σ_{noise}. Since both the signal S and the noise N are Poisson-distributed it follows that

SNR := μ_{signal} σ_{noise} = ⟨S⟩ √ ⟨S⟩ + ⟨N⟩ . (1)

Figure 3: The LoNS spectrum, taken from Benn and Ellison (1998), is shown as solid line. The Cherenkov spectrum for an extensive air shower at an incident angle of 15^∘ ZD is shown as fine dotted line and that for an incident angle of 80^∘ ZD as dash-dotted line. The LoNS and Cherenkov spectra were scaled for better visibility. The MAGIC PMT QE curve is shown as long-dashed line and the Hamamatsu SiPMs’ PDE is shown as black dotted line.

A measurement of S always contains the real signal S_{true} and a noise contribution that can not be disentangled:

⟨S⟩ = ⟨S_{true} + N⟩ = ⟨S_{true}⟩ + ⟨N⟩. (2)

The SNR of a background subtracted measurement is therefore

SNR =

⟨S_{true}⟩ √ ⟨S_{true}⟩ + 2 × ⟨N⟩ . (3)

The Monte-Carlo simulated Cherenkov air shower correspond to S_{true} and the calculated LoNS to N so that the SNR can be calculated directly. The SNR versus ZD is shown in figure 4 for the simulated fixed energy gammaray events. One can see that although these events are far above the trigger threshold there is no clear benefit of modern SiPMs over the (old) MAGIC PMTs. At larger ZDs the Hamamatsu and SensL SiPM somewhat outperform the MAGIC PMTs due to their higher PDE at longer wavelength (see figure 3). At very large ZDs, due to large involved distances, the shower images in the telescope camera become very small while the LoNS increases, both reducing the SNR difference.

7. Summary

We developed three SiPM-based detector modules to measure the signalto-noise ratio of large-size composite pixels in real IACT operations. These include seven SiPMs in the first generation and nine SiPMs in the second generation. The 7–9 SiPMs in one pixel are summed up by using transimpedance transistor circuits, one per SiPM chip, to preserve the fast signal shape. We utilized two different calibration procedures. Our three SiPM-based modules have been operated since 2015/2017 and show stable multi-year behavior of calibration and seasonal temperature changes. The simulated and measured LoNS and Cherenkov light responses agree within uncertainties. We calculated the SNR for SiPM and PMT-based pixel for zenith angles up to 85^∘. For low ZD observations the SiPM pixels perform marginally better than the MAGIC PMTs. For observations at large zenith angles the SiPMs somewhat outperform the MAGIC PMTs due to their increased sensitivity to longer wavelength photons. For very large zenith observations, MAGIC PMTs and SiPMs perform again very similar due to smaller showers and increasing LoNS.

Figure 4: Simulated SNR of the MAGIC PMTs and the used Excelitas, Hamamatsu and SensL SiPMs of our prototype detector modules inside the MAGIC-1 camera versus observation zenith angle.

In near future we plan to replace the extrapolated LoNS spectrum used in this study by new LoNS measurements performed at the MAGIC site. This will allow us to overcome the limitations of the current van Rhijn modeling at very large zenith angles described in Best (1965); Noll et al. (2012). An obvious proposal for SiPM-based imaging cameras is to use UV/blue-pass filters to reduce the effect of the LoNS (see e.g. Montaruli (2015); Catalano et al. (2018)). We plan to study this in simulation and in measurement. By measuring the trigger rates for different thresholds we plan to measure the energy threshold of an IACT camera fully equipped with the SiPM-based pixels.

8. Acknowledgments

We gratefully acknowledge the support of the MAGIC collaboration, in particular by the local La Palma team, the various shift crews, the hardware and software experts and the safety and operations committee. The projects seed money was provided by the Otto-Hahn award of the Max Planck Society to Daniel Mazin. We would like to thank the Instituto de Astrofísica de Canarias for the excellent working conditions at the Observatorio del Roque de los Muchachos in La Palma. This work was financially supported by the German MPG and the Japanese ICRR, the University of Tokyo.

References

J. V. Jelley, Cerenkov radiation and its applications, British Journal of Applied Physics 6 (1955) 227– 232. URL: https://doi.org/10.1088/0508-3443/6/7/301. doi:10.1088/0508-3443/6/7/301, publisher: IOP Publishing.

R. Mirzoyan, Technological Novelties of Ground-Based Very High Energy Gamma-Ray Astrophysics with the Imaging Atmospheric Cherenkov Telescopes, Universe 8 (2022) 219. URL: https://www.mdpi.com/2218-1997/8/4/219. doi:10.3390/universe8040219, number: 4 Publisher: Multidisciplinary Digital Publishing Institute.

F. Aharonian, A. G. Akhperjanian, A. R. Bazer-Bachi, M. Beilicke, W. Benbow, et al., Observations of the Crab nebula with HESS, Astronomy and Astrophysics, Volume 457, Issue 3, October III 2006, pp.899-915 457 (2006) 899. URL:

https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006A%26A...457..899A/abstract. doi:10.1051/0004-6361:20065351.

D. Mazin, J. Cortina, M. Teshima, the CTA Consortium, Large Size Telescope Report, arXiv:1610.04403 [astro-ph] (2016). URL: http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.04403, arXiv: 1610.04403.

J.-F. Rajotte, Upgrade and performance of the VERI- TAS telescope array, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 766 (2014) 61–64. URL: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168900214004884. doi:10.1016/j.nima.2014.04.075.

C. Borwankar, M. Sharma, N. Bhatt, S. Bhattacharyya, R. C. Rannot, et al., Estimation of expected performance for the MACE γ-ray telescope in low zenith angle range, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 953 (2020) 163182. URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168900219314822. doi:10.1016/j.nima.2019.163182.

T. Krähenbühl, H. Anderhub, M. Backes, A. Biland, A. Boller, et al., G- APDs in Cherenkov astronomy: The FACT camera, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 695 (2012) 96–99. URL: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S016890021102136X. doi:10.1016/j.nima.2011.11.068.

R. Mirzoyan, E. Popova, SiPM for atmospheric Cherenkov telescopes, in: Optical Components and Materials X, volume 8621, SPIE, 2013, pp. 17–28. URL:

https://www.spiedigitallibrary.org/conference-proceedings-of-spie/8621/862106/SiPM-for-atmospheric-Cherenkov-telescopes/10.1117/12.2002598.full. doi:10.1117/12.2002598.

T. Montaruli, The small size telescope projects for the Cherenkov Telescope Array, in: PoS, volume ICRC2015, The Hague, The Netherlands, 2015, p. 1043. doi:10.22323/1.236.1043.

W. Benbow, A. N. Otte, for the pSCT Consortium and the CTA Consortium, Status of the Schwarzchild-Couder medium-sized telescope for the Cherenkov telescope array, AIP Conference Proceedings 1792 (2017) 080005. URL: https://aip.scitation.org/doi/abs/10.1063/1.4969026. doi:10.1063/1.4969026.

O. Catalano, M. Capalbi, C. Gargano, S. Giarrusso, D. Impiombato, et al., The ASTRI camera for the Cherenkov Telescope Array, in: Ground-based and Airborne Instrumentation for Astronomy VII, volume 10702, SPIE, 2018, pp. 1038–1053. URL:

https://www.spiedigitallibrary.org/conference-proceedings-of-spie/10702/1070237/The-ASTRI-camera-for-the-Cherenkov-Telescope-Array/10.1117/12.2314984.full. doi:10.1117/12.2314984.

J. Aleksić, S. Ansoldi, L. A. Antonelli, P. Antoranz, A. Babic, et al., The major upgrade of the MAGIC telescopes, Part I: The hardware improvements and the commissioning of the system, Astroparticle Physics 72 (2016) 61–75. URL: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0927650515000663. doi:10.1016/j.astropartphys.2015.04.004.

D. Nakajima, D. Fink, J. Hose, R. Mirzoyan, D. Paneque, et al., New Imaging Camera for the MAGIC-I Telescope, volume 33, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, 2013, p. 3044. URL: http://adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013ICRC...33.3044N, conference Name: International Cosmic Ray Conference.

A. Hahn, D. Mazin, P. Bangale, A. Dettlaff, D. Fink, et al., Development of a composite large-size SiPM (assembled matrix) based modular detector cluster for MAGIC, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 845 (2017) 89–92. URL: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168900216306635. doi:10.1016/j.nima.2016.06.102.

D. Fink, A. Hahn, D. Mazin, J. Hose, P. Bangale, et al., SiPM Based Focal Plane Instrumentation Prototype for the MAGIC Atmospheric Cherenkov Telescope, in: Proceedings of International Conference on New Photo-detectors

—PoS(PhotoDet2015), volume PhotoDet2015, 2016, p. 006. URL: http://pos.sissa.it/cgi-bin/reader/contribution.cgi?id=252/006. doi:10.22323/1.252.0006.

J. Sitarek, M. Gaug, D. Mazin, R. Paoletti, D. Tescaro, Analysis techniques and performance of the Domino Ring Sampler version 4 based readout for the MAGIC telescopes, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 723 (2013) 109–120. URL: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168900213005391. doi:10.1016/j.nima.2013.05.014.

A. Hahn, A. Dettlaff, D. Fink, D. Mazin, R. Mirzoyan, et al., Development of three silicon photomultiplier detector modules for the MAGIC telescopes for a performance comparison to PMTs, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 912 (2018) 259–263. URL: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168900217313189. doi:10.1016/j.nima.2017.11.071.

R. Mirzoyan, E. Lorenz, On the calibration accuracy of light sensors in atmospheric cherenkov fluorescence and neutrino experiments, Int. Cosmic Ray Conf. 7 (1997) 265.

S. Vinogradov, Analytical models of probability distribution and excess noise factor of solid state photomultiplier signals with crosstalk, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 695 (2012) 247–251. URL: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168900211021565. doi:10.1016/j.nima.2011.11.086.

D. Heck, J. Knapp, J. N. Capdevielle, G. Schatz, T. Thouw, COR- SIKA: a Monte Carlo code to simulate extensive air showers., COR- SIKA: a Monte Carlo code to simulate extensive air showers., by Heck, D.; Knapp, J.; Capdevielle, J. N.; Schatz, G.; Thouw, T.. Forschungszentrum Karlsruhe GmbH, Karlsruhe (Germany)., Feb 1998, V + 90 p., TIB Hannover, D-30167 Hannover (Germany). (1998). URL: http://adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1998cmcc.book.....H.

R. Zanin, E. Carmona, J. Sitarek, P. Colin, K. Frantzen, et al., MARS, The MAGIC Analysis and Reconstruction Software 33 (2013) 2937. URL: http://adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013ICRC...33.2937Z, conference Name: International Cosmic Ray Conference.

J. Aleksić, S. Ansoldi, L. A. Antonelli, P. Antoranz, A. Babic, et al., The major upgrade of the MAGIC telescopes, Part II: A performance study using observations of the Crab Nebula, Astroparticle Physics 72 (2016) 76–94. URL: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0927650515000316. doi:10.1016/j.astropartphys.2015.02.005.

I. E. Gordon, L. S. Rothman, R. J. Hargreaves, R. Hashemi, E. V. Karlovets, et al., The HITRAN2020 molecular spectroscopic database, Journal of Quantitative Spectroscopy and Radiative Transfer 277 (2022) 107949. URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022407321004416. doi:10.1016/j.jqsrt.2021.107949.

C. R. Benn, S. L. Ellison, La Palma Night-Sky Brightness, New Astronomy Reviews 42 (1998) 503– 507. URL: http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9909153. doi:10.1016/S1387-6473(98)00062-1, arXiv: astro-ph/9909153.

P. J. van Rhijn, On the Brightness of the Sky at Night and the Total amount of Starlight, The Astrophysical Journal 50 (1919) 356. URL: https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1919ApJ....50..356V. doi:10.1086/142513, aDS Bibcode: 1919ApJ....50..356V.

P. J. van Rhijn, On the brightness of the sky at night and the total amount of starlight, Publications of the Kapteyn Astronomical Laboratory Groningen 31 (1921) 1–83. URL: https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1921PGro...31....1V, aDS Bibcode: 1921PGro...31....1V.

S. S. Hong, S. M. Kwon, Y. S. Park, C. Park, Transfer of diffuse astronomical light and airglow in scattering Earth atmosphere, Earth, Planets and Space 50 (1998) 487–491. URL: https://doi.org/10.1186/BF03352139. doi:10.1186/BF03352139.

S. Noll, W. Kausch, M. Barden, A. M. Jones, C. Szyszka, et al., An atmospheric radiation model for Cerro Paranal - I. The optical spectral range, Astronomy & Astrophysics 543 (2012) A92. URL: https://www.aanda.org/articles/aa/abs/2012/07/aa19040-12/aa19040-12.html. doi:10.1051/0004-6361/201219040.

A. Jones, S. Noll, W. Kausch, C. Szyszka, S. Kimeswenger, An advanced scattered moonlight model for Cerro Paranal, Astronomy & Astrophysics 560 (2013) A91. URL: https://www.aanda.org/articles/aa/abs/2013/12/aa22433-13/aa22433-13.html. doi:10.1051/0004-6361/201322433.

T. Toyama, Y. Hanabata, J. Hose, U. Menzel, R. Mirzoyan, et al., Evaluation of the basic propertied of the novel 1.5in. size PMTs from Hamamatsu Photonics and Electron Tubes Enterprises, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 787 (2015) 280–283. URL: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168900214015265. doi:10.1016/j.nima.2014.12.070.

R. Mirzoyan, D. Müller, J. Hose, U. Menzel, D. Nakajima, et al., Evaluation of novel PMTs of worldwide best parameters for the CTA project, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 845 (2017) 603–606. URL: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168900216306416. doi:10.1016/j.nima.2016.06.080.

C. Fruck, M. Gaug, A. Hahn, V. Acciari, J. Besenrieder, et al., Characterizing the aerosol atmosphere above the Observatorio del Roque de los Muchachos by analysing seven years of data taken with an GaAsP HPD-readout, absolutely calibrated elastic LI- DAR, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society 515 (2022) 4520–4550. URL: https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac1563. doi:10.1093/mnras/stac1563.

F. E. Roach, E. Tandberg-Hanssen, L. R. Megill, The characteristic size of airglow cells, Journal of Atmospheric and Terrestrial Physics 13 (1958) 113–121. URL:

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/002191695890031X. doi:10.1016/0021-9169(58)90031-X.

F. Patat, The dancing sky: 6 years of night-sky observations at Cerro Paranal, Astronomy & Astrophysics 481 (2008) 575–591. URL: https://www.aanda.org/articles/aa/abs/2008/14/aa9279-07/aa9279-07.html. doi:10.1051/0004-6361:20079279, number: 2 Publisher: EDP Sciences.

G. T. Best, A new use of the van Rhijn formula for airglow measurements, Planetary and Space Science 13 (1965) 855–860. URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0032063365901224. doi:10.1016/0032-0633(65)90122-4.