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The Single-Mirror Small-Sized Telescope, or SST-1M, was originally developed as a prototype of
a small-sized telescope for CTA, designed to form an array for observations of gamma-ray-induced
atmospheric showers for energies above 3 TeV. A pair of SST-1M telescopes is currently being
commissioned at the Ondfejov Observatory in the Czech Republic, and the telescope capabilities
for mono and stereo observations are being tested in better astronomical conditions. The final
location for the telescopes will be decided based on these tests. In this contribution, we present
a data analysis pipeline called sst1mpipe, and the performance of the telescopes when working

independently and in a stereo regime.
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1. Introduction

The Single-Mirror Small-Sized-Telescope (SST-1M) was originally designed for observation
of gamma rays of energies above 3 TeV as an integral part of the future next-generation gamma-ray
observatory - Cherenkov Telescope Array (CTA). The layout of the telescope’s 4-m multi-segment
mirror follows the Davies-Cotton concept. The telescope camera features a fully digital trigger
and readout system. It is based on the SiPM technology, which allows for the telescope operation
even under high Night Sky Background (NSB) conditions not suffering from the aging effect like
common photo-multipliers [1, 2].

After the first part of the commissioning phase in Krakow, and despite having been judged
fully compliant with CTA requirements, SST-1M was not selected as the final design of small
telescopes for CTA. The telescope prototypes were transported in 2021 to Ondfejov Observatory
in the Czech Republic, where the telescopes are being tested until their final location is decided.
The telescopes are installed 155 meters apart, which allows for stereoscopic observation of the
atmospheric showers. After the construction of the telescopes was finished in 2022, both telescopes
observed showers in pseudo-stereo mode, where the coincident events were matched in post-
processing using a relatively wide time coincidence window. At the beginning of 2023, the time
stamps were precisely synchronized using the White Rabbit network, allowing for the first tests of
real-time stereo observations.

The Ondfejov Observatory located near Prague serves as an ideal and well-accessible test bench
for the telescope operations, allowing for fast interventions if needed. Its relatively low altitude
of 510 m a.s.l. challenges, however, the telescope capabilities for observation of sources at lower
energies. In this contribution, we present a data analysis pipeline, for both mono and stereoscopic
event reconstruction. We present the status of Monte Carlo (MC) - data agreement and discuss
telescope performance and prospects for scientific observations at low-altitude sites. The telescope
calibration strategy and results of the first observations of the Crab Nebula are presented in [3].

2. sstlmpipe

sstlmpipe is a data and MC analysis pipeline for SST-1M, currently in intensive development.
It is an independent standalone implementation with a basic structure inspired by 1stchain [4],
and stereo reconstruction inspired by magic-cta-pipe!, from which it diverges significantly in
certain SST-1M-specific tasks. For low-level calibration or event handling sstlmpipe relies on
some functionalities of digicampipe?. The current version of the pipeline is heavily based on
ctapipe [5], low-level data analysis framework of CTA, and closely follows ctapipe data model.
Our goal is to produce the output DL3 data (photon lists + Instrument Response Functions (IRFs))
in the modern format following GADF standards [6] making it compatible with modern tools for
high-level data analysis like gammapy [7].

The functionality of the pipeline, schematically shown in Figure 1, can be split into two main
branches: MC and real data processing, where MC is used to produce IRFs and to train Random
Forests (RFs) using scikit-learn framework [8] for real data reconstruction. The data collected

thttps://github.com/cta-observatory/magic-cta-pipe
2https://github.com/cta-sst-1m/digicampipe/tree/master
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Figure 1: Scheme of the sst1mpipe. Dotted lines represent not-yet-implemented parts of the pipeline.

by the telescopes contain for each triggered event a raw wave-form in all camera pixels (RO data
level), that needs to be calibrated and converted to photo-electrons (R1) [3]. MC simulations are
produced in CORSIKA [9] and sim_telarray [10] software packages, which provide calibrated
wave-forms (R1) for each triggered event. To extract the shower image, these are integrated using
LocalPeakWindowSum integrator [5]. The tailcut cleaning method is adopted in the pipeline for
the removal of the noisy pixels containing only the Night Sky Background in the integrated images.
After the cleaning, the pixels containing signal from the Cherenkov photons are parametrized to
describe the shape and orientation of the shower image (the so-called Hillas parameters) [11]. DL1
data level contains shower images, cleaning masks, and Hillas parameters.

DL1 MC events are then separated into training and testing data sets. The training data set
is used for training a RF classifier for gamma/hadron separation and an RF regressor for energy
reconstruction. For direction reconstruction in mono analysis, we adopt the so-called disp method
[12] assuming that the source lies on the main axis of the shower image. Then an RF regressor is
trained to reconstruct the distance of the source from the image centroid (disp norm), subsequently
followed by an RF classifier to determine on which side of the centroid the source lies (disp sign).
DL2 data contain reconstructed energies, arrival directions, and gammaness, which is a parameter
with a numeric value between 0 and 1 representing how much is a given shower image gamma-like.

In stereo reconstruction, where the shower image from each telescope is available for each
event, we first perform preliminary reconstruction of the height of the shower maximum and impact
parameter for each telescope using the axis crossing method [13]. These parameters are then used
as additional features for RF training. Energy regressor and gamma/hadron classifier are trained
per telescope, and their outputs in the reconstruction of the testing MC sample and the real data are
averaged using the image intensity as weight. For the stereo-direction reconstruction, the pipeline
follows the MARS-like approach [14]. First, the distance of the source from the image centroid is
reconstructed for each telescope. Then both head-tail orientations of the shower are considered for
each telescope, and four tentative source coordinates are calculated. In the last step, the combination
providing the closest angular distance is found and the final reconstructed position is calculated as
a weighted average of the source coordinates from both telescopes.
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Figure 2: Left: Distributions of raw all-pixel averaged ADC counts for dark run data and simulations.
Middle: Measured on-axis optical PSF of SST-1M-2. The red circle marks D80, yellow circle marks D100,
set by definition as 16.2 mm. The white hexagon shows the size of a single pixel. Righ#: Simulated optical
PSF for SST-1M-2.

3. Monte Carlo simulations of SST-1M

A detailed MC model of SST-1M-1 (including the reflectivity of the mirror, the transmissivity
of the camera window, the shadowing of the telescope structure, and camera electronics) was
determined and validated on data during the first commissioning phase while the telescope was
installed at IFJ Krakow [15, 16]. The second telescope SST-1M-2, however, differs from SST-1M-1
in several aspects (e.g. different transmissivity of the camera entrance window [17], or different
gain drop [18]), and we thus repeated the study described in [15], this time including also detailed
modeling of the optical Point Spread Function (PSF) for both telescopes.

We first simulated dark events for different values of gain, noise, and dark count rate, comparing
the distributions of ADC counts (all-pixel average) in the raw waveforms with dark data taken with
the camera lid closed. Left Figure 2 shows MC-data comparison for SST-1M-2 for the best matching
parameters. We note that the negative non-gaussian tail of the distribution is still under investigation.
Middle Fig. 2 shows the on-axis optical PSF measured for SST-1M-2. We simulated a point-like
light source at infinity in sim_telarray, assuming radial symmetry of the PSF. The measured
on-axis spot diameter D80 (80% of the detected energy) is 9.6 mm and 10.8 mm for SST-1M-1 and
SST-1M-2, respectively.

Using the detailed MC model, we prepared a large-scale MC production for both telescopes
including diffuse gammas and diffuse protons used for RF training, and point-like gammas for testing
and performance evaluation. We simulated both telescopes at once, keeping a minimum trigger
multiplicity equal to one, which allowed us to estimate the performance of both telescopes working
in a mono regime and in stereo mode. Vertical Aerosol Optical Depth in the atmospheric profile
used in the sim_telarray simulations was set to 0.2, which is a typical value for the Ondfejov
Observatory based on our preliminary atmospheric study. NSB level was estimated by comparison
of simulated and measured rate scans (see [15] for details), and fixed on the level of 100 Hz per
pixel, representing a typical dark NSB rate at the site measured with the mono trigger. Studies
of the SST-1M performance under higher NSB conditions are currently ongoing. We note that
the NSB-induced trigger rate is expected to be lower when the stereo trigger is used, which would
allow for lowering the trigger threshold and therefore also the energy threshold in the analysis. The
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Figure 3: Differential rate of point-like gamma rays with Crab Nebula spectrum seen with both telescopes
(in mono regime) for 20° (left), 40° (middle), and 60° (right) zenith angle. Event rates for different stages of
the analysis are shown: All triggered events (solid line), all events that survived cleaning (dashed line), and
events that survived typical quality cuts used in the analysis (dotted line).

simulations were performed for zenith angles of 20°, 40°, and 60°, in order to understand the zenith
angle dependency of the energy threshold and sensitivity of the instrument.

The energy threshold is usually defined as the MC energy of primary gamma rays (called
hereafter "True energy"), for which the differential event rate of gamma rays with a given spectral
energy distribution reaches its maximum. Figure 3 shows the rate of point-like gamma rays weighted
on the Crab Nebula spectrum [19] for all three simulated zenith angles and different stages of the
analysis. The energy threshold strongly depends on the zenith angle, starting at about 1 TeV for 20°
up to about 5 TeV for 60° at the trigger level.

Figure 4 demonstrates a preliminary MC/data comparison of Hillas parameter distributions for
particular run taken on June 12, 2023 at zenith angles between 18° and 22°, and diffuse proton MC
simulated at 20° zenith angle. The spectrum of simulated protons was re-weighted on DAMPE
p+He spectrum [20] to correct for the Cosmic-Ray (CR) composition. We note that the distributions
are of all events that survived image cleaning and no quality cuts were applied. The data was taken
in dark conditions and MC had to be scaled by only a factor of 1.04 to account for the difference
between simulated atmospheric transparency (so far fixed) and the real one at the time of the
observation. The MC-data agreement is good enough to run the reconstruction of real events with
RFs trained on MC (for more details and preliminary results see [3]), but there is still room for
improvement, especially in simulated shower width, which is one of the most important features
for the RF classifier. Unlike simulations, real shower images are affected by a presence of stars in
the FoV, locally increasing the level of NSB, which can propagate into fake islands of pixels left in
the image after cleaning, especially in the case of fixed cleaning tailcuts currently adopted in the
analysis. Inhomogeneous or variable NSB due to light pollution from nearby villages or Prague may
have a similar effect. An alternative cleaning method with adaptive tailcuts reflecting the local level
of NSB and exploiting shower timing information in the telescope data is currently in development.

102



SST-1M performance

J. Jurysek

104

103

102

10t

10°

rh“\___

[ DATA
MC (scaled)

Intensity [p.e.]

6000
5000
4000
<3000
2000

1000

[ DATA
MC (scaled)

=)

01 0.00 001 002 003 004
Hillas width

4000

3000

Z2000

1000

[ DATA
MC (scaled)

-100

0

100

Time gradient

Figure 4: Comparison of selected Hillas parameters for data taken on June 12, 2023 at zenith angles between
18° and 22° with diffuse proton MC re-weighted on the CR spectrum. The distributions of MC simulated
events were scaled by a factor of 1.04 to account for the actual atmospheric transparency.

4. Performance of SST-1M at low altitude

Figure 5 shows the preliminary performance at 20° zenith angle for both SST-1Ms working
individually in mono and in the stereo mode at the altitude of 510 m.a.s.l. at the geographical
location of the Ondfejov Observatory. In this analysis, we applied relatively weak quality cuts on
the reconstructed DL2 point-like gamma MC data set: intensity > 50 p.e., leakage2 < 0.2, and
gammaness > 0.6, where leakage2 represents a fraction of shower pixels in the two outermost
rings of the camera pixels. The energy resolution improves with energy until = 100 TeV, reaching
~ 10%. The reconstruction of events with higher energies starts to be limited by the containment
of the shower images within the camera FoV. Stereo reconstruction improves the performance
significantly at energies below 10 TeV, where the impact parameter is not well reconstructed in the
mono analysis. The energy bias is below 5% from energies slightly above the energy threshold
up to about 200 TeV. The angular resolution in mono is below ~ 0.2° above the energy threshold
for both telescopes, suffering mostly from wrongly reconstructed disp sign for low energy showers.
This issue is removed in stereo reconstruction, where the angular resolution reaches ~ 0.1°.

The differential sensitivity of SST-1M mono/stereo for different zenith angles and 50 hours
of observation is shown in Figure 6. Besides the same quality cuts discussed above, in this case,
we applied energy-dependent gammaness cut, which was optimized in each energy bin so that it
provides the best detection significance of a point-like source with the Crab Nebula spectrum on
the background of diffuse MC protons re-weighted on the CR p+He spectrum. To select the region
of interest, we applied a global 6% cut equal to the angular resolution averaged over all energy
bins. Sensitivity follows the CTA standards, requesting in each energy bin to reach 5o detection
significance, while the number of excess events in the signal region Nex > 10, and Nex > 5% of the
number of background events. The stereo observation improves the sensitivity by a factor of =~ 2.
We note, however, that the stereo sensitivity does not take into account the expected performance
improvement at low energies due to the NSB trigger rate suppression discussed above. As expected,
sensitivity to low energy events becomes worse with the zenith angle due to increased airmass.
On the other hand, sensitivity for Ultra-High-Energy gamma rays improves with the zenith angle
due to the effect of the Cherenkov cone geometry, which allows for observations of bright galactic
PeVatron candidates. We estimated the time needed to reach 5o~ detection of the Crab Nebula at 20°
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Figure 5: Mono and stereo performance of SST-1M telescopes at the Ondfejov Observatory for 20° zenith
angle. Top left: energy resolution, Top right: energy bias, Bottom left: angular resolution, Bottom right:
Receiver Operation Characteristics (ROC) quantifying the power of gamma/hadron separation. Black dots
on the ROC curves mark gammaness > 0.6 cut, which is applied to the DL2 testing data set in this study.

zenith angle as 2.Ot%"22 h and 1.0f%.11 h for mono and stereo observation, respectively. At 40° zenith
angle, the Crab Nebula is expected to be detected in 4.81%;“
60° zenith angle, the sensitivity reaches its limitation imposed by the low altitude of the site and

the Crab Nebula cannot be detected even within 50 h of observation.

h in mono and 2.0t%_22 h in stereo. At

5. Conclusion

In this contribution, we presented the current status of the SST-1M project from the perspective
of expected physics performance. The analysis pipeline sstlmpipe is now fully capable of
performing both MC and data event reconstruction and analysis. Having a precise MC model of
both telescopes, we estimated their mono and stereo performance at the Ondiejov observatory,
showing that despite the low altitude of the site, the telescopes are fully capable of detecting
astrophysical gamma-ray sources.
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Figure 6: Differential sensitivity of SST-1M-1 telescope in mono (left) and for both telescopes in stereo
mode (right) for 50 hours of observation at different zenith angles. Dashed line marks Crab Nebula spectrum
[19].
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