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Start with good ground cal
• Spectrally simple lab sources
• Developed physical model of detector

Complicated by changes on orbit
• Adjust model parameters
• Radiation damage, additional CTI, effects

gain and redistribution



Preliminary Gain Calibration
Target List

(Redistribution target list will have
much overlap)
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Initial thoughts
• Redistribution and effective area are difficult to

separate (contamination, CTI QEU versus
redistribution)

• Redistribution has many complicated features
(secondary peaks, shoulders, low energy tails)

• Need to understand source
– Model from gratings helpful, simpler sources better?

• Mission have different needs and issues
• Can make use of GO observations, i.e. XMM

MOS uses highly absorbed targets to calibrate
high energy tail of redistribution

• Systematic errors in redistribution difficult to
constrain


