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VERITAS Operation and Upgrades

7 2007/09 ~ 2008/08

e _— - = =—— VERITAS [1] is an array of four imaging atmospheric Cherenkov telescopes located at the
é‘“ L P BN — V 4 Fred Lawrence Whipple Observatory in south Arizona ( 30° 40°’N 110° 57°, 1268 m a.s.|)

% '~*[[ﬂ]ﬂ]|[]|ﬁi§m L ~ S designed to study astrophysical source of gamma-ray emission [2]
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4 2008/09 ~ 2012/08 (Period after the relocation of telescope 1)

Relocation of telescope 1 was motivated to make the array more symmetric, increasing
V5 the sensitivity by augmenting the stereo observation of the air showers [3]
@ Improvement on background rejection and angular resolution — Increased sensitivity

Sensitivity of VERITAS for standard operation
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Angular resolution Energy bias & resolution Performance with advanced analysis
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Energy resolution
Defined as 68% containment width around median values of ((E,e - Ee)/Erue).
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