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Analysis Pipelines

Method I
SAT Calib. LAT

Method II
Self Calibration  

Minami-Komatsu



Simulation Suite
Isotropic CB angle β = 0.35∘

Dust(d10) and Synchrotron(s5)

Bandpass Integration

Mis calibration angle per tube

SAT LAT

fsky = 0.09 fsky = 0.24

Mask: CO + PS + GAL 60%

SO noise model 3.1.1
(5 years and 25% efficiency)



Method I
Joint Likelihood - SAT & LAT
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Method I
Calibrating LAT using SAT
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Method II
Self calibration - Minami Komatsu
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P. Diego-Palazuelos et, al (2024)



Method II
Self calibration - Minami Komatsu

σ(α) = σ(β) = 0.08∘



Summary and Future updates

SO simulation product - Noise


Angle distribution - Mis calibration


Include Non-null EB


Tau A and Drone based calibration

Method I 0.06 0.07

Method II 0.08 0.08

σ(β) σ(α)
Developing stage:

30% - 40% increase in sensitivity compared to Planck


