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The Galactic Center region is known to host a wide variety of very-high-energy gamma-ray
sources. In 2018 the prototype of the Large-Sized Telescope (LST-1) for CTA was inaugurated,
and has been regularly observing the Galactic Center since 2021. To observe the Galactic Center
in the southern sky, LST-1, located in the Northern hemisphere, requires an observation mode at
a low telescope elevation. In this study, we assessed the performance of LST-1 at the large zenith
angle, based both on simulations and observational data for the standard candle Crab Nebula.
Analyzing LST-1 data from the Galactic Center observations, we obtained the spectral energy
distributions of Sagittarius A* and G0.9+0.1, which were comparable with the results from the
current imaging atmospheric Cherenkov telescopes, with a broad energy coverage owing to the
large-zenith-angle observation and the low energy threshold of LST-1.
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1. Introduction

The central region of the Milky Way Galaxy has been intensively explored through very-high-
energy (VHE) gamma rays by the current imaging atmospheric Cherenkov telescopes (IACTs). As
compared with an extragalactic source, the proximity allows for an investigation of the morphology,
for the angular resolution of ≲ 0.1 deg for a typical IACT system, of extreme phenomena around
the supermassive black hole Sagittarius A* (Sgr A*).

H.E.S.S. reported diffuse emission spanning hundreds of parsecs with a power-law energy
spectrum without a cut-off and a 1/𝑟 dependence of the radial profile of the cosmic-ray density,
which indicate hadron acceleration in the vicinity of Sgr A* [1]. MAGIC presented, however, the
spectral energy distribution (SED) of the diffuse emission with a 2𝜎 deviation from the power law,
suggesting a cut-off around 20 TeV, and argued that an uncertainty of the gas distribution makes a
non-negligible influence on the derivation of the radial profile [2].

Moreover, VHE gamma rays from the Galactic Center might serve as a good messenger of
annihilation or decay of the Weakly Interacting Massive Particles (WIMPs), a promising dark matter
candidate. Despite no detection attained yet, the measurements of the current telescopes provide an
interesting and competitive constraint on the parameter space [3, 4]. So as to resolve the potential
discrepancies on the diffuse emission and to achieve a detection or a definitive rejection against
the TeV WIMP paradigm, further advancement of observational research by a next-generation
instrument is required.

The Large-Sized Telescope prototype (LST-1), currently under commissioning and taking
science data, for the future Cherenkov Telescope Array (CTA) is the next generation of ground-
based VHE gamma-ray telescope project, located at a height of 2200 m a.s.l. at the Roque de
los Muchachos Observatory in La Palma, Spain (28◦N, 18◦W). The location requires LST-1 to
observe the Galactic Center at the zenith distance (Zd) above about 58◦ in the horizontal coordinate
system. As the technique of the large-zenith-angle observation (55◦ ≲ Zd ≲ 70◦) generally
engenders telescope responses and shower development different from the standard low zenith
angle (Zd ≲ 35◦), additional studies of the technique are needed besides the low-zenith-angle
operation. This proceeding presents results from the first LST-1 campaign towards the Galactic
Center and those from validation studies of the large-zenith-angle technique for LST-1.

2. Data & Analysis

2.1 Observations and Monte-Carlo Simulations

Two sets of observation data (Data) are used in this study: large zenith angle data on the Crab
Nebula taken from December 2020 to March 2023, and large zenith angle data on the Galactic
Center taken from April 2021 to June 2022. All the observations were carried out in the so-called
wobble mode [5] with the offset angle of 0.4 deg for the Crab Nebula, and 0.5 deg or 0.7 deg for
Sgr A*. The total amount of data after data selections is approximately 39 hours and 13 hours
for the Galactic Center and the Crab Nebula respectively. Note that this study does not use the
stereoscopic-reconstruction technique but only uses data of LST-1 monoscopic observations.

Data analysis of IACTs hinges upon Monte-Carlo (MC) simulations of the atmospheric-shower
development and telescope responses. We simulate MCs along trajectories in the horizontal coor-
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dinates of the Galactic Center and the Crab Nebula. In particular, this study uses diffuse MCs for
both training and testing in order to extend the analysis in the entire Field of View (FoV).

2.2 Low Level Analysis: Event Reconstruction

Some observation runs of substandard quality, which are affected by inclement weather or
hardware malfunction, are excluded from our analysis. The criteria for this selection, based
primarily on the cosmic shower rate, are common with the standard low-zenith-angle mode, while
making adjustment of thresholds to large zenith angle observations. In data processing, Data and
MCs are consistently processed with the official software cta-lstchain [6] in acoordance with
the standard procedure [7]. Based on the so-called Hillas parameters, the Random Forests (RFs)
are trained on a point-by-point basis along the trajectories. These RFs are subsequently applied to
Data on a run-by-run approach, whose primary objective is to cope with the rapid variations in the
telescope response as a function of the zenith and azimuth angles.

Reconstructing an event at the large zenith angle generally poses a difficulty, mainly due to
a dimmer and more elongated shower image. This study applies stringent event selections (e.g.
events of photo-electrons more than 200 phe are selected.) with the aim at prioritizing the analysis
of better-reconstructed events even in the monoscopic operation.

To achieve a robust suppression of the cosmic-ray background, a threshold is imposed on a
score gammaness, which the RFs yield as a result of the particle-type classification. This study
maintains 60% efficiency in gamma-ray MC samples in respective reconstructed energy bins for
the purpose of mitigating a significant Data/MC discrepancy. The Data/MC comparison study, as
outlined in Sec.3.1, confirms that these relatively strict cuts will not induce a problematic Data/MC
discrepancy.

2.3 High Level Analysis: Signal Extraction

Despite the advanced background suppression, the cosmic-ray-induced background persists
inexorably, especially at lower energies. In the conventional point-source analysis for data taken in
the wobble mode, the reflected-background-region method is widely used to evaluate the irreducible
background [8]. In this study, this methodology is also used for analysis of the sources at the wobble
center, i.e., Crab Nebula and Sgr A*. By contrast, background estimation for non-central or extended
sources requires particular attention. This study employs the exclusion-map technique for an analysis
in the 𝐸-𝑥-𝑦 phase space, which is recently proposed as an advancement of the prior techniques
such as the ring-wobble method or the blind-map method [9]. The result is cross-checked with an
implementation available in pybkgmodel [10].

The final step is to estimate the gamma-ray flux from the excess, which results from the intrinsic
gamma-ray flux convolved with the telescope response functions (IRFs). Evaluating the IRFs from
the gamma-ray MCs, the intrinsic emission is estimated by performing a forward-folding likelihood
fit of spectral and spatial models in gammapy [11].
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Figure 1: Parameter distributions of the gamma-ray MC simulations and the Crab Nebula data: (a)
gammaness and (b) the square of the angular dispersion. For Data the angle 𝜃 is defined as the angular
distance between the Crab Nebula and an estimated arrival direction, and for MC defined as the angle be-
tween true and estimated direction. The gammaness distribution is calculated after a cut of 𝜃 < 0.1 deg but
before the gammaness cut, whereas the 𝜃2 plot is obtained without the 𝜃 cut but with the 60%-efficiency
gammaness cut, whose threshold is between 0.7 and 0.8 depending on the telescope zenith angle. The MC
simulation does not include the arcminute-scale fluctuation of the telescope pointing.

3. Results

3.1 Validation of Large-Zenith-Angle MC Simulations

The thorough dependence on the MC simulations in the analysis requires a consistency between
MC simulations and actual observations. The large zenith angle observation, in particular, can
easily lead to larger Data/MC discrepancies than the standard low zenith angles, as it entails long
air-shower development in the rarefied layers of the high-altitude atmosphere. We therefore test our
large-zenith-angle MCs by comparing the analytical parameters between MCs and Data of the Crab
Nebula.

From Data, a gamma-ray parameter distribution is estimated in analogy of the reflected-
background-region technique. The ON region is defined as a circle of a radius of 0.1 deg centered
on the Crab Nebula, and two OFF regions are positioned 120 deg apart from the ON region with
the pointing position as the center. An excess distribution is obtained by subtracting a histogram
in the ON region by those in the OFF regions. As for MC, to convert a histogram into a unit of
rate, the gamma-ray MC events are event-by-event re-weighted by the log-parabola energy spectrum
reported by MAGIC [12].

Fig.1(a) indicates that the application of the gammaness cuts around 0.7 or 0.8 will not
induce a strong bias to the estimation of IRFs, thereby assuring the reliability of the analysis.
Fig.1(b) demonstrates the compatible angular resolution between Data and MCs, although a slight
broadening effect is noticeable in Data. By fitting the King function, which is regarded as an
effective representation of an IACT point spread function [13], the difference in the angular profile
between Data and MC is quantified to be about 0.03 deg. This marginal discrepancy may be
attributed by the arcminute-scale pointing fluctuations during operation, which are not accounted
for the MC simulation.
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Figure 2: Spectral energy distribution of the Crab Nebula, obtained with the standard spectral analysis of
data taken at the large zenith angles. Shown are the data points of the signal-to-background ratio above 5%,
the excess above 10, and the Li-Ma significance above 2𝜎. The vertical error bars show the 1𝜎 statistical
uncertainty, the horizontal ones are an energy bin, and the upper limit represents 2𝜎 confidence level. The
upper limit is calculated when the excess or significance conditions are not fulfilled but the background events
are more than 10 events on top of the satisfied requirement of signal-to-background ratio above 5%.

3.2 Crab Nebula as the Standard Candle for the VHE Gamma Rays

The cross-calibration with other instruments is an indispensable idea for the VHE gamma-
ray telescopes including LST-1. Observations of the Crab Nebula, the archetypal plerion, are
widely used for this purpose. In this study, the log-parabola function is used to describe the SED:
d𝑁/d𝐸 = 𝑁0(𝐸/𝐸ref)−𝛼−𝛽 log(𝐸/𝐸ref ) , where 𝐸ref = 1.0 TeV. On analysis, the low energy bins
below 316 GeV are discarded, where the signal-to-background ratio does not reach 5%.

As shown in Fig.2, the SED in this study is consistent with the previous studies. Notably,
a wide energy range between 316 GeV and 31.6 TeV is covered thanks to the combination of the
large zenith angle observation and low energy threshold of LST-1. This result demonstrates that
the large-zenith-angle observation and analysis of LST-1 is mature enough to carry out scientific
research.

3.3 Galactic Center Studies

To begin with, the standard point-source analysis applied for the Crab Nebula is replicated for
Sgr A*. The OFF regions are placed at the vertices of the tridecagon only on the outside of the
Galactic plane. As with the previous studies, the power-law (PL) model with an exponential cut-off
(EC) is used to formulate the SED: d𝑁/d𝐸 = 𝑁0(𝐸/𝐸ref)−𝛼 × exp(−𝐸/𝐸cut).

Furthermore, we extend the analysis to the 3D (𝐸-𝑥-𝑦) phase space. On the estimation of the
background, circles of 0.3 deg radius around bright sources (Sgr A* and G0.9+0.1) and a rectangle
along the Galactic plane (0.4 deg × 6.0 deg) are excluded. Fig.3 visualizes clear signals from Sgr
A*, G0.9+0.1, and the diffuse emission along the Galactic plane. Although the FoV may include a
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Figure 3: Sky map in the Galactic Center region in units of significance, smeared with a Gaussian of a
0.08 deg standard deviation.

largely extended emission or another point-like gamma-ray source, the current background should
cancel out such signals.

Hence, we aim at the characterization of the gamma-ray emission from Sgr A* and G0.9+0.1.
ECPL and PL are used for the spectral model, respectively. Regarding the spatial model, a point-
source model is assumed for the both sources, while a Gaussian kernel is additionally convolved
to the spatial models for the intention to correct for the slight Data/MC discrepancy in the angular
resolution as discussed in Sec.3.1. When fitting the models to data, pixels within 0.1 deg from the
sources are only used. The spectral parameters are unfrozen with all the parameters in the spatial
models fixed. For simplicity, an extended emission is not modeled in this study.

The best-fit models in the 3D analysis are given by 𝑁0 = (2.62 ± 0.10)×10−12 TeV−1 cm−2 s−1,
𝛼 = 2.14 ± 0.06, 𝐸cut = 20.5+8.2

−4.6 TeV for Sgr A*, and 𝑁0 = (0.58 ± 0.07) × 10−12 TeV−1 cm−2 s−1,
𝛼 = 2.30 ± 0.09 for G0.9+0.1, where systematic uncertainties are currently not took into account.
Both SEDs are in agreement with the results from the previous measurements, though the cut-off
energy of Sgr A* is barely higher.

4. Summary & Outlook

The exploration of the Galactic Center in VHE gamma rays plays an essential role in the spectral
and morphological study of the cosmic ray acceleration around the supermassive black hole and in
the search for the promising dark matter candidate WIMPs. We present here the results from the
first CTA-LST-1 campaign towards the Galactic Center.

This study establishes the large-zenith-angle observation technique for LST-1. The SED of
the Crab Nebula, reconstructed from 13 hours of data taken at the large zenith angle, signifies
the consistency with previous measurements, covering an energy range between 316 GeV and
31.6 TeV. This wide energy coverage serves to highlight both the low energy threshold of LST-1
and the sensitivity enhanced above TeV by the large-zenith-angle technique.
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Drawing upon the successful validation of the technique with the Crab Nebula, the LST-1
Galactic Center data of 39 hours are collected in 2021 and 2022 and are analyzed through our newly
developed software. The sky map visualization in Fig.3 highlights prominent signals of Sgr A*,
SNR G0.9+0.1, and the diffuse emission along the Galactic plane. The SEDs of the first and second
sources, derived from the analysis in the 𝐸-𝑥-𝑦 phase space, cover the energy range above 464 GeV
up to a few tens of TeV, and are in line with results reported by current-generation telescopes.

In conclusion, LST-1 has demonstrated that extended and large-zenith-angle observations are
feasible. In order to gain a new insight for the important yet complex region, we will continue to
accumulate the Galactic Center data, extend this study to encompass the diffuse emission in the
analysis, and design the WIMP search based on the actual LST-1 data.
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