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ABSTRACT

In preparation for the Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI), a new top end was installed on the Mayall
4-meter telescope at Kitt Peak National Observatory. The refurbished telescope and the DESI instrument were
successfully commissioned on sky between 2019 October and 2020 March. Here we describe the pointing, tracking
and imaging performance of the Mayall telescope equipped with its new DESI prime focus corrector, as measured
by six guider cameras sampling the outer edge of DESI’s focal plane. Analyzing ∼500,000 guider images acquired
during commissioning, we find a median delivered image FWHM of 1.1 arcseconds (in the r-band at 650 nm),
with the distribution extending to a best-case value of ∼0.6 arcseconds. The point spread function is well
characterized by a Moffat profile with a power-law index of β ≈ 3.5 and little dependence of β on FWHM. The
shape and size of the PSF delivered by the new corrector at a field angle of 1.57 degrees are very similar to those
measured with the old Mayall corrector on axis. We also find that the Mayall achieves excellent pointing accuracy
(several arcseconds RMS) and minimal open-loop tracking drift (< 1 milliarcsecond per second), improvements
on the telecope’s pre-DESI performance. In the future, employing DESI’s active focus adjustment capabilities
will likely further improve the Mayall/DESI delivered image quality.

Keywords: Mayall Telescope, Kitt Peak National Observatory, DESI
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument1 (DESI) is a Stage IV ground-based dark energy experiment that will
produce an unprecedented three-dimensional map of the Universe. DESI employs the baryon acoustic oscillation
(BAO) technique to provide state-of-the-art cosmological constraints to redshifts > 2 by observing several tracer
galaxy populations.2 In total, approximately 35 million redshifts will be obtained by DESI during its five-year
survey which will cover nearly the entire northern (δ > −30◦) sky at high Galactic latitudes3 (∼15,000 square
degrees in total). Importantly, DESI will collect redshifts for ∼15 million faint (g ∼ 23 AB) emission line galaxies
at z ∼ 1− 1.5, a redshift range largely unexplored with BAO.

DESI consists of a next-generation multi-object spectroscopy instrument4,5 installed at Kitt Peak National
Observatory’s Nicholas U. Mayall 4-meter Telescope in southern Arizona. DESI’s ten spectrographs combine
to acquire 5,000 spectra simultaneously, spanning the 360-980 nm wavelength range with resolution λ/∆λ ∼
2, 000 − 5, 500. DESI’s focal plane resides at the prime focus of the Mayall telescope, where a new DESI top
end6 has been installed. The DESI corrector7 provides a large 3.2◦ diameter field of view, of which ∼7.5 square
degrees is instrumented for spectroscopy. A hexapod allows for fine-grained adjustments of the corrector barrel
position. 5,000 fiber positioning robots8,9 patrol the focal plane to align stars and galaxies with fiber-optic cables
connected to the spectrographs.

DESI installation10 completed in 2019 October, and the Mayall facility will be entirely dedicated to DESI
operations until the survey’s completion. It is therefore important to validate that the Mayall telescope with
DESI top end meets DESI’s technical requirements while performing at the same high level as did the pre-
DESI configuration. In this work, we use DESI commissioning observations to validate the Mayall telescope’s
performance in terms of pointing, tracking and delivered image quality. In §2 we provide an overview of DESI
commissioning. In §3 we characterize the Mayall/DESI pointing and tracking. In §4 we study the Mayall/DESI
delivered image quality. We conclude in §5.

2. DESI COMMISSIONING

The DESI instrument is comprised of many component subsystems, making the commissioning process a mul-
tifaceted endeavor. DESI commissioning consisted of two distinct phases. First, the DESI Commissioning
Instrument11 (CI) campaign provided initial checks on the Mayall/DESI setup, especially the new DESI cor-
rector, during on-sky nighttime observations from 2019 March through 2019 May. The CI hardware was a
temporary focal plane instrumented with five commercial CCD imaging sensors meant to mimic DESI’s guider
cameras. The CI focal plane contained no fiber positioners and hence the run did not include any spectroscopic
tests. Nevertheless, the CI campaign resulted in many advancements, including a Mayall/DESI pointing model,
a look-up-table for best focus/alignment as a function of telescope orientation, testing of the DESI instrument
control software system12 (ICS) and observer interface, validation of the DESI corrector’s ability to provide sharp
images across the field of view, and a Mayall/DESI field rotation model.

Following an observing hiatus during the summer of 2019, DESI focal plane commissioning began with
spectroscopic first light on 2019 October 22. Unlike the CI run, focal plane commissioning observations were
performed with the production DESI focal plane installed at the Mayall and connected to the DESI spectrographs.
A schematic diagram of the DESI focal plane layout is shown in Figure 1. The DESI focal plane consists of ten
wedge-shaped “petals”. Each petal contains ∼500 fiber positioner robots, ∼10 “fiducials” (fixed references used
for metrology), and a ‘Guide, Focus and Alignment’ (GFA13) imaging sensor near the outer edge. DESI employs
two distinct types of GFA cameras: guiders and focusers. Guiders are designed such that their images are in
focus when incoming light is focused at the positioner fiber tips. On the other hand, focusers are intentionally
out of focus relative to the guiders and fiber tips by ±1,500 µm (one half of each focuser chip is intra focal and
the other half is extra focal). During DESI survey observing, the six guider cameras are used for field acquisition
and guiding throughout DESI’s relatively long (∼20 minute) spectroscopic exposures. The focuser cameras are
used for wavefront sensing that allows for DESI to actively monitor and control focus during exposures.14
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram illustrating the layout of DESI’s focal plane. Open black circles are robotic fiber positioners,
gray filled circles are fixed reference “fiducials”, blue rectangles are outlines of the four focuser cameras, and red rectangles
are outlines of the six guider cameras. The ∼5,000 DESI fiber positioners instrument a solid angle of ∼7.5 square degrees.
The DESI focal plane angular diameter is 3.2◦, with the guider and focuser cameras centered at 1.57◦ off-axis. Each
guider sensor covers a sky area of 24.6 square arcminutes. Source centroid and morphology measurements from DESI’s
six guider cameras enable the telescope performance assessments in this study.

2.1 DESI Guider Cameras

Because the Mayall telescope performance assessment throughout the remainder of this study relies on source
centroid/morphology measurements from the DESI guider cameras, we provide additional GFA specification
details in this subsection. Each DESI GFA camera is an e2v CCD230-42 back illuminated scientific CCD sensor.
Each such sensor is 2048 × 2064 pixels in extent. However, only 2048 × 1032 pixels of each GFA camera are used
by DESI to collect light; the other half of each sensor is masked to enable a frame transfer mode with expedited

readout. Each GFA pixel is 15 µm on a side, corresponding to an angular size of Ω
1/2
pix = 0.205′′ at the outer

edge of the DESI focal plane. The angular dimensions of each GFA camera on sky are 7.3′ × 3.4′, covering a
solid angle of 24.6 square arcminutes. Each guider camera is equipped with a 5 mm thick SDSS r-band filter.
Figure 2 shows the GFA total throughput curve as dictated by the atmospheric transmission (at zenith), primary
mirror reflectance, corrector throughput, vignetting, r-band filter transmission and sensor quantum efficiency.
The central wavelength is λ ≈ 645 nm, with a half-width of roughly 75 nm.

The DESI GFA cameras are operated at a typical sensor temperature of ∼11◦ Celsius. At this temperature,
their dark current is rather large (∼40 e−/second/pixel) with strong spatial structure across each sensor. In
order to measure source properties as accurately as possible, it is therefore important to detrend the raw guider
camera data. Thus, prior to making any of the centroid or morphology measurements used throughout this work,
we apply an off-line DESI GFA reduction pipeline to detrend the raw guider images. This detrending includes
bias subtraction, dark current subtraction, and flatfielding.

3
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Figure 2. GFA throughput curve, taking into account the contributions of atmospheric transmission (at zenith), the Mayall
primary mirror reflectance, the DESI corrector throughput, vignetting, the GFA r-band filter and the e2v CCD230-42
quantum efficiency.

2.2 Observing Campaign

The DESI focal plane commissioning observing campaign took place from 2019 October 22 through 2020 March
15. Our commissioning campaign achieved its goal of demonstrating that the full DESI system is capable of
executing standard DESI survey observations, which consist of long (∼20 minute) guided spectroscopic exposures
yielding thousands of faint galaxy redshifts per pointing. However, many of the DESI commissioning observations
gathered deviate in a variety of ways relative to the standard DESI exposure sequence. Given the numerous
special commissioning tests performed, the resulting data set is very heterogeneous.

One significant aspect of DESI commissioning observations that differs from production survey operations is
that we did not enable active focus adjustments while guiding/exposing. Instead, we determined the best focus
by performing focus scans like that illustrated in Figure 3, where we stepped the distance (z) between the DESI
corrector/focal plane and primary mirror in increments of 100 µm. We then fit a parabola to the resulting trend
of guider camera FWHM versus z in order to determine the optimal focus (z value of the parabola minimum).
Within the sequence of guider camera focus scan postage stamps shown in Figure 3, each cutout has an angular
extent of ∼10′′ on a side.

The vast majority of the existing DESI guider camera images were acquired while guiding, during which
one 5 second GFA exposure is obtained every 10 seconds (the GFA readout time in this operating mode is 5
seconds). These 5 second guider camera frames were typically acquired either during dedicated guiding tests or
guided spectroscopic exposures. For both of these applications it is important that the telescope be well-focused,
making this large data set of 5 second guiding exposures very valuable for studies of delivered image quality (§4).

3. POINTING AND TRACKING

In preparation for DESI installation, the Mayall telescope control system (TCS) recently underwent a significant
upgrade.15,16 This effort yielded excellent pointing and tracking performance for the Mayall telescope with its
pre-DESI top end. Prior to TCS modernization, the Mayall’s pointing accuracy was ∼10-20′′ RMS. Following
the TCS enhancements, the pointing accuracy improved to just ≈3′′ RMS. The tracking drift also improved from
∼0.5′′/minute to ∼0.04′′/minute.

It is important to re-measure these telescope performance metrics following DESI top end installation for sev-
eral reasons, including: (1) the DESI top end has a different mass and moment than the foregoing configuration;
(2) verifying that no other aspects of the new DESI hardware (e.g., the fiber cabling) have hindered the Mayall’s
pointing/tracking capabilities; (3) checking that no incidental regressions (e.g., loss of encoder cleanliness) have
taken place during the extensive DESI installation process.

4



Figure 3. Example of a focus scan used during DESI commissioning to place the guider cameras in focus. Top: One PSF
postage stamp per guider camera (row) per exposure (column). Each postage stamp is 10′′ × 10′′. Guider camera names,
hexapod z values, and exposure numbers are provided as red annotations. Bottom: Fit of the per-exposure FWHM trend
as a function of hexapod z, which determines the z value that best focuses the guider cameras for subsequent observations.

Minimizing the pointing model’s RMS accuracy is, by itself, not especially critical for DESI survey operations.
Upon slewing to a new field, DESI’s PlateMaker4 software is capable of detecting pointing corrections of several
arcminutes during its astrometric registration process. Still, constructing a high-quality pointing model is a key
step toward ensuring excellent tracking performance, which is very important to DESI’s success. DESI’s long
spectroscopic exposures necessitate excellent guiding (∼100 mas RMS), which in turn requires good tracking
performance so as to avoid the introduction of excessive astrometric jitter on short timescales.
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Figure 4. Summary of a pointing model sequence from DESI observing night 2020 January 16. Left: histogram of RA
direction residuals between the commanded telescope position following a long slew and the actual telescope position.
Center: histogram of Dec direction residuals between commanded and actual telescope positions during this pointing model
sequence. Right: histogram of slew lengths preceding the exposures that contribute to the left and center histograms.
The median slew length is quite long, 56

◦
. Dashed red vertical lines indicate the median value in each panel.

The DESI CI was constructed to have the same mass and moment as the full DESI focal plane system,11

allowing us to build a Mayall/DESI pointing model during the CI observing campaign. We then applied this
same pointing model during DESI focal plane commissioning. On 2020 January 16 we conducted a pointing
model observing sequence using the CI pointing model. A pointing model observing sequence consists of a series
of long slews all around the observable sky to acquire stars with well known astrometric positions. Typically,
the goal is to visit ∼30 sky locations spanning a wide range of hour angles and declinations, with a long slew
separating each pair of consecutive sky locations. Upon completion of each long slew, a pointing correction is
calculated, applied and logged. The resulting set of ∼30 pointing offsets can then be used to further refine the
pointing model parameters if necessary. The DESI hexapod and atmospheric dispersion compensator (ADC) are
kept fixed during pointing model observing sequences, since motions of these components between sky locations
can introduce relative shifts in the field centers obtained.

Figure 4 shows the results of our 2020 January 16 pointing model observing sequence. The median slew length
between consecutive sky locations was 56◦, and the declination ranged from −35◦ to +75◦ while the hour angle
spanned from −71◦ to +73◦. The RMS pointing offset following long slews was only 3.0′′ in the RA direction and
1.8′′ in the Dec direction. These RMS accuracy values are consistent with those of the pre-DESI Mayall pointing
model, demonstrating that the Mayall/DESI configuration can perform to this same high standard. Note that
the small systematic shifts of the RA and Dec pointing offset components (−9′′ and −5′′, respectively) are merely
definitional. In this work we use the desimeter software∗ to calculate field centers whereas the pointing model
was created using the PlateMaker software. In late January 2020, the PlateMaker software was updated to use
a definition of the DESI field center consistent with that adopted by desimeter.

Tracking tests are performed by simply remaining at a single sky location for ∼10−30 minutes while acquiring
a series of DESI guider camera images to monitor the motions of stellar source centroids. Again, it is important
to keep both the hexapod and ADC lenses fixed during such a sequence, since motions of these components can
introduce field center shifts not related to movement of the telescope itself. On 2020 January 28 we performed a
12 minute tracking test which consisted of a series of 20 second DESI guider camera exposures. Analyzing the
guider camera source centroids, we find a drift rate of 20 milliarcseconds/minute (13 milliarcseconds/minute)
along the RA (Dec) direction. These rates are similar to the previously quoted benchmark values for pre-DESI
Mayall tracking drift, validating the Mayall/DESI tracking drift performance.

∗https://github.com/desihub/desimeter
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The Mayall’s slew and settle times with its new DESI top end are identical to the pre-DESI Mayall slew
and settle times. The Mayall/DESI configuration remains capable of pointing ‘beyond the pole’ (and has done
so on a few occasions during DESI commissioning), but DESI does not plan to perform spectroscopic survey
observations beyond-the-pole.

4. DELIVERED IMAGE QUALITY

Delivered image quality (DIQ) is a critical metric for assessing the performance of a telescope plus instrument
combination. For DESI, attaining good DIQ is necessary to confine a sufficient fraction of each target’s flux within
the small 107 µm (≈1.5′′) diameter aperture of its associated fiber. The DIQ is determined by a variety of effects,
including the atmospheric seeing, turbulence within the telescope dome (‘dome seeing’), temperature differential
between the primary mirror and ambient, corrector blur and so forth. The Kitt Peak site features excellent
atmospheric seeing, and the Mayall telescope was upgraded roughly two decades ago with the specific purpose
of further optimizing DIQ†. Additionally, the Mayall dome’s exterior was re-painted with LO-MIT in 2016, to
decrease the nighttime dome versus ambient temperature differential and associated turbulence. During DESI
commissioning, observers no longer used the Mayall’s ‘upper’ control room, which has a wall that abuts the dome’s
interior; the corresponding small reduction in heat deposited into the dome may have had a slight positive effect
on the DIQ. The DIQ of the Mayall/MOSAIC system that preceded DESI has been thoroughly characterized.17

Mayall/MOSAIC provided a median R-band DIQ of FWHM = 1.17′′, and the stellar profiles were best described
by a Moffat function18 of power law index β = 3.5, with β essentially independent of FWHM.17 Here we seek to
compare the DESI r-band DIQ against these Mayall/MOSAIC FWHM and β benchmarks.

The first step toward characterizing the Mayall/DESI DIQ is selecting a large sample of in-focus guider
camera images spanning many nights throughout the DESI commissioning campaign. As mentioned in §2.2,
images acquired while guiding provide a natural data set for DIQ studies, since it is reasonable to assume that
the telescope would have been well-focused by observers prior to initiating guiding sequences. This full data
set consists of 552,076 single-camera guider images. We begin by attempting to construct a pixelized point
spread function (PSF) model for each of these full-frame, single-camera guider images. These PSF models are
built by combining postage stamps of individual sources and do not assume any functional form or include any
analytic component. We use our own custom Python code to create PSF postage stamps, rather than adopting
any off-the-shelf PSF-making software. In brief, our PSF-making code gathers 10.5′ × 10.5′ cutouts centered
on well-detected (signal-to-noise ≥ 20) stars within each detrended single-camera guider image, subtracts off a
sky background level determined within a 5.2′-7.4′ (radius) annulus surrounding each source, normalizes each
source’s background-subtracted cutout based on its 1.5′′ radius aperture flux, applies subpixel shifts to precisely
align the centroids of all sources, and then median filters the resulting image cube of normalized/recentered
cutouts to arrive at a final PSF postage stamp. Ideally, we would use a weighted mean rather than a median
filter (we will likely attempt to implement such an upgrade in the future), but the DESI guider cameras suffer
from analog-to-digital conversion issues that create severe hot/cold pixels appearing in unpredictable locations
from one image to the next, which makes averaging perilous.

In some cases no astronomical sources are detected and thus no PSF model is generated. In other cases, only a
very small number of sources contribute to an image’s PSF model. For our FWHM and β analysis, we only retain
guider images with PSF models built from at least three high-significance sources. We additionally reject highly
asymmetric PSF models. Asymmetry is taken to be a proxy for one of several undesirable situations, such as out-
of-focus guiding data or streaked images where telescope tracking was lost while exposing. Finally, we remove
guider images whose prescan/overscan regions show indications of problematic analog-to-digital conversion, a
behavior that sometimes corrupts the DESI GFA readout. After all of these cuts, the resulting sample contains
479,755 single-camera guider images. In selecting this sample, we attempted to avoid selection cuts that would
significantly bias the distribution of FWHM values. The median (mean) number of sources contributing to each
single-camera PSF cutout is 10 (14.6).

For each of the 479,755 retained guider images, we constructed the PSF radial profile and used this profile
to directly measure the FWHM (i.e., our FWHM measurements did not assume any functional form). The

†https://www.noao.edu/noao/noaonews/sep99/node39.html
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radial profile construction and corresponding FWHM determination were performed using a port of the relevant
subroutines from IDLUTILS ATV‡. We estimate a typical uncertainty of 0.07′′ on our per-camera FWHM
measurements, by comparing FWHM measurements of adjacent guider cameras within the same exposure. This
estimate is likely best regarded as an upper bound on our per-camera FWHM uncertainty, since adjacent guider
cameras have sufficiently large angular separations (∼1◦) that differences in their FWHM values within the same
exposure could be due in large part to atmospheric seeing. A histogram of our per-camera FWHM measurements
is shown in Figure 5. The median FWHM value is 1.11′′, very similar to the median Mayall/MOSAIC R-band
DIQ of 1.17′′. This agreement is all the more impressive since we are comparing DESI guider images that are
≈1.6◦ off axis with the on-axis MOSAIC images. There is a tail of large FWHM values, which is likely due to
specific nights when the atmosphere was unusually turbulent and/or the Mayall primary mirror temperature was
far different from ambient. We confirmed through visual inspection that a number of images have FWHM values
reaching 0.6-0.65′′, as indicated by the lower tail of the distribution shown in Figure 5. Such FWHM ≈ 0.6-0.65′′

image quality is remarkably sharp considering that the DESI guider cameras are 1.57◦ off axis.
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Figure 5. Histogram of per guider camera FWHM measurements across all of DESI commissioning. Approximately
480,000 single-camera full-frame guider images are included. The FWHM values are directly measured from PSF model
radial profiles and therefore do not assume any analytic functional form. The median FWHM value is 1.11′′, consistent
with the pre-DESI Mayall/MOSAIC R-band delivered image quality. We confirmed through visual inspection that a
number of images have FWHM values reaching 0.6-0.65′′, as indicated by the lower tail of this distribution.

Figure 6 shows a histogram of the nightly median FWHM values across this set of 479,755 individual FWHM
measurements. In total 92 observing nights are represented in this sample. Figure 6 only shows those nights
with at least 600 FWHM measurements available. The median nightly FWHM value is 1.12′′, and the nightly
FWHM distribution is generally similar to the per-image FWHM distribution of Figure 5. This is consistent
with a scenario whereby the seeing varies in large part on a night-to-night basis, primarily due to the degree
of atmospheric turbulence, but also to some extent dictated by turbulence associated with the primary mirror’s
temperature differential versus ambient; this picture was similarly supported by the foregoing Mayall/MOSAIC
DIQ study.17 With future observations, we might expect to measure an even better median Mayall/DESI DIQ
because primary mirror cooling was often disabled during DESI commissioning in order to accommodate focal
plane positioner testing. During DESI commissioning the primary mirror was a median of 0.44◦ C warmer than
ambient with a standard deviation of 1.53◦ C, and the absolute mirror versus ambient temperature differential

‡http://www.sdss3.org/svn/repo/idlutils/tags/v5_5_5/pro/plot/atv.pro, specifically the atv radplotf and
atv splinefwhm subroutines.
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was > 1◦ C (> 3◦ C) 48% (6%) of the time. During DESI survey operations, the primary mirror temperature
should better match ambient on average, reducing mirror-induced turbulence.
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Figure 6. Histogram of nightly median r-band delivered image quality during DESI commissioning, as measured with
the DESI guider cameras. 86 observing nights with at least 600 FWHM measurements per night are included.

Another way of quantifying the DIQ is to calculate the fraction of each PSF model’s flux that would fall
within a 107 µm circular DESI fiber (ffiber), assuming that the fiber is perfectly centered on the PSF model
centroid§. For DESI spectroscopy, this is a more directly relevant DIQ metric than the FWHM, although FWHM
is advantageous in terms of ability to compare against prior Mayall/MOSAIC benchmarks. For all 479,755 guider
PSF models, we computed the ffiber metric. A plot of the resulting ffiber trend as a function of FWHM is shown
in Figure 7. The moving median (black line) is a near-perfect match to the trend expected for a β = 3.5 Moffat
profile (dashed magenta), except perhaps at very low FWHM values (≈0.8′′), where the β = 3.5 curve intersects
the 1σ high measured trendline rather than the moving median. The consistency of the measured trend and
Moffat β = 3.5 behavior indicates that, for the purposes of DESI spectroscopy, the delivered PSF is effectively
behaving in the same way as would a Moffat profile with β = 3.5.

We also implemented the capability to fit each of our two-dimensional PSF models with a Moffat profile of
variable β parameter, in order to directly measure the Mayall/DESI Moffat β parameter distribution. However,
we found that the best-fit β parameter was subject to large excursions in cases where the guiding data were
moderately out-of-focus, corrupting our distribution of β values and also the measured trend of β versus FWHM.
In order to best characterize the Mayall/DESI Moffat β parameter, we therefore analyzed a subset of guider
camera images that were properly focused. Fortunately, several hundred focus scans (like the one shown in Figure
3) were accumulated over the course DESI commissioning. The parabolic fits of FWHM versus z for these focus
scans provide the best focus z values, such that we can select only those exposures within a small z range about
each focus scan’s minimum to obtain a clean in-focus data set. The full DESI commissioning focus scan data
set contains 227 exposures falling within 50 µm of their respective focus scan’s parabolic fit best z value. For
instance, we can see from Figure 3 that exposure number 43855 is one of these 227 cases, since it has z = 389 µm,
which is within only a few µm of the parabola minimum at z = 392 µm. For each of these 227 well-focused
exposures drawn from focus scans, we again compute pixelized PSF models, radial profile FWHM measurements,

§Our ffiber calculations always use the plate scale at the guider camera locations within the focal plane. The plate
scale across DESI’s field of view is not constant, and the 107 µm fiber diameter will correspond to a solid angle that varies
as a function of radius from the DESI focal plane center.
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Figure 7. Fraction of flux in an aperture the size/shape of a DESI fiber, as a function of FWHM. The black line provides
the median measured trend and the red lines give the corresponding 16th and 84th percentile values. Also overplotted
for comparison is a β = 3.5 Moffat profile (purple dashed line). The measured median trend agrees very well with the
β = 3.5 Moffat profile.

and best-fit Moffat β values, just as we did for the much larger sample of guiding images. The results are shown
in Figure 8. The left panel is a histogram of the in-focus Moffat β parameters. The median value is β = 3.49,
extremely close to the quoted Mayall/MOSAIC value17 of β = 3.5. The standard deviation of guider camera
β values is 0.63. The center panel plots Mayall/DESI Moffat β as a function of FWHM. No clear trend of β
with FWHM is discernible, again consistent with the Mayall/MOSAIC findings.17 The rightmost panel shows
a histogram of FWHM values determined from the full set of DESI commissioning focus scans, serving as a
cross-check on the FWHM distributions presented in Figures 5 and 6. We would expect the distribution of focus
scan best FWHM values to be consistent with the distributions of guiding FWHM values and nightly median
guiding FHWM values. Indeed, the focus scan FWHM values have a median FWHM of 1.13′′, very close to the
median values from Figures 5 and 6.

Lastly, we have undertaken a preliminary investigation of the Mayall/DESI image quality as a function of
elevation, using the aforementioned sample of 479,755 guiding images. Figure 9 shows the trend of FWHM minus
nightly median FWHM as a function of zenith distance. Essentially no trend is seen until zenith distance reaches
∼50◦, at which point there becomes a noticeable degradation of the image quality toward higher zenith distances
(lower elevations). The Mayall/MOSAIC trend of image quality versus zenith distance17 is also overplotted as a
blue line. The Mayall/MOSAIC trend is very similar to the Mayall/DESI trend. We caution that at large zenith
distance there is relatively little DESI commissioning data currently available.

5. CONCLUSION

Using DESI commissioning data, we have characterized the Mayall telescope’s performance in terms of pointing,
tracking and delivered image quality. We find that, with its new DESI top end installed, the Mayall telescope is
already performing at essentially the same high level as it did in its pre-DESI configuration. In the future, the
Mayall/DESI delivered image quality may be further improved by enabling DESI’s active focus adjustments, and
by collecting more data at relatively low elevation to refine the focus/alignment look-up table in that regime. It
will be valuable to repeat our delivered image quality assessment once a sizable data set has been acquired with
active focus adjustment, and also once a longer time interval has been sampled (several years versus just five
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Figure 8. Focus scans offer opportunities to study both the Moffat β parameter and the FWHM distribution. Left:
distribution of best-fit Moffat β values for a sample of guider exposures acquired during focus scans and within 50 µm of
best focus. The median is β = 3.49. Center: Moffat β as a function of FWHM, for the same sample of exposures in the
left panel. There is little dependence of β on FWHM. Right: distribution of FWHM values at best focus based on focus
sweep parabola fits. The median FWHM value is very similar to that of exposures acquired while guiding (Figure 5).

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
zenith distance (deg)

−1.5

−1.0

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

FW
HM

 m
in

us
 n

ig
ht

 )
 m

ed
ia

n 
(a

se
c) Ma)a  /DESI

Ma)a  /MOSAIC

image qua it) as a function of e e(ation

Figure 9. Examination of Mayall/DESI delivered image quality as a function of zenith distance. ∼480,000 single-camera
DESI guider images contribute to this plot, with grayscale showing the density of data points binned by zenith distance
and difference between each observation’s FWHM and the corresponding nightly median FWHM. Each column of the
two-dimensional histogram is normalized so that it sums to unity, since there are far more observations available near
zenith than at large zenith distances. The moving median trend of Mayall/DESI image quality versus zenith distance
(red line) remains quite flat until reaching ∼50◦. The corresponding Mayall/MOSAIC trend (blue line) is very similar.
The dashed magenta line denotes image quality independent of zenith distance.

months of DESI commissioning). The favorable Mayall/DESI performance metrics presented in this study bode
well for DESI’s upcoming five years of cosmology survey operations.
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