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Abstract

The original Tek CCD of the 1m reflector of Yunnan Observatory was damaged in the late 2008,
and two new Andor CCD cameras were imported. The second one was once lent by the 2.4m reflector
of the Observatory, and then is used at the 60cm reflector. The performance of both CCD cameras
have been determined, including the gain, readout noise, linearity and the shutter function, as well
as the influence of the scattered light. The results are; the linearity is better than (0.1 ~0.3)% , but
the motion of the shutter is not stable, the shutter function of the #1 CCD determined at different
nights are different, and the motion of the shutter of the #2 can not repeat even within one night.
The exposure must be longer than 2s in order to let the influence of the shutter less than 1% ; the in-
fluence of the scattered light is obvious, and the systematic difference between the twilight flat field
and the night exposure is larger than 2% . Comparing to the previous CCD observations, it is obvious

that the above problems come from the new CCD camera itself.
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