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Priorities	&	Multi-Facility	
Scheduling
Discussion	Session
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Where	can	we	join	forces?
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Where	else?

Facility	Specific Standardised	
Approach

Database	of	trigger	
information	for	querying	

(see	Phil	Evans	talk)



Recommended	multi-facility	
transient	policy	document?

• Not	enforced,	but	standardised	advice	for	the	community	
managing	facilities?

• Common	priority	ranking	strategy	to	determine	if	
standard	observations	can	be	overridden

• Are	we	happy	with	the	TACs	determining	which	
transients	are	more	important?	E.g.	GWs	>	GRBs	>	FRBs	

• Advice	for	TACs
– Suggest	a	transient/variable	expert	on	all	TACs
– Proposal	prioritisation	taking	into	account	triggers
– Recommended	content	to	look	for	in	assessing	transient	

proposals	e.g.	triggering	criteria	and	response	time	
requirements
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Currently	focused	on	facilities	
responding	in	isolation	… should	we	be	

automatically	co-observing?
• Examples	(such	as	for	GW	follow-up):

– LOFAR	will	only	observe	if	CTA	is	observing
– ATCA	will	target	the	same	galaxy	candidates	as	Swift
– Swift	and	SVOM	X-ray	telescopes	will	co-ordinate	response	to	search	

different	fields
– Schedule	observations	automatically	for	simultaneous	multi-

wavelength	data

• Would	this	be	useful	/	revolutionary?	For	what	science	cases?
• What	is	the	best	way	to	implement	this?	What	2-way	

communication	protocol	is	best?	Advanced	VOEvents or	
something	new?
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