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Abstract A fast 2-dimensional image reconstruction method is preskrwhich
takes as input 1-dimensional data acquired from scanssarosntral source in dif-
ferent orientations. The resultant reconstructed imageasod show artefacts due to
non-uniform coverage in the orientations of the scans adtes central source, and
are successful in avoiding a high background due to contaioimof the flux from
the central source across the reconstructed image. Due tedighting scheme em-
ployed this method is also naturally robust to hot pixeldsThethod was developed
specifically with Gaia data in mind, but should be useful in combining data with
mismatched resolutions in different directions.
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1 Introduction

Gaia is an European Space Agency, ESA, satellite mission, duladoch in 2013,
which will be inserted into a Lissajous orbit around the LYtange point of the
Sun-Earth system. It is an astrometric mission which wilbiove upon the previous
ESA astrometry missiorHipparcos, with 10,000 times the number of stars observed
and increasing the parallax and proper-motion accuraajnati by an order of mag-
nitude, [van Leeuwen2007]. Th@aia catalogue will amount to about one billion
stars, or 1 per cent of the Galactic stellar population, detepto 20th magnitude.
This catalogue will consist of positions, proper motiorerglaxes, radial velocities,
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as well as astrophysical information derived from the oardanulti-colour photom-
etry. This will allow the first 3-dimensional map of our gajaxand enable studies
of its composition, formation and evolutioBaia will also detect tens of thousands
of extra-solar planetary systems, survey huge numberslaf sgpstem objects and
observe extragalactic objects, such as quasars and super@aia will also provide

a number of stringent new tests of general relativity andradegy. These and other
science goals are described|in [Mignard2005].

WhereasHipparcos relied on photomultiplier tubes, a modulating grid, and a
fixed pre-launch catalogue of objects to obsefsaia will use charge-coupled de-
vices, CCDs, and will perform a full survey. In order redulce tlata rate to a man-
ageable level only regions around detected sources wilebd out from the CCD
and transmitted back to Earth. The area around the sourcethanevel of binning
which will be performed will depend on the magnitude of théed&ed source, with
the data from fainter sources being reduced to 1-dimenEizen after this expedient
Gaia will still be producing on average 50 Gb of data every day anthle end of its
5 year mission will have amassed 100 Tb of data; further idatthe Gaia mission
may be found in[[Lindegren et al.2008]. The processing of@am data will hence
provide many logistical and technical challenges, duesteatume and the complex-
ity of the analysis required. An overview of ti@aia data processing is presented in
[Mignard et al.2008].

The spin rate ofGaia is 60 arcses ! and the axis maintains an angle of46
the Sun, while slowly precessing around the solar directompleting a full revo-
lution every 63 days. After its 5-year mission each objedt ndve been observed
between 50 to 250 times depending on the position of the spwith the ecliptic
latitude of the source being the most important factor iredetning the coverage.
The orientation of the focal plane as it transits the souritenaturally vary over
time, hence these multiple observations of the source mayséé to produce a 2-
dimensional image of the region surrounding the source i@ -dimensional data
of each transit. Indeed in order to achieve the full poténfithe catalogue, this will
be necessary both to increase the total number of sourcedgtbyting nearby ob-
jects in these images and hence allowing the necessaryctongto be made to the
astrometric and photometric parameters of the primarycsour

Any image reconstruction method which could be used sydieafly on Gaia
data will need to be fast, given the number of sources to wihiefil need to be ap-
plied, and robust to variations in the coverage, the poirgapfunctions, cosmic-ray
and solar proton hits. The feasibility and potential perfance of two differentimage
reconstruction methods, in the specific cas&afa data, have been previously in-
vestigated. The drizzle method, as described by [FrucinigHpok200P2] was inves-
tigated by [Nurmi2005], and image reconstruction via aretige least squares pro-
cedure regularised with a smoothing term was investigatfidandstroem et al.2006]
and [Mary et al.2006]. It is doubtful, however that eitherthesl as described would
be satisfactory in the case of the act@dia data set due to both the increase in
the complexity of the actual data and the volume of the dabaqssing required;
[Lindstroem et al.2006] and [Mary et al.2006] acknowleddleeimselves that their
method as presented was too computationally expensive fedséle. This paper
presents a method which may be up to the challenge of theldgtimdata set.
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Fig. 1 The layout of the focal-plane dbaia, showing the Sky Mapper, SM, and the Astrometric Field,
AF. This image is courtesy of ESA and Alexander Short.

Sectior 2 gives a brief description of hd@aia will acquire data, and how the
data is selected and binned prior to transmission back tthBathile this has been
presented elsewhere, it is important to describe it hereisaécessary to understand
the difficulties imposed on the image reconstruction by thgdompression and
windowing strategies. Secti@h 3 describes the simulatises in this paper. The new
method is described in Sectibh 4, after which a comparisdim thie drizzle method
is presented in Sectidn 5.

2 Description of the Gaia data

As described above not all the data is transmitted back tthEand for the fainter
objects a significant level of binning, for the purposes dadampression, has been
applied prior to transmission. In this section, the setecind transmission of the
datain regions around detected objects is described in dedad. It will be necessary
to define some terminology which will be used throughout thaper. A window
refers to the region, around the detected object, on the GG hich the data
is acquired. A window is composed of a set of samples, thesples are formed
using the data in the CCD pixels, this may be directly with &-tmone relation
between samples and pixels, or pixels may be binned togaitferm the sample.
The size of the window, and the number of pixels contributingach sample depends
on both the CCD as well as the magnitude of the object. Theulagbthe focal
plane ofGaia is shown in Figur&ll. It consists of 106 large-format CCDsuaged
over 7 rows and 17 strips. The largest section of CCDs form#\8trometric Field,
AF, which is preceded by the Sky Mapper, SM, which controésdbject detection
and selection of window types in the subsequent CCDs tethbiy the object. The
Blue and Red Photometers provide low resolution spectrimgphetric measurements
for each object and the Radial-Velocity Spectrograph aeguspectra of all objects
brighter than about 17-th magnitude.
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Fig. 2 This figure shows the relative sizes of the windows for olsjeftdifferent magnitudes in different
fields. It can be seen that the windows from the SM occupy tiyeta area, and this area remains the same
for all magnitudes. The areas of the windows in the AF fieldshdovever, change with the magnitude of
the object. For the brightest objects, magnitude 6-12halAF fields have the same area, shown in blue in
the figure. For the fainter objects the size of the window dispends upon the strip in the AF, with strips
2,5 and 8 having larger windows. The AF2,5 and 8 windows aa#ime size for 12-16 magnitude objects
as the 6-12 magnitude objects, only reducing in size for @8r2gnitude objects. The relative size of a
CCD pixel is also shown for comparison, it should be notedl tia pixels are not square but elongated in
the across scan, AC, direction with respect to the along, #dandirection.
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Fig. 3 While the overall size of the SM windows does not change with rhagnitude of the observed

object, the binning of the data does. This figure shows howittels are combined into the samples which
are transmitted back to Earth. For windows centred on abjiecthe 6-12 magnitude range, a sample
is formed from 4 pixels as shown by the blue sample; the wirsdave always read from the CCD in

this format, but for fainter objects 4 blue samples are addgdther to create 1 yellow sample prior to
transmission back to Earth.

Figurel2 illustrates the sizes of the windows for the SM andfigkéls for the
different magnitude ranges. All the windows are the same gizhe across-scan,
AC, direction, with the variation in the size coming from thleng-scan, AL, direc-
tion. The SM windows are the largest and remain the same gizalfmagnitudes;
however the number of pixels forming one sample changeshfofdinter sources,
as shown in FigurEl3. For the brightest sources the AF fieldsitithe same size,
and each returned sample is equivalent to a CCD pixel, asrshowigure[4. As
the sources become fainter, however, the behaviour adregst changes with some
strips having long, referring to the AL direction, windowsdaothers having short
windows. The AF strips 2, 5 and 8 fall into the long-windowexgdry, the idea with
the data produced by these strips is to capture informagigarding the background;
and it is envisaged that the implemented image reconsbruatgorithm would limit
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Fig.4 The default astrometric field windows, used for AF strips@,4and 9, are shown here. The dashed
ellipse shows the Airy diffraction disc of a single star; twdid ellipse shows the maximum smearing of the
Airy ellipse in the across-scan direction, integrated @single CCD transit, resulting from the precession
of the spin axis. The window on the left, for 6-12 magnitudgots, corresponds to the blue window area
shown in FiguréR, the window in the centre corresponds tagteen window area, and the window on
the right the red area. The window for the brightest objegtsot binned, so that 1 sample is equivalent
to 1 pixel, this hold true for all AF strips. The window for ti@ermediate objects, 12-16 magnitude, is
reduced in size in the along-scan direction for the strigs637 and 9, but remains the same size for strips
2,5 and 8. All the pixels in the across-scan direction are@dinhtogether, so that the resultant window
consists of samples only in the along-scan direction. The af the windows for the faintest objects, 16-
20 magnitude, is reduced in the along-scan direction to élpifor the AF strips 3,4,6,7 and 9, and 12
pixels for the strips 2,5 and 8. This image is courtesy of ES8& &rik Hag.

the AF data used to these strips as the addition of the renggdtiips would increase
the computational overhead with little gain in terms of teeanstructed image. The
AF windows for the intermediate, 12-16 magnitude, and famitrces, 16-20 magni-
tude, are essentially 1-dimensional as all the pixels ilNBalirection are binned to-
gether to form a sample of size 12 AC pixels by 1 AL pixel, assttated in Figurgl4,
it is the number of these samples kept in the AL direction Wwhiiffers between the
intermediate and faint source windows with 18 (12) AL sarajitethe intermediate-
magnitude source windows for AF strips 2,5 and 8 (3,4,6(¥ @nand 12 (6) AL
samples for the faint source windows.

3 Simulated data

The simulated data used for the image reconstructions smpghper made use of
GIBIS, Gaia Instrumentand Basic Image Simulator, as desdiy [Babusiaux2005]
and [Babusiaux et al.20110]. This allows the simulation bffa window data which
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Fig. 5 The number of transits as a function of positon on the sky he tend of
5 vyears, in equatorial coordinates. This image is reprafluckom the Gaia wiki
(http: //Ammwv.rssd.esa.int/wiki S /index.php?instance=Gaia ) and is courtesy of Berry Holl.

would be observed baia over the course of its 5-year mission for all sources lo-
cated within a limited region of a given position on the skil.l8cations on the sky
are not equal in that the number, as shown in Figlire 5, anditiébdtion of the
orientations of the transits varies over the sky. As will hewn in sectior b, it is
important to test any candidate image reconstruction naettaifferent locations
as non-uniform coverage can produce artefacts in the recmtesd image. Figurlel 6
shows the overlapping windows around a primary source éacat regions with a
low, average and high number of transits. The distributibthe orientation of the
transits in the region corresponding to the average numibiaiasits is fairly uni-
form, whereas for the other two regions it is not. The AF andwiktlow coverages
are shown separately in order to illustrate the full areaiagdothe source in which
there is data, and the inner region in which there is higheslution data, albeit in
only one direction.

The same relative layout of the secondary sources aroungrimary is used
throughout this paper, with three different absolute lmeet used for the primary
corresponding to the three different coverages shown iarei§. This layout is illus-
trated in Figurél7 in which the secondaries are all half a ritade fainter than the
primary. FigurdY is in essence the effective point spreadtfan, PSF, convolved
with the point sources, where the effective PSF is formenhftoe PSF as averaged
through all the orientations in which the region is trarsite other words the image
in Figure[7 shows what could be achieved through stackingnttigidual transits,
if the full CCD data were transmitted back to Earth. The redatocations of the
secondaries with respected to the primary are also showakite{ll; no magnitudes
are given as these are allowed to vary, though the secosdavimys all have the
same magnitude as each other in any one simulation and theitondg difference
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Fig. 6 This figure shows the coverage, in terms of contributingditanin the vicinity of the primary due
to the AF, for 12 AL pixel width windows, on the left and the SM the right. The location of the primary
source is different for each row of the figure, the coverageeimses down the figure with the primary
source being located in a low-coverage region in the top amd,average-coverage region in middle, and
a high-coverage region at the bottom.



Table 1 The locations of the secondary sources with respect to theapy, as shown in Figuilgl 7. This
is the same arrangement of secondaries that was used irstioedh et al.2006] andl [Mary et al.2006].
The sources B1, B2, and B3 lie within the area covered by thdidéfs, the SM fields include all the
sources up to and including B6, leaving B7 outside of the fagkarea. All the secondaries have the same
magnitude in any one simulation, but as this magnitude saner the different simulations used in this
paper, no magnitudes are given in this table.

relative relative distance
latitude  longitude name to primary
(arcsec) (arcsec) (arcsec)
-0.24 0.18 B1 0.29
0.59 0.00 B2 0.59
-0.59 -0.59 B3 0.83
0.88 1.18 B4 1.47
-1.77 0.00 B5 1.77
2.36 0.00 B6 2.36
2.36 -1.77 B7 2.95
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Fig. 7 This figure shows the sky in the vicinity of the primary lochtat (0,0) with the point sources
convolved with the effective PSF, accounting for the cogeraf the sky in different orientations. This is
the same layout that was used|in [Lindstroem et al.2006]&tadhf et al.20086], in order to aid the reader

who wishes to compare the results with those obtained there.
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Fig. 8 This figure shows simulated SM and AF2 windows, which werepced by windows centred on
the primary source, with the secondary sources laid out @asrsin Figure[¥. All the secondary sources
have the same magnitude, which is half a magnitude fainger the primary magnitude which is 18. The
orientation of the transit is such that the along-scan tords aligned left-to-right across the image of

Figure[T.



between the primary and the secondaries is always statetluJiwate the appear-
ance of the actual data after the windowing and binning hesroed, an SM and an
AF2 window are shown in Figuild 8. To produce Figlle 8 a trams@ntation must
be assumed, the windows shown are those that would be forfinled along-scan
direction was aligned left-to-right across Figlite 7

All the simulated data used in this paper is generated foiragwy source with
a magnitude of 18; hence all windows are of an appropriat am binning for
a source of this magnitude. All the transit data is of goodhakgo-noise and the
dominant problem in the image reconstruction is the loatitie of the flux in the
1-dimensional samples. Poisson noise has been includégkée tsimulations, but
makes little difference to the reconstructed images.

4 Faststack

It is apparent that any image reconstruction method whidhcape well with the 1-
dimensional window-data, will need to be able to reject thetdbution of the long,
narrow window-samples from regions of the image to whiclo#sinot belong. Con-
sider for example the source, B3, the flux recorded at itgioec@er observation will
depend on the orientation of the transit, as if the trans#uish that B3 is aligned
with the primary source in the across-scan direction thedminsample containing
the flux from B3 will be completely dominated by the primaryste. On a transit
perpendicular to this one, however, there will be minimadtemination from the pri-
mary. If one were to collect all the contributions to a givexepin the reconstructed
image, then it stands to reason that the lower values are likehgto be a true rep-
resentation of the flux at that location rather than the highkies, as these are likely
to be due to window samples dominated by the primary sounce.d@uld then con-
sider a weighting scheme which penalised the higher valoesgconstructed image
pixels with window samples which span a large range of valagshis behaviour is
indicative of occasional contamination by the primary seur

The pixel in the'" row and thej™" column of the reconstructed imagsg, is then
evaluated by:

Mj == — 1)

where8 is the array of window samples;, s, Ss...S..-Sn,, Which contribute to this
pixel. A window sample contributes to a pixel in the reconsted image, if the co-
ordinates of the centre of the pixel lie within the area of window sample. The
window samples array is ordered in terms of increasing flux, such teak s, <

S < S < SN, » WhereNy is the total number of window samples which contribute
to theijth pixel, andw is the weighting applied to th€" window sample and is
evaluated using equatiéh 2.

1 k< aNy
Wk Aexp<1 (%)2) k> aNy &)
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wherensg, is the number of pixels in the reconstructed image to whiehviindow
sample s, contributesg is chosen such thatQ a < 1, and wherg;j, is given by:

o = Dot ©
D Y
The variance of the reconstructed image pixgl,may then be found using the
standard equation for the sample variance of a weighted mean

2 _ Tk (B rij)? @
nij — Ny
2k Wk

To see how this weighting scheme works, one may consiggrto be the first
estimate for tha;; pixel value, which is formed from the window samples, which
have values which lie in the lowest part of the distributias,determined by the
parameter. Returning to the example of a pixel located osdbece, B3, these values
would be ones in which the transit was aligned such that tlx&l pras not contami-
nated by flux from the primary. The remaining window samplesii enter into the
assessment, with an additional factor in the evaluatiohefteighting, designed to
rapidly reduce the contribution of samples whose valueggratly in excess of the
initial estimate.

Figure[® shows the reconstructions made using the dataaiealin each of the
coverage regions shown in Figlide 6, using the layout of ssums shown in Figufe 7
and Tablé1l. The data were produced for a primary magnitud® ofneaning faint
source windows, and all the secondaries had a magnitude®fTi8e reconstructions
were made using the SM and AF2, 5 and 8 data, shown in the leftncoof Figurd 9,
and with just the SM data, shown in the right column. Figur&é®&wes the advantage
of including the AF data in that the source B1 is detectableeneas when just the
SM data are used it is too close to the primary to be resolved.réconstructions
in Figure[9 were made using = 0.05, however the appearance of the reconstructed
images is not overly sensitive to the valueoso€hosen. Figurie 10 shows the faststack
reconstructions for two different values af for the region with the average cov-
erage of transits. The left column shows reconstructionsfe- 0.05 and the right
column fora = 0.45, both of these values, and those in between, produce geod r
constructions in terms of identifying the locations of tlee@ndary sources present,
and the absence of artefactsdifis increased further the images begin to show the
artefacts due to the long, narrow samples, as the initiahagts become dominated
by the larger samples values due to transits of the primdng.tdp row of Figuré 10
shows the reconstructions for data used in Figlire 9, forubeage coverage region.
The second row shows reconstructions, for fainter secgratarrces, the magnitude
difference between the primary and the secondaries beimgdsed to one, thereafter
for every subsequent row the magnitude difference betweeprimary and the sec-
ondaries is increased by one, reaching a magnitude differeffive, by the last row.
Additionally, for all image reconstructions, bar those e ffirst row, a ®” radius
disc centred on the primary has been masked out, in ordedt@eghe range of the
colour scale, to aid in the visualisation of the secondavésat is noticeable in these
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Fig. 9 This figure shows the images reconstructed by the faststatkaa in the regions corresponding to
the coverages shown in Figlrk 6. The reconstructions ofefh@ise the SM, AF2, 5 and 8 data, whereas
the reconstructions on the right just use the SM data. Thaw/slthe increase in resolution possible when
incorporating the AF data.

images, is that for lower values af, the appearance of all the sources is more com-
pact, and for secondaries that have a large magnitudedaiiferfrom the primary this
may result in them being more easily distinguishable.

The range of acceptable values oreduces in regions of non-uniform coverage,
and especially those with low coverage, where the highetlevata used in Figur&ld
already results in images with noticeable artefacts. Thiy tre seen in Figufe1L1,
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Fig. 10 This figure shows the faststack reconstructions, in theageecoverage region, on the left for

a = 0.05 anda = 0.45 on the right. The magnitude of the primary is the same titrout, but the mag-
nitude of the secondary sources, and hence the magnitddeedite from the primary, increases down the
figure, and in its continuation on a subsequent page. Theotehows the reconstruction for the average
coverage and a magnitude difference of a half. The secongows the reconstruction after the magni-
tude difference has been increased to one24@&dius disc centred on the primary has been masked out,
hence reducing the range of the colour scale in order to aitld@rvisualisation of the secondaries. The
magnitude difference between the primary and the seca@wla@iincreased by one for each subsequent
row of the figure, reaching a magnitude difference of five teyletst row of the continuation of this figure.
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where the image reconstruction has been performed usirdatadrom the low cov-
erage region shown in Figuré 9 far= 0.05 on the left andr = 0.45 on the right. A

sensible approach to choosiogtherefore would be to choose a low value, in order
to ensure good reconstructions in regions of low and nofetmicoverage.

The difficulties in performing an image reconstruction thgh thresholding, are
also apparent from Figukell 1 as this shows that for certaiglpin the image the ini-
tial estimates for their values are already contaminateftlxyfrom the primary long
before even the median value contributing to the pixel ituided. One could think to
use the initial estimate alone and to discard the remairéta, @ffectively turningr
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Fig. 11 This plot shows the faststack reconstruction, correspantth the low coverage region shown
in the top panel of Figurgl 6, with the secondaries half a ntagdaifainter than the primary. On the left,
a = 0.05 and on the righta = 0.45. In this case when the higher value ofis used, the presence of
artefacts due to the long, narrow samples are clearly radiiee

into a parameter determining the level of thresholdingsnoduces visually similar
images, but the values in the reconstructed image pixelsraemuch more heavily
on the value ofr chosen; whereas when the weighting scheme described heseds
the reconstructed images for different valuesicdre are much more consistent.

5 Comparison with the Drizzle algorithm

Image reconstruction using the drizzle algorithim, [Freckind Hook2002], has been
investigated in the case @aia before by [Nurmi2005]. This used a previous ex-
pectation for the windowing and binning of the data, as wellaasuming perfect
knowledge of the line spread function, LSF, so it is worthigi#ng this in order to
demonstrate the difficulties drizzle has with the long, oarsamples of the interme-
diate and faint source AF windows. Figliré 12 shows the reoacttons made using
drizzle, for data simulated in each of the coverage regibos/a in Figuré 6, and on
which the faststack reconstructions in Figlite 9 were peréat. The left-hand side
of Figured corresponds directly to the left-hand side ofiFéfI2, in that exactly the
same data is used. Figure] 12 shows the problems created liydingensional AF
windows in the form of linear artefacts aligned with regiarisncreased coverage,
top and bottom plots, and in the centre, as an increase irteédf the background
for incidences of relatively uniform coverage. These Imagefacts in the recon-
structed images are due to the long, narrow window-sampldstfze inability to
localise this flux. These artefacts result predominantiynfwvindow-samples which
cross the primary. The approach, therefore, used by [NW@@4iPto deal with this
issue was to subtract the flux due to the primary from the windata prior to the
reconstruction. This approach is shown on the right-hatel ef Figuré 1R, where the
contribution of the primary source has been removed frorh @dodow used in the
reconstruction, using both the magnitude of the primarytaed®SF and LSFs used
in simulating this data. This side of the figure shows thatthefacts due to the sec-
ondary sources may also be important. This is illustrateghéw in Figurd 1B, where
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Fig. 12 This figure shows the images reconstructed by the drizzlénadein the regions corresponding
to the coverages shown in Figlie 6. The reconstructionshes€M, AF2, 5 and 8 data, on the left and
on the right using the same data, but subtracting the catiib of the primary with using the PSF and
magnitude used to produce the simulations.

not all the secondaries have the same magnitude. In thiefipersource, B1 has a
magnitude of 20, the remaining secondaries have magnitfd2® and the primary
as always has a magnitude of 18. The top left panel shows trdelreconstruction,
and the top right the drizzle reconstruction after the suditon of the primary, here
we can see how the source B1 now causes similar problems pwithary source in
the standard drizzle reconstruction. To recover the sguB2and B3 it is likely that
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Fig. 13 A comparison of reconstructions using drizzle, top lefizzle subtracting the contribution of the
primary prior to reconstruction, top right, and faststamttom left, with the primary masked. The primary
has a magnitude of 18, source B1 has a magnitude of 20, themiemaecondaries have magnitudes of
22, and the distribution and number of transits corresporttié¢ average coverage. Here it is possible to
see that the artefacts due to a secondary source may becqrogadnt; leading to the need to iterate the
image reconstruction if sources, B2 and B3 are to be disedvdrhe final panel, bottom right, shows the
relative timings between all three image reconstructiaeplayed as a function of the number of transits
of the primary.

B1 must also be subtracted from the windows prior to recaottin making this an
iterative procedure.

The bottom left panel in Figufe 113 shows the faststack recoctson for the same
data-set for comparison, masking out the primary with a dfsadius 02", here we
can see how all the sources could be discovered in a singée Pphs bottom right
panel shows the relative timings between drizzle and fastsas a function of the
number of transits of the source. As expected both methadis kieearly, as indicated
by the lines in the figure, with the number of transits. Theirigs for drizzle when
subtracting the primary source take fractionally longantthe standard drizzle, since
the contribution of the primary to each window must be cated before it can be
removed. However, should a secondary source need to bastgutithen this would
double the time required, since first it must be discovergdérreconstructed image.

Additional concerns with this approach are that the PSF,s,.8Rd magnitudes
of the sources to be subtracted must be well known if artefhat to this subtraction
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are not to be introduced. There is also the issue of the tegatof extended sources
in this scheme, since if the primary is assumed to be pdistiihen subtracted this
would severely complicate the analysis of the reconstdictage.

6 Discussion

An image reconstruction method has been demonstratedhwhit successfully use
the 1-dimensional data expected frdBaia. This method makes no assumptions
about the LSF or PSF, unlike the previous image reconstrnuatiethods investigated
for use withGaia data ([Nurmi2005],[[Lindstroem et al.2006], [Mary et aldg)).
This is advantageous as uncertainties in these quantitleaat effect the recon-
structed image, and with the severe constrains on the CP&aimilable per source
given the size of th&aia catalogue, the reduction in the amount of data required to
be read per image reconstruction may result in an apprecéahbunt of CPU time,
as a different PSF/LSF would be required for each strip amdafthe CCD; source
colour, and potentially for each individual transit duehe effects of radiation dam-
age.

The approach used by [Nurmi2005] of subtracting the coutidim of the primary
source to improve the magnitude difference to which secoeslanay be detected in
the drizzle reconstructions, is unlikely to be feasible dse with theGaia data for
the various reasons discussed above, which all reduce tdeiipee of complexity
required and hence the amount data processing needed.Mlithinout the subtrac-
tion of the primary there are artefacts in the drizzle images to the 1-dimensional
data which increase the difficulty of the analysis of the nstaicted image. Fast-
stack, however, due to its weighting scheme, successfdignstructs images using
this 1-dimensional data; this greatly simplifies the anialg$ the resultant images.
The weighting scheme adopted for faststack is naturallysbhbgainst hot pixels,
which may be caused by solar proton or cosmic-ray hits; theogato which the hot
pixel contributes would naturally be weighted down. Thesotimage reconstruction
methods would need some form of preprocessing to removdftrrer data prior to
reconstruction, adding to their CPU budget.

After the reconstructed image has been analysed and ifouisd to contain any
additional sources, the next stage of the processing ispeel. It is at this stage that
the disturbing effects of the secondary sources are aceddat and corrections to
the astrometric and photometric parameters of the prin@argce are made; as well as
the addition of the newly-discovered sources to the catadoghis stage of the pro-
cessing refines the image parameters for all sources fouthd reconstructed image.
It takes as initial values for the image parameters of pmsiéind magnitude, those
values extracted from the reconstructed image, togethartie original transit data
and PSF/LSF data. The analysis proceeds via a least squymemeh as explained
in [van Leeuwen et al.2009]; the primary difference beiragf ih addition to position
and magnitude, the proper motions and differential patafiare also solved for.

The importance of the image reconstruction in the overadlliquof the final
catalogue is apparent, as it is this stage which controlslvéin@ secondary source is
discovered or not; and should any spurious detections @t¢his stage, then at worst
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it results in a spurious source in the final catalogue or dtibesstes precious CPU
time in the image parameters analysis where it is rejectedspsirious detection.

Faststack is currently the most suitable method for periimgrimage reconstruc-
tions using theGaia data, for the purpose of discovering secondary sourcesein th
vicinity of the primary sources. This is due to its lack of qaexity, hence speed,
and ability to produce images which appear free from artefaand hence should
not require a complicated, CPU intensive algorithm, to attthe locations of the
secondaries from the image without producing spuriousctietes.
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