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ABSTRACT

The CLEAN algorithm, widely used in radio interferometry fbe deconvolution of radio images, performs well only & tlaw radio
image (dirty image) is, to good approximation, a simple cbmion between the instrumental point-spread functianydeam)
and the true distribution of emission across the sky. An gt case in which this approximation breaks down is dufieguency
synthesis if the observing bandwidth is wide enough foratans in the spectrum of the sky to become significant. Thealation
assumption also breaks down, in any situation but snapisareations, if sources in the field vary significantly in filensity over
the duration of the observation. Such time-variation candse instrumental in nature, for example due to jitter oatioh of the
primary beam pattern on the sky during an observation. Aoréitgn already exists for dealing with the spectral vadatncountered
in wide-band frequency synthesis interferometry. Thigathm is an extension of CLEAN in which, at each iteratioseaofN ‘dirty
beams’ are fitted and subtracted in parallel, instead ofjsstgle dirty beam as in standard CLEAN. In the wide-bandritlym the
beams are obtained by expanding a nominal source spectrariaglor series, each term of the series generating one dictms.
In the present paper this algorithm is extended to imageshwtontain sources which vary over both frequency and tinie@2nt
expansion schemes (or bases) on the time and frequencyraxesmapared, and issues such as Gibbs ringing and non-ortality
are discussed. It is shown that practical consideratioreritaften desirable to orthogonalize the set of beams befommencing
the cleaning. This is easily accomplished via a Gram-Schraahnique.
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1. Introduction by the greater propensity of compact, extragalactic s@utce
. scintillate at low galactic latitudes). It is even moréfidult to
It h_as begn knowr_1 for some decfades that some ra_dlo SOUrees Yetimate the fraction of variable sources which are IDVesin
in intensity over time (Derit 1965). The range of time sca®s dg ey of the depth and cadence necessary to determine this
tected so far, roughly from minutes to decades, is set byrée p guantity demand extravagant amounts of observing time.

ticalities of measurement rather than by any intrinsic prips . . —

of the source populations. The present paper is concerrtéd wi Ot\prresentrLy-avallablle sun;ey r:gsrl]JIItst,_tD(ej Vfr.'elz e;' al (6)004'1
sources which exhibit significant variation in flux density o' 82 do'egoi 1?2&""”;0”5 a 't'lg 0; 'zu % IeB ’ ount olny
time scales of less than 24 hours (so-called Intra-Day W .~ eg-at L. z flux gensities mJy. Bower et a

or IDVs) and which are also associated with extended strectLSZOr?.-'v) Ihg\’? progefs_sgd a‘ large ﬁn'tlyo_un'gdof VLAC; ;nd28.4 GHz
of a size resolvable by present-day radio interferomefghns. archival data and find a snapshot incidence eg- ra-

L ; ., dio transients at flux densities greater than 33 Becker et al
r re makes it of inter im h r ; .
\S,;ﬁgg}lntey cgnehsintdoer att?e(raris;'[tg to ggig_uﬁ isS?hueggisc‘n?tlr:gﬁ (2010) compared 3 epochs of VIEA observations of the galactic
the interferometric imaging of IDV sources which the prdse lane at 6 cm and found 1.'6 deg* sources betweerll and 1OQ
paper is designed to address. mJy which ha_d a modulatlon depth greater than 50%. Regardlng
How many such sources are there, and of what types? A{ﬁz IDV fractlon, Kedziora-Chudczer et dl (2001) found, in
estimation of the incidence of variability among the radiarce b Ir tthI}f"fr??#e.an/SSélf_d{ (betl\;\(eep 14 dand 8'6"6'_][2)’ tt_hat
population is complicated by the extra degrees of freedom ir‘?\]c out hall 0 h.g!r 4DV ac ObJeC i’ogn adST"’? er raction
plicit in a non-flat light curve. It is also inevitable thaette will 2 q:faiars, I?th Ilt(eZOOS up to about 10% mr? ulation; more rte
be selection fects due to the inability of the instrument to de-gel_r; y Love re] a3?o/ f)'hm‘ aﬂ‘g;ﬁ comprenensive surveg' a
tect modulation depths below a certain diitor the insensitivity . Z, report that 37% of their 443 flat-spectrum sources skowe
of the observing regime to time scales outside a certaine”.ana'g'n'f'cant varla_b|I|ty ona 2-day tm_1e s_cale.
The diference between the population of objects observable in Sources which exhibit a combination of IDV plus some re-
our galaxy and those which are extra-galactic introduces-a §0!ved structure fall into several classes, which are lyrieft

pendence of incidence on galactic latitude (further cocapid Viewed in the following paragraphs.
Novae are expected to exhibit significant changes in radio

Send offprint requests to: |. M. Stewart flux density at intraday time scales. In the standard modtel, t
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flux density from an expanding isothermal shell is expeatéd i the present paper can make it easier to image IDV masers which
tially to increase proportional to the square of time sinoe t have superimposed lines, meaning they must both be present i
outburst (Hjellming 1996), although some recent VLBA obsethe same channel map.
vations appear to be inconsistent with that picture (Kraatsd It can thus be seen that there are many objects which it is
2011). However, most novae at least in the past decade havedusirable to image at radio wavelengths with as high reisolut
been resolved by radio interferometry until of order 100=ays possible, but whose variation on intraday timescales-int
after the outburst, by which time the fractional change ix fluferes with imaging via earth-rotation aperture synthé&isadly
density has fallen to about a percent or two per day (see esgeaking, the problem occurs because the IDV causes the pat-
Eyres et al 2000, Eyres etlal 2005, Heywood & O'Brien 2007)ern of lobes around the time-variable component of thecsur
A recent exception is the 2006 outburst of the recurrent not@be poorly matched to the dirty beam. Such structure cannot
RS Ophiuchi (O'Brien et al 2006a). This was observed with th#e completely removed by the standard CLEAN algorithm, and
VLBA first on day 14 after the outburst, and the European VLBAWill therefore tend to limit the dynamic range of the image. A
Network (EVN) from day 20 (O’Brien et al 2006b). The size ofurther described in sectidn 2.2, the situation is analggouhe
the source at 6 cm wavelength grew from approximately 20 to toblem in multi-frequency synthesis (MFS), caused hiedi
mas between these observations. The flux density was norlongeces in spectral index among objects in the field. The argtme
varying rapidly by that time, but the earliest observatiaith for seeking an improved way to image IDV sources is the same
MERLIN on day 4 after the outburst show it then varying by as for this MFS case. In fact, as is shown in the present paper,
factor of 2 over less than a day. Model calculations inditlaé¢ the same technique, originally developed for MFS by Saudt an
RS Oph would have been resolvable by the EVN at that time. Wieringa [1994), can be applied to both situations.

X-ray binaries form an interesting class of galactic IDV The plan of the paper is as follows. Sectldn 2 contains a
sources. Several of these are associated with resolveriisu brief outline of aperture synthesis theory. In sectibns éhdl
and have emitted jansky-strength radio flares which show pi&2, the generalizeN-beam Sault-Wieringa theory is described
nounced evolution in intensity on intraday time scalesripigs in detail. The desirability of orthogonalizing the beamslis-
include Circinus X-1 (Haynes et Al 1978, Tudose €t al 2008)ussed in section 3.3. Dérent time and frequency basis func-
Cygnus X-3 (Tudose et &l 2009) and GRS 191865 (Fender et tions are compared in sectibn ¥.1, with emphasis on the avoid
al[1999, Rushton et A1 2010). ance of Gibbs-like phenomena. In secfion4.2.2, a dual esipan

Extragalactic IDV sources fall into fewer categories angl ain both frequency and time axes is shown to be both necessary
in fact dominated by flat-spectrum AGNs, or objects nowadagsd éfective in cleaning a simulated wide-band data set which
collectively described as blazars (Wagner & Wifzel 719954¢lb includes sources which vary significantly both in frequeaocyg
et al[2008). One could almost say that being a blazar is bottime. Finally, in sectioi 4.213, a simple 2-beam expanssate-
necessary and aficient condition for an extragalactic source tgived which is shown to be a powerful means of increasing dy-
exhibit IDV, since these objects have the combination afliti  namic range in many IDV cases.
ness and small size which allows them on the one hand to be Brief descriptions of the methods described here have al-
detectable at great distances and on the other to be comgeaatly been presented elsewhere in earlier stages of deveifp
enough to exhibit IDV. In many of these objects the compatBtewari 2008 and 20110).
core appears to be embedded in radio structure which iswesol
able by current interferometers (see for example Kovalesd et
2005, Ojha et &1 2006). 2. Interferometry

~ IDVamong blazarsis an area of current interest. IDV mechg_—l_ Aperture synthesis

nisms for these sources fall into two categories: variatibich
is intrinsic to the object, and variation caused by the pgapa A radio interferometer measures cross-correlations leivilee
tion medium (scintillation in the local interstellar mediyor voltage signals detected by pairs of antennas. Each ctiorela
ISS). Both appear to play some role but the relative proposti yields a complex number which encodes information about the
are not clear. Spectral dependence of the variability at ewew amplitude and phase of the signals from all sources of radio
lengths, annual modulation of the time scales and timesshit waves in the field of view of the antennas. Each complex corre-
tween measurements made dfatient locations all ffer strong lation can be considered to be a point sample, plus added,nois
evidence for the dominance of ISS for some sources (Bighallaf a continuous functioW (u), known as the visibility function.
al[2009 and references within). Correlation between vianat The vectoru, known as a baseline, is the separation vector be-
radio and other wavelengths (Quirrenbach &t al 1991) or dibadween any given pair of antennas, expressed as a number of
to ISS spectral models (Fuhrmann €t al 2008) tend to sugpert wavelengths. For an array of antennas which is physicafijeco
intrinsic origin of IDV in others. Intrinsic origin presesmtheo- nar,V becomes a 2-dimensional function, and can be shown to
retical challenges because it igfdiult to explain it without in- be the Fourier transform of a functidifr) which is related to
voking either an incidence of extreme Doppler factors wiligch the sky brightness distribution at the detector wavelenigére
hard to accept on statistical grounds, or brightness teatpers r = (I, m) are the sines of the zenith angles of a given sky loca-
in excess of the inverse-Compton limit of about4R (Jauncey tion. The relation betweehand the true sky brightness distribu-
et all2001). Some questions remain also in the ISS pictuc, stion is given by
as a relatively weak correlation with galactic latitude fmra-
Chudczer et @l 2001, Lovell etlal 2008); the connection betwel(r) = A(r) ltrue(r) Q)
scintillation and scatter-broadening is also still uncigjha et 1-r-r
all2006, Lazio et al 2008).

The only non-blazar category of extragalactic IDV sourcehereA, known as the primary beam, is the receptivity of the
which is relevant to the present paper is the maser. McCatlumindividual antenna elements as a functiom of
al (2009) for example show that the® megamasersin Circinus  If delays are introduced into the signal chains such that sig
are both resolvable and exhibit IDV. The techniques desdrib nals from a single point in the sky (known as the phase centre)
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arrive at the correlator exactly in phase, then the Fouglation- sive sampling (Candées & Wakin 2008) and been given a sound
ship to the sky brightness distribution becomes approxipat theoretical underpinning.
true even for non-coplanar arrays, provided the portionkgf s In order for Hdgbom CLEAN to work, the convolution re-
to be imaged is restricted to affgiently small region around lation D = | =+ B must be valid. There are cases where this as-
the phase centre. In this general, non-coplanar case, sietif® sumption breaks down however. One of the most severe depar-
vectorsu are considered to be the separation vectors betweentises occurs in frequency synthesis with large fractiorzalds
pairs of antennas projected onto a plane normal to the pleaise avidths. It is common for a single observational field to camta
tre. The direction cosindsandm are also in this case taken inobjects whose spectral indicedtdr by several tens of percent
a basis in whichl(m) = (0, 0) lies in the direction of the phaseor more. Diferences in spectra of this order are unimportant if
centre, rather than the zenith. the observation fractional bandwidth is small but may digni

If the sampling function (which is, to first approximation, ecantly degrade the convolution assumption where the traati
sum of delta functions) is denoted I8/then the output of the bandwidth approaches 1.
interferometer i&/S. The Fourier inversio*(VS) givesD = Conway et al[(1990) showed that, in the wide-band case in
| = BwhereD, known as the dirty image, is a convolution of thevhich the dirty imageD no longer well approximates a convo-
true sky image with the ‘dirty beam’B = §~(S). B plays the Iution of the sky brightness distribution it was nevertheless
same role for an interferometer as the point-spread fumcti@ possible to expres® as a sum over a relatively small number
traditional telescope. N of component imageB;, each of which individually obeys a

In general, the larger the number of sample¥pthe more convolution relatiorD; = |; = B;. Conway et al arrived at this by
compact the distribution of flux density B, and therefore the €xpanding the nominal spectrum at each sky location in aofayl
closer the correspondence betw&eand the true sky; the sen- series, eackth term of the series generating a respective ‘spec-
sitivity of the observation will also be increased. An ifiegr tral dirty beam’B;. In this case each imadegis simply a sky map
ometer containindN antennas will generatd(N — 1)/2 inde- 0f the value of theth Taylor codficient. Conway et al suggested
pendent samples &f at each observation. The number of san coordinate transform for better application of this tegha
ples can be further expanded via the technique of Earttiioata to commonly-found power-law radio spectra, and presented a
synthesis. In this, the rotation of the Earth over the coofse approximate method to solve for the ¢oeent imaged; when
day is used to generate a sequence fietént baselines for N is restricted to 2. This method consists of a 2-step secalenti
each antenna pair. Another way to increase the number of s&EAN and relies on the beant& andB, being approximately
ples is to observe at several frequencies, a technique kaswrPrthogonal.
frequency synthesis. Because baselines are expressedén wa Sault and Wieringa (1994) retained the Taylor expansion but
lengths, the fixed spatial separation between a pair of aatendevised a new solution algorithm which can be thought of as a
generates baseline vectarof different length at dierent fre- generalization of the Hogbom CLEAN algorithm from its erig
quencies. Implicit in these two synthesis techniques isahe inal ‘scalar’ context, in which a single imagde is iteratively
sumption that the sky brightness will be constant over time fleconvolved, to a new ‘vector’ context in whidh imagesD;
the first case and over frequency in the second. are deconvolved in parallel. Orthogonality of the beamsads n

A more detailed description of the fundamentals of interfelonger required (although the technique fails if 2 or morarbe
ometry can be found in many sources, for example Thomps@ke identical). Sault and Wieringa elaborated their thesryt

Moran & Swenson (2001) or Taylor, Carilli & Perléy (1999). appliedto theN = 2 case but, as the authors themselves suggest,
) o the extension ttN > 2 is not dificult.

The CLEAN algorithm continues to be a subject of active
2.2. CLEAN development. Recent work includes an extension of CLEAN

to produce clean components with a range of sizes (Cornwell
The CLEAN algorithm was invented by Hogbom (1974) and hasg L P J (

2008), a modification to clean tomographic LISA images
been further elaborated by Clark (1980) and Cotton and Sch ) grap g

_ (Hayama et al 2006), and an adaption of the algorithm to re-
[(:)?s:%bov;/r%b nfgﬁs)@mig%gtgff,&,::ceegzsﬁﬁn@ﬁigﬂtges%%(ﬁrgﬁn' nstruct RHESSI images of solar flares (Schwartz 2009). The

b
OUBSmpressive-sampling formalism has recently also geeerat

of Fhe_dirty b?am is subt_racted, ce_ntred at the hig_hest_ mﬂngn some promising new approaches (Wiaux et al2009; Li, Cornwel
pointin the dirty image, ideally until nothing remains ingm- ¢ 4o Hoog 2011).

age but noise. The positions and amounts subtracted amelesto
as ‘clean components’ and used afterwards to reconstriag-an
proximation to the true sky image The gain factor by which
the dirty beam is multiplied, and the number of iterationpéo-
form, are parameters which are chosen ahead of time by the uSel. Generalized Conway decomposition

CLEAN was originally presented as an empirical aIgorith%

3. A generic multiple-beam CLEAN

its most general form, the aim of the treatment described b
onway et al[(1990) is to find a way to decompose the dirty
image into a sum of convolutions

which appeared to produce results, although it requiredeso
experience to judge how best to apply it. It is known not to pe.
form well when applied to extended objects (Corn\vell 1988B),
though a modified algorithm has been shown to yield improve- _; _
ments here (Steer, Dewdney & Itoh 1984). CLEAN is still iy _ Z D: = I % B @)
wide use as a practical method of removing sampling artifact £ ' e

from interferometry images. h

The reasons for CLEAN’s success were unclear for soniée problem is to calculate a set of beaB$or which this rela-

time (Cornwell et al 1999), and its theoretical basis haseortion is true. There are no doubt many ways to do this, but in the
under occasional criticism (Tan_ 1986, Lannes ét al 1997}y Orpresent section we are going to consider only the route which
relatively recently has it been shown to be related to costpre&eomes from expanding the frequency and time dependence of

=

i=0
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the sky brightness in a sum of basis functions. Such an expan- 1. Find the location ns of the maximum value of the im-

sion is written age formed fronR = ¥; ; RRjM; }.
P_10-1 2. Perform, for each the subtractions
N-1
H(r 1) ~ Z Ip’q(r) Fp(v) Tq(t)’ (3) R(r)=R(r) - /IZ RJ'(rmax)Zi,j(r ~ I ma)-
p=0 4=0 =

w

wherel (r, v, t) is the brightness functiom;= (I, m) are direction . Form a vectorry of the entangled clean components
cosines of the angular displacement from the phase cenise; AR (M max)- ) )

frequency and time; I ,4(r) is a sky map of theg, g)th com- . Solve the equation = Mc,, to disentangle the clean
ponent; and=, and T, are pth andgth members respectively of components. _ _

sets of basis functions. Earth-rotation and frequencyr®sis 5. Store these for later cleaned-image reconstruction.

will return a set ofj = 1 to M measurementy; of the cross-

correlations between antennas. Ignoring for the sake gfl&im 3.3, orthogonality pros and cons

ity non-coplanarity, weights, the shape of the primary bgamd o o o

the spherical projection correction{t -r)~%5 (see equatiop]1), The Sault-Wieringa deconvolution includes a matrix iniars
eachV; is related td by a transform: If two or more beams from the set df are identical, the ma-

trix M is singular, i.e. uninvertible. If no two beams are exactly
. identical, but two or more are similar (have a hormalizedasca
Vj= fdr exp2riu-r)I(r, v, b). product close to unity)V will be formally invertible but can be
expected to be ill-conditioned (i.e., result in large esror the
Although eachV; represents an average over a small timgnal clean components). Hence approximate orthogonadity b
x bandwidth window, if this window is small enoughfj may tween beams is desirable; but if this be established, fittier
be represented as a point sample of the visibility functioth@ reduction in error is to be gained by enforcing completeagth
spatial frequency;. The total se¥ of visibility measurements gnality.

N

can thus be written There may however be other reasons to manipulate the
M beams, even to the point of transforming them into an orthono
V=S 6u-u,v—vi.t—t) [dr exp2ziu-r)I(r,v.1). mal set, other than keeping the mathwell-conditioned. Two
; ( ) ! ')f P( ) ) such circumstances are described here. Firstly, the mairofi

the Conway decomposition and subsequent vector cleanang is
Expandingl in its basis functions gives, with some rearrangeguably to obtain a better image of the average sky brighiiess
ment: tribution. This image is identical to the image of the zerdey
" beam co#icient if and only if every other beam is zero-valued
. at its centre - because a non-zero valueBdD) equates to a
V= Z Zé(u — Uj) Fp(v)) Ta(t)) fdr expi2riu- 1) Ipg(r). non-zero average of thigh basis function over the frequency
Pa j=1 and time range of the observation. Thus in order to simplify
Fourier inversion ol yields the dirty imageD. This is indeed the Post-production of an average-brightness image, onsdwo
found to be a sum of convolutions: want to modify the set of beams before cleaning by subtrgctin
Bi(0) x By/By(0) from eachB; fori > 0.
D=g}4V)= Z Ipq * Bpg, (4) The second circumstance concerns the practicalities of com
P puting the deconvolution. The Sault-Wieringa algoritheuiees
that N(N + 1) images be kept in memory during the iteration.

where For N = 2, as treated by Sault and Wieringa, this is a man-
M ageable number of images. However, some of the scenarios dis
B. — %1 SU—Uu) Eu(v) Ta(t) | cussed.m the present paper make use of valués ad high as
=3 ,Z;‘ ( i) Fo(vi) Ta(t;) 30. Maintenance within memory of close to 1000 arrays, each

of which may be as large as 2048 x 2048 pixels, is likely to
Here the¥ symbol represents the Fourier transform. The twigrove a strain for most machines at least in the lower eclselon
sums overp andq are easily collapsed to one, in which casef present-day computing power. The load may be much reduced
equatio % maps directly to equatian 2. Clearly this requinat by orthogonalizing the beams before the start of the alguarit
N=PxQ. i.e. by generating a set of modified beaBjsuch thaB;- B} = 0
for alli # j. The cross-correlation imag@’j generated from
these will be such that their central values, thus the elésnein
M’, will be O for alli # j. There is no need to store or even
Sault and Wieringa (1994) developed an algorithm which, akenerate the fb-diagonal’ images; the necessary inventory of
though it was set down only fdd = 2, is easily generalized to images thus reduces tiN2
the following: The transformation from the basis functions in equafibn 3
o to beams in ‘sky-image’ space does not preserve orthoggnali
— Generate initiaR, from D x B; (the x here represents corre-Because of this there seems little to be gained by requitiag t

3.2. The N-beam Sault-Wieringa algorithm

lation). _ _ basis functions to be orthogonal: one must work directiyhwit
— Generate, for € [0 : N-1]andj € [0 : N — 1], cross- the dirty beams themselves.
correlation imageg ; = Bj  B. The Gram-Schmidt process of convertiBgto orthonormal

Zij(r = 0).
— Perform a number of iterations of the following procedure:b = Gb’, (5)
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whereb is a vector of theN input dirty beamdB;, b’ is a vector beams don'’t necessarily have a peak in the centre to fit to. Use
of the orthonormalized beant, andG is a lower-triangular of the average-derived restoring beam in these cases islpisob
matrix with elements defined as followS;; = B/ - B/ beforeB] acceptable though, since the underlying spatial resoistiould
is normalized, an; j for j <i = B; - Bi. be similar. Another possibility would be to use a Gaussiahef
As Golub & Van Loan[(1996) point out, the usual Gramsame full width half maximum as the beam.
Schmidt procedure is known to be numerically unstable. &hes
authors suggest an alternate, stabilized algorithm whrinbLents S ar
to solving equatiohl5 by backward substitution, the element 4. Time-variable sources
G being calculated on the fly. 4.1. Expansion in basis functions
The Sault-Wieringa algorithm, working with orthonormal-

ized beams, produces, for each image pixe}), a vector of It is a commonplace that radio continuum spectra tend to be
clean comp(,)nemg such that smooth. In nearly all cases a continuum spectrum may be well

approximated over an octave or so (a frequency range which
D= Z OB the forthcoming wide-band interferometers are not expette
e greatly exceed) by a polynomial of at most 2 or 3 orders. s thi
case there seems little to be gained by investigating theofuse
other types of basis function. Light curves, on the otherdhan
D=c"b. (6) are much less well behaved: fluctuations can be expectediover
wide range of timescales. Sault-Wieringa style paraliedning
How to reconstruct the clean components which ¢ivie terms  of observations which include time-variable sources mayeth
of the original beams? Inverting equatfdn 5 and inseffintyé% fore require expansion of the nominal light curve to higheien
Tt than is usually necessary for spectra. This also makes ibo¢ m
D=c'G™b. interest to compare flerent basis expansions in this case.

Note however that an observation which includes only a sin-
gle variable source can be cleaned via the simple 2-beam tech
o =gt nique described in section 4.2.3.

All other aspects being equal, one would choose the basis set
. which resulted in the smallest residuals for a giieim equation
3.4. Post-processing [2, which is another way of saying that the sum oNecompo-

The output of the Sault-Wieringa process is, as with Hbgboﬂ?m’ dirty imgigesDi should converge rapidly to the ‘true’ dirty
CLEAN, a list of clean components; but here each COmpgpageD asN increases. And rapid convergence in the sky plane

nent is no longer scalar but is itself awelement vector or 'S surely linked to rapid convergence of the basis functiqee-

list. The question then arises of what to do with this infor§ion i.n the U-v p'af?e- However, it is flicult to predict W.hiCh
et will best meet this criterion, for two reasons. Firstig tight

mation. Almost certainly one will want to make an image o tored i b di 2 besi
the average sky brightness, since one of the motivationseof furves encountered in practice may be very diverse. a IS'S
g_lch converges rapidly to one sort may not do so for another.

Conway decomposition has been to obtain a more accuratevsy : X
construction of the sky, free from the spectral artifactsolvh _econdly, there appears to be at present no analy3|§ wieeh pr
one sees in Hogbom-based deconvolution of wide-band ahsedicts the image residuals. Thus trial and error, as withiticaeal
tions. One might think that similar images should also beenaf-EAN. probably remains the best guide here too. . .
from each of the higher-order elements of the clean Comptenez%;In the present section we compare two sets of basis functions

or, in vector notation,

Obviously the desired clean componentse given by

Experience shows however that such images rapidly becamne trt;e ehxpans:on of .I'%ht curves, namely Fourier sinusaide
noisy to be of use as the order increases. In broad terms t ebyshev polynomials. . .
is because the higher-order basis functions tend to vanemor | @ standard Fourier series is employed, the expansion will
rapidly with displacement in the UV plane; which means th er from_ G'bb.s phenor_nenon at the bou_nd_arles_, unless the
contain more power in higher spatial frequencies in this g@iom ghtcurve is per|0d|c_cor)t|nuous ("? fact pe”.Od'C analyover
which translates to a broader, less centrally peaked steieor '€ chosen observation interval. Gibbs ringing can howbeer
the respective beam in the sky domain. This broadening and '@UCh red“C?d by the following treatment. Let the durat_lon of
luting of the beam profile for higher orders (visible in theex the observation be denoted By and the light curve at a given

- - Iéy direction byf (t). Suppose one doubled the observation time,
9 orey O ; ; ) .
255?32:5:2?5?12? gtf tchzrs“gag;;rzl t%) 2(?2:5? gzﬁiéetlﬁgvggg:] and filled the new interval with a functiandefined such that

lution, until at the end the real clean component valuesHisr t f(t),0<t<T
order may become lost among the false ones. The problen{® = { f(T-1t),T<t<2T.
exacerbated by the tendency of the true component values to d a
crease (with any sensible choice of basis function) as tteror The new functiory is periodic continuous in the interval,[BT],
increases. so there should be no zeroth-order Gibbs ringing in its Fewuri
A possible remedy for this problem might be to choosexpansiong is also symmetric about zero, so only cosine terms
smaller values of the loop gaihas the order of the basis func-will remain in the expansion. If the resulting Fourier bésisc-
tion increases. But we have not so far tested this conjecture tions are truncated back to,[0] they are seen to be given by
For constructing a restored image of the average brightness,., _
it seems clear thatgthe best thing tg dois construgt an geer:g”(t) = cosgnt/T) forn € [0, .N]. (7)
brightness beam, and fit the restoring beam to its centreadh a Similar tricks can be used to enforce boundarjetentiability
ogy to the present standard practice when employing Hogbaarhigher orders if desired.
CLEAN. However, there is no such obvious source of a restor- If there are gaps in the time sequence of data values - patches
ing beam profile for higher-order images, since their retipec of bad data perhaps, or even planned, periodic observaifans
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phase calibrator - such gaps might be expected to cause addi- [ ~_~ =~ "~ T = =~ T T T T Tt
tional Gibbs-type problems. A normal Fourier expansion of a « |-—[nput light curve

function which suddenly drops to zero at intervals woulffesu | --Fourier expansion
Gibbs ringing at the discontinuities. However, Conway deeo Gibbs—suppressing
position is not ‘normal expansion’ in the basis functionkeT
actual basis onto which the dirty image is projected cosgift
the set of beams; and the construction of each beam from
corresponding basis function in the UV plarfieetively discon-

/(averag%" flux)

nects it from any irregularities in the support of the basisck -

tions. Orthonormal basis functions won’t necessarily picelor- I ]

thonormal beams, and vice versa. > - .
A final point to note is that this technique cannot disentangls L A

or unwrap an observation which spans more than 24 hours at the

same frequency: in this case all that can be obtained is the ne i

(cyclic superimposed) light curve. o T ' .

(R R H N S
4.2. Simulations —-10 -5 0 5 10
4.2.1. A single time-variable source Hour angle

Figures[1 to 4 refer to a simulation constructed as followgig. 1. Direct Fourier expansion of a simulated light curve com-
Artificial visibilities were calculated for a single timeawing pared to the result of a Sault-Wieringa clean using a setsisba

source which was located at the phase centre. The array par@ifictions which suppresses Gibbs oscillation at the botiesla
eters were those of MERLIN; the chosen source declinatian wa

+40°; integration time was 10s, and 32 channels of 1 MHz width
starting at 6 GHz were used. Perfect calibration was assumed—
and no instrumental noise was added. A gap was introduced int
the data sequence between approximately 4 and 6.5 hours post
meridian.

Figured1[P anf]3 show thefect of diferent basis expan- - '
sions on the Gibbs phenomenon; figlite 4 concerns the relatge
efficiency of Hoghom versus Sault-Wieringa cleans for time*g — L
variable sources. i

In figure[d, the light curve of the source (solid line) is com™
pared firstly to a direct Fourier expansion of this light @ito X
order 10 (dashed line), and secondly to the light curve recon
structed after Conway decomposition into 6 beams (i.e.deror r

MR

1

T T T T T

Lol

' !
[ 0ot \

[ ] V! H "

I Pvav gy LU Y AU A N I B IR B [}

1 «xs\t"n;“:“n;x:‘e‘\«n I 1
[ I R O S B B AR I R R B T | Y
A N R B I B A B W R I B B | ‘ ol

|

5) from the half-frequency cosine basis functions presctiby - M K

equatiori ¥, followed by 1000 cycles of Sault-Wieringa clagn g F ‘ ; E
with loop gain 0.1 (dotted line). The Gibbs ringing of thersta N | L | /\ ‘\ \‘ ]
dard Fourier expansion at boundaries and other discotitsis N N ]
very obvious, as is the almost complete absence of suctiect e 10 -5 0 5 10

in the Sault-Wieringa result.

Figure[1 shows clearly that Gibbs phenomenon can be Hour angle
largely avoided in Sault-Wieringa cleaning of time-vaxyin _ . L . .
sources. It is of interest however to explore a little morepg  F19- 2.The same light curve as in figure 1 but now with residuals
into the diference between boundary discontinuities and da#ptted. Shown are the residuals from the Fourier expansion
gaps, and the relativefficacy of diferent basis functions. figure[d (.dashed curve) and the reslduals_fromaSauIt-V@jarm
Figures® and3 serve this purpose. For these figures, the s&@&n using the same set of Fourier basis functions (hak-to
input data are used, but the plotting style ifffient to figur&l. solid curve). For better cI_arlty, values of small magnitindee
Here are plotted, on a logarithmic scale, absolute valugseof NOt been plotted; and aférent cutd was used for each curve.
residuals of the curves of interest against the input ligive. ~ Points falling within the data gap have also been omitted.

In figure[2 the direct Fourier expansion (dashed line) is com-
pared to the result of a Sault-Wieringa clean (half-toniidivle)
as in figure[1L; but here the unmodified Fourier functions, i.eet to represent a function with a discontinuity at the bauyd
the same functions used in the direct expansion, were chassein effect, the Sault-Wieringa deconvolution can interpolater ove
the basis set (which generated 21 beams!). As expectedtlin b gap, but cannot (without ‘outside help’) deal with a digeon
cases there is Gibbs oscillation at the boundary, but ontizén nuity.
direct expansion is there also Gibbs at the edges of the datag Figure[3 again shows residuals from the direct Fourier ex-
The conclusion here is that it is unnecessary to choose gig baansion (dashed line) but compares them here to residaats fr
set with any care in order to avoid Gibbs ringing at data gapgsio different Sault-Wieringa deconvolutions: using firstly the
the Sault-Wieringa technique by its nature avoids sucholesu half-frequency cosine basis of equatidn 7 (dotted line|rasdy
The same is however obviously not true of the problem at tidisplayed in figurd]l), and secondly, Chebyshev polynomials
boundaries, which arises from the inability of the Fouriasis (dot-dashed line). Both expansions were truncated at dsder
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Hour angle Fig. 4. Both sides of this plot show RMS image values as a

function of radius from the source position. Values caltada

Fig. 3. This is similar to figuré 2. The dashed curve again regrom clean-component images appear in the left panel; thnse
resents the Fourier residuals, whereas the dash-dot atetdoje right come from residual images. The radial distributd
curves are residuals from a Sault-Wieringa clean using o drMS values in the dirty image (solid line) is included in both
ferenttypes of basis function. For the dash-dot curve, @sted  panels for purposes of comparison. The dashed lines represe

polynomials up to order 5 were employed to generate the Sayle Hogbom-cleaned data, whereas the dotted lines aretfrem
Wieringa beams; the dotted curve is the result of using tife hasay|t-wieringa cleaning.

frequency cosine functions (also to the order 5).

It is perhaps slightly unexpected that the cosine functasesn
to fit the light curve better than the Chebyshevs.

Figure[4 compares a Hogbom clean (1000 cycles at gain
0.1) of the same time-varying single source with Sault-Vigs =N
clean using the half-frequency cosine basis to order 5. (The/L\
Sault-Wieringa result is the same which generated the dlotte |

|

curves in figure§ll and 3.) The data plotted in figure 4 come/————/
from images: the dirty image for the data set, and the cledn ar———
residual images from the Hogbom and Sault-Wieringa cleans
spectively. What has been done for each image is to caldhlate
RMS of the image values in a polar coordinate system centredvency
on the source at the phase centre. The RMS values have beerr ° e 4

plotted as a function of radius from this centre. Sre 2

Use of the Sault-Wieringa procedure is seen to improve the

dynamic range by about 2 orders of magnitude to almo&t 10 Fig. 5. Surfaces showing the frequency and time dependence of
the 4 variable sources. The height of each surface repeetent

o _ flux density of that source. Major contours occur at 1 jansky i

4.2.2. Several sources varying in frequency and time tervals. The non-variable source had a flat spectrum at 1atg. N
The simulation described in the present section was devidf@t the order of the sources has been slightly rearrangéxtte
to be an exacting test of the Conw&gult-Wieringa technique t€" display of the surfaces.
as applied to sources which vary both in frequency and time.
The input data were derived from a model containing five point
sources, each of which had a power-law spectrum. The fiista real observation. In the present case, the field of istése
source was to serve as a reference, and so had a flat spectamow, so coarse values were chosen in order to reducettite co
with no time variation. For the remaining sources, both the aputing load. The chosen values were the largest ones censist
erage flux density and the spectral index were made to vawith accurate gridding of the relatively small area of thédfie
over time. The frequency and time dependences of the rengaindccupied by the simulated sources.
sources are illustrated in figure 5. The simulated visibilities were gridded with uniform weigh

The array parameters for this simulation were again thosg and subjected separately to 2000 cycles of Hdgbom itlgan
of MERLIN, with a phase centre declination e#10°; however at a loop gain of 0.1 versus the same number of cycles, at the
the bandwidth chosen this time spanned from 5 to 7 GHz, diame gain, of Sault-Wieringa cleaning, uskg basis functions
vided into 50 channels of width 40 MHz. The integration timas described in sectidn_3.1, tifefunctions being Chebyshev
was set to 60 sec. These chosen values for channel width @otynomials (although to the small order used, these aresiya
integration time are much coarser than those usually aas®aokci distinguishable from Taylor series terms) andTheinctions be-
with MERLIN, and would set severe limits to the breadth ofdieling the half-frequency Fourier cosine functions of equaiio

~&

Src 3
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Fig. 6. Figurea is an image constructed from the average flukig. 7. Figurea is an image constructed from the average flux
densities of the input sources to the simulatiois the dirty im- densities of the input sources to the simulatibris the dirty
age cis the result of 2000 cycles of Hogbom clean at a loop gaifage.c is the result of 5000 cycles of Hogbom clean at a gain
of 0.1.d is the result of a Sault-Wieringa clean (with the samef 0.01.d shows the distribution of the zeroth component of a
niter and loop gain) as described in the text. The unsatrafsault-Wieringa clean, with similar gain and number of clegn
brightness range for all four images was -0.02@02 Jybeam. cles, using the two-beam decomposition as described irexte t
(For comparison purposes, the brightest pixel of the soumee The unsaturated brightness scale was -0.068t005 fora and
age was 1.27 Jgeam.) The grey scale is reversed. Black recth -0.05 t0+0.05 forb andc. The grey scale is reversed for all
angles indicate the area chosen for the RMS measurementagges.

described in the text.

masers, it is also unusual to find two such variable sources in
close proximity. For many observations of time-variabldioa
sources, therefore, we may expect the source to be pomt-lik

Table 1.RMS values from cleaned images.

Image name RMS (Jy)

Dirty image 15880 (unresolved) and the only source in the field which showsa sig
Hogbom cleaned  4.847e-3 nificant time variation. In this case the light curve for theole
SW cleaned 5.415e-4 observed fieldsgay, is just a simple sum of the source light curve

Ssource PlUS a time-invariant background flux density. Any point
in the image can therefore be expressed as a sum of just two

A number of images relating to this simulation are shown ip‘a&s functions:
figurel®. o To() =1

An RMS value was calculated for those pixels within a recrg ) = — (Soa)
angular area which is shown on the plots by a black outline!'”’ ~ Stotal ~ (Stotal)-

These numbers are shoyvn in t_aﬁle 1. The S_ault-Wler_mga te¢hsre the mean notatiof is used to indicate that beam 1 is con-
nique clearly dfers a significant improvementin dynamic rangesirycted as follows. A raw beam 1 is first formed by gridding,
As discussed in sectidn 3.4, the value of this technique liggighting and transforming the visibilities from a sourcehe
more in its ak_Jlllty to remove artifacts from an image of avelphase centre which has a light curve givendgyy. An amount
age flux density, rather than as a way to estimate light cuswesof heam 0 is then subtracted from it such that the centralevalu
spectra. For wide-band observations in which there is ne tirgf the result is zero. BearB, is adjusted in this way so that
variation over the observation, because of the typicayl-  the average flux-density information over the field is careali
varying nature of radio spectra, one may reasonably expectehtirely in the distribution of component 0.
extract low-order spectral information (such as spectrdicies) A further simulation was constructed to test this technique
from Conway decomposition. But because light curves may egsis simulation contained a time-variable point sourcated at
ily contain significant power at higher orders of the time bahe phase centre together with much fainter, extended &miss
sis functions, which are not so accurately recovered by ée actually made up of 24 closely-spaced point sources) ditign
convolution, more caution is adwsab_le in interpreting tinge-  gyer about 0.2 arcsec (equal to 20 image pixels) either $itfeo
dependent output of the deconvolution process. If an ateurgentral source. The average flux density of the central souas
light curve of a source is desired, it is probably always gdim 1 jybeam whereas the extended emission ranged in brightness
be preferable to just phase-rotate the array to that skyitdta from about 35 x 1073 to 1.5 x 103 Jybeam. The light curve
of the central source was the same as diagrammed in figure 1,
but without the data gap. It brightens by 3.7 magnitudes én th
course of the observation.
A source which shows significant time variation within the A quartet of images (similar to figuté 6) to exhibit the per-
course of a day must have a spatial dimension less than abfoumance of this technique is shown in fig{iie 7. For consimgct
a light-day across. When observed with, for example, thiee visibilities, MERLIN specifications were again usedeTi-
MERLIN array at 21 cm, any such source more distant thaegration time was 5 seconds, and 32 channels of width 1 MHz,
about a kiloparsec will be unresolved. Except in the case sifarting at 6 GHz, were specified.

4.2.3. Simpler method for a single variable source



I. M. Stewart et al.: Multiple-beam CLEAN for IDVs 9

Itis easily seen that the Sault-Wieringa deconvolutiovec Clark, B. G. 1980, Astron. Astrophys. 89, 377-378
ers almost all the faint emission. The Hogbom clean is wntbl Conwaylyl J+EJ-, lcgggWAeW T. J-A & W""A”SOQ’ZE- gé 11%9805' MNRASE? 490-509
; ; B ornwell, T. J. , Astron. Astrophys. , -
rerrsz\ge Sld.elo.bes atda Level. 1(? tlmeSthhe fflUX denl.SIty .Of g]dae eggrnwell, T., Braun, R. & Briggs, D. 1999, “Synthesis Imagiin Radio
tended emission and thus is incapable of revealing it. S&Ver ™ \qonomy I", ASP Conf. Ser. 180, 151-170
values of the Hogbom gain and number of iterations were tri€ornwell, T. J. 2008, IEEE J. Sel. Topics Signal Proc. 2, 893-

with no improvement on what is displayed here. Dent, W. A. 1965, Science 148, 1458-1460
De Vries, W. H., Becker, R. H., White, R. L. & Helfand, D. J. 200AJ 127,
2565-2578
Eyres, S. P. S., Bode, M. F., O'Brien, T. J., Watson, S. K. & BaR. J. 2000,
MNRAS 318, 1086-1092
In this paper, a technique deve'oped Origina”y by CO”W@I et Eyres, S P. S., Heywood, I., O'Brien, T. J., lvison, R. J. XMw, T. W. B. &
(1990) and Sault and Wieringa (1994) to allow cleaning oftmul ___E/kin, V: G. 2005, MNRAS 358, 1019-1024
L NN . Fender, R. P, Garrington, S. T., McKay, D. J., Muxlow, T. W, Booley, G.
frequency-synthesis images has been generalized and $hown™ G " spencer, R. E., Stirling, A. M. & Waltman, E. B. 1099, MNB/&04,
be applicable to earth-rotation-synthesis observationgtiich 865-876
some of the sources vary significantly in brightness over tfighrmann, L., Krichbaum, T. P., Witzel, A., Kraus, A., Btz S. et al 2008,
course of the observation. Sources which vary over the eours A&A 490, 1019-1037 N N
of a day are not very common, but they do occur, and are so luch;hi's':i ci;mg bon?\?érgi't)',:'l:,lrzzg’ Matrix Computations” dddition, The
times (in the case for example of novae) sources which it is Qfyama, K., Mohanty, S. D. & Nayak, K. R. 2006, 6th Internasib LISA
the highest interest to map accurately. But in fact one doés n ~ Symposium, AIP Conf. Proc. 873, 465-470
have to look for natural variations in flux density to encaunt Haynes, R. F., Jauncey, D. L., Murdin, P. G., Goss, W. M., imag, A. J.,

this problem: any movement of the primary beam of the array Simons. L. W. J, Milne, D. K. & Skellem, D. J. 1978, MNRAS 1881

5. Conclusions

671

on the sky during an observation will generate artificialthae  peywood, 1. & O'Brien, T. J. 2007, MNRAS 379, 1453-1463
tions, not only in the average flux density of sources, but, tdu Hjeliming, R. M. 1996, ASP Conf. Ser. 93, 174-181
the frequency-dependent size of the primary beam, alscein thHogbom, J. A. 1974, Astron. Astrophys. Suppl. 15, 417-426

spectral indices. Since some kind of pointing error in a raeeh Jau
ically tracking dish is probably unavoidable, this is likeb be 4
a problematic issue when performing any kind of wide-field or

ncey, D. L., Kedziora-Chudczer, L., Lovell, J. E. J., Maat, J.-P., Nicolson,
J. D. etal 2001, Ap&SS 278, 87-92

ziora-Chudczer, L. L., Jauncey, D. L., Wieringa, M. Hzjdumis, A. K. &
Reynolds, J. E. 2001, MNRAS 325, 1411-1430

mosaiced observation (see e.g. Bhatnagar et all2008)cpartiovalev, Y. Y., Kellermann, K. 1., Lister, M. L., Homan, D. O/ermeulen, R. C.,
|ar|y so in view of current hopes for improvements in dynamic Cohen, M. H., Ros, E., Kadler, M., Lobanov, A. P., Zensus,.,JKardashev,

range from the several wide-band, dish-antenna arrayh, asic
eVLA, eMERLIN and MeerKAT, which are currently under con-

struction.

N. S., Gurvits, L. 1., Aller, M. F. & Aller, H. D. 2005, AJ 130,473-2505
Krauss, M., Sokoloski, J., Chomiuk, L., Rupen, M., Roy, Nalllhan, G.,
Mioduszewski, A., Bode, M., Eyres, S., Knapp, G. & O'Brien, 2011,
BAAS 43, presentation 304.07

Deconvolution of time-varying sources reveals some issulggines, A., Anterrieu, E. & Maréchal, P. 1997, A&A Supplr.Sk?3, 183-198
which are not usually encountered in the frequency-syighes??: T. J. W., Ojha, R., Fey, A. L., Kedziora-Chudczer, Cordes, J. M.,

case. The principal one of these is that choice of basis ifumct

Jauncey, D. L. & Lovell, J. E. J. 2008, ApJ 672, 115-121
F., Cornwell, T. J. & de Hoog, F. 2011, A&A 528, A31

is now of some importance. This issue was explored with Somgell, J. E. J., Rickett, B. J., Macquart, J.-P., JaunceylD Bignall, H. E.,

care, in particular the avoidance of Gibbs ringing whenqa#d

basis functions are employed. It was also shown that, peavid

the time variation in the field is limited to a single, unresa

Kedziora-Chudczer, L., Ojha, R., Pursimo, T., Dutka, M.nigil, C.,
Shabala, S. 2008, ApJ 689, 108-126

McCallum, J. N., Ellingsen, S. P., Lovell, J. E. J., Philligs J. & Reynolds, J.
E. 2009, MNRAS 392, 1339-1362

source, a particularly simple 2-beam technique can produceggyien, T. J., Bode, M. F., Porcas, R. W., Muxlow, T. W. B., ®éck, R. J.

almost perfect deconvolution.

Garrington, S. T., Eyres, S. P. S., Osborne, J. P., Page,,iBdardmore,

Whereas the original parallel decomposition treatment em- A.P., Goad, M. R, Starrfield, S., Ness, J.-U., Evans, A.nSéi, G. K. &
ployed at most 3 or 4 beams, some of the situations described Davis, R. J. 2006, “The 2006 explosion of the recurrent nasa&d®hiuchi”,

in the present paper required as many as 30. Use of such lag

numbers of beams gives rise to a computationfiladilty due
to the requirement in the original Sault-Wieringa algaritto

Proceedings of the 8th European VLBI Network Symposium.

%ien, T. J., Bode, M. F,, Porcas, R. W., Muxlow, T. W. B.,ieg, S. P. S,,
Beswick, R. J., Garrington, S. T., Davis, R. J. & Evans, A.@0Rature
442,1.279-281

Store' forN input beamS, of Orddﬂz cross-correlation images_ tha, R., Fey, A. L., Lazio, T. J. W., Jauncey, D. L., LovellE] J. & Kedziora-

It is shown here that this memory load can be much reduced.j
the set of beams is made orthogonal. An algorithm for doiigg th

f Chudczer, L. 2006, ApJ 166, 37-68
virrenbach, A., Witzel, A., Wagner, S., Sanchez-PonsKfichbaum, T. P.,
Wegner, R., Anton, K., Erkens, U., Haehnelt, M., Zensus,. & Aohnston,

was proposed and it was shown how ‘de-orthogonalized’ clean K. J. 1991, ApJ 372, L71-L74
components can be recovered at the end of the cleaning grodeshton, A., Spencer, R. E., Pooley, G. & Trushkin, S. 201RRAS 401, 2611-
2621

via a simple matrix inversion.

Sault, R. & Wieringa, M. H. 1994, A&A Suppl. Ser. 108, 585-594
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