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ABSTRACT

Current state-of-the-art adaptive optics (AO) provides ground-based, diffraction-limited observations with high
Strehl ratios (SR). However, a detailed knowledge of the point spread function (PSF) is required to fully exploit
the scientific potential of these data. This is even more crucial for the next generation AO instruments that
will equip 30-meter class telescopes, as the characterization of the PSF will be mandatory to fulfill the planned
scientific requirements. For this reason, there is a growing interest in developing tools that accurately reconstruct
the observed PSF of AO systems, the so-called PSF reconstruction. In this context, a PSF-R service is a planned
deliverable for the MICADO@ELT instrument and our group is in charge of its development. In the case of
MICADO, a blind PSF-R approach is being pursued to have the widest applicability to science cases. This
means that the PSF is reconstructed without extracting information from the science data, relying only on
telemetry and calibrations. While our PSF-R algorithm is currently being developed, its implementation is
mature enough to test performances with actual observations. In this presentation we will discuss the reliability
of our reconstructed PSFs and the uncertainties introduced in the measurements of scientific quantities for bright,
on-axis observations taken with the SOUL+LUCI instrument of the LBT. This is the first application of our
algorithm to real data. It demonstrates its readiness level and paves the way to further testing. Our PSF-R
algorithm is able to reconstruct the SR and full-width at half maximum of the observed PSFs with errors smaller
than 2% and 4.5%, respectively. We carried out the scientific evaluation of the obtained reconstructed PSFs
thanks to a dedicated set of simulated observations of an ideal science case.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The exquisite imaging capabilities, both in the visible and near-infrared, expected for the next generation in-
struments that will equip ground-based astronomical facilities will rely extensively in Adaptive Optics (AO).1–6

In fact, the ability to provide high Strehl ratio (SR), almost diffraction-limited observations is a prerogative to
match, and even surpass, the performances of present space telescopes. Nonetheless, a detailed knowledge of the
point spread function (PSF) for these AO-assisted instruments is usually required in order to fully exploit their
scientific potential. In particular they are characterized by a complex PSF with a high number of degrees of
freedom, that is not constant in the field of view and in time and that is wavelength-dependent. For this reason,
there is a growing interest in tools to infer the PSF of AO-assisted instrument2–4,6 and different approach has
been proposed. They can be grouped into three main categories: 1) those based on focal-plane data; 2) those
based on pupil-plane data (e.g. PSF reconstruction – hereafter PSF-R); 3) hybrid techniques that combine 1)
and 2) hence optimizing the reconstruction. We remand the interested reader to the detailed review of Ref. 7.
This is even more true for the instruments of 30-meter class telescope as the Multi-Adaptive Optics Imaging
Camera for Deep Observations (MICADO), the first light instruments of the European Southern Observatory
(ESO) Extremely Large Telescope (ELT). In fact, due to the unprecedented dimensions of the ELT primary
mirror, the expected PSF in this case will be characterized by an extremely narrow core and a faint halo that
will be a factor of ∼ 5 times larger than that of the PSF of any current AO facility, in the same regime of Strehl
ratio. The MICADO PSF will be thus characterized by a prominent first Airy ring but, more importantly, the
halos of multiple point sources in the field of view will blend together and form a distributed background. In
this specific case, a service that will provide to the final user the observation-specific MICADO reconstructed
PSFs is a planned deliverable.3 The algorithm and methods used for this work are, in fact, those developed
in this context. A PSF-R approach that allows the reconstruction of the PSF without any needed information
coming from the focal plane instrument has been chosen for MICADO.8,9 The PSF is thus reconstructed using
instrument telemetry and calibrations, with a wider applicability of the method to different science case. Espe-
cially for typical extragalactic targets where few or no useful point sources are present in the science frames for
focal-plane methods of PSF estimation. The adopted PSF-R method for MICADO is described in Ref. 10 and is
aimed at reconstruct the PSF from the residual phase power spectrum density. Such algorithm has been tested
on end-to-end simulations only.

The present paper focus on the first implementation of the method to real single-conjugated adaptive optics
(SCAO) observations. Its performances has been investigated using archival, SCAO data from the Large Binoc-
ular Telescope (LBT11). Specifically, the data consist of two distinct set of observations of bright, on-axis point
sources, preliminary described in Ref. 8. They both have been taken with the Single conjugated adaptive Optics
Upgrade for LBT (SOUL12), using LBT Utility Camera in the Infrared (LUCI13). The similarities between this
instrument and MICADO makes this choice particularly interesting, also in light of the future development of
our tool. To evaluate the accuracy of the reconstructed PSF, we also present an idealized scientific case, showing
the gain offered by this method to the photometrical and morphological characterization of a high-z galaxy. The
complete analysis is presented in Ref. 14.

The paper is organized as follows: the data are presented in Section 2; information on the PSF-R algorithm
are provided in Section 3; in Section 4 the performance of the PSF-R algorithm is discussed evaluating also
the impact on the measure of the morphological parameters of an idealized compact galaxy, and Section 5 is
dedicated to the conclusions.

2. DATA

Archive SCAO LBT data has been used15 . They consist of 2 independent datasets of near-infrared SOUL+LUCI
observations. Additional information on the observations are listed in Table 1. The first dataset refers to
observations of an artificial source and simulated atmospheric condition16,17 (daytime dataset). A seeing of 1.2
arcsec was simulated with an average wind speed of 15 m/s, the resulting saving rate for the associated telemetry
is 500 frames/s. The second dataset consists of observations of a natural point source (nighttime dataset). For
this dataset, the use of the narrow-band FeII filter, reduces the impact of atmospheric dispersion on data. The
associated elongation of the PSF is of the order of few pixels and we take it into account in our PSF-R. The
measured seeing was again 1.20 arcsec, the wind speed 3.4 m/s. Given the brightness of the target, the frequency



Table 1. Log of the SOUL+LUCI@LBT observations

DAYTIME NIGHTTIME
PROG. ID 1183150 1286078
Target illuminated fiber HD 873
RA [hh mm ss] N.A. 00 13 13.123
DEC [◦ ′ ′′] N.A. +20 45 9.479
R [mag] 10.0 8.57
Date [yyyy/mm/dd] 2019/03/29 2019/11/09
Filter H FeII
NDIT×DIT [s] 90 × 1 20 × 0.313
AIRMASS N.A. 1.0248

of AO correction has an higher value of 1700 Hz with respect to the daytime dataset. The associated saving rate
for the telemetry is 850 frames/s, because of the selected decimation (a factor 2).

The observed PSFs for both datasets have been derived from raw data enhancing the final signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) by stacking all the individual science frames. A region of ∼ 8 arcsec2 (190px × 190px), centered at
the point source has been considered for each observed PSF, that has been also normalized with respect to its
flux. The SNR per pixel for the daytime observed PSF goes from 250 at peak to a mean value of 10 at a radial
distance of 20px from PSF centre and reaching mean SNR per pixel= 1 around 60px. The nighttime observed
PSF has a peak SNR per pixel of 50, that decreases to a mean value of 10 at a radial distance of 20px. For this
dataset, a mean SNR per pixel= 1 is reached around 90px from PSF centre. The different filters used for each
dataset and the variation in environmental conditions both contribute to the observed difference in the SNR
trends for the two observed PSFs.

3. PSF RECONSTRUCTION

The PSF-R method used to reconstruct the on-axis PSF from AO telemetry data is the one described in Ref. 10,
which is by itself an update of the classical algorithm developed by Ref. 18. The high flexibility of our PSF-R
method10 implies that only minor tuning were needed to adapt it to SOUL+LUCI, making it also one of the first,
to our knowledge, successful implementation of a PSF-R algorithm to a pyramid wave-front sensor (WFS) AO
system. The core idea of this approach is to compute the Optical Transfer Function (OTF), the Fourier transform
of the PSF derived from the pupil mask. The advantage of this approach relies in the possibility of factorize
the OTF into independent components, wavelength and line-of-sight dependent, which can be either calculated
from the wavefront residual phase or using calibrated values. While an extensive mathematical description of
the method is present in Ref. 10, it is worth noting that in this specific case the assumptions of fast frame rate
and a least-squares reconstructor are fulfilled. Therefore, the same decomposition of Ref. 18 can be performed
on the post-AO OTF, which is related to the effects of the AO corrected atmospheric turbulence. The time and
wavelength dependent PSFs are then obtained transforming the total OTF of the system via inverse Fourier
transform. They are finally integrated in wavelength over the pass-band of the selected filter to obtain the
reconstructed PSFs.

Focusing only on on-axis point source, the anisoplanatic component can be neglected. Moreover, since for both
dataset the loop was sampled at frequencies > 500 Hz, and non-negligible physical vibrations of the instrument
occur at much slower timescale, it can be assumed that the SOUL+LUCI system already compensate them.

As anticipated, we only used the telemetry data associated with the scientific observations to reconstruct
the PSFs. The telemetry data provided by the SOUL team include: AO WFS slopes data history, control
matrix, interaction matrix, gain vector, and the pupil definition. In particular, the pupil shape for daytime
is different with respect to that of nighttime due to the different instrument setups. We take it into account
when reconstructing the PSFs. Furthermore, non-common path aberrations between WFS optical train and the
LUCI camera are compensated by the AO system making the pyramid loop closing on non-zero reference slopes.
The small residuals (depending on the pyramid optical gain19 and un-calibrated reciprocal flexures between the
camera and the WFS) has been measured to have values of about 40 nm in both daytime and nighttime. Even
if negligible, these estimated wavefront errors were also applied in the PSF-R algorithm.



Figure 1. Radial profile (mean over all angles) of the observed PSF (black) and the reconstructed PSF (red). Left panel.
Daytime. Right panel. Nighttime. The associated standard deviations are indicated with shaded regions.

4. DISCUSSION

Table 2. Properties of the observed and reconstructed PSFs for both datasets and for both the observed (OBS) and
reconstructed (REC) PSF. The list include the Strehl ratio, full-width at half maximum (FWHM) and the encircled
energy in the core (EEcore). The radius of the circular aperture, in this case, has been fixed to 2.7 px: the expected
FWHM of the diffraction limited PSF. The radius of the circular aperture, centerd on the PSF, that contains 50% of the
total flux (R50) is also provided. The relative error of the reconstruction is provided for each parameter.

Parameter OBS. REC. DIFF. [%]
DAYTIME
SR 0.59 0.58 1.7
FWHM[mas] 44.10 43.80 0.7
EEcore 0.43 0.43 1.9
R50[mas] 50.23 53.97 7.4
NIGHTTIME
SR 0.58 0.59 1.7
FWHM[mas] 43.80 45.75 4.4
EEcore 0.43 0.45 4.0
R50[mas] 52.92 50.83 3.9

A quantitative analysis of the PSFs, both observed and reconstructed, corroborates the good match between
the observed and reconstructed PSF. Table 2 lists a collection of the most relevant PSFs properties. For both
datasets, the SR is recovered with an accuracy of 1.7%. in Figure 1, we compare the radial profile of the observed
and reconstructed PSFs. This allows a further discussion of the results. For both datasets, the radial profiles
of the reconstructed PSFs match the observed one with good accuracy, particularly in the central regions. This
is confirmed by the relative errors on the FWHM of the reconstructed PSFs, that are accurate at the level of
1% and 4% for daytime and nighttime, respectively. The absolute difference is of the order of 0.1 px) in the
worst case. The accuracy of the reconstruction is further corroborated by the EEcore values, a precision better
than 4% is reached in both cases. Moving outwards to around 50 mas, the light distribution of the reconstructed
PSF keeps following the observed one with errors on R50 of the order of 7% and 4% for daytime and nighttime
respectively. Again the absolute difference in R50 are of the order of 0.2 px in the worst case. For larger apertures,
small deviations are detected. Notably, the bump in the radial profile of the nighttime reconstructed PSF at a



Figure 2. Simulated high-z galaxy. A 128px × 128px zoom-in is shown. The nighttime observed PSF is used as input to
generate the simulated observation (left panel). The best-fit GALFIT Sérsic model is shown in the central panel. In this
case, the associated reconstructed PSF is used as the input PSF for GALFIT. The contours refer to the same count levels
as those used in the left panel. Normalized residuals are then shown in the right panel. The colorbar for the normalized
residuals is shown on the bottom.

distance of ∼ 40 px coincides with the expected position of the AO control radius. This feature, however, does
not seem to affect significantly the match between observed and reconstructed PSF.

Table 3. Scientific evaluation results. The mean deviation from input values and associated standard deviation are reported
for the main morphological parameters. Specifically, they are: the centre position (x and y), the integrated magnitude,
effective radius (Re), Sérsic index (n), axis ratio (b/a) and position angle (PA) of the galaxy.

Parameter OBS. [CONTROL] REC. NONE
x[mas] 0.000 ± 0.164 −0.194 ± 0.179 −0.120 ± 0.284
y[mas] −0.045 ± 0.105 −0.030 ± 0.105 0.000 ± 0.149
int. mag. [mag] −0.002 ± 0.019 −0.009 ± 0.016 0.119 ± 0.017
Re[mas] −0.807 ± 3.005 2.497 ± 2.272 69.5773 ± 6.055
n −0.105 ± 0.324 −0.841 ± 0.188 −1.640 ± 0.087
b/a 0.002 ± 0.005 0.042 ± 0.005 0.217 ± 0.005
PA[deg] 0.095 ± 0.167 −0.621 ± 0.150 −0.737 ± 0.229

With the aim of testing the applicability of the reconstruction to an ideal science case, we defined a gen-
eral method to translate the differences between observed and reconstructed PSF into errors on the scientific
measurements. In general, this would ultimately allow the definition of constraints on the reconstructed PSFs
in order to match the requirements for the precision on selected science measurements. Limiting as much as
possible the effects of observation-speicifc factors, we envisaged a representative case where the reconstruction
of the PSF is critical: the case of a distant (e.g. z ∼ 1.5) galaxy modelled using a Sérsic profile, without adding
any substructures. The simulated galaxy have effective radius comparable to the FWHM of the PSF, in order to
make fundamental the knowledge of the obesrved PSF for its photometric and morphological characterization.
Similarly, we chose to simulate a bright galaxy to assess the effects of the outer, faint regions of the PSF. In
particular, we used the nighttime reconstructed PSF to investigate the accuracy achieved when modelling the
2D light profile of the galaxy simulating it with GALFIT.20 The parameters of the simulated galaxy are: in-
tegrated magnitude mVega = 17.5 mag; Sérsic index n = 3.9; effective radius Re = 94 mas (6 px, corresponding
to ∼ 2 FWHM); axis ratio of 0.28. These values are typical for a red nugget (an early-type galaxy) at red-
shift z ∼ 1.5, with the exception of the integrated magnitude21 . For generating the simulated SOUL+LUCI
observations, we make extensive use of SimCADO22,23 , specifically tuning it for the purpose. The simulated
observations are generated convolving the Sérsic model with the nighttime observed PSF. We fix the total expo-



Figure 3. Box plots of the measured deviations from input values for integrated magnitude, effective radius Re, Sérsic
index n, and axis ratio b/a from top to bottom. The control measure refers to the use of the observed PSF (the one that
was used for simulating the observations). The actual measure (REC.) has been obtained using the reconstructed PSF as
the GALFIT input. For comparison, the box plots are shown also for the case when no PSF at all was provided as input
to the software.

sure time at 54000 s, simulating 180 frames of 300 s each. To ensure a statistical significance of the results, we
generated 100 mock observations of the same model galaxy, adding at each time random white noise. A zoom-in
of a single mock observation is shown in the left panel of Figure 2. The measurements have been performed
on each mock observation with GALFIT giving different PSFs as input to the software: the observed PSF (the
control measure), the reconstructed PSF (the actual measure) and no PSF at all (for comparison). The best-fit
GALFIT model made with the reconstructed PSF is shown in the central panel of Figure 2. The match between
the simulated galaxy and the model can be qualitatively estimated obesrving the normalized residuals, presented
in the right panel of Figure 2. No evident residual structures can be detected.

Quantitatively, all the morphological parameters are in good agreement. We report in Table 3 the mean



differences between recovered and input values along with the associated standard deviations. The box plots,
relative to the main parameters only, are shown in Figure 3. They represent the distribution of the deviations
from input values for the 100 simulations. The loss of accuracy when no PSF are used for the measure is
noticeable, confirming the need of information about the observed PSF in this particular case. From Table 3
and Figure 3 it can be also noted that the best-fit model obtained with the reconstructed PSF, has a n value
2σ lower than expected. As a general consideration, although an optimization of the analysis is possible, our
two-dimensional fit still performed successfully and the galaxy can be correctly classified as an early type one
having 2.5 < n < 4.

5. CONCLUSION

The PSF-R technique allows the estimation of the PSF of an astronomical observation from synchronous WFS
telemetry data, without any access to the focal plane data. This is an unavoidable solution when there is no
bright and isolated star in the scientific field of view, suitable for deriving the observed PSF. In the context of
MICADO, a first light instrument of ELT, a PSF-R software is being developed.10 The current status of the
MICADO PSF-R service8 development is discussed in Ref 9. Here we report on the testing of its performance
on real SCAO observations taken with SOUL+LUCI at LBT. An interesting aspect of the present work is that
we successfully applied the PSF-R technique to real AO data acquired with a pyramid WFS. In particular, we
were able to reproduce the observed PSF FWHM, EE, and SR with an accuracy of 2− 4%. In addition, we have
proposed a method to directly assess the impact of the differences between observed and reconstructed PSFs on
scientific measurements. The focus of this first scientific evaluation of the reconstructed PSFs is the photometric
and morphological characterization of an idealized compact early-type galaxy. The analysis suggests that all the
scientific parameters are recovered with sufficient precision.

For what concerns the future development, two main paths will be followed: i) the analysis of a wider dataset
of SOUL+LUCI data is ongoing, the goal is to test the PSF-R algorithm on a wider parameter space (see Ref. 24);
ii) the extension of the PSF-R method to the off-axis case (see Ref. 25).
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