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Abstract: We demonstrate the Shape-Orientation-Size conservation principle for a 3-element
interferometer using aperture plane masking at the ALBA visible synchrotron radiation light
source. We then use these data to demonstrate Image Plane Self-Calibration.
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1. Introduction

In [1] we presented the concept of image plane self-calibration (IPSC) in interferometry, and
demonstrated the concept with numerical simulations of interferometric data. In this follow-up
report, we present a laboratory interferometric demonstration of the IPSC process. The data
were taken using the Xanadu visible light diagnostics beamline at the ALBA synchrotron light
source [2]. Xanadu at ALBA is an ideal facility to explore various aspects of interferometry,
including the effects of redundant sampling of interferometric spacings, shape-orientation-size
conservation for three apertures [3], and image plane self-calibration [1, 4].

The basics of the interferometric concepts, including the definition of, and equations for, a
visibility, closure phase, and IPSC can be found in [1, 3]. In brief, interferometric imaging
entails measuring the cross-correlation, or coherence, between the electromagnetic voltages
measured at spatially distinct locations (’apertures’, or ’interferometric elements’). The Fourier
transform of these coherences, also known as visibilities, corresponds to the intensity distribution
of light from the distant source [5–7]. The measurements in the Fourier domain are referred to as
’uv-data points’ or ’visibilities’, where the u,v coordinates are the vector baselines defined by the
distance between holes, or elements, in the interferometric mask, measured in wavelengths. It
is often assumed, and experimentally designed, that the the u,v-data are measured on a planar
surface, although non-planar visibility measurements still obey a 3-dimensional Fourier transform
relationship with source structure.

Closure phase is the argument of the triple product of complex visibilities on a closed triad of
inteferometric elements, or apertures. Closure phase has the important property of being robust
to phase corruptions that can be factored into individual element-based terms [8]. [3] present a
geometric understanding of how closure phase manifests itself in the image plane. In essence,
the shape, orientation, and size (SOS) of the image-plane triangle enclosed by the fringes of a
three element interferogram, are invariant to element-based phase errors, with the only degree of
freedom being an unknown translation of the grid pattern of triangles due to these phase errors.

A straight-forward means of visualizing how SOS conservation works is given in Figure
4 in [3]: for any three element interferometer, the only possible image corruption due to an
element-based phase screen is a tilt of the aperture plane, leading to a shift in the image plane. No
higher order decoherence or image blurring is possible, since three points always define a plane
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parallel to which the wavefronts are coherent. SOS conservation is not true for an interferogram
made with four or more elements, since multiple phase-planes can occur for different closed
triads of interferometric elements, and higher order decoherence occurs (ie. image blurring).

SOS conservation then raises the possibility of an image-plane self-calibration process
(IPSC; [1]). The process employs a model source image, plus the set of triad images made from
all the three element interferometers that can be defined in the array. These three element images
are cross correlated with the model source image, to derive the unknown, and idiosyncratic, shifts
in the two-dimensional source coordinates due to element-based phase errors, such that the peak
in the cross correlation corresponds to the required shift for each triad image to restore the true
source position. The shifted triad images are then summed, leading to a more coherent image
of the source brightness distribution, which can be used as a model for further iteration of the
process.

[1] use numerical simulations of interferometric data to demonstrate the SOS principle and
image plane self-calibration for simple sources. In this follow-up report, we employ laboratory
interferometric data to both demonstrate the SOS principle, and for a laboratory demonstration of
IPSC. The experimental set-up is simple, with only a single triad employed in the IPSC process,
and hence detailed imaging of source structure is not possible due to the very sparse uv-coverage.
However, the data are adequate to show a clear improvement in visibility coherence with IPSC
iteration, consistent with the known structure of the emitting source.

2. Visible light Synchrotron Radiation Interferometry at ALBA

The details of the visibile light interferometric set-up at the ALBA synchrotron light source are
given in [2, 4, 9]. These include aperture mask location, reimaging optics to achieve far-field
equivalence for the mask, narrow band filters centered at 538 nm with a bandwidth of 10 nm, and
CCD camera imaging. The distance from the mask to the target source, which is used to relate
angular size measurements to physical size of the electron beam, was 15.05 m.

Herein, we present results from a three hole mask, and from a non-redundant five hole mask,
each with hole diameters of 3 mm. For reference, the geometry of our 5-hole mask is shown
schematically in Figure 1. Subsets of holes are covered to achieve different masks. Holes Ap 0,
1, and 2 are used for the three hole interferometry, and holes 3 and 4 are added for the 5-hole
demonstration. For each mask, a series of 30 CCD frames are recorded, each of 1 ms duration,
and separated by 1 s.

Fig. 1. Scale drawing of the 5-hole mask with aperture labels as used for labelling
uv-sample baselines. Dimensions are in mm (see [9].



The emitting source is the relativistic electron beam of the ALBA accelerator, at the location
of one of the primary bending magnets. The size is small, corresponding to a Gaussian with
major axis dispersion ∼ 60𝜇𝑚 [9], which at a distance of 15.05 m implies an angular size of
0.84”. For comparison, the angular interferometric fringe spacing of our longest baseline in the
mask of 22.6 mm at 540 nm wavelength is 5”. Hence, for all of our measurements, the visibility
coherences are high, ≥ 65%. However, the signal to noise is extremely high, with millions
of photons in each measurement, thereby allowing size measurements on partially resolving
baselines. Further, for the IPSC demonstration herein, the small-scale details of the source
structure are not critical.

Visibility phases and amplitudes are derived by a Fourier transform of the interferograms, as
described in detail in [4, 9]. In the context of a study of image plane self-calibration, we first
must demonstrate that any phase corruption of the visibilities can be factored into element-based
phases, otherwise closure and IPSC no longer apply.

Fig. 2. Visibility phases (color) and the closure phase (black) for the three hole data
time series without centering, for baselines: 0-1 (green), 0-2 (red), 1-2 (blue).

The results for visibility phases and the closure phase for the time series of the 30 visibilities
for the 3-hole mask, are plotted in Figure 2. This figure shows large phase variations over the
time series for the visibility phases, with rms variations of ≥ 30𝑜. However, the closure phase,
corresponding to the complex sum of the three phases in the closed triad, shows very small
scatter (rms = 0.3𝑜), and a mean value close to zero. The very small scatter in the closure phase,
as compared to the visibility phases out of which it was calculated, implies that indeed, for the
ALBA SRI experiment, the phase fluctuations can be factored into element-based terms. The
origin of these phase fluctuations at the ALBA SRI are under investigation, but likely result from
vibration of optical components, with a possible contribution from turbulence in the laboratory
atmosphere.

The near zero closure phase is principally due to the very small source size relative to
the resolution of the instrument, although the source is known intrinsically to be a Gaussian
shape [10,11], which would also have a zero closure phase regardless of resolution, since it is
point-symmetric in the image plane.



3. Laboratory IPSC

3.1. Movie of Shape-Orientation-Size Conservation

The image plane self-calibration process relies on the SOS principle for a closed triad of baselines,
and the fact that the only degree of freedom due to element-based phase errors for a three
element interferometer is a rigid shift of the interferogram. Again, IPSC does not work for a
mask with more than three holes, since the phase screen may have structure that defines multiple
phase-planes for different triads across the interferometric array, or mask [1]. It also does not work
for two hole interferometry since self-calibration of an individual fringe of different orientation
or baseline length is under-constrained, and the self-calibration process simply turns the source
into the model.

A laboratory visualization of the SOS principle for the ALBA data can be seen in the movie
of the time series of the 3-hole and 5-hole interferograms in Figure 3. The 3-hole data shows
the characteristic grid of sources resulting from such a three fringe image, multiplied by the
large-scale power pattern of the individual holes, which, for circular apertures, corresponds to
an Airy-disk of diameter proportional to the inverse of the hole diameter. This grid pattern
undergoes rigid shifts from frame to frame due to element based phase terms, while maintaining
the shape, orientation, and size of the image pattern.

Fig. 3. https://www.aoc.nrao.edu/~ccarilli/TALKS/SOSMovie.
pptx. Left is the movie of the time series of interferograms for the 3-hole mask, while
right is the same for the 5-hole mask. This will appear as a video in the on-line version
of the Journal. The red crosses indicate the local maxima employed in Figure 4. The
color scale is modestly saturated for the higher peaks to show lower surface brightness
structures.

The 5-hole interferogram is more complex than the 3-hole interferogram due to the increased
number of uv-sample baselines (10). The 5-hole interferogram also shows jitter in position of
the overall pattern, relating to the lowest order term in the phase perturbation power spectrum,
corresponding to a tip-tilt, or image shift. However, the detailed pattern of the images also
changes from frame to frame, with maxima and minima increasing, decreasing, and shifting
independently. This behaviour is indicative of a phase screen that has variable structure across
the mask, beyond a simple gradient. SOS is not conserved and fringes from different uv-baselines
cohere or decohere at a given location, depending on their relative phases at a given time.

https://www.aoc.nrao.edu/~ccarilli/TALKS/SOSMovie.pptx
https://www.aoc.nrao.edu/~ccarilli/TALKS/SOSMovie.pptx


Fig. 4. The time series of values of the local maximum for a well defined and isolated
peak in one of the interferometric images. The black points are for the 5-hole mask,
and the red points for the 3-hole mask. Values have been normalized to the mean in
each case.

This lack of SOS conservation for a 5-hole mask is quantified in Figure 4. This figure shows
the time series of the local maximum for a well defined and isolated peak in the 5-hole and 3-hole
interferograms. A region was chosen to have a peak of about 2/3 of the maximum on the image
in each case (see Figure 3). The photon noise per pixel necessitates a parametric fitting (in this
case, using a Gaussian shape), to interpolate for the local maximum. In each time frame, the
fitted region was adjusted to be centered on the feature (although exact centering made essentially
no difference). For comparative purposes, all values in a given time series are normalized by the
mean of the time series.

For the 3-hole images, the peak is very stable, with an rms variation of 1.6%, likely due to
pixelization noise. For the 5-hole mask, the peak shows much larger time variation, with an rms
of 6.9%. This larger variation is a quantitative reflection of the visually apparent time variation
of the image pattern seen in the 5-hole movie in Figure 3, in particular, the variation in coherence
for a given feature over time.

3.2. Three Hole Interferograms

We cannot use our 5-hole interferograms to demonstrate IPSC since all 10 visibility fringes are
obtained in a single CCD frame, and hence individual triad images cannot be separated in the
image-plane. While the 3-hole interferogram provides very limited imaging capability, the 3-hole
measurements can still be used to demonstrate improved visibility coherence with IPSC in the
following manner.

First, we adopt the ’target’ value for the visibility amplitudes as those derived by taking the
mean value of the results for the 30 individual 1 ms frames (black points and line in Figure 5).
Again, each frame has high S/N (many photons), and SOS conservation implies that the only
change between frames is an overall-shift of the interference pattern, which will not alter the
visibility amplitudes.



Second, we derive visibility amplitudes after summing all the images with different alignments
per frame, or centering, steps. For the ’worst case’ (iteration 1), we simply sum all the images
without centering, and derive visibility amplitudes from the Fourier transform of the summed
image. Such a summed image will include decoherence due to the image wander caused by phase
fluctuations.

The second iteration of IPSC uses an Airy-disk centering process, in which each interferogram
is smoothed to a low resolution corresponding roughly to the size of the Airy disk power
pattern [9] (see Figure 3). The image shifts are derived by comparing the peaks of the smoothed
images. This centering essentially removes the ’tip-tilt’ term of the phase screen, ie. the mean
phase slope across the full mask corresponding to the lowest order term in the phase screen.

The third iteration of IPSC employs the output of iteration 2, meaning a model image
corresponding to the sum of all the 30 Airy-disk centered images. Each 1 ms frame is then
spatially cross correlated with the model image to derive offsets, which are then removed and
a new summed image is formed and analyzed. This third iteration would, assuming SOS
conservation, remove higher order phase terms for 3-hole interferograms, beyond a uniform
gradient, and thereby increase the coherence.

Figure 5 shows the time series of the visibility amplitudes from each frame, plus the mean
value of this time series. Again, this mean represents the ’target’ amplitudes for the ISPC test.
For reference, the auto-correlation point is also included, corresponding to the total power in the
field (0-0 visibility point). This autocorrelation barely changes with IPSC iteration, remaining
unchanged to within 0.5%, as expected since the total number of photons in the summed image
in each iteration doesn’t change with centering.

For the interferometric visibilities (cross correlations), the ’no centering’ summation shows
the lowest amplitudes, lower by up to 30% relative to the target values. The Airy disk centering
increases the visibility amplitudes to within 5% of target. The final IPSC iteration increases the
amplitudes of the visibilities from summed images to within ∼ 1% of the target values, well
within the scatter of the points from the individual frames.

We note that, while the source is only marginally resolved by the baselines of the uv-samples
in the interferometric mask, the signal-to-noise of the measurements are very high, and the
resulting visibility coherences provide reliable information on the emitting source size [2,9]. The
visibility amplitudes for the three uv-data samples employed herein are within ∼ 1% of the same
uv-data samples found in the 5-hole mask analysis by [9]. [9] show that, even though the implied
coherences are high (≥ 65%), the errors are small (≤ 1%), and a source size can be derived from
Gaussian fitting to the visibilities. The fact that visibility amplitudes in the IPSC process for
the 3-hole data converge to the target values, without resort to altering the phases of the uv-data
itself, i.e. making corrections only in the image-plane, is then a direct confirmation of the IPSC
process for interferometric imaging.

4. Summary

We demonstrate, visually and quantitatively, Shape-Orientation-Size conservation using a 3-hole
aperture mask interferometer at visible light wavelengths at the ALBA synchrotron light source.
We also demonstrate the lack of SOS conservation for a 5-hole mask.

We use the 3-hole mask interferograms to demonstrate the image plane self-calibration process.
The demonstration entails monitoring the improvement in visibility amplitude with different
image alignment iterations using improved source models. We find the process converges quickly,
with Airy disk centering (tip-tilt) constituting the dominant, but not complete, phase correction.
The final visibility amplitudes are very close to the target values seen in both the 3-hole and
5-hole masks, and hence provide direct information on the source size in the context of Gaussian
fitting, as is done in [9].

A full demonstration of IPSC, including imaging of a complex source, requires a specialized



Fig. 5. Visibility amplitudes for the four U,V data points of the 3-hole interferograms:
(0,0) = autocorrelation; the other baselines for the uv-samples can be seen in Figure 1.
Black dots = results from the 30 individual frames. The black line is the average of
these individual measurements, representing the target values for the IPSC process.
The red line is after IPSC iteration 1 = summing images with no centering. The green
line is after iteration 2 = summing images after Airy disk centering. The blue line is
after iteration 3 = summing images after centering through cross correlation with the
output from iteration 2.

interferometric setup, in which multiple triad interferograms are made in parallel, but separately,
using beam splitters and waveguide optics, as described in [1].
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