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Abstract

The physical configuration of new radio interferometers such as MeerKAT, SKA, ngVLA and DSA-2000 informs the development
of software in two important areas. Firstly, tractably processing the sheer quantity of data produced by new instruments necessitates
subdivision and processing on multiple nodes. Secondly, the sensitivity inherent in modern instruments due to improved engineering
practices and greater data quantities necessitates the development of new techniques to capitalise on the enhanced sensitivity of
modern interferometers.

This produces a critical tension in radio astronomy software development: a fully optimised pipeline is desirable for producing
science products in a tractable amount of time, but the design requirements for such a pipeline are unlikely to be understood upfront
in the context of artefacts unveiled by greater instrument sensitivity. Therefore, new techniques must continuously be developed
to address these artefacts and integrated into a full pipeline. As Knuth reminds us, “Premature optimisation is the root of all evil”.
This necessitates a fundamental trade-off between a trifecta of (1) performant code (2) flexibility and (3) ease-of-development. At
one end of the spectrum, rigid design requirements are unlikely to capture the full scope of the problem, while throw-away research
code is unsuitable for production use.

This work proposes a framework for the development of radio astronomy techniques within the above trifecta. In doing so,
we favour flexibility and ease-of-development over performance, but this does not necessarily mean that the software developed
within this framework is slow. Practically this translates to using data formats and software from the Open Source Community. For
example, by using NumPy arrays and/or Pandas dataframes, a plethora of algorithms immediately become available to the scientific
developer.

Focusing on performance, the breakdown of Moore’s Law in the 2010s and the resultant growth of both multi-core and distributed
(including cloud) computing, a fundamental shift in the writing of radio astronomy algorithms and the storage of data is required:
It is necessary to shard data over multiple processors and compute nodes, and to write algorithms that operate on these shards in
parallel. The growth in data volumes compounds this requirement. Given the fundamental shift in compute architecture we believe
this is central to the performance of any framework going forward, and is given especial emphasis in this one.

This paper describes two Python libraries, Dask-MS and codex africanus which enable the development of distributed High-
Performance radio astronomy code with Dask. Dask is a lightweight Python parallelisation and distribution framework that seam-
lessly integrates with the PyData ecosystem to address radio astronomy “Big Data“ challenges.

Keywords: standards, techniques, interferometric, Computer systems organization, Pipeline computing, Software and its
engineering: Data flow architectures, Software and its engineering: Cloud computing, Software and its engineering:
Interoperability, Software and its engineering: Scheduling, Software and its engineering: Distributed systems organizing
principles, Software and its engineering: Multithreading

1. Introduction

The new generation of “SKA precursor” radio telescopes
such as MeerKAT (Jonas and MeerKAT Team, 2016), LOFAR
(van Haarlem et al., 2013) and ASKAP (Hotan et al., 2021), as
well as the ongoing development of SKA Phase 1 (Schilizzi
et al., 2008), ngVLA (Di Francesco et al., 2019) and DSA-
2000 (Hallinan et al., 2019) has spurred active research into
new radio astronomy data processing algorithms and techniques
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which can take full advantage of the revolutionary capabilities
of such instruments. At the same time, the sheer volume of data
produced by these observatories requires highly parallel and
distributed processing. This has produced a critical tension in
radio astronomy software development. On the one hand, fully
optimised, distributed software pipeline implementations are
desirable for producing science products in a tractable amount
of time. On the other hand, the design requirements and un-
derlying algorithms for such pipelines represent a continuously
moving target. This has created a landscape where “research
software”, developed rapidly by relatively small teams, needs
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to be performant enough to cope with full-scale precursor data
in order for new algorithms to be fully validated. Conversely,
sufficiently performant “research software” can sometimes see
uptake into operational pipelines, in preference to a fully opti-
mized reimplementation that may be obsoleted by newer “re-
search software” before it is complete. It is telling, for exam-
ple, that the LOFAR MSSS pipeline (Chyż y et al., 2018) is
built around the DDFacet/killMS (Tasse et al., 2018) packages
– a classic case of the uptake of “research software” that was
not even yet conceptualized algorithmically at the time of LO-
FAR’s official inauguration in 2010.

The breakdown of Moore’s law and the growth of multi-
processing and distributed computing: In the 2010s, due to
a combination of physics and economics, it became difficult for
chip manufacturers to continue extracting performance gains by
increasing both transistors counts and clock speeds of individ-
ual processors (Alted, 2010). To remain competitive, manufac-
turers began placing multiple processors on a single die, leading
to the current era of multi-core processors, most notably GPU’s
whose architecture is predicated on many cores executing Sin-
gle Instructions on Multiple Data (SIMD). Thus, to efficiently
use a modern CPU, algorithms must be sharded over its proces-
sors, and distributed computing extends this concept further by
sharding algorithms over multiple nodes in a compute cluster.
Sharding, therefore, is critical to the development of modern,
performant, distributed algorithms and file systems. Unfortu-
nately, both AIPS (Greisen, 1990) and CASA (McMullin et al.,
2007) were developed well-before or just on the cusp of this
change in architecture. For this reason, we argue that a new
generation of radio astronomy software is required that takes
these changes in computer architecture and distributed comput-
ing paradigms into account from the outset. Fortunately, we
believe that it is still possible to incorporate many of the excel-
lent design decisions made by these earlier ecosystems.

The Python ecosystem: “Research software” necessitates a
fundamental trade-off between a trifecta of (1) reasonably per-
formant code, (2) flexibility and (3) ease-of-development. The
Python language, and the surrounding software ecosystem, has
filled a similar niche in the Big Data/ML space. The so-called
PyData community (which, we should note, is much bigger
than the radio astronomy software community) is driving very
rapid development of novel Python-based software technolo-
gies, which has allowed for HPC-scale implementations of tools
with performance comparable to that of traditional (e.g. C/C++
MPI) handcrafted HPC code, while retaining the development
agility of a high-level interpreted language.

Python has also seen widespread adoption in radio astron-
omy. Initially, it filled the role of a high-level scripting lan-
guage in packages such as MeqTrees (Noordam and Smirnov,
2012), CASA (McMullin et al., 2007) and Parseltongue (Ket-
tenis et al., 2006). The emergence of high-performance nu-
merical libraries (NumPy/SciPy) and the AstroPy Project (As-
tropy Collaboration et al., 2022) drove the use of Python in ra-
dio data analysis, particularly in the space of data products,
which tend to be smaller in volume than the raw data that
reduction software deals with. The multiprocessing and
concurrent.futures modules of the Python Standard Li-

brary (PSL) allowed it to exploit multi-core parallelism effi-
ciently. This has ultimately enabled the development of fully
(or nearly fully) Pythonic calibration and imaging packages
such as CubiCal (Kenyon et al., 2018) and the above-mentioned
DDFacet/killMS suite, which lie squarely in the data reduction
space, and provide sufficient performance to successfully deal
with raw precursor data. However, up to now radio astronomy
has been slow to leverage the software technologies coming out
of the PyData community, and to take advantage of the techni-
cal innovation therein. This series of papers, and the software
packages underpinning them, aims to change that.

In particular, this approach is inspired by the Pangeo project
(Abernathey et al., 2017) which pioneered the processing of
large quantities of climate data using the PyData ecosystem
on the cloud. Pangeo climate data is stored as Zarr (Aber-
nathey et al., 2018) arrays on cloud object stores such as Google
Cloud Platform and Amazon S3. This data is exposed to the
developers as XArray (Hamman and Hoyer, 2017) datasets of
Dask (Dask Development Team, 2016) arrays which are then
distributed and processed in parallel across multiple cloud in-
stances.

Formats and Interfaces: One of the core features contribut-
ing to the success of NumPy, SciPy and Pandas is the creation
of standardised formats and interfaces on which a wide range of
algorithms can operate, namely the multi-dimensional NumPy
and cuDF arrays as well as the Pandas dataframe. As they
are well-defined, their contents are easily exposed to other pro-
gramming languages, most notably C/C++ extensions. Easily
accessible formats and interfaces make it possible to quickly
link algorithms together. They also enable for conversion be-
tween other formats, enabling rapid development crucial to test-
ing out ideas and algorithms.

Interestingly, the formats central to the radio data ecosystem,
FITS (Wells et al., 1981) and the CASA Table Data System
(CTDS) (van Diepen, 2015), roughly correspond to NumPy ar-
rays and Pandas dataframes, respectively. The CTDS-based
Measurement Set exhaustively specifies the format for obser-
vational data, especially visibilities, the complex-valued corre-
lated power between pairs of radio receivers. However, both
FITS and CTDS were implemented prior to the advent of mod-
ern distributed and cloud computing, and do not cleanly imple-
ment distributed file locking, or multi-threaded access. Fortu-
nately, both the FITS and CTDS specifications map easily onto
contemporary cloud-native formats such as Zarr(Abernathey
et al., 2018) and Apache Arrow(Apache Software Foundation.,
2019). These formats offer support for multiple, multi-threaded
readers and writers which is largely achieved by subdividing
data into separate files, thereby avoiding lock contention on
single, monolithic files. Additionally, the aforementioned for-
mats and implementations are used, supported and maintained
by multiple, well-resourced organisations.

Containerization: Another pertinent development in com-
puting is the emergence of container technology, beginning
with the widespread adoption of Docker1, with other container

1https://docker.com
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engines (Singularity, Podman) also gaining popularity. A con-
tainer is essentially a “virtual machine lite”, wrapping and iso-
lating (for example) an application complete with its dependen-
cies, down to the operating system level. Container images can
be deployed and instantiated across a variety of computing envi-
ronments. This provides the ability to ship and execute software
in a platform-independent way, largely taking away the “de-
pendency hell” and version conflict problem that used to arise
when attempting to install a diverse set of software packages on
a single platform. Containerization is particularly well-suited
to research software, which, by its nature, often tends to rely on
a tangled web of dependency libraries with specific versioning
requirements. Containers are gaining popularity in radio astron-
omy, with efforts such as Stimela2 (Makhathini, 2018) and the
KERN suite3 (Molenaar, 2021) providing sets of container im-
ages for popular radio astronomy packages. Paper IV in this se-
ries (Smirnov et al., 2024) presents Stimela2, a new-generation
workflow management framework to which containerization is
central.

Cloud computing: Sometimes referred to as commodity
compute, cloud computing supports the provision of a generic
set of computing services over the internet. Commercial cloud
providers such as Amazon, Google and Microsoft host large-
scale data centers that provide on-demand computing and stor-
age in the form of virtual machines (e.g. Amazon EC2), storage
endpoints (e.g. Amazon S3), and various application-specific
services such as database servers. Academic HPC centres are
also experimenting with providing some of their resources as
cloud-type services. Basic economy-of-scale arguments sug-
gest that, in an ideal world, the unit cost of compute and stor-
age from a huge vendor such as Amazon and Google must be
cheaper than deploying on-premises hardware for all but the
largest organizations. Practicalities such as data transfer and
the fact that even idle cloud resources incur billing mean that
these cost advantages can be non-trivial to realize, particularly
in the research software space. However, the Rubin Obser-
vatory (LSST), a 100 PB-scale project, has deployed its Sci-
ence Data Platform on Google Cloud (O’Mullane et al., 2023).
In the radio astronomy world, several efforts (Toomey et al.,
2017; Sabater et al., 2017; Byrne and Jacobs, 2021; Dodson
et al., 2016, 2022) have demonstrated use of the cloud for some
project-specific data reduction. However, efficiently deploying
generic radio astronomy pipelines in the cloud remains an elu-
sive goal.

A notable development at the intersection of containeriza-
tion and cloud computing is the emergence of container cluster
technology such as Kubernetes (a.k.a K8s). A K8s cluster pro-
vides compute resources in the form of container pods that the
K8s scheduler maps to available compute infrastructure (which
can be anything from a single compute node, to an on-premises
cluster, to virtual machine instances in the cloud). Later in the
series we show how our work leverages K8s to take an impor-
tant step towards the above-mentioned elusive goal.

2https://github.com/ratt-ru/Stimela
3https://kernsuite.info

About the series: Paper I presents the Dask-MS4 and
codex africanus5 packages, which provide both the data access
layer and the fundamental building blocks for a new genera-
tion of highly parallel, scalable and distributed data reduction
and analysis packages that can run on a range of architectures,
from an end-user’s laptop, to “bare metal” HPC nodes, to cloud
infrastructure such as AWS. Some of these smaller packages
are covered in this paper. Two of the larger (and algorithmi-
cally novel) applications, QuartiCal6 (calibration suite) and
pfb-imaging7 (imager), are described in separate Papers II and
III. Collectively, this software suite provides all the compo-
nents for a complete calibration and imaging pipeline. Paper
IV deals with the Stimela2 workflow management framework
that supports the implementation of such pipelines, and allows
their deployment either “natively” (i.e. on a single local com-
pute node), across a Slurm cluster, or on a K8s cluster, which
can be either local, or hosted in the cloud. Upcoming work will
focus on the deployment of such a pipeline on the AWS cloud,
and describe efficient solutions for remote visualization of data
products and other pipeline outputs.

2. Background

AIPS and CASA: Broadly speaking, two generations of ra-
dio astronomy software exist, The Astronomical Image Pro-
cessing System (AIPS) (Greisen, 1990) was developed in the
late 1970’s, and Common Astronomy Software Applications
(CASA) (McMullin et al., 2007) in the late 1990’s. Other suites
exist and are extensively documented in (Molenaar, 2021), but
the above two are important because they are the most widely
used and also because they both established commonly used
formats: the Flexible Image Transport System (FITS) (Wells
et al., 1981) and the CASA Table Data System (CTDS) (van
Diepen, 2015)8. These formats have played the crucial role of a
lingua franca in the world of radio astronomy by allowing dif-
ferent software packages to communicate with each other. The
FITS format describes a series of multi-dimensional binary ar-
rays and their associated metadata, and can be used to store both
the visibility and image data on-disk. FITS Extensions allow
the storage of related data such as Spectral Window information
in sub-tables. The simplicity of FITS is a great strength, and the
NumPy array we describe later is a similarly simple construct.
For this reason, it is loved by astronomers. Due to the amount
of data produced by newer instruments, FITS files became in-
appropriate for storing large quantities of visibilities (Molenaar,
2021) and work began on defining Measurement Sets based on
the CTDS (van Diepen, 2015). The Measurement Set speci-
fication (Kemball and Wieringa, 2000) exhaustively describes
observational data produced by many different types of radio

4https://github.com/ratt-ru/dask-ms
5https://github.com/ratt-ru/codex-africanus
6https://github.com/ratt-ru/QuartiCal
7https://github.com/ratt-ru/pfb-clean
8Strictly speaking, AIPS did not establish the FITS standard per se, but

rather established the adoption of this standard in radio astronomy. CASA did
establish CTDS from the ground up, via its precursor package AIPS++.
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interferometers. However, the CTDS was implemented before
the era of multi-core, distributed computing and has character-
istics that do not fit well with this paradigm:

1. Multi-threaded access to the CTDS was never imple-
mented.

2. Columns are stored in monolithic files which, strictly
speaking, should be locked when accessed by multiple
readers/writers. However, in distributed settings, this is
worked around by disabling locking and requiring soft-
ware to not create data races, by convention.

3. The CTDS does not support ACID (atomicity, consistency,
isolation, durability) properties. It is possible to inadver-
tently corrupt CASA Tables during application failure, los-
ing all progress and requiring restarting reductions from
scratch.

4. It has a POSIX implementation which is incompatible with
the cheaper object stores of cloud-native storage systems
like AWS S3.

Strong and Weak scaling: Radio astronomy is fundamen-
tally a big data problem and as such, it is amenable to hori-
zontal scaling. Amdahl’s Law (Amdahl, 1967) and Gustafson’s
Gustafson (1990) Law are two fundamental principles used to
analyze and predict the performance of parallel computing sys-
tems in the context of strong and weak scaling. Both laws offer
insights into how much speedup can be achieved by paralleliz-
ing a computational problem and how well the system can han-
dle an increasing workload.

Amdahl’s Law focuses on improving the performance of a
fixed problem size by parallelizing a portion of the computa-
tion. The law provides a theoretical speedup limit for parallel
processing. It is expressed as:

SPEEDUP(N) =
1

(1 − P) + P
N

(1)

Where SPEEDUP(N) is the improvement in execution time
achieved by parallelizing the computation. P is the fraction of
the program that can be parallelized (ranging from 0 to 1) and
N is the number of processors (computational units) used for
parallel execution.

The speedup is limited by the sequential part of the computa-
tion (1 - P). As the number of processors increases, the impact
of the non-parallelizable portion becomes more pronounced.
To achieve significant speedup, the parallelizable portion of the
problem (P) must be maximized.

Instead of keeping the problem size fixed, Gustafson’s Law
focuses on scaling the workload proportionally to the number
of processors. It addresses the idea that larger problems may
contain more parallelizable portions and that parallel systems
should handle increasing workloads efficiently. The law is ex-
pressed as:

SPEEDUP(N) = N + S × (1 − N) (2)

Where SPEEDUP(N) is the improvement in execution time
achieved by parallelizing the computation, N is the number of

processors and S is the fraction of time spent on the serial por-
tion of the programme.

In contrast to Amdahl’s Law, Gustafson’s Law suggests that
larger problems tend to have a higher percentage of paralleliz-
able work, which can lead to better scaling with more proces-
sors. As the number of processors increases, the sequential part
of the problem becomes less significant, and the system can ef-
ficiently handle larger workloads. In summary, Amdahl’s Law
emphasizes the importance of optimizing the parallelizable por-
tion of a problem to achieve speedup, while Gustafson’s Law
highlights the potential benefits of scaling the workload propor-
tionally with the number of processors to handle larger prob-
lems efficiently. Both laws provide valuable insights into the
performance characteristics of parallel computing systems and
help guide the design and optimization of parallel algorithms
and architectures.

The PyData ecosystem: Python’s ease-of-development has
contributed to its popularity in the scientific community. In par-
ticular, NumFOCUS, a non-profit organisation promoting open
practices in research and scientific computing, has been es-
tablished through corporate sponsorship from entities such as
Google and NVIDIA. NumFOCUS has sponsored the continued
development of many open-source libraries, including NumPy
(Harris et al., 2020), SciPy (Virtanen et al., 2020), Pandas (Wes
McKinney, 2010), and, in the case of astronomy, the convenient
AstroPy (Astropy Collaboration et al., 2022). These libraries
make it easy for scientific developers to rapidly write code, as
well as publish it and make it available to other developers.

The NumPy multi-dimensional array (ndarray), and the
Pandas dataframe are core data structures on which a wide va-
riety of algorithms are built. These data structures and algo-
rithms are implemented as C/C++ extensions, but are exposed
as Python objects, allowing scientific programmers to easily
manipulate them. NumPy arrays are, simply, memory buffers
with associated dimension metadata, while Pandas dataframes
collate several ndarrays that share a primary “row” index, or co-
ordinate. This has resulted in large organisations writing exten-
sive Open Source frameworks for use by the wider community.
Examples of this include TensorFlow and PyTorch written by
Google and Meta, respectively. Even though much of the per-
formant code is written in C++, familiar Python interfaces are
provided which ingest and consume NumPy arrays.

Python’s ease-of-development and flexibility involves trade-
offs. It is a dynamically typed, interpreted language whose stan-
dard CPython interpreter only allows a single thread to interpret
Python byte code at a time. Interpreted languages are several
orders of magnitude slower than languages compiled directly
to machine code. Also, to interpret Python byte code, threads
must acquire the global interpreter lock (GIL), severely limit-
ing Python’s multi-threading capabilities. Attempts to remove
or work-around the GIL have proliferated within the Python
community. Recent attempts include PEP 5549, and the “nogil”
project10 started by a PyTorch developer. Applications can also

9https://peps.python.org/pep-0554
10https://github.com/colesbury/nogil
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use multiple processes, each running their own Python inter-
preter, but there are either (1) serialisation overheads for inter-
process communication or (2) implementation and configura-
tion nuances inherent in the use of POSIX shared memory sys-
tems.

Numba: Other strategies for avoiding the GIL involve writ-
ing C/C++ extensions, but these require scientists to learn and
write code in complex, unforgiving languages. An exciting
compromise is the Numba (Lam et al., 2015) project, which just-
in-time (JIT) compiles functions written in a subset of Python
and NumPy into machine code with performance comparable
to C/C++. It is also possible to write NVIDIA CUDA kernels
in Numba to exploit high performance GPU targets. This per-
formance is obtained because Numba (along with the Rust and
Clang C++ compilers) uses the LLVM compiler framework to
emit machine code. When a Numba decorated Python func-
tion is called, it is dispatched to an implementation unique to
the supplied argument types and JIT compiled. This multi-
ple dispatch mechanism also works in conjunction with sim-
ple literal arguments (integers, floats and strings). Given that
JIT’d functions can call other JIT’d functions, multiple dispatch
provides an extraordinary degree of flexibility when compos-
ing performant computation kernels from individual compo-
nents. Julia (Bezanson et al., 2017) has this capability built
in at the language level, but similar flexibility and performance
would likely only be achievable in C++ via the use of tem-
plate metaprogramming (and the associated compiled template
bloat).

JIT’d functions are cacheable by argument types to prevent
needless compilation on multiple calls, and cached functions
persist between application runs. Additionally, since functions
are JIT’d, there is no need to package binary wheels for a wide
range of computer architectures, easing the burden of pack-
age maintenance. Numba can of course compile functions that
ingest and use NumPy arrays, as well as most Python primi-
tive types. Finally, because it executes machine code, Numba
functions can drop the GIL, allowing other threads to interpret
Python byte code (or run other machine code) while it executes.
This works well in a radio astronomy data reduction environ-
ment where Numba functions can spend several seconds pro-
cessing a portion of the data.

Jax (Bradbury et al., 2018) is a Machine-Learning framework
that uses the XLA compiler (OpenXLA Contributors, 2024) to
JIT compile NumPy code to CPU, GPU and Tensor Processing
Unit (TPU) architectures. It also supports automatic differen-
tiation (autodiff), auto-vectorisation and parallel programming.
As such it provides a convenient mechanism for writing code
that can easily take advantage of accelerators. One idiosyn-
crocy of XLA is that it JIT-compiles a function for every differ-
ent shape of the input tensor arguments as this allows it to opti-
mally tile data so that it can fit optimally into processor caches.
For data whose shape varies, this can result in spending more
time JIT-compiling, or padding data. Jax arrays are immutable,
so algorithms that modify data in-place are not supported. This
means that functions written in Jax can use more memory than
those written in C++ or Numba, for example. Additionally, it
is a heavy dependency, requiring 500MB of disk space for a

a = 1
b = 2
c = a + b
d = b + 1
e = c * d
assert e == 9

dsk = {'a': 1,
'b': 2,
'c': (sum, ['a', 'b']),
'd': (sum, ['b', 1]),
'e': (mul, 'c', 'd')}

assert dask.get(dsk, "e") == 9

Listing 1: A piece of code written imperatively, and as a low-
level Dask graph.

Python 3.10 x86_64 install on Ubuntu 22.04.
Dataflow programming. Radio astronomy is inherently a

Big Data problem, requiring tools to conveniently and effi-
ciently exploit multiple processors and cluster nodes. Dataflow
programming (Dennis, 1974; Dennis and Misunas, 1974;
Rodrigues and Rodriguez Bezos, 1969) is a programming
paradigm where programs are modelled as graphs through
which data flows. Each node represents a task that (a) ingests
data from other nodes linked by a graph edge (b) transforms it
and (c) outputs data for consumption by other nodes. Compil-
ers use these structures to represent program structure and flow,
and thereby assign variables to scarce but fast registers.

MeqTrees (Noordam and Smirnov, 2012) pioneered
dataflow programming within radio astronomy, but the style
has seen a general resurgence during the 2010s. This can
be attributed to a couple of factors. Firstly, new machine
learning frameworks such as TensorFlow and PyTorch need
to minimise loss functions and it is efficient to evaluate function
gradients via back-propagation on dataflow graphs. Secondly,
it provides a safe, convenient and functional style for writing
multi-process programs that are now required to fully exploit
contemporary multi-core processors. It is difficult, even for
experienced developers, to write correct multi-process code
free from race-conditions and deadlocks in an imperative style.
By contrast, representing a program as a graph allows task
dependencies to be inferred. Consequently, tasks can be inde-
pendently scheduled on multiple processors, eliminating the
need for writing complex multi-process code. This necessarily
delegates responsibility for program control flow and task
placement from the developer to a scheduler.

Dask (Dask Development Team, 2016) is a Python PyData
dataflow library for parallel and distributed computing. Low-
level Dask graphs are represented as Python dictionaries where
each key is a unique node identifier as shown in Listing 1 The
associated value can be either a literal or a task where the latter
is defined by a tuple with a callable function as the first element.
Subsequent elements contain arguments represented as literals,
or the node identifiers of dependencies.

The simplicity of this definition supports strong integration
with other PyData ecosystem packages, especially NumPy and
Pandas. However, instead of requiring a developer to manually
construct a graph, Dask provides useful Collections that sim-
plify this process. Most notably, Dask arrays and dataframes
which have similar semantics to their NumPy and Pandas coun-
terparts. These collections present the scientific programmer
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dsk = {
("A-a53d", 0, 0): (np.ones, (100, 50)),
("A-a53d", 0, 1): (np.ones, (100, 50)),
("A-a53d", 1, 0): (np.ones, (100, 50)),
("A-a53d", 1, 1): (np.ones, (100, 50))}

chunks = ((100, 100), (50, 50)) # per dimension
A = dask.Array("A-a53d", dsk, chunks, np.float64)
assert A.shape == tuple(map(sum, chunks))

Listing 2: High level Dask Array collections are formed from
a low-level graph, and associated metadata in the form of a
unique name, per-dimension chunks and a data type. In this
example, keys have the form (name, i, j) where name is name is
a unique name identifying the array collection, while i and j are
chunk identifiers for the first and second dimension. Each key
is associated with a task describing the parameters for calling
np.ones().

import dask.array as da

# Lazily construct million element dask arrays
# partitioned into 100 chunks
A = da.ones((1000, 1000),

chunks=(100, 100),
dtype=np.float64)

B = da.random.random((1000, 1000),
chunks=(100, 100))

# Lazily construct expression C
C = (A * B).sum(axis=1)
# Evaluate expression C
print(C.compute())

Listing 3: In the above code snippet, two Dask arrays are cre-
ated and multiplied together before a summation reduction is
performed on the last axis. Each chunk is associated with a
graph node.

with a familiar interface for developing parallel and distributed
applications, as shown in Listing 3.

Instead of strictly representing data, these collections encap-
sulate lightweight metadata and an associated computational
graph, thereby describing a series of operations for generat-
ing data. Encoded in this metadata are chunks: a list of het-
erogeneous sizes that subdivide each array dimension. Each
chunk is associated with a graph node and this provides the pri-
mary mechanism for expressing data parallelism within Dask
as shown in Listing 2.

Dask Arrays are also lazily-evaluated: The scientific pro-
grammer can create complex expressions involving Dask arrays
but no computation occurs until explicitly requested. Graph
nodes unrelated to the final result are also not executed. There-
fore, Dask array expressions are created with NumPy seman-
tics, but in practice create a graph, or program that is not exe-
cuted until the result is requested. This means that Dask arrays
are both programs and interfaces to other programs, supporting
flexible composition of arbitrary operations.

Dask graphs can be scheduled using multi-threaded, multi-
process and distributed schedulers. The first two target Python
threads and processes, depending on the degree to which the
executed functions hold the GIL. The distributed scheduler
is more sophisticated and schedules tasks on multiple cluster
nodes, enabling horizontal scaling of applications.

In addition to the appealing Collections interface,
Dask Distributed 11 supports a Distributed Task Execu-
tor. Developers create Client objects, to which a function
(task) and associated arguments can be submitted for execution
on a distributed cluster of workers. A Distributed Future,
representing the result of said computation is instantaneously
returned and can serve as an argument to other distributed
function calls, allowing developers to iteratively compose a
distributed graph. It is also possible to assign tasks to specific
workers or constrain tasks to workers configured with specific
resources such as GPUs. This provides low-level control, with
a similar level of complexity to that of imperatively written
MPI (Message Passing Interface Forum, 2023) code.

Finally, Dask provides limited support for actors (Hewitt
et al., 1973) which are stateful distributed objects that can com-
municate with other distributed entities via messages.

XArray: The Pandas dataframe is a tabular data structure
that collates one-dimensional NumPy arrays related by a sin-
gle “row” index, or coordinate. This representation is highly
convenient for data analytics. The XArray project (Ham-
man and Hoyer, 2017) extends this concept by collating multi-
dimensional NumPy or Dask arrays into an XArray Dataset.
XArray allows for each dimension on a DataArray object to
be labelled. This provides a convenient mechanism for aligning
arrays which share dimensions.

XArray Datasets are a convenient abstraction for represent-
ing radio astronomy data stored in the Measurement Set for-
mat, as all data is aligned along a primary row dimension, but
visibility data also has secondary channel and correlation di-
mensions. The channel dimension could be assigned frequency

11https://distributed.dask.org
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values as coordinates, while the correlation dimension could
be assigned “XX”, “XY”, “YX” and “YY” labels. They are
also self-describing (Tilmes, 2011): information describing the
contents of the Dataset is included in the Dataset itself. This
can be seen in Listing 4, where Measurement Set data is repre-
sented as Dask arrays aggregated into an XArray Dataset. Ad-
ditional metadata such as dimension sizes, coordinates, chunk
sizes, data types and attributes describe this data.

Distributed cloud-native formats: The PyData ecosystem
has access to highly performant file formats and implementa-
tions. Amongst other endeavours, the Apache Arrow project
(Apache Software Foundation., 2019) defines an open standard
for columnar, in-memory and on-disk data that is tightly inte-
grated with NumPy arrays and Pandas dataframes, partly due to
the fact that the founder of Apache Arrow also originally cre-
ated the Pandas project. This standard is implemented in mul-
tiple languages, including C++, Rust and Python, freely allow-
ing zero-copy interchange of data between them. Arrow stores
columnar data in a hierarchical directory structure containing
avro, parquet or orc files. Arrow column types can be flexibly
composed from a combination of primitive (int, floats, strings)
and compound types (dictionaries and structures). While only
one-dimensional NumPy arrays are supported out of the box, it
possible to construct high dimensional tensors and other, more
complex types through the use of Extension Types. Another
important factor in favour of Arrow is the fact that it is a large
ecosystem in its own right and experiencing explosive growth.

Zarr (Abernathey et al., 2018) is an in-memory and on-disk
representation for groups of multi-dimensional arrays. These
arrays follow the NumPy array interface, allowing users to eas-
ily manipulate data both in-memory and on disk. It has a chunk-
ing schema similar to that of Daskwhere each chunk is mapped
to a file on disk and, it is possible to chunk data along multiple
dimensions. A hierarchical directory structure contains direc-
tories for both groups and arrays. Individual array chunks are
stored in the array directories.

While the above formats can store data on POSIX file sys-
tems, they work particularly well with newer, object storage
systems, which are designed with massive amounts of data and
the attendant cost and scalability concerns in mind. At the in-
terface level, object stores map keys to large binary objects
(BLOBs). Then, by design, both Arrow and Zarr partition
datasets into multiple logical objects that can be read and writ-
ten independently by multiple nodes, processes or threads, re-
ducing locking contention. As radio astronomy data sizes grow,
the cheaper cost, and greater throughput and scalability of ob-
ject storage will quickly outweigh the advantages of traditional
file systems, to which the CTDS is currently limited. Addition-
ally, object stores offer fine-grained performance control and
cost monitoring. For example, greater S3 throughput can be
provisioned for more money, and archival data can be moved
to much cheaper long-term S3 Glacier storage, at the cost of a
longer retrieval time. Notably, the MeerKAT archive12 uses a
Ceph object store under the hood, with data converted to CTDS

12https://archive.sarao.ac.za

only upon export via the katdal (Schwardt et al., 2023) data
access layer.

3. Designing a new radio astronomy software ecosystem

In the previous section, we described a compelling series of
components from the PyData ecosystem. Here we describe the
design decisions underpinning a new radio astronomy ecosys-
tem, influenced by our trifecta of desiderata: flexibility, ease-
of-development and performance.

Performance: support multi-core, distributed program-
ming. As radio astronomy is now firmly in the Big Data regime,
any future ecosystem will need to be built on distributed, multi-
core architectures from the ground up, as data volumes are now
simply too large for earlier architectures to tractably handle
these data quantities.

Performance: use Numba, NumPy, SciPy and C/C++ Ex-
tensions. Many NumPy and SciPy operations drop the GIL,
allowing multi-threaded applications to use multiple cores in
Python. However, many operations do not have sufficient arith-
metic intensity to fully exercise all cores: elementwise-wise
arithmetic operations only perform one FLOP per element of
data. Many more FLOPS/byte are needed to exercise modern
CPUs (Alted, 2010). Therefore, in critical code sections, we
routinely use Numba to greatly increase the arithmetic intensity
of our algorithms. In other cases, we can rely on performant
code implemented in C/C++ extensions, the w-gridder (Arras,
Philipp et al., 2021) being a prime example.

Ease-of-development: enable non-expert software devel-
opers to develop new techniques using the PyData ecosys-
tem. Both AIPS and CASA were concerted and coordinated
software development efforts, well-resourced by the relevant
organizations. This is in contrast to the “bazaar” development
model espoused by the open source community – we can’t think
of any substantial bazaar-model projects in radio astronomy. In
recent times, the increased capabilities (field-of-view and sen-
sitivity) of our new instruments have driven a lot of algorith-
mic innovation, as legacy algorithms are often unable to fully
exploit the new science capabilities. The eventual compute re-
quirements of many new algorithms are still poorly understood,
which makes it difficult to incorporate them into a formal, top-
down software engineering process. This leaves scientific soft-
ware developers and astronomers with a large role to play in
exploring these algorithms. However, due to the nature of their
work, their primary focus is on extracting science results. To
merely prove new techniques with SKA pathfinder telescopes,
distributed and multi-core architectures must be taken into ac-
count, as data volumes are otherwise too large. However, sci-
entific developers have little time to devote to low-level im-
plementation concerns. Therefore, it is important to lower the
barrier to entry for important new software technologies. The
PyData ecosystem is the obvious choice: most scientific devel-
opers and astronomers know Python, AstroPy, NumPy, Pandas
and SciPy, which provide convenient data structures and algo-
rithms for developing new techniques, while Dask provides dis-
tributed programming tools using semantics from NumPy and
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Dimensions: (row: 75600, chan: 64, corr: 4, uvw: 3)
Coordinates:

ROWID (row) int32 dask.array<chunksize=(10000,), meta=np.ndarray>
Dimensions without coordinates: row, chan, corr, uvw
Data variables: (12/22)

ANTENNA1 (row) int32 dask.array<chunksize=(10000,), meta=np.ndarray>
ANTENNA2 (row) int32 dask.array<chunksize=(10000,), meta=np.ndarray>
FEED2 (row) int32 dask.array<chunksize=(10000,), meta=np.ndarray>
OBSERVATION_ID (row) int32 dask.array<chunksize=(10000,), meta=np.ndarray>
MODEL_DATA (row, chan, corr) complex64 dask.array<chunksize=(10000, 64, 4), meta=np.ndarray>
SIGMA (row, corr) float32 dask.array<chunksize=(10000, 4), meta=np.ndarray>
CORRECTED_DATA (row, chan, corr) complex64 dask.array<chunksize=(10000, 64, 4), meta=np.ndarray>
... ...
DATA (row, chan, corr) complex64 dask.array<chunksize=(10000, 64, 4), meta=np.ndarray>
INTERVAL (row) float64 dask.array<chunksize=(10000,), meta=np.ndarray>
EXPOSURE (row) float64 dask.array<chunksize=(10000,), meta=np.ndarray>
TIME (row) float64 dask.array<chunksize=(10000,), meta=np.ndarray>
FLAG_ROW (row) bool dask.array<chunksize=(10000,), meta=np.ndarray>

Attributes:
FIELD_ID: 0
DATA_DESC_ID: 0]

Listing 4: An XArray Dataset containing Dask arrays representing Measurement Set data. Multiple dimensions are represented,
most notably row, channel and correlation (row, chan, corr). Separate arrays are aligned along these coordinates.

PFB-Imaging

Tricolour

Crystalball

Xova

Figure 1: dask-ms serves as a Data Access Layer mediating between various data sources and applications.
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Figure 2: Extract, transform, load (ETL) achieved using Dask arrays. UVW, DATA and WRITE are Dask arrays that strictly represent loads, transformations and
extracts of data, rather than data per se. Here, the UVW array actually represents five getcol functions that extract separate chunks of UVW coordinates. The DATA
array transforms UVW getcol outputs by passing them into individual predict functions to produce visibilities. Finally, the WRITE array loads visibilities into a
Zarr object store via setitem operations.
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Pandas . Julia (Bezanson et al., 2017) is a modern, power-
ful language designed for scientific computing with a lot of
promise. However, Julia scientific computing libraries are cur-
rently less mature and have fewer maintainers than Python.

Flexibility: decouple algorithms from data sources. As
we are in a regime when many new algorithms are under de-
velopment, it is important to be able to compose algorithms
together. For example, a calibration algorithm may want to
ingest model visibilities obtained from component-based or
degridding-based prediction algorithms, or a combination of
the two, or it may want to obtain model visibilities from data
on disk. For these reasons, we decouple our data sources and
sinks from algorithms and applications by implementing a Data
Access Layer (DAL) called Dask-MS (§4) and an algorithms li-
brary called codex africanus (§5).

Flexibility: support multiple data sources and sinks. The
decoupling described above also encourages us to separate our
algorithms from data sources and sinks. If we write our algo-
rithms in such a way that they consume and emit NumPy arrays,
then the source and destination of these arrays is unimportant.
Data can be obtained from Measurement Sets, other sources on
disk, or even other algorithms without the algorithm having to
consider its provenance. This requirement is naturally provided
by lazy Dask arrays: As Dask arrays represents a series of op-
erations that generate data, we can use them to interchangeably
represent (1) reads from multiple disk formats such as the MS,
Zarr or Arrow (2) the output of an algorithm. In the case of
(1), Dask-MS presents Dask arrays to the developer without
concerning the developer about the underlying format. Sim-
ilarly, in the case of (2), codex africanus can consume Dask
arrays produced by Dask-MS or even other codex africanus
algorithms and produce Dask arrays representing the result of
the algorithm. Finally, when writing data, Dask-MS consumes
Dask arrays, writing them to them the underlying format.

Ease-of-development: use previously defined specifica-
tions in new formats and data structures. As discussed in
§2, the Measurement Set is a specification for structuring radio
interferometry data. By contrast, the CTDS is an on-disk for-
mat that concretely implements the specification. The mental
model provided by the Measurement Set specification is ubiqui-
tous and ingrained in a generation of developers. This specifica-
tion also maps easily to many data structures and formats in the
PyData ecosystem. For example, both Zarr and Arrow are de-
signed with many of the concepts implemented in the CTDS –
this makes it relatively easy to map the Measurement Set spec-
ification onto these new formats. Similarly, Pandas dataframes
and XArray datasets collate columnar data into tabular datasets
for manipulation by developers. For this reason, we use the
Measurement Set specification in various forms throughout our
code.

Dataflow programming: Dataflow programming is a suit-
able method for achieving most of these aims. By represent-
ing programs as a graph, task schedulers can distribute work
on multiple nodes and cores. Dask arrays provide a familiar
and convenient mechanism for defining dataflow graphs as they
semantically behave like NumPy arrays. To the scientific de-
veloper it appears that they are composing a series of NumPy

-like objects together, while in reality this iteratively builds a
dataflow graph. This graph is then submitted to a scheduler for
execution on multiple nodes and cores. The operations in such
dataflow graphs are loosely-coupled: an algorithm data source
can be swapped simply by substituting a different Dask array as
input during graph construction. For example, Figure 2 shows
how Dask arrays can be used to represent Extraction, Trans-
formation and Load (ETL) Kimball and Caserta (2004) data
processes. This style of programming makes code built in this
paradigm easy to read and maintain.

4. Dask-MS

Dask-MS is a Data Access Layer written as a Python pack-
age that exposes Measurement Set-like data as XArray datasets
containing Dask arrays. We say they are Measurement Set-like
because the interface XArray presents to the scientific software
developer is very similar to the tables and columns of an MS.
It provides a familiar basis for writing distributed PyData radio
astronomy applications, as shown in Figure 1.

Dask arrays produced by a read function (xds_from_ms)
represent a chunked read of on-disk data for that column. This
data can be stored in a CASA Measurement Set, but could also
be stored in Zarr or Arrow datasets. Conversely, Dask arrays
produced by a write function (xds_to_table) encode a series
of write operations. These arrays are actually lazy graphs: no
operation takes place until the graph is explicitly evaluated.

XArray logically groups Dask arrays together and provides
the developer with a convenient structure for manipulating data,
as shown in Listing 4. Dimensions can be labelled with famil-
iar names, such as row, channel and correlation in the case of
Measurement Set data. Coordinates can be assigned along each
dimension allowing arrays to aligned against each other and for
ranges of data to be manipulated by quantities such as time and
frequency. Dask-MS does not explicitly assign coordinates, as
row dimension coordinates could grow to be very large, but ap-
plication developers are free to assign these coordinates to the
XArray Datasets themselves.

Measurement Set DATA columns can be variably shaped,
which is unsupported by Dask arrays. To work around
this, a Measurement Set is partitioned into multiple XArray
datasets (primarily by DATA_DESC_ID and FIELD_ID val-
ues), thereby ensuring each dataset has a homogeneous channel
and correlation shape

Dask-MS has strong support for CASA tables. It supports
read, create, update and append operations to CASA tables.
Read operations simply produce a list of XArray datasets. Cre-
ate operations accept a list of XArray datasets and create an en-
tirely new dataset, inferring the table and column descriptors,
as well as data managers for each column. If columns share
the same shape across each dataset, they will be assigned Tiled
Storage Managers.

Update operations allow the modification of existing
columns, and the addition of new columns to the dataset. A spe-
cial ROWID coordinate column must be present on the written
XArray dataset to indicate support updates back to the Mea-
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surement Set (read operations produce it). Finally, append op-
erations allow data to be added to a table, although this case is
usually only associated with the creation of a new table.

Dask-MS also supports the distributed, cloud-native Zarr
and Arrow formats. Measurement Set data can be written in
both formats, with some caveats. As Zarr represents multi-
dimensional arrays, variably shaped-data must be written as a
series of datasets. This is achieved by using TAQL (Diepen,
2006) to partition the Measurement Set by it’s key columns.
The resulting Zarr stores can be read, created, updated and ap-
pended to.

By contrast, Arrow can represent variably-shaped data, but
only supports chunking along the primary row dimension, al-
though this limitation could be mitigated by stacking datasets
along other dimensions (channel being the obvious one). It only
supports reading and writing: updating existing data is not sup-
ported. It is possible to append to an existing dataset by adding
parquet files into the existing directory structure.

While the above formats differ in the underlying storage
structure, the Measurement Set v2.0 specification is always
maintained as far as the application code interface is concerned.
katdal export to Zarr Measurement Sets: katdal

(Schwardt et al., 2023) is the Data Access Layer to the
MeerKAT Data archive. It provides its own Dataset interface
over archived observations, allowing selection along multiple
dimensions including time, frequency, spectral window and an-
tenna. It also provides export of archived observations into the
CASA Measurement Set v2.0 format. Due to the limitations
of the CTDS as a distributed computing format, we have im-
plemented export from katdal into an Measurement Set v2.0
format backed by Zarr on disk. As Dask-MS can seamlessly
operate with CTDS or Zarr formats, this provides applications
constructed on top of Dask-MS with the ability to run on a fast,
distributed storage system.

5. codex africanus

codex africanus 13 is a Python Application Programming In-
terface (API) which exposes radio astronomy algorithms as
Python functions. The purpose of codex africanus is to facil-
itate the re-use of algorithms within radio astronomy applica-
tions. For example, a model prediction algorithm is useful in
both calibration and imaging, but to re-implement it in sep-
arate contexts is wasteful. Furthermore, different prediction
algorithms exist: component-based (a.k.a. DFT) predicts are
computationally expensive, but their accuracy is desirable for
bright sources, while the fast but less accurate FFT-and-degrid
approach is more suitable for fainter extended emission. Both
strategies can be usefully combined in the same application.
codex africanus aims to meet these requirements.

Two layers are involved: in the first, a function ingesting
and outputting NumPy arrays is defined to implement the al-
gorithm on a chunk of input. For performance, these func-
tions are frequently implemented in Numba, to obtain efficient

13https://github.com/ska-sa/codex-africanus

machine-code with performance characteristics similar to C++
and Fortran. The second layer is a function that defines a trans-
formation which ingests and outputs Dask arrays. This concept
is demonstrated in Figure 2, where the DATA array wraps a
number of predict function calls that transform the individual
chunks of the UVW array.

Amongst others, the following notable algorithms are ex-
posed:

1. Component-based model predict with an assortment of
Jones matrices, following the radio interferometer mea-
surement equation (RIME; Smirnov, 2011) formalism.

2. The w-gridder (Arras, Philipp et al., 2021), which per-
forms gridding/degridding of visibility data;

3. A Perley-style polyhedron faceting gridder and degridder
(Cornwell and Perley, 1992).

4. Baseline-dependent time and channel averaging (BDA)
(Atemkeng et al., 2016).

The flexibility and speed of Numba is exhibited in the
codex africanus RIME implementation. A string defining the
RIME for a series of terms is provided to a Numba interface
function. For example the string:

[Ep, Lp, Kpq, Bpq, Lq, Eq]: [I, Q, U, V] -> [XX, XY, YX, YY]
(3)

defines a RIME with per-antenna beam and feed terms as well
as per-baseline phase and brightness terms, that transforms the
supplied Stokes values into the relevant correlations p and q re-
fer to left and right per-antenna terms which must be present
on the left and right side of the equation, respectively. pq in-
dicates a per-baseline term which must be present in the mid-
dle of the equation. Each element in this string is identified
(terms, stokes and correlations), used to dispatch functionality
to different Jones term implementations and construct a single
JIT-compiled function that multiplies out the Jones chain in an
inner loop to form source coherencies. This is a powerful exam-
ple of using multiple dispatch where the function for computing
one class of RIME is defined by a string argument.

6. Dask Scheduling

One of Dask’s primary strengths is the expressiveness af-
forded to the scientific software developer by Dask Dataframe
and Dask Array collections. As they have similar semantics
to NumPy arrays, they provide a familiar affordance (Norman,
2002), providing developers with the ability to rapidly develop
distributed programs. The tradeoff with this abstraction is that
it transfers the responsibility of scheduling the graph from the
developer to Dask’s schedulers, which may – or may not! –
optimally assign tasks to nodes.

In particular, spatial locality is an important factor in any dis-
tributed application (or multi-core application). Related pieces
of data should be co-located on the same cluster node in order
to avoid the overhead of network transfers slower than that of a
main memory bus. This is especially important in the context of
an XArray dataset of Dask arrays whic are chunks of related ar-
rays should ideally be co-located. For example, in the context of
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the Measurement Set, the DATA, WEIGHT_SPECTRUM and
FLAG columns have the same shapes, are all very large and
their related chunks should be co-located to avoid data trans-
fers.

This can be a difficult problem: optimally scheduling task
graphs with arbitrary constraints is NP-hard (Ullman, 1975)
and heuristic solutions are needed in practice (Kwok and Ah-
mad, 1999). Dask Distributed applies a number of best effort
heuristics (Dask Development Team, 2023), noting that correct
initial placement of tasks is an important factor.

With the intention of ensuring correct placement, Task Anno-
tations were added to Dask (Dask Development Team, 2024)
allowing arbitrary metadata to be associated with Dask tasks.
This metadata is passed through to Dask Distributed Sched-
uler plugins, providing hints to the scheduler that can be used
to optimise task placement.

Consider, for example, the WEIGHT_SPECTRUM and
DATA columns, represented with Dask Arrays having the same
shape and chunks. We would like to ensure that related row
chunks are co-located on the same Dask worker. One method
of achieving co-location is to take advantage of Dask’s naming
convention for Array collection graph keys, which are tuples of
the form (name, i1, ..., in) where in represent the integral chunk
indices of each dimension and name is a unique name identify-
ing a collection. Then, the WEIGHT_SPECTRUM and DATA Dask
arrays might have unique names WEIGHT_SPECTRUM-a2b4
and DATA-3fc6. We also know they share the same
(row, chan, corr) dimensions and we would there-
fore like to schedule two related chunks, uniquely iden-
tified by keys (WEIGHT_SPECTRUM-a2bf, 3, 1, 0) and
(DATA-3fc6, 3, 1, 0), on the same worker. It is
relatively simple to annotate each task with a tuple
(row,chan,corr), (10, 16, 4)). containing both the di-
mension name and the number of chunks in the dimension.
Then, it is simple to (1) infer that each task is associated with
row chunk 3 (out of 10) and (2) stripe the task over a range of
workers

worker_id = floor(nworkers× rowchunk_id/nrowchunks) (4)

If the developer is developing using XArray Datasets, this
dimension name metadata is automatically associated with
Dask Arrays. Pseudo-code for the above strategy is shown in
Listing 5.

7. Results: An Ecosystem of radio astronomy Applications

The flagship applications in the Africanus ecosystem are
QuartiCal (Kenyon et al., 2024) and pfb-imaging (Bester et al.,
2024), as they are fairly large and rich-featured packages ex-
emplifying the design criteria described in §3. They will be
covered separately in the following papers of this series. In this
section, we describe a number of smaller packages developed
within the ecosystem. Taken as a whole, this suite of packages
is sufficiently feature-complete to support (at least) conven-
tional data reduction workflows, from raw visibilities to final

images. Note that some of these packages (notably, Tricolour,
ShadeMS, RAGaVI, crystalball and QuartiCal) have already
found use in end-to-end pipelines such as CARACal (Józsa
et al., 2022), while others such as Tabascal and GridFlag have
been developed under completely independent authorship.

7.1. Tricolour

Tricolour (Hugo et al., 2022) is a Dask-based radio fre-
quency interference (RFI) flagging application implemented in
Dask and Numba. It implements the SumThreshold (Offringa,
2012) algorithm employed in the AOFlagger (Offringa, 2010)
package, but is capable of efficiently handling the quantities of
data produced by MeerKAT in its 32k channel mode.

The SumThreshold algorithm detects RFI by applying mul-
tiple filter-passes to per-baseline time and channel windows. In
the case of Measurement Set-like data, we perform a transpose
from (row, channel, corr) ordering to (baseline, corr, time, chan-
nel) per scan, allowing time-channel windows to be flagged in
parallel. This transpose can be performed in memory, or via
on-disk Zarr arrays.

Tricolour is multithreaded but not distributed. It scales well
to ∼20 CPU cores and, given this number of cores, flags data at
over 400 GiB/h (Hugo et al., 2022).

7.2. ShadeMS

It is useful to visualize the raw (or calibrated) visibilities
produced by an interferometer, as this can often reveal sub-
tle systematics, and yield insights into the quality of the cal-
ibration. The go-to tool for this has been the CASA plotms
task, which uses the matplotlib (Hunter, 2007) library under
the hood, mainly in scatter plot mode. This has a hard limit
of just over 4 billion datapoints, and becomes very inefficient
(and completely saturates the plot canvas) long before this limit
is reached. Since the data produced by modern interferome-
ters easily exceeds this limit, plotms invocations are typically
restricted to carefully chosen subsets (or averaged-down ver-
sions) of the data.

DataShader (Anaconda, 2022) is a recent plotting package
fully integrated with Dask. Portions of the data (Dask array
chunks) are rendered onto separate canvases and aggregated to
form a final plot. Crucially, it uses shading rather than plotting:
pixels of the canvas are assigned colour/alpha values that rep-
resent the density of the data points falling therein (rather than
rendering each data point as an invididual marker). This avoids
the saturation problem, and means that any size of dataset can
be rendered meanigfully. Since multiple chunks can be pro-
cessed on multiple cores and nodes, this also greatly accelerates
canvas rendering. ShadeMS (Smirnov et al., 2022) is a tool for
rapidly plotting Measurement Set data that uses DataShader to
render Dask arrays produced by Dask-MS. It achieves consid-
erable acceleration – as a qualitative indication, a 32-core ma-
chine will render 4 billion points in under 3 minutes, compared
to over an hour for plotms to plot an ×8 averaged-down version
of the same data.
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# Create a chunked dask array and then clone it with a
# name_chunks annotation for each key
DATA = dask.array.ones((1000, 64, 4), chunks=(100, 16, 4))
with dask.annotate(name_chunks=(("row", "chan", "corr"), A.numblocks)):

# Cheaply recreate A with annotations
DATA = dask.graph_manipulation.clone(A)

class RowStripePlugin(SchedulerPlugin):
""" Stripes tasks containing row chunks across workers.
annotations have the form {annotation_name: {key: value}}"""
def update_graph(self, scheduler, keys, annotations=None, **kwargs):

worker_names = list(scheduler.workers.keys())
nworkers = len(worker_names)
# Returns the dimension id of the row dimension
# given an iterable of the form (dim_id, dim_name)
find_row_id = lambda i, d: d[0] if d[1] == "row" else i

for key, (names, chunks) in annotations["name_chunks"].items():
if row_id := reduce(find_row_id, enumerate(names), None)

# Collection keys have the form (name, i, j, k)
assert isinstance(key[0], str) # Collection name in first position
row_chunk = key[row_id + 1] # Get the row chunk from collection key
row_chunks = chunks[row_id] # Number of row chunks

if ts := scheduler.tasks.get(key):
worker_id = math.floor(nworkers * (row_chunk / row_chunks))
ts.worker_restrictions = {worker_names[worker_id]}
ts.loose_restrictions = True

Listing 5: A simple scheduler plugin that stripes row chunks over available dask workers. Arrays are annotated with dimension
names and the total number of chunks in each dimension. The plugin uses this metadata to determine the row chunk id for a
particular task and stripe the task over available workers.

7.3. RAGaVI

The radio astronomy gains and visibilities plotter (RAGaVI,
Andati et al., 2022) generates interactive plots of calibration
solutions and visibilities for radio astronomical data. It uses
Dask-MS as a data access interface between the data pro-
cessing backends, Dask and NumPy, and plotting software –
namely Bokeh, Matplotlib, and Datashader.14 The backend
and plotter choices depend on the input data size during run-
time. Typical calibration solutions are small in size (within a
few megabytes), containing less than 5,000 data points, and
can easily be contained and processed in RAM without dras-
tic memory consumption, thus permitting the use of NumPy
for data crunching. Furthermore, it is possible to plot each
data point in this scenario, enabling the level of interactivity
afforded by Bokeh plots (which ultimately generates interac-
tive HTML documents). When data sizes increase to visibility
scale, RAGaVI falls back on a more ShadeMS-like strategy that
uses DataShader to render static plots.

14https://bokeh.org/

7.4. Others

xova (Atemkeng et al., 2022) is an averaging application that
performs both time and channel averaging and baseline depen-
dent averaging along either or both axes. In the latter case,
each averaging bin is assigned a unique TIME and INTERVAL
that limits smearing to an acceptable decorrelation tolerance.
A unique CHAN_FREQ and CHAN_WIDTH is not realisti-
cally achievable in the context of the Measurement Set v2.0
specification as, in the general case, this would require a sep-
arate spectral window per row. As a workaround, the number
of channels in the original spectral window is factorised by in-
creasing powers of two, and new spectral windows are created
from the resulting subdivisions. The loss in compression is neg-
ligible, as shown in (Hugo, 2024). Both algorithms are exposed
in codex africanus.
crystalball predicts the visibilities corresponding to a com-

ponent source model using a DFT-based predict implemented
in Numba. The current model format is restricted to a WSClean
source list, but other model formats could be added in the fu-
ture. The predict itself is parallelised over row, channel di-
mensions and source dimensions. The DFT is an extremely
computationally demanding, but accurate, method of predict-
ing model visibilities from a source model. As such, it is well-
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suited to demonstrating the strong and weak-scaling properties
of a distributed framework, as demonstrated in §8.

The Gridflag algorithm (Sekhar and Athreya, 2018)15 aggre-
gates residual visibilities into a UV-cell bin, based on their UV-
coordinates. Gridflag assumes that residuals should differ by
system temperature: residuals outside this range are discarded.
Internally, Gridflag parallelises this processing by reading a
chunked residual visibility column from a CASA Measurement
Set using Dask-MS, while performing UV-binning and flagging
using Numba kernels.

Tabascal (Finlay et al., 2023) 16 jointly models calibration
and RFI parameters for satellites with known trajectories. In-
ternally, it uses Dask-MS and Jax (Bradbury et al., 2018) to
distribute compute over multiple CPUs and GPUs.

Last, but not least, the DDFacet package (Tasse et al., 2018)
has recently been extended to use Dask-MS as an alternative
I/O layer, making it ultimately compatible with our new ecosys-
tem.

8. Results: distributed DFT predict on the cloud

The crystalball package mentioned previously implements
a DFT-based model predict from a source component list into
visibilities. This operation is commonly done in the major cycle
of imaging, as well as when simulating data. However, due to
its computational expense (scaling linearly with the number of
model components and shape of the visibilities, which can be
large), it is often implemented using pixellated model images,
via an FFT-and-degrid cycle (scaling as O(Npix log Npix)), at a
reduced frequency resolution.

There are important use cases when the expense of a full DFT
predict is justified. These include high-dynamic range imaging,
as well as continuum subtraction in spectral line imaging, where
it is important to predict the brighter model components at the
highest precision and frequency resolution available. crystal-
ball was developed to meet these needs (and is routinely used
in the CARACal pipeline for continuum subtraction).

In the simplest case, the DFT predict is just a sum over model
components s:

Vpq(t, ν) =
∑

s

Is(ν) × e−2πi(upq(t)ls+vpq(t)ms+wpq(t)(ns−1)) (5)

where pq is the baseline index, V is the visibility, u, v and w
are the baseline coordinates in units of wavelength, Is(ν) is the
component flux as a function of frequency, and ls,ms are the
component coordinates. Since baselines rotate in time, the uvw
coordinates are a function of both time and frequency.

In addition to the baseline dimension, the DFT predict must
be independently evaluated at distinct times and frequencies.
The independence of these dimensions means the DFT is highly
parallel, making it amenable to GPUs (Perkins et al., 2015) and
distributed computation.

15https://github.com/idia-astro/gridflag/
16https://github.com/chrisfinlay/tabascal

codex africanus contains a Numba implementation of the
DFT predict. While some I/O is required to read in UVW coor-
dinates and write out the visibilities, the predict is dominated
by computation, and we would therefore expect to achieve
both strong and weak scaling, as described both by Amdahl
and Gustafson’s laws. The following experiments investigate
whether this is achievable with Dask and Numba, while run-
ning the predict in a cloud environment, using the AWS EKS
implementation.

Strong scaling: for our test case, we use a MeerKAT L-band
observation of ESO137-006 (Ramatsoku, M. et al., 2020). This
contains 3149 timesteps (at 8s dump time), 1891 baselines (61
antennas) including auto-correlations, for a total of 5,954,759
rows. Each row contains 4096 channels and four correlations
yielding a total of 345GB of visibility data.

This dataset was converted into Zarr format and split into
chunks of 50,000 rows. For our test run, we predict 100 point
source components (corresponding to 34TB of predicted source
coherencies, prior to summing over s). The Dask computation
consisted of 10388 tasks. We used Amazon m5.4xlarge EC2
instances with 16 vCPUs and 64GBs of RAM each.

The results of this experiment, extracted from Dask perfor-
mance reports17, are presented in Table 1 and Figure 3. Ag-
gregate clock time, summed over all instances, remains rela-
tively constant (2080–2400 seconds across all instance counts).
Increasing the instance count from 10 to 100 m5.4xlarge in-
stances produces a linear speedup, showing that strong scaling
holds until about 80 workers, when the benefits of adding more
workers start to fall off. The reason for this is that, at 80 work-
ers, the average number of tasks per thread drops to a critical
point (8.1, at this stage), negating the speedup obtainable by as-
signing further workers to the problem. Simply speaking, the
size of the problem (78TB of source coherencies) is too small
to efficiently solve with further parallelism.

Weak Scaling: Rather than keeping the problem size fixed,
Gustafson’s law examines whether workloads scale proportion-
ately to the number of processors (instances) assigned to the
problem. For this experiment, we keep the “row” dimension of
the dataset constant while scaling the “channel” and “source”
dimensions by (3072+ (1024×W)) and (100×W) respectively,
where W is the number of workers.18

The results of this experiment can be seen in Table 2 and Fig-
ure 3. As the problem size (measured in number of coherencies
computed) quadratically increases per worker, so does the wall
time in seconds, demonstrating weak scaling for the predict al-
gorithm. Indeed, while our problem sizes grow far larger than
those in the strong scaling experiment, no breakdown in scal-
ing occurs because each worker is assigned more than sufficient
work.

Granted, a DFT-model predict is one of the simpler algo-
rithms in the codex africanus toolkit, with the most benign
scaling properties. Papers II and III of the series will demon-
strate scaling of far more elaborate algorithmic structures. The

17Available at https://github.com/sjperkins/predict
18CHAN_FREQ and source models are generated as on-the-fly Dask arrays
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m5.4xlarge count Wall time (seconds) Aggregate Clock Time (minutes) Average Tasks/thread
10 934 2372 65
20 490 2285 32
30 349 2271 22
40 271 2083 16
50 215 2157 13
80 145 2136 8.1
100 134 2198 6.5

Table 1: Strong scaling results showing wall time and aggregate clock time for increasing numbers of m5.4xlarge EC2 instances. The wall time represents the
amount of time taken for that iteration of the experiment to run, while the aggregate clock time is the sum of time spent computing across all instances. The number
of tasks remained constant at 10388 for all runs

m5.4xlarge count Wall time (seconds) Aggregate Clock Time (hours) Average Tasks/threads Total Tasks
10 936 38.6 65 10388
20 1126 88 59 18935
30 1328 159 62 29900
40 1549 237 57 43283
50 1766 349 85 68027
80 2512 592 104 133025

100 2975 540 123 196200

Table 2: Weak scaling results showing wall time and aggregate clock times for increasing numbers of m5.4xlarge EC2 instances and tasks
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point of this experiment was to demonstrate extreme scaling of
a computationally-bound algorithm on a commodity compute
platform, thus showing that our underlying Dask and Numba
technology choices do not restrict (and, in fact, enable) massive
scaling.

9. Discussion

Through the use of (1) open source software packages in the
PyData ecosystem and (2) the application of the design cri-
teria described in §3, an ecosystem of radio astronomy soft-
ware, capable (in principle) of processing the large quantities
of data produced by modern interferometers, has been devel-
oped. The flagship packages of this ecosystem, QuartiCal and
pfb-imaging, are capable of running both on supercomputers and
cloud computing platforms, as will be discussed in subsequent
papers in this series.

The use of open source packages has greatly accelerated de-
velopment of our radio astronomy applications. Indeed, the use
of NumPy and SciPy is nowadays so ubiquitous that it deserves
little discussion, but only warrants further praise for the heroic
efforts of open source contributors. Furthermore, the use of
Numba and Dask has produced speedups and distributed ap-
plications that, in a more traditional approach, would have re-
quired expert C++ and distributed computing knowledge. This
merits some further discussion.

9.1. Numba
Numba is extremely convenient for both accelerating and

distributing code. This convenience and speed is primarily
achieved through its support for (1) JIT-compilation and (2)
multiple dispatch. Achieving similar speed-up the traditional
way would typically require writing a C or C++ extension that
interfaces with Python via a library such as PyBind11 (Jakob
et al., 2017), with additional effort then required to build binary
wheels for distribution across multiple operating systems and
hardware architectures. This is a laborious undertaking.

By contrast, Numba calls the LLVM compiler via the llvm-
lite19 wheel. This means that an application effectively needs
to install a compiler to access Numba’s functionality, but we
consider this an acceptable trade-off given development speed,
flexibility, performance, and avoiding creation of binary wheels
for our applications (with the attendant packaging concerns).

9.2. Dask
Dask is simple to install and run. Dask is a lightweight

Python library with no binary wheel dependencies. This makes
it easy to install in diverse environments such as local laptop en-
vironments, supercomputers and cloud compute environments.
The distributed version provides an informative dashboard pro-
viding amongst other views (1) a task stream showing a short
history of tasks running on each worker (2) a tab showing CPU
and memory usage for each worker and (3) a statistical profiler
showing the amount of time taken for each distributed task.

19https://github.com/numba/llvmlite

Dask Collections provide compelling Interfaces. Dask of-
fers powerful abstractions, such as the Dask Array collection.
In terms of Human Computer Interaction (HCI), these affor-
dances (Norman, 2002) are appealing to the Scientific Soft-
ware Developer as they build on existing paradigms such as
the NumPy CPU array, cuDF 20 GPU array, the Pandas CPU
Dataframe and the CuPy GPU Dataframe 21. These collections
can be provided to software developers by a data access layer
such as Dask-MS for consumption by downstream applications,
enabling rapid development of applications.

In our experience, such applications generally perform well
on single nodes when used with the Dask threaded and pro-
cess schedulers. More care is needed in the case of the
Dask Distributed scheduler which has the added constraint of
managing data transfer between cluster nodes over a network.
We have not evaluated Dask with CUDA-based libraries such
as cuDF and CuPy, but support for these libraries is advertised
at https://docs.dask.org/en/stable/gpu.html.

Graph Complexity. In our experience, Dask does well with
relatively simple graphs: parallel, independent streams of exe-
cution are the easiest for the schedulers to process as this cor-
respond to a depth-first traversal of a graph. The introduction
of more complex task dependencies is challenging for sched-
ulers, as large task outputs may need to be retained until (1)
they are consumed by all dependent tasks and (2) all other de-
pendent task inputs are ready. Broadly speaking, complex tasks
can introduce breadth into the graph, which tends to increase
the amount of memory required for processing the graph.

Distributed Collection Scheduling. An important challenge
for the Dask Distributed scheduler is initial task placement
(Dask Development Team, 2023). The scheduler assigns tasks
to workers without taking the full graph topology, or the spatial
locality encoded into Dask collections, into account. Ignoring
these properties results in (1) memory pressure when results
are stored in sub-optimal locations and (2) network transfers
which tend to be much slower than main memory. We have at-
tempted to ameliorate this by annotating collections with hints
that scheduler plugins can use to enforce spatial locality, as de-
scribed in §6. This can work well for applications with rel-
atively simple graphs. QuartiCal (Kenyon et al., 2024) is an
example of a distributed application written entirely in terms
of collections, which uses a scheduler plugin to ensure spatial
locality.

However, this is not always a comprehensive solution, as the
distributed scheduler greedily assigns root tasks over all work-
ers. For complex graphs, this can create backpressure when
workers load excess data, leaving them with insufficient mem-
ory for the results of currently processing tasks.

Lack of Pipelining Support for Collections. One solution
for backpressure is to use pipelining in conjunction with buffer-
ing. Pipelining involves processing independent chunks of data
in stages, while buffering involves storing a limited number of
results from a previous stage for consumption by later pipeline

20https://cupy.dev/
21https://docs.rapids.ai/api/cudf/stable/
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Figure 4: Typical Collection Task Flow

stages. Pipelining is implicit in the definition of Dask collec-
tions: functions are mapped over chunks of a collection to pro-
duce chunks of a new collection (Figure 4). However, buffering
of collections is not supported, thus there is no limit placed on
the number of results of a prior stage that will be computed.

Chunk Sizes. Collection chunk sizes need to be sufficiently
large, as this allows the Python interpreter to drop the GIL for
a sufficient period of time for C/C++ Extensions, NumPy or
Numba to fully exercise a CPU core. The Dask documentation
recommends they be in the order of several hundred megabytes,
but if the extension utilises multiple cores via the use of a
Numba prange or OpenMP loop, then chunk sizes need to be on
the order of several gigabytes. Increasing chunk sizes to both
amortise the overhead of a GIL context switch and fully exer-
cise CPU cores further compounds the effects of backpressure.

Client Interface. While the collection interface is com-
pelling from an HCI perspective, the fact that collections pro-
vide no mechanism for regulating backpressure makes them
ill-suited for more complex distributed processing applications.
Fortunately, Dask provides a Client interface where tasks can
be submitted on an executor which returns a distributed future.
This provides the developer with more control over (1) when
tasks are submitted (2) how many tasks are submitted and (3)
the order in which tasks execute.

For example, in the case of pfb-imaging (Bester et al., 2024):

• Visibility data is sharded over multiple nodes and gridded
once.

• Deconvolution occurs on a single (large) node with many
cores and significant amounts of memory.

• The deconvolution node needs to communicate relatively

small amounts of data to the visibility nodes between ma-
jor cycles.

Representing the above iterative workflow through a dataflow
paradigm is clumsy, and makes is difficult to ensure that Dask
respects memory budgets. Therefore, pfb-imaging uses stateful
Dask actors on the abovementioned nodes that communicate
with each other via tasks submitted via the Client interface.

radio astronomy workflows on AWS EKS. We have shown
that compute bound algorithms can be made to scale appropri-
ately on AWS in §8. However, it is also worth noting that AWS
S3 is designed to scale linearly with the number of nodes and
requests. For single Jones terms, QuartiCal (Kenyon et al.,
2024) is I/O bound on S3 access, and we have found that it
scales linearly in these cases.

Our experience is that compute on AWS is relatively cheap.
For example, the longest weak-scaling experiment ran for
2975 seconds on 100 m5.4xlarge EC2 instances in the
af-south-1 availability zone. This experiment cost $84:
100 × $1.1016/hour × 2975s/3600 for compute.

10. Future Work

Dask-MS uses python-casacore22 to interact with CASA
Measurement Sets. While python-casacore provides a com-
prehensive Python interface to the CTDS, it transitively suffers
from the CTDS drawbacks mentioned in §2. Additionally, it
does not drop the Global Interpreter Lock (GIL), which means
that the Python interpreter is blocked by CTDS I/O. This can
be avoided by exporting the Measurement Set to Zarr format,

22https://github.com/casacore/python-casacore
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but it would still be convenient for application developers to
interact directly with a native MS. We have begun work on
Arcae23, a new Python binding to the CTDS which supports
multi-threaded, GIL-free access to the CTDS with arbitrary in-
dexing along multiple indices.

11. Conclusions

We have presented a new framework for developing dis-
tributed radio astronomy applications using software from the
PyData ecosystem. Written in Python, this software should be
more accessible to a generation of scientific software develop-
ers and data scientists, compared to software written in older,
more complex languages such as C++.

The quantity of data produced by modern radio interferom-
eters requires distributed computing by default. To address
this requirement we selected Dask as a lightweight, distributed
computing framework. Dask collections such as Arrays and
Dataframes allow developers to rapidly develop both multi-
core and distributed dataflow applications. However, collec-
tions can mask the complexities of distributed computing: more
memory is used than is strictly required, through the lack of
buffered pipelining in Dask. Additionally, as Dask’s func-
tional paradigm eschews storing state, mutating large arrays
such as visibility data requires making a copy further exacer-
bating memory pressure.

Fortunately, more complicated, stateful applications (in par-
ticular imaging) can be implemented through the use of the
Client interface, as well as the use of Dask actors.

Our software has been developed to ingest and write data in
the (row, channel, correlation) Measurement Set v2.0 format.
It is often the case in our Numba kernels that we convert ar-
rays into (time, baseline, channel, correlation) ordering, as this
makes the data easier to reason about for Calibration and Flag-
ging. Work has begun by NRAO and the SKAO on develop-
ment of a new Measurement Set v4.0 specification which spec-
ifies the new, regular ordering in storage. As this will simplify
our software considerably, we aim to implement this format in
the future.
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