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Abstract

Radio frequency interference (RFI) is a persistent contaminant in terrestrial radio astronomy. While new radio
interferometers are becoming operational, novel sources of RFI are also emerging. In order to strengthen the
mitigation of RFI in modern radio interferometers, we propose an on-line RFI mitigation scheme that can
be run in the correlator of such interferometers. We combine statistics based on the energy as well as the
polarization alignment of the correlated signal to develop an on-line RFI mitigation scheme that can be applied
to a data stream produced by the correlator in real-time, especially targeted at low duty-cycle or transient RFI
detection. In order to improve the computational efficiency, we explore the use of both single precision and
half precision floating point operations in implementing the RFI mitigation algorithm. This ideally suits its
deployment in accelerator computing devices such as graphics processing units (GPUs) as used by the LOFAR
correlator. We provide results based on real data to demonstrate the efficacy of the proposed method.

Keywords:
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1. Introduction

Various human-made electromagnetic signals are
received by radio telescopes and act as unwanted in-
terference. Mitigation of such RFI has been exten-
sively researched and many algorithms exist for this
purpose, (e.g. Leshem et al., 2000; Leshem and van
der Veen, 2000; Fridman and Baan, 2001; Raza et al.,
2002; Bentum et al., 2008; Hellbourg et al., 2012; Of-
fringa et al., 2010; Baan, 2019; Cucho-Padin et al.,
2019; Vos et al., 2019). However, new sources of RFI
are still emerging, (e.g. Brentjens, 2016; Winkel and
Jessner, 2019; Sokolowski et al., 2016; Vruno et al.,
2023; Bassa et al., 2024) that require continuous in-
vestment on better RFI mitigation algorithm devel-
opment.

The majority of existing RFI mitigation algorithms
are off-line, i.e., they operate on data that are stored
on disk. On the other hand, on-line RFI mitiga-
tion algorithms (Van Nieuwpoort, 2016; Van Nieuw-
poort et al., 2018; Smith, 2022; Rafiei-Ravandi and
Smith, 2023; Sclocco et al., 2020) operate on data
streams in real-time. There are several differences
between the off-line and the on-line RFI mitigation
algorithms. Off-line algorithms have access to the full
time-frequency domain (or footprint) of the data and

can access the data multiple times. This is because
the data are channelized in frequency and averaged
over time to reduce the raw data volume as much as
possible before storing on disk. Hence, sophisticated
algorithms can be developed for off-line RFI mitiga-
tion, provided the data storage and computational
costs are not a limitation. In contrast, on-line algo-
rithms can only access the data once to determine the
presence or absence of RFI, and the time-frequency
domain of the data being accessed at any given in-
stance is small. A key characteristic of an on-line RFI
mitigation algorithm is its computational efficiency,
making the run-time of such an algorithm to be lower
than the duration of the data being considered (real-
time). A distinct advantage of a real-time and on-line
RFI mitigation algorithm is its applicability to data
streams at a high time-frequency resolution. For ex-
ample, in the LOFAR correlator (Broekema et al.,
2018), one second of post-correlation data is produced
by averaging thousands of samples taken at a much
higher time resolution. In such a situation, RFI that
have a small duty cycle (having a duration of much
less than one second) that are also called as ’transient’
(Gehlot et al., 2024) or ’short duration’ (Cucho-Padin
et al., 2019) RFI will be averaged with RFI free data,
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thus diluting the contribution of the RFI over the full
one second period. In fact, such averaged and diluted
RFI can pass through undetected by conventional off-
line RFI mitigation methods and can appear as weak
RFI at later stages of data processing (lowering the
scientific quality of the data). Therefore, an on-line
RFI mitigation algorithm applied before the averag-
ing of the data can mitigate such RFI signals and
improve the quality of the averaged data.

In this paper, we propose a post-correlation RFI
mitigation algorithm the can operate on-line and in
real-time. We consider data streams that have full
polarization and we use both the energy (spectral
kurtosis, e.g., Nita and Gary, 2010; Nita and Hell-
bourg, 2020; Smith et al., 2022) as well as the po-
larization alignment (directional statistics, e.g., Guo
et al., 2013, 2015; Yatawatta, 2021) of the data stream
to detect and mitigate RFI. In order to improve the
computational efficiency of the proposed algorithm,
we exploit the use of mixed precision floating point
operations, making the proposed algorithm ideally
suited to be used in the LOFAR correlator (Broekema
et al., 2018) that will (in the future) have hardware
(graphics processing units GPUs) for reduced pre-
cision computing (Ho and Wong, 2017). The opti-
mization of computational routines (kernels) for other
tasks such as image synthesis (Corda et al., 2022) us-
ing generic tools such as the kernel tuner (vanWerkhoven,
2019) already exist. In this paper however, we con-
sider optimization at a lower level (running down to
each instruction) and the parameter space has a much
higher dimensionality. Hence, we use reinforcement
learning (RL Sutton and Barto, 2018; Yatawatta, 2024)
to perform this optimization.

The contributions of this paper can be summa-
rized as follows:

• We propose an RFI mitigation algorithm that
uses both the energy (spectral kurtosis) as well
as the polarization alignment (directional statis-
tics) of the data, while most existing algorithms
only use the energy of the data for detection of
RFI (note that spectral kurtosis is a higher or-
der statistic based on the energy of the data
while most methods use second order statis-
tics). Therefore, as shown in Yatawatta (2021),
we are able to detect RFI that have lower en-
ergy than what can be detected by conventional
methods when the same time-frequency domain
of the data is being used for the RFI detection.

• The proposed RFI mitigation algorithm can be
deployed in an on-line and real-time manner,
ideally suited to be used within the LOFAR
correlator that uses GPUs (Broekema et al.,
2018). This is particularly aimed at detecting
transient or short duration RFI (Gehlot et al.,
2024; Cucho-Padin et al., 2019) that may pos-
sibly be diluted with RFI free data otherwise.

• In order to improve the computational efficiency,
we explore the use of reduced precision floating
point operations, namely, 32 bit single preci-
sion and 16 bit half precision operations in the
computational routines that detect and miti-
gate the RFI. The data stream itself has a fixed
32 bit precision and we do not change that but
rather, the computations performed during the
RFI mitigation. We only consider 16 bit or 32
bit precision in this paper because of several
reasons. First, while modern GPU hardware
mostly support 64 bit, 32 bit or 16 bit arith-
metic (Ho and Wong, 2017; Luo et al., 2024),
we leave out 64 bit precision because the in-
put is already at 32 bit precision. Secondly,
by keeping the choice between 32 or 16 bits, we
keep the problem simple for the reader to under-
stand without the loss of generality. However,
the method described in this work can be appli-
cable to, say, mixing floating point arithmetic
with 64, 32, 16 or 8 bit precisions. In order to
decide the best precision to use for each floating
point operation, we use reinforcement learning.
The novel use of RL for tuning of hybrid pre-
cision computation is demonstrated using RFI
mitigation as an application but it can also be
used in many other applications in the future.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: in
section 2, we provide an overview of the on-line RFI
mitigation strategy using both energy and polariza-
tion. Next, in section 3, we provide the optimization
of the core computing steps (CUDA kernel) to use
mixed precision floating point arithmetic. In section
4, we provide results based on simulations and real
data to illustrate the efficacy of the proposed method.
Finally, we draw our conclusions in section 5.

Notation: The sets of real and complex numbers
are denoted by R and C, respectively.
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2. Energy and polarization based RFI mitiga-
tion

We consider the output of a correlator that is fed
by dual (linear) polarized data streams from each sta-
tion or receiver. The instantaneous output of the cor-
relator for a given pair of receivers (a baseline) can
be given as

Vi =

[
xxi xyi
yxi yyi

]
(1)

where we use the subscript i to denote the time-
frequency sampling point for the given receiver pair
and xxi, xyi, yxi, yyi ∈ C are the correlations pro-
duces produced by the correlator. Given N receivers,
the correlator will produce N(N +1)/2 data streams
at the output and we perform RFI mitigation on each
of them separately. Normally, the instantaneous out-
put (1) is averaged over i using thousands of samples
before the averaged data is sent to storage on disk.

Assuming linear polarized feeds, we can form the
complex Stokes parameters for (1) as

Ii
△
= xxi + yyi, (2)

Qi
△
= xxi − yyi,

Ui
△
= xyi + yxi,

Vi
△
= ȷ(xyi − yxi)

where Ii,Qi,Ui,Vi ∈ C. We consider a window with
indices in the setW with W elements for detection of
RFI. In off-line RFI mitigation methods, W can be
arbitrarily large but in our case, W is small, typically
a handful of data samples.

2.1. Flagging using spectral kurtosis

Post correlation spectral kurtosis statistics (Nita
and Hellbourg, 2020) can be extracted using the data
window as

S1 =
∑
i∈W
|Ii| S2 =

∑
i∈W
|Ii|2. (3)

The statistic for determining the presence or absence
of RFI is given as (Nita and Gary, 2010)

τSK =
W d+ 1

W − 1

(
W S2

S2
1

− 1

)
(4)

where d is given a priori based on the distribution of
RFI free data (typically d ∈ [0.5, 1] but can be fine
tuned as in Nita and Hellbourg (2020)). The spectral

kurtosis based statistic above is compared to lower
and upper limits that are pre-determined,

flag = τSK < slow OR τSK > shigh (5)

and if data within the windowW are flagged, they are
excluded from the summation to produce the output
(and the weight of the data is also updated).

2.2. Flagging using directional statistics of polariza-
tion

In order to extract the directional statistics (Guo
et al., 2013; Yatawatta, 2021), we work on both the
real and imaginary parts of Qi, Ui, and Vi separately.
Without loss of generality, let qi, ui, and vi (∈ R) be
the real or imaginary parts of Qi, Ui, and Vi respec-
tively.

For each data point i (∈ W) we construct the
polarization vector as

pi =
√
q2i + u2i + v2i (6)

and thereafter, the normalized polarization compo-
nents are calculated as

q̂i = qi/pi, ûi = ui/pi, v̂i = vi/pi. (7)

The average polarization within the windowW is cal-
culated as

q =
∑
i∈W

q̂i, u =
∑
i∈W

ûi, v =
∑
i∈W

v̂i (8)

and the directional statistic as

r =
√

q2 + u2 + v2/W. (9)

With RFI, the directional statistic will be more promi-
nent and therefore can be compared to a pre-defined
threshold γ to determine whether to flag the data
within the window W or not, i.e.,

flag = r > γ. (10)

The flags derived from the real parts and imagi-
nary parts of Qi, Ui, and Vi are combined using the
logical OR operation before applying to the data. Fi-
nally, the flags derived from spectral kurtosis in sec-
tion 2.1 and directional statistics in section 2.2 are
combined using the logical OR operation for apply-
ing them to the data.

Note that the hyperparameters and thresholds d,
slow, shigh and γ used above are kept constant in the
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above description but there are (mostly theoretical)
ways of tuning these parameters for optimal perfor-
mance (e.g. Nita and Gary, 2010; Yatawatta, 2021)
but we leave out this aspect for future work. Since the
RFI mitigation is performed on per-baseline basis, the
calibration of such data should ideally consider the
weights attributed to each data point, for instance
by using robust techniques (Kazemi and Yatawatta,
2013).

3. Mixed precision optimization using reinforce-
ment learning

In this section, we break down the algorithms de-
scribed in sections 2.1 and 2.2 into a set of instruc-
tions that can be performed in an arbitrary precision
format. The optimal precision to use is determined
by satisfying two criteria:

• Accuracy: The end result of the algorithm should
agree with the end result obtained by the same
algorithm using double precision (64 bit) float-
ing point operations. We consider the double
precision floating point result as the ground truth.
Note however that the end result of the over-
all algorithm is a flag (a one or a zero), i.e.,
a value with 1 bit precision. Therefore, theo-
retically there should be a way to reduce the
precision from the starting precision of 32 bits
to one bit and the objective of this optimiza-
tion is to find this optimal way. However, we
remind the reader that the data stream that is
being processed is kept fixed at 32 bit precision.

• Cost: The overall computational cost should be
as low as possible. Let C be the cost of an op-
eration in any floating point precision. We use
C = 1 for one single precision (32 bit) opera-
tion and (arbitrarily) set C = 0.6 for one half
precision (16 bit) operation. More exact costs
for these operations can be used for optimizing
the algorithms for any specific GPU. Obviously,
we do not use double precision for calculation
of the cost because it will not be used in the
practical algorithm (only used for ground truth
calculation).

The input Ii, Qi, Ui, and Vi are single precision
(32 bit) floating point data. In Table 1, we have bro-
ken down the spectral kurtosis based RFI mitigation
algorithm described in section 2.1 into groups of op-
erations. For each group listed in Table 1, we use the

same precision floating point format. For example,
for group 2 in Table 1, we can either use half preci-
sion or single precision, and the cost for this group
should be W × 0.6 for half precision or W × 1 for
single precision, respectively.

Table 1: Operations for spectral kurtosis based flagging for
window size of W data points. The cost given on the right
hand column should be multiplied by C for the precision cho-
sen for each group. The constants d, slow, shigh are given as
well as ϵ which is kept at a possibly low and positive value
depending on the precision. The real and imaginary parts of
Ii are given by xri and xii, respectively.

Group Operation Cost

1 x2i ← xr2i + xi2i ∀i 3W
2 xai ←

√
x2i ∀i W

3 S1 ←
∑

i xai W
4 S2 ←

∑
i x2i W

5 τ ← Wd+1
W−1 1

6 S12 ← S2
1 1

7 τ ← τ WS2
S12+ϵ − 1 1

7 τ < slow OR τ > shigh 2

In the same manner, we have expanded the RFI
mitigation algorithm based on the directional statis-
tics of polarization (section 2.2) in Table 2.

Table 2: Operations for directional statistics of polarization
based flagging for window size of W data points. The inputs
qi,ui and vi are either the real or the imaginary parts of Qi,
Ui, and Vi. The cost given on the right hand column should
be multiplied by C for the precision chosen for each group.
The constant γ is given a priori as well as ϵ which is kept at
a possibly low and positive value depending on the precision.

Group Operation Cost

1 q2i, u2i, v2i ← q2i , u
2
i , v

2
i ∀i 3W

2 pi ←
√
q2i + u2i + v2i + ϵ ∀i 3W

3 q̂i, ûi, v̂i ← qi/pi, ui/pi, vi/pi ∀i 3W
4 q, u, v ←

∑
i q̂i, ûi, v̂i 3W

5 q2, u2, v2← q2, u2, v2 3
6 r ←

√
q2 + u2 + v2/W 4

7 r > γ 1

Looking at Tables 1 and 2, we have 14 groups
of operations. If we have the choice of selecting ei-
ther single precision or half precision for each of these
operations, we have 214 possible choices to consider.
The reasons for using reinforcement learning (Sutton
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and Barto, 2018; Yatawatta, 2024) for making the
optimal selection of precision for each group of oper-
ations can be elaborated as follows.

• The curse of dimensionality: Having to consider
214 choices by exhaustive search could be feasi-
ble with modern compute capabilities, but we
foresee the option of having more choices for
the precision of each group of operations, for in-
stance by adding 8 bit precision. In such a situ-
ation, exhaustive search of 314 options is clearly
not computationally efficient.

• We are not interested in finding the optimal
precision configuration to use for any one given
data realization. In contrast, we need to find a
configuration that performs well over all data.
Statistically speaking, we need the solution to
be marginalized over the data distribution and
in order to perform that, having a model to
predict the configuration to use given any data
realization is needed. By training an RL agent,
we are able to create this model.

We only provide the essential details of the formu-
lation of the optimization as an RL problem, and fur-
ther details can be found in for example, (Yatawatta,
2024). The RL agent interacts with the problem (also
called the environment) in order to learn and find the
optimal solution. We use the soft-actor-critic (SAC
Haarnoja et al., 2018a,b) algorithm for training our
RL agent. The three concepts that need clear defini-
tion in any RL application are the state, the action
and the reward, and we elaborate on this in the fol-
lowing text.

3.1. The action

The optimal precision to use for any given sit-
uation is produced by the agent as the action a ∈
[0, 1]14. The 14 values in the action correspond to
the number of groups of operations in Tables 1 and
2. If a[i] < 0.5 the i-th group precision is set to 32
bits (single precision) else it is set to 16 bits (half
precision).

3.2. The state

The state consists of information about the data,
the current precision being used and the floating point
error as compared to the ground truth. We consider
a data window of size W divided into T time samples
and F frequency samples, i.e., W = T×F . Each data

point has 4 complex values and 8 real values (in 32
bit precision). The statistics of the data are extracted
as log

∑
i real(Ii)2, log

∑
i real(Ii)4, log

∑
i real(Qi)

2,
log

∑
i real(Ui)2, and log

∑
i real(Vi)2 and normalized

by dividing byW . The same is done for the imaginary
part of each value. Therefore the data is character-
ized by 10 real values. Next, the current configura-
tion of the precision being used is represented by 14
values that are either 0 or 1 (this is in fact the previ-
ous action a rounded to 0 or 1). In order to calculate
the error of using reduced precision, the ground truth
values of each floating point operation (7 values each
for Table 1 and Table 2) are calculated using double
precision (64 bit) floating point operations. Consid-
ering the fact that Table 2 is applied to the real and
imaginary parts of the data separately, we have, all
together 7 + 7 + 7 = 21 values to quantify the error.
Thus, taken all into account, we have 45 values to
represent the state s ∈ R45.

3.3. The reward and the penalty

The reward is calculated by comparing the ground
truth flags (obtained by using double precision com-
putation) to the flags obtained with the reduced pre-
cision versions of Table 1 and Table 2). For a correct
match or flags, a reward of 33 for each routines in
Table 1 and Table 2) are added. In order to cal-
culate the computational cost, we set 1 for one 32
bit (single precision) floating point operation and 0.6
for one 16 bit (half precision) floating point opera-
tion. Furthermore, a unit cost 0.3 for type conver-
sion, for example from 32 bit to 16 bit or vice versa is
added whenever there is a conversion from one pre-
cision type to another precision type is required. An
additional penalty of 20 for floating point overflow or
underflow is added if this occurs anywhere in Tables
1 or 2. The final reward is calculated as the reward
for correctness compared to the ground truth minus
the cost and penalties.

With the setup described above, we train the RL
agent to solve our problem, or in other words, to max-
imize the cumulative reward. In section 4, we present
the performance of the RL agent in learning to solve
the problem of finding the optimal precision configu-
ration that maximizes the accuracy while minimizing
the cost incurred.

4. Results

In this section we first present results in training
our RL agent to solve the problem of finding the pre-
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cision of each group of operations in Tables 1 and 2
to minimize the computational cost whilst preserv-
ing the accuracy. Thereafter, we provide results of
RFI mitigation based on LOFAR observations that
are stored on disk. The intended application of our
algorithm is on-line, to data streams in the LOFAR
correlator, however, in order to to a comparison with
existing off-line RFI mitigation algorithms, we pro-
vide results based on data stored on disk.

4.1. Reinforcement learning

We train an ensemble of E = 4 RL agents to solve
our problem described in section 3. We consider a
time-frequency window of size W = 20 data samples,
that can (randomly) have various time-frequency foot-
prints, T = 10, F = 2 or T = 5, F = 4. In each
episode, we generate complex, circular Gaussian data
using the standard normal distribution for (1) and
multiply this with a uniform-randomly selected scale
factor in [0.01, 1000] as the RFI-free data. After-
wards, with a probability of 0.4, we add RFI to this
data. The RFI signals are generated as follows. First,
we uniform-randomly select an RFI footprint in the
T×F window. We generate the RFI signals for Stokes
I,Q,U, and V by filling the RFI window with ones
multiplied by a complex scale factor that is uniform-
randomly selected from [0.01, 1000]. We also generate
a 2×2 matrix that is filled by complex, circular Gaus-
sian random values with zero mean and unit variance.
This is used to multiply the RFI signal window to cre-
ate correlation between the polarizations of the RFI
signal. Note that this simulation setup is quite gen-
eral and not specialized to any specific telescope like
LOFAR, but it can be done, if needed.

Using the soft actor-critic algorithm (Haarnoja
et al., 2018a,b), we train the ensemble for 100000
episodes and in each episode, the RL agent can make
100 steps. Each model in the ensemble is randomly
initialized and the data used for training each model
is also different from one another. The reward ob-
tained by the ensemble and the increase in the reward
reaching a steady value indicating learning is shown
in Fig. 1.

We use the trained ensemble to marginalize the
effect of the data on the optimal action. We feed
all E models in the trained ensemble with the same
data for 100000 episodes and find the average action
taken by each model over all episodes. The optimal
action thus determined in given in Tables 3 and 4.
Note that each element in the action a is in [0, 1] and

Figure 1: The reward for 100000 episodes, each episode has 100
steps. The ensemble has 4 models and each model is randomly
initialized and trained using different random data.

values closer to 0 indicate single precision (32 bit)
while values closer to 1 indicate half precision (16
bit) as the optimal precision to use.

Table 3: Trained operations for spectral kurtosis based flag-
ging for window size of W data points. The hyperparameters
are similar to Table 1.

Operation Action Precision

x2i ← xr2i + xi2i ∀i 0.000 32 bit
xai ←

√
x2i ∀i 0.000 32 bit

S1 ←
∑

i xai 0.000 32 bit
S2 ←

∑
i x2i 0.000 32 bit

τ ← Wd+1
W−1 0.497 16 bit

S12 ← S2
1 0.000 32 bit

τ ← τ WS2
S12+ϵ − 1 0.785 16 bit

τ < slow OR τ > shigh 0.785 16 bit

The optimal precision for each group of operations
determined by the RL algorithm is also shown in Ta-
bles 3 and 4. We see that the precision changing from
32 bits to 16 bits in both algorithms which agrees with
the fact that the input to both algorithms are in 32
bit precision while the output is hypothetically only
1 bit (a flag).

4.2. RFI mitigation

We consider LOFAR observations taken by the
low-band-antenna array (LBA) that are stored on
disk. However, the proposed algorithms in Tables
3 and 4 operate with a window size W = 20 = 10× 2
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Table 4: Trained operations for directional statistics of polar-
ization based flagging for window size of W data points. The
hyperparameters are similar to Table 2

Operation Action Precision

q2i, u2i, v2i ← q2i , u
2
i , v

2
i ∀i 0.014 32 bit

pi ←
√
q2i + u2i + v2i + ϵ ∀i 0.029 32 bit

q̂i, ûi, v̂i ← qi/pi, ui/pi, vi/pi ∀i 0.422 32 bit
q, u, v ←

∑
i q̂i, ûi, v̂i 0.901 16 bit

q2, u2, v2← q2, u2, v2 0.787 16 bit
r ←

√
q2 + u2 + v2/W 0.786 16 bit

r > γ 0.735 16 bit

in all examples. In contrast, the off-line RFI mitiga-
tion algorithms have access to the full time-frequency
window of size 3500×64. In Fig. 2, we show the spec-
trograms for one baseline at about 14 MHz central
frequency. We see that the off-line RFI mitigation
algorithm flags more data than the on-line methods
(correctly), mainly because of having access to the
full time frequency window of size 3500× 64 and also
because of the dilation of flags. In contrast, the on-
line method based on energy and polarization is able
to flag almost 70% of the data that are flagged by
the off-line method, but only working with a much
smaller window of size 10× 2.

The results shown in Fig. 3 are also at central
frequency of about 14 MHz. The major difference in
this data is it is stored at a higher frequency resolu-
tion (512 channels instead of 64 channels). In Fig. 3,
we compare the performance of on-line RFI mitiga-
tion with a window size W = 20 = 10 × 2 with all
operations in Tables 1 and 2 in single precision and
with the mixed precision as in Tables 3 and 4. The
difference in the flags shown in Figs. 3 (b) and 3 (c)
are almost none, quantitatively, less than 1%.

From the results in Figs. 2 and 3 we draw the
following conclusions.

• The use of energy (spectral kurtosis) as opposed
to polarization (directional statistics) of the data
gives two independent methods for RFI mitiga-
tion as seen in the masks created by the two
methods in Fig. 2 (c) and Fig. 2 (d), mak-
ing the outcome of the combined method more
robust.

• In certain situations, averaging of data and ap-
plying off-line RFI mitigation loses most of the

data, emphasizing the need for on-line RFI mit-
igation before any averaging is performed, in
the correlator itself.

• The use of mixed precision operations in an op-
timal manner is capable of achieving the same
level of performance as using high precision.

More quantitative results based on simulations
(where the ground truth is available) can be found
in existing work, for example (Smith et al., 2022) for
spectral kurtosis based RFI mitigation and (Yatawatta,
2021) for polarization based RFI mitigation. It is
also possible to use the methods proposed in the pa-
per in an off-line manner, and the in such situations,
comparable or better performance can be achieved
than most conventional off-line methods (Yatawatta,
2021).

5. Conclusions

We have proposed a novel, on-line RFI mitigation
method for post-correlation interferometric data that
jointly exploit the spectral kurtosis and the polariza-
tion directional statistics. We have also proposed the
use of reinforcement learning for optimizing the float-
ing point operations of the proposed algorithms to
minimize the computational cost especially in GPUs.
Future work on this topic will focus on implementing
and deploying the proposed algorithm in the LOFAR
correlator and dynamic adaptation of the threshold
levels depending on the data streams. Furthermore,
it is interesting to investigate if the on-line RFI de-
tections can be used as input to on-line beamforming
algorithms for spatial filtering of RFI as in Raza et al.
(2002).

Source code implementing all algorithms discussed
in this paper are publicly accessible at (FlagPol).
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Figure 2: Waterfall plots of one baseline, Stokes I amplitude, (a) data (b) result after off-line flagging (aoflagger Offringa et al.,
2010) (c) result after flagging using directional statistics of polarization as in Table 4 (d) result after flagging using spectral kurtosis
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We see that the off-line method is able to flag more data (also by the dilation of the flag mask) than the on-line methods but the
objective of the on-line method is to flag data before any averaging is being performed on the data and the above example does
not represent its intended purpose.
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Figure 3: Waterfall plots of one baseline, Stokes I amplitude, (a) data (b) result after on-line RFI mitigation with 32 bit operations
(c) result after RFI mitigation with mixed precision operations as outlined in Tables 3 and 4.
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