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Abstract: IDeshpande & Rankin (1999, 2001) claim that the frequendh®fery
narrow feature, in the spectrum of radio flux variations oRFAEE943+10, is an
alias of its actual value. They also claim to have detecteahaplitude modulation
on the above phase modulation. This paper argues that bese ttiaims are
unjustified.
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1 Introduction

The rotation powered radio pulsar PSR B0948 exhibits sub pulses that are
drifting systematically from period to period within thessyvable pulse window.
This pulsar has a very narrow feature in the longitude resbbpectrum of in-
tensity fluctuations; it€Q, defined as its central frequency divided by its width,
is relatively high (Taylor & Hueguenin 1971; Backer, RankitCampbell 1975;
Sieber & Oster 1975). Recently Deshpande & Renkin (1999]120@nceforth
DR1999 and DR2001) put it® at > 500. It has been speculated that this very
narrow spectral feature, occurring at 0.465 cycles pergoylsriod [cpp], could
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be an alias of the actual value 0.535 [cpp] (Sieber & CsteE)9Backer (1973)
noted such a general possibility in radio pulsars and cldjrhased on the phase
information in the fluctuation spectrum, that PSR B288@3 has an aliased spec-
tral feature. This was contested|by Sieber & Qster (1975, state on their page
326 that “even a phase analysis, contrary to Backer’s saienfBacker 1973), is
unable to decide between the two possibilities”, viz., kethe spectral feature
is aliased or not. Indeed, in a later paper Backer did notatepech a claim for
PSR B0943 10, whose fluctuation spectrum is similar to that of PSR B231B
(Backer, Rankin & Campbell 1975); he quoted the the trueevals 0.465 [cpp].
However, DR1999 and DR2001 recently claimed that the splefature is in-
deed an alias; that the actual value is 0.535 [cpp]. In thew\Bieber & Oster
(1975) “came to the wrong conclusion” (DR2001). They alsomlthat the weak,
symmetrically spaced sidebands, at 0.027 [cpp] away frenabove spectral fea-
ture “strongly suggest ... aregular, highly periodic anyole modulation of the ...
drifting sub pulse sequences”.

This paper argues that DR1999 and DR2001 are unjustifiedamidg these
two conclusions. The question, whether PSR BO94Bhas an aliased spectral
feature or not, is still unresolved; and the latter obséowas as likely, if not more
likely, due to an additional phase modulation of the drgtsub pulses.

2 Areview of the relevant signal processing

The signal from an ideal pulsar with drifting sub pulsessfathder the topic “pulse
position modulation” (PPM); it consists of periodicallycaering narrow pulses
whose positions are modulated by another periodicity. dtsegal principles can
be found in books on electronic communication engineersegi(Lathi 1998).
The spectrum of a PPM signal when the position modulatioruis t a pure
“tone” (a single frequency) is given hy Panter (1965) on hage 541 and by
Schwartz, Bennett & Stein (1966; henceforth SBS1966) oin plages 252 — 253.

2.1 Frequency domain discussion

To begin with let us assume that the drifting sub pulse paiePPM due to a
pure tone.

The abscissa in fig. 6-2-3 on page 251 of SBS1966 represenphtse of the
sampling signal at which a pulse is observed; in our caseaimpbng signal has
the pulsar periodP (sec), or frequency/P Hz or 1 [cpp]. The ordinate represents



the corresponding phase of the modulating signal; in oue dalsas periodP3
pulsar periods (frequency/ B3 [cpp]) which is the repetition time of the drifting
sub pulse pattern. The motion in time of the drifting sub psl this figure is
along a straight line of slope/P3. In the last para on their page 254, SBS1966
state “the average pulse repetition frequency should beast twice the highest
signal frequency in order to obtain the minimum number of gl@snecessary for
satisfactory signal recovery”; i.e., 2 2/P3 (= 1/P3 < 0.5) to avoid aliasing.
This can be verified by considering two straight lines of skp 0.5 and> 0.5 in

fig. 6-2-3 of SBS1966.

Thus, the Nyquist sampling criterion is the same for a PPMalignd a canon-
ical pulse amplitude modulation (PAM) signal (amplitudedutation of periodic
pulses). DR2001 are wrong when they claim in their conclutiat “A harmonic
resolved fluctuation spectrum uses the information withafinite width of the
pulse to achieve a Nyquist frequency of 1 [cpp], showingrtyethat the primary
feature is aliased”. Their average pulse repetition fraques obviouslyP (sec);
so their Nyquist frequency is only 0.5 [cpp]. Consequeritigy are also wrong
in concluding that “the primary feature is aliased” basedetyeupon the Fourier
technique; they requiradditional and independent information, as discussed
ahead.

Consider a PAM signal in which the amplitude modulation is thua pure tone
of frequencyv [cpp]. The amplitudes occur at frequenciefcpp], 1+ v [cpp],

2 + v [cpp], etc; and there is nofiierence in the amplitude spectra of the original
(v < 0.5) and the aliasedv(> 0.5) signal. However the phase spectréeati
Therefore one can distinguish between the original andedi®AM signals only
by using additional information such as the phase of the faticig signal. In the
PPM case, the amplitudes in the spectra occur at frequen¢ogp], 1+ mx v
[cpp], 2=mxv [cpp], etc., wheren = 1, 2, 3, ... is the order of the harmonic (see eq.
6-2-13 on page 252 of SBS1966). Now, both amplitude and péesetra dier
for the original and aliased signals. Therefore once agaie, can distinguish
between the original and aliased PPM signals only by usidgiadal information
such as the exact shape of the two amplitude spectra. Ingeacts impossible
to predict this exactly in the current pulsar context.

Fig.[ simulates the amplitude spectra of a pulsar signakstgpthe drifting
sub pulse phenomenon, modeled as a PPM signal with a satvftaatulation in
time, for both the original modulating frequency (top panehd its alias but with
the opposite drift direction (bottom panel). The pulsarpaeters are taken from
DR2001 for PSR B094810; however the figure is insensitive to small variations
in these parameters. The algorithm was checked by repnogltice spectrum in
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Figure 1: Simulated amplitude spectra of a pulsar signakstwpthe drifting sub
pulse phenomenon. Only a small range of frequency has besmsior better
visual comparison. The time series consistsxf@24x1024 samples, each of du-
ration 0.25 milliseconds (ms). The pulsar parameters asethf PSR B0948310,
taken from DR2001: perioB = 1.0977 (sec), Gaussian integrated profile of width
= 0.031x P (sec), maximum time departure of drifting sub pulsef.021x P
(sec). The sub pulses are assumed to be Gaussian in shapg pau®w intrin-
sic width, of ~ one sampling interval; making the width a more realistiaureal
merely suppresses the spectra at higher frequencies. Titiegdsub pulse phe-
nomenon is modeled as a PPM signal with a saw-tooth modalatibme. Top
panel. Original modulating frequency 0.465 [cpp], orP3 = 2.1505376 periods;
Bottom panel: aliased modulating frequeney 0.535 [cpp], orP3 = 1.8691589
periods, and with opposite drift direction.
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eqg. 6-2-13 of SBS1966. Theftkrence between the two amplitude spectra in
fig. [ is generally< 5% of the maximum amplitude of pulsar harmonics, upto a
frequency of 100 [cpp], for the harmonios = 1 to 3. For example, at 593
[cpp], the second harmonicsidir by~ 12.5% in the two panels; but their average
amplitude is< 33% of the maximum amplitude. The third harmonics, aliased t
59.605 [cpp], difer by ~ 9%; but their average amplitude is only about 4.5% of
the maximum amplitude. At 11895 [cpp], the harmonics fier by ~ 20%; but
their average amplitude is now about 37.5% of the peak angdibf the pulsar
harmonics; this is also insignificant.

Therefore at lower frequencies (LOO [cpp]; the range analyzed by DR2001)
the spectra of the original and the aliased signals shoufatédicted to an accu-
racy of < 5% to tell the diference. This is almost impossible, considering other
factors ignored here: random variations in shape, size atetsity from pulse
to pulse, lack of knowledge of the exact modulating functithe exact shape of
the integrated profile, etc. Maybe there is some hope of ngalsetter predic-
tion about the higher harmonics(> 3) at higher frequencies-(100 [cpp]), but
DR2001 do not analyze these frequencies. The next secticates why, if at
all, the two spectra can probably be distinguished only gl frequencies.

2.2 Time domain discussion

Let t, be the time of occurrence of th pulse in a PPM signal that is modu-
lated by a pure tone, of phasgg, and frequency AP3 [cpp], implying angular
frequencywn, = 2r/(P3P),

ty + 7 sin(wmth + ¢m) = NP, (1)

wherer is the maximum position departure (see eq. 6-2-2 of SBS1968)At,
be the diference betweety andnP, its time of occurrence in the un modulated
case,

At, = —7sin(®,, + wmAt,), (2)
where®, = 27n/P3 + ¢, In PSR B094310, 7 ~ 0.021P, and the original
P3 ~ 215, so the phase,r = 2r7/(P3P) ~ 0.06, which is a small quantity.
FurthermoreAt, < r; therefore,

Aty ~ —tsin(®,) [1 — 7{0.5wc — Awm} COS(Dy)] 3)

wherew, = 2r/P is the sampling frequency (angular) af@,, = 0.5w¢ — wm. IN
PSR B0943 10, Awn, (= 2.862— 2.662 = 0.2) is much smaller than either3,
or wm.



Now consider a PPM signal that is modulated by a pure toneha$@p;, =
—¢m, and a frequency that is the alias of the earlier one; i.eapgular frequency
W), = we — wy. Let it have the same magnitude of drift but opposite in diogg
i.e.,7 = —1; Then it can be shown that

At ~ —7sin(®p) [1 + 7{0.5wc + Awm} cOS(Dp)] , (4)

for integern. For non-integen, which implies that the pulses start at some arbi-
trary phase within the period, a constant phase adds io eq. (4).

Now, the observed time series corresponds to either eqr @).94). If one
knows its absolute phase, then one directly compares the\@ison to those two
equations, and thus determines if the observed frequenasigmal or aliased.
However, this is rarely the case. So, one has to distinguittvden the the
time series+0.25w.7? sin(2®,) of eq. (3) and eq. (4). This is possible only if
the sampling interval used for the observations is muchlemian the quantity
0.5w. x 72, which is~ 1.52 ms in PSR B094810. However the sampling interval
of DR2001 (1.006 ms) is barely smaller than this. Therefbieprobably impos-
sible for DR1999 and DR2001 to distinguish between the oailyirift frequency
and its alias with opposite drift direction. This argumelsbeholds for saw-tooth
modulation drifting pattern, which can be Fourier decongabimto harmonics of
the fundamental modulating frequenoy,.

Now one can understand the result of the previous sectioimearesolution
<< 1.52 ms implies a minimum Nyquist frequency % 0.5/0.00152 ~ 329
Hz or 361 [cpp]. Indeed, the spectra in fif. Hdr most in the range 500 to 900
[cpp], mainly in the higher harmonicea >> 3. For example, the 5harmonics
(aliased) at frequency 675 [cpp] difer in amplitude by~ 107%; and their
average amplitude is about 24% of the maximum amplitude Isigpinarmonics.

In summary, DR2001 can hope to distinguish between ther@igind aliased
spectral feature in PSR B09430 by predicting the two amplitude spectra at fre-
guencies much larger than 100 [cpp], particularly for therif@icsm > 3 to 15,
and comparing those with observations. This they have not.do

3 Aliasing claim by DR2001

This section discusses the three main arguments that DRZ{j&Rr to Ger (their
sections 3 and 5) regarding the spectral feature in PSR B3



3.1 Amplitude spectrum argument

In the longitude resolved spectrum in fig. 1 of DR2001, theowspectral feature
falls at frequency 0.465 [cpp]. The spectrum of such a sigilhaturally have a
Nyquist sampling limit of 0.5 [cpp], by definition. To test ether this feature is
aliased or not, one needs data with much faster samplingODR&chieve this by
obtaining the spectrum of the original time series (inahgdzero padding) which
is sampled at D06 (ms). The corresponding spectrum certainly shows Heat t
spectral feature is much stronger at 0.535 [cpp] than aBJ&#p] (their fig. 4).

Therefore they argue (on the right side of page 442) thathe.asymmetry
between the 0.535 and 0.465 [cpp] features in fig. 4 is so gnadtve can regard
them as a signature of an almost pure phase modulation”. i§hisstified, as
seen in fig[L above. Then, after a short paragrap¢riog no new argument or
evidence, they state that “We can now be certain that theipahfeature in fig. 1
is the alias of a fluctuation the actual frequency which isggethan 0.5 [cpp] ...".
This is unjustified.

It is purely fortuitous that the aliased feature is strontp@n the original in
their fig. 4. It depends upon the specific combinatiotroé P3, true drift direc-
tion and theexact shape of the IP of PSR B09420. Fig.[2 verifies the above
argument. It shows the amplitude spectra of PSR Be031another drifting pul-
sar, observed using Ooty Radio Telescope (ORT). The topl panesponds to
fig. 3 of DR2001. In the bottom panel of figl 2 the data is alterdad period
sequence is retained, but within each period the time seguisreversed. This
could have occurred either due to (1) PSR B0&32 having the aliased drift fre-
guency but the same drift direction, or (2) it having the mrag drift frequency
but opposite drift direction. The asymmetry has also goersed in the bottom
panel of fig[2.

3.2 Phase spectrum argument

DR2001 do not use the phase information corresponding icfitpe4, but use that
available in the longitude resolved spectrum (their fig. Th)ey compare the rate
of change of phase, with longitude, of the 0.465 [cpp] sp¢dtature, with that
of two other much weaker spectral features occurring atl0[0@p] and 0.607
[cpp], which are supposed to be the aliased first and secomdomécs of the
fundamental. They claim on page 443 that “the harmonicittheée phase rates
argues strongly that the 0.071 [cpp] and 0.607 [cpp] featare indeed the aliases
of the second and third harmonics of the primary featurewhich is justified.
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Figure 2: Top panel Amplitude spectrum of 1024 periods of radio flux data
of PSR B003%07, obtained on 1996 March 31 using the ORT. The data was
acquired in a gated fashion and later zero padded., as in @RZhe sampling
interval was 6.5 ms and the pulsar has period 0.9430 (sedy.a&»mall range of
frequency has been shown for better visual compariBottom panel The same

as in the top panel, except that the time sequence within pexébd is reversed,
while the period sequence itself is retained.



However, this will be true irrespective of whether the anaifrequency is
0.465 [cpp] or 0.535 [cpp]; this is obvious from Fourier theoThe only dif-
ference is the inverted phase relation between the fundainemnd its (aliased)
harmonics, about which one has no independent informatigway. This author
is confused about what DR2001 intended in invoking thisus@n. This author
is most confused about a sentence in the last para of theiose; the section
that is supposed to justify their claim of aliasing. It go@$é ambiguity, how-
ever, between the remaining two possible combinations -eha@3 < 2P (thus
implying negative drift) andP3 > 2P (positive drift) can not be fully resolved
through the above analysis, ...". Presumably this is whab&i& Oster|(1975)
implied, with which DR2001 apparently disagreed earli¢ragpears that either
DR2001 are contradicting themselves, or this author haamagrstood what was
it in PSR B0943-10 that was “otherwise multiply folded” which DR2001 have
managed to “unfold” (last para of their section 3).

3.3 *“Modulation on modulation” argument

DR1999 claim on their page 1010 that the symmetrical sidédassociated with
the primary feature in the fluctuation spectrum representdiaplitude modula-
tion on the phase modulation”. These sidebands fall 0.027] lesigher and lower
than the primary feature. Since535/0.027 ~ 20, an integer value, DR2001
claim in their conclusion that “it is at this point that we leasonclusive evidence
that the aliasing question is resolved ...".

Fig.[3 is similar to fig[dL except that (1) 4 times fewer samged 4 times
larger sampling interval, and (2) the driftiR = 3 periods, for better visibility.
However, in the top panel the pulsar signal is additionathpbtude modulated
by a sinusoid of frequency 0.05 [cpp]; of relative magnitwdenodulation of
50%, for the sidebands on the position modulating harmaoichiow up signif-
icantly. The pulsar harmonics also have the symmetric sidéd, but of much
larger amplitude. In the bottom panel of fig. 3 the above dignastead addition-
ally position modulated, by a sinusoid of the the same fraqueand a maximum
time departure of 0.010 [P]. Now also the pulsar harmonie® lthe symmetric
sidebands, but much smaller in amplitude.

From fig.[3 shows that both an additional amplitude modutatioan addi-
tional position modulation of the pulsar signal in fig. 1 givése to sidebands
around the drifting harmonics. However, in the former cdse dide bands are
much stronger around the pulsar harmonics (at 1 [cpp], 2][&ip.), and in the
latter case they are much stronger around the drifting haieepwhich is what
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Figure 3: Same asinfifl 1, except (1) 1624024 samples used, (2) sampling in-
terval of 1.0 ms, (3) modulating3 = 3 periods. Only a small range of frequency
has been shown for better visual comparisdop panel: The PPM signal is ad-
ditionally amplitude modulated by a tone of period 20 [Pl aelative amplitude
0.5. Bottom panel The PPM signal is additionally position modulated by a tone
of period 20 [P], and maximum time departure of 0.010 [P].
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DR2001 observe. Therefore it is as likely, if not more likeglyat DR2001 have
noticed an additional position modulation over and aboe# ttirifting sub pulse
pattern. DR2001 do not reason why they prefer the former iheelatter.

The foundation of DR2001 vanishes if they are unable tofyte amplitude
modulation of the drifting sub pulses.

4 Summary

DR2001’s claim of aliasing in PSR B09430 may rest purely upon an arbitrary
assumption, that of a very steady “amplitude modulationfenghase modula-
tion”. Recent claims.(Edwards & Stapgers 2002) to have irddpntly verified
the results of DR2001 are, in the opinion of this author, etévant here because
(1) they are model dependent, and (2) they work with the presss#ved spectrum,
which is inadequate by definition to discuss the issue ofalta

This research has made use of NASA's Astrophysics Data ®y#®S) Bib-
liographic Services.
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