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ABSTRACT

We consider the problem of fitting a parametric model to teedes data that are afflicted by correlated
noise. The noise is represented by a sum of two stationargssauprocesses: one that is uncorrelated in
time, and another that has a power spectral density vangrig &. We present an accurate and fad{\)]
algorithm for parameter estimation based on computing itedihood in a wavelet basis. The method is
illustrated and tested using simulated time-series phetonof exoplanetary transits, with particular attention
to estimating the midtransit time. We compare our methodvio dther methods that have been used in the
literature, the time-averaging method and the residuatip&ation method. For noise processes that obey our
assumptions, the algorithm presented here gives moreatea@sults for midtransit times and truer estimates
of their uncertainties.

Subject headingsnethods: statistical — techniques: photometric — sta@ngtary systems

1. INTRODUCTION sit timing offers a means of discovering additional plarcets

satellites by seeking anomalies in a sequence of trangtstim

%Je to gravitational perturbations [Holman & Murray (2005)
gol et al. (2005)]

Frequently one wishes to fit a parametric model to time-
series data and determine accurate values of the paramete

and reliable estimates for the uncertainties in those param P -
ters. It is important to gain a thorough understanding of the . B€ginning with the work of Pont, Zucker, & Queloz (2006),
it has been widely recognized that time-correlated noised(

noise and develop appropriate methods for parameter estima™ "> ¥* A i ! o
tion, especially at the research frontier, where the maetin ~ N0IS€”) iS a limiting factor in the analysis of transit light
esting effects are often on the edge of detectability. Usster ~Curves. Many practitioners have attempted to account fer co
timating the errors leads to unjustified confidence in new re- rélated errors in their parameter estimation algorithreg,(s

sults, or confusion over apparent contradictions betwéien d  €:9:, Bakos et al. 2006, Gillon et al. 2006; Winn et al. 2007,
ferent data sets. Overestimating the errors inhibits piatin 29091 SOUth.WO,fth 2008). Among these schemes are the
important discoveries. time-averaging” method, in which the effects of corretats

When the errors in the data are well understood anda'€ assessed by computing the scatter in a time-binnedwersi

uncorrelated, the problem of parameter estimation is rela-Of the data (Pont et al. 2006) and the “residual-permutation
tively straightforward (see, e.g., Bevington & Robinsopap ~ Method, a variant of bootstrap analysis that preservestiee t
Gould 2003, Press et al. 2007). However, when the noise®rdering of the residuals (Jenkins et al. 2002).

is not well-understood—and particularly when the noise ex- N this paper we rﬁ)resent an aIt(farnatwe me}hoddforiggram—
hibits correlations in time—the problem is more challeggin  €t€r estimation in the presence of time-correlated noise, a

(see, e.g., Koen & Lombard 1993, Beran 1994). Traditional COMPare it to those two previously advocated methods. The

methods that ignore correlations often give parameter esti Method advocated here is applicable to situations in which

mates that are inaccurate and parameter errors that are undef€ noise is well described as the superposition of two sta-

estimated. Straightforward generalization of the tradil ~ 1onary (time-invariant) Gaussian noise processes: oriefwh
methods is computationally intensive, with time-comptexi 1S uncorrelated, and the other of which has a power spectral

. . i i v
O(N?) in the worst cases (whem is the number of data de:sr%r\ga{éllg%gﬁga. roach to time-correlated noise is the
points). This makes certain analyses impractical. PP

framework of autoregressive moving average (ARMA) pro-

Our specific concern in this paper is the analysis of time- . .
: ; d cesses (see, e.g., Box & Jenkins 1976). The ARMA noise
series photometry of exoplanetary transits. During a ttans models can be understood as complementary to gdf 1

a planet passes in front of the disk of its parent star, which i . e . )
evident from the slight diminution in the light received fino mgﬁ]eléén ;hag:‘e%Mt'g rtr;]c()ad?rlg irgnipegglrﬁgilnn tgﬁ dtlrt?fa d%re
the star. A model of a transit light curve may have many PD . quency ’ y
parameters, but we focus mainly on a single parameter, thé‘{]ost naturally §U|ted for modeling short-range correfaio
midtransit timet., for three reasons. The first reason is the geslgggtr-]rsn?grlr(n)%gmpéfnc§§§epsr)()?essg§§)osgc;rfmlce)tne%-gtlgﬁagor-
simplicity of a single-parameter model. The second reason i with ARMA models in an astronomical context has been dis-

thatt. is a unique piece of information regarding each transit : )
event, and as such, the accuracy cannot be improved by comgﬁzs$?mbr¥ ;o:tn :fIL I.(gg\é)cz)a)rd '(Alsg\?v‘?'vﬁﬁrgg %a-:—:]mg]uerrr%lgta?d’
bining results from multiple transit observations. Insteae ’ : plain,

must make the most of single-event observations even if they\allggteallereatoefsﬂt]Ze d!os?:rrige\}vearvzlséltr?g{h%?o%?b :?:2 ggsﬁlj('gg 3}%’
are afflicted by correlated noise. The third reason is tlaat-tr 9 :

1 The transit duration is also expected to vary in the presehadditional

Electronic address: carterja@mit.edu; jwinn@mit/edu gravitating bodies; see, .g.. Kipping (2009).
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fact that a the covariance matrix of & fI' noise process is  in which case there is only one error parametespecifying

nearly diagonal in a wavelet basis. As long as the actuaénois the width of the distribution.

is reasonably well described by such a power law, our method If the noise is correlated then it is characterized by a joint

is attractive for its simplicity, computational speed, aabe probability distribution that is generally a function of die

of implementation, in addition to its grounding in the recen times of observation. We assume that the function is a multi-

literature on signal processing. variate Gaussian function, in which case the noise proeess i
The use of the wavelets in signal processing is widespreadgntirely characterized by the covariance matrix

especially for the restoration, compression, and derpisfn _

images (see, e.g., Mallat 1999). Parameter estimatiomusin E(ti,t5) = (e(te(t;))- 4)

wavelets has been considered but usually for the purpose oHere, the quantitye) is the mean of the stochastic functien

estimatingnoiseparameters (Wornell 1996). An application over an infinite number of independent realizations. We fur-

of wavelets to the problem of linear regression with cotela  ther assume that the covariance depends only on the differ-

noise was given by Fadili & Bullmore (2002). What is new in ence in time between two samples, and not on the absolute

this work is the extension to an arbitary nonlinear moded, an time of either sample. In this case, the noise source is said t

the application to transit light curves. be stationary and is described entirely by its autocovagan
This paper is organized as follows. I E 2, we review the R(7) (Bracewell 1965):

problem of estimating model parameters from data corrupted

by noise, and we review some relevant noise models.[In § 3 R(m) = (e(®e(t +7)). ()

we present the wavelet method and those aspects of wavelet The parameter estimation problem is often cast in terms of

theory that are needed to understand the method. [Ih § 4finding the set of parametegk that maximize a likelihood

we test the method using simulated transit light curves, andfynction. For the case of Gaussiancorrelated noise the

compare the results to those obtained using the methods menjikelinood function is

tioned previously. In §5 we summarize the method and the N

results of our tests, and suggest some possible applisation 'C_H 1 exp<— r? ) (6)

and extensions of this work. Ll V252 262 )

2. PARAMETER ESTIMATION WITH “COLORFUL” NOISE . : , .
} i ) } wherer; is theresidualdefined ag; — f(ti; p), ands is an es-
Consider an experiment in which samples of an observableijmate of the single noise parameter Maximizing the like-

yi are recorded at a sequence of tinflgsi = 1,...,N}. Inthe  jing0q £ is equivalent to minimizing the? statistic

context of a transit light curvsy; is the relative brightness of

the host star. We assume that the tirp@se known with neg- 5 Norin2

ligible error. We further assume that in the absence of noise X" = (;) (7)

the sampleg; would be given by a deterministic function,

y(t) = f(t; p1,-.., pc) = f(ti; P), (no noise) (1)  In transit photometry, the estimatér of the noise parame-

. , ter o is usuallynottaken to be the calculated noise based on
wherep'={pi,...,px} is a set ofK parameters that spec- expected sources such as shot noise. This is because the ac-
ify the function f. For an idealized transit light curve, those 5| amplitude of the noise is often greater than the caledla
parameters may be the fractional loss of lighthe total du-  yaiue due to noise sources that are unknown or at least ill-
rationT, and ingress or egress duratipnand the midtransit  qantified. Insteads is often taken to be the standard devia-
time t, in the notation of Carter et al. (2008). More realis- o of the data obtained when the transit was not occurring,
tic functions have been given by Mandel & Agol (2002) and  ihe value for whichy? = Ngo for the best-fitting (minimum-

Giménez (2007). 2 : .
. : x“) model. These estimates work well when the noise process
We further suppose that a stochastic noise proeshas is Gaussian, stationary, and uncorrelated. For the casarof ¢

been added to the data, giving related noise, Eqn.(7) is replaced by (Gould 2003)

y(t) = f(ti; p) +e(t). (with noise) (2) N N
As a stochastic functiorf,= {e(t1),...e(tn)} is characterized =)0 nE M. (8)
by its joint distribution functionD(€;q), which in turn de- i=1 j=1

pends on some parameta&fsand possibly also the times of ) .
observation. The goal of parameter estimation is to use theThe case of uncorrelated noise corresponds;te 626;;.
datay(t;) to calculate credible intervals for the parametgrs Itis at this point where various methods for modeling cor-
often reported as best estimaggsand error barssp, with related noise begin to diverge. One approach is to estimate
some quantified degree of confidence. The estimafeasfd from the sample autocovariangér) of the time series, just as
the associated errors depend crucially on how one models the; can be estimated from the standard deviation of the resid-
noise and how well one can estimate the relevant noise payals in the case of uncorrelated noise. However, the calcu-
rametersy. _ lation of x? has a worst-case time-complexity ®{N?) and

In some cases one expects and observes the noise to be Uierative parameter estimation techniques can be prarebjt
correlated. For example, the dominant noise source may besjow. One might ameliorate the problem by truncating the co-

shot noise, in which case the noise process is an uncodelateyariance matrix at some maximum lag, i.e., by considerieg th
Poisson process that in the limit of large numbers of cownts i truncatedy? statistic

well-approximated by an uncorrelated Gaussian process,
L
> nE il 9)

I=-L
1<i+l<N

N
2 L) =
3) x“(L) 2

. Ty 1 &2
pEd =N =[] 7= eXp<_F) ,
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but in the presence of long-range correlations one needspink noise” andvy = 2 noise as “red noise.” The latter is
to retain many lags to obtain accurate parameter estimatesalso known as a Brownian process, although not because of
(In 8[43, we will give an example where 50-75 lags were the color brown but instead because of the Scottish botanist
needed.) Alternatively, one may model the autocorrelation Robert Brown. However, as we have already noted, the term
function and therefore the covariance matrix using an au-‘“red noise” is often used to refer to any type of low-frequenc
toregressive moving-average (ARMA) model with enough correlated noise.
terms to give a good fit to the data (see, e.g., Koen & Lom- Here we do not attempt to explain how fI' noise arises
bard 1993). Again, though, in the presence of long-range cor in a given situation. Instead we assume that the experimente
relations the model covariance matrix will be non-sparsk an has done his or her best to understand and to reduce all source
computationally burdensome. of noise as far as possible, but despite these efforts tleere r
Pont et al. (2006) presented a useful simplification in the mains a component of/X” noise. In transit photometry these
context of a transit search, when data are obtained on manyorrelations often take the form of “bumps,” “wiggles,” and
different nights. In such cases it is reasonable to approxi-“ramps” in a light curve and are often attributed to differ-
mate the covariance matrix as block-diagonal, with diffiére ential atmospheric extinction, instrumental artifactstsas
blocks corresponding to different nights. Pont et al. (9006 imperfect flat-fielding, and stellar granulation or othetras
also gave a useful approximation for the covariance stractu physical effects. The method presented in this paper is es-
within each block, based on the variance in boxcar-averagedsentially a model of the likelihood function that retaing th
versions of the signal. Ultimately their procedure resirits  essential information in the covariance matrix withoutrigei
an equation resembling Eqfl (7) for each block, but widere prohibitively expensive to compute and store. It is based on
is the quadrature sum af, (the “white noise”) and, (the wavelet-based description, the subject of the next section
“red noise,” estimated from the boxcar-averaged variarice)
this paper, all our examples involve a single time seriek wit
stationary noise properties, and the net effect of the Pont e 3. WAVELETS AND 1/7 NOISE
al. (2006) method is to enlarge the parameter errors by a fac- One may regard a time series withpoints as a vector in

tor anN-dimensional space that is spanned\bgrthonormal unit
2 vectors, one for each time index (the “time basis”). The com-
=4/1+( 2L 10 utational difficulty with correlated noise is that the s
8 or (10)  putational difficulty with lated that the sdenp
Ow covariance matrix is not diagonal in the time basis, nor is it

necessarily close to being diagonal in realistic casess filo-
tivates a search for some alternative basis spanning tlze dat
space for which the covariance matrix is diagonal or nearly
diagonal. For example, if the noise took the form of additive
quasiperiodic signals, it would be logical to work in a Feuri
Rasis instead of the time basis.

The mathematical result that underpins our analysis algo-
rithm is that in the presence of/1” noise, the covariance
matrix is nearly diagonal in a suitableavelet basis Before
giving the details of the algorithm we will briefly review the
wavelet transform. Our discussion is drawn primarily from
Wornell (1996), Teolis (1998), Daubechies (1988), and Mal-
lat (1999). Practical details and an sample implementation
rthe wavelet transform are given by Press et al. (2007).

A wavelet is a function that is analogous to the sine and
cosine functions of the Fourier transform. Some properties
that wavelets share with sines and cosines are that they are
localized in frequency space, and they come in families that
are related by translations and dilations. Waveletsuatike
sine and cosine functions in that wavelets are stronglyl{oca
ized in time. A wavelet basis is derived from a single “mother

S(f) = A (11) wavelet"s(t), which may have a variety of functional forms
f and analytic properties. The individual basis functions ar
_ ) formed through translations and dilationsydt). The choice
for someA > 0 and spectral index. For the special case of  of mother wavelet depends on the specific application. We re-

uncorrelated noisey = 0 andS(f) is independent of. This  strict our focus to dyadic orthogonal wavelet bases witlisbas
type of noise has equal power density at all frequenciegtwhi  functions

is why it is called “white noise,” in an analogy with visible

light. As~ is increased, there is an increasing preponderance M(t) = (2™t - ) (12)
of low-frequency power over high-frequency power, leading n
to longer-range correlations in time.

Noise with a power spectrurmy1” is ubiquitous in nature
and in experimental science, including astrophysics €ee,
Press 1978). So.me examples Q‘ffl noise are Shown. In 2 In particular it is required that the mother wavelgt) has zero mean.
Fig.[ for a selection of spectral indices. In an extension of this is a necessary and sufficient condition to ensure trertibility of the
the color analogy;y = 1 noise is sometimes referred to as wavelet transform.

relative to the case of purely white noisg € 0). We will
refer to this method as the “time-averaging” method.

Another approach is to use Eqnl (7) without any modifica-
tions, but to perform the parameter optimization on a large
collection of simulated data sets that are intended to Hawe t
same covariance structure as the actual data set. This is th
basis of the “residual permutation” method that is also dis-
cussed further in E4.4. As mentioned above, this method is
a variant of a bootstrap analysis that takes into accourg-tim
correlated noise. More details on both the time-averaging a
residual-permutation methods are given 4.4.

Our approach in this paper was motivated by the desire to
allow for the possibility of long-range correlations, aret yo
avoid the slowness of any method based on Edn. (9) or othe
time-domain methods. Rather than characterizing the moise
the time domain, we characterize it by its Power SpectratDen
sity (PSD)S(f) at frequencyf, defined as the square of the
Fourier transform of(t), or equivalently, the Fourier trans-
form of the autocovariand&(7). We restrict our discussion to
noise sources with a PSD

for all integersm andn, and we further require(t) to have
one or more vanishing momerttsin this case, the pair of
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FIG. 1.— Examples of 1f7 noise. Uncorrelated (white) noise corresponds to0. “Pink” noise corresponds t9 = 1. “Red” noise or Brownian motion
corresponds te = 2. These time series were generated using the waveled-bastinod described in[8 4.

equations analogous to the Fourier series and its inveision The detail functiongly(t) belong to a function spadéf,(t),
o oo the orthogonal complement of the resolutign
- m,;m With these conditions and definitions, the orthogonal ba-
<0 Z Z entn(t) (13) sis functions ofW, are the wavelet functiong(t), ob-
oo tained by translating and dilating some mother waveéig].
m_ M) dt 14 The orthogonal basis functions g, are denotedy'(t), ob-
‘n [ <Ot (14) tained by translating and dilating a so-called “father” et
¢(t). Thus, the mother wavelet spawns the basis of the detail
spaces, and the father wavelet spawns the basis of the resolu
tion spaces. They have complementary characteristich, wit
3.1. The wavelet transform as a multiresolution analysis  the mother acting as a high-pass filter and the father acting a

We will see shortly that some extra terms are required in a low-pass filte?. h N . ber of
Eqn. [12) for real signals with some minimum and maximum 'F‘ Eqn. (16), the approxmgtloa((t) IS @ member oW,
resolution. To explain those terms it is useful to descritee t  WWhich is spanned by the function(t), anddy(t) is a mem-
wavelet transform as a multiresolution analysis, in whigh w 0€r ofWm, which is spanned by the function'(t). Thus we

consider successively higher-resolution approximatioing ~ May rewrite Eqn[(16) as
signal. An approximation with a resolution df8amples per

unit time is a member of gesolution space \. Following t) = Lk K(t) + o m mey. 17
Wornell (1996) we impose the following conditions: em(®) Z éndn(® Z Z enn () (A7)

mM=—oo N=—00

wheree]!' is referred to as the wavelet coefficient «ff) at
resolutionmand translatiom.

n=-—oco m=k N=—oo

1. if f(t) € Vm then for some intege, f(t—27"n) &€ Vm Thewavelet coefficientd! and thescaling coefficientg! are

2. if f(t) € Vinthenf(2t) € Vipsa. given by
The first condition requires that, contain all translations (at m_ [ m
the resolution scale) of any of its members, and the second n = o SOLAOLL (18)
condition ensures that the sequence of resolutions isdieste oo
Vm is a subset of the next finer resolutigg.,. In this way, if g;“:/ e(t)pm(t)dt (19)
em(t) € Vin is an approximation to the signgt), then the next -0

finer approxmatio@m.1(t) € Ve contains all the information  gqn. [17) reduces to the wavelet-onl
. . i . . y equatiod (13) for the

encoded irem(t) plus some additionaletail dn(t) definedas  case of a continuously sampled sige@), when we have ac-

Am(t) = emea(t) — emft). (15) cess to all resolutions from —oo to co.*

) ) ] ! There are many suitable choices fband1, differing in
We may therefore build an approximation at resolutidy  the tradeoff that must be made between smoothness and lo-
starting from some coarser resolutioand adding successive
detail functions: 3 More precisely, the wavelet and scaling functions considérere are
“quadrature mirror filters” (Mallat 1999).

_ 4 The signal must also be bounded in order for the approximaticthe
€M (t) = Ek(t) +Z dm(t) (16) signal at infinitely coarse resolution to vanish, i.e.,digl ., ex(t) = 0.
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calization. The simplest choice is due to Haar (1910): analysis using this basis. Press et al. (2007) provide ande t
) implement the wavelet transform in this basis.
_J1 ifo<t<1 .
?)=90 otherwise (20) 3.3. Wavelet transforms anty/ f 7 noise

o1 As alluded in €8, the wavelet transform acts as a nearly di-
1 if-3<t<0 agonalizing operator for the covariance matrix in the pmese
w(t) 1 if0<t<3 of 1/f7 noise. The wavelet coefficient§ of such a noise

0 otherwise process are zero-mean, nearly uncorrelated random vesiabl

. Specifically, the covariance between scatest and transla-
The left panel of Fid. 2 shows several elements of the apProX-yonen 1y is (Wornell 1996, p. 65)

imation and detail bases for a Haar multiresolution analysi

The left panels of FidI3 illustrate a Haar multiresolutioab (eMem) (oZ27™) Sy G- (24)
ysis for an arbitrarily chosen signé&(t), by plotting both the . ] . .
approximationsm(t) and detailsin(t) at several resolutions The wavelet basis is also convenient for the case in which

m. The Haar analysis is shown for pedagogic purposes only.the noise is modeled as the sum of an uncorrelated component
In practice we found it advantageous to use the more compli-and a correlated component,

cated fourth-order Daubechies wavelet basis, describ#in e(t) =eo(t) +e4/(1), (25)
next section, for which the elements and the multiresofutio ] ) i ) )
analysis are illustrated in the right panels of [Fi] 2-3. whereeo(t) is a Gaussian white noise process<0) with a
single noise parametety, ande, (t) hasS(f) =A/f7. In the
3.2. The Discrete Wavelet Transform context of transit photometry, white noise might arise from

) o . ) . o photon-counting statistics (and in cases where the detiscto
Real signals are limited in resolution, leading to filMe  \ye||-calibratedg, is a known constant), while the 0 term
andk in Eqgn. [IT). They are also limited in time, allowing represents the “rumble” on many time scales due to instru-
only a finite number of translatiors,, at a given resolution  mental, atmospheric, or astrophysical sources. For thgenoi

m. Starting from Eqn.[(17), we truncate the sum onemd  process of Eqn[{25) the covariance between wavelet coeffi-
reindex the resolution sum such that the coarsest resplistio  gjents is

k=1, givin /
ng (enem )~ (0727 ™ +0%) S nr - (26)
Ny M Nm . . .
em(t) =Zgrl1¢rl1(t) +Zzew%n(t) (22) and the covariance betwen the scaling coefficiefiis
n=1 m=2 n=1 <€4r?€4r?> ~ ng—vmg(w +U$v (27)

where we have taket= 0 to be the start of the signal. Since whereg(y) is a constant of order unity; for the purposes of
there is no information on timescales smaller thal,2ve this work g(1) = (2In2)* ~ 0.72 (Fadili & Bullmore 2002).

need only conside(t) at a finite set of times: Eqns.[(Z6) and (27) are the key mathematical results that for
N M N the foundation of our algorithm. For proofs and further de-
= o tails, see Wornell (1996).
e(t)=) e+ > envnt). (23) It should be noted that the correlations between the wavelet
n=1 m=2 n=1 and scaling coefficients are small but not exactly zero. Hie d

Eqn. [23) is the inverse of the Discrete Wavelet Transform cay rate of the correlations with the resolution index dejsen
(DWT). Unlike the continuous transform of Eqii. {13), the ©n the choice of wavelet basis and on the spectral index
DWT must include the coarsest level approximation (the first BY picking a wavelet basis with a higher number of vanishing

term in the preceding equation) in order to preserve all the Moments, we hasten the decay of correlations. This is why
information in E(ti). For the Haar Wave|et’ the coarsest ap_ we Chose the DaubeChIeS 4th'0rder ba.S|S InStead Of the Haar

proximation is the mean value. For data sets Witk ng2V basis. In the numerical experiments decribed in § 4, we found
uniformly spaced samples in time, we will have access to athe covariances to be negligible for the purposes of parimet
maximal scaléM, as in Eqn.[(28), withNm = ng2™ ™. estimation. In addition, the compactness of the Daubechies

A crucial point is the availability of the Fast Wavelet Trans ~4th-order basis reduces artifacts arising from the assompt
form (FWT) to perform the DWT (Mallat 1989). The FWT is  ©f @ periodic signal that is implicit in the FWT.

a pyramidal al\l/lgorithm operating on data sets of 8izeny2V 3.4. The whitening filter
returningng(2" — 1) wavelet coefficients anah scaling coef- . . . . .
ficients for some, > 0, M > 0. The FWT is a computation- Given an observation of noisgt) that is modeled as in

ally efficient algorithm that is easily implemented (Presale ~ £dN- [25), we may estimate the 0 component by rescal-
2007) and ha®(N) time-complexity (Teolis 1998). ing the wavelet apd scaling coefficients and filtering out the

Daubechies (1988) generalized the Haar wavelet into a'/hité component:
larger family of wavelets, categorized according to the aum Ny
ber of vanishing moments of the mother wavelet. The Haar 67('[):2: (
wavelet has a single vanishing moment and is the first member 1
of the family. In this work we used the most compact mem-

22—7
o e (@)

ber (in time and frequencyy; =4D and¢ =4.A, which is well i% o227m mym) (29)
suited to the analysis of/X” noise for 0< v < 4 (Wornell 0227+ 52 n ¥ -
1996). We plotD]! and4AT in the time-domain for several m=2 n=1

min Fig.[2, illustrating the rather unusual functional forfn 0 We may then proceed to subtract the estimate of the corre-
4D. The right panel of Fid.]3 demonstrates a multiresolution lated component from the observed noiggt) = e(t) — ¢, (t)
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FiG. 2.— Examples of discrete wavelet and scaling functions,Nia= 2048. Left—Haar wavelets and the corresponding father wavelets, kalsan as
2nd-order Daubechies orthonormal waveletsiof' and2 A7, Right—4th-order Daubechies orthonormal waveletsyIof' and4A'.

Haar (,92) Multiresolution Analysis

€,(1)

. s

Details

+D Multiresolution Anolysis

€,(1)

Details

Fic. 3.— lllustration of a multiresolution analysis, for thenfttion e(t) = sin[4r(t/1024¥] (dashed line). Plotted are the approximatiendt) to the function
at successive resolutions, along with the detail functahn®). Left—Using the Haar wavelet basiRight—Using the 4th-order Daubechies wavelet basis.

(Wornell 1996, p. 76).

“whiten” the noise.

In this way the FWT can be used to mand translatiom:

M ng2™* (rm)2
- n
£= H H \/271'0 [ ]
3.5. The wavelet-based likelihood m=2. =

Armed with the preceding theory, we rewrite the likelihood Mo 1 (r%)z
function of Eqn.[(B) in the wavelet domain. First we transfor X H ——=8XP|=5 3 (32)

the residuals; = y; — f(t;; p), giving n=1 4/ 2m03 7s

P = Dy (30) ~ “where o

—l_—l l(F—)») - +€é7n (31) O'W_O' 2 7m+0’ (33)
0§=0727g(7) + oy (34)

whereyy' and f'(p) are the discrete wavelet coefficients of are the variances of the wavelet and scaling coefficients re-
the data and the model. Likewisg, and f1(p) are theng spectively. For a data set witl points, calculating the like-
scaling coefficients of the data and the model. Given the di- lihood function of Eqn.[(32) requires multiplyirlg Gaussian
agonal covariance matrix shown in Eqris.](26) dnd (27), thefunctions. The additional step of computing the FWT of the
likelihood £ is a product of Gaussian functions at each scale residuals prior to computing addsO(N) operations. Thus,
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the entire calculation has a time-complex@gN). and to two other analysis methods drawn from the literature.
For this calculation we must have estimators of the three Because we used simulated transit light curves with known
noise parameters, o; ando,,. These may be estimated sep- noise and transit parameters, the “truth” was known prégise
arately from the model parametg¥sor simultaneously with  allowing both the absolute and relative merits of the method
the model parameters. For example, in transit photoméiey, t  to be evaluated.
data obtained outside of the transit may be used to estimate
the noise parameters, which are then used in Egh. (32) to esti4.1. Estimating the midtransit time: Known noise parameters
mate the model parameters. Or, in a single step we could max- In this section we consider the case in which the noise pa-
:,m'f)e tiqn.'@) V\gtth res_pt>ect to aIIto,t, an U"Ttand P- Flltt_lng t rametersy, o, ando,, are known with negligible error. We
or DON NOISE and transit parameters SIMuitaneously Bpot 5,6 iy mihd é situation in which a long series of out-of-&iain
tially problematic, because some of the correlated noisg ma data are available, with stationary noise properties.

be “absorbed” into the choices of the transit parameters, i. L ; T
the errors in the noise parameters and transit parameters ar We generated transit light curves with known transit pa

themselves correlated. This may cause the noise level and thcvamztg:lsdpéi%?ﬁggggtﬁ V)b Ko?ge as((j)ilrtg/: -?-ﬂg]r? wgthosneg ;g
{:)harameter unce_rta:nties to tr)]e undergstimatt?[?‘. Unfoﬂly;aht CMC method to estimate the transit pérameters and their
ere are many instances when one does not have enough ouka"s " . 6100 o limits (The techni : :

5 ; > . : I~ ) ) gue for generatingenois
?eflrggpesrg ?(?Laef%;zieb%mt separation of transit andsaa- ;"o MCMC method are described in detail below.) For
In practice the optimization can be accomplished with an each realization of a simulated light curve, we estimataa-tr

. ; . , sit parameters using the likelihood defined either by Hdhn. (6
ggrn"’.‘gvgtg_)ugdeie[ﬁ?%‘e?ﬁoﬁ_Msggiﬁégogegls (rgggh%?, goﬁﬁ_for the white analysis, or Eqri.(B2) for the wavelet analysis
jugate-g ’ : : For a given parametqi, the estimatopy was taken to be

dence intervals can then be defined by the contours of cdnstant ! : S
. : he median of the values in the Markov chain aty was
likelihood. Alternatively one can use a Monte Carlo Markov taken to be the standard deviation of those values. To assess

Chain [MCMC; see, e.g., Gregory (2005)], in which case the ; w PR ,, e
jump-transition likelihood would be given by Eq{32). The the results, we considered the “number-of-sigma” statisti

advantages of the MCMC method have led to its adoption by N = (Pc—py) /6p,- (35)

, ; Pk~ Px) /oy

many investigators (see, e.g., Holman et al. 2006, Burke et _ o _
al. 2007, Collier Cameron et al. 2007). For that method, com- In words,\ is the number of standard deviations separating
putational speed is often a limiting factor, as a typical MCM  the parameter estimafi from the true valugpy. If the error

analysis involves several million calculations of the likeod in px is Gaussian, then a perfect analysis method should yield
function. results forA/ with an expectation value of 0 and variance of
] ] . 1. If we find that the variance oY/ is greater than one, then
3.6. Some practical considerations we have underestimated the errorinand we may attribute

Some aspects of real data do not fit perfecﬂy into the too much Significance to the result. On the other hand, if the
requirements of the DWT. The time sampling of the data variance of\ is smaller than one, then we have overestimated

should be approximately uniform, so that the resolutiotesca  op @nd we may miss a significant discovery. If we find that
of the multiresolution analysis accurately reflect phyisica the mean of\ is nonzero then the method is biased.
timescales. This is usually the case for time-series phetom For now, we consider only the single paramétethe time
ric data. Gaps in a time series can be fixed by applying theof midtransit. Thetc parameter is convenient for this analy-
DWT to each uninterrupted data segment, or by filling in the Sis as it is nearly decoupled from the other transit pararsete
missing elements of the residual series with zeros. (Carter et al. 2008). Furthermore, as mentioned in the-intro
The FWT expects the number of data points to be an inte-duction, the measurement of the midtransit time cannot be
gral multiple of some integral power of two. When this is not improved by observing other transit events, and variations
the case, the time series may be truncated to the nearest sudhe transit interval are possible signs of additional gedirig
boundary; or it may be extended using a periodic boundarybodies in a planetary system. _
condition, mirror reflection, or zero-padding. In the nuier = The noise was synthesized as follows. First, we generated
cal experiments described below, we found that zero-paddin @ sequence dfl = 1024 independent random variables obey-
has negligible effects on the calculation of likelihoodaat  ing the variance conditions from Eqnis.[26) and (27) for 1023

and parameter estimation. wavelet coefficients over 9 scales and a single scaling eoeffi
The FWT generally assumes a periodic boundary conditioncient at the coarsest resolution scale. We then perforneed th
for simplicity of computation. A side effect of this simpéic inverse FWT of this sequence to generate our noise signal. In

tion is that information at the beginning and end of a time se- this way, we could select exact values foroy, andoy. We
ries are artificially associated in the wavelet transforrhisT ~ also needed to find the single parametéor the white-noise
is one reason why we chose the 4th-order Daubechies-clasanalysis; it is not simply related to the parameters:, and
wavelet basis, which is well localized in time, and does not ow- In practice, we found by calculating the median sample
significantly couple the beginning and the end of the time se- variance among ¥aunique realizations of a noise source with

ries except on the coarsest scales. fixed parameters, oy, andoy,. _
For the transit model, we used the analytic formulas of
4. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS WITH TRANSIT LIGHT CURVES Mandel & Agol (2002), with a planet-to-star ratio Bf/R, =

We performed many numerical experiments to illustrate and 0.15, a normalized orbital distance afR, = 10, and an or-
test the wavelet method. These experiments involved estima bital inclination ofi = 90°, as appropriate for a gas giant planet
ing the parameters of simulated transit light curves. We als in a close-in orbit around a K star. These correspond to a
compared the wavelet analysis to a “white” analysis, by Whic fractional loss of lighty = 0.0225, duratioril = 1.68 hr, and
we mean a method that assumes the errors to be uncorrelategartial durationr = 0.152 hr. We did not include the effect
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of limb darkening, as it would increase the computation time

and has Iittle inﬂuence on the determinationt@(Carter et ESTIMATES OF MID-TRANSITTTIGEBIEEIEROM DATA WITH KNOWN NOISE
al. 2009). Each simulated light curve spanned 3 hr centered PROPERTIES

on the midtransit time, with a time sampling of 11 s, giving
1024 uniformly spaced samples. A noise-free light curve is Method o (6t.)[sec] (N) oa prob(\ >1) prob(best}
shown in Fig[4.

For the noise model, we chosg = 1.35x 102 andy =1, White 0 41 +0.004 Q95 29% 50%
and tried different choices far,. We denote byy the ratio 1/3 43 -0.005 193 61% 39%
of the rms values of the correlated noise component and the 2/3 50 +0.005 304 5% 35%
white noise componeritThe example in Fid.]4 has = 1/3. 1 59 0036 382 9% 34%
As « is increased from zero, the correlated component be-
comes more important, as is evident in the simulated data Wavelet 0 40 +0.005 Q95 29% 50%
plotted in Fig[®. Our choice of, corresponds to a preci- 1/3 7.2 -0.004 Q93 28% 61%

. 4 ) X . 2/3 115 -0.004 Q94 28% 65%
sion of 58 x 107" per minute-equivalent sample, and was in- 1 160 -0001 Q95 20% 66%

spired by the recent work by Johnson et al. (2009) and Winn

et al. (2009), which achieved precisions ot 10* and aThe probability that the analysis method (white or waveletiirns an estimate
4.0 x 107* per minute-equivalent sample, respectively. Based of tc that is closer to the true value than the other method.

on our survey of the literature and our experience with the ¢olymn in Table[{lL), where we report the percentage of cases
Transit Light Curve project (Holman et al. 2006, Winn ety which the analysis method (white or wavelet) produces an
al. 2007), we submit that all of the examples shown in Eig. 5 gstimate of, that is closer to the truth. Fer = 1 the wavelet

are “realistic” in the sense that the bumps, wiggles, an@gam  4naiysis gives more accurate results 66% of the time.
resemble features in actual light curves, depending omthe i

strument, observing site, weather conditions, and tatget s 4.2. Estimating the midtransit time: Unknown noise
For a given choice af, we made 10,000 realizations of the parameters
simulated transit light curve with/f noise. We then con-
structed two Monte Carlo Markov Chains fty starting at
the true value of. = 0. One chain was for the white analy-
sis, with a jump-transition likelihood given by Eqfl (6). &h
other chain was for the wavelet analysis, using Egnl. (32) in-
stead. Both chains used the Metropolis-Hastings jump con-
dition, and employed perturbation sizes such #d0% of
jumps were accepted. Initial numerical experiments showe
that the autocorrelation of a given Markov chain fgris
sharply peaked at zero lag, with the autocorrelation dirogppi
below Q2 at lag-one. This ensured good convergence wit
chain lengths of 500 (Tegmark et al. 2004). Chain histograms
were also inspected visually to verify that the distribotwas
smooth. We recorded the medigrand standard deviatiah,
for each chain and constructed the statidtidor each sepa-
rate analysis (white or wavelet). Finally, we found the naedi
and standard deviation of over all 10,000 noise realizations.

In this section we consider the case in which the noise pa-
rameters are not known in advance. Instead the noise param-
eters must be estimated based on the data. We did this by in-
cluding the noise parameters as adjustable parameters in th
Markov chains. In principle this could be done for all three
noise parameters, o, andoy, but for most of the experi-
gments presented here we restricted the problem to the case

~=1. This may be a reasonable simplification, given the pre-
ponderance of natural noise sources wijith 1 (Press 1978).
h Some experiments involving noise with# 1 are described at
the end of this section.

We also synthesized the noise with a non-wavelet tech-
nique, to avoid “stacking the deck” in favor of the wavelet
method. We generated the noise in the frequency domain, as
follows. We specified the amplitudes of the Fourier coeffi-
cients using the assumed functional form of the power spec-

Fig.[ shows the resulting distributions 4f, for the par- @l density 5(f) oc1/f], and drew the phases from a uniform

ticular case = 1/3. Table[1 gives a collection of results for distribution between-r and 7. The correlated noise in the
the choicesy = 0 1'/3 2/3, and 1. The mean of is zero time domain was found by performing an inverse Fast Fourier
for both the white and wavelet analyses: neither method is |ansform. We rescaled the noise such that the rmsawas

biased. This is expected, because all noise sources were ddiMes the specified,,. The normally-distributed white noise

scribed by zero-mean Gaussian distributions. However thewas then added to the correlated noise to create the tot#.noi

widths of the distributions of\" show that the white analy- Thlis in t”r?] Wﬁs.addeb? to the idgzalilzg%ggnsit ”?Od%l' .
sis underestimates the errortin For a transit light curve or each choice oiy, we made 10,000 simulated transit

constructed with equal parts white andfInoise ¢ = 1), the light curves and analyzed them with the MCMC method de-

white analysis gave an estimatetothat differs from the true ~ SCTibed previously. For the white analysis, the mid-transi

; timet; and the single noise parametewere estimated using
value by more than & nearly 80% of the time. The factor by i : ; .
which the white analysis underestimates the erreyéappears the likelihood defined via Eqn[](6). For the wavelet analysis

to increase linearly withv. In contrast, for all values of, the W€ estimated; and the two noise parametersandoy using
wavelet analysis maintains a unit variance\in as desired. the likelihood defined in Eqri.(32). . .

The success of the wavelet method is partially attributed to . 2DIEE3 gives the resulting statistics from this experimient
the larger (and more appropriate) error intervals thatitrres ~ the same form as were given in Table 1 for the case of known
for f.. Itis also partly attributable to an improvement in the N0iSe parameters. (This table also includes some resaits fr
accuracy of; itself: the wavelet method tends to proddge §[4.4, which examines two other methods for coping with cor-

values that are closer to the trige This is shown in the final ~ '€lated noise.) Again we find that the wavelet method pro-
duces a distribution of\" with unit variance, regardless of

5 We note that although, is the rms of the white noise componeat, is a; and again, we fl!’ld that the white analysis Underes“mates
generally not the rms of the correlated component. The iooté unfortu- the error int.. In this case the degree of error underestima-
nate, but follows that of Wornell (1996). tion is less severe, a consequence of the additional freedom
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FIG. 4.— Constructing a simulated transit light curve with eteted noise. The total noise is the sum of uncorrelated SEausoise with standard deviation
ow (upper left panel) and correlated noise with a power spledéasity (f) o< 1/f and an rms equal tow/3 (upper right panel). The total noise (middle left
panel) is added to an idealized transit model (middle rigimtgh) to produce the simulated data (bottom panel).

in the noise model to estimatefrom the data. The wavelet

method also gives more accurate estimatéstbin the white Errect gﬁ?:—MEEZS AVPLING

method, although the contrast between the two methods is ON THE WHITE ANALYSIS

smaller than it was with for the case of known noise parame-

ters. N&  Cadence [sec] onr
Our numerical results must be understood to be illustrative

and not universal. They are specific to our choices for the 256 42.2 1.72

noise parameters and transit parameters. Via further numer 512 211 2.04

ical experiments, we found that the width.&f in the white 1024 10.5 2.69

analysis is independent ef,, but it does depend on the time ‘218‘9‘2 g:g 2:‘313

sampling. In particular, the width grows larger as the time

sampling becomes finer (see Table 2). This can be understood 2 The number of samples in a

as a consequence of the long-range correlations. The white 3 hr interval. P

analysis assumes that the increased number of data polhts wi

lead to enhanced precision, whereas in reality, the cdivak

negate the benefit of finer time sampling. _ noise fraction was set ta = 1/2 for these tests. The results
Table[4 gives the results of additional experiments with  show that even when is falsely assumed to be unity, the

1. Inthose cases we created simulated noise wi#ll butin  \wavelet analysis still produces better estimatets ahd more

the course of the analysis we assumeed 1. The correlated  reliable error bars than the white analysis.
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FiIG. 5.— Examples of simulated transit light curves with diffler ratiosa. = rms /rmsy between the rms values of the correlated noise componenthitel

noise component.
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FiG. 6.— Histograms of the number-of-sigma statisticfor the midtransit timec. Each distribution shows the probability of estimating augafor t. that
differs by A'o from the true value. The simulated data were created by gdatiridealized transit model to a noise source that is the sumawrrelated noise
and 1/ f noise with equal variances:= 1; see the text).



TABLE 3
ESTIMATES OFtc FROM DATA WITH UNKNOWN NOISE PROPERTIES
Method a  (6t)[sec] (N) ox Pprob(\ > 1) prob(better}
White 0 40 -0.011 Q97 31% -
1/3 42 +0.010 170 57% -
2/3 49 +0.012 269 73% -
1 58 +0.023 328 78% -
Wavelet 0 45 -0.009 Q90 26% 50%
1/3 6.9 -0.003 103 33% 56%
2/3 112 -0.005 107 35% 57%
1 157 -0.007 109 36% 57%
Time-averaging 0 4 -0.006 088 26% 50%
1/3 6.8 +0.009 115 36% 50%
2/3 116 -0.012 124 40% 50%
1 176 +0.007 121 38% 50%
Residual-permutation 0 B -0.012 116 37% 50%
1/3 6.6 +0.013 124 37% 50%
2/3 118 -0.014 128 38% 49%
1 173 +0.008 130 38% 48%

@ The probability that the analysis method returns an es@imét: that is closer to the true

value than the white analysis.

11
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lihood. We estimated. and o, and calculatedv. We did
ESTIMATES OFtc FROM DATI?NBI'IF_EJ‘NKNOWN NOISE PROPERTIES thiS fOf 5’ Ooo-realizatiorlS and determine_ﬁif, the Variance- in

N, across this sample. We repeated this process for different
choices of the maximum lag Fig. (8) shows the dependence
of oar upon the maximum lag.

The time-domain method works fine, in the sense that when
enough non-diagonal elements in the covariance matrix are
retained, the parameter estimation is successful. We fad th
o approaches unity ds” with 3 =0.15, 025 fora = 1/3,
Wavelet 102 g-g ;8‘8(2)% 2?; gggf gggj) 2/3, respectively. However, to match the reliability of the

‘ ‘ : ? 0 wavelet method, a large number of lags must be retained. To
reacho, = 1.05, we need. ~ 50 for « = 1/3 or L ~ 75
for o = 2/3. In our implementation, the calculation based on

Method ~2 (6t) [sec] (N) on prob(N' >1) prob(best?

White 05 45 -0.025 134 47% 50%
15 46 +0.020 310 7% 32%

@ The spectral exponent of the Power Spectral DenSftf) oc 1/ 7.
b The probability that the analysis method (white or waveletiirns an estimate

of t¢ that is closer to the true value than the other method. the truncated Covariance matrix [Eqﬁl (9)] took 30__40 'Fimes
longer than the calculation based on the wavelet likelihood
4.3. Runtime analysis of the time-domain method [Eqn. (32)].

Having established the superiority of the wavelet method . This order-of-magnitude penalty in runtime is bad enough,
over the white method, we wish to show that the wavelet but the real situation may be even worse, because one usually

method is also preferable to the more straightforward ap-12S access to a single noisy estimate of the autocovariance
proach of computing the likelihood function in the time do- Matrix. Or, if one is using an ARMA model, the estimated pa-

main with a non-diagonal covariance matrix. The likelihood f@meters of the model might be subject to considerable uncer
in this case is given by Eqri(8). tainty as compared to the “exact” autocovariance emplayed i

The time-domain calculation and the use of the covariance@Ur numerical experiments. If it is desired to determine the
matrix raised two questions. First, how well can we estimate N0iS€ parameters simultaneously with the other model param

the autocovariancB(r) from a single time series? Second, €ters, then there is a further penalty associated with iimger
how much content of the resulting covariance matrix needs toth€ covariance matrix at each step of the calculation for use

be retained in the likelihood calculation for reliable paee 1N Edn. [9), although it may be possible to circumvent that

ter estimation? The answer to the first question depends orParticular problem by modeling the inverse-covarianceimat
whether we wish to utilize the sample autocorrelation as thedirectly.
estimator ofR(7) or instead use a parametric model (such as
an ARMA model) for the autocorrelation. In either case, our
ability to estimate the autocorrelation improves with nemb Q.25 "~ T
of data samples contributing to its calculation. The second [ o .
question is important because retaining the full covaganc NS ]
matrix would cause the computation time to scaleéOgi?) 0.20r A ]
and in many cases the analysis would be prohibitively slow. [ AN
The second question may be reframed as: what is the mini-
mum number of lagk that needs to be considered in comput-
ing the truncateq/? of Eqn. [9), in order to give unit variance
in the number-of-sigma statistic for each model parameter?
The time-complexity of the truncated likelihood calcutati I
is O(NL). If L <5 then the time-domain method and the k A
wavelet method may have comparable computational time- I AN ]
complexity, while for larget. the wavelet method would offer 0.05[ . ]
significant advantage. ' N

We addressed these questions by repeating the experiments I Ny
of the previous sections using a likelihood function based o 0.00 e
the truncated,? statistic. We assumed that the parameters of ! 10 100
the noise model were known, as i §14.1. The noise was syn-
thesized in the wavelet domain, with= 1, o, = 0.00135, and ) . ) .

. FIG. 7.— Autocorrelation functions of correlated noise. Thésaowas

a set equal to 13 or 2/3. The parameters of the transit model computed as the sum of white noise with = 0.00135 and 1f noise with
and the time series were the same as[in § 4.1. We calculatedn rms equal tawow, for o = 1/3 or 2/3.
the “exact” autocovariance functidi(l) at integer lag for
a givena by averaging sample autocovariances over 50,000

Autocorrelation
.

noise realizations. Figl 7 plots the autocorrelatig)/R(0)] 4.4. Comparison with other methods

as a function of lag for = 1/3, 2/3. We constructed the In this section we compare the results of the wavelet method
stationary covariance; =R(|i - j|) and computed its inverse o two methods for coping with correlated noise that are
(Z7Y);; for use in Eqn.[(9). drawn from the recent literature on transit photometry. The

Then we used the MCMC method to find estimates and er-first of these two methods is the “time averaging” method
rors for the time of midtransit, and calculated the numider-o that was propounded by Pont et al. (2006) and used in vari-
sigma statistic\” as defined in Eqn[{35). In particular, for ous forms by Bakos et al. (2006), Gillon et al. (2006), Winn
each simulated transit light curve, we created a Markowrchai et al. (2007, 2008, 2009), Gibson et al. (2008), and others. |
of 1,000 links fortc, usingx?(L) in the jump-transition like-  one implementation, the basic idea is to calculate the sampl
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_ _ Likelihood calculation time o then adding them to the model light curve. In this way, the
[in multiples of the wovelet likelihoog colculation time] synthetic data sets have the same bumps, wiggles, and ramps
vvvvvvvvv P as the actual data, but they are translated in time. The pa-
307 ] rameter errors are given by the widths of the distributions i
i a=1/3@ | the parameters that are estimated from all the differer rea
I a=2/30 1 izations of the synthetic data, and they are usually latggm t
251 1 the parameter errors returned by a purely white analysis.

As before, we limited the scope of the comparison to the

[ ] estimation oft; and its uncertainty. We created 5,000 realiza-
S 20k i tions of a noise source with=1 and a given value of (either

1 0, 1/3, 2/3, or 1). We used each of the two approximate meth-

[ ] ods (time-averaging and residual-permutation) to catewta
1560 ] and its uncertainty based on each of the 5,000 noise realiza-
I 1 tions. Then we found the median and standard deviation of
B/ B over all 5,000 realizations. Tablgl (3) presents the results
Tobo L T T of this experiment.
' S Both methods, time-averaging and residual-permutation,
-0 20 40 60 _ gave more reliable uncertainties than the white method.-How
Moximum log (L) included in likelihood calculation ever they both underestimated the true uncertainties by ap-
FiG. 8.— Accuracy of the truncated time-domain likelihood itiresitin proximately 15-30%. Furthermore, neither method provided
midtrénéit times. Plgtted is the variance in the numbesigfna statistiarj\? more. accurate e.StImateSt@ﬁhan did the Whlte method. .For .
for the midtransit timéc, as a function of the maximum lag in the truncated  the time-averaging method as we have implemented it, this
series. The estimates tfwere found using the truncated likelihood given in ~ result is not surprising, for that method differs from theiteh
Ean. [9). method only in the inflation of the error bars by some factor

. . . N . B. The parameter values that maximize the likelihood func-
variance of unbinned residuals;, and also the sample vari-  tion were unchanged.

ance of the time-averaged residual$, where every points
have been averaged (creatimgime bins). In the absence of
correlated noise, we expect

4.5. Alternative noise models

5 We have shown the wavelet method to work well in the
52=21 (l) _ (36) presence of Af” noise. Although this family of noise pro-
" n\im-1 cesses encompasses a wide range of possibilities, thasmive
o . of possible correlated noise processes is much larger.idn th
In the .presence of cpzrrelated nqlst%, d|ff(_ers from this ex- section we test the wavelet method using simulated data that
pectation by a factop;. The estimatos is then found by has correlated noise of a completely different character. |
averagings, over a rangeAn corresponding to time scales particular, we focus on a process with exclusively shate
that are judged to be most important. In the case of transitcorrelations, described by one of the aforementioned autor
photometry, the duration of ingress or egress is the most rel gressive moving-average (ARMA) class of parametric noise
evant time scale (corresponding to averaging time scales ormodels. In this way we test our method on a noise process
the order of tens of minutes, in our example light curve). A thatis complementary to the longer-range correlationsgre
white analysis is then performed, using the noise parametein 1/f” noise, and we also make contact between our method
o = oy instead ofry. This causes the parameter errégsto and the large body of statistical literature on ARMA models.
increase bys but does not change the parameter estimgtes For 1/fY noise we have shown that time-domain param-
themselves. eter estimation techniques are slow. However, if the noise
A second method is the “residual permutation” method that has exclusively short-range correlations, the autocaticedi
has been used by Jenkins et al. (2002), Moutou et al. (2004)function will decay with lag more rapidly than a power law,
Southworth (2008), Bean et al. (2008), Winn et al. (2008), and the truncated? likelihood [Eqn. [9)] may become com-
and others. This method is a variant of a bootstrap analysisputationally efficient. ARMA models provide a convenient
in which the posterior probability distribution for the pane- analytic framework for parameterizing such processes.aFor
ters is based on the collection of results of minimizifgas- detailed review of ARMA models and their use in statistical
suming white noise) for a large number of synthetic data sets inference, see Box & Jenkins (1976). Applications of ARMA
In the traditional bootstrap analysis the synthetic dats aee models to astrophysical problems have been described by in
produced by scrambling the residuals and adding them to aKoen & Lombard (1993), Konig & Timmer (1997) and Tim-
model light curve, or by drawing data points at random (with mer et al. (2000).
replacement) to make a simulated data set with the same num- To see how the wavelet method performs on data with short-
ber of points as the actual data set. In the residual permutafange correlations we constructed synthetic transit data i
tion method, the synthetic data sets are built by performingwhich the noise is described by a single-parameter autesegr
a cyclic permutation of the time indices of the residualdl an sive [AR(1;v)] model. An AR(1;v) process(t;) is defined
by the recursive relation
6 Alternatively one may assign an error to each data point leguthe
gquadrature sum of the measurement error and an extra der(fPont et e(ti) = n(ti) +7/)€(ti—1) (37)

al. 2006). For cases in which the errors in the data pointatmequal or

nearly equal, these methods are equivalent. When the erensot all the . . . .
same, it is more appropriate to use the quadrature-sum agpaf Pont et wheren(t) is an uncorrelated Gaussian process with width

al. (2006). In this paper all our examples involve homogesearrors. parameter and is the sole autoregressive parameter. The
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autocorrelationy(l) for an AR(1;v) process is

o2

0= 177

An AR(1;y) process s stationary so long as@ < 1 (Box &
Jenkins 1976). The decay length of the autocorrelation-func
tion grows as) is increased from zero to one. Figuré (9) plots
the autocorrelation function of a process that is an addlitiv
combination of an AR(1¢ = 0.95) process and a white noise
process. The noise in our synthetic transit light curvestivas
sum of this AR(1;x» = 0.95) process, and white noise, with
a =1/2 (see FidP). With these choices, the white method
underestimates the errorty) while at the same time the syn-
thetic data look realistic.

We proceeded with the MCMC method as described pre-
viously to estimate the time of mid-transit. All four mettsod
assessed in the previous section were included in this sisaly
for comparison. Tab[g5 gives the results. The wavelet ntetho
produces more reliable error estimates than the white rdetho

Y.

(38)

However, the wavelet method no longer stands out as supe-¢,; ¢ _

rior to the time-averaging method or the residual-pernimat
method; all three of these methods give similar resultss Thi
illustrates the broader point that using any of these method

is much better than ignoring the noise correlations. The re-
sults also show that although the wavelet method is specif-

ically tuned to deal with 1f7 noise, it is still useful in the
presence of noise with shorter-range correlations.

It is beyond the scope of this paper to test the applicabil-
ity of the wavelet method on more general ARMA processes.

AR(1;% = 0.95)+white, « = 0.5

Autocorrelation

-0.2L

100

An example of an autoregressive noise process with omen-
tary characteristics to a/I7 process. The top panel shows the sum of an
AR(1) process with) = 0.95 and white noise. The correlated and uncorre-
lated components have equal variances:©.5).

of a known transiting planet. Typically an observer would fit
the midtransit times:j, to a model in which the transits are
strictly periodic:

tei =tcotEP (39)

Instead we suggest the following approach when confrontedfor some integer; and constants o andP. Then, the residu-
with real data [see also Beran (1994)]. Calculate the sampleals would be computed by subtracting the best-fit model from

autocorrelation, and power spectral density, based onuhe o
of-transit data or the residuals to an optimized transit @hod

the data, and a test for anomalies would be performed by as-
sessing the likelihood of obtaining those residuals if the |

For stationary processes these two indicators are related aear model were correct. Assuming there Bralata points

described in &12. Short-memory, ARMA-like processes can
be identified by large autocorrelations at small lags or by fi-

nite power spectral density at zero frequency. Long-memory

processes (Af 7) can be identified by possibly small but non-
vanishing autocorrelation at longer lags. Processes Witts
range correlations could be analyzed with an ARMA model
of the covariance matrix [see Box & Jenkins (1976)], or the
truncated-lag covariance matrix, although a waveletthase

analysis may be sufficient as well. Long-memory processes

are best analyzed with the wavelet method as describedsin thi
paper.

It should also be noted that extensions of ARMA mod-
els have been developed to mimic long-memory "1 pro-
cesses. In particular, fractional autoregressive integra
moving-average models (ARFIMA) describe “nearly/ f
stationary processes, according to the criterion destiilye
Beran (1994). As is the case with ARMA models, ARFIMA
models enjoy analytic forms for the likelihood in the time-
domain. Alas, as noted by Wornell (1996) and Beran (1994),
the straightforward calculation of this likelihood is comp
tationally expensive and potentially unstable. F@f1 pro-
cesses, the wavelet method is probably a better choice thal
any time-domain method for calculating the likelihood.

4.6. Transit timing variations estimated from a collection of
light curves

We present here an illustrative calculation that is relevan
to the goal of detecting planets or satellites through thee pe

with normally-distributed, independent errors, the likebd
is given by ay?-distribution,prob(x?, Ngof), where

e el

i
andNgof = N -2 is the number of degrees of freedom. Values
of x? with a low probability of occurrence indicate the linear

tc.,i - (tc,O +E P)

a.tc‘i

(40)

model is deficient, that there are significant anomaliesén th
timing data, and that further observations are warranted.

We produced 10 simulated light curves of transits of the
particular planet GJ 436b, a Neptune-sized planet traugsiti
an M dwarf (Butler et al. 2004, Gillon et al. 2007) which has
been the subject of several transit-timing studies (seg, e.
Ribas et al. 2008, Alonso et al. 2008, Coughlin et al. 2008).
Our chosen parameters welRg/R, = 0.084, a/R, = 12.25,

i =85.94 deg, andP = 2.644 d. This gives$ =0.007,T =1 hr,
andr = 0.24 hr. We chose limb-darkening parameters as ap
propriate for the SDSEband (Claret 2004). We assumed that
10 consecutive transits were observed, in each case gitihg 5
uniformly-sampled flux measurements oveb hours cen-

%ered on the transit time. Noise was synthesized in the Epuri

domain (as in E4]2), with a white componet=0.001 and a

1/f component with rms 0005 (= 1/2). The 10 simulated

light curves are plotted in Figl_(10). Visually, they resdéenb

the best light curves that have been obtained for this system
To estimate the midtransit time of each simulated light

curve, we performed a wavelet analysis and a white analysis,

turbations they produce on the sequence of midtransit timesallowing only the midtransit time and the noise parameters t
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TABLE 5
ESTIMATES OFtc FROM DATA WITH AUTOREGRESSIVE CORRELATED NOISE
Method (6t,) [sec] (N on prob(N >1) prob(better}
White 45 -0.010 250 70% -
Wavelet 87 -0.016 133 44% 51%
Time-averaging 9 -0.010 125 40% 49%
Residual-permutation 19 -0.010 123 38% 51%

2 The probability that the analysis method returns an estirofit: that is closer to the
true value than the white analysis.

4.7. Estimation of multiple parameters
TABLE 6

LINEAR FITS TO ESTIMATED MIDTRANSIT TIMES Thus far we have focused exclusively on the determination
of the midtransit time, in the interest of simplicity. Hoveay
Method  Fitted Period / True Period x2/Ngot  prob(x? < x?) there is no obstacle to using the wavelet method to estimate
White 100000071 0.00000043 _ 2.25 98% multiple parameters, even when there are strong degensraci
Wavelet  100000048- 0.00000077 0.93 51% among them. In this section we test and illustrate the guifit

the wavelet method to solve for all the parameters of a transi
vary while fixing the other parameter values at their true val light curve, along with the noise parameters.
ues. We used the same MCMC technique that was described We modeled the transit as in §8 1.1 dndl4.2. The noise
in §[4.2. Each analysis method produced a collection of 10was synthesized in the frequency domain (as[in § 4.2), using
midtransit times and error bars. These 10 data points weres,, =0.0045,y = 1, andn = 1/2. The resulting simulated light
then fitted to the linear model of Eqi.{39). Fig.(11) shows curve is the upper time series in Aig] 12. We used the MCMC
the residuals of the linear fit (observedalculated). Tablel6 ~ method to estimate the transit parametd®s/R.,a/R.,i,tc}
gives the best-fit period for each analysis (wavelet or White and the noise parametefs;, oy} (again fixingy = 1 for sim-
along with the associated values)gt. plicity). The likelihood was evaluated with either the whete

As was expected from the results df §14.2, the white analy-
sis gave error bars that are too small, particularly for éget
and 7. As a result, the practitioner of the white analysisldiou
have rejected the hypothesis of a constant orbital peridid wi
98% confidence. In addition, the white analysis gave an es-
timate for the orbital period that is more thas away from
the true value, which might have complicated the planning
and execution of future observations. The wavelet method, i
contrast, neither underestimated nor overestimated tbeser
giving x? ~ Ngof in excellent agreement with the hypothesis
of a constant orbital period. The wavelet method also gave an
estimate for the orbital period withirnslof the true value.

1.08IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

Normalized Flux
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-1.0 -05 00 05 1.0
Time since mid—transit [hr]

FIG. 10.— Simulated transit observations of the “Hot Neptund’ 436.
Arbitrary vertical offsets have been applied to the lightves, to separate
them on the page.
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FIG. 11.— Transit timing variations estimated from simulateahsit obser- -15 -10 -05 00 0.5 1.0
vations of GJ 436b. Each panel shows the residuals (obsercattulated) Time since mid—transit [hr]
of a linear fit to the estimated midtransit times. The midtiatimes were
estimated with a wavelet analysis and also with a white aiglps described FiG. 12.— Wavelet analysis of a single simulated transit lighte. Top—
in the text. The dashed lines indicate the &rrors in the linear model. Simulated light curve with correlated noise. The jaggea lis the best-
. fitting transit model plus the best-fitting model of théflcomponent of the
method [Eqn.[(312)] or the white method [Eq (6)] noise. Bottom-—Simulated light curve after applying the whitening filtdr o

Fig.[13 displays the results of this analysis in the form efth  Eqn. [29), using the noise parameters estimated from theletaanalysis.
posterior distribution for the case &f and the joint posterior ~ The solid line is the best-fitting transit model.
confidence regions for the other cases. The wavelet method
gives larger (and more appropriate) confidence regions thanyavelet transforms are available. We have tested and illus-
the white analysis. In accordance with our previous findings trated this technique, and compared it to other technigquses,
the white analysis underestimates the errdg iand gives an  ing numerical experiments involving simulated photoneetri
estimate oft; that differs from the true value by more than observations of exoplanetary transits.
1o. The wavelet method gives better agreement. Both anal- For convenience we summarize the likelihood calculation
yses give an estimate f&t,/R, that is smaller than the true here:
value of 015, but in the case of the white analysis, this shift
is deemed significant, thereby ruling out the correct answer e Given theN data points(t;) obtained at evenly-spaced

with more than 95% confidence. In the wavelet analysis, the timest;, subtract the modéi (t;; p) with model param-
true value ofR,/R. is well within the 68% confidence re- etersp'to form theN residuals (tj) = y(ti) — f(ti; p).

gion. Both the wavelet and white analyses give accurate val- ] . ]

ues ofa/R, and the inclination, and the wavelet method re- ~  If N is not a multiple of a power of two, either truncate
ports larger errors. As shown in Fig.{13), the wavelet metho the time series or enlarge it by padding it with zeros,
was successful at identifying the parameterafidoy,) of the until N = ng2" for someng > 0, M > 0.

underlying %/ f noise process. .
Fig.[I2 shows the best-fitting transit model, and also illus- ~ ® APPly the Fast Wavelet Transform (FWT) to the resid-

trates the action of the “whitening” filter that was descdbe uals to obtaimo(2" - 1) wavelet coefficients;’ andno

in 8[3.4. The jagged line plotted over the upper time series is scaling coefficientsy.

the best estimate of the/ 1 contribution to the noise, found . . . . -

by applying the whitening filter [Eqn{29)] to the data using e For stationary, Gaussian noise built from an additive

the estimated noise parameters. The lower time series is the ~ cOombination of uncorrelated and correlated noise (with

whitened data, in which the/T component has been sub- Power Spectral Densit§(f) oc 1/17), the likelinood

tracted. Finally, in FigCZ4 we compare the estimated 1 for the residuals(t;) is given by

noise component with the actuagl fLcomponent used to gen-

. . . M n2m?t 2
erate the data. Possibly, by isolating the correlated compo £ " 1 x| - (rm)
in this way, and investigating its relation to other obsétea - H H \/ﬁ P 202,
parameters, the physical origin of the noise could be ifiedti m=2 n=1 w
and understood. o 1 (rl)z
n
5. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION X H \/ﬁ exp [_Tcé] (41)
. . . =1 TOo
In this paper we have introduced a technique for parameter " S

estimation based on fitting a parametric model to a time se- where
ries that may be contaminated by temporally correlatedenois o o 5
with a 1/ 7 power spectral density. The essence of the tech- ow=0f2""+oy, (42)
nique is to calculate the likelihood function in a wavelet ba 2= :2977g(~) + o2 43
sis. This is advantageous because a broad class of realistic 05=0r2719(0) * o (43)
noise processes produce a nearly diagonal covariancexmatri for some noise parametesg, > 0, or > 0 andg(y) =

in the wavelet basis, and because fast methods for computing 0() [e.g.,0(1)~ 0.72].
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FIG. 13.— Results of parameter estimation for the simulatelt layrve of Fig[IR. Results for both the wavelet method ¢slities) and the white method
(dashed lines) are compared. The upper left panel showsosterjor distribution for the midtransit time. The othenpls show confidence contours (68.3%
and 95.4%) of the joint posterior distribution of two paraders. The true parameter values are indicated by dottesl. line
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FiG. 14.— Isolating the correlated component. Plotted are theahand
estimated 1f components of the noise in the simulated light curve platied
Fig. (12). The estimated/¥ signal was found by applying the wavelet filter,
Eqgn. [29), to the residuals.

The calculation entails the multiplication bfterms and has
an overall time-complexity oO(N). With this prescription
for the likelihood function, the parameters may be optirdize
using any number of traditional algorithms. For example, th
likelihood may be used in the jump-transition probabilityei
Monte Carlo Markov Chain analysis, as we have done in this
work.

Among the premises of this technique are that the corre-
lations among the wavelet and scaling coefficients are smal

enough to be negligible. In fact, the magnitude of the cor-
relations at different scales and times are dependent on the
choice of wavelet basis and the spectral indedescribing

the power spectral density of the correlated componenteof th
noise. We have chosen for our experiments the Daubechies
4th-order wavelet basis which seems well-suited to thescase
we considered. A perhaps more serious limitation is that the
noise should be stationary. Real noise is often nonstatjona
For example, photometric observations are noisier dureig p
riods of poor weather, and even in good conditions there may
be more noise at the beginning or end of the night when the
target is observed through the largest airmass. It is plessib
that this limitation could be overcome with more elaborate
noise models, or by analyzing the time series in separate seg
ments; future work on these topics may be warranted.

Apart from the utility of the wavelet method, we draw the
following conclusions based on the numerical experimehts o
§ 3. First, any analysis that ignores possible correlatest®r
(a “white” analysis in our terminology) is suspect, and any 2
30 results from such an analysis should be regarded as provi-
sional at best. As shown in §8%[1, 4.2, &nd 4.6, even data that
appear “good” on visual inspection and that are dominated by
uncorrelated noise may give parameter errors that are under
estimated by a factor of 2—3 in a white analysis. Secondgusin
any of the methods describedin 4.4 (the wavelet method, the
time-averaging method, or the residual-permutation natho

IIis preferable to ignoring correlated noise altogether.
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Throughout this work our main application has been es- tate the detection of transits and the elimination of diatib
timation of the parameters of a single time series or a few false positives. Popular techniques for dealing with dateel
such time series, especially determining the midtransi¢s noise in large photometric databases are those of Tamuz et
of transit light curves. One potentially important apptioa al. (2005), Kovacs et al. (2005), and Pont et al. (2006). A
that we have not discussed is tHetection of transits in a priority for future work is to compare these methods with a
database of time-series photometry of many stars. Photometwavelet-based method, by experimenting with realistigeyr
ric surveys such as the ground-based HAT (Bakos et al. 2007 )data.
and SuperWASP (Pollacco et al. 2006), and space-based mis-
sions such as Corot (Baglin et al. 2003) and Kepler (Borucki
et al. 2003) produce tens to hundreds of thousands of time se- We are grateful to Frederic Pont and Eric Feigelson for very
ries, spanning much longer intervals than the transit chrat detailed and constructive critiques of an early versiorhef t
It seems likely that the parameters of a noise model could bemanuscript. We also thank Scott Gaudi and Jason Eastman
very well constrained using these vast databases, anchthat t for helpful comments. This work was partly supported by the
application of a wavelet-based whitening filter could facil NASA Origins program (grant no. NNX09AB33G).
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