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ABSTRACT
We present the first results of the holographic beam mapping program for the Canadian Hydrogen Intensity

Mapping Experiment (CHIME). We describe the implementation of the holographic technique as adapted for
CHIME, and introduce the processing pipeline which prepares the raw holographic timestreams for analysis of
beam features. We use data from six bright sources across the full 400-800 MHz observing band of CHIME to
provide measurements of the co-polar and cross-polar beam response of CHIME in both amplitude and phase for
the 1024 dual-polarized feeds instrumented on CHIME. In addition, we present comparisons with independent
probes of the CHIME beam which indicate the presence of polarized beam leakage in CHIME. Holographic
measurements of the CHIME beam have already been applied in science with CHIME, e.g. in estimating
detection significance of far sidelobe FRBs, and in validating the beam models used for CHIME’s first detections
of 21 cm emission (in cross-correlation with measurements of large-scale structure from galaxy surveys and the
Lyman-α forest). Measurements presented in this paper, and future holographic results, will provide a unique
data set to characterize the CHIME beam and improve the experiment’s prospects for a detection of BAO.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Canadian Hydrogen Intensity Mapping Experiment
(CHIME) is a drift scan radio interferometer operating be-
tween 400-800 MHz in 1024 radio frequency bins. It consists
of four parabolic cylindrical reflectors, each 20 m wide and
100 m long, oriented such that the long axis is aligned North-
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South. The cylinders are essentially reflective along their
length and parabolic (focusing, with f/D = 0.25) along
their width; the resulting primary beam has an East-West pro-
file formed by diffraction (width ≳ 1◦, from 800 MHz) and a
North-South profile which is essentially the broad (∼ 120◦

wide across the band) illumination pattern of the CHIME
dipoles reflected to the sky. As a result, the telescope’s in-
stantaneous field-of-view (FoV) is a narrow strip on meridian
extending nearly from horizon-to-horizon; over the course of
a day, the rotation of the Earth passes the entire sky through
this strip, allowing CHIME to map the full sky visible from
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its latitude (49.3215 deg north) each day. Each cylinder is
populated with 256 dual-polarization feeds along the central
80 m of the focal line. It is located at the radio-quiet Do-
minion Radio Astrophysical Observatory (DRAO) site near
Penticton, British Columbia, Canada. Its primary science
goals are a measurement of large-scale cosmological struc-
ture using the redshifted 21 cm line of neutral hydrogen (Pen
et al. 2009; Chang et al. 2010; Masui et al. 2013; Switzer
et al. 2013; Anderson et al. 2018; Wolz et al. 2021) and
as a radio transient detector for Fast Radio Bursts (Rane &
Lorimer 2017; CHIME/FRB Collaboration 2018) and pulsars
(CHIME/Pulsar Collaboration 2021).

The CHIME experiment design is described in more de-
tail in CHIME Collaboration et al. (2022a), and its analog
and digital signal chain closely follows the design prototyped
in the CHIME pathfinder experiment (Bandura et al. 2014).
Amplified signals from all 2048 analog inputs of the CHIME
radio feeds (Deng & Campbell-Wilson 2017) are sent along
55 m of coaxial cable, where they are filtered and further
amplified prior to being digitized, channelized, and sent by
corner-turn network (Bandura et al. 2016a; Mena et al. 2013)
to the cosmology backend to be correlated and integrated in
a GPU-based correlator (Denman et al. 2015), or sent to the
transient backend for transient searching.

CHIME will map the redshifted 21 cm emission of neu-
tral hydrogen between redshifts z = 0.8 − 2.5 across the
northern sky to probe the evolution of the baryon acoustic
oscillation (BAO) scale imprinted on the large scale struc-
ture of matter (of which the neutral hydrogen is a biased
tracer). Cosmological measurements with CHIME are com-
plicated by the presence of bright astrophysical foregrounds
(primarily synchrotron emission from our own Galaxy and
extragalactic point sources) which dwarf the faint 21 cm sig-
nal by up to several orders of magnitude. Discriminating be-
tween the foregrounds and signal should be possible by lever-
aging their spectral differences (Morales & Hewitt 2004; Di
Matteo et al. 2004; Datta et al. 2010; Parsons et al. 2012;
Thyagarajan et al. 2015; Ewall-Wice et al. 2021). However,
any spectral structure intrinsic to the instrument (e.g. an-
tenna gains, the beam response) will be imprinted on the
foregrounds as well, so separating out the foregrounds re-
quires a high-fidelity characterization of the instrument. Pre-
vious work which simulated a measurement of the 21 cm
power spectrum, corrupted by per-feed beam-width pertur-
bations, suggests that the primary beam per feed as a func-
tion of angle and frequency must be known to much bet-
ter than 1% (Shaver et al. 1999; Oh & Mack 2003; Liu &
Tegmark 2011; Shaw et al. 2015). To-date, measurements of
21 cm with CHIME have relied on an aggressive foreground
filtering scheme, filtering out low-delay (spectrally smooth)
modes of the data dominated by foregrounds. With this
scheme, CHIME has achieved detections of 21 cm in cross-
correlation with eBOSS ELG/LRG/QSO samples at redshifts
0.78−1.43 (CHIME Collaboration et al. 2023), and with the
Lyman-α forest at redshifts 1.8−2.5 (CHIME Collaboration
et al. 2024). However, as this filtering discards large scale

modes along the line-of-sight, these detections were limited
to smaller scales insensitive to BAO.

Recovering sensitivity to the large scale modes relevant to
the study of BAO will require an improved characterization
of the instrument systematics including the beam response.
Achieving the aforementioned level of sub-1% calibration fi-
delity is challenging for the CHIME instrument for a variety
of reasons: the primary and synthesized beams are broad and
as a result confusion noise is high; the telescope is station-
ary and so scanning sources to build up a beam map is not
possible; and its far-field is inaccessible to drones or other
artificial sources that might be able to transmit a signal for
beam mapping purposes. In addition, the CHIME reflectors
have proven to be complicated optical systems; ab-initio an-
alytical beam models and electromagnetic simulations must
take into account both multi-path internal reflections and di-
rect feed-to-feed coupling to achieve a realistic reconstruc-
tion of CHIME beam features, and these effects do not ad-
mit straightforward parametrizations. As a result, a novel
program of CHIME beam measurements has evolved, as de-
scribed in CHIME Collaboration et al. (2022a): (i) solar mea-
surements (CHIME Collaboration et al. 2022b), which can
measure the common mode primary beam (i.e., the beam pro-
file effectively averaged over the per-feed variations in the
beam) with good signal to noise over the sun’s semi-annual
declination range −23.5◦ < δ < +23.5◦ DEC, and α ∼ ±
20 degrees in Hour Angle (HA); (ii) source catalog mea-
surements, which can be used to measure the North-South
beam shape from transit data; and (iii) the holographic mea-
surements described in this paper. Of these measurements,
holography is unique in that it can measure the beam shape
along East-West transit trajectories to high signal-to-noise,
anywhere there is a bright enough source to target.

In this paper we describe our implementation of the holo-
graphic technique for CHIME and present results from 529
observations of six sources, representing only a subset of
the holographic measurements taken to date (1800 observa-
tions of 24 sources). With this amount of data, these results
provide measurements of the CHIME beam with typical ra-
diometric noise at or below the few percent-level relative
to the peak main beam amplitude. We identify and present
a variety of features in the beams, including the per-feed
pointing, beam-widths, feed non-redundancy, overall spec-
tral structure of the sidelobes, etc. Section 2 presents an
overview of the holographic technique as applied to CHIME
and a steerable telescope (the John A. Galt 26 m telescope
at DRAO), including the formalism describing the measure-
ment, a brief overview of the relevant configuration of the
Galt telescope and CHIME correlator, and a procedure to
estimate our noise floor due to confusion. Section 3 de-
scribes the holographic observations, Section 4 describes the
data processing pipeline, Section 5 describes the resulting co-
added measurements of the CHIME beams, and Section 6
describes consistency checks performed on the results. We
conclude in Section 7.



3

2. DESCRIPTION OF THE CHIME HOLOGRAPHIC
TECHNIQUE

Holographic measurements of a radio dish have a long his-
tory in radio astronomy, primarily as a means of measuring
the surface figure of a telescope dish to search for deviations
from specifications. For a theoretical overview of the tech-
nique, see e.g. Smith (1966); Scott & Ryle (1977); for some
examples of applications of the technique to more traditional
radio telescopes, see e.g. Morris et al. (1988); Godwin et al.
(1986); López-Pérez et al. (2014) and the historical account
from Baars (2020). Using holography to map the far-field
beam of a cylindrical telescope was first demonstrated on the
CHIME pathfinder array (Berger et al. 2016).

Holographic measurements consist of two radio dishes:
a ‘dish under test’ whose beam is being characterized and
a reference dish. For the holographic measurements of
CHIME, the CHIME inputs are under test, and the co-
located equatorially-mounted steerable 26 m John A. Galt
telescope is the reference dish (see Reda et al. 2022 for de-
tails on the Galt telescope, as instrumented for holography
with CHIME). The Galt telescope tracks a source as it tran-
sits through the CHIME beam, and the signals from CHIME
and the Galt telescope are correlated in the CHIME correla-
tor. This correlation measures only what is common between
the Galt beam and the larger CHIME primary beam, reduc-
ing the confusion noise on a given point source. The result-
ing interferometric data set provides a measurement of the
amplitude and phase of the CHIME far-field beam pattern in
both co-polarization and cross-polarization, for each of the
1024 dual-polarized CHIME feeds at all 1024 frequencies.
This far-field pattern can be transformed to provide a map of
the aperture (as would be done for most holography applica-
tions). Because the confusion noise is reduced, this technique
provides high signal-to-noise measurements of the CHIME
primary beam along the East-West trajectory at the declina-
tion of the transiting source. This provides an assessment
of sidelobe power which is broadly useful for CHIME sci-
ence; for example, this sidelobe information was used in (Lin
et al. 2023) to obtain signal-to-noise ratios for detections of
far-sidelobe FRBs. After applying an overall calibration per
observation (see Section 4.3), the holographic system is suf-
ficiently stable that multiple observations of a single source
can be co-added to improve signal-to-noise. Even with co-
adding, only about ∼20 sources are bright enough to war-
rant targeting via the holographic technique, thus it cannot
be used to fill the North-South beam. In spite of its sparse
declination coverage, holography has excellent synergy with
independent probes of the CHIME beam, as the polarization,
phase, and especially per-feed variation of the beam are hard
to measure without holography.

2.1. General formalism

Holography is an interferometric measurement of the com-
plex (i.e. amplitude and phase) far-field response of a radio
telescope, obtained by correlating the signals measured by
the antenna under-test and the reference dish while observ-
ing a common calibrator. In general, the polarised response

of the i-th CHIME feed (under-test), in polarization a as a
function of sidereal time ϕ and frequency ν, to the sky can
be written as follows:

F a
i (ϕ, ν) =

∫
d2n̂Jac

i (n̂; ν)ϵc(n̂;ϕ, ν)e
2πin̂·ui (1)

where Jac
i is the (direction-dependent) Jones matrix of the

CHIME feed, including the beam response, ϵc is the vector
electromagnetic field density defined on the celestial sphere
and incident on the feed, n̂ denotes a position on the sky in
the coordinate frame of the telescope, and ui is the position
vector (in units of wavelength) of the feed measured from
an arbitrary origin point (when we take the cross-correlation
with the Galt response, the origin point will be irrelevant).
One can write an analogous expression for the response of
the (reference) Galt telescope,

F b
26(ν) =

∫
d2n̂Jbd

26 (n̂− n̂s(ϕ); ν)ϵd(n̂; ν)e
2πin̂·u26 (2)

where Jbd
26 is the Jones matrix of the Galt telescope and n̂s(ϕ)

denotes the direction of source s at time ϕ, which the Galt
telescope tracks. u26 is the position vector (in units of wave-
length) of the Galt telescope from the same (arbitrary) origin
point.

For CHIME, we use a linear polarization basis a, b ∈
{X,Y }, with X polarization orthogonal to the CHIME focal
axis and Y parallel to it. For the Galt telescope, the polar-
ization basis indexed by b is not fixed relative to CHIME due
to the rotation of the dish over the course of an observation,
however the feed is aligned such that its polarization axes
align with that of CHIME when the telescope is pointed to
the meridian. The indices c, d belong to an on-sky polariza-
tion basis, and the Jones matrices Ji,26 then define a mapping
between on-sky polarization and the polarization measured
by the instruments.

In CHIME holography, we form the cross-correlation of
the i-th CHIME feed and the Galt feed. In general this cross-
correlation takes the form:

V ab
i,26(ϕ, ν) ≡

〈
F a
i F

†b
26

〉
=

∫
d2n̂

∫
d2n̂′Jac

i ⟨ϵcϵ∗d⟩ J∗db
26 e2πi(n̂

′·ui−n̂·u26)

(3)

where the product ⟨ϵcϵ∗d⟩ is the coherency matrix of the sky
signal.

In practice, the experimental setup allows us to simplify
this expression considerably. First, we assume that the elec-
tric fields from the astronomical source are spatially incoher-
ent; i.e., the coherency term will introduce a factor δ(n̂− n̂′)
which eliminates one of the integrals. Second, we note that
we perform holographic measurements of point-source cali-
brators transiting over CHIME in tracks of constant declina-
tion. To CHIME, the source has a time-dependent position
n̂s(ϕ), while the Galt telescope tracks the source through-
out the observation. This is expressed as a δ-function spa-
tial dependence in the sky coherency term, i.e. we will write
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⟨ϵcϵ∗d⟩ ≡ T s
cdδ(n̂ − n̂s), where T s

cd are the elements of a
matrix describing the polarized emission of the point source.
The δ-function collapses the remaining integral to the direc-
tion of the calibrator, leaving us with

V ab
i,26(ϕ, ν) = Jac

i (n̂s(ϕ); ν)T
s
cd(ν)J

∗db
26 (ν) (4)

×e2πin̂s(ϕ)·ui,26

where we have written ui,26 = ui − u26. We have dropped
the direction-dependence of the 26 m’s Jones matrix because
when we collapse the integrals to the location of the source,
only the constant boresight response of the 26 m remains.
Combining the phase factor with the sky brightness factor
T s
cd, we can write the holographic response for all polariza-

tion products compactly in matrix form as:

Vi,26(ϕ, ν) = Ji(n̂s(ϕ); ν)Ts(ν)J
†
26(ν) . (5)

Given the Jones matrix of the Galt telescope and a suitable,
well-known calibrator (i.e. a well-constrained Ts), one could
invert this expression to solve for the Jones matrix of CHIME
feed i. However, as we have ignored instrumental noise,
this represents only a schematic illustration of the technique
rather than a formal estimator for CHIME’s Jones matrix. In
practice, there are additional confounding factors beyond in-
strumental noise: among the most pressing is that the Jones
matrix of the Galt telescope is difficult to calibrate indepen-
dently, as its equatorial mount precludes typical polarimetric
calibration through measurements of polarised sources over
a range of parallactic angles. In the past (for a different re-
ceiver system and observing band), electromagnetic simula-
tions have been used to compute the response of the Galt
telescope to polarized emission (see Du et al. 2016). For
our purposes, however, a holography-based full-Jones ma-
trix calibration of CHIME, which would include the effects
of parallactic angle rotation and polarisation leakage / differ-
ential gain in the signal chain, is beyond the scope of this
paper. Instead, we directly measure and present the products
Vi,26(ϕ, ν); we discuss our ability to reconstruct indepen-
dent measurements of the CHIME beam from these products
in Section 6.2.

2.2. John A. Galt Telescope and Receiver

The John A. Galt telescope (Du et al. 2016) is a 25.6 m
f/D = 0.3 (focal length 7.6 m) equatorial-mount telescope
located at the DRAO. It is (254, 22, 19) m east, north, and
above the center of the CHIME array. A custom 400-800
MHz receiver for the Galt telescope was installed at the focus
for holographic measurements with CHIME. The receiver
system is described in Reda et al. (2022), below we highlight
some salient features.

The first element of the receiver chain consists of a dual
polarization CHIME cloverleaf antenna (Deng & Campbell-
Wilson 2017) attached to a sleeve-and-choke structure to cir-
cularize the beam. The resulting beamwidths range from
1.2◦ − 2◦ across the band for both polarizations. One po-
larization is aligned north-south and the other aligned east-
west when the equatorial mount is at Hour Angle = 0 (tran-
sit) such that the Galt telescope’s polarization frame should

align with that of CHIME at transit. Because the equatorial
mount rotates with the sky, the polarization frame of the Galt
telescope will otherwise rotate with parallactic angle relative
to CHIME’s fixed polarization.

The feed is designed with an additional port for calibration
signal injection from a local noise source. The signal is split
and then attenuated with a 15 dB Pi-type attenuator that is
matched in parallel to 50 Ω to keep the return loss at the sig-
nal injection port < −30 dB. The attenuator is followed by
a 2 mm-wide transmission line which terminates, leaving a
0.7 mm gap between the transmission line and the microstrip
carrying the antenna signals. This gap capacitively couples
the injected noise signal to the antenna polarization ports at
∼-40 dB. This low coupling ensures the noise temperature
from the attenuator at room temperature is small (0.03 K)
when the noise source is off.

The calibration source is a 51 dB ENR NC512/12
Noisecom noise module1, powered by a 12 V precision
power supply and thermally regulated to be 50 C with a varia-
tion of 0.1 C. A gating signal from the CHIME FPGA is sent
along a dedicated coaxial cable to the Galt telescope focus
and is used to switch the noise source on and off at a cadence
appropriate for gating in the CHIME correlator. The gating
scheme switches the noise source on for one 5 s integration
per minute (i.e., the source is on for one out of every twelve
integrations). Measurements of Cygnus A transits by the Galt
telescope indicate the signal from the calibration source is ≈
20 K for both polarizations. This noise source was functional
during some of the observations presented in this paper, how-
ever the calibration estimation remains a work in progress.
As a result, the calibration has not been applied to the data
presented here, and all data used comes from the ’gated off’
position.

2.3. Holography Acquisition by the CHIME Correlator
System

The CHIME correlator has 2048 inputs, distributed over
128 ICE FPGA boards (Bandura et al. 2016b) which digitize
and channelize the input signals. These are alias-sampled at
800MHz and Fourier-transformed into 1024 frequency chan-
nels streaming at a 2.56µs cadence. The digital streams are
transmitted over a high-speed network to an array of 256
GPU nodes where their spatial correlation (N2) is computed
and accumulated in time to a cadence of ∼30ms. Following
the GPU kernel, an estimate of the radiometric noise is cal-
culated by differencing even and odd frames at the 30ms ca-
dence and recorded alongside the visibilities as a weighting
dataset. The data is further accumulated to 5 or 10 second
frames (see below) and transferred to a dedicated receiver
node where additional processing, including calibration and
compression, is performed before saving to disk.

Signals from the Galt telescope are input to the CHIME
correlator and undergo the same channelization and spatial

1 https://noisecom.com/Portals/0/Datasheets/NC500REV3 datasheet WEB.
pdf

https://noisecom.com/Portals/0/Datasheets/NC500REV3_datasheet_WEB.pdf
https://noisecom.com/Portals/0/Datasheets/NC500REV3_datasheet_WEB.pdf
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correlation process alongside every CHIME input. Follow-
ing the N2 step, the products between the Galt and CHIME
inputs are split into a separate stream and saved at 5 s ca-
dence, faster than the 10 s CHIME cadence, to avoid smear-
ing the faster fringe rate of the longer CHIME-Galt baseline.
No additional processing or calibration is performed on the
Galt products before they are saved to disk.

Although we only report measurements of standard radio
sources in this paper, the CHIME correlator is capable of gat-
ing on the 30ms frames, making it possible to perform holo-
graphic measurements of pulsars with periods ≳300ms (a
period larger than the observing cadence is required to ac-
commodate the case where the number of observed pulses
varies from frame-to-frame). Pulsars are attractive targets for
holography because we can remove background emission by
differencing frames based on the on/off chopped pulsar sig-
nal.

Pulsar timing is computed in real-time to determine the
on- and off-gates using timing model parameters generated
for every observation by the TEMPO2 package (Hobbs et al.
2006). The gated stream can be switched on or off and the
gating parameters altered at any time without interfering with
the rest of the acquisition system.

2.4. Confusion noise

One of the limitations of CHIME-only techniques to mea-
sure its primary beam is the confusion noise associated with
the instrument’s large instantaneous field of view. Direct ob-
servations of calibrator sources quickly become confusion
limited off-meridian. The Sun is bright enough to mitigate
this problem, but these measurements are only available in
the southern sky due to the limited declination range of the
Sun. In holography, the effect of confusion is significantly re-
duced because the correlation between CHIME and the Galt
telescope removes all confusing sources which are outside
the Galt telescope’s much smaller (compared to CHIME)
beam. Here we outline a procedure to estimate the remain-
ing confusion noise limit of the holography data, which sets
a fundamental signal-to-noise limit for the holographic tech-
nique for non-pulsar sources.

We proceed from Equation 4, where we will drop the po-
larization indices, considering scalar quantities (i.e. in only
Stokes I) instead of the matrix quantities appearing in the
fully polarized treatment (i.e. following the discussion at the
end of Section 2.1, we will replace Jones matrices Ji, J26
with primary beam factors Ai, A26). Then, a holographic
visibility at a single frequency and sidereal time can be writ-
ten schematically in the following way:

Vi,26 = Ai(n̂s)A26Tse
2πiui,26·n̂s (6)

where Ai is the primary beam response of CHIME feed i,
A26 is the primary beam of the Galt telescope and the other
symbols are as defined in Section 2.1.

To account for the confusing background of unresolved
sources within the Galt beam, we model the brightness tem-
perature as a sum over sources (indexed by s′ in the following

equations) within the Galt beam (“FoV”). The visibility then
reads

Vi,26 =
∑

s′∈FoV

Ai(n̂s′)A26(n̂s′)T (n̂s′)e
2πi(ui−u26)·n̂s′ + src

(7)
where +src represents the contribution of a like term from the
actual calibrator source; i.e., the proper holographic visibility
we are attempting to measure. The n̂s′ are the sky positions
of confusing sources which are near the telescope boresight,
i.e., n̂s′ = n̂s + δn̂s′ .

Because the CHIME-Galt baseline fringes rapidly, the ge-
ometric phases of the confusing sources are expected to de-
cohere so that the average confusion bias over all sources is
negligible. However, the variance of the first term will be-
come a noise term, computed as:

Var[Vi,26]conf = |Ai|2
∑
s′

∑
s′′

A∗
26(n̂s′)A26(n̂s′′)T (n̂s′)T (n̂s′′)

×
〈
e2πi(ui−u26)·(n̂s′−n̂s′′ )

〉
(8)

where the Ai(n̂) factor from the CHIME beam has been fac-
tored out under the assumption that the CHIME beam varies
slowly on scales comparable to the beam width of the Galt
telescope. As the interferometric phase will decohere for
different sources, the ensemble average over the confusing
phase term will be non-zero only for n̂s′ = n̂s′′ , collapsing
one of the sums, so that the noise variance reduces to

Var[Vi,26]conf = |Ai|2
∑

s′∈FoV

|A26(n̂s′)T (n̂s′)|2 (9)

Thus, the confusion noise can be taken as the sum of the
squares of the beam-weighted fluxes of the confusing sources
within the Galt telescope’s field of view.

To estimate this quantity, 1000 realizations of a point
source sky were simulated in a HEALpix map (Nside = 256)
using the open-source radio sky simulation package cora 2.
The simulated point source sky has three ingredients: a Gaus-
sian distributed background of dim sources below 0.1 Jy, a
synthetic population drawn using the source count model of
(Di Matteo et al. 2002) between 0.1 Jy and 10 Jy, and a cata-
log of real sources drawn from NVSS and VLSS above 10 Jy
(Condon 1998; Cohen 2004). These nominal flux thresholds
are defined at 151 MHz and the latter 10 Jy threshold for real
sources is scaled to the target frequency of the simulation.
For each holography source, Equation 9 was then evaluated
by summing over the squared beam-weighted fluxes of the
sources taken within a ring centered on the location of the
holography source and of diameter 2 times the full-width at
half-max (FWHM) of the Galt beam, using the beam model
described in Reda et al. (2022). We take the square root to
obtain a quantity dimensionally compatible with the source

2 https://github.com/radiocosmology/cora/tree/master

https://github.com/radiocosmology/cora/tree/master
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flux, and we ignore the prefactor of the CHIME beam as there
will be a compensating factor multiplying the source flux.

The results of this procedure are summarized in Table 1
for 600 MHz. For most holography sources, with the ex-
ception of 3C84 and 3C10C which are near other real cat-
alog sources, the results are dominated by the random, syn-
thetic background of sources, which are effectively spatially
isotropic. For these holographic sources, over the ensemble
of 1000 simulations, the confusion noise from Eq 9 has a me-
dian value under 1 Jy. As both the source flux and the con-
fusion noise level are modulated by the CHIME beam in an
actual measurement, in Table 1 we present the average con-
fusion noise as a percentage of the source flux at 600 MHz.
The reciprocal of this ratio represents the maximum ratio of
signal to noise that is achievable with holography; e.g. in
our worst case scenario using the very dim source 3C138
(S600 ∼ 10 Jy), the confusion noise level is about 10% of
the source flux, such that the peak achievable SNR we may
expect is ∼ 10.

3. OBSERVATIONS

In a holographic observation, the Galt telescope tracks a
particular source transiting overhead, typically within ±30◦

of meridian. During this time, CHIME continues collecting
data normally; the signals from the Galt telescope are treated
as another input by the CHIME correlator, so that holography
observations do not interfere with normal operation of the
telescope.

The Galt telescope is programmed to track sources ahead
of time. Pointing during observations is corrected in real-
time using a model of the Galt telescope derived in 1998
based on 1.42GHz observations for the Canadian Galactic
Plane Survey (Higgs & Tapping 2000). A pointing model
specifically for the holographic receiver has not yet been de-
veloped and is left to future work, however measurements
presented in Reda et al. (2022) found pointing offsets of ∼3’,
which we do not expect to affect the measurements presented
here.

In assembling a selection of sources and a schedule for ob-
servations, several factors are taken into account. Brighter
sources are preferred; for the faintest sources (fluxes on the
order of 10 Jy), in ≈ −20 dB sidelobes and with thermal
noise at the level of Tsys ≈ 70K, measuring the beam side-
lobes with signal-to-noise of 10 requires in excess of 100 ob-
servations. At the same time, observations at a wide vari-
ety of source declinations are needed to fill out the 2D beam
shape as much as possible. Low declination sources enable
a direct comparison with CHIME’s solar data-derived beam
measurements (CHIME Collaboration et al. 2022b), while
high declination sources are uniquely observable with holog-
raphy. Figure 1 gives the hitmap of all holography tracks
taken to date since October of 2017, illustrating the max-
imum sky coverage of the current dataset. We use an or-
thographic projection of the sky onto a frame centered on
CHIME with the y-axis pointing to celestial North, x point-
ing East and z pointing to zenith (CHIME Collaboration et al.
2022b), and refer to these coordinates as “Telescope X/Y”.

Table 1. The 24 sources used for holography, their declina-
tions, and their fluxes at 600 MHz, along with estimates for
the holographic confusion noise (also at 600 MHz), expressed
as a percentage of the source flux. These estimates are defined
as in Eq 9.

Source DEC [deg] S600 [Jy] Conf. Noise [%]

Cygnus A 40.7 3613 0.02

Cassiopeia A 58.8 2375 0.03

Taurus A 22.0 1142 0.06

Virgo A 12.4 436 .2

Hercules A 5.0 120 .6

3C353 -1.0 106 .7

Hydra A -12.1 97 .7

Perseus B 29.7 87 .8

3C10C 64.2 71 7

3C273 2.1 55 1

3C84 41.5 38 10

3C295 52.2 37 2

3C58 64.8 31 2

3C161 -5.9 30 2

3C147 49.9 29 2

3C111 38.0 29 2

3C196 48.2 28 2

3C409 23.6 27 3

3C358 -21.5 26 3

3C48 33.2 25 3

3C286 30.5 18 4

3C454.3 16.1 12 6

3C78 4.1 11 6

3C138 16.6 10 7

This dataset consists of over 1800 individual observations of
24 sources spanning the sky from -21 to +65 degrees in dec-
lination. The wide tracks across a large range of declinations
offer a unique probe of CHIME’s far sidelobes.

Figure 2 shows the time and extent of the holographic mea-
surements presented in this paper, taken between 2018 −
2020, of six of the brightest sources available from DRAO:
Cygnus A (which may be abbreviated in this work as Cyg
A), Cassiopeia A (Cas A), Taurus A (Tau A), Virgo A (Vir
A), Hercules A (Her A), and Hydra A. In each panel, the
vertical lines denote a single observation of the source as a
function of observing date. The vertical extent of the line
indicates the span in hour angle of that observation. Typi-
cally, the Galt telescope will track a source within ±30◦ of
transit over CHIME, but the exact span of the data will vary
considerably from transit to transit.
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Figure 1. The tracks of all holography observations taken to date,
shown in orthographic projection on the sky to illustrate the max-
imum sky coverage of the dataset. The red circle of radius 1 in
these coordinates represents CHIME’s horizon; i.e., the inner area
of the circle represents the extent of CHIME’s observable sky. Var-
ious marker shapes denote the centers of tracks that correspond to
the brightest sources presented in this work. We note that earlier
observations (which tended to be more focused on brighter sources)
would track source transits for longer periods of time, correspond-
ing to long tracks on the sky. More recent observations have prefer-
entially (but not exclusively) targeted dimmer sources and in shorter
tracks.

4. DATA PROCESSING

In this section we describe the data processing pipeline
for holography which interpolates the data onto a common
grid in hour angle, corrects for known systematic effects, and
averages over repeated observations to improve the signal-
to-noise of the beam measurement. CHIME data are stored
in multiple redundant archives at Compute Canada centres.
Data processing and analysis is mainly conducted on the
Cedar3 cluster using a modular Python-based pipeline and
analysis tools developed by members of the CHIME collab-
oration4.

4.1. Fringestopping, regridding, decorrelation correction

To facilitate the comparison of beam measurements from
multiple observations and sources, the time-ordered holog-
raphy data are resampled onto a common grid in hour angle
(HA) relative to the transit time of the source on the tele-
scope’s meridian. This regridding is implemented as an in-
verse Lanczos interpolation, identical to the implementation

3 https://docs.alliancecan.ca/wiki/Cedar/en
4 https://github.com/radiocosmology, https://github.com/chime-experiment

in the CHIME offline pipeline used in CHIME Collaboration
et al. 2023. The chosen grid spans ±30◦ of hour angle in 720
samples, which is broad enough to cover most holography
observations and sets the resolution of our beam measure-
ment to approximately 0.1◦ in hour angle, taking the data
from a 5 s cadence to approximately 20 s. For comparison,
the minimum full width at half maximum of the CHIME pri-
mary (voltage-)beam is 2◦ at 800 MHz, taking at least 480 s
for a source to transit, and therefore the 20 s sampling is suf-
ficient.

Prior to downsampling in HA, a phase correction is applied
to remove the fringing in the data produced by the chang-
ing delay between the CHIME and Galt feeds as the source
moves overhead. Without this correction, averaging adjacent
time frames when downsampling would lead to signal loss.
The phase correction is

2πn̂ · ui,26, (10)

the projection of the direction to the source n̂ onto the base-
line between the Galt and the i-th CHIME feed in units of
wavelength λ. For a source at 0◦ declination on the meridian,
fringestopping corresponds to removing >4.5 rad of phase
over a period of 20 s at 600 MHz.

The amplitude, but not phase, of the raw holographic mea-
surement is affected by an hour-angle dependent multiplica-
tive bias principally generated by cable delays. CHIME con-
tains 55 m of coaxial cable, while the Galt telescope signal
traverses 405 m of coaxial cable en-route to the correlator.
The result is that the signal from the Galt telescope is delayed
relative to CHIME’s signal by at least 1.49µs, which is a sig-
nificant fraction of the 2.56µs integration frame. This leads
to a significant decorrelation as the signals from CHIME and
the Galt telesope no longer overlap within the expected ge-
ometric delay. The amplitude of the decorrelation depends
on the exact delay between the two signals, which changes
over the course of an observation as the source transits, so
that the result is not a constant overall suppression of the sig-
nal but instead a modulation of the amplitude of the holog-
raphy measurement as a function of hour angle, distorting
the inferred beam shape. Fundamentally, the decorrelation is
a result of the finite window of time used when channeliz-
ing the data in the CHIME correlator’s polyphase filter bank
(PFB). By simulating the response of the PFB, we can deter-
mine an estimate for the amplitude of the decorrelation effect
for arbitrary delays and correct the holography amplitude ac-
cordingly (see Appendix A). Broadly, we find that for the
range of hour angles used in the re-gridding step, ±30◦, and
for the sources considered in this work, this effect modulates
the beam amplitude by as much as ± ∼ 30% and the mag-
nitude of the decorrelation increases approximately linearly
through the transit (we use the full result, not an approxi-
mation, when correcting the data). Referencing to the first
feed on each cylinder, there is also a linear dependence on
the amplitude with feed, with the sign of the slope dependent
on whether the source is north or south of CHIME’s zenith
(in this paper, the only source north of zenith is Cas A). See
Figure 18 in the Appendix.

https://docs.alliancecan.ca/wiki/Cedar/en
https://github.com/radiocosmology
https://github.com/chime-experiment
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Figure 2. The range of holography observations used in this paper. In each panel the span of the transit in hour angle on a particular day is
indicated by the length of the vertical line. Most observations are within ±60◦. The number of observations of each source used in this paper
is indicated in the panel titles.

As the fringestopping and decorrelation correction steps
require knowledge of the geometric delay between a CHIME
input and the Galt telescope we must have accurate knowl-
edge of their (relative) positions. Any error in the baseline
distances ui,26 will introduce a phase error in the beam mea-
surement by biasing our estimate of the geometric delay as-
sociated with a source location, but this can be identified and
corrected in later stages of processing if necessary. For in-
stance, an earlier version of the pipeline omitted the verti-
cal component (w-term) of the holographic baselines when
fringestopping. Reda et al. (2022) details an analysis of that
version of the data to fit for the w-term, including the con-
tribution of an additional declination-dependent term origi-
nating from the geometry of the Galt telescope mount. This
model tracks the remaining delay term to within .1% for 7
sources spanning > 60◦ of declination. We use the best-fit
vertical displacement from this analysis for fringestopping
in the present version of the pipeline, and include the Galt-
specific term as an additional phase correction for the holog-
raphy prior to averaging over repeated transits (see Section
4.3). We also determine a best-fit value for the cable delays
and use these when applying the decorrelation correction.

In CHIME Collaboration et al. (2022a), we reported evi-
dence of an error in the North-South positions of the CHIME
antennas, based on the observation of a phase that linearly
scales with East-West position when beamforming to bright
point sources on meridian. At the time, we remarked that this
could be caused by either a rotation of the telescope from

astronomic North, or by a small, linearly staggered North-
South offset of the cylinders from one to the next (i.e., an
observer looking down at the telescope from zenith would
see a parallelogram with the top and bottom sides sloped,
rather than a rectangle). In the interim, in all of CHIME’s
analyses which required knowledge of the baseline distances,
we assumed the rotation scenario; however, a recent pro-
fessional survey of the telescope confirms the parallelogram
scenario. As a result, the baseline distances used here con-
tain an erroneous East-West component which linearly scales
with North-South position along the cylinders, which was in-
tended to correct for the rotation scenario. From end-to-end
of a cylinder, this makes a difference of about 10 cm. This
error sources a phase gradient in the fringestopped data pro-
portional to sinHA; for Cygnus A at declination of ≈ 41◦, at
the extent of our grid (±30◦) this is as much as 23◦ of phase
error at 600 MHz. The delay error sourced by a 10 cm off-
set, however, produces no appreciable change in the strength
of the decorrelation effect. This will be corrected in future
iterations of the pipeline; for now we retain it as it makes
no difference to the amplitude and the same phase error is
present in the independent CHIME datasets we compare to
in Section 6. Also note that the previously described phase
analysis in Reda et al. (2022) is unaffected by this issue be-
cause it used data taken on meridian, where the fringe phase
due to the East-West component of the baseline is identically
zero.
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4.2. Data flagging

4.2.1. Manual data cuts

Prior to any further processing, we visually inspect all ob-
servations used in this paper for overall quality. We com-
pletely omit any observations with significant outstanding
features from the stacks presented here. Among the features
we found which disqualified observations are:

• Significant RFI.

• Significant disparities between, or anomalous features
in, one or more cylinders.

• Large chunks of missing data.

• Presence of the Sun at any point in the transit. This is
more typical among earlier observations, and is specif-
ically an issue for the southern sources (Tau A, Virgo
A, Hercules A, Hydra A). This is a conservative cut
as in principle the Sun can be masked when it over-
laps the source’s track. However, as the overall quality
of the data near the Sun is uncertain, we simply omit
these data.

In total, these by-hand cuts remove 112 of the 529 transits
(about 21% of the data) used for this work. Over half of the
discarded transits are of Hercules A and Hydra A, primarily
due to solar contamination.

4.2.2. RFI flagging

Although CHIME is located in a radio-quiet zone at
DRAO, there is still contamination observed in the data over
significant portions of the band due to radio interference from
a variety of artificial sources, including satellites, airplanes,
wireless communications, and TV bands (CHIME Collabo-
ration et al. 2022a). The Galt telescope sees the same RFI
environment, and so holography data is also compromised
by this interference. To account for this, prior to fitting and
stacking over observations, we apply an RFI mask to the
holography data. When available, we use the RFI masks
produced by the CHIME offline pipeline, as described in
CHIME Collaboration et al. (2022a).

The CHIME masks are produced for the entire sidereal
day; to mask the holography, we select the daily data flags
in a window around the transit of the holography source, cor-
responding to the time span of the observation. Individual
time samples in the holography data are then flagged based
on a nearest-neighbors interpolation along the time axis of
the CHIME masks; i.e. the holography is flagged based on
the nearest time sample in the daily mask. We note that some
of the holography data presented in this paper was taken at
a time before the offline analysis pipeline had been fully de-
veloped and so daily RFI masks may not be available for all
holography observations. When this is the case, we opt in-
stead to use a static RFI mask which flags known persistent
bands of RFI but is not otherwise resolved in time.

The daily masks are intended to flag anomalous, RFI-
contaminated samples in the CHIME data and are not specif-
ically tailored to holography. However, in general we do not

expect the RFI in the DRAO environment to decorrelate be-
tween CHIME and the Galt telescope. Therefore, to be con-
servative, we adopt the daily masks to omit data wherever the
masks indicate that CHIME was compromised by RFI.

4.3. Stacking

To integrate down the noise in our observations, we co-add
all available holographic observations of a particular source
together to form a lowest-noise estimate of the measured re-
sponse along the source track, at all frequencies, all feeds,
and in all polarization products. We compute the stacks as
a weighted average over observations, where the weights are
taken as the inverse of the fast-cadence estimate of the noise
variance computed by the real-time pipeline as described in
Section 2.3 (i.e., we perform an inverse-variance weighted
average).

4.3.1. Transit normalization

Prior to averaging, we must account for variations in the
instrument gains between transits. To do this, for every tran-
sit, we fit a simple model for the fully complex holographic
response in the main lobe, for all frequencies and feeds, in
both co-polarization (Y Y,XX) products only; we do not at-
tempt an independent fit of the cross-polarized (XY, Y X) re-
sponse. The amplitude of the response is modeled as a Gaus-
sian parameterized by amplitude A, centroid µ and width σ.
The phase is modeled as a 5th degree polynomial in hour
angle ϕ,

∑5
i=0 ciϕ

i. Prior to fitting, we apply the phase cor-
rections discussed in Section 4.1 and RFI masks as discussed
in Section 4.2. When averaging over observations, we then
normalize each transit by its measured complex gain, which
we take as the best-fit model evaluated on transit (i.e., at
HA = 0); in terms of the best-fit parameters, this is given by
Aeic0 . This normalization is applied in both co- and cross-
polarization, so that the amplitude and phase of the cross-
polarized response are now referenced to the on-meridian co-
polarized response. All best-fit parameters are saved to disk
for offline analysis; see Section 5.

As this procedure independently normalizes the data for
all feeds, frequencies, polarizations, and sources (declina-
tions) to 1 + 0j at transit, we are losing information about
the modulation of the on-meridian beam response as a func-
tion of these dimensions of the data. Although we do not
attempt this for the purposes of this work, the dependence of
the beam on declination can be re-inserted using independent
measurements of (ratios of) the source fluxes, referenced to
a specific calibrator source which would provide the overall
normalization of the beam.

4.3.2. Accounting for noise-source installation

The procedure described above applies the best-fit gains
to both the co- and cross-polarized responses; in the cross-
polarized response, this normalization leaves behind a factor
of the ratio of the gains of the X- and Y - polarized inputs
of the Galt telescope. We noticed that the cross-polarized
holography normalized in this way exhibits a phase jump for
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all observations following March 8, 2019. This corresponds
to the date on which the noise source described in Section 2
was installed on the Galt receiver. This implies that the phase
of this ratio, while otherwise stable in time, was impacted
by the noise-source installation modifying the receiver signal
chain. This phase jump will cause the cross-polarized re-
sponse to decorrelate in a simple average of observations be-
fore/after the noise source installation, so we must first align
the phases by applying a correction to the cross-polarized
data of all of the observations taken before (or after, as the
absolute reference of the phase does not matter) March 8,
2019. To do this, we split the data into two sets, one taken
before the noise source was installed, and one after. Using
the noise weights, we compute the stack over each of these
two sets independently, then fit for the on-transit phase of the
cross-polarized data in each stack. We apply the difference
of the two phases as a correction to the data taken before
the noise source was installed; the result is that all observa-
tions are aligned to the current instrumental phase, post-noise
source installation. This procedure is carried out for each of
our 6 sources, with the exception of Hydra A, for which there
are no observations, within the range included in this work,
that were taken after March 8, 2019.

4.3.3. Final stacking

Finally, the split-stacks are combined into a single, final
noise-weighted stack; the noise-weights are propagated to
give an estimate of the radiometer noise in the final stack.
The stack is saved with a record of the number of obser-
vations included in each frequency/feed/polarization/hour-
angle voxel (this number is not trivially equal to the number
of input transits owing both to gaps in the data from masking
and the varying lengths of each observation), as well as the
empirical variance of the ensemble.

5. BEAM MEASUREMENTS

In this section we present and summarize some of the note-
worthy features of the fully processed holography dataset.
Each observation presented here is an estimate, as a func-
tion of frequency, hour angle, and polarization product, of
the per-feed beam response, normalized as described in Sec-
tion 4.3; moving forward we denote these quantities as V ab

i,26,
with i indexing the CHIME feeds, a, b ∈ {X,Y }, and where
we choose the letter V as a reminder that we are measuring
a holographic visibility as a proxy for the underlying beam
shape. We note that as an interferometer, CHIME’s fun-
damental data products are the correlations between feeds;
i.e. the scale of the power-beam which modulates the sky
as seen by a particular baseline is set approximately (due
to feed non-redundancies) by the square of the profiles we
show here. When referring to specific polarization products,
i.e. XX,Y Y,XY, Y X , we use the convention that the first
letter indicates the polarization of the CHIME feed, and the
second letter indicates that of the Galt telescope.

Some one-dimensional profiles, median-averaged over
cylinders, are shown in Figure 3, featuring, for Cygnus A, the
co- (XX) and cross-polarized (XY ) amplitudes and phases.

The profiles are consistent between cylinders, with one of the
most notable discrepancies a systematic overall shift of the
profile of Cylinder B in the left-middle panel. This suggests
that the focal line of Cylinder B is slightly mis-aligned; we
return to this point below when discussing the dependence of
the beam centroids with feed. The co-polarized response in
the main beam is approximately Gaussian, with a first side-
lobe around 20% (4% in power), and far-sidelobes around
≲ 3 − 4% (<.1% in power) referenced to the peak. In the
main beam, the amplitude of the cross-polarized response is
≲5% (∼0.2%) compared to the co-polarized response (al-
though varies widely with frequency as will be discussed
later), and is characterized by a decrement approximately on
meridian where the polarization frame of the 26 m is nom-
inally aligned with that of CHIME. The cross-polarized re-
sponse in the far-sidelobe region, outside of the blue dashed
region in the top row of Figure 3, is ∼2% (< .1% in power),
and its shape is qualitatively similar to the co-polarized beam
response. The phases of the co- and cross-polarized response
vary smoothly within the main lobe and are again consistent
between cylinders, except for points corresponding to zero-
crossings in the complex beam pattern where otherwise small
noise fluctuations may cause the phase to diverge on a differ-
ent branch (as the ratio of real to imaginary parts is highly
sensitive to perturbations near a zero-crossing).

Figure 4 shows two-dimensional slices of the amplitude
of the stacked observation of Cyg A, in frequency vs. sky
degrees, for all four cylinders and all polarization products.
Here, we take a median over all feeds of the selected po-
larization on the respective cylinders. Figures 19, 21, 23,
25, and 27 in the Appendix show the same visualization for
the other sources. Superimposed on the expected ν−1 scal-
ing of the main-beam FWHM is an additional widening of
the FWHM every 30 MHz in frequency, generating a char-
acteristic“vertebrae” pattern in the main-lobe. This 30 MHz
ripple is associated with a standing wave in the cavity be-
tween the vertex of the cylinder and the focal line, which are
separated by ∼ 5 meters as discussed in CHIME Collabo-
ration et al. (2022a). The X-polarized response is wider in
the East-West direction than the Y response, due to differ-
ences in the illumination pattern of the X and Y dipoles of
the CHIME cloverleaf feeds; see Figure 9 of CHIME Col-
laboration et al. (2022a). The side-lobe pattern also differs
between the two polarizations; in Y Y the sidelobes take on
a “checkerboard” pattern while in XX the sidelobes appear
relatively smoothed out. The cross-polarized signal is larger
in XY than Y X by about a factor of 2 in the main-lobe. In
all cases, the average beam profile follows the same overall
behavior on all of the cylinders.

The 30 MHz modulation and the polarization dependence
in the widths is also apparent in Figure 5, which shows the
beam FWHMs – for all six sources presented in this work –
recovered from the fits prior to stacking as a function of fre-
quency. The beam-widths are consistent between all declina-
tions measured here, although the 30 MHz ripple patterns are
offset.
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Figure 3. The CHIME X-polarized beam response at 717MHz from the holographic measurements of a Cyg A transit, taken on 2018 Sep 28.
Each panel shows the median response taken over all feeds within a cylinder, normalized such that the co-polar response is 1 + 0j at transit.
Upper left: The median co-polar amplitude of all feeds per cylinder, normalized by the Gaussian-fit peak height, over the full extent of the
observation, converted to degrees on sky, HA· cos (δCygA); Upper right: The median cross-polar amplitude from the product of a CHIME feed
with the opposite polarization on the Galt receiver. The data have been scaled by the same factor as applied to the co-polar response, so the
curves give an indication of the level of cross-polarization in the beam; Middle left: Same as the upper left panel, but zoomed to a smaller hour
angle range and plotted on a linear scale; Middle right Same as the upper right panel, but zoomed to a smaller hour angle range and plotted
on a linear scale; Lower left: The median co-polar phase as a function of scaled hour angle, taken over all feeds in a cylinder (the median was
evaluated for the real and imaginary parts separately before evaluating the phase); Lower right: Same as the lower left for the cross-polar phase.
The phase difference between cylinders, after accounting for phase wrap, is only large near the first zero crossing of the field. The gray bands
in the amplitude plots indicate the standard deviation over all the Cyg A holography tracks of Cylinder A’s median feed response (Cylinder A
is representative).

Figure 6 shows two-dimensional slices of the amplitude of
the stacked observation of Cyg A, in cylinder feed-number
vs sky degrees, again for all four cylinders and all polariza-
tion products. Figures 20, 22, 24, 26, and 28 in the Appendix
show the equivalent plots for the other sources. Here, the
East-West beam profile in co-polarization is consistent be-
tween feeds on a cylinder. Beyond the main beam, the side-
lobes plateau at a level around -10 dB, with the next notable
feature an abrupt drop, usually of about 5 dB across the cylin-
ders and polarizations, at ≈ ±10◦. The cross-polarization
response is shown in the bottom two rows; as before, there
is a central null on-transit when the polarization frame of the
Galt feed is aligned with that of CHIME, so any signal is the
result of genuine polarization either on-sky or inherent to the
instrument. We again observe a secondary null at ≈ ±10◦.
We also find that feeds near the legs exhibit an enhanced re-
sponse off-axis which appears as near-horizontal bands coin-
ciding with the feed legs. The inset-panels at the top of each
row show the median profile over the cylinder.

In Figure 7 we show an example of the variation in the
beam across all feeds on Cylinder B in Y Y polarization for
Cyg A. Within the main beam, deviations are ∼10% of the
peak, driven by the feed-dependent centroid wander. In the
sidelobes, essentially all (non-outlier) feeds lie within 5% of
the median peak; this corresponds to order unity variation in
the sidelobe level from feed to feed.

This centroid wander is one of the dominant modes of
variation along the feed axis, as was described in detail in
CHIME Collaboration et al. (2022a). In that paper, using
holographic data from only CygA, we noted that the cen-
troid wander was suggestive of ≲1.7 cm physical offsets be-
tween the E-W feed position and the symmetry plane of the
cylinders. Here we present the centroids from all six sources
along each cylinder, for both co-polarization products, taken
as a median across frequencies (although the amplitude of
the centroid offset depends on frequency and is also sub-
ject to a 30 MHz ripple, the pattern across the feeds is cor-
related across all frequencies). The results are shown in Fig-
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Figure 4. Waterfall plots (in frequency vs sky degrees) of the stacked Cyg A data. For each cylinder, we take a median over all feeds of a given
polarization. Zeroed-out bands or points in the data are due to flagged RFI. In this projection of the data the 30 MHz breathing of the beam
width (see Figure 5) creates a “vertebrae” pattern along the main lobe and first null in the frequency axis. This structure arises from multi-path
effects in the cavity between the cylinder vertices and the focal line. The X and Y dipoles of the CHIME cloverleaf feeds do not illuminate the
telescope equally; note the change in beam-width and sidelobe patterns between polarizations, as well as an enhanced response in XY relative
to Y X .
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ure 8, where we plot the centroids of both co-polarizations
along with measurements of the physical displacements of
the feeds taken through photogrammetry of the focal lines.
We find that the patterns in the centroids as a function of
feed are correlated with the physical displacements (up to
an overall misalignment which our photogrammetry is in-
sensitive to), and are consistent between all of the sources,
with the exception of those on Cylinder B. It is clear that the
overall bias on Cylinder B is declination dependent; the av-
erage centroid offset on Cylinder B worsens with increasing
declination, changing from an average of −0.05 degrees at
δ = −12◦ to −0.25 degrees at δ = 59◦, which is about 16%
of the (voltage) primary beam width in Y Y at the top of the
band (∼ 1.6◦, see Figure 5); e.g. beamforming the North-
South baselines on Cylinder B to meridian at high elevations
would suffer about ≲ 5% (10% in power) signal loss due to
primary beam attenuation. In CHIME Collaboration et al.
(2022a), we measured the overall centroid offset of Cylinder
B with holography of only Cygnus A; from that offset we in-
ferred an overall misalignment of the focal line of Cylinder
B. While the measurements of Cygnus A here are consis-
tent with that work, the declination dependence that becomes
apparent with this expanded dataset is inconsistent with the
interpretation of the overall offset as originating purely from
a focal line misalignment. This is not a systematic inherent
to the holography measurement; because we do not see the
same trend in the other cylinders, and an overall linear trend
with elevation in the centroids of Cylinder B is also observed
in the solar measurement of the beam. The exact cause of
this feature remains an area of active investigation.

We also find a dependence of the holography amplitude
with feed both along and between cylinders. In Figure 9 we
show the best-fit amplitudes for Cas A, Cyg A, and Tau A
(these amplitudes, we reiterate, are removed from the data
prior to stacking) for a few transits of each source. We note
two features: a strongly linear dependence of the amplitude
with feed within each cylinder, and an overall jump in the
average amplitude between cylinders. This latter effect can

be understood as the result of the holographic baselines re-
solving out a portion of the extended structure of the source;
as we move from longer to shorter baselines (with cylinder
A being the farthest cylinder from the Galt telescope and
cylinder D the closest) the characteristic fringe pattern on the
sky takes on longer wavelengths and thus resolves less of
the source, increasing the apparent power. The overall slope
within each cylinder, noting that the sign of the slope changes
across zenith, is not yet understood. The 26 m is aligned
∼ 20m north of the center of the CHIME array while the
portion of the focal lines outfitted with feeds extends ±40m
from the center; i.e., the baseline lengths between CHIME
and the 26 m do not increase monotonically along a given
cylinder. As a result, we would not expect signal loss from
resolving the sources to behave linearly along the cylinders.
The linear behavior, along with the sign-flip over zenith, is
qualitatively similar to the behavior of the decorrelation cor-
rection (see Figure 18), however, the decorrelation correc-
tion has the opposite overall sign. This remains an area of
active investigation, but we do not expect this to impact the
measurements of the beam shape we show here due to our
normalization scheme.

Finally, we also find variation in the first-sidelobe levels.
We note that for many feeds these sidelobes appear to be
asymmetric. In Figure 6 this can be seen both at the per-
feed level and in the medians over the cylinders. There are
multiple potential sources of asymmetry in the holography
data, including an error in the applied decorrelation correc-
tion and comatic aberration. Coma (see for instance Baars
2007) arises from a lateral misalignment of the feed of a ra-
dio telescope from the focal point of the reflector and can
generate asymmetric sidelobes. As first shown in CHIME
Collaboration et al. (2022a) and also described above, we in-
fer deviations of the CHIME feeds from the symmetry axis
of the cylinders from measurements of the beam centroids.
In principle, this displacement can be used to model a phase
error in the aperture illumination and predict the expected
sidelobe asymmetry; we leave this to future work.
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Figure 6. Waterfall plots (in feed index vs. sky degrees) of the stacked Cyg A data. For each cylinder data is taken from 717 MHz. The top
two rows show co-pol data while the bottom two rows show cross-pol. The one dimensional slices above each image panel show the median
along the respective cylinders. At a fixed frequency, the width of the main beam is stable along feeds, although the beams in X polarization are
wider than those in Y. The beam centroids vary along the cylinders due to small misalignments of the feeds from the cylinder axis. There are
also asymmetries in the first sidelobes. The cross-pol response exhibits a strong enhancement off-axis at the locations of the focal-line support
legs.
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5.1. Aperture transforms

In the usual application of the holographic technique, one
uses the phase information of the interferometric measure-
ment to uniquely invert the Fourier transform mapping be-
tween the beam farfield and the electric fields in the aperture
of the telescope.

Typically one imagines the aperture plane as the finite two-
dimensional surface through which all radiation incident on
the telescope must pass; the electric fields across this sur-
face are then Fourier transformed giving the two-dimensional
(in terms of sky coordinates) beam response in the farfield
regime. For example, for a typical parabolic reflector, the
aperture plane is a disk of diameter equal to that of the re-
flector; if this plane is uniformly illuminated then the Fourier
transform of the disk yields the familiar Airy diffraction pat-
tern.

The case of CHIME is more complicated to treat exactly
as there is no finite two-dimensional surface to take for the
aperture of the reflector, due to the open ends of the cylinders.
Instead, for the purposes of the strictly qualitative overview
of aperture features we give here, we take the following ap-
proach. We treat the CHIME cylinders as diffractive sys-
tems only along the parabolic axis; along the focal axes of
the cylinders they merely reflect rather than focus incident
light. We then treat the aperture-to-farfield mapping as a one-
dimensional Fourier transform; i.e., a transform along the
East-West (diffraction) axis. If we consider emission from
a source at a fixed incidence angle θ measured with respect
to the local zenith, then the result of our aperture transform
can be interpreted as a measurement of the aperture illumi-

nation as a function of the aperture coordinate x (centered
at 0 on the focal line and extending out in either direction
with the cylinder edges at x = ±10m), at a fixed position
y = 2f tan θ along the cylinder axis.

When analyzing holography data in this context, this is
only an approximate mapping; as a source moves overhead, it
follows a curved track on the sky so that the incidence angle
of its emission on the cylinders is not fixed. Thus for hologra-
phy the aperture measurement will be affected by variations
in the beam over the North-South extent of the track in tele-
scope coordinates, and will also mix power at neighboring
positions along the focal line.

Figure 10 shows the aperture transform of Cyg A as a func-
tion of feed along the cylinder and the aperture x coordinate.
We find there is little variation in the x-profile of the aperture
illumination as a function of feed. As a function of x, the
dominant features are (i) a decrement in the central region
corresponding to the ground-plane; and (ii) evidence for non-
zero response beyond the edges of the cylinder, which would
indicate cross-coupling between feeds of adjacent cylinders.
This is most apparent in the Y -pol case; the inner cylinders,
B and C, see excess power beyond the physical aperture on
either side due to being flanked on both sides by other cylin-
ders, while cylinders A and D have a negligible response on
the side opposite of the inner cylinders. Finally, we note that
as this is essentially a Fourier transform of the data in hour
angle, the erroneous phase gradient in hour angle introduced
to correct for the rotated-telescope scenario discussed in Sec-
tion 4.1 implies that from end-to-end of a cylinder, the center
of the shape of the aperture transform is shifted from its true
position in x-space by ≲ 10 cm.

6. VALIDATION AND SYSTEMATICS

6.1. Noise-performance and jack-knives

An example of the final output of the processing pipeline
described in Section 4 is shown in Figure 11, where the stack
of Hercules A, for a single feed and frequency in Y Y polar-
ization, is shown in blue in the top panel with all individual
input transits of Hercules A overplotted in gray. We see the
intended effect of the averaging procedure reducing the noise
in the beam measurement; outside of the main lobe, the indi-
vidual transits hit a noise floor at ≈ −10 dB (there is a noise
bias as we are plotting the positive definite amplitude of the
complex data) while beam features in the sidelobes are more
clearly discerned in the stack. The middle panel shows all
residuals between the stack and the individual transits along
with the 2σ contours.

The bottom panel compares the observed 1σ standard er-
ror on the mean (i.e. the standard deviation visualized in the
middle panel, scaled by a factor 1/

√
N , with N ∼ 100 in

this case) with the fast-cadence estimate of the thermal noise
derived from the CHIME real-time pipeline and propagated
through the full holography offline pipeline. As we have nor-
malized all transits to be identically 1 + 0j on transit, the
units of the estimates may be interpreted as a percentage of
the on-transit response; in this example, the noise level is
1 − 2% of the peak. We see that with the exception of some
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Figure 9. The best fit peak amplitudes in Y Y polarization of sev-
eral different transits overplotted for each of Cas A, Cyg A, and
Tau A. The four cylinders are plotted in different colors to highlight
the discrete jumps in amplitude between cylinders. One expects the
response of an interferometer to be independent of baseline for a
true point source, however the discrete jumps in amplitude between
cylinders indicate that these sources are resolved to an extent by the
holographic (∼ 300m) baselines. There is an additional overall lin-
ear trend in the amplitudes as a function of feed along the cylinders;
a best-fit black line guides the eye for each cylinder.

larger excursions in certain pixels, the observed noise follows
the trend set by the expected radiometer noise, which sets a
lower bound for the observed variation as long as we are not
dominated by confusion or other systematics.

For the four dimmer sources presented here, the real-time
radiometric noise estimate is generally consistent with what
is presented in the bottom panel of Figure 11, i.e. on the or-
der of a percent of the peak or lower. For the two brightest
sources, Cygnus A and Cassiopeia A, the radiometric noise
is about an order of magnitude lower, at the < .1% level,
and structured variations above the thermal noise limit by a
factor of ∼ 2 − 3 are discernible. To characterize these fea-
tures in the stacks we take two different jack-knives of the
data, here using Cygnus A. We first consider a seasonal jack-
knife; we assign all observations taken between October and
March (in any year) to one set, and all other observations
taken between April and September to the other set. We will
label these as the “Winter” and “Summer” partitions, respec-

tively; with this scheme, we assign 56 transits to the summer
partition and 49 to the winter partition. We compute the stack
over both sets independently, then take their difference. The
difference is normalized such that its statistical noise level is
equivalent to that of the weighted average of the partitions
(CHIME Collaboration et al. 2023). We also consider an al-
ternative but equal (in the size of the sets) partitioning of the
data in which transits are assigned randomly to one of two
sets.

Figure 12 shows a corner plot from the two different jack-
knives described above, with the difference between seasonal
partitions labeled “Summer − Winter” and the difference be-
tween random partitions labeled “R0 − R1.” The lower cor-
ner plots show noise realizations of the jack-knives; we take
the observed variance within each partition and add these in
quadrature to estimate the noise level of the jack-knife σjack,
then draw a normal random deviate with mean 0 (i.e. expect-
ing the stacks in each partition to be identical) and standard
deviation σjack.

It is clear that the jack-knives are not unstructured, zero-
mean noise. Along hour angle, the residuals are smallest
in the main lobe in both the data-jackknives and noise re-
alizations, indicating that with the current size of the dataset
the variability of the beam in this region is comparable to
the noise level. However, as we move away from transit to
smaller values of the beam response, the fractional residu-
als dwarf the noise level. Within the frequency-feed sub-
space, the data-jackknives show vertical striping which is ab-
sent from the noise realizations, suggesting systematic vari-
ations in frequency which are correlated across the cylinder.
Likewise within the hour angle-frequency subspace, there is
a clear signature of residual 30 MHz structure in both data
jackknives.

These residuals indicate that for the brightest, highest
signal-to-noise sources, we have reached the point of becom-
ing sensitive to and limited by systematic variation in the
beam between transits. However, from the comparison of
seasonal and random jack-knives, it is not clear that there is
systematic variation between observations that is specifically
correlated with the ambient temperature. This may have been
expected, for example, if daily variation were dominated by
expansion / contraction of the focal line with temperature,
or if the per-transit normalization scheme were insufficient
to account for temperature-dependent gain drifts over the
course of the observation. We attempted a further split of the
data into four seasonal bins (December - February, March -
May, June - August, September - November), yielding an ad-
ditional six jack-knives. We did not find that the difference
of the (coldest) December - February and (warmest) June -
August seasons was systematically larger than the other jack-
knives, and the amplitudes of the jack-knives (using the vari-
ance across voxels as a metric) otherwise do not appear to
follow a clear trend with the expected ambient temperature
differences of the seasons. The jack-knives with the largest
amplitudes tend to involve the spring season, which also has
the largest observed variance among its constituent transits.
Overall though, the differences in the jackknives saturate at
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the level of 1% of the beam value, even in the sidelobes. This
is sub-dominant to the O(1) variation in the sidelobes ob-
served over feed which we noted in Figure 7, and which is
implicated in analyses that average over feeds. Some differ-
ences could be alleviated by improved cleaning of the data
(i.e. masking) on a per-feed and frequency basis for each
individual transit.

6.2. Comparison to solar data

CHIME Collaboration et al. (2022b) presented measure-
ments of the CHIME primary beam obtained using the Sun
as a calibrator source as it passes through a declination range
±23◦ throughout the year. This allows comparisons between
holography sources and solar data where they overlap in the
southern sky. In this work we present comparisons of solar
data to the holography sources Tau A, Virgo A, Hercules A,
and Hydra A.

As described in CHIME Collaboration et al. (2022b), es-
timates of the primary beam using the Sun were computed
by beamforming visibilities corresponding to intra-cylinder
baselines under 10 m long (to avoid resolving out the solar
flux) to the location of the Sun. This technique is essentially
a coherent average of the visibilities collapsing over the base-
line span of the data, such that the resultant measurement is
an estimate of the common-mode beam response of CHIME
per cylinder. To form a comparable quantity from the holog-
raphy dataset, we form the holographic estimate of the av-
erage co-polarized power beam of the baselines used in the
solar analysis. In equation form,

B̄co, co(ν, ϕ) = (11)
1

Nsolar

∑
ij∈solar baselines

V co
i,26(ν, ϕ)V

*co
j,26(ν, ϕ)
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Figure 11. Top panel: Amplitude of the full stack of Hercules A
transits for a single frequency and feed. All input transits are over-
plotted in gray. The axes are in logarithmic scale. The individual
transits are dominated by the noise bias at the level of -10 dB, while
beam features outside the main lobe and at lower amplitudes start
to be discerned in the stack. Middle panel: The real part of the
residuals between the stack and the individual transits, where the
blue shaded region indicates the span of two standard errors about
the mean σobs, and centered about 0. Bottom panel: The standard
error on the stack (in blue) compared to the fast cadence estimate of
the radiometric noise (in black), indicating that the noise observed
in the stack for this frequency and feed follows the behavior of the
expected thermal noise.

where the superscript “co” indicates either the XX or Y Y
product and Nsolar is the number of solar baselines.

The comparison between solar data and holography data is
shown in Figure 13. The left hand panel shows a beam map
of the solar data and holography data together, indicating re-
gions where the sources in this paper overlap. In the hologra-
phy tracks, the amplitude is taken from the holography data,
scaled to the solar data amplitude on meridian, and shows
general alignment in features between the data sets. This is
also clear in the right hand panels, which shows profiles for
a single frequency in Y polarization.

The profiles in Figure 13 are generally similar for the solar
and holographic response, but a few discrepancies are note-
worthy. Far off meridian and particularly at lower declina-
tions, the holography prefers a lower response, as low as
−50 dB in certain pixels. Around meridian, the solar mea-
surement tends to prefer a systematically wider beam-width
at all declinations, a feature which persists even if the finite
size of the Sun on the sky is accounted for by smoothing
the holography profiles with a boxcar of about half a degree
width. As was discussed in Section 5, the beam response of
the CHIME X feeds has a systematically wider main lobe
than the Y feeds; the discrepant beam-widths in Figure 13
are thus suggestive that the solar measurement is probing X
signal that has leaked into Y . In addition, as shown in the top
two panels of Figure 14, at certain frequencies and in XX
polarization only, the main lobe of the solar beam appears
significantly distorted from the expected Gaussian shape with
an excess in power on either side of meridian.

These discrepancies between CHIME and co-polarized
holography are evidence of the presence of polarization leak-
age in CHIME; they do not appear in co-polarized holog-
raphy because contaminating leakage does not correlate be-
tween like polarization inputs in CHIME and the 26 m.
Schematically, if we write the voltage of an X polarized
CHIME input as the sum of X sky signal and signal that has
leaked in from Y due to the optics of CHIME:

FX
i ∝ EX + EY→X (12)

then when this voltage is correlated with the voltage of an-
other CHIME input, there will be an overall contribution
from the correlation of the leakage terms. However, if the
26 m receiver does not leak signal in this way, so that

FX
26 ∝ EX , (13)

then the leaked Y signal above will decorrelate when forming
a co-polarized visibility with the 26 m’s X(Y ) input. Instead,
we should expect to see the effect of the leakage in the cross-
polarized holography, i.e. in V X,Y

i,26 =
〈
FX
i FY

26

〉
.

Thus, to reconstruct the solar measurement from the holog-
raphy, we must form a combination of the co- and cross-
polarized holography. Generalizing from Equation 11,

B̄pq(ν, ϕ) =
1

Nsolar

∑
ij∈solar baselines

V p
i,26(ν, ϕ)V

∗q
j,26(ν, ϕ)

(14)
where the indices p, q ∈ {co, cross}. So, for
each polarization, we now have four templates
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Figure 12. Top row of corner-plots: jack-knives for two different partitions of the Cyg A dataset. The three image panels for each case show the
real part of the fractional residuals (i.e., normalized by the value of the beam as measured by the final stack in that pixel) in the three different
spaces of the data: feed (for cylinder A) vs frequency (taking a median over hour angle), hour angle vs frequency (taking a median over feeds
on cylinder A), and hour angle vs feed (taking a median over frequency). Bottom row of corner-plots: Noise realizations of the jack-knives,
i.e. what we would have expected to see from the differencing procedure had the stacks of each partition been identical with the exception of
their noise realizations. In both cases, only the real part is plotted. The residuals indicate systematic differences between partitions of the data
at the sub-percent level between disjoint subsets of the data, however, from the comparison of the two jack-knives it is not evident that these
systematics are correlated with temperature.

{B̄co, co, B̄cross, cross, B̄co, cross, B̄cross, co, }. We smooth each
of these templates with a boxcar approximating the angular
size of the Sun. We then model the solar measurement as
some linear combination of these and solve for the coeffi-
cients with a linear least squares fit.

As seen in the bottom panel of Figure 14, this procedure
resolves the distortion in the main lobe at certain frequen-
cies where the polarization leakage is particularly severe. We
summarize the results of this comparison procedure for the 3
other southern holographic sources in Figure 15, which show
medians (over frequency) of the ratio of the solar response

and the holographic reconstruction as described above, with
the naive 1-template fit (i.e. fitting an overall amplitude)
in black, a 2-template fit in cyan (which does not include
the products of co- and cross-polarized holography, only co-
with co- and cross- with cross-) and the full 4-template fit in
blue. The inclusion of cross-polarized holography removes
the large excursions on either side of transit for all sources.
For Hydra A, which is biased low compared to the solar mea-
surement across the entire East-West range seen in Figure 13,
the inclusion of cross-polarized information brings the holog-
raphy into close agreement with the solar measurement on
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Figure 13. At right: the common-mode primary beam profiles computed from the stacks of six holography sources, in Y Y polarization at
759 MHz, presented in order of descending declination from top to bottom. At left, the solar measurement is plotted in orthographic projection
with amplitude mapped to color; holography tracks are overplotted with colored lines outlining the tracks (colored outlines in the left panel
correspond to the source with the same color in the 1D panels). Tau A, Vir A, Hercules A, and Hydra A overlap the solar measurement; a slice
of the solar data is overplotted in black in the right panels for these overlapping sources.

average through the band. For these sources, though, there
remain polarization and declination-dependent deviations as
large as 45% (Tau A) in the far sidelobes.

There is little improvement in the reconstruction when in-
cluding all 4 templates compared to only 2, suggesting that
the terms B̄co, cr, B̄cr, co are relatively unimportant and do not
explain the remaining residuals with the solar measurement.
These terms are expected to contribute only if the 26 m has its
own polarization leakage. As a result, we conclude that any
leakage in the 26 m system is subdominant to the source of
the discrepancies observed in Figure 15. A possible source of
this discrepancy is differential gain of the 26 m receiver; i.e.
even if the 26 m Jones matrix is diagonal, the two polariza-
tion channels may not have equivalent gain. In this case, the
2-template holographic reconstruction will differ from the
CHIME data by an additional term which depends both on
parallactic angle and the spatial-dependence of the CHIME
Jones matrix.

6.3. Point-source subtraction

Section 4.1 of CHIME Collaboration et al. (2023) de-
scribes a stage of the CHIME data processing pipeline that
performs a targeted removal of the four brightest point
sources (Cygnus A, Cassiopeia A, Taurus A, and Virgo A)
from the CHIME data by fitting and subtracting the follow-
ing “simple model” from the visibilities:

Vpsrc(u, ν, t) =

4∑
s=1

as(ν, t) e
i2πu·n̂s(t) . (15)

Here u is the baseline vector, ν is the frequency, t is the
time, n̂s(t) the direction of the source on the sky at time t.
The source amplitude as(ν, t) is meant to encode the spectral
flux density of source s modulated by the primary beam pat-
tern of the instrument at the source location. The amplitudes
are estimated for each frequency and time by performing a
weighted linear regression over the inter-cylinder baselines.
After performing a 2D smoothing of the best-fit amplitudes
in frequency and time, the resulting model is subtracted from
the visibilities.

The model given by Equation 15 assumes that the source
amplitudes are constant as a function of baseline, which is
true if the angular extent of the source is much less than
1/umax ≈ 10 arcmin, if residual complex gain variations
are negligible or common to all feeds, and if the primary
beam pattern is the same for all feeds. However, the hologra-
phy observations indicate significant feed-to-feed variations
in the primary beam pattern, which violate the last assump-
tion. The feed-to-feed variation was explored in Section 5.
In this section, we attempt to account for the feed-to-feed
variation in the point source subtraction algorithm by incor-
porating the holographic measurements into our model for
the signal from the four brightest sources.
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Figure 14. Comparison of the solar beam measurement at the dec-
lination of Tau A with the beam profile as measured by holography
of Tau A, at 786 MHz. Top panel: In Y Y polarization, the mea-
surements are comparable to one another. Middle: In XX polariza-
tion, CHIME’s beam sees an excess on either side of the merid-
ian, due to polarization leakage from CHIME Y to CHIME X .
The holographic measurement here, constructed purely from the co-
polarized data, does not include that leakage and appears with an or-
dinary Gaussian mainlobe. Bottom: After including cross-polarized
holography in the reconstruction, the “double bump” feature is suc-
cessfully captured.

The new “holography-based model” for the visibilities is
given by

Vhol
psrc(u, ν, t) =

4∑
s=1

∑
p

∑
q

apqs (ν)Bpq
s (u, ν, t)

×ei2πu·n̂s(t) . (16)

Here again p, q ∈ {co-polar, cross-polar} and Bpq
s is the now

baseline-dependent (note the absence of the overhead bar) set
of templates constructed from the holographic observations
of source s as follows

Bpq
s (u, ν, t) =

1

Nb

∑
ij∈u

V s,p
i,26(ν, ϕ)V

∗s,q
j,26 (ν, ϕ) (17)

where the summation runs over the Nb redundant pairs of
feeds separated by baseline vector u. The 16 coefficients
apqs (ν) (corresponding to the 4 sources and 4 polarisation
pairs) are estimated for each frequency by performing a
weighted linear regression over the inter-cylinder baselines
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Figure 15. The median over frequency of the ratio of the solar mea-
surement of the primary beam with the 1-, 2-, and 4-template best-
fit holographic reconstructions, for each of the four sources over-
lapping the solar declination range and in each co-polarization. In
general, the inclusion of cross-polarization information in the recon-
struction dramatically improves agreement between the two datasets
in the main lobe, where beam-width and primary-null level discrep-
ancies due to polarization leakage cause the holography to deviate
from the solar measurement by as much as a factor > 2 at the dec-
lination of Hydra A.

and all time samples spanning a full sidereal day. Since the
holographic measurements describe the time dependence of
the source amplitudes, the total number of free parameters
that must be solved for is greatly reduced compared to the
simple method.

Figure 16 compares the best-fit, simple model and the best-
fit, holography-based model to the measured visibilities as a
function of baseline for a single frequency channel and time
integration. The dominant contribution to the visibilities at
this time is the signal from Cygnus A, which is at an hour
angle of only 1◦. The visibilities vary by approximately 10%
as a function of baseline. The simple point source model
is unable to describe this variation by definition. However,
the holographic observations of Cygnus A accurately pre-
dict this variation, indicating that it is caused by a change
in the effective primary beam pattern with baseline. At this
specific hour angle of 1◦, the variation is mostly driven by
wander in the centroid of the primary beam with the position
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Figure 16. CHIME visibilities (XX polarisation) as a function of baseline distance at a frequency of 612.5 MHz for a single 10 second time
integration acquired on October 24, 2019. At this time, the visibilities are dominated by the signal from Cygnus A, which is in the main lobe
of the primary beam at an hour angle of 1◦. The visibilities have been fringestopped to the location of Cygnus A and normalized so that
they are equal to 1 at the transit of Cygnus A. Each column corresponds to a different east-west baseline distance with the x-axis denoting the
north-south baseline distance. The redundant copies of each baseline have been averaged. The data is shown in black, the best-fit, simple model
given by Equation 15 is shown in blue, and the best-fit, holography-based model given by Equation 16 is shown in red. The visibilities exhibit
∼10% variations across baselines, which are not captured by a simple point-source model, but are well described by a model consisting of a
point source modulated by the feed-dependent primary beam pattern inferred from holographic observations of this source. The fine structure
present in the visibilities as a function of north-south baseline distance is due to fainter sources within the CHIME field of view that are not
being modelled during the fit.

.
of the feed along the cylinder, which is illustrated in Fig-
ure 8 and whose effect is also highlighted in Figure 7. Larger
baseline separations exhibit larger deviations from the mean
behavior, which is described by the simple model, because
fewer redundant baselines are being averaged. In addition,
those baselines are sampling the centroid wander on differ-
ent cylinders and/or disparate positions along the cylinder.
After subtracting the holography-based model, the residuals
are in general less than 1% of the flux of the source.

Figure 17 provides an alternative qualification of the ef-
fectiveness of the source subtraction by constructing a map
from the visibilities focused on the region around Taurus A
before and after applying the different algorithms. The map
making procedure is described in CHIME Collaboration et al.
(2022a). The holography-based subtraction results in a sig-
nificant improvement in the quality of the residual map com-
pared to the simple method. This is because it accounts for
feed-to-feed variations in the primary beam, but also because
it fully constrains the time dependence of the source ampli-
tudes, greatly reducing the number of degrees of freedom and
preventing the algorithm from subtracting the unmodelled,
background sky. Residual flux from the source is observed
to be ≲ 1% of the peak flux. However, the holography-based
method clearly oversubtracts the signal when the source is
in the far side lobes at positive hour angle (most obvious
between 90◦ ≲ R.A. ≲ 100◦). This is consistent with
the large fractional discrepancy between the holography and
solar-based reconstruction of the far side lobes at positive
hour angles at the declination of Taurus A that is displayed
in the top row of Figure 15. This is suggestive of a slow drift
in the normalization of the holography observations with re-
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Figure 17. Map of the sky at 612.5 MHz in the region around Tau-
rus A before point source subtraction (top), after subtracting a sim-
ple model for Taurus A given by Equation 15 (middle), and after
subtracting a model for Taurus A based on the holography measure-
ments and given by Equation 16 (bottom). The map was constructed
from the XX-polarisation CHIME visibilities acquired on October
24, 2019. The color scale spans [−0.5%, 1.0%] of the spectral flux
density of Taurus A.
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spect to the CHIME data. The origin of this drift is still under
investigation.

Future improvements to the source subtraction algorithm
will involve fitting for an overall normalization of the
holgraphy-based model that is slowly varying with time in
order to capture the unexplained drift in the holographic mea-
surements that are highlighted in Figure 15. In addition,
models for the extended emission of each source will also
be incorporated into the algorithm.

7. CONCLUSION

In this work we presented an overview of the holographic
beam mapping technique adapted for and used to measure the
beam pattern of CHIME. This measurement provides us with
a rich dataset, allowing us to measure the beam response of
all CHIME feeds in amplitude and phase; and providing con-
straints on the beam-phase and variation between feed ele-
ments that are uniquely accessible to the holographic tech-
nique among CHIME’s beam-mapping methods. The rel-
atively small confusion noise limit of the measurement en-
ables highly repeatable measurements of the beam sidelobes
across a wide range of declinations, albeit with sparse sam-
pling.

We have detailed an offline analysis pipeline accounting
for known systematic effects of the measurement and en-
abling combination of repeated observations of each source
to mitigate thermal noise. This pipeline has been demon-
strated on a small portion of the available data, for a subset
of six of the brightest sources available for holography.

We summarized these beam measurements as a function
of frequency and feed vs position on the sky. These full 2D
visualizations illustrate the frequency and feed dependence
of structure in the sidelobes while most of the observed vari-
ation in the region of the main lobe is more concisely de-
scribed by the best-fit centroids and beam-widths. We use
the phase information provided by holography to sketch out
some basic features of the CHIME aperture, and the possible
interaction between the cylinders.

We have cross-checked the resulting beam measurements
against independent CHIME data, including the solar beam
measurement and visibility timestreams. Initial discrepan-
cies in the main lobe region, particularly the absence, in co-
polarized holography, of the “double-lobe” distortion of Fig-
ure 14 provided an early indication of the presence of polar-
ization leakage in CHIME. When this leakage is accounted
for by including cross-polarized holography in attempts to
reconstruct the independent CHIME measurements, we find
much-improved agreement in the main lobe region. How-
ever, as illustrated in Figure 15 and the asymmetric subtrac-
tion of Tau A in Figure 17, there remain discrepancies be-
tween holography and independent CHIME data in the far
sidelobes which are declination-dependent and as large as
40% in some directions.

We have demonstrated a few key respects in which even
the limited sample of observations presented here has pro-
vided invaluable insights on, and paths to further investiga-
tion of, the properties of CHIME. As we proceed with the

full data set, we anticipate that holography’s uniquely de-
tailed window into the East-West sidelobes for these sources
will provide important input to our beam modeling efforts in
accurately capturing the behavior of the instrument in these
regions on the sky. This should in turn facilitate an improved
characterization of the signatures of foregrounds in the side-
lobes as CHIME continues to pursue the 21 cm power spec-
trum.
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Group 2020), HEALPix (Górski et al. 2005), healpy (Zonca
et al. 2019), Matplotlib (Hunter 2007), mpi4py (Dalcin &
Fang 2021), NumPy (Harris et al. 2020), OpenMPI (Gabriel
et al. 2004), pandas (The pandas development team 2020;
McKinney 2010), peewee (Leifer, C. 2021), SciPy (Virtanen
et al. 2020), Skyfield (Rhodes 2019),

APPENDIX

A. CHIME PFB AND DECORRELATION CORRECTION

As described in CHIME Collaboration et al. (2022a), the CHIME correlator follows an FX design where the analog signals
from the CHIME antennas are first fed into an FPGA-based system (the “F-Engine”) which samples, digitizes and channelizes
the timestreams into a 400-800 MHz band subdivided into 1024 channels, each of width 390.625 kHz.

The channelization step is implemented in FPGA firmware, as a polyphase filter bank (PFB) (Parsons et al. 2008), which aims
to ensure that the frequency response within a given channel is flat and dies rapidly outside the channel. The PFB performs the
following steps on the input digitized signal:

1. Accumulate a finite number of digitized samples in time, x[ti], organized in M chunks each of N samples.

2. Apply a window function w[ti] of length MN -samples to the accumulated data.

3. Perform a Fast Fourier Transform on the windowed data.

4. Select only every M -th output channel.

For the PFB implemented in CHIME, M = 4, N = 2048 (and the underlying timestreams are sampled at 800 MSPS) and the
window function w is a sinc-Hamming window

w[ti] = sinc

(
ti
N

− M

2

)(
0.54− 0.46 cos

2πti
NM − 1

)
(A1)

The decorrelation which affects holography is a consequence of the fact that we are channelizing and correlating frames of
finite length, so that when one timestream is delayed relative to another, some of the correlated information is not captured
within the same frame. When correlating CHIME-only signals, the relevant delays between signals consist of only the expected
geometric delays central to interferometry and are too small to lead to any appreciable signal loss. In the case of holography,
however, the overall delay, due to the extra lengths of cables connecting the 26 m to the CHIME correlator, becomes a significant
fraction of the 2.56µs integration window and the strength of the decorrelation becomes significant.

Given the implementation of the PFB, it is possible to calculate (and thus correct for) the amount of signal loss due to decorre-
lation when the input signals are delayed by time τ . Note that this approach is not “recovering signal,” but rather compensating
for the fact that as the decorrelation varies continuously with τ (and thus with time during an observation as the geometric delay
associated with the transiting source changes), the primary effect we are sensitive to in the holography is a distortion of the beam
shape, which we attempt to estimate and correct for here. The output of the PFB can be written as

x̃[q, f ] =

∫
dνe2πiνqN∆tw̃ (ν − νf ) x̃(ν) (A2)

where q indexes the 2.56µs output integration frames, f is a channelized frequency with ν the underlying continuous frequency
of the signal x, the overhead tildes denote Fourier transforms, νf = f/(N∆t) and ∆t is the cadence in time of the digitized
samples.

The decorrelation results from taking a correlation of Eq. A2 with an identical copy of itself but delayed by time τ . Taking
this correlation and assuming that the underlying signal x has stationary statistics with power spectrum V (ν) (i.e. the visibility
spectrum we are trying to measure) we find

⟨x̃x̃τ ⟩ = V (νf + νn)e
2πi(νf+νn)τ

∫ νn/2

−νn/2

dνe2πiντ |w̃(ν)|2 (A3)

where νn is the Nyquist frequency associated with the 2.56µs integration cadence (i.e., the width of the output channels,
390 kHz). The term outside the integral is essentially the ideal visibility we wish to measure, but it is modulated by the value, at
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Figure 18. The effect of the decorrelation between CHIME and the Galt telescope on the amplitude of the holography measurement. Each row
depicts a different source, in order from highest declination at the top to lowest at the bottom. In the left column we show the amplitude of the
decorrelation as a function of hour angle, referenced to 1 at transit. The black vertical lines in these panels indicate the span (±30◦) of the hour
angle grid used for all data presented in this paper; within this range the effect is approximately linear but becomes nonlinear in the very far
sidelobes. We do not consider this regime here but use the full result of the calculation when correcting the data. In the right column, we show
the dependence of the decorrelation strength on transit as a function of feed along the cylinders (color-coded), referenced to the first feed. Each
cylinder behaves in the same way; the slope becomes more severe at larger zenith angles and flips sign across zenith.

delay τ , of the Fourier transform of the square of the PFB window function. When τ is large, this term suppresses the measured
visibility. Hence we can define the decorrelation ratio as

D(τ) =

∫ νn/2

−νn/2
dνe2πiντ |w̃(ν)|2∫ νn/2

−νn/2
|w̃(ν)|2

(A4)

For a given τ , this expression can be calculated numerically. In Figure 18, we show the result as a function of hour angle and
feed index for the six sources presented here. Noting that we have an unconstrained overall amplitude scale in the holography,
we reference the result of the calculation to unity at transit (HA = 0) in the hour angle plots and to feed 0 on the cylinders in the
feed index plots.



27

B. FIGURES FOR OTHER SOURCES

In this Appendix we present versions of Figures 4, 6 for each of the 5 other sources included in this paper: Cas A, Tau A, Virgo
A, Hercules A, and Hydra A. Figure 18 shows the calculated effect of the decorrelation discussed in Section 4.1.
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Figure 19. Waterfall plots (in frequency vs sky degrees) of the stacked Cas A data.
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Figure 21. Waterfall plots (in frequency vs sky degrees) of the stacked Tau A data.



31

Pen, U.-L., Staveley-Smith, L., Peterson, J. B., & Chang, T.-C.
2009, MNRAS, 394, L6,
doi: 10.1111/j.1745-3933.2008.00581.x

Rane, A., & Lorimer, D. 2017, Journal of Astrophysics and
Astronomy, 38, 55, doi: 10.1007/s12036-017-9478-1

Reda, A., Pinsonneault-Marotte, T., Deng, M., et al. 2022, in
Society of Photo-Optical Instrumentation Engineers (SPIE)
Conference Series, Vol. 12190, Millimeter, Submillimeter, and
Far-Infrared Detectors and Instrumentation for Astronomy XI,
ed. J. Zmuidzinas & J.-R. Gao, 121902V,
doi: 10.1117/12.2629429

Rhodes, B. 2019, Skyfield: High precision research-grade positions
for planets and Earth satellites generator.
http://ascl.net/1907.024

Scott, P. F., & Ryle, M. 1977, MNRAS, 178, 539,
doi: 10.1093/mnras/178.4.539

Shaver, P. A., Windhorst, R. A., Madau, P., & de Bruyn, A. G.
1999, A&A, 345, 380. https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9901320

Shaw, J. R., Foreman, S., Nitsche, R., et al. 2020a,
radiocosmology/driftscan: 20.5.0, v20.5.0, Zenodo,
doi: 10.5281/zenodo.5949193

Shaw, J. R., Nitsche, R., Foreman, S., & Kefala, A. 2020b,
radiocosmology/cora: 20.5.0, v20.5.0, Zenodo,
doi: 10.5281/zenodo.5949195

Shaw, J. R., Sigurdson, K., Sitwell, M., Stebbins, A., & Pen, U.-L.
2015, PhRvD, 91, 083514, doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.91.083514

Shaw, J. R., Masui, K., Nitsche, R., et al. 2020c,
radiocosmology/caput: 20.10.0, v20.10.0, Zenodo,
doi: 10.5281/zenodo.5846375

Shaw, J. R., Masui, K., Hincks, A. D., et al. 2020d,
chime-experiment/ch pipeline: 20.10.0, v20.10.0, Zenodo,
doi: 10.5281/zenodo.5846379

Shaw, R., Nitsche, R., Siegel, S. R., et al. 2020e,
radiocosmology/draco: 20.10.0, v20.10.0, Zenodo,
doi: 10.5281/zenodo.5828373

Smith, P. 1966, IEEE Transactions on Antennas and Propagation,
14, 6, doi: 10.1109/TAP.1966.1138620

Switzer, E. R., Masui, K. W., Bandura, K., et al. 2013, MNRAS,
434, L46, doi: 10.1093/mnrasl/slt074

The HDF Group. 2020, Hierarchical Data Format, version 5,
1.12.0. https://github.com/HDFGroup/hdf5

The pandas development team. 2020, pandas-dev/pandas: Pandas,
latest, Zenodo, doi: 10.5281/zenodo.3509134

Thyagarajan, N., Jacobs, D. C., Bowman, J. D., et al. 2015, ApJ,
804, 14, doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/804/1/14

Virtanen, P., Gommers, R., Oliphant, T. E., et al. 2020, Nature
Methods, 17, 261, doi: 10.1038/s41592-019-0686-2

Wolz, L., Pourtsidou, A., Masui, K. W., et al. 2021, arXiv e-prints,
arXiv:2102.04946. https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.04946

Zonca, A., Singer, L., Lenz, D., et al. 2019, Journal of Open Source
Software, 4, 1298, doi: 10.21105/joss.01298

http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-3933.2008.00581.x
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12036-017-9478-1
http://doi.org/10.1117/12.2629429
http://ascl.net/1907.024
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/178.4.539
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9901320
http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5949193
http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5949195
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.083514
http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5846375
http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5846379
http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5828373
http://doi.org/10.1109/TAP.1966.1138620
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slt074
https://github.com/HDFGroup/hdf5
http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.3509134
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/804/1/14
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41592-019-0686-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.04946
http://doi.org/10.21105/joss.01298


32 CHIME COLLABORATION

0

64

128

192

256

F
ee

d
In

de
x

[Y
Y

]

-20
-10

0

M
ed

ia
n

[d
B

]
Cylinder A Cylinder B Cylinder C Cylinder D

0

64

128

192

256

F
ee

d
In

de
x

[X
X

]

-20
-10

0

M
ed

ia
n

[d
B

]

0

64

128

192

256

F
ee

d
In

de
x

[Y
X

]

-20
-10

0

M
ed

ia
n

[d
B

]

−20−10 0 10 20

Degrees on Sky

0

64

128

192

256

F
ee

d
In

de
x

[X
Y

]

-20
-10

0

M
ed

ia
n

[d
B

]

−20−10 0 10 20

Degrees on Sky
−20−10 0 10 20

Degrees on Sky
−20−10 0 10 20

Degrees on Sky

-20

-10

0

A
m

p
[d

B
]

Figure 22. Waterfall plots (in feed index vs. sky degrees) of the stacked Tau A data. For each cylinder data is taken from 717 MHz. The top
two rows show co-pol data while the bottom two rows show cross-pol. The one dimensional slices above each image panel show the median
along the respective cylinders.
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Figure 23. Waterfall plots (in frequency vs sky degrees) of the stacked Vir A data.
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Figure 24. Waterfall plots (in feed index vs. sky degrees) of the stacked Vir A data. For each cylinder data is taken from 717 MHz. The top
two rows show co-pol data while the bottom two rows show cross-pol. The one dimensional slices above each image panel show the median
along the respective cylinders.



35

400

500

600

700

800

F
re

qu
en

cy
[M

H
z]

[Y
Y

]
Cyl A Cyl B Cyl C Cyl D

400

500

600

700

800

F
re

qu
en

cy
[M

H
z]

[X
X

]

400

500

600

700

800

F
re

qu
en

cy
[M

H
z]

[Y
X

]

-20 -10 0 10 20

Degrees on Sky

400

500

600

700

800

F
re

qu
en

cy
[M

H
z]

[X
Y

]

-20 -10 0 10 20

Degrees on Sky
-20 -10 0 10 20

Degrees on Sky
-20 -10 0 10 20

Degrees on Sky

-30

-20

-10

0

A
m

pl
it

ud
e

[d
B

]

Figure 25. Waterfall plots (in frequency vs sky degrees) of the stacked Her A data.
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Figure 26. Waterfall plots (in feed index vs. sky degrees) of the stacked Her A data. For each cylinder data is taken from 717 MHz. The top
two rows show co-pol data while the bottom two rows show cross-pol. The one dimensional slices above each image panel show the median
along the respective cylinders.
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Figure 27. Waterfall plots (in frequency vs sky degrees) of the stacked Hydra A data.
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Figure 28. Waterfall plots (in feed index vs. sky degrees) of the stacked Hydra A data. For each cylinder data is taken from 717 MHz. The top
two rows show co-pol data while the bottom two rows show cross-pol. The one dimensional slices above each image panel show the median
along the respective cylinders.
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