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Abstract Most statistical tools used to characterize the complaxcaires of the interstellar medium can be related to the
power spectrum, and therefore to the Fourier amplitudedi@fobserved fields. To tap into the vast amount of information
contained in the Fourier phases, one may consider the piibpalistribution function (PDF) of phase increments, aihe
related concepts of phase entropy and phase structurdtgudre use these ideas here with the purpose of assessiagitg

of radio-interferometers to detect and recover this infation. By comparing current arrays such as the VLA and Platiea
Bure to the future ALMA instrument, we show that the latted&finitely needed to achieve significant detection of phase
structure, and that it will do so even in the presence of adaipunt of atmospheric phase fluctuations. We also show that
ALMA will be able to recover the actual “amount” of phase sture in the noise-free case, if multiple configurationsueed.
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1. Introduction be written as the variance of wavelet transform fioents

) . . (Zielinsky & Stutzkil1999). On the whole, it is then fair toysa
The physics of the interstellar medium (ISM) stands at thga¢ 4| of these tools are connected, in one way or another,
crossroads of many astrophysical problems, from stellar fo, o power spectrum, although some of them are of easier

mation to galaxy evolution. Without a proper understanding ;4 more reliable use depending on the type of observation
the processes taking place in the ISM, and of their interp"?{étutzki et al 199¢; Bensch et Al 2001).

complete and satisfactory solutions to these problemsatann

hope to be met. Since the power spectrum is given by the squared ampli-

. tudes of Fourier components, it basically ignores any struc
Turbulence is one such process (see e.g. .~ . . . :
1987l_%ral information that may be contained in the Fourier pbase

Spicker & Feitzingér 11938, L Q'Dell & Castaneda Now, each Fourier component corresponds to a plane wave in
Miesch & Ballyi1994), and it is thought to play a major role in,.~ " P P b

the shaping of the fractal structures observed (Falgarbak: eOIIreCt space, with a given \wave vector, amplitude and phase.
1. ba ___The Fourier transform being linear, the observed strusture

1991; |\Vogelaar & Wakkéer| 1994;| Elmeareen & Falgarone . . .
N = » —'] = = afe the result of the interaction between the various plane

1996; | Falgarone 1998; Stutzki ef al. 1998; Elmegreeniet al. . o

2001). waves. Ignoring the phases when characterizing the stastu

o . is thus comparable to ignoring the interference phenomenon
Consequently, a quantitative description of these str

. ! . nd therefore marks a major loss in structural information.
tures is a necessary first step towards understanding fis has been confirmed by simple numerical experiments
physics of the ISM, and many statistical tools hav&luve”S et Al 1991; Colés 2005)

been used to this end. Let us mention the power spec- ] ]
trum (see e.g.[ Gautier etial1992; Dickey ét al.__2001; N the experiment performed by Calés (2005), the Fourier

Stanimirovic & L azariarl 2001), the autocorrelation fupati Phases of a numerical simulation of galaxy clustering, whic
(Kleiner & Dickman 1985; Pérault etlal. 1986), thevariance 'S @ hlghly-structgred _f'e|d’ are randomly reﬁhgd in Fourier
(Stutzki et al.[ 1998 Bensch efldl_2001), the fractal dimefiPace. The resulting field has lost most of the filamentangstr
sion [Falgarone et Al._1991) and the wavelet decompositi‘bﬁe observed in the original image. This shows that it i$ t

(Gill & Henriksen[199D). Fourier-spatial distribution of the phases, and not inrthxgiues
These various tools are not altogether independent frélﬂ?mselves, that most of the structural information miest I
one another. By definition, the autocorrelation functiotthis The importance of this information may be best estimated

Fourier transform of the power spectrum, to which the in the context of interferometry. Indeed, interferometess
variance and fractal dimension can also be related, albgsintially measure some Fourier components of the observed
less directly [(Stutzki et al. 1998). Finally, tltevariance can structures, and thus theoretically provide direct acoesidir
phases. With the forthcoming ALMA instrument, the capacity
Send offprint requests to: F. Levrier, e-maillevrier@lra.ens.fr  of interferometers to detect structure in the Fourier phase
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real time may be assessed. This is the purpose of this paper, °°° 00.00

which is organized as follows: Sectibh Zers a summary of
the Fourier phase analysis technique, whose numericakimpl
mentation is presented in sect[dn 3. The main part of therpape
dealing with the application of these techniques to interfe
metric observations, is the topic of sectldn 4. Finallytieedd
gives a summary and conclusions.
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The importance of Fourier phases in terms of structure 450.00

has been exploited in various studies concerning vari- .,
ations of the magnetic field in cometary plasmas and

Solar wind (Polygiannakis & Moussas_1995), the large-scale
clustering properties of the Universk (Scherrer 991 0 |

i s 2000 Watts etldl_2003; Chles 2005), and ~ O 100 200 3500 400 500
Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) mapmﬁt al. x (pixels)

2004).

As we noted earlier, it is in the Fourier spatial distribuFigurel. Column density of a 522weakly compressible hy-
tion of phases that information should be sought. To quantidrodynamical turbulence simulation obtained lby Portetlet a
this,IScherrer et all (1991) suggested considering thistitat ), used here as a model brightness distribution fose@ha
of phase incrementss(k) = ¢(k + 6) — ¢(k) between points structure analysis.
separated by a given lag vectbin Fourier space.

In a field with no phase structure, all phases are uncor- . = . L
related, and phase increments are therefore uniformly o 1 which fits by von Mises distributions are shown, the values
tributed random variables. Conversely, if the probabditstri- Of k5 found arexe, = O_‘197 ancke, = 0'0656'_ _
bution function (PDF) of phase increments deviates from uni Pha;e entropy, introduced lt,)L_Eq_I;ng:a.n{la.kjs_&_M_o_dssas
formity, this deviation may be seen as a signature of phdse:2»). is another measure of the distribution’s depariare
structure. As an example, consider the column density of8iformity, and is defined by the integral

512 weakl§ compressible hydrodynamical turbulence simu- f
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lation IL.1994), shown on FIg. 1. Since this field S©)=— [ p(As¢)In[p(As¢)]dAsp.
is periodic, its Fourier phases can be computed using a Fast "
Fourier Transform (FFT) algorithm. Given a lag vectigithe It reaches its maximum valugy = In (2r) for uniform PDFs,
PDF p (As¢) of phase increments for this lag is then approxand tends to-co for s-function PDFs. These extreme cases
mated numerically by computing the histogran@ values. correspond respectively to fields with purely random phases
Two of these histograms are shown on . 2, for lag vectasach as fractional Brownian motiohgsee e.gLS.uJ.t—szeLEbI.
e« andey, which are the unit vectot®f the Fourier space basid1998), and to fields containing a single point-source. Given
associated with a direct space basig, (ly). We observe that these limits, it is convenient to consider the positive ditan
these distributions are not uniform, with a single wavebike Q(6) = So — S(6), which we dub “phase structure quantity”
cillation around the value/{2r), and that the amplitude of thein the rest of this paper. There is a monotonous relationship
oscillation is more important fof = e, than foré = e, which between the two measuresandQ(s), given by?
may be interpreted as evidence for anisotropy.

For other lag vectors or flerent images, the shape of Q(6) = Kﬁll("ﬁ) —In[lo(ks)],
the histogram remains, although the amplitude may vary. As lo(ks)

pointed out bmmogf)’ the underlying disti®s$ i \ye shall deal only with the phase structure quaiifyom
are very likely to be von Mises distributions, given by now on. The reason for this is computational: phase struc-
1 ture quantities can be computed on histogram-like funstion
p(As¢) = Zrlota) exp[—«s Cos Qs — pis)], while the parameteks requires fitting them by von Mises
ot distributions first, a procedure which may not converge prop
wherelg is the zeroth order modified Bessel function of therly when the underlying distribution is close to unifornorF
first kind, and the parameteus andks > O control respectively the von Mises distributions fitted on the histograms of Elg. 2
the position of the distribution’s minimum and the oscittats  Q(e,) = 9.6 10 andQ(e,) = 1.1 10°3, respectively. Using col-
amplitude. Thusgs can be viewed as a measure of the amouunimn density fields of the same compressible turbulence sim-
of phase structure in the image. For the histograms offfrig. #ation at diterent times, we find that the typical values for

1 Their lengths are actually/ByAx and JNyAy, whereAy x A, is 2 These are random fields characterized by a power-law power sp
the actual size of a pixel in direct space aidx N, is the image size trum and random phases.
in pixels. 3 1, is the first order modified Bessel function of the first kind.
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used. We writed for these estimates of phase structure quanti-
ties. For the histograms shown on Hiy. 2, built witk 50 and
p=512x 511, we findQ(e,) = 9.8102 andQ(g)) = 1.31073,
which shows that the ffierence withQ (about 210-4) can be-
come significant for low phase structure quantities.

Assessing the detectability of phase structure makes it nec
essary to determine the threshold@fabove which it can be
said that an image deviates significantly from a “strucessl
field, given values fon and p. Mathematically speaking, this
amounts to determining an upper limit to the probabilityttha
the estimat&? of the phase structure quantity be greater than a
given positive real numbet, assuming a uniform parent distri-
bution, as a function afl andp.

We may obtain such an upper limit by an analytic approach,
Phase increment A¢ as described in detail in the appendix. The demonstration is
0.0 [T T T T based on results obtainedlby Casté¢llan (2000) in her Phixthes
which is available onlint These results are themselves derived
from those of Barron & Sheud (1991) and show that an upper
limit to the probabilityP ({Q > x}) is given by the quantity

n[l— Erf (e /ﬁ) +P({X2 > M}) = P1+Py,

l+e
where Erf is the error function and is the chi-square statistics
of degreen— 1. The first ternP, corresponds to the probability
of having an histogram with a large fluctuation, the meaning
of “large” being defined by means of the arbitrary positival re
numbere, as explained in the appendix. The second tém

e e corresponds to the probability of havi@ > x with a more

Phase increment Ag regular histogram. Since the threshold valuappears irP,
only, we should look for a value efensuring thaP; <« P, so

F|gure2. H|s_tog_ran_15 of _phase increments for the turbulelﬂt'at we may decide on the phase structure quantity threshold
brightness distribution (Fifl 1). The lag vectors usedsaree, using well-known chi-square statistics

(top panel) and = g, (bottom panel). The dotted lines repre- This su u —_— P
. A : i ggests anctadaptive” procedure, which is the fol-
sent the uniform distribution and the dashed lines are fitsly lowing: For each , p) pair, the value of is chosen so that

Mises distributions (see text). The number of bina is 50. P1 is small. The quantiles of the chi-square statistics ara the
used to extract a value ofso thatP; < P, < 1. In practice,

phase structure quantities lie typically below10whereas We t00kP1 = 107 andP, = 1072, In the end, there is a 0.99
Chiang & Coles[(2000) found values as high-a8.4 for grav- Probability that the phase structure quantity be less thaith
itational evolution of density perturbations. Althoughndgy these values ofi and p, assuming that the underlying distri-
contrasts are quite fierent, making direct comparison somebution is uniform. Conversely, if the measured phase strect
what hazardous, this suggests that Fourier phase analggis fiHantityQ is greater thax with these values afi andp, then
be useful in determining the physical processes govertiag the underlying distribution is most likely non-uniform.

formation of structures in the interstellar medium. As will be clear later on, this procedure may lead to very
conservative upper limits. That is why we may also follow a

o _ “fixed €” procedure, in which we setto a fixed value, say.Q,
3. Phase structure quantity in practice and simply ignoré®,. As in thee-adaptive procedure, we then

— 2
Due to the limited number of phase increments that can B%mputgx so thatP, = 107, )
computed from a finite-sized image, the histograms do net per 1 n€ influence of the number of phase incremgnasmd the

fectly sample the underlying PDFs, but rather include a Ce(],ymber of bing on the reliability of the phase structure quan-

tain amount of statistical noise. Consequently, the histos tity may also be studied numerically. To this end, we have-com

of phase increments for images such as fractional BrowniBHted_a Series of two-dimensional fracuo_nal Brownian i
motions are not exactly uniform, and the corresponding epha&f various SIZes. The I_ag vector being fixed, namgly: Ex
structure quantities are not zero. More generally, the @hd8€ numerical calculation of the phase structure quandty f
structure quantitie® associated with the underlying distribu{N€S€ simulations provides us with an estimate of the limit
tions are to be distinguished from those found by numerieal 2P0Ve which one should conclude that phase structure is in-
tegration performed on the histograms, since these depenodsed present in the image. More precisely, we have computed

the numbep of increments available and the numipesf bins  # ttp: /7w, math. u-psud. fr/theses-orsay/2686/6039. hitul
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4. Application to interferometric observations
0.05F

AN , 4.1. Introduction
0.04FF i

T \ In the ideal case, interferometers sample the Fourier trans
003 ¢ ¢ \‘i’ | ] form of observed brightness distributions, and therefdre a
- \ E low direct measurement of the phases of Fourier components.

Phase structure quantity

0.02E ™ \ 1 Consequently, it is theoretically possible to have access t
Eo ' " N phase increments, and to phase structure quantities for the
oolb ¢ oo . n E observed fields. Since this can be done in real time, as the
CE SNmo 1 Earth’s rotation allows for a better sampling of Fourierspa
P Yy, TPn - YR ] (Thompson et al. 1991), we may look for the minimum observ-
0.00E 000-00-6,0-0700-0 0-89-8.§:8.84 AT edtod ' anifi h )
o 00 00 00 500 ing time required to detect a significant phase structuretifya
i , in the data. This is the topic of this sectidn 4.
inear size p,
_ ) . Before we carry on, however, we should stress that, in prac-
Figure3. Evolution of phase structure quantitiéXey) for

! - st - : ) tice, phases measured by the instrument do not directlg yiel
fractional Brownian motion fields of sizei x p (implying  the actual phases of the model brightness distributiorst Fir

P = pi(p — 1). The symbols represent the mean values of the 5| the antennae are not pointlike receptors, so thahibri
phase structure quantities for ten realizations of thetifyaal

SHY 4 _ _ ness distributions are multiplied by a primary beam. In k&yur
Brownian fields, while the vertical lines represent the dtad space, this corresponds to a convolution of the Fourier com-
deviations. The dferent symbols correspond to= 50 (dia-

_ ponents by a finite size kernel. Consequently, the phase mea-
monds) anch = 500 (squares). The dotted and dashed ling§req at a given point in thei(v) plane does not yield the ac-

represent the corresponding theoretical upper limito@tog  1,5] phase of the Fourier component of the brightness blistri
to thee-adaptive procedure (grey lines) and the fixegroce- (ion at that point, but involves all Fourier components with

dure (black lines). The_cross represaﬁ(ex) in the case of the 5 gmal neighbourhood. One may circumvent thisicilty by
turbulent column density of Figl 1, for= 50. considering mosaicing observation techniques. In shioese

amount to imaging large fields by pointing the array towards
different directions successively, and “gluing” the subfietds t
getherl(Bhatnagar etlal. 2005). In image space, this lgstiste
done in such a way that the falfadue to the primary beam

) ) S ) ) pattern in a subfield is compensated by the rise of the primary
fractional Brownian motion fields of size varying from 882  peam pattern in the adjacent subfield, so that ffectve pri-

to 80_O>< 800 pixel$. For each size, ten fie!dS were built anghary beam is more or less uniform over the large composite
two histograms drawn from the maps of their phase incremenig|q. in Fourier space, these techniques correspond to & fine

with respectivelyn = 50 andn = 500. For each paim(p), sampling of the , v) plane, éectively reducing the size of the

we then computed the mean and standard deviation of the gRyolution kernel, so that the measured phases are bstter e

phase structure quantities associated with the fields. 686  timates of the actual phases of Fourier components. We will
are shown on Fid]3.

not discuss this problem any further here, as it should requi
It appears that the computed phase structure quantity & extensive study that is not within the scope of this paper,

creases as the size of the image decreases, and as the nuflsewe assume from now on that antennae can be modelled as
of bins increases. This is interpreted by the fact that tise hPointlike receptors.

tograms are then less accurate samples of the underlying dis another point to consider is the fact that measurements in

tribution;. The figure also shows thgoretical upper Iimﬁme_ the (U, V) plane are not sampled on a regular grid, and regrid-
puted using both procedures described earlier. Unsunglisi §ing is widely used to allow for Fast Fourier Transforms to
the e-adaptive upper limits fall above the values found in thge performed (Thompson & Bracevell 1974). This means that

numerical simulations, even well above them, which demofye measured phases end up being associated witfiezetit
strates the conservativeness of this approach. On theacentr,,ovenumber than the one they actually correspond to. In our

fixed e upper limits forn = 50 match the numerical esti-caqe as we use model brightness distributions that aredsire

mates better,. but. actually fail when = _500. This is due to sampled on a regular grid, the gridding problem can be by-
the fact that, in this latter case; = 1, which makes the Upperpassefl

limit thus computed useless. The position of the phasetsireic

quantityQ(ey) for the turbulent column density (Figl 1) in this ~ Lastly, noise contributions, especially those due to tire tu
plot is quantitative evidence that this field does harbowrsgh bulent fluctuations of the atmosphere, blur the true phake va

structure. ues. This é&ect will be discussed in detail, in sectibnl4.5.

5 So thatp varies from 32« 31 to 800x 799. 6 This is actually only valid in the noise-free case (Geé 4¢Z0).
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Table 1. Instrumental parameters S0E |560.00
1 4 | 1835.00

Wavelength| Longitude | Latitude | Dump time
1.3 mm -67.75° -23.02° 10s 400

[610.00

[ 585.00

[ 560.00

1 535.00

Table 2. Array characteristics. For each configuration, the min-

imum and maximum separation between any two antennae ate >’ 10.00
g|Ven' é 485.00
> 460.00
Instrument ALMA PdB VLA 200 435.00
Antenna diameter (m 12 15 25 410.00
Number of antennae 60 6 27 55.00
A configuration (m) || 19-11527| 32-400| 807 - 37235 100 50,00
B configuration (m) 76 -3005 | 71-331| 247-11314 =00
C configuration (m) || 83-2303 | 48-229| 79-3444 '
D configuration (m) || 43-1618 | 24-113| 41-1048 0 . 1000
E configuration (m) || 34 - 909 n.a. n.a. 0 100 200 300 400 500
F configuration (m) || 15 -229 n.a. n.a. x (pixels)

Figure4. Synthetic field with power spectrum identical to that
4.2. Simulations of observations of the turbulent column density field (FIg. 1), and fully ramad

: . . . . hases.
The instrument simulator used is of the simplest kind, asd R

parameters, taken to match those of ALMA, are summarized

in Table[l. The instrument tracks the source as long as it RdB instrument fit on 512 512 grids with the corresponding
mains above a minimum elevatibof 10°, which, given the pixel sizes. These are used in the single-configuration simu
array’s latitude and the source’s chosen declination of,-2Qations. However, it is possible to consider the more extend
represents a maximum integration time of 11 hours and 88nfigurations, provided the longest baselines are ignated
minutes. Regarding the number and positions of the anteni@g so in the case of multi-configuration observations, as ex
on the ground, we have chosen configurations optimized pined in sectioi4l4. As an illustration, Fig. 5 shows thd-g
Booné 1) based on ALMA specifications. For comparisogied covers for the F and E configurations of the ALMA instru-
we have also considered configurations taken from current afent, considering the time period of one hour centered on the
rays, such as the Plateau de Bure (PdB) radio-interferamefgurce’s transit at the meridian.

and the VLA. To make meaningful comparisons, we have used

fictitious arrays located at the same geographical cootelna . .
as ALMA, observing the same source. Only the number aﬁos' (Evoluthn of .the measured phase structure with
positions of the antennae are changed to match the configura- /Ntégration time

tions of the PdBI and the VLA. The characteristics of all fhﬁ\s the observation is carried out, more and more Fouriergghas
arrays used are summarized in Tefile 2. Using the source’s 8gs measured and the numipeof phase increments increases,

parent movement in the sky and the locations of the anteniiggany given lag vectos. The question is whether this allows
on the ground, we obtain ungridded ) covers as functions 5 pring the theoretical and numerical upper limits of . 3

of integration time. down suficiently, below the measured phase structure quan-
As model brightness distribution, we use the turbulent cajties, to ensure positive detection. To answer this qomsti

umn density shown on Fil 1, which we know harbours phaggyured® tgD show the evolution of the measured phase struc-
structure (Fig[B). For comparison purposes, a field with thgre quantities as a function of integration time.
same power spectrum and random phases is also consideregoncerning the E configuration of the ALMA instrument
(Fig.[d). Both model fields are 522512 images, saxV) cov- (Fig.[@), the conclusions that can be drawn are the following
ers are regridded on a grid of that size, using nearest-heigh For s = e, a short integration time of approximately twenty
interpolation. The size of thei(v) cells is chosen to be half theminytes is enough to conclude that phase structure is fresen
antenna diameter, to satisfy the Nyquist critefiofhis limits in the image, since the measured value then becomes larger
the size of the maximum baseline that can be considered. Of¥n the adaptive procedure’s upper limit. On the other hand
the F and E configurations of the ALMA instrument, the D conte phase structure fér = g, is harder to extract, due to the
figuration of the VLA instrument and all configurations of th¢gwer value Ofé(ey) for the complete field. Approximately 7.5

” No shadowing of the antennae is taken into account. hours of integrf';ltio_n are required to see the mgasurgd phase

8 This means that the actual pixel size if@ient for the three arrays structure _quanUty rise above the more conservatlvg tl’uleate_
considered. We shall not be troubled by this, given that tighiness UPPEr limit, although the curves for the turbulent field atsd i
distributions used are scale-invariant and are not suljesbundary random phase version are clearly distinguished on the whole
conditions, so that their actual physical extents need eatgecified range plotted. When comparing the two panels of Hig. 6, it ap-
and can therefore be scaled accordingly. pears that the measured phase structure quantity for the max
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I ] Figure6. Evolution of measured phase structure quantities
500} . with integration time, for the E configuration of the ALMA

i instrument. The upper panel corresponds$te e, and the
lower panel tod = ;. The black solid lines correspond to the

~1000 F ]
[ 1 turbulent model brightness distribution (Fig. 1), while threy
45%; | | | | | + solid lines correspond to the random-phase brightness-dist
15001000 —500 0 500 1000 1500 bution (Fig.[3). The dotted lines represent the phase streict

guantities of the complete turbulent brightness distrdwtfor
each lag vector, and the dashed lines represent the evobftio
theoretical upper limits with integration time, using theefi
Figure5. Gridded (i, v) covers for the F (upper panel) and Byrocedure (black lines) and the adaptive procedure (gnesp)i
(lower panel) configurations of the ALMA instrument, when
observing the source during one hour centered on the meridia
transit. Pixel sizes are the same in both cases, namely 6 crements, which makes phase structure detection all the mor
meters, and the F configuration cover has been zoomed. Tiféicult. Our best chances lie with tife= e, lag vector (up-
maximum pixel values are 1726 samples per cell in the F cgrer panel). In this case, the measugeremains constantly be-
figuration and 470 samples per cell in the E configuration. low the upper limit set by the adaptive procedure, but become
larger than that set by the fixedprocedure, for an integra-
tion time of just above one hour. This may be seen as evidence
imum integration time is larger than the value for the wholéhat the phase structure can also be detected with this @impa
field in the case&d = e, while it is the opposite fob = g,. configuration. Whether it should be possible to determire th
These discrepancies are due to the limited range of measyskdse structure quantity for the whole field is uncertaicgsi
spatial frequencies, and are addressed in selclion 4.4. WWe pib falls below the less conservative upper limit, but abdwve t
out, however, that the approximate constancy of the medsucarve corresponding to a random-phase field.
phase structure quantities férz 3.10* s shows that theu(v) FiguredB anf[l9 show the evolution of the measured phase
plane is then close to being fully sampled within this range. structure quantity2(ex) as a function of integration time, us-
Regarding the F configuration of the ALMA instrumening the B configuration of the Plateau de Bure interferometer
(Fig.[@), its compacity leads to a smaller number of phase iand the D configuration of the VLA, respectively. What ap-

u (m)
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ﬁ £
b i 0.04F
2 0005+ — F
o 4
0.03F
0.000[ ‘ ! ! L] E

1x10* 2x10* 3x10* 4x10* 0 ozz
Integration time (s) E

ase structure quantity

Figure7. Same as Fid6 but for the F configuration of theé 0.0 .
ALMA instrument. The adaptive procedure’s upper limits lie g

outside of the range @ values plotted. 0.00F e
1x10*

2x10* 3x10* 4x10*

Integration time (s)
pears clearly on Fidl8 is that the number of phase increments
measured by the Plateau de Bure is ffisient to detect phase Figure9. Same as the top panel of Hg. 6, but for the D config-
structure, as the curves for turbulent and random-phaghtbri uration of the VLA instrument.
ness distributions are indistinguishable from one anoffies

same conclusion prevails for other configurations of this in hould be abl he Fouri
strument. On the contrary, the VLA allows such a detectiojlg?t'ons’ one should be able to recover the Fourier compsnent

although it takes a long integration (about 6 hours) to see ng fouts;:je the radius cor\]/ered by thel E cc;nEgurﬁ'uon, and
phase structure quantity measured emerge from the adaptﬁ’{f‘é’e ore hope to recqvgrt € f:o,r,r?Ct value o t, ep asg—stru
procedure’s upper limit. Let us note however that the curv&g_e quantlty_ by complmng visibilities from multiple cqgﬁ-
for both model brightness distributions start going apé#ra rations. Obviously, this can only be done after the obstmat

less than twenty minutes of integration, which should gibe Ohave been carried out, uniike what ha.s.b_een con_3|dered unt||
servers a first hint that phase structure is present in the fid|OW: SO that we Sho“_'d r(_ephrase our |n|t_|al questlon:_ What, IS
This diagnosis can be performed in real time by drawing ra 1€ minimum mtegrgu_on time necessary in g;a_ch cc_mflgunatlo
dom phases for the visibilities as they are measured. to ensure that combining the observeq V|3|b|_I|t|es v_wlldea_a

“full” coverage of the (i, v) plane? In this multi-configuration
approach, we have to consider the extended configuratians th
4.4. Multi-configuration observations do not fit on a 512 512 grid with the given pixel size, and
ply ignore the visibilities falling outside the grid.
Figure[ID shows the evolution of the measured phase struc-
lture guantity@Q(ey) with integration time, using this approach

Comparing Figd16 tb]9, the “best” situation appears to be e
E configuration of the ALMA interferometer, fa¥ = ey. Yet,
the phase structure quantity obtained after one transihef
source is not the one CompUtEd on the whole field. This is due We should stress that we do not consider a set of integra'mt
to the fact that only 24% of the 522512 Fourier phases are(r,, ..., ry), one for each of th&l configurations, but a single value
measured by this configuration. Using more extended confighbat applies to each configuration separately.
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field 9 is normalized so that the rms phase naigefor a pair
of antennae observing the zenith and separated by a baseline
d = 100 m should be one of a few specific values, namety 15
45° and 90.

At each time step, a number of visibilities fall in each cell
of the gridded ¢, v) plane, and the observed “mean visibility”
in the cellCy, centered on wavevectér is given by

0.020[

0.015

V/(k,t) =

0.005 i ,: m Z VO(k) &P I]¢a(a,’ﬂ’ t/)], (1)

<t (a,B.V)eCk

Phase structure quantity

1 where N(k,t) is the cumulative number of visibilities within
UVE——! the cellCy at timet, andV? is the true visibility in this cell.
10 w10 This relation allows for the simulation of the measuremént o
Fourier phases in the presence of a given amount of atmo-

Figure10. Evolution of measured phase structure quanti§Pheric phase noise. Fig.l11 shows the evolution of the mea-
A(e,) with integration time for an observation using all conSUred phase structure quantit@e,) andqX() in the case of
figurations of the instrument in turn. The black solid lineres  the E configuration of the ALMA instrument.
sponds to the six configurations of the ALMA instrument, and

the grey solid line to the four configurations of the VLA in-

strument. The dotted line represents the valu@(@) for the 0.020

whole field.

0.000 i,
1x10*

2x10*

Integration time (s)

ntity

0.015
with the ALMA and VLA instruments. In the former case, itS
appears that the phase structure quantity for the Wholeiﬁeldg
recovered with an integration time of 9 hours in each configy: 0.010
ration, totalling 54 hours of observing time. On the othandha
a full-day integration using the four configurations of thieA/
instrument is not siicient to reach the phase structure quantity ~ 0.005
of the whole field. This emphasizes the better coverage of the
Fourier plane that will be achieved by ALMA.

se stru

0.000

4.5. Atmospheric phase noise

In the previous subsections, it was assumed that interferom ¢ gooor——
eters sample the true Fourier phases of the observed fields. I
However, it is well known that turbulent motions within the
atmosphere above the instrument alter the measured phases?-0015|
Indeed, these motions cause the amount of water vapor aloag
the line of sight to vary both in time and from one antenna te
the other. This results in a delay error and thus a phase ertor -°°10]
for each baseline. This problem has been addressed thdyough
bylLay (1997alb), and simulations of the atmospheric fluctug
tions at the ALMA site of Chajnantor have been performed by
Stirling et al. (2005). Here, we have chosen to perform a sim- i
ulation of the #ects of atmospheric phase noise by introduc- ;5001
ing an atmospheric mask giving the refractivity figl(k, y, 2) 1x10" 2x10* 3x10* 4x10*

above the instrument. In practice, we assumed that this field Integration time (s)

can be regarded as a 200-m thick layer of frozen Kolmogorov

turbulence, that is being transported along the east-virest-d Figurel1l. Evolution of the measured phase structure quantity
tion at a wind speed of 2 nt.5 Using a spatial resolution of 10With integration time, in the presence of atmospheric phase
meters, we computetias a fractional Brownian motion of sizenoise (solid lines, withro specified next to each curve). The
8500x 150x% 20 pixels, with spectral index11/3. Integration array used is the E configuration of the ALMA instrument, and
of ¢ along the diferent lines of sight for each antenna as tH&€ top and bottom panels correspond respectively to e
observation is performed yields phase delays, which arsesutandé = &,. The dotted lines represent the phase structure quan-
quenﬂy correlated in order to give the atmospheric phamnotltles for the whole fleld, and the dashed lines COfreSpOlﬂUﬁO
#a(, B, 1) for each pair of antennae(B), at all timest. The €-adaptive upper limits.

0.0005
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Provided that the value of the phase structure quantity is Conversely, the consideration of the radial evolution of
large enough for the whole field, as is the case&or e, phase structure quantities leads to another possible gaten
the presence of phase structure can be easily detected inahthis work, which is the inclusion of the kinematic dimen-
presence of a fair amount of atmospheric phase noise. Indestdn. Velocity information is indeed accessible with higles-
even a rms phase fluctuation of°%@ 100 m is insfficient to tral resolution receivers such as those that will be used for
bring the measured phase structure quantity down belowtheALMA (4096 spectral channels over 16 GHz bandwidths).
adaptive upper limit. In the case 6f= g, the conclusion is Consequently, Fourier phase analysis applied to indiVidua
not so clear-cut: although they = 15° curve exhibits values channel maps may prove a valuable tool for assessing thethre
larger than the upper limit, it does not remain above thistlindimensional structure of velocity fields. We may for instanc
after a certain integration time. Faced with such a sitmatme wish to compare phase structure quantities found across lin
should be suspicious of the presence of phase structure inphofiles, and see if values found for individual channels are
observed fieltl. greater than those found for integrated emission maps,hwhic

Butler et al. (2001) performed measurements of the atmisdikely to be the case, as they present higher contrasts.
spheric phase fluctuations above the Chajnantor site, @#sing
two-element interferometer observing a 11.198 GHz beacon .
broadcast by a geostationary satellite positionetegve the 2- Summary and conclusions

horizon. Using the scaling relation (Lay 1997a; Stirlin@et |, this paper, we have addressed the ability of radio-

2005%) interferometers to detect and recover the informationaioet

d \9%/13mm in the Fourier-spatial distribution of phases, which wasvpr

o(d, 2,0) = o'o( ) ( - )(cosg)‘3/4, (2) ously shown to store a vast amount of information about the
100 m A structure of images. The PDF of phase increments and the re-

giving the rms phase delay as a function of the baselineﬂeanted concept of phase entropy were introduced in this per-
d, the wavelengtil and the elevation anglg, their results spectlye. We ou_rselves h_a_\ve _USEd the phase structure !‘Y“a”“
translate to a noise level showing diurnal as well as sedsoffa Which IS a minor modification of phase entropy leading to
variations going fromr ~ 14° to o ~ 57°. Consequently, & = 0 for fields with purely random phases. _
the phase structure quantity fe e, will undoubtedly be de- ~ ©Ur main conclusion is that the dynamical range of spatial
tected without any phase correction, although the use df defiéauencies observed by the instrument is the key parameter
cated water vapor radiometers, as is planned for ALMA, shouf!lowing detection and measurement of phase structure.

allow for an dfective decrease of the atmospheric phase noise Using a turbulent model brightness distribution and instru
by a substantial factof (LEy 1997b), making possible the-mdgental configurations based on the characteristics of theeu

surement of the actual phase structure quantity for the svhdi-MA interferometer and of two existing arrays (VLA and
field, using multiple configurations. Plateau de Bure), we have assessed the minimum integration

time required by each configuration to have a significantdete
_ tion of phase structure in the observed field. In the most@ens
4.6. Extensions vative assessment, it appears that for a whole-field phase st

s el \ ;
It should be stressed that the approach used here is not tg4j§ auantityQ = 107, detection is achieved with a twenty
considered optimal, but only as evidence that ALMA will b@Vinute integrationin the ALMA E configuration (baselines go
able to detect phase structure in the presence of atmosphtd rom 34 m to 909 m), or with a six hour integration in the
phase noise. Indeed, consider two tracks in the)(plane, cor- VLA D confl_guratl_on, but is no_t achieved by any other instru-
responding to two dierent antenna pairs, going through th@ental cor_lflguratlor;testé’d_ With a v_vhole-fleld phase st_ruc-
same grid cell. In the above approach, the measured phe@ég quantiyQ = 107, c_ertaln_detgctlon can only be achieved
in this cell may be very dierent for one antenna pair and th&!Sing the AL_MA E cpnflguranon, in which case it takes about
other, since these sampleferent lines of sight through the at-/-> hours of integration. . ,
mospheric mask. As a result, the estimation of phase through However, less conservative criteria allow for early hirits a
the “averaged visibility” of Eq.[1) is badly contaminates. t%e presence of phase structure in the observed field. Indeed
more elaborate use of phase information would therefore h& drawing random phases for the visibilities in real timesi

to be baseline-based. Keeping track of the phase measure®@5siPle to compare the evolution of the phase structure-qua
each baseline as a function of time, and computing phase-indfty for the observed field to that for a random-phase field, an
ments along the baseline’s track should markedly reduce cGRECK if they start going apart at some point. This is the case
tamination by atmospheric phase noise. An important painter @l ALMA and VLA conf2|gurat|ons, W'Sth whole-field phase
this approach, which is currently under study, is that the ISructure quantitieQ ~ 10“ andQ ~ 10", but not for any of

vectors is no longer a control parameter, but a function of tim&'€ Plateau de Bure configurations.
and of the baseline. Regarding the possibility to recover the actual values of
the phase structure quantity for the complete field, onlytimul

' Inany case, phase increments corresponding to variougtdgré  configuration observations with the ALMA instrument seem to
é can be simultaneously computed, in real time, so that fovangi

observed field, it is enough that there exist one such lagowdot ! It should be reminded that the more extended configuratiawe h
which phase structure detection is feasible. not been used in this single-configuration approach.
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allow for it, and it takes 9 hours in each of the 6 configuragio©D'Dell, C. R. & Castaneda, H. O. 1987, ApJ, 317, 686
to achieve this. Pérault, M., Falgarone, E., & Puget, J. L. 1986, A&A, 157913
Finally, we have studied the influence of atmospheric phaBelygiannakis, J. M. & Moussas, X. 1995, Sol. Phys., 158, 159
noise on the single-configuration observations, using tb@= Porter, D. H., Pouquet, A., & Woodward, P. R. 1994, Ph. Fl., 6,
figuration of ALMA and whole-field ~ 1072, The maximum 2133
rms phase fluctuations that can be allowed without complet@cherrer, R. J., Melott, A. L., & Shandarin, S. F. 1991, ApJ,
washing out the actual phase structure lie well above thedayp 377,29
range of variations for the Chajnantor site. Consequetitly, Spicker, J. & Feitzinger, J. V. 1988, A&A, 191, 10
use of water vapor radiometers to correct for the atmosphe$tanimirovic, S. & Lazarian, A. 2001, ApJ, 551, L53
phase fluctuations does not appear as a necessary feathee dbtirling, A., Richer, J., Hills, R., & Lock, A. 2005, Turbulee
ALMA array in this respect, although it should allow fora mor  simulations of dry and wet phase fluctuations at Chajnantor.
accurate determination of the actual phase structure ipant  Part I: The daytime convective boundary layer., Tech. rep.,
the multiconfiguration scheme. ALMA Memo 517
Possible extensions to this work include the study of phaSeutzki, J., Bensch, F., Heithausen, A., Ossenkopf, V., &
increments along the baseline tracks, which should conside Zielinsky, M. 1998, A&A, 336, 697
ably reduce the féects of atmospheric phase noise, and tlighompson, A. R. & Bracewell, R. N. 1974, AJ, 79, 11
evolution of phase structure with frequency in high spéctrarhompson, A. R., Moran, J. M., & Swenson, G. W. 1991,
resolution observations of line sources. Interferometry and Synthesis in Radio Astronomy (Malabar,
Florida: Krieger)
Vogelaar, M. G. R. & Wakker, B. P. 1994, A&A, 291, 557
Watts, P., Coles, P., & Melott, A. 2003, ApJ, 589, L61
Barron, A. & Sheu, C. 1991, Ann. Statist., 19, 1054 Zielinsky, M. & Stutzki, J. 1999, A&A, 347, 630
Bensch, F., Stutzki, J., & Ossenkopf, V. 2001, A&A, 366, 636
Bhatnagar, S., Golap, K., & Cornwell, T. J. 2005, in
Astronomical Soci_ety of the Pacific Conference Series, eﬁéppendix A: Theoretical upper limits
P. Shopbell, M. Britton, & R. Ebert, 96
Boone, F. 2001, A&A, 377, 368 Independently of the underlying distribution, the parssnet
Butler, B. J., Radford, S. J. E., Sakamoto, S., & Kohno, Kyvhich have an influence on the histograms of phase increments
2001, Atmospheric phase stability at Chajnantor and Pamiy& the number of sampl@sand the number of bins Assume
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Castellan[(2000) suggests to find an upper lime{gQ > x})
by treating separately the casesredular and extraordinary
histograms, the latter being when the histogram presenia-an
usually large or unusually low value. Let us then define, for a
€ > 0, the event

. . 21 1
Q. ={3i;|% —r| > er} with xithi and rzﬁ.

The eventQ), is precisely the occurrence of an extraordinary
histogram, and it depends on the real numbdfor instance,

if e = 0.1, this event occurs if one of the histogram values de-
viates from the uniform value/{2r) by more than ten percent.
The value ofx, may here be interpreted as the mean number of
successful events in a seriespBernoulli trials, the event in
question, whose probability is being that a phase increment
belongs to intervafd;. The usual values gf andn (in our case

p = 512 andn = 50) make it reasonable to assume that the
central limit theorem applies. We may then write

P(Qo) <nP({Ix —r| > er}) ~ n[1-Erf(x)],

introducing the value of the error function

Erf(x)=%j;e“2dt at x = /Z(np_l)e.

Numerically, forp = 512 andn = 50, the probability that
there exist an intervafl; containing a number of increments
different from the theoretical value by over five percent(
5107) is less than about 0.012, and it falls below %0for
a ten percent discrepancy. In this case, it will be possible t
neglect the contribution of extraordinary histograms.
Regarding the regular histograms, for whi@h does not
occur, we have the following result, due.to Castellan (2000)

f_:inf(s, %) |n(§) |n(§)rdx.

For the regular histograms considered here, we obviousky ha
(1-e)s0 < inf(s 5) < SUPB, ) < (1 + €)Sp, So that, using

1 ¥ ™ s\ 1 ¥
e <) ['”(5)} e ey
which were obtained by Castellen (2000), we conclude theat th

phase structure quantity is equivalent to iRestatistics of de-
greé?n - 1, for regular histograms,

2 .
dx < 2~<fsurJ(s,50)

2 2
X X . l1-¢€ l+e
— < Q< b~ with a. = —— andb, = —.
acp SQsbig with &= oo andbe = o
For regular histograms, the probability we are concernéld wi
is therefore subject to the inequality

P(1@>x) < P({bﬁ‘—pz > x}) = P({XZ > @})

and taking into account both regular and extraordinary his-
tograms, we come up with the upper limit given in the main
body of the paper.

2 The degree is—1 and non because of the constraint trsthould
be normalized to unity.
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