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ABSTRACT

Starlight subtraction algorithms based on the method of Karhunen-Loéve eigenimages have proved
invaluable to exoplanet direct imaging. However, they scale poorly in runtime when paired with
differential imaging techniques. In such observations, reference frames and frames to be starlight-
subtracted are drawn from the same set of data, requiring a new subset of references (and eigenimages)
for each frame processed to avoid self-subtraction of the signal of interest. The data rates of extreme
adaptive optics instruments are such that the only way to make this computationally feasible has
been to downsample the data. We develop a technique that updates a pre-computed singular value
decomposition of the full dataset to remove frames (i.e. a “downdate”) without a full recomputation,
yielding the modified eigenimages. This not only enables analysis of much larger data volumes in the
same amount of time, but also exhibits near-linear scaling in runtime as the number of observations
increases. We apply this technique to archival data and investigate its scaling behavior for very
large numbers of frames N. The resulting algorithm provides speed improvements of 2.6x (for 200
eigenimages at N = 300) to 140x (at N = 10*) with the advantage only increasing as N grows. This
algorithm has allowed us to substantially accelerate KLIP even for modest N, and will let us quickly

explore how KLIP parameters affect exoplanet characterization in large N datasets.

1. INTRODUCTION

Direct imaging of exoplanets and disks depends on
our ability to remove the effects of starlight on the sig-
nal of interest, whether before the focal plane with a
coronagraph, or after with data post-processing tech-
niques. The Locally Optimal Combination of Images
(LOCI) technique of Lafreniere et al. (2007) achieved
gains in contrast through post-processing by combin-
ing a reference library of images to approximate the
frame under analysis. Karhunen-Loéve image projec-
tion (KLIP) and principal component analysis (PCA)
techniques for starlight subtraction were introduced to
the field of high-contrast imaging in 2012 by Soummer
et al. and Amara & Quanz, bringing improved perfor-
mance relative to LOCI. The former described a scheme
for computing a Karhunen-Loe¢ve (KL) basis for PSF
modeling from reference image covariance matrices, and
the latter the principal components of the references via
the singular value decomposition (SVD). (These opera-
tions are equivalent, as shown in Section 3.)
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To decorrelate the target signal from the star signal,
differential imaging techniques are used. These exploit
differing behavior of the two signals with angle in angu-
lar differential imaging (ADI, Marois et al. 2006), wave-
length in spectral differential imaging (SDI, Biller et al.
2004, Sparks & Ford 2002), or polarization in polariza-
tion differential imaging (PDI). When combined with
KLIP, the recorded realizations of the PSF are both the
data to be starlight-subtracted and the reference library
from which to construct a model. By computing a new
KL basis for each frame while drawing references from
the other frames, subtraction of any signal of interest is
minimized.

Unfortunately, this recomputation of the KL basis
at each frame increases the computation time faster
than quadratically with the number of frames used (Sec-
tion 6.2). As data volumes from extreme adaptive optics
(ExAO) instruments increase, making the same analy-
ses possible in comparable amounts of time will either
require scaling up computing resources massively (e.g.
Haug-Baltzell et al. 2016), or identifying algorithmic im-
provements.

The usual solution is to combine frames in a sequence
until the computation time is acceptably short. In the
case of ADI, image combination will necessarily either
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change the amount of sky rotation in a single frame
or the statistical properties of the images, presenting
challenges. Furthermore, Macintosh et al. (2005) report
most atmospheric speckles have a lifetime of less than
one second in simulation. Short integrations capture in-
formation about short-lifetime speckles, but they will be
combined in the coadded frames, potentially causing the
KL basis to capture spurious correlations.

Fortunately, low-rank representations of many-
dimensional data are broadly useful outside astronomy,
and their efficient computation is the subject of much
work in machine learning and image processing. For in-
stance, “online” algorithms like incremental PCA (Ross
et al. 2008) enable incremental computation of outputs
as data arrives without ever storing the entire data set in
memory at once. Within astronomy, Savransky (2015)
explored the sequential calculation of covariance matri-
ces and their inverses used in LOCI. In this work we ap-
ply a different mathematical identity to the SVD with
the same goal of enabling analyses of larger datasets
with only a linear increase in runtime.

Low-rank SVD modifications have applications not
only to data postprocessing but also to control of the
adaptive optics system that acquires the data. At the
core of the empirical orthogonal functions formalism for
predictive wavefront control described in Guyon & Males
(in press) lies an SVD that is iteratively updated to in-
clude new information on changing observatory condi-
tions, for example.

Removing data from the low rank representation af-
ter the fact, however, has not been explored in as much
detail (Hall et al. 2000, Brand 2006). By describing the
Karhunen-Loeve transform in terms of an SVD of the
image data, we develop an algorithm that uses the SVD
of the full dataset to efficiently obtain the truncated de-
composition of that dataset modified by the addition
or removal of observations. This enables ~ 2 — 100x
speedups that grow with the size of the data set (when
compared with existing algorithms), enabling fast anal-
yses of the full data volume from an ExAO system with-
out compromises.

2. THE METHOD OF KARHUNEN-LOEVE IMAGE
PROJECTIONS (KLIP)

To define our terms and describe KLIP in terms of ma-
trix operations, we restate the core algorithm of Soum-
mer et al. (2012). We begin with a target image T and N
reference images { Ry, ..., Ry} that have had a mean im-
age subtracted (such that the mean value of each pixel
taken separately through the stack of images is zero).
Each observation is rearranged into a RP vector of pixel
values through an arbitrary mapping of p pixel loca-

tions to vector elements, giving us the column vector ¢
for our target image T and a matrix R whose columns
are [, ..., 7] for our reference images.

For our reference set R, the discrete Karhunen-Loeve
(KL) transform takes a series of p dimensional vectors
that represent observations of p variables and transforms
them into an orthogonal p-dimensional basis such that
truncating the basis at the first & vectors minimizes
the mean squared error in reconstruction of the original
data. To subtract starlight without subtracting planet
light, we exclude our target vector ¢ (and, optionally,
frames adjacent in angle or wavelength) from the refer-
ence set and we truncate the KL basis at k vectors, or
modes.

To obtain the KL transform, we first compute the
image-to-image covariance matrix C = RTR. We then
solve for its eigenvectors V. = [¥,...,Un] and corre-
sponding eigenvalues e; > ... > ey such that VICV =
diag (€) = diag (eq,...,en).

Let diag (e_;) = diag <61—1/2’ ...,6&1/2). The optimal
KL basis is then obtained by

7KL — RVdiag (5/) . (1)

The columns of ZXT, when rearranged into images, are
called the eigenimages of R. To subtract starlight, we
first define ZXL as the first k columns of ZXL | truncating
the basis set to its & most significant components. The
estimate of the starlight in £, £, is then

t=2zZ 2zt (2)
and the residual signal a is

a=t—t. (3)

By mapping the entries of @ back to pixel indices,
the final image is obtained. These can then be com-
bined, e.g. by median or rotate-and-stack ADI, to fur-
ther enhance the signal-to-noise ratio of any astrophys-
ical sources of interest.

3. EQUIVALENCE OF IMAGE-TO-IMAGE
COVARIANCE AND DIRECT SVD

It is often more computationally efficient to com-
pute ZX by finding the eigenvectors of the image-
to-image covariance matrix (see Section 6.2). How-
ever, the SVD is mathematically equivalent. Suppose
A € R™*™  Tts SVD is then given by the orthogo-
nal matrices U € R™*™ and V € R"*" such that
UTAV = ¥ = diag(oy,...,0,) where ¢ = min(m,n)
and 01 > 09 > ... > 04. By this definition, A = vEU7T,
UUT =T and VVT =1, so
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ATA = (VvXTUT)(UDVT)
ATA = veTevT

ATA =Vdiag (0},...,02) VT

If we set A = R, we see that this V and
the V above that diagonalizes the covariance matrix
C must be equivalent and that the singular values
are related to the eigenvalues of the covariance by
02 = ¢;. To compute ZX" from this representation,
we can write ¥t = diag ((67)7Y2, ..., (c%)7V?) =

diag (01_1, e 0;,1). Equation 1 becomes

ZXl =RvE~L
Replacing R with its SVD gives

ZKl —(uxnvT)ve-!
= UzIiz!
= U.

Thus, the left singular vectors U of the reference ma-
trix R are the basis ZX¥ we computed in Section 2.

For N reference images and p pixels where p > N, it is
advantageous to compute ZKT from the N x N image-to-
image covariance matrix rather than the N x p matrix of
vectorized images. Eigenvectorization of the image-to-
image covariance is an O(N?) problem, while the SVD
requires O(pN?) operations. For data where N exceeds
p, the SVD is preferred as the matrix can always be
transposed such that the cost is O(Np?).

The case where N exceeds p may arise not only when
an exceptionally long sequence of images is taken, but
also when the number of pixels p is reduced through
masking or dividing the image into search regions that
each contain far fewer pixels than the entire image does.

4. MODIFICATION OF THE SVD TO OBTAIN
UPDATED EIGENIMAGES

When processing differential imaging data from
ground-based telescopes,  and R are just submatrices
of a larger observations matrix X € RP*V+D whose
columns we will call X = [Zy,...,Zn4+1]. While pro-
cessing all N 4 1 frames, each column of X will take
its turn as the target ¢ and all other columns will form
the reference. Other exclusion schemes are possible, e.g.
based on field rotation or wavelength difference to pre-
vent overlap of an astrophysical signal. What follows
removes of one column of X, but will readily generalize
to removal of multiple observations.

To process frame 1,
t=2=2; and R = [Ty, ..., %1, Tit1, oy TN+1)-

To compute ¢, we would find the SVD of R = UXVT
and truncate to the first k£ singular values and vectors
(or, equivalently, compute a rank-k thin SVD) to obtain
R =~ UkEkvg. Then, we would calculate Equation 2
with ZKL = Uy,.

We would repeat this procedure for every frame i €
[1, N +1]. This gives KLIP with differential imaging un-
fortunate O(pN?) scaling. (For calculation of ZXL from
the covariance, O(N*).) However, we can exploit the
fact that the left singular vectors we recompute corre-
spond to reference matrices R that differ from X only
by the presence or absence of some columns.

Brand (2006) developed an identity for additive (and
subtractive) modifications of an SVD, which we will ap-
ply to our matrices. Suppose that we have already com-
puted the SVD of our full data set through a standard
solver to obtain X = UyXgVy. After truncation, this
gives a low-rank approximation, X ~ Uy j 207;6V§ k- We
want to find the low-rank or truncated SVD of R, that
is, X without column <.

To modify the data matrix to remove &;, we express
R = X + AB7, the sum of X and the product of two
low rank matrices A € RP*¢, B € RV+D*c The ad-
dition of AB” will zero ¢ columns of the resulting ma-
trix by adding —#; to column ¢ for every i removed.
It can be verified that the left singular vectors of an
m X (n + 1) matrix with an excess column of zeros are
identical to those for a m X m matrix where the col-
umn is omitted entirely—up to a sign factor. (This sign
factor is unimportant for starlight subtraction, as the
product ZEL(ZKM)T in Equation 2 will cancel it out,
but it should be accounted for when comparing singular
vectors produced by different algorithms.)

In this case, c = 1, A = Z;, and B is a vector of zeros
where the ith component has been set to —1. When re-
moving multiple columns, each column of A corresponds
to the contents of the column to remove, and each col-
umn of B has a —1 in the row corresponding to the index
of the removed column in the original matrix.

The sum X + AB7” can be expressed in terms of X’s
SVD as

3 0

X+ ABT = [U; A] [V, B]T. (4)

We want to modify the truncated SVD of rank k, so
Equation 4 becomes

3or O

X +AB” =~ [Ug; A] 0’ I ] Vo BI". (5

s
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The left and right block matrices may be rewritten as

1U7,A]

Upr Al =[Upi P
[Uox A [O,k]ORA—

(6)

and

[Vor Bl =[Vo,i Q] [

IV(?,,CB

0 nn (7)

where P is an orthogonal basis of the column space
of (I— UO,kUg:k,)A (which may be obtained by QR de-
composition) and Ra = PT(I — U Uf,)A. Q and
Rp are defined similarly for Vj ; and B.

The additional column(s) in P capture the compo-
nent(s) of A orthogonal to Uy, and Ra represents that
component in terms of P. By substituting Equations 6
& 7 into Equation 4, we obtain

X + AB” ~ [Uy, PJK[Vo: Q]F (8)

where we have defined K as

K lI Ul A o)

0 Ra

ok 0 I V({kB
0 I 0 Rsg

Brand (2006) notes the number of columns of P and
number of rows of Ra are equal to the rank of this or-
thogonal component, and may be zero. Since we are
removing columns of X, our A matrix contains data al-
ready incorporated in Uy, and our B matrix contains
data already incorporated in Vg . Evaluating P, Ra,
Q, and Ry when removing columns confirms that all
their entries are very nearly zero. In fact, the component
captured by P is exactly the residual starlight after sub-
tracting the reconstruction, and incorporating it would
produce an eigenbasis that almost perfectly subtracts t.
As we are interested in the residuals @ = ¢ — £, this is an
undesirable effect. Therefore, we should ignore P, Ra,
Q, and Rp, treating them as if they had zero rows and
columns, simplifying Equations 8 & 9 to:

X +AB" ~ Ug i KV{, (10)

and

30
01

I

K =[U{ A
' vi,.B

I
vi,.B
K=  X+Uj,AV(,B. (11)

= [2 UoT,kA]

To obtain the updated SVD X +AB7T = UkEng we
must re-diagonalize K as K = WX, Y7 by computing
an SVD of reduced cost O(k?).

By substituting this diagonalization for K into Equa-
tion 10, we obtain

X+ABT =R ~(Ug;W)Zp (Vo V)T (12)
~ UkEkV{

By the definition of the SVD, W and Y are orthogonal
matrices, and so are the products Uy W and Vg, Y.
Therefore U, = Uy W are the left singular vectors,
Vi = VoY are the right singular vectors, and X, is
the diagonal matrix of the updated singular values.

Thus we have updated the SVD by removing data
from, or “downdating,” the lower-rank decomposed rep-
resentation of X directly.

5. PRACTICAL CONSIDERATIONS FOR
IMPLEMENTATION

This algorithm is straightforward to implement with
basic matrix operations and an SVD solver from a li-
brary (e.g. LAPACK, Intel MKL). Table 1 summarizes
the symbols used above and their dimensions for the
benefit of the implementer.

Superfluous operations can be eliminated by noting
that the right singular vectors V are not necessary for
KLIP, and the product Vo ;Y need not be calculated.
Furthermore, we have assumed that the rank-k represen-
tation of the data captures all the information necessary
for starlight subtraction, so the product UakA is just
—EoJcﬁT where ¥ is the ith row vector of Vg . Simi-
larly, V({kB is just ¥7. (In effect, we are removing the
vector U07kUakfrather than £.)

To prevent the erosion of numerical accuracy, it
is helpful to compute the decomposition of X =
U k+120,k+1 Vo,k+1 and use k + 1 singular vectors and
values through the algorithm in Section 4, truncating
to ZEL = Uy, just before evaluating Equation 2. When
removing more than one column per iteration, the rank
of the initial decomposition should be increased by that
number of singular values to mitigate errors at greater
k.

We have omitted discussion of the difference in mean
for each set of reference images, assuming the difference
between the mean image of the entire set of references
and the mean of a subset with some frames excluded is
small. This approximation holds as long as the number
of images removed, ¢, is much smaller than N.

Finally, note that the UyX¥;V} computed in Equa-
tion 12 is the SVD not of a modification to X but rather
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Table 1. Summary of symbols and dimensions

Symbol Dimensions Description

N Number of frames used in the reference set

P Number of pixels in a search region

k Number of modes (eigenvectors or singular vectors) used in starlight subtraction

2 P Mean-subtracted target image unwrapped into the entries of a vector

7 P Mean-subtracted reference image unwrapped into the entries of a vector

R px N Matrix of mean-subtracted reference images

C N x N Image to image covariance matrix

€ N Vector of eigenvalues of C arranged in descending order

ZXr px N Karhunen-Loeve basis for R

ZXL pxk Truncated Karhunen-Loeve basis for R

Uy pxk First k left singular vectors of R, equal to ZKY

3k kxk Diagonal matrix of the k largest singular values of R

Vi N x k First k right singular vectors of R

T; P A mean-subtracted image unwrapped into the entries of a vector

X pxX N+1 Matrix of all mean-subtracted data

c Number of columns to add or remove from X

A pXc Matrix whose columns are the columns z; of X to be removed

B N X c Matrix of zeros with a —1 in the row of each column that corresponds to the column index in X to be removed
Uo pxk First k left singular vectors of X
3ok kxk Diagonal matrix of the k largest singular values of X
Vo,k N x k First k right singular vectors of X

K kxk Matrix representing the original singular values and low-rank modification to be re-diagonalized
w kxk Rotation of the left singular vectors multiplied on the left by Ug x to obtain Uy
Y kxk Rotation of the right singular vectors multiplied on the left by Vy ; to obtain Vy

to U07k207kV({k, and the two are not strictly equal un-
less rank(X) < k. The numerical experiments in Sec-
tion 6 show that this approximation has little impact on
the recovered signal-to-noise ratio of a planet.

6. PERFORMANCE

6.1. Impact on recovered signal to noise

400

300

200

100

—100

To evaluate the impact of algorithm choice on signal-

) ’ . S Figure 1. NACO ADI observations of 8 Pictoris b pro-
to-noise ratio (SNR) with realistic data, we used obser-

cessed by recomputing eigenimages for each frame (left) and

vations of 8 Pictoris b from Absil et al. (2013) made
available as part of the VIP software package (Gonzalez
et al. 2017). An example of the final KLIP4+ADI out-
put for the existing and modified SVD algorithms can
be seen in Figure 1. The effect of algorithm choice and
number of modes k used is summarized by Figure 2.
The SVD modification algorithm does not result in nu-
merically identical values for SNR at various k modes
when compared with direct computation of the singu-
lar vectors or eigenvectors, but we are satisfied that it
performs comparably.

6.2. Theoretical

by modifying the SVD (right), subtracting starlight, and
combining the images by summing after derotation. In both
cases, k = 30 modes, N = 60 reference frames (from a total
of 61), p = 10* pixels. The structure in the residuals is not
identical, and the SVD modification provides slightly better
throughput, though this does not appear to be significant.

As we are most interested in the case where number of
observations exceeds number of pixels, we will assume
N > p in the following.

The cost of the image-to-image covariance calculation
is O(N® + pN?) per frame, where the cubed term is
due to the eigenvectorization (Golub & Van Loan 2013,
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Figure 2. Comparison of recovered SNR for the data from
Figure 1 as a function of £ modes for KLIP with a single set
of eigenimages computed from the entire dataset (without
any frame exclusion), KLIP with ZXL recomputed at each
frame from C with the target frame excluded, and KLIP
with ZKY computed via SVD modification to exclude the
target frame. In terms of recovered signal to noise ratio,
the SVD modification algorithm from this work provides the
same advantages as recomputing ZK" at each frame when
compared to a naive KLIP with a single ZK" for all images.

§8.3) and the other term is due to the matrix product
to calculate the covariance matrix C. The pixel-to-pixel
covariance calculation, useful when N > p, has complex-
ity O(p3+Np?) per frame. When only k eigenvectors are
needed, the costs are O(N?k +pN?) and O(p*k + Np?),
respectively.

The current state of the art in calculating intractably
large SVDs is a randomized algorithm (Halko et al.
2011), which can provide a highly accurate approxima-
tion of the SVD in O(Nplog(k)+ (N +p)k?) time. Halko
gives the scaling behavior for the conventional low-rank
SVD as O(Npk).

So far, we have discussed the computational cost of
computing Z}C{L for each frame in isolation. When an-
alyzing a sequence of frames, each of these estimates
will be multiplied by an additional factor of N for the
number of frames on which the procedure is repeated to
obtain the total cost. The algorithm we have developed
sidesteps this additional N factor by amortizing the cost
of the initial decomposition over the N frames.

The SVD modification algorithm we have applied to
KLIP costs O((N + 1)p?) for an initial deterministic
SVD and O(k® + pk?) for each iteration of the re-
decomposition and computation of Uy from Ug ;i W.
Dividing the full initial decomposition cost by the num-
ber of frames gives a complexity of O(p? + k% + pk?)
for finding the eigenimages of a single frame. In other
words, the total cost will still increase linearly with NV,
but the per-frame cost will remain constant. This is in

contrast to the other algorithms mentioned above, in
which the cost of processing a single frame depends on
the total number of frames, with execution time growing
quadratically (or faster) with V.

6.3. Empirical

To validate this algorithm we developed a Python im-
plementation of KLIP+ADI into which we could sub-
stitute different schemes for recomputing the SVD, as
well as different solver routines.! After verifying that
all algorithms produced equivalent signal-to-noise ratios
on test data (Section 6.1), we compared execution times
between KLIP implemented by:

e finding eigenvectors of image-to-image covariance
matrix C for each frame,

e computing the SVD of a new R for each frame,

e computing the randomized SVD of a new R for
each frame following Halko et al. (2011) using an
implementation from scikit-learn (Pedregosa
et al. 2011)

e or modifying the rank-k SVD of X with our algo-
rithm.

Where applicable, we compared between Intel MKL
(CPU), MAGMA (CPU/GPU hybrid), and cuSolver
(GPU) linear algebra solvers for the implementation of
these algorithms. Timings at a variety of N for k = 200
modes are shown in Figure 3. In the interests of clar-
ity, a subset of algorithm/solver combinations are shown
(chosen to show each algorithm with the shortest run-
time achieved, whichever device or library that may have
used).

The characteristics of KLIP applied to differential
imaging data, in which the references and target frames
are drawn from the same set of observations, mean that
our algorithm to perform N updates to the SVD can
outperform N randomized SVD computations—which
is the algorithm with the next-best asymptotic scaling
exponent. The randomized SVD may nevertheless be
useful for the initial computation of the rank-k SVD
that this algorithm modifies.

Classic rotate-and-stack ADI, in which a mean image
is subtracted, the frames are rotated, and the images
are combined by median or mean pixel values, scales
linearly in N. Figure 3 shows that our SVD modification
algorithm also exhibits (nearly) linear scaling over 300 <
N < 10%

L Available as Long (2021) and at
https://github.com/joseph-long/svd-downdate-klip
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Figure 3. Actual runtimes for the algorithms tested. N was varied by taking different slices from a 10,000 plane datacube. For
algorithms that can take advantage of GPUs or alternative solvers, the combination that produced the best runtime at N = 10*
frames was chosen to plot. After applying a mask to subset the data, the total number of pixels per plane used was p = 6817.
Benchmarked on a UA HPC Ocelote cluster node with 250 GB RAM, an NVIDIA Tesla P100 GPU with 16 GB of GPU RAM,

and a 28 core Intel Xeon E5-2680 v.4 CPU.

Prior to developing this algorithm, we evaluated GPU
computation as a possible path to speeding up KLIP.
However, the general SVD solver for the GPU in cu-
Solver is notably slower than CPU and CPU/GPU hy-
brid algorithms. We note that cuSolver is slightly faster
than MAGMA or MKL at solving symmetric eigenprob-
lems at large N, but overall did not deliver a dramatic
speedup to the existing algorithm. Fortunately, not
only is CPU/GPU hybrid computation of the modified
SVD algorithm faster, computers typically have far more
RAM than GPU memory, allowing us to postpone in-
vestigating out-of-core algorithms.

Compared to the theoretical scaling for existing algo-
rithms, execution time increases more slowly than ex-
pected with increasing N. This implies that our execu-
tion time is not dominated by number of floating point
operations. Nevertheless, the predicted linear scaling is
accurate to a good approximation for the modified SVD
algorithm.

7. CONCLUSIONS

We have described how to apply a mathematical iden-
tity to efficiently recompute the truncated SVD of a ma-
trix after removing a subset its columns. We applied this
to the computationally expensive problem of obtaining
Karhunen-Loeve eigenimages for starlight subtraction
when the target and reference images are drawn from
the same set of observations. This technique computes
ZXL for each frame in an ADI sequence in < 1/2 the
time at N = 300 and < 1/140 the time at N = 10* when

compared with the most efficient algorithms. It exhibits
near-linear scaling as N — oo, making it useful for large
datasets. Our comparison of CPU and GPU implemen-
tations of the solver routines shows hybrid techniques
are advantageous.

Computing modified KL bases for each frame of large-
N data cubes was formerly intractable due to the scal-
ing properties of KLIP with varying reference sets. We
believe this technique will enable analysis of large-N,
short-integration data cubes that capture short-lifetime
speckles without compromises. This in turn accelerates
KLIP hyperparameter searches, such as for search region
geometry and exclusion amount. Future work will inves-
tigate the starlight subtraction performance at large N
and k for data cubes produced by MagAO-X and other
ExAQO systems.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

JDL thanks Jennifer Lumbres for her assistance with
debugging linear algebra notation on paper.

The authors thank the Heising-Simons Foundation
(Grant #2020-1824), NSF AST (#1625441, MagAO-X),
and NASA APRA (#80NSSC19K0336) for their sup-
port. They would also like to thank the anonymous
reviewer for helpful comments that improved the clarity
of this work.

This work used High Performance Computing (HPC)
resources supported by the University of Arizona TRIF,



8 LONG ET AL.

UITS, and the Office for Research, Innovation, and Im-
pact (RII) and maintained by the UArizona Research
Technologies department.

Software: NumPy (Harris et al. 2020), CuPy (https:
//cupy.dev/), MAGMA (Tomov et al. 2010), PyTorch
(Paszke et al. 2019) , scikit-learn (Pedregosa et al.
2011), matplotlib (Hunter 2007, Caswell et al. 2020),
IPython/Jupyter (Pérez & Granger 2007, Kluyver
et al. 2016), cuSolver (https://developer.nvidia.com/
cusolver), Intel MKL (https://software.intel.com/mk])

REFERENCES

Absil, O., Milli, J., Mawet, D., et al. 2013, A&A, 559, L12,
doi: 10.1051,/0004-6361/201322748

Amara, A., & Quanz, S. P. 2012, MNRAS, 427, 948,
doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21918.x

Biller, B. A., Close, L., Lenzen, R., et al. 2004, in Society of
Photo-Optical Instrumentation Engineers (SPIE)
Conference Series, Vol. 5490, Advancements in Adaptive
Optics, ed. D. Bonaccini Calia, B. L. Ellerbroek, &
R. Ragazzoni, 389-397, doi: 10.1117/12.552164

Brand, M. 2006, Linear Algebra and its Applications, 415,
20 , doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.1aa.2005.07.021

Caswell, T. A., Droettboom, M., Lee, A., et al. 2020,
matplotlib/matplotlib: REL: v3.3.2, v3.3.2, Zenodo,
doi: 10.5281/zenodo.4030140

Golub, G. H., & Van Loan, C. F. 2013, Matrix
Computations, 4th edn. (The Johns Hopkins University
Press)

Gonzalez, C. A. G., Wertz, O., Absil, O., et al. 2017, The
Astronomical Journal, 154, 7,
doi: 10.3847/1538-3881/aa73d7

Guyon, O., & Males, J. in press, The Astronomical Journal,
arXiv:1707.00570. https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.00570

Halko, N., Martinsson, P. G., & Tropp, J. A. 2011, STAM
Review, 53, 217, doi: 10.1137/090771806

Hall, P., Marshall, D., & Martin, R. 2000, IEEE
Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine
Intelligence, 22, 1042, doi: 10.1109/34.877525

Harris, C. R., Millman, K. J., van der Walt, S. J., et al.
2020, Nature, 585, 357, doi: 10.1038/s41586-020-2649-2

Haug-Baltzell, A., Males, J. R., Morzinski, K. M., et al.
2016, in Proceedings of SPIE - The International Society
for Optical Engineering, 99130F, doi: 10.1117/12.2234095

Hunter, J. D. 2007, Computing in Science & Engineering, 9,
90, doi: 10.1109/MCSE.2007.55

Kluyver, T., Ragan-Kelley, B., Pérez, F., et al. 2016, in
Positioning and Power in Academic Publishing: Players,
Agents and Agendas, ed. F. Loizides & B. Schmidt, IOS
Press, 87 — 90

Lafreniére, D., Marois, C., Doyon, R., Nadeau, D., &
Artigau, E. 2007, ApJ, 660, 770, doi: 10.1086/513180

Long, J. D. 2021, joseph-long/svd-downdate-klip: Initial
release, v1.0, Zenodo, doi: 10.5281/zenodo.4413345

Macintosh, B., Poyneer, L., Sivaramakrishnan, A., &
Marois, C. 2005, in Astronomical Adaptive Optics
Systems and Applications II, ed. R. K. Tyson &

M. Lloyd-Hart, Vol. 5903, International Society for
Optics and Photonics (SPIE), 170 — 177,
doi: 10.1117/12.627854

Marois, C., Lafreniere, D., Doyon, R., Macintosh, B., &
Nadeau, D. 2006, ApJ, 641, 556, doi: 10.1086/500401

Paszke, A., Gross, S., Massa, F., et al. 2019, in Advances in
Neural Information Processing Systems 32, ed.

H. Wallach, H. Larochelle, A. Beygelzimer,
F. d'Alché-Buc, E. Fox, & R. Garnett (Curran
Associates, Inc.), 8024-8035

Pedregosa, F., Varoquaux, G., Gramfort, A., et al. 2011,
Journal of Machine Learning Research, 12, 2825

Pérez, F., & Granger, B. E. 2007, Computing in Science
and Engineering, 9, 21, doi: 10.1109/MCSE.2007.53

Ross, D. A., Lim, J., Lin, R.-S., & Yang, M.-H. 2008,
International Journal of Computer Vision, 77, 125,
doi: 10.1007/s11263-007-0075-7

Savransky, D. 2015, The Astrophysical Journal, 800, 100,
doi: 10.1088/0004-637X,/800/2/100

Soummer, R., Pueyo, L., & Larkin, J. 2012, ApJL, 755,
128, doi: 10.1088/2041-8205/755/2/L28

Sparks, W. B., & Ford, H. C. 2002, ApJ, 578, 543,
doi: 10.1086/342401

Tomov, S., Dongarra, J., & Baboulin, M. 2010, Parallel
Computing, 36, 232, doi: 10.1016/j.parco.2009.12.005


https://cupy.dev/
https://cupy.dev/
https://developer.nvidia.com/cusolver
https://developer.nvidia.com/cusolver
https://software.intel.com/mkl
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201322748
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21918.x
http://doi.org/10.1117/12.552164
http://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.laa.2005.07.021
http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4030140
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/aa73d7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.00570
http://doi.org/10.1137/090771806
http://doi.org/10.1109/34.877525
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2649-2
http://doi.org/10.1117/12.2234095
http://doi.org/10.1109/MCSE.2007.55
http://doi.org/10.1086/513180
http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4413345
http://doi.org/10.1117/12.627854
http://doi.org/10.1086/500401
http://doi.org/10.1109/MCSE.2007.53
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11263-007-0075-7
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/800/2/100
http://doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/755/2/L28
http://doi.org/10.1086/342401
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.parco.2009.12.005

	1 Introduction
	2 The method of Karhunen-Loève image projections (KLIP)
	3 Equivalence of image-to-image covariance and direct SVD
	4 Modification of the SVD to obtain updated eigenimages
	5 Practical considerations for implementation
	6 Performance
	6.1 Impact on recovered signal to noise
	6.2 Theoretical
	6.3 Empirical

	7 Conclusions

