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Abstract. The Earth’s ionosphere introduces systematic effects that limit the performance of a radio interferom-
eter at low frequencies (. 1 GHz). These effects become more pronounced for severe geomagnetic activities or
observations involving longer baselines of the interferometer. The uGMRT, a pathfinder for the Square Kilometre
Array (SKA), is located in between the northern crest of the Equatorial Ionisation Anomaly (EIA) and the magnetic
equator. Hence, this telescope is more prone to severe ionospheric conditions and is a unique radio interferometer
for studying the ionosphere. Here, we present 235 MHz observations with the GMRT, showing significant iono-
spheric activities over a solar minimum. In this work, we have characterised the ionospheric disturbances observed
with the GMRT and compared them with ionospheric studies and observations with other telescopes like the VLA,
MWA and LOFAR situated at different magnetic latitudes. We have estimated the ionospheric total electron con-
tent (TEC) gradient over the full GMRT array which shows an order of magnitude higher sensitivity compared to
the Global Navigation Satellite System (GNSS). Furthermore, this article uses the ionospheric characteristics esti-
mated from the observations with uGMRT, VLA, LOFAR and MWA to forecast the effects on the low-frequency
observations with the SKA1-MID and SKA1-LOW in future.
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1. Introduction

The impact of the Earth’s ionosphere is one of the ma-
jor challenges in low-frequency (. 1.0 GHz) radio ob-
servations. It is a perturbing medium for transiono-
spheric radio signals measured by Earth-based radio
telescopes, which suffer from phase corruption. To per-
form sensitive measurements at low radio frequencies,
it is necessary to accurately calibrate the ionosphere-
induced path length differences from the measured sig-
nal.

The ionosphere consists of partially ionized
plasma, which extends from about 60 km to beyond
1000 km altitude, transitioning smoothly into the plas-
masphere. The ionosphere is formed as X-ray, and ex-
treme ultraviolet (EUV) light from the Sun provides the
energy that ionizes the atoms and molecules present in
the upper atmosphere. At nighttime, the recombination
process occurs, and the number of electron-ion pairs
decrease. Other sources such as cosmic rays, can ionize
the atmosphere, though not nearly as strong as the Sun.
At night, the electron density peak lies at an altitude
of about 250-500 km (see Mannucci et al., 1998). The

ionosphere is a highly dynamic region that varies with
latitude and time. The electron density changes dramat-
ically from local daytime to nighttime, peaking in the
early afternoon and progressively declining after mid-
night. The electron density increases as one descends
in the latitude of both hemispheres, reaching a max-
imum around the geomagnetic equator with a trough
somewhere between the geographic and geomagnetic
equators. As a result, the ionospheric activity is contin-
uously varied during the daytime and has unanticipated
changes during the nighttime, especially at low-latitude
regions (±20 degree magnetic latitudes).

The ionosphere has been investigated for decades
with ionosondes and global navigation satellite sys-
tem (GNSS) at a rough resolution (temporally 2 hour,
spatially 5◦ and 2.5◦ in longitude and latitude, respec-
tively; (see Arora et al., 2015). The ionosphere is typ-
ically measured in terms of column density of elec-
trons along the line of sight (LoS) or the total elec-
tron content (TEC) where a TEC unit or 1 TECU=1016

electrons/m2. These electrons act to refract the incom-
ing transionospheric signals of far-field astronomical
sources, introducing a delay that is often observed as
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a phase change in the radio observation. Because an in-
terferometer measures the phase difference across base-
lines, it cannot detect the total amount of phase con-
tributed because of the ionosphere. Instead, an interfer-
ometer measures the δTEC caused by the spatial varia-
tions in the ionosphere.

The Giant Metrewave Radio Telescope (GMRT)
(Swarup et al., 1991) is one of the largest fully
operational sensitive telescopes at low frequencies
(. 1 GHz). The configuration and geographic lo-
cation (latitude = 19◦ 05′ 35.2′′ N and longitude =

74◦ 03′ 01.7′′ E) makes this interferometer uniquely
sensitive to ionospheric disturbances between the mag-
netic equator and the northern crest of the Equato-
rial Ionization Anomaly (EIA) (see Appleton, 1946;
Chakraborty et al., 2020a,c; Ayyagari et al., 2020;
Ayyagari et al., 2022, and references therein) in the
Indian longitude sector. GMRT consists of 30 dishes
(each of 45 m diameter), 14 of them are randomly
placed in the central square of 1.4×1.4 km2 area, while
the remaining 16 dishes are placed along three arms,
each of 14 km (approximately) in a ‘Y’ shaped configu-
ration. Recently, GMRT has been upgraded to uGMRT
(Gupta et al., 2017), which has added extra capability
in terms of frequency coverage and sensitivity. Some
of the main features are (1) wide frequency coverage,
from 120 to 1450 MHz subdivided into four bands, re-
placing the original five bandwidth frequency bands
centered around 150, 235, 325, 610, 1420 MHz; (2) In-
stead of the 32 MHz bandwidth of the original GMRT
design, the maximum bandwidth is now 400 MHz; (3)
Improved receiver systems and better dynamic range1;
(4) The upgradation has been implemented with the
least possible disruption to the availability of the exist-
ing GMRT data for scientific observations. The config-
uration of uGMRT and wide frequency coverage gives
us the ability to observe and study the ionospheric fluc-
tuations over a broad range of scales discussed in Lons-
dale (2005) simultaneously. The calibration of iono-
spheric effects is a challenge for any radio interferom-
eter. Extensive studies with uGMRT may provide sub-
stantial information to calibrate out the ionospheric cor-
ruption from the signal for SKA1-LOW.

The upcoming SKA telescope (see Dewdney et al.,
2009; Braun et al., 2019) with exceptional sensitivity
and huge collecting area will address a wide range of
questions in astrophysics and cosmology. The SKA
phase 1 (SKA12) have started building at its two sites

1The ratio between the peak flux on the image and root mean square
noise in a region believed to be source free region.
2The readers are referred to Project summary of the SKA1 https:
//www.skatelescope.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/

22380_SKA_Project-Summary_v4_single-pages.pdf

- South Africa and Australia. The SKA1-LOW tele-
scope is being built in Western Australia at the Murchi-
son Radio-astronomy Observatory (MRO). It will fea-
ture 512 “field stations” located in a central core along
with three spiral arms stretching approximately 65 km,
with 256 dipole antennas in each station. This will be
a low-frequency array operating from 50 to 350 MHz.
On the other side, SKA1-MID is being built in the Ka-
roo region of the Northern Cape of South Africa. It
will consist of 133 SKA dishes (each of 15 m diame-
ter) and an additional 64 dishes (each of 13.5 m diame-
ter) from the MeerKAT telescope, totaling 197 dishes
of mixed array extending in a three-arm spiral con-
figuration with a maximum baseline of 150 km. This
array will be operational in four different bands 0.35-
1.05 GHz, 0.95-1.76 GHz, 4.60-8.50 GHz, and 8.30-
15.30 GHz. As these new telescope facilities become
operational with huge baselines and wide bandwidth,
the ionosphere would corrupt radio interferometric ob-
servations, especially for SKA1-LOW observation and
SKA1-MID band 1, and performing calibration will be-
come a challenging task.

The present paper is outlined as follows: in Sec. 2.
we summarise the ionospheric studies conducted using
Radars, Ionosondes, and GNSS. In Sec. 3. we present
the ionospheric effect on electromagnetic radiation at
low radio frequencies, as well as how the ionosphere
affects the data collected from any radio telescope. In
Sec. 4. we explore ionospheric structures with antenna-
based method using 235 MHz observation of GMRT.
In Sec. 5. we present field-based method to study the
ionospheric structures. In Sec. 6. we review the results
related to the scintillations obtained using GMRT. Fur-
ther, in Sec. 7. we forecast the calibration challenges
for future instruments like SKA because of ionospheric
effects. Finally, we summarise this article in Sec. 8.

2. Ionospheric studies using Radars, Ionosondes
and GNSS

There has been substantial progress with the observa-
tional analysis of the ionospheric F region, and the
scattering of signals from the irregularities in this re-
gion is obtained as spread F on spatial charts of radar
data and ionograms (see Woodman & La Hoz, 1976;
Fejer & Kelley, 1980; Bowman, 1990). Initial signa-
tures of plasma depletion were observed by the OGO-
6, a satellite that is placed in the polar orbit (see Han-
son & Sanatani, 1973). Ionospheric Scintillation (de-
fined as random, intense, and rapid fluctuations (usu-
ally of the order of tens of seconds to few minutes;
Kintner et al. 2007) in the amplitude and phase of a
transionospheric signal) study is crucial for understand-

https://www.skatelescope.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/22380_SKA_Project-Summary_v4_single-pages.pdf
https://www.skatelescope.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/22380_SKA_Project-Summary_v4_single-pages.pdf
https://www.skatelescope.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/22380_SKA_Project-Summary_v4_single-pages.pdf
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ing the spatial and temporal distribution of ionospheric
irregularities and understanding the physical processes
that lead to their formation. The ionospheric irregular-
ities emerge as intense bite-outs in the in-situ density
maps and cause scintillations in transionospheric satel-
lite links (see Kelley et al., 1976; McClure et al., 1977;
Basu et al., 1976; Basu & Whitney, 1983).

Generally, the nighttime spread F irregularities oc-
cur with various scale sizes (from less than a meter to
several kilometers), and the initial observations were
reported by Booker & Wells (1938). Sensitive measure-
ments using instruments like ionosondes, radars (co-
herent and incoherent scatter, HF Doppler), radioson-
des, GNSS satellite receivers, and various in-situ mea-
surements reveal the morphological features of spread
F and its long-term characteristics such as its tempo-
ral, spatial, and seasonal dependence of geographic and
geomagnetic factors. All these factors make the un-
derstanding of spread F phenomenon quite complicated
in terms of prediction of space weather modeling (see
Basu & Basu, 1985; Kelley, 1989; Fukao et al., 1991;
Mathews et al., 2001; Swartz et al., 2002; Chandra
et al., 2003; Xiao et al., 2007; Rastogi, 1977; Bowman,
1984, 1986, 1988a,b, 1990; Huang et al., 2011).

The variability of decorrelation time, cumulative
distribution functions of signal amplitude, fade dura-
tion, the distribution of phase and intensity rates, and
depolarization effects caused by diffractive scattering
have all been used to study the effects of scintillation on
communication systems using data from the equatorial
anomaly region (see Basu et al., 1983; Franke et al.,
1984; Franke & Liu, 1985; Basu et al., 1987). Even
though the concepts of amplitude and phase scintilla-
tion are well developed (see Priyadarshi, 2015, and ref-
erences therein), research efforts on phase scintillation
are less extensive than those on amplitude scintillation
(see Doherty et al., 2003). Given the same studies of
phase information of the received signals from GNSS,
especially at the sensitivity of 50 Hz sampling rate, pro-
vides a glimmer of hope for characterizing phase scin-
tillations in terms of frequency and intensity.

A recent development to study the ionosphere us-
ing the radar is the Ionospheric Field Station of the
University of Calcutta, located at Haringhata (22.93◦N,
88.50◦E geographic; magnetic dip: 36.20◦N) about
50 km North-East of Calcutta, that hosts a VHF radar
operational at 53 MHz. It is to be noted that this sta-
tion is not only on the Tropic of Cancer but also is
near the northern crest of the EIA. Some initial exper-
iments with this VHF radar brought forward that the
Field-aligned Irregularity (FAI) echoes at this location
are similar to those observed at the off-equatorial low
and middle latitude sites (see Yamamoto et al., 1991;
Murthy et al., 1998; Hysell & Burcham, 1999; Tsun-

oda et al., 1999; Woodman et al., 1999; Patra et al.,
2007; Li et al., 2010; Paul et al., 2021). As a result
of the fact that the FAIs get generated by the gradient
drift instability, some of these observed features could
be linked with the sporadic E formed by tidal winds and
gravity waves. Furthermore, as this location is situated
in the deep convective zone that launches short-period
gravity waves, these echoes, which are patchy in na-
ture, are important observations. These gravity waves,
accompanied by the associated winds, propagating up
to the E-region of the ionosphere, could form sporadic
E patches, which in turn becomes unstable and gener-
ates these FAIs.

While this section discusses the “traditional” iono-
spheric probes, in the following section we describe a
more sensitive probe, namely radio interferometers.

3. Effect of the ionosphere on radio interferometers

A radio interferometer directly measures the “spatial
coherence function” with the pair of antennas pointed
towards the sky (see Cornwell & Fomalont, 1999). The
function describes the far-field radiation pattern and by
performing the Fourier inversion of this function, one
gets an image of the intensity distribution of the sky
signal. The observed visibility (Vi j) for a baseline (i, j)
is given by the van-Cittert-Zernike theorem:

Vi j(u, v) = Gi j

∫
e−i(φi(l,m)−φ j(l,m))I(l,m)e−2πi(ui jl+vi jm)dldm

(1)

where I(l,m) is the brightness distribution of the sky,
Gi j(t) is “instrumental gain”. For an antenna i, the
phase for a point source at sky position (l,m) expressed
as φi(l,m), which is the effect of the ionosphere by sim-
ply adding a excess path length. However, the scale size
of ionospheric disturbances is ∼ a few hundred kilome-
ters, thus for a small field of view (FoV), it is often the
case where φi(l,m) is constant over the entire primary
beam.

Determining the effects of the ionosphere on low-
frequency arrays is challenging. Calibrating the data
for a continuously varying ionosphere is more chal-
lenging than calibrating for slowly varying instrumen-
tal gain. Any successful calibration technique must
limit the parameters of the ionosphere above the array
to the point where the interferometer phase is a delay
on any baseline, towards any point in the field of view
(FoV), at any moment during the observation, can be
properly measured and corrected for. Based on the re-
lationship between the three length scales which are
the physical scale size of ionospheric fluctuations (S)
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Figure 1. Schematic overview of four calibration regimes discussed by Lonsdale (2005) for low-frequency arrays. The
quantities A, S, and V are the array size on the ground, the ionospheric irregularities scale size, and the FoV at projected
ionospheric altitude respectively. For isoplanatic conditions (V<<S; Regime 1 and 2), the ionospheric phase rotation does
not vary much within the FoV of each antenna. For non-isoplanatic conditions (V&S; Regime 3 and 4), the ionospheric phase
rotation per antenna varies over the FoV.

with large enough electron content to cause consider-
able phase delay, different scales of the array (A) on
the ground and the projected size of the FoV (V) of
the individual antenna at a typical ionospheric height,
Lonsdale (2005) discussed four calibration regimes for
ionospheric phase calibration using these three length
scales. In Fig. 1, all four calibration regimes are shown.
Here, the array is represented by two antennas on the
ground observing through the ionosphere (grey struc-
tures) with the respective FoV (green, violet areas).

Due to relatively narrow beam patterns in regime
1 (A << S ; V << S) and regime 2 (A >> S ; V <<
S), each antenna observes an approximately ‘constant’
TEC across the FoV. Both these regimes, featuring a
narrow FoV, are readily dealt with “self-calibration”.
Short enough time scale is sufficient to remove the
ionospheric phase rotations from the visibilities. Rel-

atively wide beam patterns in regime 3 (A << S ; V
& S) and regime 4 (A >> S ; V & S) cause the an-
tenna to observe TEC ‘variation’ across the FoV. For
regime 3, TEC variation across the array for a single
viewing direction within the FoV is approximately a
gradient. This causes the apparent position of sources
to change with time and viewing direction, but there
is no source deformation. The calibration for such a
compact array requires a minimal number of param-
eters because each antenna observes the same part of
the FoV. For regime 4, TEC variation differs signifi-
cantly from a gradient for a single viewing direction
across the array. Individual lines of sight from different
antennas to one source may trace completely different
paths through the ionosphere. This causes a shift in
the source position and can deform the shape, which
varies with time and viewing direction. The calibration
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for such an extended array requires many parameters to
compute a full 3-dimensional ionospheric phase model.

For radio interferometers, propagation delay is the
dominant term, which is the effect of varying refractive
index ‘n’ of the ionospheric plasma along the wave tra-
jectories. The total propagation delay integrated along
the LoS at frequency ν results in phase rotation given
by:

φion = −
2πν

c

∫
(n − 1) dx (2)

For a constant ‘n’ in space and time, a constant phase
error will be present, resulting in a constant spatial shift
of the observed sources compared to the true sky. How-
ever, things get more complicated when ‘n’ strongly de-
pends on space and time.

Furthermore, the refractive index ‘n’ can be cal-
culated exactly for a cold, collisionless, magnetized
plasma (see Davies, 1990). Signals with frequencies
ν >> νp (Plasma frequency; ∼ 10 MHz for iono-
sphere), ‘n’ can be expanded (see Datta-Barua et al.,
2008) using third-order Taylor approximation, preserv-
ing terms up to ν−4, as:

n ≈ 1 −
q2

8π2meε0
·

ne

ν2 ±
q3

16π3m2
eε0
·

neB cos θ
ν3

−
q4

128π4m2
eε

2
0

16 ·
n2

e

ν4 −
q4

64π4m3
eε0
·

neB2(1 + cos2 θ)
ν4 ,

(3)

where, q is the electron charge, me is the electron
mass, ε0 is the electric permittivity in vacuum, ne is
the number density of free electrons, the magnetic field
strength is denoted by B and θ is the angle between
B and the propagation direction of an electromagnetic
wave. The first term is the dominant term and is re-
lated to dispersive delay proportional to the TEC along
the LoS. Higher terms can be ignored for frequencies
greater than a few hundred MHz. The second term is
due to Faraday rotation, where the positive and nega-
tive signs are associated with left-hand and right-hand
polarised signals, respectively. The last two terms are
usually ignored, but they are taken into account for ob-
servational frequencies below 40 MHz (see Hoque &
Jakowski, 2008).

If ionospheric variations are not mitigated, the
ionospheric phase terms can shift the apparent position
of objects in the image plane. When higher terms take
precedence, objects in the image plane become dis-
torted and in extreme circumstances almost disappear.
To accurately find astrophysical sources, calibration
of the additional phase due to the ionosphere is vital.
This phase term can help us study the ionosphere’s dy-
namics. For calibration, the required time-dependent,

direction-dependent, and antenna-based phase correc-
tions can only be determined to sufficient accuracy us-
ing the technique of self-calibration or field-based cal-
ibrations. Additionally, there is the requirement of
high time (order of 10 sec) resolution calibration of the
ionosphere to remove ionospheric-induced corruption
from the interferometric data for observational frequen-
cies below 300 MHz. The distribution of calibrator
sources across the field-of-view and a given array ge-
ometry leads to a dense sampling of the ionospheric
electron density that is spatially variable. Compared
with the sampling achieved from a dense grid of GNSS
receivers dedicated to ionospheric studies over a local
area, the radio-interferometric-based sampling is much
finer. Thus, the possibility of synergy to study the iono-
sphere to remove corruption from interferometric ob-
servations is possible, which is not achievable solely
by the dense grid of GNSS receivers over the globe (see
Kassim et al., 2010).

It is also crucial to note the higher sensitivity of a
radio interferometer to detect any changes in the elec-
tron density or electron content in the ionosphere than
the sensitivity provided by the present GNSS receivers.
Ionospheric electron density fluctuations are affected
by the nature of the solar disturbances, and the so-
lar activity follows variabilities at different temporal
scales. The variability of the dynamic ionosphere re-
sults from upward forcing by solar radiation. Various
solar activities that include radio bursts show flicker
noise characteristics as a function of time. Therefore,
the presence of this corruption term in the measurement
from a single antenna makes it necessary for perform-
ing high time resolution ionospheric calibration, mak-
ing a strong requirement on signal-to-noise in order to
perform fruitful ionospheric calibration.

4. Exploring ionospheric structures using Antenna
based Method

In this method to study the ionosphere, one observes a
single bright source at the phase center and measures
the varying phase on each baseline (a baseline refers to
the distance between a pair of antennas) as a function
of time. As electromagnetic signals from radio sources
pass through the ionosphere, the first-order phase term,
approximated using equations 2 and 3, is given by:

φion = 84.36
(

ν

100 MHz

)−1 (
TEC

1 TECU

)
radians (4)

From equation 4, one can infer that the difference in
TEC along the LoS to the two antennas is directly pro-
portional to the measured ionospheric induced phase.
This method will be referred to as the antenna-based
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Figure 2. Total electron content variation (in TECU) along the observation. All values are differential between each of
central square antenna and “C13” (chosen reference antenna). In each panel, the estimated uncertainty is also plotted in red.

method, which can study the temporal variation in dif-
ferential TEC (δTEC) corresponding to the projected
array onto the ionosphere. Several studies have used
this method to probe the ionosphere. Helmboldt et al.
(2012c) using VLA observations of a single bright
source in the FoV (Cygnus A) detected TEC variation
with an amplitude of < 10−3 TECU and TEC gradients
with an accuracy of about 0.2 mTECU km−1. In the
companion study, Helmboldt et al. (2012b) conducted
the spectral studies of TEC gradient measurements and
could detect and classify many medium-scale travel-
ing ionospheric disturbances (MSTIDs). Smaller waves
were also detected which move in similar directions as
the MSTIDs.

Using LOFAR, Mevius et al. (2016) found that
ionospheric irregularities (TEC) were anisotropic dur-
ing the night with a precision of 10−3 TEC when ob-
serving a bright quasar 3C 196. A power-law behav-
ior was also observed throughout the long-range base-
line lengths using data solely from nighttime observa-
tions during the winters of 2012 - 2013, explaining the
Kolmogorov turbulence in the ionosphere. Later, de
Gasperin, F. et al. (2018) demonstrated that scintillation
corrupts the visibility amplitudes at ultra-low frequen-
cies, resulting in an average of 30% of the data loss dur-
ing the night (compared to the daytime). Daytime ob-

servations are therefore encouraged, especially for the
LOFAR-EoR experiment. Combined analyses of LO-
FAR, GNSS, and ionosondes (see Fallows et al., 2020)
reveal that if large-scale and small-scale TIDs are trav-
eling perpendicular to each other, they cause instabili-
ties that break down large-scale structures into smaller
sizes.

We used GMRT observations obtained on August
06, 2012 from local midnight to post-sunrise hours
pointed at an astronomical source, 3C 68.2. The flag-
ging and calibration of the dataset (at 235 MHz) is per-
formed using Common Astronomy Software Applica-
tions3 (CASA), and the whole procedure is described
in Mangla & Datta (2022). It is important to note that,
during the observation, out of 30 antennas, four anten-
nas were not operational and several time-stamps were
flagged in nine antennas because of the low signal-to-
noise ratio. Thus, this analysis was performed with
the remaining 17 antennas (9 from central square and
8 from arms). Here, we will further study the out-
come of the calibration (i.e. antenna-based complex
gain solutions) when observing a bright radio source.
The low-frequency observation with GMRT often has
a low signal-to-noise ratio due to high sky temperature.

3CASA https://casa.nrao.edu/

https://casa.nrao.edu/
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Figure 3. Same as Fig. 2 but along the arm antennas of the GMRT. Differential TEC (δTEC in TECU) along North-Western,
Southern and North-Eastern antenna are plotted in blue, teal and green respectively.

To increase the signal-to-noise ratio, we used a longer
time interval by averaging the data over several time-
stamps while computing the complex gain solutions.
As the ionosphere tends to vary very quickly, averag-
ing over too many timestamps is not advisable. The
calibration is done at a shorter time scale (10 seconds)
to ensure accurate calibration and simultaneously track
ionosphere changes. Note that the data was taken at
a 0.5 sec time interval. Thus, averaging over 20 time-
stamps is a reasonable trade-off between decorrelation
and signal-to-noise ratio.

The complex antenna gain solutions contain the ef-
fects of the ionospheric phase term along with instru-
mental noise. To mitigate the instrumental noise we fol-
low a process called the continuum subtraction method
(see Mangla & Datta, 2022; Helmboldt et al., 2012c).
After obtaining the ionospheric phase term for each an-
tenna, we converted it to differential TEC using the
equation 4. The resulting differential TEC (δTEC) is
plotted for each antenna in Fig. 2 and 3. Furthermore,
we estimated the uncertainty by calculating the median
absolute deviation (MAD) of δTEC time series at each
time-step for a particular antenna. When determining
MAD for each time-step, the four closest time-steps
are also taken into account to increase the accuracy of
MAD computation. These MAD values are also plot-
ted to demonstrate the relative accuracy by which δTEC

is measured. The uncertainty in δTEC is of the or-
der of 1 × 10−3. The δTEC along each arm (Fig. 3)
is scaled with baseline length (antenna with respect to
reference antenna “C13”), which shows that the δTEC
is proportional to baseline length. Different patterns are
observed along three arms (Fig. 3), thus the ionosphere
not only varies in time but also in space. It also signi-
fies that wave(s) are traveling in different directions or a
dominant wave is propagating with smaller wave(s) (in
different directions). By studying the spectral analysis
of such patterns, one can extract the speed, direction
and size of such dominant pattern(s) over the full array
(see Helmboldt et al., 2012b, Mangla et al., in prep.).

Measuring the TEC gradient is critical to under-
stand TEC fluctuations better, as GMRT is sensitive to-
wards δTEC between antenna pairs. Before comput-
ing the TEC gradient, geometric correction must be
done to the data such that the measured δTEC (slant
δTEC) would correspond to vertical δTEC using a thin
shell approximation of the Earth’s ionosphere located
at an altitude of maximum electron density or “peak
height”. The peak height is estimated using the IRI
Plas4 software using the geophysical location of GMRT

4IRI extended to Plasmasphere http://www.ionolab.org/
iriplasonline/

http://www.ionolab.org/iriplasonline/
http://www.ionolab.org/iriplasonline/
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Figure 4. The fitted coefficients (p0 to p4) along the obser-
vation. These coefficients are fitted using the second-order
polynomial equation independently for each time step
using each of antenna pairs. The estimated-error for each
coefficient is also mentioned in the respective panel.

and time of the observation. It is to be noted that the IRI
Plas shows the closest variation to the observed elec-
tron density or TEC values under disturbed conditions
over the Indian longitude sector, compared to the other
standard ionospheric models, due to IRI Plas model’s
ability to account for electron density distribution up
to the plasmaspheric altitudes (see Chakraborty et al.,
2020b). The geometric correction is well described in
Mangla & Datta (2022) (Appendix A). After applying
the correction to each antenna’s δTEC time series, one
can measure the TEC gradient over the entire array.

The two-dimensional TEC surface over the ar-
ray can be computed using the second-order two-
dimensional Taylor series (maximum baseline for the
array is smaller than transient ionospheric waves),
which has the following form:

TEC = p0 x + p1 y + p2 x2 + p3 y2 + p4 x y + p5 (5)

where x and y are antenna positions along with north-
south and east-west directions. p0 to p5 are the polyno-
mial coefficients. By calculating the difference of δTEC
between antenna pairs (120 baselines) at each time step,
one can increase the accuracy of these polynomial co-
efficients/parameters. Thus, equation 5 transforms into

the following form:

δTECi − δTEC j = p0 (xi − x j) + p1 (yi − y j)

+ p2 (x2
i − x2

j) + p3 (y2
i − y2

j)
+ p4 (xi yi − x j y j) (6)

where subscripts i and j correspond to different an-
tenna pairs (where i , j). It is important to note
that the fitting is done independently at each time step,
thus conserving the temporal and spatial TEC varia-
tion over the array. The obtained polynomial coeffi-
cients are shown in Fig. 4 along with the standard er-
ror for each coefficient. One can easily notice that the
amplitude for the p1 coefficient (along the east-west
direction) is significantly high during the local night-
time. The same phenomenon is observed for p0 coef-
ficient (along north-south direction) during the sunrise
hour (around 6:00 AM), which is a known behavior of
MSTIDs, commonly detected around sunrise and sun-
set time (see Hernández-Pajares et al., 2006). Varia-
tions in higher-order coefficients (p2 to p4) are more sig-
nificant during the nighttime, suggesting unanticipated
ionospheric changes in and around the EIA region dur-
ing these local times.

5. Exploring ionospheric structures using Field
Based Method

The wide-field radio interferometers can observe many
celestial radio sources simultaneously, thus providing a
large number of isotropically distributed pierce points
(see Cohen & Röttgering, 2009; Jordan et al., 2017).
The phase is measured by analyzing the source posi-
tion shifts rather than antenna-based solutions. This ap-
proach is known as the field-based method/calibration.
The components of the TEC gradient along the LoS to
the source averaged over the array and the time inter-
val used to generate the image are proportional to the
observed position shifts of a given source. As radio
telescopes measure differential phases between pairs of
antennas, the phase delay between the signal path arriv-
ing at a pair of antennas causes an apparent positional
shift in the actual source location given by an angle:

θ =
λ

L
∆φ

2π
(7)

where λ is the observational wavelength, L is the base-
line length, and ∆φ is the difference in ionospheric
phase delays between pairs of antennas. If the iono-
spheric phase delay changes linearly across an array, all
baselines “observe” the same position shift for a given
source, and the image of a celestial source is merely
moved from its true sky position. Using equations 4
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Figure 5. The 16 sec moving averaged (blue curve) ampli-
tude data and the corresponding amplitude (grey curve) of
signal recorded at GMRT with a sampling interval of 108 ms
on March 29, 2004 using signal from 3C 218 at 327, 610,
and 1420 MHz respectively, during 19.2-22.1 Local Time
(LT; UTC+05:30). [Adapted from DasGupta et al. (2008)]

and 7, TEC gradient along a direction r on the ground
to the observed angular shift in the same direction θr, is
given by (see Cohen & Röttgering, 2009; Helmboldt &
Hurley-Walker, 2020):

d
dr

TEC = 1.2×10−4
(

ν

100MHz

)2 (
θr

1′′

)
TECU km−1 (8)

If the ionospheric phase delay does not change lin-
early across the array and higher-order terms (curva-
ture) are also present, the image will become distorted
along with the actual sky position.

Several studies have used such methods to probe
the ionosphere like Helmboldt et al. (2012a) conducted
the spectral analysis of 29 bright radio sources’ posi-
tional shift in a single FoV to detect wavelike distur-
bances at 74 MHz using VLA. Later, Loi et al. (2015)
investigated the ionosphere using a power spectrum
study of ionospheric fluctuation (calculated using radio
source positional offsets), which revealed TID charac-
teristics.

Helmboldt & Hurley-Walker (2020) used 200 hours
of MWA’s GLEAM survey (see Wayth et al., 2015) data
to create images of ionospheric structures. The spectral

Figure 6. The 16 sec moving averaged (blue curve) phase
data and the corresponding phase (grey curve) of signal
recorded at GMRT with a sampling interval of 108 ms on
March 29, 2004 using signal from 3C 218 at 327, 610, and
1420 MHz respectively, during 19.2-22.1 Local Time (LT;
UTC+05:30). [Adapted from DasGupta et al. (2008)]

analysis of these images revealed distinct characteris-
tics in the nighttime ionospheric activity, like the gen-
eration of MSTIDs in association with sporadic E (Es).

To date, no field-based study has been accom-
plished using GMRT to the best of our knowledge.
There are many observations of several deep fields car-
ried out using uGMRT (see Chakraborty et al., 2019;
Mazumder et al., 2020) or all-sky radio survey (TGSS
survey) at 150 MHz Intema et al. (2017a) which may be
used to study the ionosphere over the Indian longitude
sector.

6. Estimation of Amplitude Scintillation using the
GMRT

The previous sections discuss about the ionospheric ef-
fect on the phase of the radio interferometers. In this
section, we summarize a previous work by DasGupta
et al. (2008) to show that the ionospheric effects on the
amplitude of radio interferometer visibilities have also
been detected in an earlier campaign in the declining
phase of solar cycle 23. Using the GMRT, they have
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presented observational results related to the identifi-
cation of the precursors of scintillations of the iono-
sphere on the TEC and the phase of a radio signal. The
data was taken using different antenna pairs at multiple
and broad range of frequencies (VHF to L-band) during
March of 2004 which was the declining phase of 23rd

solar cycle. A representative case of March 29, 2004,
has been shown here. They had recorded the amplitude
and phase of the interferometric signal from 3C 218
(a radio source) on March 29, 2004 at the frequencies
327, 610 and 1420 MHz and at a sampling interval of
108 ms. On the same day, they observed scintillation
patches on the amplitude and the phase channels. Fig. 5
and 6 show these observed data during 19.20-22.10 LT
for the GMRT antenna pairs C05-C06, C01-C02 and
C10-C14 at 327, 610 and 1420 MHz, respectively.

It can be observed from Fig. 5 that there had been
patches of scintillation that had occurred on March 29,
2004, in the 327 MHz panel. The duration of these
patches begin from 20.85-20.89 LT, 20.96-21.00 LT,
21.11-21.26 LT, 21.41-21.85 LT, and 22.00-22.08 LT.
It is to be noted that on the same night, the signal’s am-
plitude dropped down to zero during 19.20-19.52 LT,
20.87-20.90 LT, 20.95-21.02 LT, and 21.11-22.08 LT
when the antenna was pointed away from the 3C 218 ra-
dio source. Furthermore, from the 16 sec moving aver-
aged (blue curve) amplitude data, four distinct patches
of scintillation appear as fading with respect to the
background level from the observation at 327 MHz and
610 MHz frequencies. However, no such fading is ob-
served at 1420 MHz. Fig. 6 shows the 16 sec mov-
ing averaged phase plots along with the phase data at
327, 610, and 1420 MHz on this day, thereby illustrat-
ing the periodic nature of phase variation before the
scintillation had occurred. From the panel showing
the phase data recorded at 610 MHz on this day, an
interesting feature is observed in the form of periodic
fluctuations before the scintillation onset. These quasi-
periodic fluctuations or scintillation precursors occur
during 20.10-20.25 LT in the phase records, followed
by the first patch of scintillation that appeared at 20.85
LT.

7. Forecast for SKA

In this section we have used the radio interferometric
observations to estimate the ionospheric effects which
is dependent on the differential TEC values. Based on
the observations and existing literature, we forecast the
phase errors that SKA1-MID and SKA1-LOW will be
susceptible to as a function of observing frequencies.
We have also translated them into the possible dynamic
range limit in imaging. At ultra-low frequencies, differ-

ential Faraday rotation (second term in equation 3 and
higher-order terms) will also become essential and can-
not be ignored. Using LOFAR, de Gasperin, F. et al.
(2018) showed that higher-order ionospheric effects are
only prominent for observations below ∼40 MHz with
a maximum baseline of ∼50 km. As SKA1-LOW ob-
servational frequency starts from 50 MHz, higher-order
terms (third-order onwards) can be ignored for core an-
tennas, but their effects cannot be ignored for longer
baselines.

By substituting equation 3 into equation 2, one can
estimate the effects caused by first and second order
terms (see Petit & Luzum, 2010, Chapter 9) associated
with dispersive delay and Faraday rotation respectively:

δΦ1 = −4840
(

ν

100 MHz

)−1
(

dTEC
1TECU

)
[deg]

δΦ2 = ±38
(

ν

100 MHz

)−2
[(

dTEC
1TECU

)
+

(
TEC

1TECU

)
·

(
dB

40 µT

)]
[deg]; (9)

where we assumed magnetic field B = 40 µT with
θ= 45◦. Under quiet-time ionospheric conditions, total
TEC might change from ∼1 TECU (during the night-
time) to ∼20 TECU (during the daytime), affecting the
second-order term. For example, consider a value for
δTEC ∼0.3 TECU, which is reasonable for a baseline of
about ∼50 km and observational frequency of 60 MHz.
Due to the first-order term, phase variations are gen-
erated several times of 2π. Second-order term or term
due to Faraday rotation produces an effect of around
± 50◦/75◦ assuming dB=1% at night/daytime. This ef-
fect will not be negligible for SKA1-LOW and needs
to be addressed carefully (see Table 1 for more de-
tailed information). SKA1-MID observational starts
from 350 MHz, second-order will be negligible com-
pared to the dominating dispersive delay (first-order).
As the maximum baseline length for SKA1-MID is
150 km, δTEC values will be around 1.5 TECU, which
is considerably large and needs to be corrected (see Ta-
ble 2 for detailed information).

When observing a celestial radio source, most low-
frequency telescopes work in low signal-to-noise ratio
due to low antenna sensitivity and high sky tempera-
ture. A typical way to handle this is to average the
data in longer time bins or frequency intervals when
solving complex antenna gains. This is a trade-off be-
tween the signal-to-noise ratio and the decorrelation for
finding a good solution. The ionosphere varies rapidly
and averaging over more than 5-10 sec time typically
makes it difficult to trace these variations. Addition-
ally, merging too many frequency channels is not a
good idea, as shown in Fig. 7, between the edges of
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Table 1. Typical ionospheric phase errors in degrees for SKA1-LOW

I ord II ord I ord II ord I ord II ord
δTEC (TECU) (day/night) (day/night) (day/night)

50 MHz 50 MHz 100 MHz 100 MHz 250 MHz 250 MHz

1.0 (remote st., bad iono.) 9680 181/153 4840 45/38 1936 7/6
0.4 (remote st., good iono.) 3872 91/62 1936 23/15 774 4/2
0.05 (across FOV) 484 38/9 242 9/2 97 2/<1
0.02 (Core St.) 194 33/5 97 8/1 39 1/<1

Figure 7. Ionospheric-induced phase variations between the
beginning and end of a band of 1, 5 and 10 SKA1-LOW
sub bands (1SB ' 0.006 MHz). Assumed δTEC is 0.4,
0.7, 1.0 TECU. These values were considered for baselines
length of a few tens of kilometers. SKA1-LOW frequency
bandwidth is 50-350 MHz. (violet)

a five SKA1-LOW sub-band (1SB ' 0.006 MHz) cen-
tered around 60 MHz and considering δTEC value of
1.0 TECU, there is a differential phase of 10◦. For core
antennas (baselines less than a few kilometers, with
δTEC . 0.4 TECU), this constraint can be relaxed, and
one can average 10-20 sub-bands easily and still ob-
tain good complex gain solutions. The same is shown
for SKA1-MID (1SB ' 0.01375 MHz) in Fig. 9, where
averaging over high number of sub-bands will provide
good complex antenna gain solutions as ionospheric in-
duced phase errors are negligible at frequencies above
1 GHz.

In short, for accurate calibration for all baselines
and different ionospheric conditions, antenna gain so-
lutions must be calculated at high time and frequency
resolution. Also, Figs. 7 and 9 can be used to estimate

Figure 8. Dynamic range (DR) as a function of frequency for
sub bands 1, 5 and 10 (1SB ' 0.006 MHz). The phase error
of these sub bands were estimated at δTEC = 0.7 TECU.
Number of station (N) is taken to be 512.

the maximum of frequency channels averaging to com-
pute the complex antenna solutions.

Perley (1999) estimated the limitation of dynamic
range (DR) due to time-independent phase error (φerr
in radians) in all baselines, which will be introduced
because of a point source data. The dynamic range of
the image is given by the following:

DR '
1
φerr

√
N(N − 1)

2
(10)

where N is the number of interferometers antenna el-
ements. We estimated the DR for SKA1-LOW and
SKA1-MID as a function of frequency for δTEC ∼ 0.7
and 1.4 TECU, respectively, for sub bands (1, 5 and 10).
From Fig. 8 and 10, one can notice that DR increases
as a function of frequency, but at the same time aver-
aging over too many sub bands will decrease it. It is
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Table 2. Typical ionospheric phase errors in degrees for SKA1-MID

δTEC (TECU) I ord I ord I ord I ord
0.77 GHz 1.4 GHz 6.7 GHz 12.5 GHz

2.0 (remote st., bad iono.) 1257 691 144 77
1.2 (remote st., good iono.) 754 415 87 46
0.7 (across FOV) 440 242 51 27

Figure 9. Ionospheric-induced phase variations between
the beginning and end of a band of 1, 5 and 10 SKA1-MID
sub bands (1SB ' 0.01375 MHz). Assumed δTEC is
0.8, 1.4, 2.0 TECU. SKA1-MID frequency bandwidth are
0.350-1.05 GHz (Band 1; violet), 0.95-1.76 GHz (Band 2;
red) and 4.6-15.3 GHz (Band 5; yellow).

important to note that, the DR was estimated in view of
a point source in the field. But, by considering the sen-
sitivity of SKA1, the DR estimates will be lower than
mentioned in Fig. 8 and 10, because many sources will
be present in the FoV. Datta et al. (2009) showed using
simulations that the phase calibration error of 0.1◦ for
N = 512 elements array at 158 MHz will yield a DR of
∼ 105 whereas the desired DR is ∼ 108 to detect the Hi
21-cm signal from reionization.

8. Summary

One of the major factors limiting the quality of low-
frequency radio interferometric observations is the ef-
fects of the ionosphere. The varying refractive index
of the ionised plasma of ionosphere with time or space
may cause dispersive delay, which can be directional-

Figure 10. Dynamic range (DR) as a function of frequency
for sub bands 1, 5 and 10 (1SB ' 0.01375 MHz). The
phase error of these sub bands were estimated at δTEC =

1.4 TECU. Number of antennas (N) is taken to be 197.

dependent. Indeed, it will affect the visibility phase
measured by any interferometer. The GMRT’s unique
geophysical location can be used to better comprehend
and characterise the ionosphere, which will aid radio
astronomical studies at low frequencies observations
(see Intema et al., 2017b; van Weeren et al., 2016).
Some results using GMRT are as follows:

• We have shown with the 235 MHz data, that
GMRT antenna-gain-based solutions lead to the
precision of 1 × 10−3 in δTEC measurements,
which is an order of magnitude sensitivity higher
in TEC measurements compared with GNSS-
based measurements (see Hernández-Pajares
et al., 2006).

• The two-dimensional TEC gradients over the ar-
ray might be characterized using the polynomial-
based techniques described in Sec. 4. This
method efficiently recovers the features associ-
ated with larger amplitudes and longer periods of
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variation in a two-dimensional TEC gradient sur-
face.

• In Sec. 6., the study by DasGupta et al. (2008)
showed that visibility amplitudes and phases are
affected by scintillation at frequencies 325 and
610 MHz, when observing a bright radio source
3C 218.

To improve the understanding of the ionosphere, field-
based method detailed in Sec. 5. should be applied
to the observation of several deep fields taken using
uGMRT over the Indian longitude sector.

With the SKA construction phase underway, it is
an excellent opportunity to develop calibration proce-
dures and data analysis methodologies to detect iono-
spheric induced phase errors. Later, these methods may
be utilised to mitigate Earth’s ionospheric effects ac-
curately from the measured visibility data, using low-
frequency radio interferometers.
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