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ABSTRACT
Searches for variations of fundamental constants require accurate measurement errors. There are several potential sources of
errors and quantifying each one accurately is essential. This paper addresses one source of uncertainty relating to measuring
the fine structure constant on white dwarf surfaces. Detailed modelling of photospheric absorption lines requires knowing
the underlying spectral continuum level. Here we describe the development of a fully automated, objective, and reproducible
continuum estimation method, based on fitting cubic splines to carefully selected data regions. Example fits to the Hubble Space
Telescope spectrum of the white dwarf G191-B2B are given. We carry out measurements of the fine structure constant using
two continuum models. The results show that continuum placement variations result in small systematic shifts in the centroids
of narrow photospheric absorption lines which impact significantly on fine structure constant measurements. This effect must
therefore be included in the overall error budget of future measurements. Our results also suggest that continuum placement
variations should be investigated in other contexts, including fine structure constant measurements in stars other than white
dwarfs, quasar absorption line measurements of the fine structure constant, and quasar measurements of cosmological redshift
drift.
Key words: software: data analysis – methods: data analysis – techniques: spectroscopic – stars: white dwarfs – line: profiles

1 INTRODUCTION

Modelling absorption features in high-resolution spectra requires an
estimate of the unabsorbed continuum level, since the optical depth
𝜏_ = − ln(𝐼_/𝐼0,_) (where 𝐼_ is the observed spectral intensity and
𝐼0,_ is the unabsorbed continuum level); one must know 𝐼0,_ to fit
a theoretical model of 𝜏_ to observational data. Broadly, there are
three options: (1) estimate 𝐼0,_ simultaneously with estimating the
theoretical 𝜏_, (2) estimate 𝜏_ and 𝐼0,_ independently, or (3) make a
preliminary estimate of 𝜏_ and 𝐼0,_ and subsequently simultaneously
refine the parameters for 𝐼0,_ whilst minimising 𝜒2 to model 𝜏_.
(1) can be applied but only in limited circumstances: the continuum
function must be very simple, otherwise it is easy to create severe
degeneracy between 𝐼0,_ and 𝜏_ within the fitting region (essentially
the fitting function is limited to be no more complex than a straight
line segment, which in turn restricts the applicability to very small
spectral segments). In this context, degeneracy is particularly likely
during a non-linear least squares modelling procedure when, in the
early iterations, 𝜏_ can be far from the best-fit solution. (2) can also
be used but then the uncertainty estimates for the final absorption
line parameters do not reflect continuum uncertainties. (3) helps to
alleviate the shortfallings encountered with the first two methods
and is the preferred method. A further motivation for (3) is that it
is generally beneficial to already have a reasonably good estimate of
𝐼0,_ prior to detailed modelling of 𝜏_.

Previous works describing continuum fitting methods include

Suzuki et al. (2005), who use principal component analysis methods
to estimate continua in high resolution Lyman-𝛼 forest data (noting
where PCA methods are prone to fail). Lee et al. (2012); Davies et al.
(2018) discuss principal component analysis methods to estimate
continua in the Lyman-𝛼 forest, for SDSS data i.e. at lower spec-
tral resolution. Sánchez-Monge et al. (2018) describe their Python
software statcont. Ciollaro et al. (2014) develop methods applied
to Hubble Space Telescope Faint Object Spectrograph and Baryon
Oscillation Spectroscopic Survey spectra. Despite of all these pre-
vious works, after extensive searching and experimenting, none had
the level of automation, reproducibility, and accuracy required. We
expand on this point in Section 2. The new continuum-fitting method
described in this paper helps combat these effects.

Another driver for the work described in this paper (and its timeli-
ness) concerns the increasing availability of high quality data using
new ground-based instruments. The ESPRESSO spectrograph on the
European Southern Observatory’s VLT is designed to make the next
advance in quasar spectroscopy and the forthcoming ELT with the
HIRES spectrograph, the advance after that. Varying fundamental
constants is one of the drivers for ESPRESSO and one of the prime
science ELT goals e.g. Marconi et al. (2016). As data quality im-
proves, so does the need for optimal analysis tools. However, we
defer a detailed discussion relating to quasar spectroscopy; measure-
ments ofΔ𝛼/𝛼 from quasar absorption systems depend sensitively on
the velocity structure in the absorbing medium. In turn, the velocity
structure returned from a fitting procedures like vpfit (Carswell &
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2 C.C. Lee et al

Webb 2014; Carswell 2021; Webb et al. 2021) and ai-vpfit (Lee et al.
2021a) is non-unique (Lee et al. 2021b) and is likely to depend on the
local continuum estimate. The same is not true for the single-redshift
photospheric absorption lines seen in white dwarf spectra (Preval
et al. 2013). Therefore, the means of quantifying the impact of local
continuum uncertainty for quasar measurements is very different to
the white dwarf case. For this reason, we restrict the discussion in
the present study to white dwarfs.

In this paper we describe a fully automated continuum fitting
method, based on fitting cubic splines to the data, after removing
regions containing spectral features (Section 4). Example fits are
illustrated in Section 4.8. Having more than one continuum model
is enables us to estimate the contribution of continuum placement
uncertainty to the overall fine structure constant uncertainty. We
examine this point in Section 5.

2 ASTRONOMICAL DATA

The astronomical data used is the Hubble Space Telescope STIS
spectrum of the well known white dwarf G191-B2B. The data were
obtained using the E140H grating, with resolution 𝑅 ≈ 114, 000 (the
highest currently available for UV astronomical spectroscopy), and
have a signal to noise ∼100 per resolution element. A comprehensive
description covering both the observational data and the data reduc-
tion processes is given in Appendix A of Hu et al. (2019). This object
was chosen because: (a) several detailed studies already exist, includ-
ing measurements of Δ𝛼/𝛼 (Berengut et al. 2013; Hu et al. 2021);
(b) the STIS echelle instrument format means individual spectral or-
ders are extracted from the detector individually before combination
to form a continuous 1-d spectrum. This means the data are fairly
“challenging” in that weak undulations in the apparent continuum
are present due to imperfect order flattening prior to combination (as
seen in the illustrations later in this paper); (c) the spectrum is riddled
with hundreds of photospheric absorption lines (Preval et al. 2013)
that must be detected and removed prior to (or in conjunction with)
estimating the underlying continuum. Nevertheless, the G140H STIS
spectrum of G191-B2B may be considered atypical due to its high
signal to noise such that the settings used in the continuum fitting
code (Section 4) for this particular spectrum may need adjustment in
other applications.

3 ATOMIC DATA

In order to assess the impact of variations in the fitted continuum level
on Δ𝛼/𝛼 measurements (in this paper, for white dwarf spectra – see
Section 5), we broadly follow the procedures described in Berengut
et al. (2013). To do so we require input rest-frame wavelengths and
sensitivity coefficients describing wavelength shifts as a function of
Δ𝛼/𝛼 (q-coefficients), calculated using

𝜔𝑧 = 𝜔0 + 𝑞
(
𝛼2
𝑧

𝛼2
0
− 1

)
(1)

where 𝜔 denotes transition frequency and the subscripts 𝑧 and 0
indicate redshifted and terrestrial values. Calculations of sensitivity
coefficients applied to an astronomical context were first described
in Dzuba et al. (1999a,b). Ni v (and Fe v) q-coefficients for UV
transitions were first reported in Ong et al. (2013). Improvements to
the Ong et al. (2013) calculations are provided in Hu et al. (2021) but
only for Fe v and not for Ni v. For the calculations described in the
present paper, we have revised the Ni v q-coefficients given in Ong

et al. (2013) using the same methods described in Hu et al. (2021). We
therefore do not re-iterate technical details provided in those papers
and provide the relevant atomic data tables as online supplementary
material, in which the transition frequencies and q-coefficients are
presented in units of cm−1.

Whilst in this analysis we opted to use Ni v, we could have equally
used Fe v but chose Ni v purely because a detailed analysis of that
species (in the spectrum of G191-B2B) is underway, to be published
separately. Ni v wavelengths and energy level measurements have
been published in Raassen et al. (1976); Raassen & van Kleff (1976);
Ward et al. (2019). However, errors in the published values were
found and corrected by Kramida et al. (2022). The Ni v wavelengths
used in this analysis are those given in the NIST Atomic Spectra
Database database v10.

4 CUBIC SPLINES WITH LINE REMOVAL

The first step towards obtaining the final estimated continuum is to
make a preliminary model using cubic splines. To do this we first
identify significant absorption and emission profiles in order to be
able to fit cubic splines to feature-free spectral segments. The method
for identifying features is discussed shortly. One problem to avoid
is allowing the continuum model to follow an absorption profile,
thereby effectively removing it. For example, consider a shallow
absorption profile, spread across ∼2 Å such that it is reasonably well
fitted by a cubic spline with a knot interval of 0.5Å, such that the
absorption line can be accidentally removed. This problem can be
avoided by flagging the data points within the absorption line prior
to fitting the cubic spine model. Doing this interactively prior to the
continuum fitting stage would be both time consuming and subjective.
Therefore, we instead iteratively increase the spline order: the initial
model is a single cubic spline, after which the number of knots is
doubled at each subsequent iteration. Figure 1 shows two loops: loop
A (iterating over stages 2-5) and loop B (iterating over stages 2-6).
Each loop has its own specific stopping criterion. These are discussed
shortly (Sections 4.5 and 4.6).

4.1 Stage 1: Re-bin and smooth spectrum

The optical depth associated with absorption features in the spectrum
is given by

𝜏𝑡𝑜𝑡 (_) =
∑︁
𝑖

𝜏𝑖
𝑎𝑏𝑠

(_) (2)

where 𝜏𝑖
𝑎𝑏𝑠

is the optical depth associated with an individual 𝑖𝑡ℎ
absorption line and where the sum is taken over all absorption (or
emission) lines present in the model. The observed spectrum is the
sum of three terms,

𝐼 (_) = 𝐼0 (_)𝑒−𝜏𝑡𝑜𝑡 (_) + 𝐼𝑒𝑚 (_) + 𝐼𝑛 (_) , (3)

where 𝐼0, 𝐼𝑒𝑚, and 𝐼𝑛 are the underlying continuum from the object
being observed, the emission line spectrum, and noise, respectively.
The noise term has several contributions, e.g. photon counting from
the object, photon counting from the sky, assuming the spectrum is
sky-subtracted, detector read-out noise, detector dark current, cosmic
rays, and any detector defects that have not been fully removed in the
data pre-processing.

In Stage 1 we smooth the data by convolving the spectrum with
a Gaussian function. We first re-bin the spectrum onto a finer grid
(with pixel size 1/10 the original value). The re-binned spectrum
is then smoothed using a Gaussian. The FWHM of the smoothing
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Stage 1
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smooth spectrum

Stage 2
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Stage 4
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Stage 5
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parameters

Stage 6
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order of fit

FINAL
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𝐾𝑖=1 = 0

Δ𝜒2
a > 𝜒

2
𝑡ℎ𝑟𝑒𝑠

Δ𝜒2
a ≤ 𝜒2

𝑡ℎ𝑟𝑒𝑠

𝐾𝑖 < 𝐾 𝑓

𝐾𝑖 = 𝐾 𝑓

Figure 1. This flow chart summarises the continuum fitting model based on
spline fitting with automated line removal. 𝐾𝑖 indicates the number of cubic
spline knots used at the 𝑖𝑡ℎ iteration. 𝐾 𝑓 is the number of knots used for the
final best-fit continuum model. See Section 4 for details.

Gaussian is taken to be a multiple of the mean original pixel size
𝑥 (over the entire spectrum). The default pixel space is in Å and in
practice a value of 3𝑥 for the FWHM was found to work well, but this
is a user-defined quantity. The observed pixel size is approximately
constant in velocity units, so convolution is done in velocity space.
This initial smoothing is helpful in the next Stage where we calculate
the derivative of the spectrum. Stage 1 is only carried out once - it is
not included in subsequent loops (as illustrated in Fig.1).

4.2 Stage 2: Preliminary feature identification

In order to determine whether a pixel in the spectrum falls within an
absorption (or emission) feature, or whether it can be considered as
a continuum pixel, two properties are examined: the closeness of the
pixel intensity to the current continuum estimate and the derivative

of the smoothed spectrum. The derivative spectrum is obtained using
the re-binned smoothed spectrum from Stage 1.

The first step is to make a preliminary identification of all absorp-
tion (or emission) features in the data. To do this we make simple
use of the rebinned, smoothed derivative spectrum from Stage 1;
the largest 𝑥% of the data points in that spectrum (across the entire
spectrum) are identified (using a simple array sort) and excluded . In
practice we found 𝑥 = 30% works well. This process of course iden-
tifies line edges where the derivative is high (but also, necessarily)
line centres are not selected.

Having selected the points as described above, an initial straight
line continuum is fitted. This initial continuum will of course be only
a very crude representation of the true continuum. Then, now having
selected low-slope data points (the remaining 100 − 𝑥%) and with a
preliminary (lowest order) continuum fit, we calculate the normalised
chi-squared, 𝜒2

a over the selected data points,

𝜒2
a ≈ 𝜒2

𝑀𝑠
(4)

𝜒2 =

𝑀𝑠∑︁
𝑖=1

(
𝐼𝑖 − 𝐶𝑖
𝜎𝑖

)2
, (5)

where 𝐶𝑖 is the current estimated continuum value at 𝑖𝑡ℎ pixel, 𝜎𝑖 is
the 1-𝜎 intensity uncertainty, and 𝑀𝑠 is the total number of selected
data points. Prior to refinement, with only a crude continuum fit, the
initial value of 𝜒2

a � 1. To reject data points at line centres we search
for pixel values having (𝐼𝑖 −𝐶𝑖)2/𝜎2

𝑖
> Z2𝜒2

a , using a default value
of Z = 3 to correspond approximately to 3𝜎 deviations.

4.3 Stage 3: Adjust number of knots

At first pass through Stage 3 (when 𝐾𝑖 = 0), the continuum model
is very simple (initially only a straight line) so Stage 3 applies only
to higher iterations. During the development of a continuum model,
the number of cubic splines increases. It is possible that at certain
positions along the spectrum, only a few continuum data points are
available to fit. If this happens, that segment of the continuum will
of course be poorly determined. Therefore, Stage 3 checks that a
sufficiently large number of data points is present between each knot
pair. The minimum acceptable number of continuum data points
between each knot pair is a user-defined parameter, having a default
value of 𝑘𝑚𝑒𝑟𝑔𝑒 = 1/3, this parameter being the fraction of pixels
available within the range defined by the knot pair. When there are
too few continuum data points left between any particular knot pair,
the two flanking regions are checked and the test region merged into
whichever side region has the least continuum data points (such that
the knot spacing is no longer necessarily regular).

4.4 Stage 4: Solve for search direction

By the end of Stage 3, the model continuum can comprise a large
number of free parameters. The goal is to minimise 𝜒2 between the
cubic spline model and the set of continuum data points. We do this
using a standard non-linear least-squares procedure. The components
of the gradient vector 𝑔(𝑎, 𝑏) and of the Hessian matrix 𝐻𝑎𝑏 are
computed using first-order numerical finite-difference derivatives,

𝑔𝑎 =
𝑑𝜒2

𝑑𝑦𝑎
, (6)

𝐻𝑎𝑏 =
𝑑2𝜒2

𝑑𝑦𝑎𝑑𝑦𝑏
, (7)
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where 𝑦𝑎 , 𝑦𝑏 are the knot values (i.e. intensities) at positions 𝑎 and
𝑏. Then we apply a standard Gauss-Newton minimisation procedure,

𝐻𝑎𝑏 𝑝𝑏 = −𝑔𝑎 , (8)

where 𝑝𝑏 is the search direction, providing the best-fit set of knot
intensities. Detailed descriptions of optimisation methods, including
this one, can be found in, for example, Gill et al. (1981).

4.5 Stage 5: Update parameters

The model continuum parameters are updated (using univariate min-
imisation) by finding the scalar 𝑑 which minimises 𝜒2. The updated
parameters are then

�̄�𝑏 = 𝑦𝑏 + 𝑝𝑏 × 𝑑 . (9)

The values of 𝜒2
a for the current and previous iterations are compared

and if they differ by more than a value of 𝜒2
𝑡ℎ𝑟𝑒𝑠

, the algorithm
returns to an earlier stage (analogous to Stage 2) and re-identifies all
absorption and emission features using the newly updated continuum
model. This is illustrated in Figure 1 by the “Refining” box. If the
difference is smaller than 𝜒2

𝑡ℎ𝑟𝑒𝑠
, the algorithm moves to Stage 6. The

default value of 𝜒2
𝑡ℎ𝑟𝑒𝑠

is 10−3 (although this can be user-defined).
Final results are rather insensitive to this parameter.

4.6 Stage 6: Increase order of fit

At this stage, the number of cubic spline knots is 𝐾𝑖 . 𝐾 𝑓 is the full
data range divided by the smallest permitted knot spacing and is a
user input, specified to terminate the algorithm. If 𝐾𝑖 < 𝐾 𝑓 , the
algorithm thus iterates further as indicated in Figure 1. We choose
the form for the evolution of the number of knots 𝐾𝑖 → 𝐾𝑖+1 to be

𝐾𝑖+1 = Int
(
𝐾 𝑓

2𝑛𝑖

)
, (10)

where 𝑛𝑖 = Int(log2 𝐾 𝑓 − 𝑖 + 1), such that the number of knots
approximately doubles at each successive iteration.

However, the number of knots used has to be carefully considered.
For example, to avoid over-fitting, one should avoid making the knot
spacing comparable to or smaller than the width of an absorption
line or blended feature. Also, the STIS echelle format means that
many spectral orders are pieced together to form a final one dimen-
sional spectrum. The order flattening process is imperfect and small
wiggles may remain in the final one dimensional spectrum on scales
corresponding to the order separation. Approximately matching the
knot density to that scale enables the continuum model to follow
these undulations and hence can help remove this effect. Detailed de-
scriptions of STIS data reduction procedures are given in e.g. Ayres
(2010); Ayres (2022).

4.7 Refining: Re-identify Absorption and Emission Lines

If the conditions for further iterations specified in Stages 5 and 6
are satisfied (see Figure 1), the algorithm return to re-identify all
absorption and emission features, relative to the current continuum
fit. The procedure during refinement is similar to Stage 2:

(i) Moving out from an absorption line centre, one can specify
a point at which the observed intensity recovers to the underlying
continuum level (within some tolerance). Also, once the intensity
recovers to the local continuum level, noise fluctuations mean that
the derivative is likely to change sign away from the absorption

line centre. Thus we locate the point at which the derivative of
the smoothed spectrum changes sign, moving outwards from the
line centre. These points (left and right of each spectral line centre)
provide a preliminary estimate of the feature boundaries and hence
define an initial set of continuum pixels. However, several further
steps refine these initial estimates.

(ii) Having identified feature edges, i.e. discarded pixels within
and near to absorption (or emission) features, we now attempt to
put previously excluded pixels back into the set used for continuum
fitting. For each pixel in the unsmoothed spectrum, we calculate the
intensity difference between it and the current continuum estimate.
If the pixel in the unsmoothed spectrum is very close to the current
continuum, it can be “re-assigned” as a pixel to be used the continuum
fit, whether or not it formed part of the preliminary continuum pixel
set. However, to be re-assigned, it must satisfy a second condition:
the derivative of the smoothed spectrum at that point must be below
a specified threshold. In this way, additional pixels are picked up to
be used in fitting a continuum function.

To express the above more rigorously, let the intensity of the 𝑖𝑡ℎ
pixel in the original unsmoothed spectrum be 𝐼𝑖 , with uncertainty
𝜎𝑖 . Also let the intensity of the 𝑖𝑡ℎ pixel in the current continuum
estimate be 𝐶𝑖 . Then let

Δ𝑖 = | (𝐼𝑖 − 𝐶𝑖)/𝜎𝑖 |, (11)

and 𝑑𝑖 be the derivative of the smoothed original spectrum. We then
require both Δ𝑖 and 𝑑𝑖 to be smaller than threshold values. The
threshold values are defined as follows. For all continuum pixels, we
compute the distribution of Δ𝑖 and determine its standard deviation,
𝜎𝐷 . The same is done for 𝑑𝑖 to determine 𝜎𝑑 . For a pixel to be
“re-assigned” as a continuum pixel, we then require, simultaneously,

Δ𝑖 < 𝜎𝐷 and 𝑑𝑖 < 𝜎𝑑 (12)

(iii) A further check is now made on pixels that are deemed to be
free from absorption or emission features i.e. pixels that are used to
fit a continuum fit to. For this test, we use a normalised spectrum
i.e. the original spectrum has been divided by the continuum fit.
For each contiguous continuum segment i.e. a set of 𝑀 pixels that
are all deemed to be continuum pixels, linear regression is used
to determine that segment’s slope 𝑠 and its uncertainty 𝜎𝑠 . Provided
𝑠−𝑘𝜎𝑠 ≤ 0 ≤ 𝑠+𝑘𝜎𝑠 , that segment remains identified as a continuum
segment, where 𝑘 is a user defined parameter with a default value of
4.0.

The first two conditions above generally succeed in identifying
and excluding strong and relatively narrow absorption lines whilst
the third condition helps to identify shallow and weaker lines. These
conditions above apply equally the emission lines (with a minus sign
on the tests). However, at this stage there may nevertheless still be
true continuum pixels that have been discarded. Therefore one further
test is done:

(iv) Where a contiguous set of 𝑛 or more pixels (default 𝑛 = 10)
lies above the continuum fit, if |𝑑𝑖 | < 𝜎𝑑 , those pixels are re-assigned
as being pixels to include in the continuum fit.

The whole process described above is illustrated as a flowchart in
Figure 1.

4.8 Example continuum fits – the white dwarf G191-B2B

Figure 2 shows 3 representative segments in the spectrum of G191-
B2B with the continuum model. Two normalised spectra with knot
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Figure 2. Example segments of the HST E140H STIS spectrum of the white dwarf G191-B2B with continuum fits. Left column: 0.5 Å knot spacing, right
column: 1.2 Å knot spacing. The red continuous line shows the continuum. The green highlighted regions illustrate pixels designated as line-free regions. The
blue continuous line is the original spectrum. The green line shows where the code detected lines and removed those pixels from the continuum fit. See Table 1
for the relevant continuum model settings.
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spacing 0.5Å and 1.2Å were input to rdgen to identify absorption
features at or above a 5𝜎 detection threshold. Figures A1 and A2
in Appendix A illustrate the entire spectrum with model continua.
Neither models work particularly well over the broad Lyman-𝛼 ab-
sorption line. We have not attempted to improve this as it evidently
needs treating separately. For further information about rdgen, see
Carswell et al. (2014).

5 IMPACT OF CONTINUUM UNCERTAINTY ON Δ𝛼/𝛼
MEASUREMENTS

Measuring the relative positions of a large number of narrow pho-
tospheric absorption lines allows us to explore whether the fine
structure constant 𝛼 varies in the presence of strong gravity. For
discussions on this and general overviews see e.g. Magueĳo et al.
(2002); Barrow (2005); Flambaum & Shuryak (2008); Uzan (2011);
Berengut et al. (2013); Bainbridge et al. (2017); Hu et al. (2021).
Repeating measurements using different continuum models quan-
tifies the sensitivity of the measured 𝛼 to small variations in the
continuum. We therefore generated two model continua, using knot
spacings of 0.5 and 1.2Å. Using these two continua we then detect
absorption lines which are significant at or above 5𝜎. This identifies
1,548 and 1739 absorption features in the range 1150Å to 1897Å
for the two knot spacings. Using custom Python code, the observed
feature wavelengths were then shifted to the rest-frame using a G191-
B2B redshift of 23.8 ± 0.03 km s−1 from Preval et al. (2013)). The
rest-frame wavelengths were then matched to recently updated Ni v
laboratory wavelengths (provided as online supplementary material),
where a match was accepted for agreement equal to or better than 3𝜎,
allowing for both observational and laboratory wavelength uncertain-
ties. For each knot spacing, 299 and 316 Ni v matches were made
respectively, of which 258 and 273 have associated q-coefficients.

A linear regression analysis on the matched Ni v lines, following
the procedures used in Berengut et al. (2013), produced two new
measurements of the variation of the fine structure constant: Δ𝛼/𝛼 =

−2.3 ± 1.0 × 10−5 for knot spacing of 0.5 Å and Δ𝛼/𝛼 = −1.9 ±
1.0 × 10−5 for knot spacing of 1.2Å. The statistical uncertainty of
1.0 × 10−5 is from standard linear least squares. The normalised 𝜒2

was 2.1 for each knot spacing, where 𝜒2 is the usual sum of the
squares of 𝑘 independent standard normal random variables. Clearly
2.1 is above the canonical value of unity for a good fit to the data, but
this is neither surprising nor avoidable: (i) there will undoubtedly be
a large number of weak unidentified absorption lines falling below
the 5𝜎 detection threshold used, adding to the observed scatter in the
regions we have taken to be continuum; (ii) other instrumental and
data processing artefacts inevitably remain in the data that may not
be fully modelled by the continuum fits (e.g. imperfect flattening of
individual spectral orders prior to forming a final one-dimensional
spectrum). The empirical pixel to pixel scatter is therefore larger than
the formal error estimate which is derived as usual using Gaussian
statistics. The results described in this section are summarised in
Table 1.

6 DISCUSSION AND FUTURE WORK

In this paper we have focused on two things: (i) developing a new
method to obtain good continuum models for HST/STIS white dwarf
spectra, and (ii) examining the impact of continuum placement uncer-
tainties on measurements of the fine structure constant in the strong
gravitational fields on white dwarf photospheres. The advantage of

Knots (Å) 0.5 1.2
5𝜎 detect. 1548 1739
Matches 258 273
𝜒2
a 2.07 2.10

Δ𝛼/𝛼 −2.3 ± 1.0 −1.9 ± 1.0

Table 1. The impact of using different white dwarf continuum models on
measurements of Δ𝛼/𝛼 (in units of 10−5). Two knot spacings are used.
The other parameter settings are: smoothing FWHM 3�̄� (Section 4.1), Z =

3 (Section 4.2), 𝑘𝑚𝑒𝑟𝑔𝑒 = 1/3 (Section 4.3), 𝑛 = 10 (Section 4.7). In
this example, the additional uncertainty on Δ𝛼/𝛼 is 40% of the statistical
uncertainty. Observed and laboratory wavelength matches were made using
the newly calculated NiV q-coefficients and the Ward et al. (2019) NiV
laboratory wavelengths updated as part of this work by A. Kramida. Both
atomic data sets are provided as online supplementary material.

the kind of automation described here is of course objectivity and
reproducibility. Our most important result is that slight changes in the
underlying continuum can impact significantly on Δ𝛼/𝛼 measure-
ments, as illustrated in Table 1. By “significantly”, we mean here that
the additional uncertainty on Δ𝛼/𝛼 associated with the continuum
placement level is a non-negligible fraction of the statistical uncer-
tainty on Δ𝛼/𝛼 (40% in the example given – see Table 1). There is a
caveat, or at least a further consideration: the analysis in this paper is
based on the linear regression method first emplyed (in this context)
in Berengut et al. (2013). A different approach is that of Hu et al.
(2021), in which absorption lines are modelled using Voigt profiles.
In the latter, the fits to local continuum segments can be refined us-
ing additional free parameters in the non-linear least squares fit (see
Carswell (2021) for details). That process may substantially reduce
the 40% error contribution described above.

The numerical results we have given are illustrative and specific
to the G191-B2B spectrum used i.e. they cannot be applied generally
to other spectra and other continuum models. For other spectra, the
spectral S/N, the spectral resolution, the wavelength coverage of the
data, and hence the line IDs may all be different, and even the species
may be different (e.g. Fe v instead of Ni v). Therefore continuum
placement uncertainties need to be computed explicitly and taken
into account in the overall error budget in any future white dwarf
Δ𝛼/𝛼 measurements.

The work presented here also raises corresponding questions about
the impact of continuum placement errors on Δ𝛼/𝛼 measurements
in quasar absorption systems. That topic is of growing interest, given
the technological development of laser frequency combs, the new
ESPRESSO spectrograph on the VLT, and the forthcoming ELT;
these two facilities are expected to devote a significant effort to quasar
Δ𝛼/𝛼 measurements e.g. Marconi et al. (2016); Tamai et al. (2018).
We have nevertheless avoided quasar measurements in this paper
because the impact on Δ𝛼/𝛼 needs a different kind of analysis than
the one described in this paper; one cannot simply re-run the same
least-squares fit to obtain Δ𝛼/𝛼 for several different input continua.
In the case of quasars, the absorption system model itself (i.e. the
number of absorption components as well as their parameters) is
likely to change, such that one must construct the model from scratch
for each different input continuum. Moreover, for analyses involving
Voigt profile modelling (as is generally the case for quasar Δ𝛼/𝛼
measurements), the most prominent codes (vpfit or ai-vpfit) are
able to solve for a simple linear (local) continuum fit as part of the
non-linear least squares minimisation, thereby refining the (already
good) fits described in Section 4 and illustrated in Section 4.8. All
these things require supercomputer calculations and are outside the
scope of the present white dwarf study.

Another important ELT science driver is direct measurements of
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cosmological redshift drift using absorption features in quasar spec-
tra, Sandage (1962) and e.g. Liske et al. (2008). The degree to which
continuum placement uncertainties may impact on those measure-
ments is yet to be explored, as it is possible the effect may be even
more significant than we have found for white dwarf measurements.
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Based on observations made with the NASA/ESA Hubble Space
Telescope, obtained from the data archive at the Space Telescope
Science Institute. The STIS spectra of G191-B2B are available from
the Barbara A. Mikulski archive. The continuum fitting code de-
scribed in this paper, the newly calculated q-coefficients, the Ni v
wavelengths used, and detailed numerical results, are all provided as
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APPENDIX A: FULL SPECTRUM

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.
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Figure A1. Full spectrum, continuum model with 0.5 Å knot spacing.
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Figure A2. Full spectrum, continuum model with 1.2 Å knot spacing.
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