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Abstract. We have developed and tested a novel method, based on LICfAReasuring the height and profile of the meso-
spheric sodium layer using a continuous wave laser. It ierafficient than classical LIDAR as the laser is on for 50% ef th
time, and so can in principle be used during laser guide stastave optics observations. It also has significant adged over
direct imaging techniques because it does not require anddetescope, is almost independent of the atmospheridtamms)
and avoids triangulation problems in determining the hieigghthe long term, regular monitoring using this method igou
allow a valuable database of sodium layer profiles, heigtrd,return flux measurements to be built up which would enable
observatory staff astronomers to schedule observatiaimalfy. In this paper we describe the original experimeantied out
using the ALFA laser guide star system at Calar Alto Obseryah Spain. We validate the method by comparing the LIDAR
results with those obtained from simultaneous imaging fesrmauxiliary telescope. Models are presented of a similstesy

to be implemented in theery Large Telescope Laser Guide Star Facility, which will enable the initial fecsetting for the
adaptive optics systems to be determined with an accurdegsthan 200 m on a timescale of 1 minute.
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1. Introduction found only in the mesosphere at a height&f0 km (see She

) ) ) _ et al[200D, and references therein). Atomic sodium aburelan
It is well knoyvn in the_ astror_lomlcal community that classings peen observed to vary seasonally by a factor of 3—4, but
cal gstronor_nlcal adaptive optics (AO) systems are only @ble;g typically between about x 10'3m=2 around the solstices
achieve their be;t performance over a few percent of thg Sk¥d 45 % 1013 m—2 around the equinoxes at mid-latitudes (see
due to the scarcity of sufficiently bright reference (or g)id Table1).
stars. Fortunately this severe limitation can be overcoyrtad ) ) )
use of a laser guide star (LGS), as suggested by Foy & Labeyrie MOst of the sodium lasers which are planned for major as-
(1985). The principal advantage of a LGS is that it producedrg@nomical observatories are designed to compensate ifor th
bright reference source that can be pointed almost anyvamere>© that they can be used at any time of year. For example,
the sky. Although a tip-tilt star is still needed, it can bether the Very Large Telescope (VLT) Laser Guide Star Facility
from the science target and much fainter, vastly increattiag (LGSF: Bonac2cm|1et al_2002) will provide a minimum of
sky accessible to adaptive optics systems. The main digadvh®’ Photons ™! (equivalent to~1000 photons per cen-

tage of a LGS is that its proximity to the telescope means tHiid measurement in a Shack-Hartmann wavefront sensor)

; . . g e
it samples less of the atmospheric column seen by a nauff4" With a sodium column density 0«20™* m™=* during me-

star (the ‘cone effect’, or ‘focal anisoplanaticism’) résg in dian atmospheric conditions. The launched laser power must

poorer wavefront correction. For 8.0-m class telescopastwhhen be at least 6 W (continuous wave, with four single fre-
plan to attain the best correction possible with only a singfuéncy lines equally spaced within a 500 MHz envelope). The

LGS, the only reasonable choice is a sodium LGS generafgger used at the Keck Observatory is designed to meet simi-

by resonant excitation of sodium atoms in the Earth’s atm@' requirements, and has a launch power of 15-20W (pulsed,

sphere. In both the northern and southern hemispheresares®r0adband spectrum; Pennington et al. 2002).
The occurrence of mesospheric atomic sodium is a natu-

* Current address: Marconi Communications, ONDATA GmbHal phenomenon. Meteoric ablation in the upper atmosplsere i
Germany thought to be the major contributor, with sudden shortdive
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increases of sodium density in localized regions of therlayease of the VLT (Bonnét2001) suggest that the residual rms er
known to occur (see Collins et al. 2002 and references theredr should be only 35 nm. However, this has been neitherdeste
for the various proposed explanations). These sporadardaynor confirmed.
typically arise in thin layers about 1-3km wide at altitudes We have developed a method of modulating the beam of a
between 90 and 105 km. Since the increase in atomic densiontinuous wave (cw) laser so that the duty cycle is 50% and
can be an order of magnitude more than the background memsaly relatively small losses occur in transmission throthgh
spheric sodium density, a shift in the mean layer altitudddo extra optics. The resulting average power remains highgmou
occur. Shifts as large as 400 m on timescales of 1-2 mins hétvat the same laser can in principle be used simultaneoosly f
been observed by O’Sullivan et al. (2Z000). Such shifts woutbth a LIDAR measurement and by an adaptive optics sys-
cause a LGS defocus (as well as, to a lesser extent, astigmatem. This is an important consideration since it is during ob
and other higher order wavefront aberrations) to be sengad tservations with a LGS-AO system that these measurements are
wavefront sensor. The rms wavefront error arising from uncaeeded. Additionally, it is worth remarking that by makirggu
rected LGS defocus at a telescope with pupil sizés given of the small amount of light transmitted by AO system mir-
by o» = D?6H /16+/3 H? (Louarn et al[”2000) wheré&l rors, which is usually unused, both LIDAR detection and the
is the height of the sodium layer@0km). The correspond- AO system can operate together without degrading AO per-
ing Strehl loss isSj,ss = 1 — exp (— (27w oy /A)?) where) formance; the design proposed for the VLT makes use of the
is the wavelength at which improved angular resolution is r@% of light lost through one of the mirrors in the AO sys-
quired. For the 3.5-m at Calar Alto, where the measuremetagsn. An experiment employing this technique was conducted
above were taken, a LGS defocusidf = 400m would in- with the ALFA (Adaptive optics with a Laser For Astronomy)
troduce a wavefront error afy = 22nm and a Strehl loss of AO-LGS system at the Calar Alto Observatory in Spain during
< 0.5% at an observing wavelength of 2:&h. However, for 1999. The ALFA project was a joint development between the
an 8.0-m telescope we fingy, = 110nm and the Strehl loss Max-Planck-Institutes for Astronomy (MPIA, in Heidelbegrg
is 10%, which cannot be ignored. Although focus changes amd Extraterrestrial Physics (MPE, in Garching). It usedva c
sulting from tracking across the sky can in principle be galclaser to generate a laser guide star, as this is very effigient
lated, those resulting from changes in the intrinsic heaftite terms of return flux per Watt of launched laser power. A Shack-
layer — which can exceed 1-2 km on longer timescales — c&tartmann WFS, which could be adjusted to the ambient seeing
not, and must instead be measured. At least three methods landitions by switching lenslet arrays, was able to meaare
been proposed to do this, namely direct imaging of the sodiwavefront from either a natural or laser guide star.
plume; LIDAR (LIght Detection and Ranging); and averaging We describe the principle of our sodium profiling method in
the LGS WFS focus error over 30-60s. Sectior®, followed in Sectidd 3 by a description of the obser
The disadvantages of direct imaging of the plume are thadtions, experimental set-up, and results, including aparm
an additional telescope is needed; height resolution dikp@m ison of LIDAR results with direct imaging. Looking forward
both seeing and distance from the main telescope; the pgintio the fast-approaching era of laser guide star operatitimeat
model is complex; and small errors can result in large errov&T, we show in Sectiofi]4 the expected performance of the
in height determination (e.g., Michaille et al._2000; and-sesodium layer profiler (Butler et &l._2002) to be installedha t
tion[3:4 of our paper). For example, if the monitoring tegse Laser Guide Star Facility there. Finally, conclusions amah
is 200 m from the main telescope, the LGS (at zenith) will ajn Sectiorlb.
pear as a plume 40" long. For typical seeing convolved with
the intrinsic LGS size, the resolution of the profile will 4
ited to ~300 m. Additionally, an error in the pointing of only
1” results in a height error of 200m. The key advantage is thathen using sodium fluorescence to measure the sodium den-
it can be performed independently of observations at the& maity profile, it is important that we know the relation betwee
telescope. the two quantities, which can depend on both the laser inten-
The principal advantage of LIDAR is the accurate heiglsity and the sodium column density. If the laser intensity in
measurements, and their insensitivity to the ambient contlie mesosphere is higher than 6 WhMHz ! then saturation
tions. The disadvantage, however, is the extremely low dyty losses will reach 50%. Since this is caused by the finite decay
cle of the laser. Since the time between emitting a pulse and time of excited sodium atoms, it depends only on the laser in-
tecting the return flux is of order 1 ms, the pulse rate of teerla tensity. For a 4 W laser like ALFA (cw, 10 MHz bandwidth)
must be slower than this, and in fact, typical rates are mesh | modulated with 50% efficiency so that the maximum power
than 100 Hz. This rules out the use of classical LIDAR duringunched during a LIDAR measurementis only 2 W, & kpot
closed loop adaptive optics, unless a second laser is used. would not saturate the sodium. The same is true for PARSEC
A third option is to use the focus term from the WFS avefRabien et all_2002; Davies et al._2002), the laser beind buil
aged over 30-60s intervals. This should be zero, and argdrre$or the VLT. During a LIDAR measurement it will launch up to
ual can be attributed to a change in height of the LGS. TH3N cw, with 4 single frequency lines within a 500 MHz enve-
would be an efficient on-line solution, but there could beyprolope. For such cases, we can be sure that the fluorescence and
lems with the initial focus setting of the WFS, particulanlith  density profiles of the mesospheric sodium have a direct rela
curvature sensors. Additionally, the use of active optiesrdy tion. Additionally, the sodium column density is low enough
AO operation could induce further errors. Simulations fog t (~ 3 x 1013 m~2) that very little of the laser power is absorbed

2. Principle of sodium profiling by LIDAR
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Minimum N(Nay*  <N(Na)>® Latitude Method Laser Reference
(10713 m72) (10713 m72)

~2 ~3 44 N* LIDAR pulsed dye Megie et al[{1977)

1.7 3.9 41°N? LIDAR pulsed dye She et al.(2000)

2.3 4.3 40N3 LIDAR pulsed dye Papen & Gardnér (1996)
37°N* LIDAR cw dye this paper

~2 3.7 32N° spectroscogdy cw dye Ge et all(1998)

2.6 3.6 29N¢ imaging cw dye Michaille et al[[{Z001)
20°N” LIDAR pulsed dye Gardner et al. (1991), Kwon et Al._(11988)
18°N® LIDAR pulsed dye Hecht et al_{1993), Collins et &.{2D02)

~ 2 ~4 23°3° imaging pulsed dye  Simonich et dl. {1979), Clemesha et 8841

2 3.6 30S®  imaging cw dye D’Orgeville et al[{2002)

¢ Minimum and mean sodium column densities, measured atrzenit

b Average of reported maximum and minimumx(@0~'* m~2 and 1.% 10~ m~2 respectively)

¢ Spectroscopy of bright stars, to look at telluric sodiumoapgon, was used to determine Na abundance; this was ceapathe laser guide
star flux.

! Observatoire de Haute ProvenéeFort Collins;® Urbana;* Calar Alto Observatory® Kitt Peak National Observatory; Observatorio de
Roque de los Muchacho$;Hawai'i; 8 Arecibo Observatory} San José dos Campd§;Cerro Tololo Inter-American Observatory.

Table 1. List (non-exhaustive) of sites where mesospheric sodiyerlatructure and/or abundance has been measured, and the
type of laser used for the measurements

(only a few percent at zenith, and still less than 10% at atkeni  For laser modulation at high duty cycles, optical modula-
distance of 60), so the laser intensity does not change mudion is perhaps more convenient than the mechanical salutio
through the layer. a rotating chopper, as it allows a range of laser pulse wigttlls

Classical LIDAR has been used to study the sodium lay@pacings. In acousto-optical modulation, for examplelyapg
for many years (see Tal® 1 and references in Cleniesha 19o8adio-frequency signal to the modulator causes most of the
Ageorges et al_ 2000, Sica etll. 2002, and Collins &t aljpooser light to be diffracted out of the straight-throughieato
It consists of sending short laser pulses of the order of 0.gifferent directions. When the signal stops, the beam tsver
1.0us at a rate of a few Hz and collecting the returned photoR§ing straight-through. By using an aperture which allonly o
in time bins of similar width to the outgoing laser pulses. B§ne of the beam directions to be transmitted (i.e. a lasenbea
combining the returned photons from many laser ‘shots’, theeither all transmitted or all blocked), one can creatétalig
backscattering profile of the atmosphere is obtained; tireasi  ON/Off pulses. Because a sequence of two or more high states
to-noise depends on the number of shots. Although the eneiggontinually high, the pattern has a so-called ‘non-retor
in each pulse is up to a few10 mJ, saturation is avoided byzero’ format (see Fidl1).
illuminating a large area (20-20pof the sodium layer; such To maximize the sodium layer return flux, we have adopted
intrinsically pulsed sodium lasers are created by intrdtga this technique in order to launch a pseudo-random string of
modulation (called Q-switching) - energy is stored up, arl@ser pulses with a ‘non-return to zero’ format, providing a
transmitted in a pulse. Additionally, pulse separatioresaer laser duty cycle of 50%. The sequence can be repeated many
than 70Qus at zenith (and 140@s at a zenith distance of 80 times without pausing (as long as the time taken to complete
are required to avoid confusion over the location of the photone sequence is longer than the maximum round-trip time for a
emission by overlapping of the return flux (both Rayleigh#.MiphOton) and the return flux is recorded as a function of time in
scattered from- 15-25 km and fluorescent from80-100km) @ series of consecutive measurement channels. Each time the
from successive pulses. Such lasers cannot be used fotaim@eduence restarts, recording begins again in the first ehann
neous adaptive optics correction, which needs a compaat lz&dding to the counts already there.
spot on the sky and operates at frame rates up tkHz. If Sy is the out-going laser pulse sequence then the returned
The alternative would be intra- or extra-cavity modulatioﬁtre_am of photons results frp m th_e conv_olqurSafwnh the
of an existing cw laser. However, for adaptive optics corre odium profileN ® So. The infrinsic sodium abundance pro-.
tion and sodium layer profiling in parallel, the low duty oycl 'l.e’ N, can t.)e recovered from th? data by cross-cor.relatlng It
of the classical LIDAR approach again provides too few rmztuW'th the or_|g|nal pulse sequence if the auto-porrelatlomef '
sodium layer photons, which would anyway be swamped Bﬁquence is very close to being a delta-function. Thus we find

background noise from sky photons, dark noise, and stray plg’% ®(So@N) = N. (1)
tons. Importantly though, for the VLT sodium layer profiling
system, the beam on the sky is focused into & $p®t and ob- For the ALFA experiment, we used a variation of this by

served through a small field aperture which cuts down the syer-sampling, so although the pulses weyeslong we col-
photon flux. lected the returned photons in 0,25 time bins. Now to re-
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cover the sodium profile we consider the emitted laser pu
sequence as a sequence of impulsgsfour times longer in

which each digit ofS; is padded with zeros. If the profile of &
pulse from the laser is denoted thythen we can consider the 1. M—W
emitted sequence &5 ® L, and the returned flux iS; ® L& N. o L _J
We can calculate the following cross-correlation -

Pgls‘la Patterh ,,,Z.oom (x4 ]

L]
L FpE

2. attern
S$1®9($1®L®N) = LN, ) | I

LTI

which gives the convolution of the sodium profile with th 3. HitHH-— -
pulse profile. For the VLT LIDAR measurements, we will us
Nyquist sampling and record the return flux in time binseqt [T 0 T 1 0 0 e et
to half of the pulse length; otherwise the method is similar.

Finally, a correction has to be made to this profile to cor Strob
pensate for the height at which each photon was scattered4 |
cause the telescope mirror subtends a smaller solid angle
emission that originates higher in the atmosphere. Thisecer ]
tion is .applied by multiplying the profile data by the squafe Time ( HS)
the height.

The shape of the pulse profile, and any height offset whi
might arise due to timing delays, can be found by carrying out
the procedure with the telescope dome closed: this prowdekig. 1. Example section of a LIDAR electrical sequence gener-
single scattering layer at almost zero distance. As an elgmg@ted by a pulse pattern generator and the associated raelio fr
the cross-correlated dome data from the ALFA LIDAR obse@uency (RF) signal from the acousto-optical modulatoretriv
vations in Fig[P shows that there is a height offset of 270 iehannel 2: a 200s snapshot of randomus TTL-pulses in
This is due to a timing delay in the system of Ls8between ‘Non-return to zero’ format (at 2.0V peak-to-valley). Cheh
the pulse generator, modulator, and detector, and hassimpl 4 x zoom of channel 2. Channel 3: 2@9snapshot of the
been subtracted from all other derived heights. It can ba sé¥) MHz RF signal. Channel 4: Strobe signal indicating the sta
that the laser pulse has a form close to a square-wave witRf&@ sequence.
measured width of 150 m, which is what we would expect for a
1 us pulse with a rise time of less than 100 ns. For high signal- 5
to-noise data, this profile can be used to deconvolve theisodi
layer profile to yield a height resolution better than 100 m.

LYy

3. Sodium Layer profiling by LIDAR at Calar Alto
Observatory

relative strength
w

‘ le—o— | ‘r—‘—! 1
0 0.5 1 1.5
height (km)

N HH‘HH‘HH‘HH‘HH

3.1. Experimental set-up

3.1.1. The laser Fig.2. The profile of the Jus laser pulse, measured by scat-

The ALFA laser system (Rabien et 4[_20D00), situated ;ﬁring the beam from the telescope dome. The profile is close
the Coudé laboratory of the 3.5m telescope at Calar Al P€ing square-wave and has a FWHM of 150 m, as expected.
Observatory in Spain, has been used to provide an artifigial r ' he height offset of 270m is due to a delay of As8between
erence star in the mesospheric sodium layer for adaptive §} Pulse generator, modulator, and detector. It has begn su
tics correction. It could generate a LGS with a magnitude §&cted from all subsequent height measurements.

bright as VW10 in good atmospheric transparency. The laser

system cor_lsist(_ad of a ring dye laser (Coherent 899-21, W§H.2. Laser modulation

some modifications) pumped by a 28 W cw Argon ion laser

(Coherent Innova 400). The output power could exceed 5% ISOMET 1201E-1 acousto-optical modulator (AOM),
in single mode with a 10 MHz bandwidth. The frequency wadriven by a pulse generator (HP 81101A) provided the optical
tuned to the sodium Pline at 589 nm. The laser beam was cirbeam modulation. As described in Sectidn 2, close to square
cularly polarized, pre-expanded, and sent to the 50 cm d@mevave amplitude modulation of the laser beam at MHz rates was
laser launch telescope, 2.9 m from the science telescombptdesired to achieve the required height resolution and a-maxi
axis, via a remotely controllable series of relay mirrorst@ mum returned flux. It is the pulse rise (and fall) time that-gov
al.[2000). erns the squareness of a pulse and in the AOM the rise time
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guency shift is -70 MHz ah = 589 nm. This is an acceptable

change because the width of the i2sonance line is- 1 GHz.
We achieved a relatively low modulation efficiency, with

only about 70% of the power transmitted in first order.

=

g"n{jefg‘ﬁn@;{rors HP 81101A | | Including the beam relay transmission, and taking into anto
telescope A, the duty cycle of the pulse sequence, the average laser power
Power suppl .
28V DC pOpA)f/5A the launch telescope wasl £ 0.1 W for the experiment.
Pre—expander ) AOM driver + 3.1.3. Detector set-up
optics ens heat sink N .
[ f=250mm The accuracy of LIDAR data is limited by the timing reso-
M4 plate €1 Adi o lution of the detector. For this reason CCD detectors are not
ustable . - - ioli -
Shutter [l shl]Jtter Driver output suitable, and photo-multiplier tubes (PMTs) are more com
to AOM monly used. However, PMTs have a low quantum efficiency
Flipper mirror ol D (QE ~ 10%) and instead we have used an actively quenched
) Y | silicon Avalanche PhotoDiode (APD) from Perkin Elmer with
ﬁg"gggﬁﬁd A [ ]W:ousto—optical a QE greater than 70%. Actively quenched APDs minimize the
modulator dead time after each detected photor~to20ns. Statistical
A simulations show that we only expect a maximum of one to
B U C two photons from the laser beacon to be detected every micro-
TLens f = 250mm second. Therefore, the dead time does not affect the measure
' ments. The APDs have no readout noise and the dark counts
A B. ... E: mirrors are < 1000s~'; the dominant source of noise is background

counts, including sky counts and stray light around thelsodi
line transmission filter in the optical path in ALFA. In addi-
tion to the usual dust and light shields surrounding the benc
Fig. 3. Schematic of the set-up in the laboratory used to modteavy black cloth was attached to ALFA to block stray exter-
late the laser beam. The thick line shows the beam path.  nal optical light from reaching the APD. However, much more
serious was the presence of infrared LEDs inside the ALFA
bench, on motor encoders for example. Although every effort

is dependent on beam diameter. To achieve faster rise tinj&s Made to remove these the overall background count rate

it is necessary to focus the laser beam, so that in the cryé’@s” 7000-8000s !

the acoustic transit time across the beam is reduced. Tae las N mounting the detector on the telescope we only had ac-

modulation set-up is shown in Fiffl 3. In order to achieve @SS t0 the F/25 focus close to the wavefront sensor, at which

pulse rise time below 100 ns, the laser beam was focusedtB§ plate scale is 0.42mmarcséc A 12x magnification of

a lens placed about 1 cm in front of the modulator. The resulie image of the APD onto the F/25 focus using a lens was re-

ing power density of less than 300 W mhwas well below duired to obtain a’6 FoV (to match the typical size of 3”

the limit of 800 W mnt 2 for the modulator. A second lens apfor the LGS). Given a 20m diameter APD active area, the

proximately compensated for the beam quality degradation Plate scale at the APD was therefore 0.03mmarcsec'.

troduced by the modulation optics. As seen in Eig. 3, three mf\lignment of the optical system was performed using a white

rors steered the beam around the additional loop and thén bire source placed at the F/10 telescope focus to simulete th

onto its nominal path. An adjustable shutter placed betwieen !aser guide star. As seen in Fig. 4, the beam could be directed

lenses and after the modulator was used to block all spots either to the WFS or the APD by a mirror on a remotely mov-

cept the chosen first order spot. Some second order lightpasdble translation stage. Note that this experimental sefiftgys

through to the beam expander but this was largely blocked gignificantly to that proposed for the VLT, in which the 2% of

its beam stop aperture. The first order beam power was migtht leaking through one of the mirrors in the AO system will

imised by following the recommended procedure: to reduee the used for the LIDAR measurements.

driver output power close to its minimum, then find the optima

(i.e_. Bragg) qngle of the incident Ias_er on the crysta_ll by 'mon&l.4. Data collection

toring an optical power meter, and finally set the driver otitp

power that maximises the first order beam optical power.  The APD module outputs a TTL pulse every time a photon is
A shift in the frequency of the beam arises from modulaeceived. A similar TTL sync signal is produced from the silgn

tion of the beam into several orders. Within the modulatar, t generator at the start of every 16k bit pseudo-random seguen

acoustic waves which create the diffraction pattern thagrt$ (the sequence provided with the pulse generator was in #ct a

the beam move through the medium, and the frequency of thiesequence repeated 4 times). These two signals are eeceiv

diffracted beams is doppler shifted with respect to thatef t by a multichannel scaler (MCS) where timing information is

incident beam. If light is incident at the Bragg angle, the fr recorded. The MCS card (Fastcomtec MCD-2) consists of 128k
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Field Stopsand pick-off 3.3. Sodium profiles from LIDAR
mirror, motorised
XY translation The first measurements using this LIDAR technique with
Relay ALFA were obtained in 1999 on October 17 & 18 under ex-
ens Incoming tremely poor weather conditions. On the first night the sgein
Lenslet l Light was 4’ or more. Even though the laser had been launched with
Arrays a 15cm beam, in such bad seeing this is much more than a few
. i |7 times the Fried parametey,, and so the size of the LGS is af-
Lincoln Labg nino NN fected. The final size of the LGS as seen from the ground was at
ccD CameraV | U U ' Y least &'. As a result, significant light was lost from thé Beld
Field Select of view (FoV) of the APD. On the second night there were thin
T i Mirror cloud layers at 6 km and 9 km (observed by the LIDAR system
i from the light they scattered). LIDAR integrations were UT

i time-tagged for comparison with sodium layer profiles dedtiv

\I>|V[k)]eFéllter - /Eougling from direct imaging at a second telescope (see SeEfldn 3.4).
en Simultaneous observations of the LGS from this second tele-
scope showed that the observed flux was reduced by a factor of
~—APD and thirty by these cloud layers. The only effect this has on LRDA
XYZ translation IS to reduce the signal-to-noise and invalidate absolusectl+
stage ibration; the height and profile information (which ariséedyp

from time-tagged data) are unaffected, and thus the firsitees
Fig.4. Schematic of the set-up of the APD LIDAR detectoghown in Fig[b are very encouraging. These data have been
close to the Shack-Hartmann wavefront sensor in ALFA. Ngnvolved with a low-pass digital filter to give a smoothirfg o
neutral density (ND) filter was used during LGS LIDAR obses00 m, and only the range encompassing the mesosphere plot-
vations. ted. Additionally, the total flux detected has been nornedlis

for each night, a process which is not normally necessary but

which we use in this case because of the significant flux varia-
channels, each of which corresponds to a 250 ns intervalnWhi®ns due to the clouds.
the sync pulse is received the MCS starts at the first channel, The Rayleigh cone, which is bright at altitudes less than
and increments its value every time it receives a count fleen t~20 km was not detected. This is because we had a FoV of
APD during the subsequent 250 ns. After this time it moves 8 and launched the laser 2.9 m off-axis from the main tele-
the next channel and again counts the number of pulses comsagpe, which means we could only observe heights in the range
from the APD. This procedure continues until the next time®0+30km. The reason we were able to observe cloud layers
sync pulse is received, i.e. when the MCS starts from the fitstlow 10km is simply because there was so much scattered
channel again. In this experiment we over-sampled, witha ti light from the defocused image of the pupil on these layers,
interval per channel one quarter of a pulse length. that we could detect it about 1 arcmin away.

The MCS has a dead time between channels of 0.5ns. ForThe noise is strongly dependent on height, because of the
3.5-m and larger telescopes this is not significant for th® APhecessary scaling described in Secfibn 2. It is determirmed f
channel as it has the same effect as reducing the colleaiieg ahe data before the scaling is applied (i.e. while the nase i
of the telescope by less than 0.2%. Its effect can occagyonahdependent of height) and then scaled in the same way as the
be seen in the sync channel, and this is why we have twicedaga — that is, multiplied by the square of the height. Thaltes
many channels as should ever be needed: occasionally the ME€tBat the noise at 100 km is 25% more than (and at 80 km 20%
will miss the sync pulse and the collected data will ‘overflonless than) that at 90 km. The blank region of the profile used
into these other channels. Although this data is not usésl, tto make the estimate is at 10-60km, which is large enough
precaution prevents the rest from being corrupted. that both the photon and correlation noise are implicit ia th

estimate.

3.2. Laser star acquisition

) , i - 3.3.1. Results and discussion
A 2D detector is required for time efficient laser spot acqui-

sition. Prior to the observations, the APD was aligned to thiecan be seen from Fi@l 6 that using this method we are able
white light reference beam by adjusting the APD stage to mag-track changes in the sodium layer structure on timeseales
imize the count rate on the APD event counter. At the begipnishort as a few minutes. The two important quantities for adap
of the observations, the laser was pointed to its nominait poive optics are the centroid height and the width over whingh t
tion on the WFS. One of the white light fibre spots on the WH8yer is spread.

was then marked and the corresponding sodium laser WFS spotThe intensity-weighted centroid height of the atoms shown
was moved to this mark. Following this, a pick-off mirror wasn Fig.[d, suggests that general trend is for variations deor
moved to direct the LGS beam to the APD (H1j). 4), and int&00 m on timescales of 10 minutes. It is not clear from these
gration was started. data whether the changes between individual points arefeal
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Fig. 6. Density profiles of the sodium layer on Oct 17 (left) and Oc{right) 1999, taken every 30's over a period of 1 hour each
night. Darker regions denote a higher atomic density. Blailkmns indicate where no data was collected due to clouds.

fects or a result of the noise in the data (due to the poor eondifew hundred metres and moved independently from the rest
tions under which the experiment was performed). Comparisof the layer, we identify this as a sporadic layer. Within the
with the variations in centroid height derived from diraoig- sporadic layer, the sodium density is about twice that ofite

ing by O’Sullivan et al.[[2Z000) at the same observatory durirderlying profile, similar to the factor of two to three obsedv
1998 would suggest that these could indeed be real varstioduring the O’Sullivan et al[{2000) direct imaging obseiwas.

Additionally, there is no correlation between properties o The FWHM of the layer also shows significant changes.
the layer between the two nights. On Oct 18, the layer (e®n Oct 17, the layer had a FWHM of around 12-13km; on
cluding the sporadic) had a distribution which appears atm@®ct 18 this had reduced to only 5-7 km. This has important
bimodal, with a centroid height of 92 km above mean sea levehnsequences on the elongation of the LGS spot as seen from
on Oct 17, the centroid height was only 91 km, and there waslifferent portions of the science telescope primary mjraod
very prominent narrow peak. Because it had a FWHM of onhence on the performance of an AO system correcting on the
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LGS. For a laser projected from the side of a 10-m primary mir-
ror, as occurs at the Keck telescope, this can result in along | ~10km
tions in the range 1.5-3¥or apertures located on the far side
of the pupil. On nights when the layer has a large FWHM, the
performance of an AO system correcting on the elongated LGS
will be compromised; not only due to the shape of the spot, but
also because it may be truncated by the limited apertureeof th
wavefront sensor, and also due to the reduced signal to imise
the measurement of the spot positions. At the VLT and Gemini,
it the laser will be projected from behind the secondary onirr
This reduces the maximum elongation to the range 0.6-ar3 Laser
the cases above. When convolved with both the seeing and the
intrinsic size of the LGS (combined, about 1) 2this has only

a small effect on the shape of the LGS.

~90km

2.2-m

3.4. Comparison to Direct Imaging 3.5 T 260m

In order to validate the profiles obtained using the LIDAR
method, we simultaneously observed the LGS plume froi
other telescope. For this we used the 2.2-m telescope ae|
from the 3.5-m by 260 m. The detector was a 202848 pixe
SITE#1d CCD camera with a pixel scale of 0’58 stalled ¢

its Cassegrain focus. A narrow band interference sodiu

ter was used to minimize the background. Images, each
exposure, were time-tagged with the UT start time. The 100 ¢
pose of the observations was multifold. The monitoring & Size (")
sodium spot was meant to detect possible sporadics and
mine the centroid height variation. The hope was to ac
photometric study of the Rayleigh scattering and sodiunt
Therefore spectrophotometric standards have been ol
regularly. Unfortunately the weather conditions were ot 0k T
tometric and the results can therefore only be indicativas Altitade (km)
we consider only a comparison with the LIDAR data for wt

to ensure it is meaningful, only images acquired within 3

of Lé?rﬁ:z dnaotasirefl::fnde's were acauired. no sk subtractiFig' 8. Top: Sketch showing the geometry of the laser guide
y q ' y Ly projected from the 3.5-m, and the direct imaging olzserv

could be applied. Only a dark of equivalent integration t'.mt‘l3 ns from the 2.2-m 260 m away. Bottom: Typical image of the

was subtracted before flat-fielding with a dome flat. Bad pix FA LGS plume as observed from the 2.2-m telescope. See

correc_:tlon was also apphed._ln a cosmetic final stage, Istds t Snectiorﬂﬂl for details of the data reduction.
crossing the plume or Rayleigh beam were removed by thresh-

olding the data. Fid.l8 illustrates a typical result.
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Due to the geometrical situation of the telescopes and thgodium column density 2 x 10 m~*
fact that the altitude is aligned with the horizontal axighie ~ atmospheric transmission  75%
images, the altitude of a point can be determined as: laser power (during a pulse)  5W

pulse length s
Altitude = zg + [d * tan(a — (zg — x) * pizscale)], (3)  launch transmission 60%
collector transmission 1%
wherez is the altitude of the observing site (2.2 krdthe  zenith distance 0°/60°
distance between the telescopeghe elevation of the 2.2-m integration time 30s/60s

telescope, angizscale is the pixel scale of the camera usedTable 2. Parameters used in the simulations of the VLT profiler
xo has been chosen as the middle of the CCD FoV. Using this
formula, we noticed a difference in altitude, and altitudege,
between the imaged and LIDAR profiles. To obtain a similar . .

. - ore accurate mean height measurement than can be achieved
altitude range for both sets of data, the 2.2-m pointing oad T o . .

. . o simply by binning the data afterwards. It will be possiblath
be considered 7.12 arcmin higher than that actually inditat .
. . just the pulse length in the VLT LGS LIDAR system over the
the telescope. This can be attributed to the fact that (a3.the . )
- X . range 0.1-1@s. It is assumed that the data is collected over

m (and laser) was pointing to nominal, but not necessarily aC e periods equal to half the pulse lenath
tual, zenith; (b) for observations of the LGS, the 2.2-m giam P q P g

was measured as an angular offset from nominal zenith which Secondly, there is the issue of noise. The basic profile re-
g covered by LIDAR is the apparent distribution from which the

?gaégtrggyéf?sétn;cr?j;ﬁrilg gﬁzr?ﬂ(i:;uf?l)fnem?t?g gfa)lr;h:::nwt?% otons originate, and in this profile the noise is indepahde
P y OPheight. To derive the sodium atom density distributicaxle

when pointing to calibration stars, suggesting a largererro pointin this basic profile must be multiplied by the squargsof

the pointing model of the telescope. ) S X A
Once the data was calibrated in altitude, a scaling Calibrda'-Stance' As aresult, the noise in the density profile irsea

tion was applied: the integrated flux of the 2.2-m data bemNeguadrancally with distance.

70 and 110km was forced to equal the integrated flux of the.Th'rdly’ we_should ask what IS the most sens_lble average
L : héight calculation. The most obvious method to find the aver-

LIDAR profile in the same altitude range. age height of the sodium layer is to calculate the centraighte

Profiles were obtained by summing rows of 10 pixels per-g 9 Y

pendicular to the altitude axis. FHig 9 shows that a very go&fj the atoms in the layer, as we did for the ALFA LIDAR ex-

L %eriment. But this has an intrinsic bias and the value catedl
agreement can be found between the data originating from EE : L
.actually depends on the resolution used. An alternative is t

two different observing techniques. In these data CCD MYl se the median height of the atoms, which is independent of

of the sodium layer appears to give profiles with better dign ) .
to-noise than the LIDAR technique, but this is likely to b(—;edu?he resolution (at least with pulses of up tps) as long as the

to a reduced count rate in the APD FoV either resulting froﬁ{ome changes only slowly around the 600 m either side of the

, . . median height; linear interpolation can be used betweesethe
the poor seeing or problems with alignment. The effect of the . .

o . . : oints. However, the WFS detects photons, and so instead the
poor seeing is certainly apparent in the amplitude of the spo

radic layer: it reduced the height resolution of the imagiata apparent distribution from which the photons originatelstio

to approximately 1 km, far inferior to the 150 m attainabléhwi be_used. Th.'s differs frqm f[he _actual :Jjensny dlstrlbutrimn._a
LIDAR. The discussion above also confirms that LIDAR is suquorm sodium atom distribution, 25% fewer photons will be
perior in terms of absolute height calibration. detected from a cﬁstanpe of 95 km than from 85 km. Probably
the best method is to find the height above which (and below
which) half the sodium-line photons originate. In this pajite
4. Expected performance of the VLT sodium is called the ‘median flux height'.
profiler Finally, there may be a systematic height offset. With the
LIDAR system on ALFA, there was a large constant offset of
270 m in the height measurement. This is likely also to occur
The concept of the VLT sodium profiler (Butler et Al._2D02yith the VLT LGS system, but can likewise easily be calibdate
is the same as that built for ALFA. The differences are mosthy performing a LIDAR measurement with a reflective layer
in hardware in the sense that the profiler is more automafgtich as the observatory dome) at almost zero height.
and will integrate well into a VLT instrument control system
Additionally, tr_le VLT profiler will have a anger 32k bit puds 4.2. Simulations
sequence mainly for lower cross-correlation noise. Below,
summarize the salient points learned from the ALFA LIDARSimulations of LIDAR have been carried out to look at the
experiment, and from signal-to-noise calculations forWh& signal-to-noise issues and determine quantitatively venat
sodium profiler. reasonable integration times, pulse lengths, etc. Thertaice
Firstly, laser pulse length affects height resolution arttes in average height have been estimated from running 100
signal-to-noise. A shorter pulse length allows a higheoltes simulations for each parameter set.
tion in the sodium layer profile measurementisicorresponds  The input to the model was the sodium density distribu-
to 150 m, 2us to 300 m, etc. However, there are advantages tti@an shown in the top panel of Fi.1L0. To indicate the dif-
longer pulse: it gives better signal-to-noise in the prcditel a ference in the ‘average’ height obtained when it is caledat

4.1. Some considerations
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Fig. 9. Results of the sodium profile on Oct 17 derived from the LIDA®Re&riment (solid line), compared to the direct imaging
results (dashed line).

even during an ‘on’ pulse the effective laser power is only.5W

Integration time o (z=0°)  ou (z=60") This is likely to be an underestimate. The important paranset
(s) (m) (m) used in the simulation are given in Tafle 2.
30 47 318

The simulation is in two parts. One calculates the return
flux as a function of time measured by the MCS. So that the
data can be sampled twice for each pulse, each digit of tree pul
sequence is repeated (and the associated time-step halted)
data for the sodium layer are then binned appropriately, and
convolved with the double-length pulse sequence. Thetresul
ing vector is scaled so that it correctly reflects the average
flux over one sequence. At this stage photon noise, backdroun
noise, and dark counts are added. This is repeated and the re-
in different ways, these are given for this profile as a refesuits co-added until the required integration time is reach
ence: 91.52km (centroid height); 91.33km (median height)hjs represents the signal detected by the MCS. The second
and 91.01km (median flux height). The difference between thgrt of the code takes this ‘observed’ data and calculates wh
centroid and median heights of the atoms is 200m; that e sodium profile was. It is based on that used during the
tween the median height of the atoms and the median heiglt=A LIDAR experiment, and is effectively a convolution of
from which the photons originate is an additional 300 m. Sln@he pu|se sequence (padded with an extra zero after ea(]:h d|g|
the acceptable error (Kissler-Patig._2001) is only 200m ahd the MCS data. A background is then subtracted, the noise
zenith it is important to use the correct height estimator. estimated, and the height scaling imposed.

It has been assumed in the simulations that the APD will be
mounted in one of the AO systems at the VLT with an effective A set of three typical profiles are shown in the lower three
pupil diameter of 4.0 m, which would provide a field of view opanels of Fig[ZIl0; the central one of these corresponds to the
3"”. The collector transmission in the simulation is 1% (whicB0 s integration time at zero zenith distance in Téble 3. &hes
includes the 2% through a mirror in the AO system). It hademonstrate the effect on the profile of varying the integnat
been assumed that transmission of the upward beam throtigte and pulse length. In each of these, the dotted line marks
the LIDAR optics (in particular the modulator) is 50%, sotthahe 3o background noise level.

60 39 199

Table 3. Standard deviatior; g, for the median flux height for
30s and 60s integrations at zenith distances°cdrtd 60. A
pulse length of Lus has been used.
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spheric conditions, and has a very small error in the abso-

= 5 lute height. The method is designed to be used at observa-
St tories with a LGS AO system, and can be performed using
ol 1 the same laser during such observations.
= b 1 2. We have tested our method with an experiment using the
@ 10 ] ALFA laser at Calar Alto observatory in Spain. The profiles
5 F ] derived from the LIDAR measurements compare well to
g 0 ‘ B‘O — 9‘0 T T e 110 those obtained by simultaneous direct imaging and confirm
3 height (km) that the method can be used successfully.
3. The profiles we measured during this experiment demon-
strate clearly that there is a need to measure changes in
LT T T T T sodium layer height in order to set the initial wavefront-sen
Z ospPulse s e sor focus prior to, and maintain the correct focus during,
@ 0.6 observations. The difference in centroid height on consec-
g 04 i ‘ ‘| utive nights was 1.5km, and changes of several hundred
2 02 ool Ll RN fo metres were measured on timescales of a few minutes. The
B L L L f .10} 11 data also show large changes in the FWHM of the layer,
80 90 100 110 which can have consequences for the apparent elongation

height [km] of the LGS spot as seen by a wavefront sensor.

—— —— — 4. We have simulated the performance of a system to be in-
pulse = lus tegrated into the VLT Laser Guide Star Facility. This has
highlighted the importance of choosing the correct method
of deriving the ‘average’ distance to the sodium layer, and
we propose that the ‘median flux height’ is the appropriate
estimator. A 3 error of less than 200 m can be achieved
with only a 30 s integration under the required conditions.

relative density

height [km]
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