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A ccepted

A B ST R A C T

A new technique is presented for producing im ages from interferom etric data.

Them ethod,\sm ear�tting",m akestheconstraintsnecessaryforinterferom etric

im agingdoubleasam odel,with uncertainties,ofthesky brightnessdistribution.

It does this by m odelling the sky with a set offunctions and then convolving

each com ponentwith its own ellipticalgaussian to accountforthe uncertainty

in its shape and location that arisesfrom noise.This yields m uch sharperres-

olution than CLEAN forsigni�cantly detected features,withoutsacri�cing any

sensitivity.Usingappropriatefunctionalform sforthecom ponentsprovidesboth

a scienti�cally interesting m odeland im aging constraintsthattend to bebetter

than those used by traditionaldeconvolution m ethods.This allows it to avoid

them ostseriousproblem sthatlim ittheim agingquality ofthosem ethods.Com -

parisonsofsm ear�tting to CLEAN and m axim um entropy aregiven,usingboth

realand sim ulated observations.Itisalso shown thatthe fam ousRayleigh cri-

terion (resolution = wavelength / baseline)isinappropriate forinterferom eters

asitdoesnotconsiderthe reliability ofthe m easurem ents.

K ey w ords: techniques:im ageprocessing { techniques:interferom etric

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

Interferom eters give us a m uch sharper view than �lled

aperture telescopes of the sam e area,by sam pling the

sky’sspatialfrequencieswith a setofbaselinesgiven by

theseparationsbetween each receiver.Unfortunately the

distribution ofsam ples (\visibilities") is incom plete,so

the Fourier transform ofthe m easured visibilities is not

the sky brightness distribution.The Fourier transform

ofthevisibilitiesinstead yieldsthe\dirty m ap",which is

thesky brightnessdistribution plusnoise,convolved with

the dirty beam (the Fourier transform ofthe sam pling

pattern).In otherterm s,a sim pleFouriertransform pro-

duces an im age with absolutely no power at unsam pled

spatialfrequencies.As a result the dirty beam exhibits

sidelobes causing the fainter structure in the im age to

? Em ail:rob.reid@ nrc-cnrc.gc.ca

be buried underthe di�raction patternsofthe brightest

objectsin the �eld.

Unfortunately the m ost straightforward way ofde-

convolving away the e�ect ofthe dirty beam would di-

vide by zero in the uv plane (the Fourier transform of

the im age plane) wherever no m easurem ent was m ade,

and practicalm ethods m ust instead attem pt to �llun-

m easured regions of the uv plane with a m ore reason-

able estim ate than zero. Sim ply interpolating between

the visibilities does not work in general because alias-

ing ofoscillations in the uv plane can erroneously m ove

the em ission toward the center ofthe im age plane,and

distortitsappearance.Thusthere isno unique prescrip-

tion forextracting theoptim um estim ate ofthe truesky

brightness, and m any m ethods, m ost notably CLEAN

(H�ogbom 1974) and m axim um entropy deconvolution

(G ull& Skilling 1983,Cornwelletal.1999),thatvary in

their properties have been devised.They are usually,if

notstrictly correctly,called deconvolution m ethods.They
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2 R.I.Reid

rely on expected ordesired propertiesoftheim agessuch

aspositivity,locality,orsm oothnessto constrain theim -

ages they produce.This paper presents a new m ethod,

called sm ear�tting,which usesassim pleam odelasitcan

asitsm ain constraint,and can optionally use additional

constraints such aspositivity and/orcon�nem entofthe

source to a certain region.It renders the m easurem ents

into im ageswith better�delity and resolution,and fewer

im age artifacts,than traditionaldeconvolution m ethods.

A great bene�t ofsm ear �tting is considerably im -

proved resolution forobjectswith peak brightnessgreater

than 4.20 tim estherootm ean square(rm s)noise(itdoes

not change the resolution offainter features) without a

lossofsensitivity from reweighting thedata.Thisfeature

isextrem ely im portantsince betterresolution cannotbe

achieved by sim ply addingdata,and thenoisethatcom es

with it,from longerbaselinesordecreasing theweightof

shortbaselines,withoutincreasing therootm ean square

(rm s)errors in surface brightnessoverthe whole im age.

The objectsofinterestin typicalradio astronom icalob-

servationsspan wide rangesofboth brightnessand size,

and sm ear�tting o�ersa way to optim ally handle both.

Sm ear �tting also produces a set of com ponents m od-

elling the source,and calculates the uncertaintiesofthe

distribution ofthose com ponents on the sky.The com -

ponentsoften correspond to distinctphysicalfeaturesof

the source(s), m aking their param eters and associated

uncertaintiesofim m ediate scienti�c interest.

Sm ear �tting has been im plem ented as a m odi�-

cation (patch) to difm ap (Shepherd 1997). The patch,

known as sm erf,is freely available at http:=/www.drao-

ofr.hia-iha.nrc-cnrc.gc.ca/� rreid/sm erf/.

2 SM EA R FIT T IN G

2.1 P rocedure

Sm ear �tting is a two step process.In the �rst step a

setofcom ponents,usually ellipticalgaussians,with total

visibility function Vm odel(u;v;~p)is�tted tothevisibilities

Vi by varying the param eters~p to m inim ize �
2
:

�
2 =

X

i

�
�
�
�

Vi� Vm odel(ui;vi;~p)

�i

�
�
�
�

2

(1)

where �i is the uncertainty ofm easurem ent Vi.In the

second step each com ponentisbroadened,or\sm eared",

until�
2
is raised by the num ber ofdegrees offreedom

ofthecom ponent’sdistribution on thesky.Thevisibility

m odel and residuals are then Fourier transform ed and

sum m ed together to form an im age.An exam ple ofthe

e�ectofsm earing isshown in Figure 1.

The goalofthis process is a �nalm ap that shows

what viewers intuitively expect when looking at an im -

age with resolution known to be im perfect:the true im -

age convolved by the probability distribution of where

the radiation originates from .The sm eared m ap is ide-

ally equivalent to the average of an ensem ble of m aps

produced from allpossiblerealizationsofthenoiseadded

to the m easured visibilities.The �rstim plem entation of

sm ear�tting used theM onteCarlo m ethod,butthecur-

renttechnique ofbroadening the com ponentsuntil�
2
is

raised by a certain am ountisfarm ore e�cient.

In the�rststep,producingan unsm eared m odel,itis

usually im possible to specify a m odelin itsentirety and

then sim ultaneously �tallofitsparam eters.Thisis be-

causetypicalinitialdirty m apsaredom inated by a sm all

num berofbright objects that m ustbe m odeled and re-

m oved beforetheunderlyingstructurebecom esapparent,

exactly as with CLEAN.Fortunately com ponents that

do not appreciably overlap can be independently �tted,

as can neighboring features with proper downweighting

ofthe short baselines (Reid 2003).Therefore the m odel

is built increm entally (either m anually or by running a

script)with cyclesof:

(i) Adding to the m odelone or m ore ellipticalgaus-

sian(s)forthe brightestpeak(s),

(ii) specifying the set of param eters that should be

�tted (which includes param eters from previously �t-

ted com ponents that willbe a�ected by the new com -

ponent(s)),then

(iii) �tting them to the visibilitiesby m inim izing �
2
.

A gaussian com ponent �t to an unresolved source

can approach a� function,na�ively extrapolatingpowerto

spatialfrequenciesfarbeyond thosesam pled by them ea-

surem ents.This m akesit necessary to som ehow sm ooth

the m odelso that it does not claim a higher resolution

than the m easurem ents warrant. Sm ear �tting accom -

plishes that with its second step, \sm earing". D uring

sm earing,each com ponentofthe m odelisbroadened by

m inim izing the sharpnessfunction while constraining �
2

to riseto �
2

unsm eared + � using a Lagrangem ultiplier.The

sharpnessfunction is

B =
2�

u2m ax

P

c
f
2

c=A c
P

c
f2c

(2)

where fc and A c respectively are the ux and e�ective

area ofa com ponent c.The e�ective area ofa gaussian

is 2�r�
2
= �ra

2
=(4ln2),where r is its (m inor/m ajor)

axialratio and � and a are its standard deviation and

fullwidth at half m axim um (FW HM ) along its m ajor

axis.O nly relative changes in B m atter,so it is convie-

nientto scaleitusing um ax,them axim um baselinelength

in wavelengths.That m akes the contribution to B > 1

for com ponents sharper than the spatialfrequency cor-

responding to the longest baseline.Squaring the uxes

allowsB to beused with negativecom ponentsaswellas

positive ones.

Theform ofB cam efrom devisingafunction tom ea-

surethesquared am plitude ofthem odelvisibilitiesinte-

grated over the entire uv plane relative to the squared

totalux,with a m odi�cation to ignorecom ponentover-

laps.The larger B is,the m ore ofthe m odelis in the

partoftheuv planeunsupported by m easurem ents,so it
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Sm ear�tting 3

isa quantity thatshould be m inim ized by reliable m od-

els.Each com ponent’sux isheld �xed during sm earing

to preventthe sharpness decreasing by transferring ux

between unrelated com ponents.

�isapositivenum berlim itingtheam ountofsm ear-

ing that is allowed.The larger it is,the m ore sm earing

therewillbe,corresponding to a largercon�denceregion

ofthem odelparam eters.Although m odelparam etersare

often reported with con�denceintervalsof� 2,3,orm ore

standard deviations,in thepresentation ofan im age itis

m ost naturalto plot the im age \sm eared by one stan-

dard deviation" in order to recreate the probability dis-

tribution ofthe em ission on the sky.Another reason to

only use one standard deviation is that it is custom ary

in radio interferom etry to publish im ageswith whatever

isnotaccounted forby thedeconvolution (theresiduals)

added to the resultofthe deconvolution.Since sm earing

reduces the am plitude of the long baseline m odelvisi-

bilities (broadening the im age plane distribution m akes

the uv plane distribution m ore com pact),it e�ectively

returnsinform ation from them odelto theresiduals.The

residualm ap isofcourse dirty,so the �nalm ap willap-

pear \dirtier" wherever the e�ective sm earing beam is

com parabletoorlargerthan thedirty beam .Thisism ost

likely notthe desired e�ect,so itisim portantto distin-

guish perform ing a reliabledeconvolution ofa setofdata

from displaying only the inform ation in that data that

m eets a certain levelof reliability.The form er is what

sm ear �tting tries to do,but it can be adapted to the

lattertask by displaying only the m odelin the �nalim -

age,setting � appropriately,and m aking it clear that

theresulting im age isalm ostcertainly m issing som e real

structure thatdid not\m ake the cut".

Finding � for a given con�dence level is accom -

plished by considering the M onte Carlo view ofthe pro-

cessand requiring thatthefraction ofm odelswith �
2
no

greaterthan �
2

orig+ �,afterbeingperturbed by noiseand

re�t,m atchesthecon�dencelevel.Assum inggaussian er-

rorsin thedata,them odelparam eterswilllie within � 1

standard deviation ofthebest�t68.3% ofthetim e.Typi-

cally each com ponentisan ellipticalgaussian sm eared on

its own,so the relevant degrees offreedom in its distri-

bution on thesky areitslocation (2 degrees),m ajoraxis,

axialratio,and position angle,fora totalof5 degreesof

freedom .Solving

0:683 =

Z
�

0

P5(�
2)d�2 (3)

with P5(�
2
) being the probability distribution for �

2
,

yields � = 5:89.� for a 2 � con�dence intervalwith

5 degreesoffreedom com esfrom solving

0:954 =

Z
�

0

P5(�
2)d�2 (4)

and is11.3.

To m aintain the relation between convolving each

feature with its uncertainty and m inim izing the sharp-

ness while raising �
2
by �, it is usually necessary to

sm ear each com ponent separately. O therwise a bright

sharp com ponentwould stealtheportion of�thatwould

norm ally gotoafainter,broader,com ponent,even ifthey

were unrelated.The only justi�cation forsim ultaneously

sm earing m ore than one com ponentiswhen the com po-

nents are inseparable parts ofa single feature.In such

(rare)casessom e custom ization isneeded,eithera m od-

i�cation ofthesharpnessfunction to fairly distributethe

sm earing,orpreferably replacem entofthegenericellipti-

calgaussian com ponentswith asinglecom ponentofadif-

ferenttype.Currently im plem ented alternativesto ellip-

ticalgaussian com ponentsareuniform ly bright(i.e.opti-

cally thick)ellipticaldisks,optically thin ellipsoids(Fig-

ure2),and Sunyaev-Zel’dovich clusters(Pearson 1999,p.

351).

2.2 T he expected am ount ofsm earing

A rule ofthum b forthe am ountofsm earing an isolated

com ponent willreceive can be generated using the fol-

lowing approxim ations:

(i) The uv sam pling density is taken to be an ellip-

ticalgaussian,speci�cally the Fourier transform ofthe

CLEAN beam .

(ii) Sm earingisrestricted toconvolvingtheunsm eared

com ponent with a scaled version of the CLEAN beam

with m ajor axis k tim es as large as the CLEAN beam ’s

m ajoraxis,ab.

(iii) The com ponent’s unsm eared shape is assum ed

to have the sam e axialratio and position angle as the

CLEAN beam ,so that it can be speci�ed by the single

param eter� � ac=ab,whereac isthecom ponent’sm ajor

axis.

Then the expected rise in �
2 due to sm earing is




��
2
�

=
2f

2

cW

1+ 2�2
�
2

1+ 3� + 2�2
; (5)

with � �
k
2

1+ 2�2
(6)

and W being the sum ofthe visibility weights.

According to Equation 5,



��
2
�

asym ptotically ap-

proachesam axim um off
2

cW =(1+ 2�
2
)
2
forlargesm earing

beam s.This m eans that su�ciently di�use com ponents

do notpossess enough signalto reach the target



��
2
�

of�,due to a com bination ofinsu�cient ux and the

factthatascom ponentsare broadened they a�ectfewer

visibilities.Using the above approxim ations,thelim itat

which sm earing to a levelof� cannotbe done is

f
2

cW ’ (1+ 2�
2
)� (7)

For a com ponent that is unresolved in the unsm eared

m ap,thiscorrespondstoasurfacebrightnessof
p
�tim es

thetheoreticalr.m .s.noiseoftheim age.Ifthecom ponent

issigni�cantly resolved,the surface brightnessthreshold

approaches
p
2� tim es the rm s level. In other words,

c 2006 R A S,M N R A S 000,1{18



4 R.I.Reid

Figure 1. Before and after sm earing com pared to CLEA N

fora naturally weighted V LA snapshotobservation ofJ0354{

052 (R eid et al.1999).Top left:unsm eared im age.Top right:

sm eared im age. N ote that sm earing fattens the knife-edges,

and that less signi�cant com ponents (shown as ellipses with

FW H M m ajorand m inoraxes)aresm eared m ore.Bottom left:

unsm eared im age convolved with the CLEA N beam .Bottom

right:CLEA N im age.Thecontoursstartat0.125 m Jy/arcsec2

and are each separated by a factorof2.The solid gray ellipse

in the lower left corner ofeach im age is the FW H M CLEA N

beam .

there is, unsurprisingly, a m inim um surface brightness

required forthelocation and shapeofa com ponentto be

determ inable with any signi�cance.Thisholdstrue even

when the above approxim ationsare relaxed.

Thus a low surface brightness com ponent can be

com pletely sm eared away withoutsu�ciently raising �
2
.

In e�ect,it is com pletely returned to the residualm ap,

and should be rem oved to sim plify the m odel.Ifit con-

tainsa signi�cantam ountofux itshould beCLEANed,

Figure 2.A young planetary nebula,V y2-2,as it appeared

at 15 G H z in February 1982. Top left: uniform ly weighted

CLEA N .Top right:Theresultofautom aticsm ear�tting with

the modcons script.Bottom left:the resultof�tting and then

sim ultaneously sm earing a positive and a negative gaussian.

N ote the negative intensity in the center ofthe shell.Bottom

right:the resultof�tting and then sim ultaneously sm earing a

positive and a negative optically thin ellipsoid (O TE).V y2-2

isexpected to be an optically thin shell,and itappears to be

wellm odeled by the nested O TEs.The grayscale is a linear

ram p from � 1:725 (white) to 3.510 (black) Jy/arcsec2,and

the at gray ellipsesare the FW H M beam extents.

since the dirty beam has no totalux unless single dish

m easurem entshave been included.

2.3 Instabilities in m odelconstruction and

techniques to overcom e them

M ost radio observations have objects in their �eld that

are too com pactto be resolved with the given data,and

as�
2
ism inim ized,there islittle to stop the m ajor and

m inor axes of the m odelcom ponents corresponding to

thoseobjectsfrom collapsing tozero.Presum ably alltrue

sourceshaveanonzerosize,butthenoise,sincem ostofit

originatesin theuv planeinstead ofon thesky,doesnot

necessarily obey the sam e rulesasphysicalsources.The

noise am plitude does not decrease with increasing base-

line length (worse,it gains weight since the visibilities

becom em oreisolated),so itisquiteeasy fornoiseto col-

lapse a com pact com ponent’s shape (see the appendix).

W hen thathappensthebestthing to do isto �x them i-

nor (and m ajor,ifnecessary) axes at tiny but nonzero

valuesand to m oveon to othercom ponents.Thishasno

e�ecton the �nalim age since the width ofthe sm eared

com ponentwillbe dom inated by itssm earing \beam ".

c 2006 R A S,M N R A S 000,1{18



Sm ear�tting 5

The \knife-edge" case ofa com ponent with an ex-

tended m ajoraxisbutcollapsed m inoraxisisparticularly

com m on since it does not require a conspiracy ofnoise

on both axes,and there are additionalways to produce

it.The originalversion ofdifm ap featured an interesting

shape param eterization that unfortunately allowed the

�t to enter a dom ain where the m inor axis was im agi-

nary.O nce thathappened the m inorhad to be clam ped

atzero and itbecam every di�cultforthe�tto return to

physicalplausibility.The sm erfpatch to difm ap features

abettershapeparam eterization (Equations8and 9)that

allowsthe m odel�tting routine to try any realvalue for

the internalparam eters � and  while keeping the full

width halfm axim um ofthe m ajor axis,am aj,and axial

ratio r (ratio ofthem inoraxisto them ajoraxis),within

theirphysically allowable dom ains:

am aj =
e
�

�um ax

(8)

r = (
2
+ 1)

�1
(9)

um ax isthe longestbaseline length.

Also,knife-edgescan appearwhere one m odelcom -

ponent has been used to �t two unresolved features on

the sky, so that �
2
m inim ization joined the features

with a line.sm erfcan autom atically detect and rem ove

such knife-edge com ponents,replace them with pairs of

sm aller com ponents (if they are su�ciently far apart),

and rem inim ize �2.

Alloftheabove issuesoccurin thevenerable m odel

�tting stage ofsm ear �tting,and have fostered an im -

pression in the com m unity that �tting large sets ofel-

lipticalgaussians to interferom eter data is not feasible.

sm erfincludesseveralfeaturesto im provetherobustness

ofm odel�tting,buttruly unresolved sourcesare ubiqui-

tous,and sm erf’s m ain m ethod ofdealing with them is

sm earing.Sm earing broadens each com ponent as m uch

as possible given the constraints of the data, sm ooth-

ing � functions and knife-edges as in Figure1,and at

the sam e tim e addsto the im age a probability distribu-

tion forthe locusofeach com ponent.The sm eared m ap

providesa very intuitive way to judge whether di�erent

com ponents correspond to signi�cantly distinct features

on the sky.

3 C O M PA R ISO N T O ESTA B LISH ED

M ET H O D S

3.1 C LEA N

The CLEAN process (H�ogbom 1974 and Cornwelletal.

1999)issim ilartosm ear�ttingexceptthatituses� func-

tionsforthecom ponentsand a�xed gaussian for\sm ear-

ing",which iscalled restoration in theCLEAN nom encla-

ture.M ostofthe di�erence between the two m ethodsin

the �nalim age arisesfrom the choice ofsm earing beam ,

butthe philosophicaldi�erence between the m ethods is

in theway they interpolate between visibilitiesin theuv

Figure 3.The surface brightness lim it (relative to the theo-

reticalrootm ean square noise)in the dirty m ap atwhich the

sm earing beam (one standard deviation) would be sam e size

astheCLEA N beam foran ellipticalgaussian,asa function of

�,theratio oftheunsm eared com ponentm ajoraxisac relative

to the CLEA N beam m ajoraxisab.

plane.Sm ear�tting triesto m ake a gaussian go through

theerrorbarsofeach visibility,butCLEAN �tsthe ux

in the centralvisibilities and tapers o� its gaussian ac-

cording to the sam pling density (Figure 4),even though

the sky distribution is una�ected by the sam pling den-

sity.In otherwords,CLEAN failsto�tthem easurem ents

and tendsto underestim ate the achievable resolution.

Sm earing convolves faint com ponents with a (po-

tentially m uch)larger beam than CLEAN.Using Equa-

tion 5 and itsaccom panying approxim ations,thethresh-

old atwhich thesm earing beam becom eslargerthan the

CLEAN beam (Figure 3)is

I

Irm s

’
�

(1+ 2�
2
)(3+ 5�

2
+ 2�

4
)�

�1=2
=(1+ �

2
) (10)

For a com ponent that is unresolved in the unsm eared

m ap,this corresponds to a surface brightness of
p
3�

tim esthetheoreticalrootm ean squarenoise ofthedirty

im age.Forunresolved ellipticalgaussianssm eared by one

standard deviation,sm earing is e�ectively equivalentto

CLEAN at approxim ately
p
3� (’ 4:20) tim es the rm s

surface brightness.Ifthe com ponent is signi�cantly re-

solved (� ! 1 ),the threshold surface brightness ratio

quickly approaches2�
p
� (’ 4:85�).Thesm earing beam

continuesto enlargebelow thatthreshhold,becom ing in-

�nitely large asthe surface brightnessofthe unsm eared

feature approacheszero.

Technically,this m eans that CLEAN is placing too

m uch faith in the sharpness and/or positionalaccuracy

ofthe m easurem ents for com ponents below the surface

c 2006 R A S,M N R A S 000,1{18



6 R.I.Reid

brightness lim it in Equation 10, but in im aging term s

sm ear�tting’sbehaviorisvery sim ilarin thenorm alcase,

where the residuals are added to the m odelforthe �nal

im age.W hen a com ponentisseverely sm eared,itsm odel

only accountsfortheinnerm ostvisibilities,and leavesthe

outerbaselinesin theiroriginalform .In otherwords,the

m ore a com ponentissm eared,the m ore the dirty beam

showsthrough in the �nalim age,and the appearance of

a radically sm eared com ponentin the �nalim age isnot

really broadened any m ore than itwould be by CLEAN.

The size ofthe sm earing beam for each com ponent can

stillbe seen however,in a textuallisting ofthe sm eared

m odel.

3.1.1 TotalFlux Density and Source Counts

Although there is little cosm etic bene�t to adding fea-

tures below the lim it of Equation 10 to the m odel, it

can be usefulfor both CLEAN and sm ear �tting when

the totalux density in the �eld is ofinterest,but no

zero baseline(i.e.singleantenna)m easurem entisreadily

available.In thatcom m on case,thetheoreticaltotalux

density in the dirty beam ,and thusthe residualm ap,is

zero.Practically,the positive part ofthe dirty beam is

concentrated in thecentrallobe and the negative partis

spread overtherestoftheFouriertransform ed region,so

a sum oftheresidualsovera sm allarea willhavenonzero

ux density.A m ore accurate estim ate ofthe totalux

density can be obtained by m odelling the trend ofthe

short baseline visibilities using a deconvolution m ethod

and including di�use structurethatwould nototherwise

require deconvolution.Both CLEAN and sm ear �tting

can include arbitrarily faintcom ponentsin theirm odels

although system atic e�ects can m ake those com ponents

unreliable.

Aswith CLEAN,a sourcecountwillofcoursebein-

com pleteifm odelconstruction isstopped early and only

the com ponentlist(instead ofthe im age)isused forthe

count.Sim ilarly to ux estim ation,eitherthem odelcon-

struction stageofsm ear�ttingcan becontinued tothere-

quired depth,oradi�erentdeconvolution m ethod m ay be

used forthefainterem ission.M ore interestingly,a single

sm ear�tted com ponentcan correspond to m any CLEAN

com ponents,so a listofsm ear�tted com ponentsshould

providea m oreaccurateraw countthan a listofCLEAN

com ponentsto thesam e depth.M ore accuracy,however,

doesnotim ply absolute accuracy.Typically,butnotal-

ways,sm ear�tting allocatesone com ponentforeach re-

solved feature,and thecounterstillneedstodecidewhich

com ponentsshould be coalesced into \sources".

3.1.2 Visibility weighting

Since CLEAN depends so heavily on the sam pling pat-

tern,itiscustom ary to weighttheoutervisibilitiesm ore

heavily than the inner ones,sacri�cing som e sensitivity

(especially to di�use objects)foran im provem entin res-

olution (Briggs1995).Thebasicidea ofa com m on proce-

dure,called uniform weighting,istoweighteach visibility

bythereciprocalofthenum berofvisibilitieswithin acer-

tain distance ofit.Since long baselines tend to be m ore

isolated than shortones,uniform weighting { oranything

m ore extrem e,called superuniform weighting { produces

m ore com pact centrallobes in the dirty beam ,but the

rm s noise in the surface brightness is degraded by the

partialrem ovalofshort baseline data and the decrease

in beam area (the rm snoise in the surface brightness is

inversely proportionalto the product ofthe beam area

and the square rootofthe num berofm easurem ents).

Sm ear�tting doesnotrequireany reweighting in its

�nalim ages,and dynam ically allocatestheoutervisibili-

tiesasm uch controlasthey deservebased on theirsignal

tonoiseratios,soitachievesoptim um sensitivity without

sacri�cing any resolving power.

3.1.3 Fixed vs.variable resolution

Sm ear�ttingcan,unlikeCLEAN,adapttoscalessm aller

than the dirty beam withoutlosing sensitivity to di�use

structure (Figures6,10,and 11).In factthe m oststrik-

ing di�erence between sm ear �tted im ages and CLEAN

im agesisthatsm ear�tted im agesusually includeoneor

m orepeaksthatarem uch sharperthan thedirty beam .It

hasbeen a long held preceptthatthesm allestresolvable

angle,�m in,is given by �m in = 1:2�=D ,where D is the

e�ective diam eterofthe telescope.Thatequation com es

from theRayleigh criterion fora circularaperture(Born

& W olf1999),which statesthattwo equally brightpoint

sourcesare indistinguishable from a single source iftheir

separation is less than the distance between the di�rac-

tion pattern’s centralpeak and its �rst m inim um ,since

at that distance m ost di�raction pattern convolved fea-

tures appear to m eld together.D econvolution m ethods

that revealdetails �nerthan the di�raction pattern are

thusoften called \superresolving",butsincethepurpose

ofdeconvolution isto rem ovethee�ectofthedi�raction

pattern,theRayleigh criterion isnottherightoneto use

asa standard forresolution.

In generaltheachievableresolving powerofdeconvo-

lution islim ited by how wellthe e�ectofthe di�raction

pattern can berem oved,which isdeterm ined by both the

size ofthe di�raction pattern’sm ain lobe and the signal

to noiseratiosofthefeaturesto beresolved.Theblended

beam s ofvery close features are di�cult to disentangle

unlessthedata havea high signalto noiseratio,and con-

versely distantfeatures are notreliably separated ifone

orboth are so faintthatthe probability distributionsof

theirlocationssigni�cantly overlap.

As illustrated in Figure 4, the resolution of the

CLEAN beam (and the Rayleigh criterion)issetby the

averagespatialfrequency ofthem easurem entsregardless

oftheirvalues.Thatisexactly whatisneeded to em ulate

a nondeconvolved im age from a �lled aperture telescope
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Figure 4. The response in the uv plane of sm ear �tting,

CLEA N ,and m axim um entropy to a sim ulated snapshot ob-

servation (error bars) of a 10 m Jy point source (horizontal

gray line) by a 7 antenna V LA subarray.M axim um entropy

did not perform wellwith this extrem ely sparse set ofdata,

and unliketheotherdeconvolutionsdid nothavethebene�cial

constraint of�tting a very sim ple m odelto this very sim ple

source.A lso,its prior (a at im age) was com pletely inappro-

priate for a point source,so this should not be considered to

be a typicalcase form axim um entropy deconvolution.

ofthe sam e size,since with �lled aperture instrum ents

there is one detector per direction (for exam ple,a pixel

in a CCD ) that sim ply receives the sum ofallthe spa-

tialfrequenciessam pled by thedish.Interferom etershave

separate m easurem ents ofthe visibility function at the

sam pled spatialfrequencies,which them odel�tting step

ofsm ear�tting usesto discern thetrend ofthedata.The

sm earing step biasesthe m odelwithin the fram ework of

its param eters to be as broad as possible without devi-

ating too farfrom the data.Figure 5 dem onstrates that

CLEAN isableto detectsub-beam width structurewhich

is obliterated by the restoring beam in the �nalim age.

Sm ear�tting isableto display thesub-beam width struc-

ture,butwithoutthe often erroneousdiscretenessofthe

CLEAN com ponentdistribution.

3.1.4 M ultiple scale CLEAN

\M ultiresolution Cleaning" (W akker & Schwarz 1991)

is an extension to CLEAN that aim s to im prove upon

CLEAN’s handling ofextended em ission (e.g.Figure 6)

by using notjustoneCLEAN beam ,buta setofCLEAN

beam s of di�erent scales. In practice two variations,

m ulti-scale CLEAN (Cornwell & Holdaway 2006) and

adaptive scale pixel(ASP)decom position (Bhatnagar&

Cornwell2004)work betterand di�erin how theyuseand

Figure 5. Top left:naturally weighted CLEA N im age of a

B con�guration V LA snapshot (R eid etal.1999).The lowest

contourisat31.25 �Jy/arcsec2.Top right:uniform ly weighted

CLEA N im ageofthesam esnapshot.TheCLEA N com ponents

are shown as crosses,and hint that there are two jets and a

core hidden by the CLEA N beam s ofthe lobes.Bottom left:

sm ear �tted im age of the sam e data. The contours start at

31.25 �Jy/arcsec2.Bottom right:CLEA N im age m ade with

the addition ofV LA A con�guration data,con�rm ing the re-

ality ofthestructuresuggested by theB con�guration CLEA N

com ponents and m ade visible by the sm ear �tted m ap.N ote

that som e of the apparent discrepancy between the bottom

im ages com es from the B array em phasizing em ission from

largerspatialscalesthan the A array.The lowestcontourisat

1 m Jy/arcsec2.In allofthe im ages each contour isseparated

by a factorof2 from itsneighbor(s),and the gray disksshow

the FW H M ofthe dirty beam s.
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Figure 6. D econvolved im ages of a sim ulated V LA snap-

shot of a 0.1 Jy, 0.100 FW H M , spike (central dot) on a 0.4

Jy,500 FW H M ,circular gaussian.Top:CLEA N .The residu-

als are excessively large and reect the structure ofthe dirty

beam convolved with thebroad feature.Bottom :sm ear�tting.

The residualsare essentially uniform ly distributed noise.The

m odelcom ponentsforboth im ageswere autom atically placed

by a script without knowledge ofthe true source’s structure.

The solid gray ellipse is the FW H M extent of the CLEA N

beam .The contours start at 0.25 m Jy/arcsec2 and are each

separated by a factorof2.Both m ethodsused naturalweight-

ing.

setthevariously scaled beam s.Forstructureslargerthan

the standard CLEAN beam their behavior should fall

som ewhere between sm ear�tting and standard CLEAN

ifnaturalweighting isused,with som ewhatreduced ex-

ibility because of the �nite num ber of choices. Practi-

tioners can however in principle preload the algorithm s

with elongated gaussians if needed,and ASP dynam i-

cally updatesitssetofscales.Structuressm allerthan the

standard CLEAN beam can be resolved ifsharp enough

beam sare used butsuch resolution (asin the bottom of

Figure7)isnotreliablesinceCLEAN and itsderivatives

donothavea signalto noisebased m echanism fortesting

resolution.M uch m oree�orthasbeen putinto theirabil-

ity to recoverstructuresthesizeofthestandard CLEAN

beam and larger.

3.1.5 Self-calibration

Sm earing assum esthatthe m easurem enterrorsare nor-

m ally distributed noise,butthequality ofm any datasets

islim ited by calibration errors,which m ustbe corrected

by selfcalibration Cornwell& W ilkinson (1981).Selfcal-

ibration assum es (but is constrained in its action when

the num ber of receivers is greater than four) that the

m odelincludes m ost ofthe source and that the residu-

als are m ostly due to calibration errors.Am plitude self-

calibration in particular can be dangerous with classi-

calCLEAN since traditionalCLEAN picksthebrightest

peaks �rst,and leaves behind any realstructure that is

fainterthan thecalibration errorinduced artifactsaround

bright peaks. This results in a tendency of am plitude

selfcalibration to distort the gains of central antennas

if applied carelessly. Sm ear �tting and m ultiresolution

CLEAN are both able to �t broad features at an early

stage,m aking itpossible in m ostcases to apply selfcali-

bration beforecalibration errorsthreaten to contam inate

theirm odelsand preventconvergence on the correctso-

lution.

3.1.6 Com parisons using known brightness

distributions

Figures 8 to 13 present the responses of CLEAN and

sm ear �tting to a fairly com plex source under a vari-

ety ofconditions.In orderthatthe true im age could be

known,and to dispense with the e�ects of calibration

errors,M iriad’s (Sault etal.1995) uvgen com m and was

used tosim ulateVLA observations(with noise)ofagiven

m odel.To m ake the inputm odelrepresentative ofa real

observation,it includes the northwest jet and core ofa

sm ear�tted m odelm adewith thecom bination ofseveral

VLA A and B array snapshotsofJ012435{040105 (Reid

et al.1999).A sm ear �tted m odelwas used because it

was the best source ofboth very sharp and broad real-

istic structure available.The m orphology ofthis source

isalso very challenging since itcontainsa sharp feature

ofm oderate ux density em bedded in a broaderstream ,

and the jet bends over on itselfinto a crook.The over-

allenvelope ofthe jetwasenhanced by the addition ofa

broad ellipticalgaussian.To preventthe m odelfrom be-

ingcom pletely com posed ofsm ear�tting’sstock in trade,

severaldozen CLEAN com ponents(restored with the A

array beam ),both positive and negative,were random ly
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Figure 7.D econvolutionsofa section ofthe Canadian G alac-

ticPlaneSurvey (Tayloretal.2003)including m any AG N and

the less sharp galactic H II region Sharpless 155.Top:sm ear

�tted.M iddle:m ultiscaleCLEA N ed and restored with a gaus-

sian �t to the uniform ly weighted dirty beam .Bottom :m ul-

tiscale CLEA N ed without convolution by a CLEA N beam .

Convolution by thestandard CLEA N beam obscurestoo m uch

detail,but doing without it leaves the com pact sources as �

functions em bedded in the next larger gaussian used by m ul-

tiscale CLEA N .A square rootfunction has been used forthe

grayscale intensity m apping.

Figure 8.Thereferenceim age\observed" by thesim ulations,

based on a sm ear�tted m odelofa 4.7 G H z V LA A and B ar-

ray observation ofthe northern two{thirdsofJ012435-040105,

with som e faint(restored)CLEA N com ponents,both positive

and negative,included.The contours start at 20 �Jy/arcsec2

and each isseparated by a factor of2 from its neighbor(s).

Figure 9.Im age,using thetruem odel,ofa sim ulated 4.7 G H z

V LA B array observation ofFigure 8 placed at a declination

of + 30�. The contours start at 50 �Jy/arcsec2 and each is

separated by a factorof2 from itsneighbor(s).The solid gray

ellipse in the lowerleftcornershowsthe FW H M extentofthe

dirty beam .
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Figure 10.A sm ear �tted im age m ade using the sam e data,

contours,and beam as Figure 9.

scattered around the jet.Note thatthe CLEAN com po-

nent positions are com pletely random and not centered

on pixels.

In the sim ulated B array observations(Figures9 to

12) the challenge was to resolve the three sharp peaks

nearthecore and asm uch ofthe jetm orphology aspos-

sible.Sm ear�tting did m uch better,even when uniform

weightingwasused forCLEAN.Neitherofthealgorithm s

m anaged to resolve the two peaks closest to the core.

Thesm ear�tted im ageoftheextended observation (Fig-

ure12)did very wellotherwise,whiletheCLEAN im age

wasonly abletoim proveitssensitivity,notitsresolution.

In theory the resolution ofa sm ear�tted im age can im -

provewithoutbound asdataofthesam eaveragebaseline

length is added,butin practice the im provem entwould

eventually be lim ited by calibration errors.

W ith the sim ulated VLA A array observation,Fig-

ure 13,ofFigure 8,sm ear�tting leavesthe di�use em is-

sion m ainly to the im agination ofthe viewer,although

itcould be argued thatthere isa statistically signi�cant

enhancem entofthe density ofsm allpeaksin the region

ofthe di�use em ission.Away from the em ission region

theresidualsaresatisfyingly noise-like,butironically the

broad negativeartifactsto thenorth and south ofthejet

in the CLEAN im age announce to the connoisseur the

possible existence ofbadly im aged di�use em ission.

3.2 M axim um Entropy

Sm ear �tting and CLEAN look for structure in the im -

age plane and then im pose sm oothness based on uv

plane considerations,but m axim um entropy deconvolu-

tion (Cornwellet al.1999,Cornwell& Evans 1985),or

Figure 11.CLEA N deconvolutionsofthesam esim ulated ob-

servation used in Figure9.Top:naturally weighted im agewith

the sam e contours as Figure 9.Bottom :uniform ly weighted

im age with contours starting at 0.2 m Jy/arcsec2, each sep-

arated from its neighbor(s) by a factor of 2.The solid gray

ellipses in the lower left corners shows the FW H M extent of

the dirty beam .

M E,takes a di�erentapproach by starting with a (usu-

ally) sm ooth default im age (the prior) and trying to

m aintain sm oothness in the im age plane as structure is

im posed bythevisibilities.O therwiseithasthesam egoal

assm ear�tting:toproducethesm oothestim agepossible

within the constraintsofthe data.In M E deconvolution

each pixelisconsidered tobea variable,butsm ear�tting

can beconsidered asatypeofM E wherethevariablesare

a setofm odelparam eters.Thisisnotto say thatsm ear
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Figure 12. D econvolutions m ade from a sim ulated 8 hour

V LA B array observation ofFigure 8 placed at a declination

of+ 30�.Top:sm ear�tted im age with contoursstarting at10

�Jy/arcsec2.Bottom :uniform ly weighted CLEA N im agewith

contoursstarting at50 �Jy/arcsec2.Each contourisseparated

by a factorof2 from itsneighbor(s),and thesolid gray ellipses

in the lower left corner shows the FW H M extent ofthe dirty

beam s.

�tting with an ellipticalgaussian foreach pixelwould be

equivalentto traditionalM E.First,each gaussian has6

degreesoffreedom ,while a pixelonly hasone.M ore im -

portantly,in traditionalM E itisthedistribution ofpixel

intensitiesthatis com pared to the m easurem ents,while

sm ear �tting calculates �
2
for the setofm odelparam e-

ters.

The choice ofde�nition fortheentropy function,H ,

Figure 13.D econvolutionsm adefrom a sim ulated V LA A ar-

ray snapshotofFigure8 placed ata declination of+ 30�.Top:

sm ear�tted im age with contoursstarting at0.5 m Jy/arcsec2.

Bottom : naturally weighted CLEA N im age with contours

starting at 0.8 m Jy/arcsec2.Each contour is separated by a

factor of 2 from its neighbor(s), and the solid gray ellipses

in the lower left corner shows the FW H M extent ofthe dirty

beam s.

tobem axim ized,iscontroversial(Narayan & Nityananda

1984)butthe m ostpopularone is

H = �
X

k

Ik ln
Ik

M ke
(11)

where Ik and M k respectively are the intensities ofthe

kth im ageand priorpixels.Equation 11 can only beused
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Figure 14.R inging in a m axim um entropy im age,m adeusing

the A IPS task V TESS,ofthe sim ulated data used in Figure6.

The contours startat40 m Jy/arcsec2 and are each separated

by a factor of2.

for positive im ages, but other functions which are be-

tween linearand quadratic,like

H = �
X

k

ln

�

cosh
Ik � M k

�

�

(12)

where here � isthe noise levelin the im age,also provide

sm oothing,and have been used for polarization im ages.

Allofthesefunctions,however,only considerthesum of

functionsofindividualpixels.Thisishazardoussincethe

data,being in the uv plane,are m ore directly connected

with the relationships between neighboring pixels than

thevaluesofindividualpixels.In particular,ifthesource

has a sharp peak on top of a di�use background, the

background dilutes the sm oothing power that H would

get from its steepness at very low intensities, and the

peak isleftpartly dirty (Figure 14).

Another criticism oftraditionalM E is that the de-

fault prior im age,a at distribution,is actually a very

unlikely state foran interferom etric im age (unlessnoth-

inghasbeen observed!).M E isthusbiased toward putting

ux in pixels that should not have any,as in Figure 4.

Sm ear�tting,likeCLEAN,ism oreaccepting ofnegative

pixels,although both often use positivity asa constraint

when constructing theirm odels.

Sm ear�ttingand M E both produce�nalresultsthat

are biased away from the best �t to the m easurem ents,

but they have their justi�cations.M E has two,the �rst

being the im portance of not claim ing anything that is

not absolutely necessary,or in other words m axim izing

the entropy.The second justi�cation is sim ply that M E

produces better im ages with the bias than without it

(sim ulatableby m aking theuncertaintiesapproach zero).

Figure 15. Com parison of m axim um entropy and CLEA N

to sm ear �tting,for a low elevation observation ofJ125720{

333450 (R eid etal.1999).The contours startat� 0.032 m Jy

persquare arcsecond,and increase by a factoroftwo between

successive contours. Each m ap used the sam e dataset, self{

calibrated using sm ear �tting. The bottom left graph plots

the intensity ofeach pixelin the sm ear �tted (verticalaxis)

im age againstthatofthe sam e pixelin the m axim um entropy

(horizontalaxis)im age.

Sm ear�ttingaddsthegoaloftryingtoestim atetheprob-

ability distribution ofwherethem easured lightm ay have

originated from .Seen this way,it is not biased at all,if

the uncertainty determ ination iscorrect.

Figure 15 illustrates the sim ilarity ofm axim um en-

tropy to sm ear �tting,although it m ay not look like it

at�rstglancesincethelargestand m ostdistracting con-

toursarethefaintestand leastreliable.Itwasnotfeasible

to deconvolvedown to thenoise,oreven therm slevelof

thesm ear�tting residuals,with m axim um entropy,with

any ofthelarge sam pleofVLA snapshotsofjetsin Reid

etal.(1999).Thatispartly dueto thehotspotsthatall

jets have.Norm ally they would be CLEANed away be-

fore applying m axim um entropy,butasthe CLEAN im -

ageshows,convolving thethreebrightestpointswith the

CLEAN beam would havehidden m uch ofthestructure.

Also,it could be that pixel{by{pixelexibility ofm axi-

m um entropy leaves it m ore vulnerable to the sam pling

sparsenessofthesnapshotsurvey,which could e�ectively

actasan additionalapparentnoise source.

Nevertheless,when the lowest contoursare ignored,

the M E and sm ear �tted m aps are quite sim ilar, and

both show an e�ective beam for bright em ission that

is m uch sm aller and less elongated than CLEAN’s.The

lower left corner of Figure 15 quantitatively com pares

them by graphing theintensity ofeach sm ear�tted pixel

against the intensity of the corresponding pixelin the

M E m ap.Iftheim ageswereidentical,thelocusofpoints
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Figure 16. The fainter pixelintensities of the sm ear �tted

(verticalaxis)and M E (horizontalaxis)im ages ofFigure 15.

would beastraightlinewith slope1.O bviously therange

ofm axim um entropy pixelvalues is only about a quar-

ter of that in the sm ear �tted im age. This cannot be

fully accounted for by the m axim um entropy im age be-

ing \dirtier",sincethatm ainly a�ectsthefaintestpixels.

This m ay be due to m axim um entropy treating entropy

as a global property of the im age, while sm ear �tting

treats entropy (sm earing, roughly) as a local property

of each com ponent.Sm ear �tting thus prevented from

wrongly transferring ux between separated features in

orderto lowertheoverallsharpnessoftheim age.Indeed,

the sharpest com ponents tend to have the m ost signal

and are sm eared least.

Sm ear�ttingand M E m atch m oreclosely atm edium

intensities,asshown by Figure 16.CLEAN (Figure 17),

however, does not approach a one-for-one m atch with

sm ear �tting except at very low intensities,where M E

also has a short dense locus ofpoints with overallslope

1 (the inner 15 �Jy ofFigure 16).Those pixels are in

the northwest lobe,where because it is broad and at

the pixelvaluesare notstrongly a�ected by convolution

with any beam the size ofthe CLEAN beam orsm aller.

3.3 P ixelB ased M odels

Allexisting deconvolution m ethodsproduce a rectangu-

lararray ofpixelvaluesastheir�nalim age,butthere is

no fundam entalreason why theirinternalrepresentation

ofthe source should also be a rectangular array ofpixel

values.Although the desired output,an im age capable

ofbeing displayed on com m on com puter hardware,is a

setofpixels,theinputm easurem entsarean irregularar-

ray ofvisibilities,and operationswhich need to consider

m easurem entuncertainty tend to bem orepracticalwhen

perform ed in the sam e basis as the m easurem ents.O ne

Figure 17.The pixelintensities ofthe sm ear �tted (vertical

axis)and CLEA N (horizontalaxis)im agesofFigure 15.N ote

that the dynam ic range ofthe CLEA N axis is m uch sm aller

than that ofthe sm ear�tted axis.

ofthe m otivationsofsm ear�tting wasto bring im aging

conceptually closerto them easurem ents,and asa result

the m odelsused in sm ear�tting have no explicitdepen-

dence on pixelsize orshape.

M oreprosaically,thelocationsofthecom ponentcen-

ters in sm ear �tting are not quantized to land on pixel

centers. In m any algorithm s, including M E and non-

negativeleastsquares(NNLS,Briggs(1995))deconvolu-

tion,them odelisa setofpixels,and in com m only avail-

able im plem entationsofCLEAN the m odelcom ponents

are only placed on pixelcenters (although in principle

they do notneed to be).Pixelspoorly representfeatures

thatare centered on pixeledges,which can degrade the

usefulness ofpixelbased m odels for selfcalibration.Per-

ley (1999) has also shown that a sharp feature centered

on a pixeledge cannot be represented by pixelcentered

CLEAN com ponentswithoutviolatingthepositivity con-

straint.

The Pixon deconvolution m ethod (Puetter & Yahil

1999) shares with sm ear �tting the concept that the

m odel(a prelim inary im age in Pixon’s case) should be

sm oothed as m uch as possible within the constraints of

the data,and that the am ount ofsm oothing should be

determ ined locally,not from a globalprior as with M E.

Instead ofsm ear�tting’sprocedure of�tting a m odelto

them easurem entsby m inim izing �2 and then sm oothing

thatm odel,the Pixon m ethod convolveseach pixelin a

m odelim age with the largest acceptable kernelin a list

oftypically a dozen gaussians.ThePixon techniquethus

uses a pair of variables (ux and kernelsize) for each

pixel,while sm ear�tting eschewspixelsand attem ptsto
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m odelthe source with the m inim um num berofparam e-

ters,typically severaldozen,required by the visibilities.

�
2
m inim ization adjuststhe m odelto m axim ize the

probability ofthe data given the m odel,so sm ear�tting

could be broadly classi�ed as a sm oothed m axim um a

posterioriprobability (M AP)algorithm ,while thePixon

m ethod results in a sim ilarly sm oothed NNLS im age.

Asa NNLS variant,the Pixon m ethod cannotrepresent

sources with both positive and negative em ission.Bhat-

nagar& Cornwell(2004)alsonotethatthePixon m ethod

isnotsuited to interferom etry,since the algorithm relies

on a com pactpointsourceresponse function (i.e.a dirty

beam which iszerooutsidea�niteregion),and noisethat

isindependentand additive in the im age plane.

3.4 P rocessing speed

Sm ear�ttingtendsto besom ewhatslowerthan CLEAN,

but not prohibitively so,and m ost observations can be

sm ear �tted using standard hardware in a reasonable

length of tim e. Q uantifying the speed of sm ear �tting

relative to CLEAN or M axim um Entropy can be done

for a few exam ples,butextrapolating from those exam -

plesto allobservationsisnearly im possible,because the

speed ofsm ear�tting dependsm oststrongly on the ob-

servation’s\com plexity",which isitselfdi�cultto m ea-

sure.The com plexity increaseswith the num berofcom -

ponents,but also depends on how m uch coupling there

isbetween thecom ponentsand how welltheobservation

can be m odeled with the given setofbasisfunctions.To

give som e scale to \not prohibitively",using a 1.6 G Hz

Athlon CPU,CLEAN took one m inute to produce the

naturally weighted im age ofFigure 11 while sm ear �t-

ting took twenty m inutes to deconvolve the sam e sim u-

lated VLA snapshot (Figure 10).Neitheralgorithm was

ham pered by a lack ofRAM ortheneed to self-calibrate.

To som e extent the speed of other deconvolution

m ethodsisalso a�ected by sourcecom plexity,butto�rst

order the processing tim e required by M E is set by the

num ber ofpixels,while CLEAN’s depends on the num -

berofpixelswith signi�cantbrightness,being fasterthan

M axim um EntropyfortypicalVLA im ageswith up to106

active pixels(Cornwelletal.1999).

Fittingagaussian ism oretim econsum ingthan plac-

ing a CLEAN com ponent,butonegaussian,oreven bet-

ter a specially selected function,in sm ear �tting corre-

spondsto m any CLEAN com ponents.Typically CLEAN

im ages have thousands ofcom ponents,while sm ear �t-

ting only usesa few dozen,and the ux ofeach CLEAN

com ponentistypicallybuiltup with 5to100steps(again

of0.2 to 0.01).Sm ear �tting can be the fastest m ethod

for sim ple but extended sources and/or a sm allnum ber

(. 50000)ofvisibilities.Notehowever,thatalthough the

runtim eofasingleiteration of�2 m inim ization ispropor-

tionalto the num ber ofvisibilities,im proving the dirty

beam with m ore uv sam plescan m ake com ponentspeci-

�cation m ore e�cientand reducethenum berof�
2
m in-

im ization iterationsneeded.

The num berofvisibilitiescan be e�ectively lowered

withoutdrastically degrading thedirty beam by binning

them .Norm ally binning thevisibilitiesshould beavoided

since itcan create problem s(Briggs1995)and isnotre-

quired when sm ear �tting
1
.Fortunately large data sets

that are enough to m ake sm ear �tting annoyingly slow

also tend to have dense uv coverage,elim inating m any

ofthe am biguities that can im pede m odelconstruction,

and m aking them good candidatesforbinning.M ore im -

portantly,sm ear�tting doesnotuse uniform weighting,

which is responsible for m ost of the im aging problem s

with binning.

4 D ISC U SSIO N

D econvolution by �tting sim ple m odels to the visibili-

ties using �
2 m inim ization is by no m eans new.In fact

itpredatesCLEAN (H�ogbom 2003)butgarnered a rep-

utation of being di�cult and unreliable. The m ost se-

riousproblem with traditionalm odel�tting,atleastfor

im aging,isthatcom ponentscorresponding to unresolved

featurescan,and probably will,collapseinto D irac� dis-

tributions or knife-edges.Sm earing explicitly does away

with that problem by convolving each com ponent with

an ellipticalgaussian setby the uncertainty ofthe com -

ponent’sshape and location.Theothercom m only heard

com plainttraditionalm odel�tting isthata m odelm ust

be supplied before itsparam eterscan be �tto the data,

and in thetypicalcaseofincom pletedata itisim possible

tobesurethatthem odelboth hastherightvariablesand

started in the correct (i.e.global) localm inim um of�
2
.

In otherwords,di�erentastronom erscan derivedi�erent

resultsfrom thesam edata becausethey started with dif-

ferentinitialm odelsbased on theirsubjectivechoices.O f

course,that situation is not unique to im aging,but ob-

jectivity isstillworth striving for.Sm ear�tting rem oves

som e ofthe subjectivity in the �nalim age by sm earing

thestatistically insigni�cantdetails,butm orepertinently

itsim plem entation asa patch to difm ap prom otesauto-

m atic m odelconstruction.Practitioners ofsm ear �tting

should only rarely need to intervene in the m odelcon-

struction process,for exam ple by choosing to m odela

feature with an alternative functionalform to an ellipti-

calgaussian,and in such casesshould beableto support

theirchoicebased on an im provem entin �2 orpositivity,

ordata from otherwavebands.

Sm ear �tting m ay appear to sm ear m ore than

CLEAN forlow surfacebrightnessobjects,butitm ustbe

rem em bered thatwhatever is sm eared outofthe m odel

1 Technically binning and gridding thevisibilitiesisnecessary

for the FFT ofthe residuals in the �nalm ap,but any bright

features should �rst be m oved out ofthe residuals and into

the m odel.
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is returned to the dirty residuals.Usually the CLEAN

beam size ism atched to the dirty beam ,so sm ear�tting

doesnotproduceworseresolution than CLEAN 2.Unfor-

tunatelytheim ageisnotthede�nitiveplacetodeterm ine

whethersub{beam featuresareextended.To properly an-

swerthatquestion the reverse ofsm ear�tting should be

done;collapse the com ponent(s) down to a single D irac

� distribution and check whether �
2
is raised above the

m inim um by at least twice the num ber of param eters

specifying the originalshape.The sm erfpatch does not

providea com m and to autom atically perform thischeck,

butitiseasy enough to do on a case-by-casebasis.These

propertiesofvariable resolution also apply to M E ifitis

notconvolved with a CLEAN beam attheend(Cornwell

etal.1999),although thetestforresolution,by m inim iz-

ing the entropy,would in generalnot be as usefulsince

M E workson an entireim ageata tim einstead ofspeci�c

features.

4.1 Sensitivity and w eighting

Although sm ear �tting cannot deconvolve low surface

brightness features any better than the other m ethods,

itsuse is bene�cialto being able to detect them .Sm ear

�tting usesthe m ostsensitive weighting schem e,natural

weighting,whiletheotherm ethodsoften downweightthe

innervisibilitiesto producea sharperand m oregaussian

dirty beam .Robustweighting (Briggs 1995)isa consid-

erable im provem entoveruniform weighting,butnatural

weighting stillgivesthegreatestsurfacebrightnesssensi-

tivity.Alldeconvolution m ethodscan usenaturalweight-

ing,butitproducesa largebeam ,and no�xed resolution

m ethod can distinguish faintem ission from brightpeaks

when they are within a beam width ofeach other.

Uniform orsuperuniform weighting hurtsthe sensi-

tivity to sharp aswellasdi�useobjectsby e�ectively ig-

noring centralvisibilities even though they m easure the

ux of sharp features just as wellas the long baseline

visibilities (ignoring possible di�erences in antenna sen-

sitivities).Sm ear�tting usesallvisibilities fordetection

ofux,so thatthe position ofa visibility sim ply a�ects

itsleverage on the resolution.

M ore subtly,sm ear�tting avoidsthe m ostcom m on

errorsin �ttingthebrightfeaturesthattypically lim itthe

dynam ic range ofim agesdeconvolved using otherm eth-

ods.The �rst two ofthese errors are due to prem ature

pixelization in order to use the Fast Fourier Transform

(FFT).The FFT requiresthe visibilities to be placed in

rectangular bins,and outputs the result in rectangular

pixels.Thisintroduces�rstly a quantization errorto the

positionsofthevisibilities.Secondly,ifanything butnat-

uralweighting isused,itcan have disastrous e�ectsifa

2 The sm ear �tting analog of using an arti�cally sm all

CLEA N beam would be to sm earwith � < 5:89,i.e.convolve

by < 1 standard deviation.

visibility isplaced in a bin by itselfwhen m ostvisibilities

share their bin with severalothers.Uniform weighting

would give the lone visibility as m uch weight as a large

batch ofvisibilities in a nearby bin,thereby am plifying

theerrorofthelonevisibility (Briggs1995).Sm ear�tting

avoidsbinning by using analyticalFouriertransform sfor

its m odelcom ponents.The �nalim age is displayed us-

ing pixels,butthere isno errorgenerated in the Fourier

transform ation ofthe m odel.The residuals stilluse the

FFT,buttypically in the�nalim agetheirdynam icrange

isso low thatthe introduced errorisnegligable.

4.2 B eam elongation

A notable advantage of sm ear �tting is that it is less

a�ected by thesourceelevation anglethan CLEAN (Fig-

ure 18).The axialratio ofan east{west interferom eter’s

dirtybeam istheabsolutesineofthesource’sdeclination,

m eaning thatthe m ajor axis approaches in�nity for ob-

jects near the celestialequator.Sim ilarly,an array with

both east{westand north{south baselineshasforeshort-

ened uv coverage forlow elevation sources,so m any ob-

servations have strongly ellipticaldirty beam s that dis-

tortthe appearance oftheirfeatures.CLEAN can m ask

thatdistortion by using a round restoring beam with the

sam e radius as the sem im ajor axis of the dirty beam ,

butatthe costoflosing resolution along the m inoraxis.

Sm ear�tting copesbetter,since the density ofbaselines

goesup when they are com pressed along one axis.Thus

a com ponent that is resolved along that axis willhave

m ore visibilities brought in to where it needs them ,so

its signalto noise ratio willim prove and it willnot be

sm eared as m uch (see Table 1).Less resolved features

bene�t less,since for them the e�ect on �
2
(i.e.resis-

tance to sm earing) ofa visibility is proportionalto the

fourth power ofthe baseline length,so the outer base-

linesdom inate (Appendix A).Ifthe unresolved features

are bright their m ajor axes willbe strongly a�ected by

the baseline foreshortening,butifthey are faint enough

forthe Fouriertransform oftheirsm earing beam s to be

enclosed by the envelope ofwhere there are visibilities,

they also experience the rounding e�ect.

4.3 C ustom ized com ponent types

Elliptical gaussians are convenient basis functions for

m odelling m ostsources,butsom eobjects,especially ones

thathavesteep edgesand known physicalform s,arebet-

ter�tifdi�erentfunctionsareintroduced.Figure 2shows

four deconvolutions of a VLA snapshot of a planetary

nebula,Vy2-2 (Christianto & Seaquist 1998).Vy2-2 is

young and welldescribed at15 G Hzby an optically thin

shell.Theshellwasonly m oderately resolved by CLEAN,

and sm ear�ttingwith ellipticalgaussianseitherbrokethe

sym m etry ofthesourceorproduced a unphysically nega-

tivecenterfortheshell.Theringcould bebetterapproxi-

m ated by using m oregaussians,butsplitting thetheux
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Feature Sm earing beam

� (�) FW H M (00) Ipeak=Irm s FW H M (00) A xialratio

423:4 0:067 0:480
0.20

43:23 0:235 0:523

39:00 0:416 0:970
2.00

3:90 1:57 0:949

-30

CLEA N beam 0:964 0:404

384:2 0:039 0:829
0.20

38:36 0:131 0:850

46:16 0:431 0:903
2.00

4:08 1:21 0:961

0

CLEA N beam 0:509 0:766

373:5 0:036 0:962
0.20

37:09 0:126 0:975

40:88 0:454 0:863
2.00

4:13 1:367 0:921

30

CLEA N beam 0:423 0:922

Table 1. Sm earing beam dependence on source declination

for sim ulated V LA A A rray snapshots on the m eridian.N ote

that Ipeak isthe surface brightness in the dirty m ap.

into sm aller portions would enlarge the sm earing beam

for each com ponent.Ideally sm ear �tting should use as

few param etersasnecessary,and therightfram ework (or

m odeltype) for those param eters.The difm ap and the

sm erfpatch do not explicitly have optically thin shells

as a com ponent type (although optically thick ones are

available asatdisks),butonecan beeasily constructed

byplacinganegativeoptically thin ellipsoid (O TE)inside

a positive one.Since the paircorrespond to a single fea-

ture,and especially since itisthe di�erence oftheirux

densities,nottheirindividualux densities,thatisphys-

ically m eaningful,sm earing gaussianswerecalculated for

them sim ultaneously instead ofserially.The result was

a m uch better �t,and the possibility ofm easuring the

geom etricalthicknessofthe shell.

4.4 Future possibilities

M odel�tting by m inim izing �2 isextrem ely exible,and

could be extended beyond providing a choice ofcom po-

nenttypes.O neavenueforfuturework would beto com -

binedata from m ultiplepolarizationsand/orfrequencies

while applying constraints(forexam ple Q
2
+ U

2
+ V

2
�

I
2
and/or a spectral index) on how the com ponents

should appearin each subsetofthe data.Although such

dynam ic constraints have not yetbeen used with sm ear

�tting,it is already possible to constructa m odelusing

onesetofdataand useitastheinitialm odelwith related

data sets.Forexam ple,the positions ofa setofisolated

unresolved objectsare thesam e forallpolarizationsand

frequencies,so a m odelofthe set can be produced and

sm eared in StokesI,and then theQ and U m odelscan be

obtained by sim ply re�tting the uxes without needing

to change the sm ears.

Figure 18.D econvolved im agesofa sim ulated V LA B array

snapshot ofFigure 8 at a declination of� 30�.Top:CLEA N .

Bottom :sm ear�tted.Thesolid gray ellipsesarethe halfm ax-

im um extent of the CLEA N beam (sam e in both) and the

contours start at 25 �Jy/arcsec2, with each separated by a

factor of2 in brightness.

5 C O N C LU SIO N

Sm ear�tting isan im age deconvolution m ethod that�ts

a near m axim ally sim ple m odel to interferom eter visi-

bilities and then broadens the m odelto account for the

uncertainty ofthose visibilities.The m odelconstruction

m ethod avoidsseveralproblem sthatcan lim itthe qual-

ityofCLEAN and m axim um entropydeconvolutions,and

sm earing generally yieldssharperand fairerim agesthan

CLEAN.
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As m entioned above, sm ear �tting has been im -

plem ented as a m odi�cation (patch) to difm ap, a

well known program for im aging and selfcalibrating

data from radio interferom eters. The patch, known

as sm erf, is freely available under the G NU license

(Stallm an 1991) at http:=/www.drao-ofr.hia-iha.nrc-

cnrc.gc.ca/� rreid/sm erf/,and includes a m anualon its

use.
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A P P EN D IX A : B A SELIN E LEV ER A G E

Consider a feature m odeled by a circular gaussian with

ux f and FW HM a.W e can withoutloss ofgenerality

placethephasetrackingcenteratitslocation,sothatthe

m odelvisibilitiesVm ;i arefexp
�

� 0:36a
2
u
2

i

�

,whereui is

the length ofbaseline i.W riting the di�erencesbetween

the m easured and m odelvisibilitiesas�i,

�
2

unsm eared =
X

i

j�i=�ij
2

(A1)

Sm earing thecom ponentwith a round gaussian with

FW HM as m ultipliesthem odelvisibilitiesby �(a
2

su
2

i)�

exp
�

� 0:36a
2

su
2

i

�

.(Thisdiscussion can easily beextended

to an ellipticalsm earing beam s,butit is not warranted

here.)The expected rise in �
2
due to sm earing is

��
2

� �
2

sm eared � �
2

unsm eared (A2)

c 2006 R A S,M N R A S 000,1{18



18 R.I.Reid

=
X

i

1

�2
i

(1� �)Vm ;i[(1� �)Vm ;i + 2�i] (A3)

The leading term in a M aclaurin expansion of1� �

is 0:36a
2

su
2

i,so ifthe com ponent is sharp (nearly at in

the uv plane),the �i are sm all,and there islittle sm ear-

ing,the e�ect ofa visibility on �� 2 is proportionalto

thefourth powerofitsbaseline length.Ifthecom ponent

is resolved Vm ;i attenuates the im portance ofthe outer

baselines.Theirspecialstatuscan also be rem oved by a

large sm earing beam ,since 1� � saturatesat1.

Note thatthisleverage issim ply the relative im por-

tanceofthevisibility.Since� isa function oftheproduct

ofas and ui,as is inversely proportionalto an average

baseline length,as one would expect,butthe average is

weighted towardstheouterregionsofwhere there issig-

ni�cantm easured am plitude in the uv plane.
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