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ABSTRACT
High-precision measurements of the pulsar dispersion measure (DM) are possible using
telescopes with low-frequency wideband receivers. We present an initial study of the
application of the wideband timing technique, which can simultaneously measure the
pulsar times of arrival (ToAs) and DMs, for a set of five pulsars observed with the
upgraded Giant Metrewave Radio Telescope (uGMRT) as part of the Indian Pulsar
Timing Array (InPTA) campaign. We have used the observations with the 300 –
500 MHz band of the uGMRT for this purpose. We obtain high precision in DM
measurements with precisions of the order 10−6 cm−3 pc. The ToAs obtained have
sub-µs precision and the root-mean-square of the post-fit ToA residuals are in the
sub-µs range. We find that the uncertainties in the DMs and ToAs obtained with this
wideband technique, applied to low-frequency data, are consistent with the results
obtained with traditional pulsar timing techniques and comparable to high-frequency
results from other PTAs. This work opens up an interesting possibility of using low-
frequency wideband observations for precision pulsar timing and gravitational wave
detection with similar precision as high-frequency observations used conventionally.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Pulsars are rotating neutron stars, which emit pulsed radi-
ation, observed mainly in radio wavelengths. This radiation
traverses the interstellar medium (ISM), where it gets dis-
persed due to the presence of free electrons, causing a delay
in the times of arrival (ToAs) of pulses as a function of fre-
quency (Lorimer & Kramer 2012). This dispersion delay is
characterized by the dispersion measure (DM), which is pro-
portional to the cumulative column density of free electrons
in the interstellar medium. One can get precise measure-
ments of the DM by measuring the pulse ToAs simultane-
ously at different frequencies.

The increasing availability of wideband receivers and
backends presents new opportunities for high precision tim-
ing with wideband timing (WT) techniques (Pennucci et al.
2014; Liu et al. 2014). Such high precision measurements
are very important for pulsar timing arrays (PTAs: Foster
& Backer 1990), such as the Parkes Pulsar Timing Array
(PPTA: Hobbs 2013; Kerr et al. 2020), the European Pulsar
Timing Array (EPTA: Kramer & Champion 2013; Desvi-
gnes et al. 2016), the North American Nanohertz Obser-
vatory for Gravitational Waves (NANOGrav: McLaughlin
2013; Alam et al. 2021b), the Indian Pulsar Timing Ar-
ray (InPTA: Joshi et al. 2018) and the International Pul-
sar Timing Array (IPTA) consortium, which combines the
data and resources from various PTA (Perera et al. 2019)
experiments in order to search for nanohertz gravitational
waves (GWs). Such a technique not only provides high preci-
sion ToAs, but also yields simultaneous estimates of the DM
variations for the millisecond pulsars (MSPs) being timed.
The wideband technique has been applied to datasets such
as the NANOGrav 12.5-year dataset (Alam et al. 2021b).
In this work, we describe the application of this technique
to low frequency (below 400 MHz) observations for the first
time, which is complementary to the recent application in
the 400-800 MHz frequency range using data from CHIME
and GBT-L (Fonseca et al. 2021).

Pulsars are bright at frequencies below 1 GHz. The
higher signal to noise ratio (S/N) of MSPs at these frequen-
cies could potentially yield higher precision ToAs. However,
the electron distribution in the ISM has a dominant effect
on the pulse shape and arrival time of the pulsed signal from
these stars at such low frequencies (Cordes et al. 2016). Scat-
tering due to the ISM not only broadens the pulsed signal,
but also delays the pulse by a factor roughly proportion-
ate to its width, leading to inaccurate timing measurements
(Levin et al. 2016). Additionally, the time variability of the
DM due to the dynamic nature of the ISM introduces a cor-
related noise (Shannon & Cordes 2017) in the GW analysis.
This ISM noise is slowly varying and is covariant with the
signature of the stochastic gravitational wave background
(SGWB), formed by an incoherent superposition of GWs
coming from an ensemble of supermassive black hole bina-
ries (Romano & Cornish 2017). As the magnitude of this
noise is much larger at low frequencies, PTAs have conven-
tionally used higher frequency observations for the search of
nanohertz GWs, despite a higher S/N at low radio frequen-
cies.

As the ISM noise affects higher frequency observations
as well, PTA experiments typically correct high frequency
ToAs using DM estimates obtained from quasi-simultaneous

narrow band observations at two or three widely separated
observing frequencies (You et al. 2007; Keith et al. 2013;
Alam et al. 2021a). The alignment of the fiducial point of
the pulse at different observing frequencies is critical in such
measurements. This can introduce a systematic bias in the
measured DMs as well as in other pulsar timing parame-
ters (Lentati et al. 2017a). Furthermore, extreme scattering
events (Kerr et al. 2017), DM events (Lam et al. 2018), and
profile changes (Singha et al. 2021; Xu et al. 2021; Meyers
& Chime/Pulsar Collaboration 2021) have been reported in
some of the pulsars, such as PSR J1713+0747, which com-
plicate the GW analysis of the PTA data.

Alternatively, wideband receivers have been employed
between 700 − 4000 MHz by PPTA (Johnston et al. 2021)
for higher precision DM measurements. Application of wide-
band techniques to such data provide a robust way to correct
the profile evolution with frequency as well as ISM noise, in-
cluding the corruption of data by abrupt ISM events. How-
ever, the dispersive delay due to the ISM varies as ν−2,
whereas the pulse scatter broadening evolves as ν−4.4, if a
Kolmogorov turbulence is posited for the ISM (Rickett 1977;
Cordes et al. 1986). While this strong frequency dependence
is challenging for low frequency PTA observations, appli-
cation of the wideband techniques to observations between
300 − 800 MHz can, in principle, better account for these
effects and can provide very precise ToAs. Thus, the appli-
cation of this technique to frequencies between 300 to 800
MHz promise to make low radio frequency PTA observations
as useful as high frequency observations.

InPTA uses wideband coherently dedispersed observa-
tions with the 300 − 500 MHz band of the upgraded GMRT
(uGMRT: Gupta et al. 2017). In this paper, we provide a
proof of principle application of wideband timing technique
PulsePortraiture 1 (Pennucci et al. 2016) to such observa-
tions for five pulsars. This complements the DM measure-
ments by both the methods reported in Krishnakumar et al.
(2021) computed using the DMcalc package. This paper is
structured as follows. InPTA observations used in this pa-
per are briefly described in Section 2 and a description of
analysis of these data using PulsePortraiture, in Section
3. The results obtained using this method for five pulsars
are presented in Section 4. The paper concludes with a dis-
cussion in Section 5.

2 OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION

The InPTA collaboration has been monitoring five pulsars
(PSRs J1643−1224, J1713+0747, J1909−3744, J1939+2134,
and J2145−0750) since 2018 with a cadence of around 15
days, using the uGMRT. These observations were carried
out by dividing uGMRT’s 30 antennas into two sub-arrays.
These pulsars are observed in Band 3 (300-500 MHz) and
Band 5 (1060-1460 MHz) simultaneously using separate sub-
arrays. The nearest 10 central square antennas were included
in the Band 3 sub-array, where the data were coherently
dedispersed in real-time (De & Gupta 2016) and recorded
using the GMRT Wideband Backend (GWB: Reddy et al.
2017) with a 200 MHz band-pass. The number of sub-bands

1 https://github.com/pennucci/PulsePortraiture
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Low-frequency wideband timing of InPTA pulsars observed with the uGMRT 3

for the recording vary between 64 to 1024 with the sam-
pling time used ranging from 5 to 40 µs, respectively. The
observation time per pulsar is typically about 55 minutes.

The recorded data were reduced offline using an au-
tomated data reduction pipeline pinta (Susobhanan et al.
2021), developed for the InPTA data. Using the known pul-
sar ephemeris (IPTA DR2: Perera et al. 2019), this pipeline
partially folds the data from all the sub-bands into sub-
integrations of 10-second duration to archive files in the
TIMER format (van Straten & Bailes 2011). Radio-frequency
interference mitigation was performed by RFIClean (Maan
et al. 2021). Before our analysis, all the reduced data were
further collapsed in time to a single integration, with 64 sub-
bands. In this work, we report the results for the aforemen-
tioned five pulsars observed in Cycle 39 of uGMRT cover-
ing the period between November 2020 to April 2021. Since
our goal is to demonstrate the application of WT at low fre-
quencies, only Band 3 data were used for the work presented
here. The selection of these pulsars was made based on the
different pulse morphology and a range of observed scatter-
broadening in the pulse profiles. PSR J1909–3744 shows sys-
tematic changes in DM but also has the best achievable tim-
ing solution. PSRs J1643–1224 (Lentati et al. 2017b) and
J1939+2134 (Ramachandran et al. 2006) show large sys-
tematics due to a variation in the pulse scatter broadening.
PSRs J1713+0747 (Dolch et al. 2014) and J2145–0750 (Löh-
mer et al. 2004) are bright pulsars in our sample, which also
show scatter broadening, profile evolution, and scintillation
in our frequency range apart from epoch to epoch DM vari-
ations. Amongst these pulsars, J1909–3744 and J2145–0750
are the best timed pulsars. This diversity of frequency de-
pendent effects in this sample of pulsars is useful to evaluate
the efficacy and the systematic errors in the wideband tech-
nique. However, in future, we shall apply this technique to
all the pulsars observed by InPTA, using the full observa-
tional data.

3 WIDEBAND ANALYSIS

We now provide some technical details of the methodol-
ogy used in the PulsePortraiture package, which is the
workhorse behind the WT analysis used in this work. More
details can be found in Pennucci et al. (2014); Pen-
nucci (2019). The wideband data processing can be divided
into three stages using the following modules: ppalign,
ppspline, and pptoas. We now describe each of these mod-
ules below.

• ppalign: The first step in PulsePortraiture involves
creating a two-dimensional template, containing the pulse
amplitude as a function of the frequency and phase. This
step is done in the ppalign module. Each phase-frequency
sub-integration in the data set is called a data “portrait”.
The starting point in constructing this portrait is nearly
the same as in the traditional analysis, which consists of
an iterative procedure of co-adding all the significant total
intensity profiles at all frequencies in a given band (Demor-
est 2007). The only difference is that instead of aligning
each data portrait compared to a constant profile portrait
using only a phase shift, each profile is rotated by a factor
proportional to the inverse-square of its frequency. By
doing so, we can minimize the dispersive delays caused by

DM changes, which could smear the average portrait. This
iterative process is carried out multiple times to create a
final average portrait. Regardless of averaging, the choice
of alignment will be covariant with the absolute DM. In
our analysis, we used a single epoch data to construct
the portrait since the signal to noise ratio was reasonably
high and to ensure, when comparing with DMcalc, that the
fiducial DM in both the methods are same, minimizing the
offset between the DM estimations in the two methods.

• ppspline: This module does the principal component anal-
ysis (PCA) decomposition of the average portrait, followed
by reconstruction of the template profile based on the sig-
nificant eigenvectors. We apply PCA to the average portrait
profiles, whose dimensions are nchan×nbin, where nchan are
the total number of frequency bins and nbin are the total
number of phase bins, which encompass the observed band-
width and pulsar profile, respectively. Unlike conventional
PCA, we do not select the optimum basis vectors (here re-
ferred to as eigenprofiles) based on the largest eigenvalues,
in order to avoid getting contaminated by radiometer noise.
Instead, we choose the top 10 eigenprofiles ranked accord-
ing to their S/N. In order to determine the S/N, the mean
profile as well as the eigenprofiles were first smoothened us-
ing Stationary Wavelet Transform based denoising, and the
S/N was then calculated using the definition in Arzouma-
nian et al. (2015).
The mean-subtracted profiles are projected onto each of the
eigenprofiles to obtain a set of coordinate coefficients. A low-
degree spline function is fitted to these coefficients, which is
parameterized by frequency and encompasses the evolution
of the pulse profile shape. By linearly combining the eigen-
profiles ei using the spline coefficients Bi and adding it to
the mean profile p̃, a template profile T (ν) at any frequency
ν can be created as follows:

T (ν) =

neig∑
i=1

Bi(ν)êi + p̃ (1)

• pptoa: In this step, the DMs and ToAs are calculated. The
ToA and DM pair from each observation are obtained by
minimizing the χ2 value as follows (Pennucci et al. 2014),

χ2 =
∑
n,k

|dnk − antnke−2πikφn |2

σ2
n

. (2)

Equation 2 takes the same form as the conventional ToA
likelihood used in the Fourier-domain phase-gradient shift
algorithm (Taylor 1992a), except here there is an additional
index n, which labels the frequency channel with center fre-
quency νn. k is the index corresponding to the Fourier fre-
quency, which is conjugate to the rotational phase or time.
The other terms in the equation are as follows: dnk is the
discrete Fourier transform of the data profiles, σ2

n are their
corresponding Fourier domain noise levels, tnk is the discrete
Fourier transform of the template profiles, an are the scaling
amplitudes for each template profile, and φn are the phase
shifts applied to each template profile. The two fitted pa-
rameters of interest, φ0 (which corresponds to the ToA) and
the DM, arise because the phase offsets φn for each profile
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are constrained to follow the cold-plasma dispersion law:

φn(νn) = φ0 +
K ×DM

Ps
(ν−2
n − ν−2

φ0
), (3)

where Ps is the instantaneous spin period of the pulsar, K is
the dispersion constant (4.148808× 103 MHz2 cm3 pc−1s).
The ToAs and DMs are simultaneously fit for in such a way
that there is zero covariance between them. The ToAs and
DMs are then written to a file.

A likelihood that is implemented in the pulsar timing
software package TEMPO (Nice et al. 2015) effectively uses
the wideband DM measurements from the ToAs as priors
on the DM model parameters. Details of this procedure can
be found in Appendix B of Alam et al. (2021b). Therefore,
the wideband analysis of InPTA data simultaneously yields
a DM timeseries as well as the residuals with respect to
the fitted ephemeris. These are shown in Figures 1 and 2.
The spin parameters, F0 and F1, and the orbital Keplerian
parameters, namely the orbital period (Pb), the projected
pulsar semi-major axis (ap sin i), longitude and the epoch of
periastron passage (ω, T0) are fitted. As we do not expect to
improve the positional parameters of the pulsar over the six-
month time-span of our data, these are not fitted. We also
did not fit the solar wind model. The TDB (Guinot & Seidel-
mann 1988) coordinates with DE436 (Folkner & Park 2016)
ephemeris are used throughout the analysis. The parameter
files used in this analysis are taken from the NANOGrav
12.5-year data release (NG: Alam et al. 2021b). The results
of these analyses are presented in the next section.

4 ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

The main goal of this work is to measure the wideband ToAs
and DMs for the low-frequency pulsar data in order to study
its suitability for PTA experiments. We applied this tech-
nique to a sample of five pulsars, which were observed by
InPTA, and obtained DM estimates as well as timing resid-
uals.

In a nutshell, Figure 1 displays the DM estimations from
WT and a comparison to DM values obtained using DMcalc
(Krishnakumar et al. 2021). The WT DM estimates ob-
tained by measuring eachWT ToA are plotted here. Figure 2
demonstrates the WT ToAs with a precision less than 1.9 µs
and rms post-fit residuals of 0.5 µs or better. The eigenpro-
files corresponding to the PCA decomposition of the PSR
J1939+2134 data are shown in Figure 3. The DM uncertain-
ties obtained using WT and DMcalc methods are compared
in Figure 4. Table 1 summarises the results of WT method,
whereas Table 2 compares the WT and narrow-band timing
(NT) solutions.

The DM estimations were done by independent WT
analyses with varying the number of eigenprofiles, the num-
ber of bins, as well as the epoch data used to make the
average portrait, to understand their effect on the results.
We draw the following conclusions based on these tests:

(i) In Figure 3 (left panel), we show how the DM estimates cor-
relate with the number of eigenprofiles for PSR J1939+2134.
With one and two eigenprofiles, the DM value is underes-
timated. The first two eigenprofiles span only about 94%
of the profile evolution. The first, second, and third eigen-
profiles together span about 99% of the profile evolution.

When the number of eigenprofiles is three or above, the DM
values are consistent within the error bars. On the right
panel, the mean profile and eigenprofiles corresponding to
the PCA decomposition of PSR J1939+2134 data are plot-
ted for visual reference. The grey points are the computed
values from the data and the dark lines are the smoothed
curves that comprise the model. Based on similar analysis,
the optimum number of eigenprofiles, required for accurate
DM estimations for the five pulsars in our sample, are as fol-
lows: For PSRs J1643−1224, J1713+0747, and J1939+2134
the DM estimates with neig = 3 or more are consistent
with each other. Therefore, DM estimation can be done
with a minimum of three eigenprofiles. For J1909−3744 and
J2145−0750, the DM estimates with neig = 2 or more are
consistent within the error bars. Therefore, for these pulsars
a minimum of 2 eigenprofiles are required.

(ii) The DM uncertainties are smaller with larger number of
bins, compared to those with smaller number of bins. This
is consistent across all the five pulsars in our sample.

(iii) The DM estimates obtained using the different averaged
portraits have an offset among them. However, the median
subtracted DMs are consistent with each other within the
error bars. This is consistent across all the five pulsars in
our sample.

For our WT analysis, we reduced the data to 64 chan-
nels, and one sub-integration for all the pulsars in our sam-
ple. PSRs J1643–1224, J1713+0747, and J1909–3744, data
have 256 bins; J1939+2134 data have 128 bins; and J2145–
0750 data have 1024 bins. The WT results for all the pulsars
are summarized in Table 1.

Conventional NT ToAs and DM estimation were per-
formed with 4 subbands for J1643–1224, and 16 subbands
for J1713+0747, J1909–3744, J1939+2134 and J2145–0750.
Frequency-resolved2 templates were created for each pul-
sar using a wavelet smoothing algorithm (Demorest et al.
2013), implemented as the psrsmooth command in PSRCHIVE
(Hotan et al. 2004), on the same epoch data with the same
number of bins as used for the wideband templates. These
templates were aligned using the same fiducial DMs as the
ones used to align the wideband templates. The ToAs were
computed from the frequency-resolved profiles using the
Fourier Phase Gradient algorithm (Taylor 1992b) available
in the pat command of PSRCHIVE. The resulting ToAs were
then fitted for the DM, spin-down parameters F0 and F1,
and the binary parameters PB, A1 and T0/TASC (where ap-
plicable) using TEMPO2. In addition, the epoch-by-epoch DM
variations were modeled by fitting for the ‘DMX’ parame-
ters in the pulsar ephemeris. DMX is a piecewise-constant
representation of the DM variability that is included in the
timing model. A separate DM is estimated for each DMX
epoch range based on the ν−2 dependence of the ToAs that
fall within that epoch range. These DMX model parame-
ters are fitted simultaneously together with the rest of the
timing model free parameters. Note that we do not fit for
the overall DM simultaneously with the DMX parameters
as they are covariant with each other.

To compare and contrast the results from WT, we also
used DMcalc (Krishnakumar et al. 2021) to obtain the DMs

2 A single pulsar has multiple smoothed templates spanning the
bandpass to generate ToAs at respective frequencies.
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Figure 1. The median-subtracted DM variations are plotted for the pulsars in our sample observed at uGMRT (400 MHz with 200
MHz bandwidth) from November 2020 to April 2021. The black points correspond to WT and the red points correspond to DMcalc. The
median DM uncertainties range from 3×10−6 to 1×10−4 cm−3 pc. The median DM values and corresponding uncertainties for each
pulsar are listed in the Table 1.

at each epoch. DMcalc is a script written to automate many
of the steps in obtaining DM from each epoch using the
PSRCHIVE Python interface and TEMPO2. In this method, we
use a high S/N, frequency resolved template to obtain the
ToAs and estimate DM using them for every epoch. Hu-
ber regression is used to remove the large outlier ToAs be-
fore estimating the DM using TEMPO2. We made a high S/N
template for each pulsar by using the psrsmooth program of
PSRCHIVE. Similar to WT, the data from the same epoch and
same channel resolution (64 channels) are used. The data of
each of these pulsars are passed through DMcalc along with
the above created high S/N templates and the parameter
files as used in WT method (without the DMX values and
after updating the DM value to the one with which the tem-
plate is aligned). The DM timeseries of each of the epochs
is obtained.

The DM estimates from WT, NT, and DMcalc have off-
sets among them. J1939+2134 has the smallest difference in
median DMs, which is 2.7×10−5 cm−3pc, between WT and

DMcalc. The maximum offset is seen for J1643–1224, which
is 1.4×10−2 cm−3pc, between WT and DMcalc.

We now check how the DM estimates from WT com-
pare with the DM estimates derived from the recently pub-
lished DMcalc method. To establish a correlation (if any)
between the general trends in DMcalc DM estimates and
WTDM estimates, we performed a Spearman’s rank correla-
tion test (Ivezić et al. 2014). The correlation coefficients and
p−values for each pulsar are listed in Table 1. The p-values
are computed assuming that the null hypothesis corresponds
to no correlation between the pair of datasets. Since the
p−values are < 10−2, it implies that the DM values between
the two measurements are correlated. In Figure 1, the me-
dian subtracted DM timeseries for WT and DMcalc for the
five pulsars are shown. It can be seen that the DM precision
obtained, in general, is about O(10−4) cm−3pc or better.
The timing residuals after fitting the selected parameters
for each of the pulsars are shown in Figure 2. The results
of the ephemeris fit and comparison between WT and NT

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (0000)
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Figure 2. The timing residuals are plotted for the pulsars in our sample observed at uGMRT (400 MHz with 200 MHz bandwidth)
from November 2020 to April 2021. The first three points in PSRS J1643−1224 and J1939+2134 are missing because of non-detection of
pulsars in these epochs. The median ToA uncertainties range from 0.20 to 1.87 µs. The ToA uncertainty and postfit rms for each pulsar
are listed in the Table 1.

methods are consolidated in Table 2. In order to obtain a
reduced χ2 closer to unity, EFAC and DMEFAC parameters
were used to model the noise (Alam et al. 2021b).

The original ToA uncertainties (obtained from the
WT analysis) are scaled by the bandwidth-time product(

δν
100MHz

τ
1800s

)0.5, similar to NG (Alam et al. 2021b), in
order to make a reasonable comparison with the ToA uncer-
tainty reported by NG.

A comparison of the results for each of the pulsars is
summarized below.

4.1 PSR J1643–1224

For this pulsar, the median DM estimate from the WT anal-
ysis is 62.40859 cm−3 pc. The DMcalc median DM estimate
is 62.39397 cm−3 pc. The DM measurements obtained with
these two methods are correlated with a correlation coeffi-
cient of 0.67 and p-value of 1×10−2. The median S/N of this
pulsar is 343.

The median scaled ToA uncertainty from WT is 3.58
µs with a postfit rms of about 0.49 µs. In comparison, NG
reports a median ToA uncertainty of 0.46 µs at 1.4 GHz.
Our precision is a factor of 7.8 lower than NG.

4.2 PSR J1713+0747

For this pulsar, the median DM estimate from WT analysis
is 15.98957 cm−3 pc. The median DM estimate from DMcalc
is 15.99003 cm−3 pc. The DM measurements obtained with
these two methods are correlated with a correlation coeffi-
cient of 0.58 and p-value of 2×10−2. The median S/N of this
pulsar is 178, which is the least in our sample.

The median scaled ToA uncertainty from WT is 0.81
µs with a postfit rms of about 0.06 µs. In contrast, NG
reports a median ToA uncertainty of 0.043 µs at 1.4 GHz.
Our precision is a factor of 18.7 lower than NG.

4.3 PSR J1909–3744

For this pulsar, the median DM estimate from WT analysis
is 10.39113 cm−3 pc. The median DM estimate from DMcalc
is 10.39085 cm−3 pc. The DM measurements obtained with
these two methods are highly correlated with a correlation
coefficient of 0.84 and p-value of 8×10−5. The median S/N
for this pulsar is 261. This pulsar has a sharp pulse profile
with no scatter broadening.

The median scaled ToA uncertainty from WT is 0.46
µs with a postfit rms of about 0.03 µs. In contrast, NG
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Figure 3. The plot on the left depicts how the DM estimation varies with the number of eigenprofiles chosen for J1939+2134. On
the Y-axis, difference in DM (each result is subtracted from the DM estimate derived using six eigenprofiles) is plotted. A portrait is
created using the data from the template epoch. ppspline is used to process the portrait by varying the number of eigenprofiles. The
DM estimate and the DM uncertainty for each variation is then obtained after processing with pptoas. With three or more eigenprofiles,
the DM estimates tend to converge. The profile evolution was modelled using three eigenprofiles, the others are presented for illustration
purposes. The error bars correspond to the uncertainty in the DM measurement. The mean profile and the eigenprofiles corresponding
to the PCA decomposition of PSR J1939+2134 data are presented for visual reference on the right panel. The top three highest S/N
profiles are shown here. The median DM is 71.017317. The grey points represent the data’s computed values, while the dark lines are
the smoothed curves that comprise part of the model.

reports a median ToA uncertainty of 0.086 µs at 1.4 GHz.
Our precision is a factor of 5.3 lower than NG.

4.4 PSR J1939+2134

For this pulsar, the median DM estimate from WT analysis
is 71.017317 cm−3 pc. The median DM estimate from DMcalc
of 71.017344 cm−3 pc. The DM measurements obtained with
these two methods are highly correlated with a correlation
coefficient of 0.92 and p-value of 4×10−5. The median S/N
for this pulsar is 1175, which is the best in our sample.

The median scaled ToA uncertainty from WT is 0.39
µs with a postfit rms of about 0.04 µs. In contrast, NG
reports a median ToA uncertainty of 0.01 µs at 1.4 GHz.
Our precision is a factor of 38.5 lower than NG.

4.5 PSR J2145–0750

For this pulsar, the median DM estimate from WT analysis
is 8.99820 cm−3 pc. The median DM estimate from DMcalc
is 9.00315 cm−3 pc. The DM measurements obtained with
these two methods are highly correlated with a correlation
coefficient of 0.82 and p-value of 2×10−4. The median S/N
for this pulsar is 851.

The median scaled ToA uncertainty from WT is 1.22
µs with a postfit rms of about 0.11 µs. In comparison, NG
reports a median ToA uncertainty of 0.48 µs at 1.4 GHz.
Our precision is a factor of 2.5 lower than NG.

5 CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this work, we have demonstrated the application of
wideband timing using PulsePortraiture on low-frequency
(300–500 MHz) data for five millisecond pulsars: PSRs
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Figure 4. This plot shows the comparison of the DM uncertainties obtained with DMcalc and PulsePortraiture for the pulsars in our
study. The uncertainty from both the methods are consistent except for J1939+2134 and J1643–1224. The discrepancy could be due to
the fact that we have not taken scattering effects into account and these pulsars show significant variation in pulse broadening at low
frequencies.

PSR ToA Postfit Median Median DM Lowest DM DMcalc p-value
uncertainty rms DM uncertainty uncertainty PulsePortraiture

(µs) (µs) (cm−3 pc) (×10−4cm−3 pc) (×10−5cm−3 pc) Spearman
Coefficient (ρ)

J1643−1224 1.87 0.49 62.40859 1.1 9.4 0.67 1× 10−2

J1713+0747 0.42 0.06 15.98957 0.9 4.9 0.58 2× 10−2

J1909−3744 0.24 0.03 10.39113 0.2 1.2 0.84 8× 10−5

J1939+2134 0.20 0.04 71.017317 0.03 0.2 0.92 4× 10−5

J2145−0750 0.64 0.11 8.99820 0.3 1.8 0.82 2× 10−4

Table 1. Summary of the results of the PulsePortraiture analysis. Column 2 shows the median of the ToA uncertainties for each pulsar.
J1939+2134 has the best ToA uncertainty in our sample. Column 3 shows the weighted root-mean-square of post-fit timing residuals.
J1909–3744 has the best postfit rms in our sample. Column 4 shows the median of the DM obtained for each pulsar. Column 5 contains
the median of all the DM uncertainties. Column 6 contains the lowest DM precision for each pulsar (precision refers to the uncertainty in
the measurements). J1939+2134 has the best DM precision in the O( 10−6). Column 7 shows the Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient
for the comparison between DMcalc and PulsePortraiture. The last column shows the p-value corresponding to the null hypothesis of
no correlation. J1939+2134 shows the highest correlation and J1713+0747 shows the least correlation between the two methods.
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Parameters WT WTU NT NTU NT–WT (NT–WT)/NTU WTU/NTU

J1643–1224 dimensionless dimensionless

F0 (Hz) 216.3733404525 4.02× 10−10 216.3733404535 1.32× 10−9 9.71× 10−10 0.737 0.305
A1 (ls) 25.072572 6.32× 10−6 25.072556 2.07× 10−5 −1.60× 10−5 0.775 0.306
Pb (d) 147.01736 3.22× 10−5 147.01726 1.03× 10−4 −9.51× 10−5 0.922 0.313

Reduced χ2 1.03
Dof 6

J1713+0747

F0 (Hz) 218.811843784 7.30× 10−9 218.811843781 8.02× 10−9 −3.64× 10−9 0.454 0.911
F1 (Hz/s) −4.01× 10−16 2.36× 10−17 −3.89× 10−16 2.60× 10−17 1.19× 10−17 0.458 0.910
A1 (ls) 32.3424251 1.04× 10−6 32.3424270 1.11× 10−6 1.91× 10−6 1.730 0.945
Pb (d) 67.8251289 6.03× 10−7 67.8251293 5.72× 10−7 3.73× 10−7 0.652 1.054

Reduced χ2 1.01
Dof 9

J1909−3744

F0 (Hz) 339.315692407 6.08× 10−9 339.315692396 4.52× 10−9 −1.11× 10−8 2.455 1.346
F1 (Hz/s) −1.66× 10−15 1.95× 10−17 −1.62× 10−15 1.45× 10−17 3.53× 10−17 2.440 1.346
A1 (ls) 1.8979914 6.85× 10−7 1.8979907 5.20× 10−7 −7.04× 10−7 1.354 1.316
Pb (d) 1.533449455 2.80× 10−9 1.533449442 1.92× 10−9 −1.32× 10−8 6.876 1.459

Reduced χ2 1.07
Dof 9

J1939+2134

F0 (Hz) 641.9282322429 9.82× 10−9 641.9282322461 9.85× 10−9 3.15× 10−9 0.320 0.997
F1 (Hz/s) −4.31× 10−14 3.12× 10−17 −4.32× 10−14 3.13× 10−17 −1.08× 10−17 0.346 0.997

Reduced χ2 1.02
Dof 9

J2145−0750

F0 (Hz) 62.2958888011 2.50× 10−9 62.2958887957 3.14× 10−9 −5.42× 10−9 1.726 0.797
F1 (Hz/s) −1.28× 10−16 7.97× 10−18 −1.10× 10−16 9.99× 10−18 1.72× 10−17 1.725 0.798
A1 (ls) 10.1641097 1.43× 10−6 10.1641082 1.72× 10−6 −1.46× 10−6 0.851 0.833
Pb (d) 6.838902519 1.85× 10−8 6.838902502 2.26× 10−8 −1.77× 10−8 0.782 0.816

Reduced χ2 1.00
Dof 9

Table 2. Comparison of the WT and NT postfit parameters of the pulsars in our sample are tabulated here. WTU is the wideband timing
uncertainty and NTU is the narrowband timing uncertainty. F0 is the pulsar rotation frequency, F1 is the pulsar rotation frequency first
derivative, A1 is the projected pulsar semi-major axis in light seconds (ls), Pb is the period of the binary orbit, and degrees of freedom
(dof) is the sum of the number of ToAs and the number of DM measurements from the wideband timing from which the timing parameters
are subtracted which include DMX parameters. In the seventh column, the absolute difference is divided by NTU.

J1643–1224, J1713+0747, J1909–3744, J1939+2134, and
J2145–0750, observed at uGMRT as part of the InPTA
program. These pulsars show different morphologies in
pulse shapes and varying degrees of broadening in their
pulse profiles. DM estimates with this method are consis-
tent with techniques, such as DMcalc (Krishnakumar et al.
2021), which use data with narrow sub-bands. At the same
time, this technique simultaneously provides high preci-
sion ToAs. PCA analysis, employed for this technique, in-
dicates that we require a minimum of three eigenprofiles
for PSRs J1643−1224, J1713+0747, and J1939+2134; and
two eigenprofiles for PSRs J1909−3744 and J2145−0750 to
capture the profile evolution with frequency. We obtained
DM precision ranging between 3 × 10−6 cm−3pc for PSR

J1939+2134 to 1 × 10−4 cm−3pc for PSR J1643–1224. Us-
ing this method, we get sub-microsecond post-fit average
residuals. We achieved the best post-fit residuals of about
30 ns for PSR J1909−3744.

Using the dispersion formula

∆t = 4.148808 ms×
[(

flo
GHz

)−2

−
(
fhi
GHz

)−2]
×
(

DM

cm−3pc

)
,

(See Appendix A 2.4 Lorimer & Kramer 2012), it can be
shown that the precision in DM measurements obtained over
our 200 MHz bandwidth (e.g., 300−500 MHz) of O(10−5)
is at least an order of magnitude better than that over a
wide high frequency band (e.g., 700−4000 MHz), which is
O(10−4) cm−3pc (for assumed typical 1 µs ToA errors).
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These 300−500 MHz observations provide a S/N compara-
ble to the GHz bandwidth observations at high frequencies,
as pulsars are much brighter at 400 MHz. In addition, our
results show that the application of WT to our band can pro-
vide post-fit residuals comparable to high frequency data by
taking care of ISM effects considerably. Thus, WT of such
low frequency observations is capable of providing not only
more accurate DM estimates, but also high precision ToAs
directly. It will be interesting to make a direct comparison
between the analysis of low and high frequency PTA data in
a future IPTA data combination to investigate this further.

We compare these low-frequency ToA residuals and DM
uncertainties with the results published in the literature
for the same pulsars, both at low (DMcalc: Krishnakumar
et al. 2021) and high frequencies (NG: Alam et al.
2021b). In the low frequency band, our DM estimates show
a strong correlation with the results from DMcalc. Now, WT
technique has considerable advantages over the traditional
timing techniques. Firstly, WT is more amenable to automa-
tion with a one-step analysis. In contrast, analysis methods
using sub-bands, such as the traditional narrow-band anal-
ysis or DMcalc, require a multi-step iterative approach with
the DM estimation followed by timing in an iterative loop.
Secondly, traditional analysis either ignores profile evolution
or pulse broadening or at best approximates it. In contrast,
WT incorporates this as an essential ingredient of analy-
sis. In Figure 4, we compare the uncertainties from both
the methods for these five pulsars. With the exception of
PSR J1643-1224 and PSR J1939+2134, the uncertainty from
both the methods are consistent. The inconsistency could
be related to the fact that we have only considered profile
evolution and not scattering effects, and these pulsars show
significant pulse broadening at low frequencies. We plan to
investigate this further in a future work. Lastly, the WT
technique utilizes the S/N of the entire wideband observa-
tions to provide high precision ToA unlike the narrow-band
technique. This also results in a single high S/N band- aver-
aged ToA rather than 16 to 32 lower S/N ToAs. This signif-
icantly reduces the dimensionality of subsequent Bayesian
analysis, which is employed for the detection of GWs. Thus,
the consistency of the DM estimates between the WT and
traditional methods provides support for a preferential use
of WT technique at low frequencies, in particular, and hint
at an increasing reliance on WT technique for future PTA
and IPTA data release, in general.

A comparison of the timing solutions obtained fromWT
and traditional NT are presented in Table 2. As is evident
from the aforementioned table, WT produces timing solu-
tions consistent with NT, with typical uncertainties in fitted
parameters smaller than NT.

In our application, the pulse broadening was assumed to
be stable over the observation epochs. This may not be the
case for all the pulsars. An example is PSR J1643−1224,
where variable pulse broadening at a given frequency was
reported earlier (Shannon et al. 2016). Epoch to epoch vari-
ation of the profile evolution with frequency has also been
reported in PSR J1713+0747 (Singha et al. 2021). An ex-
tension of WT to include such a variation will be interest-
ing and is planned in future. Similar extension to combine
widely separated multiple bands is also planned in future.

A comparison with the median ToA uncertainties at
high frequencies, such as those obtained by NG at 1.4 GHz,

indicates that our ToA uncertainties are of the same order
(2.5 to 7.8 times), except for two pulsars (PSRs J1713+0747
J1939+2134). These findings suggest that low frequency
data, analysed with WT technique, can provide a preci-
sion similar to high frequency data for gravitational wave
detection experiments. Given the steep spectrum of radio
pulsars, this not only enables high precision measurements
with smaller observation duration per pulsar at low fre-
quency (as pulsars are much brighter at these frequencies),
but also a higher cadence than currently employed with the
same telescope time. Additionally, several weaker MSPs can
be included in the PTA ensemble. Not only this can pro-
vide a more uniform sky coverage for useful sampling of the
Hellings and Downs overlap reduction function (Hellings &
Downs 1983), but also significantly increase the sensitivity
(Siemens et al. 2013) to the stochastic gravitational wave
background. Thus, our results suggest that wideband low
frequency observations can play at least an equal, if not
better role, in PTA experiments.

With the Square Kilometer Array (SKA: Carilli &
Rawlings 2004) telescope becoming available in the near fu-
ture, wideband observations with SKA-low (200−350 MHz)
and SKA-mid (350−1000 MHz) promise to provide high
quality data not only for nanoHertz gravitational wave dis-
covery, but also for post discovery gravitational wave science.
Wideband techniques are likely to play a very important role
in analysis of these data from SKA.

Note Added: After this paper appeared on arXiv,
another work also applied the PulsePortraiture based
wideband timing analysis to eight millisecond pulsars
observed with the uGMRT (Sharma et al. 2022). This work
also finds better DM and timing precision compared to the
narrow-band method in accord with our results.

Software: matplotlib (Hunter 2007), PSRCHIVE (van
Straten et al. 2010), PulsePortraiture (Pennucci et al.
2014), TEMPO (Nice et al. 2015), TEMPO2 (Hobbs et al. 2006),
DMcalc (Krishnakumar et al. 2021), RFIClean (Maan et al.
2021), pinta (Susobhanan et al. 2021)

Facility: uGMRT.
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