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ABSTRACT

Laser Guide Star (LGS) Shack-Hartmann (SH) wavefront sensors for next generation Extremely Large Tele-
scopes (ELTs) require low-noise, large format (∼1Mpx), fast detectors to match the need for a large number of
subapertures and a good sampling of the very elongated spots. One path envisaged to fulfill this need has been
the adoption of CMOS detectors with a rolling shutter read-out scheme, that allows low read-out noise and
fast readout time at the cost of image distortion due to the detector rows exposed in different moments. In this
work we analyze the impact of the rolling shutter read-out scheme when used for LGS SH wavefront sensing
of the Multiconjugate adaptive Optic Relay For ELT Observations (MORFEO, formerly known as MAORY)
for ESO ELT; in particular, we focus on the impact on the adaptive optics correction of the distortion-induced
aberrations created by the rolling exposure in the case of fast varying aberrations, like the ones coming from the
LGS tilt jitter due to the up-link propagation of laser beams. We show that the LGS jitter-induced aberration
for MORFEO can be as large as 100nm rms and we discuss possible mitigation strategies.

Keywords: laser guide stars, wavefront sensor, detector, rolling shutter, extremely large telescope, adaptive
optics, multi conjugate adaptive optics, simulations

1. INTRODUCTION

Next-generation Extremely Large Telescopes (ELTs)1–3 foresee the use of Laser Guide Stars (LGSs) in their
adaptive optics (AO) systems.4–10 They all use Shack-Hartmann (SH) LGS wavefront sensors (WFSs) that
are highly demanding in terms of detector’s specifications.11–14 In this work we focused on the Multiconjugate
adaptive Optic Relay For ELT Observations4,15,16 (MORFEO, formerly known as MAORY) and on the impact
of rolling shutter detectors in the LGS WFS. In fact, during phase B of MORFEO development the two options
for the LGS WFS detector that satisfy the requirements are: ESO/e2v LISA camera17–21 with rolling shutter
read-out and cameras based on SONY IMX 425 chip with global shutter read-out. ESO and the MORFEO
consortium decided to make a comparison study to evaluate which is the best solution for MORFEO. As we
reported in Agapito, Busoni et al. 2022,22 complementary metal oxide semiconductor (CMOS) sensors with
a rolling shutter readout are an alternative solution to charge coupled device (CCD) with global shutter, but
WFSs provided with such devices are characterized by distortion induced aberration (DIA). In this paper we
present the performance estimation for MORFEO with rolling shutter and global shutter read-out detectors,
in terms of the expected SR in the best atmospheric conditions and the sky coverage at the south galactic pole.

In Sec. 2 we quantify the residual LGS tilt in both amplitude and temporal evolution for a median at-
mospheric condition,23 taking into account the MORFEO jitter compensation; in Sec. 3 we present the level
of distortion induced aberrations and discuss possible mitigation of them; in Sec. 4 we study the propaga-
tion of distortion induced aberrations in the MORFEO tomographic reconstructor; in Sec. 5 we present the
performance estimation; in Sec. 6 we report our conclusion.
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2. LGS JITTER

LGS tilt jitter is determined by turbulence-induced fluctuations introduced during both the upward and down-
ward propagation of the laser beam. We consider negligible the downward propagation for a 39m telescope,
because the upward propagation is characterized by a significantly smaller beam. We run a set of end-to-end
simulations with PASSATA24 to characterize this jitter and its residual after closed loop correction. The uplink
projection is considered to be a gaussian beam with a waist radius of 108mm and a full aperture of 302mm
diameter14,25,26 (see Fig.1). We compute the laser beacon image at 90km and we extract with a centroid the
open loop jitter: we got 340mas RMS (square sum of the two axes) for the median atmospheric profile.23 This
value is in good agreement with ESO VLT GALACSI data as can be seen in Fig. 2. Then, we compute the
closed loop residual considering as input the centroid signal, as control a pure integrator and as plant a pure
delay of 3.35 frames (1 due to read-out, 1 due to sample&hold, 0.5 due to real time computer and 0.5 due to
deformable mirror response time and 0.35 are the delay due to the round-trip propagation of the laser beam
to the sodium layer∗), with a frame period of 2ms. We found a residual jitter of 190mas RMS. The Power
Spectral Densities of these signals are reported in Fig.3. In the following sections we will use these results,
though it is worth noting that the amount of residual jitter varies according to the atmospheric conditions.

Figure 1: Section of the uplink projection intensity.

3. MITIGATION OF DISTORTION INDUCED ABERRATIONS

We computed the DIA from the residual jitter as described in Ref. 22 for a detector with rolling shutter
read-out on two sectors and we got, for the median profile,23 a wavefront error due to DIA of 370 nm rms.
This is an extremely large value and it will compromise the functionality of MORFEO, for this reason we
study a mitigation strategy. A possible mitigation could be based on the forecast of the tilt temporal evolution
using the LGS WFS measurements from the current and previous steps. In fact, knowing accurately the tilt
temporal evolution during the current (i.e. last) exposure of the frame will allow correction of the DIA. We
analyze in this section this approach and its efficiency.

We considered a linear extrapolation of the speed based on the estimation of the past values of speed and
acceleration:28

v0[k] = p[k] − p[k − 1] (1)

a0[k] = v0[k] − v0[k − 1] (2)

v[k] = v[k] + 0.5a0[k] (3)

a[k] = v[k] − v[k − 1] (4)

where p[k] is the average tilt value, v0[k] is the initial estimation of average tilt speed in nm/frame, a0[k] is the
initial estimation of average tilt acceleration in nm2/frame, v[k] is the final estimation of average tilt speed in
nm/frame, and a[k] is the final estimation of average tilt acceleration in nm2/frame. All these average values

∗In MORFEO the correction is done using a fast tip/tilt mirror in the launch telescopes.



Figure 2: Comparison between estimated open-loop single axis jitter from simulations (red diamonds) and
ESO VLT GALACSI data.27

Figure 3: Tip and Tilt PSDs for the upward propagation in open and closed loop.

refer to the detector integration that ends at the time step k.
This estimation is used to compute the tilt speed during the detector integration† and to remove from the
slopes the DIA. Then we can estimate the error on this mitigation computing the error on the tilt speed: in
fact the error of this mitigation strategy is proportional to the error on tilt speed estimation. Please note that
the tilt speed is the main contributor to the DIA as shown in Ref. 22 and we can neglect the DIA due to
higher orders.

We considered a baseline-like case with 60×60sub-apertures, 15arcsec FoV, elongated spots (“multi-peak”
sodium profile29 at z=30deg), windowed CoG, photon noise and read-out noise (considering 1000ph/frame/sa
flux and 3e- RON) to have a more realistic condition even if some details are missing like turbulence and
the tomographic closed loop. We combined this with the temporal filtering given by the closed loop transfer
function. In Fig. 4 we reported the cumulative RMS of the jitter speed and its forecast error.

†please note that it means a forecast of half frame, because the speed is estimated from the average measurements
of tilt during the frame integration.



We can see in this figure that the error after the forecast is about half of the input, but it is concentrated
at the high frequencies where the closed loop is able to reduce it effectively. Note that the forecast is accurate
on low frequencies and it introduces errors above 10Hz. In particular, it magnifies disturbances at high
frequencies like measurement noise, non-linearity due to elongated/truncated spots and possible vibrations in
the launcher, because it comprises two derivatives in cascade, one to compute speed from position and one
to compute acceleration from speed (see Eq. 1 and 2). It is interesting to note that we could reduce the
closed loop transfer function bandwidth, acting on the gain of the loop, to mitigate the distortion induced
aberrations propagation but, unfortunately, this will impact on the ability of MORFEO to correct turbulence
aberrations. For the median atmospheric profile23 we expect a reduction of a factor 0.21 meaning that we should
be able to mitigate the distortion induced aberration to 78nm from the original 370nm. Note that actually
the tomographic reconstructor is applied before the temporal filtering, but since they are linear operators we
reverse their order in this analytical estimation (the propagation in the tomographic reconstructor is presented
in Sec.4). It is worth noticing that the mitigation is mostly effective after the tomographic propagation
when the temporal filter is applied, this means that the pseudo-open loop will be characterized by a strong
disturbance. Hence all the tasks that use this data, like PSF reconstruction and atmospheric profile estimation,
vibration peaks estimation will require additional data processing to deal with the residual distortion induced
aberrations.

Figure 4: Cumulative RMS of the jitter speed. The black line is the speed signal computed from the phase,
the red line is the error on speed considering the forecast done considering the current and previous
steps coming for the tip and tilt retrieved from the slopes of a 60×60 SHS (with 15arcsec FoV,
elongated spots, windowed CoG, photon noise and read-out noise) and the blue line is the previous
error after being filtered by the closed loop..

4. PROPAGATION OF DISTORTION INDUCED ABERRATIONS IN MORFEO

The residual presented in the previous section is the one seen by a single WFS and, in MORFEO, it will
propagate through the tomographic reconstruction and projection matrices. Please note the propagation
through the noise transfer function has already been considered in the previous section. We compute the
propagation coefficient (from WFS error to on-axis error) in the MORFEO reconstruction and projection
matrices for third order modes only, that are the dominant term of the distortion induced aberrations and we
found 0.805 and 0.795 for M4 and for the post focal DM (we are considering the single post focal DM case)
respectively. These coefficients were determined by computing modal reconstruction and projection of 1000
random realizations of coma and trefoils with unitary RMS value. Then, combining the DIA presented in
Sec. 3 and the propagation coefficients we have 62nm per mirror that is a total of approximately 90nm.



5. PERFORMANCE ESTIMATION

As reported in the previous section the impact on the LGS loop due to rolling shutter read-out is about 90nm,
but it could be as high as 350m in the worst case scenario (that is without mitigation). An additional error
of 90nm means that K band SR scales of 0.94, H band SR of 0.89 and J band SR of 0.81 respectively. Then,
we consider also 40nm of additional error due to other differences of the LISA and SONY detectors: number
of pixels (800 vs 1100) and quantum efficiency (0.95 vs 0.7). The number of pixels allow for a larger number
of sub-apertures with the same sub-aperture FoV, but this gives an improvement lower than the one expected
with a single conjugate system due to the super-resolution,30 while quantum efficiency is better for the LISA
camera. So the final difference becomes about 100nm. The effect of this 100nm can be seen in Fig. 5, where
we report the expected SR in the best atmospheric conditions (seeing 0.43arcsec at zenith). We evaluate the
impact of such additional error on the sky coverage considering also the reduced Signal-to-Noise Ratio (SNR)
on the LO WFS given by the lower H band SR on the technical FoV‡. Note that this is a simplified (see Ref.
32 for a description of the sky coverage estimation method) and optimistic approach, because the correlation
between correction in the technical FoV and LO correction is not limited to the SNR only. We decided to
focus on comparing the impact of a rolling shutter detector with respect to the impact of the 2nd post focal
DM. We can see in Fig. 6 that for half of the pointings (40% for the large MICADO FoV, 70% for the small
MICADO FoV) where we expect the best performance MORFEO with a single DM performs better than
MORFEO with the 2nd post focal DM and with a rolling shutter detector with the mitigation. This means
that we lose the advantage of the second post focal DM in particular for Galactic Astronomy and Resolved
Stellar Populations. The 2nd post focal DM holds its advantage at high sky coverages so, in particular, for
Extragalactic Astronomy. Moreover, we verified that the 2nd post focal DM is not able to compensate for the
impact of a rolling shutter detector in the best atmospheric conditions. Hence, while it is possible to fulfill
the requirements, because we have a K band SR> 50% for the best atmospheric conditions and > 30% for a
sky coverage of 50%, the impact of a rolling shutter detector is greater than the one given by the 2nd post
focal DM in about half of the observations, in particular the ones where we expect the best performance from
MORFEO.

Figure 5: K band SR in the FoV with a rolling shutter detector (with and without mitigation) with respect
to the baseline case with a global shutter camera and a single post focal DM.

6. CONCLUSION

We have analyzed the effect of the image distortion in the LGS WFS of MORFEO equipped with a detector
using a rolling shutter read-out scheme. These rolling shutter CMOS detectors are particularly attractive for
MORFEO because of their large format, low-noise and low-latency features. A typical residual LGS jitter of
100-200 mas, although negligible in term of tilt signal for an ELT LGS WFS, corresponds to a large residual
aberration of a few µm RMS and propagates rolling shutter induced aberration of more than 300nm RMS on

‡MORFEO NGS works in H band, see Ref. 31.



(a) Large MICADO FoV (53 × 53 arcsec).

(b) Small MICADO FoV (20 × 20 arcsec).

Figure 6: Sky coverage for MICADO for the median profile,23 comparing the impact of a rolling shutter
detector (with and without mitigation) with respect to the impact of the 2nd post focal DM. The
use of a global shutter detector cameras is considered in black and red line

modes of the third radial order and above. Mitigation combined with the closed loop filtering is able to reduce
this distortion induced aberration by a factor 5, but after the tomographic reconstruction and projection we
have still 90nm of additional error. We evaluate the performance of MORFEO with such additional error
and we verify that while requirements are still met the advantage given by a second post focal DM is almost
cancelled. Therefore MORFEO consortium asked ESO to adopt as LGS WFS detector a camera based on
SONY IMX 425 chip.
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Photo-Optical Instrumentation Engineers (SPIE) Conference Series 9909, 99095Z (2016).

[13] S. Oberti, C. Vérinaud, M. Le Louarn, et al., “LGS tomography and spot truncation: tips and tricks,” in
6th International Conference on Adaptive Optics for Extremely Large Telescopes, AO4ELT 2019, (Québec,
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