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ABSTRACT

For efficient spectroscopic redshift identification of early galaxies in the northern hemisphere, we aim to combine
the Large Millimeter Telescope (LMT) with a wide-band heterodyne receiver, FINER, which will cover radio
frequencies of 120–360 GHz and offer a 3–21 GHz intermediate frequency (IF) per sideband and polarization.
To take full advantage of such wide IFs, we present a novel 10.24-GHz-wide digital spectrometer, DRS4 (Elecs
Industry Co., Ltd.). It incorporates 20.48 Gsps samplers with an FPGA-based digital signal processing module.
To mitigate the noise contamination from the image sideband, it is equipped with a digital sideband separation
function to improve the sideband rejection up to 25 dB. Laboratory performance evaluations show that it exhibits
an Allan time of at least ∼ 100 s and a total power dynamic range of at least 7 dB. These results demonstrate
its capability of instantaneously wide-band spectroscopy toward high-redshift galaxies with position-switching
observations.
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1. INTRODUCTION

When massive galaxies emerge and how common they are in the epoch of reionization and beyond (i.e., the age
of the universe less than 600 million years, or the pre-reionization era) is one of the most fundamental questions
in astronomy. Recent discoveries of the excessive massive galaxy candidates at z > 8 made by Hubble Space
Telescope and James Webb Space Telescope suggest an extremely high efficiency of galaxy assembly in the earliest
Universe, while it is still unclear what drives the rapid growth of the massive population. This arises from the
difficulty in confirming galaxy “candidates” in such era, i.e., identifying an object as a galaxy and determining
its physical properties with spectroscopy of atomic or molecular emission lines. For z > 8, millimeter and
submillimeter-wave spectroscopic observations of redshifted far-infrared emission lines such as [C ii] 158 µm and
[O iii] 88 µm should be a key to address the question. They, however, are very faint (expected flux density to

Further author information: (Send correspondence to Masato Hagimoto):
E-mail: hagimoto@a.phys.nagoya-u.ac.jp, Telephone: +81-(52)-789-2840

ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

07
97

8v
1 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.I

M
] 

 1
2 

Ju
n 

20
24



be ∼5 mJy; [O iii] 88 µm of a Lyman break galaxy with H160 = 25.0 AB at z = 10) and require wide frequency
coverage (∼ 30 GHz) to confirm the spectroscopic redshift due to a large uncertainty of the photometric redshift
(∆zphot ∼ 1). Sensitive and efficient spectroscopic instruments with sufficient atmospheric conditions to reach
the furthest universe, even including ALMA, have been very limited yet.

For this sake, we have been developing Far-Infrared Nebular Emission Receiver, FINER (Tamura et al. 2024,
submitted to Proc. SPIE), for the Large Millimeter Telescope (LMT1,2) in México. FINER consists of Band 4+5
and 6+7 dual-polarization sideband-separating superconductor-insulator-superconductor (SIS) mixer receivers
to continuously cover a wide range in radio frequencies from 120–360 GHz. Utilizing high critical current
density (Jc) SIS mixers3,4 developed for the ALMA Wideband Sensitivity Upgrade (WSU5), FINER offers
an instantaneous intermediate frequency (IF) of 3–21 GHz per sideband per polarization, which is ∼5 times
wider than ALMA. Combining the 50-m dish of LMT (40% of the light-collecting area of ALMA) with similar
atmospheric transmission to the ALMA site, LMT-FINER will achieve the most sensitive spectral-scanning
capability among (sub)millimeter single-dish telescopes in the northern hemisphere.

To take full advantage of such wideband IF signals in the backend, development of a wideband (≳ 10 GHz)
digital spectrometer is essential to efficiently achieve continuous and homogeneous spectral scans. With the recent
progress in direct signal sampling by high-speed analog-to-digital converters (ADCs) and digital signal processing
(DSP) by field-programmable gate arrays (FPGAs) and graphics processing units (GPUs), fast Fourier transform
(FFT)-type (or FX-type) digital spectrometers have achieved several GHz of instantaneous bandwidths (e.g.,
XFFTS;6 OCTAD-S7). For LMT-FINER, 10 GHz or more instantaneous bandwidth is preferred to fully cover
the four IFs of a receiver (product of two polarization modes and lower/upper sidebands, or LSB/USB) by eight
boards. For spectral scans with ground-based single-dish telescopes, atmospheric noises from an image sideband
with lower atmospheric transmission should also be mitigated. In addition to analog sideband separation by a
sideband-separating receiver (10–15 dB), DSP may offer a capability of digital sideband separation (DSBS8,9) to
compensate for the imbalance of complex gain (i.e., amplitude and phase) between the sidebands and to remove
the image sideband signal digitally (≳ 20 dB). Spectrometers with such capabilities, however, have not yet been
available for actual observations.

Here we present the design and laboratory performance verification of the digital spectrometer array system
for LMT-FINER. It is an array of new 10.24-GHz-wide digital spectrometers with DSBS functions, Direct RF
Sampler with DSP 4th Generation (DRS4; Elecs Industry Co., Ltd.; Figure 1), each of which has four analog
inputs to directly samples the signals at 20.48 Gsps with a good analog transmission up to 20.48 GHz∗. This
offers the capability of single-polarization, two-sideband spectroscopy by a single DRS4, i.e., the baseband (DC–
10.24 GHz) and the 10.24–20.48 GHz band with no secondary downconverters. We have manufactured two DRS4s
so far to meet the baseline specification of LMT-FINER. In this manuscript, we describe the basic specifications
of DRS4 and the DSBS implementation in Section 2, the results of the laboratory performance verification in
Section 3, and the conclusions with future prospects before and after the installation of FINER on LMT in
Section 4.

2. DRS4: A 10.24-GHZ-WIDE DIGITAL SPECTROMETER

2.1 Basic specification

DRS4 is a 10.24-GHz-wide FX-type digital spectrometer that has two pairs of LSB/USB analog inputs and
digital outputs as auto-correlation with an optional output of cross-correlation between LSB and USB for the
calibration of DSBS (Section 2.2). The basic specifications are summarized in Table 1.

Figure 2 shows the block diagram of DSP in each pair: It consists of two 3-bit ADCs at a sampling rate of
20.48 Gsps and subsequent DSP modules made by FPGA boards to perform FFT and DSBS. The 20.48 Gsps
reference signal is externally given by the DRS4 Sampling Clock Distributor (Elecs Industry Co. Ltd.) for
operating the ADCs. The 1024 FFT points result in the number of frequency channels of 512 and frequency
channel intervals of 20 MHz (20 km s−1 at 300 GHz)†. Two frequency-domain complex data are then added

∗We hereafter refer to the DRS4 model customized for LMT-FINER simply as DRS4.
†For the observations with higher frequency resolutions, FINER also offers six XFFTS boards (215 frequency channels

with frequency channel intervals of 88 kHz or 0.088 km s−1 at 300 GHz) and will switch to DRS4 as needed.



Figure 1. Front view of DRS4 customized for LMT-FINER. The LCD displays real-time power spectra and is used for
device configuration together with four buttons on the side. The ANALOG INPUT port pairs 1/2 and 3/4 correspond to
LSB/USB IF inputs for DC–10.24 GHz and 10.24–20.48 GHz, respectively. The SAMPLING CLK IN/OUT port receives/sends
an external 20.48 GHz reference signal from the DRS4 Sampling Clock Distributor (Elecs Industry Co., Ltd.) for operating
the four 20.48-Gsps ADCs. The REF INPUT 1PPS port receives an external 1 PPS signal for setting timestamps of the
power spectra. Note that absolute date and time information should be given by an NTP server through the Ethernet
port on the back panel. The Ethernet port is also used to output (multicast) the power spectrum data as VDIF. Other
ports are not used in this model.

Table 1. Basic specifications of DRS4 for LMT-FINER

Item Specification

Number of analog inputs 4 (two pairs of LSB/USB)

Optimal analog input power (DC–10.24 GHz) -11 – -9 dBm

Optimal analog input power (10.24–20.48 GHz) -8 – -6 dBm

Quantization levels of ADCs 8 (3 bits)

Sampling rate of ADCs 20.48 GHz

Instantaneous bandwidth per input 10.24 GHz

Number of FFT points 1024

Number of frequency channels 512

Frequency channel intervals 20 MHz

Window function None (rectangle) / Hamming / Hanning

Output data type 512 32-bit floating points per input

Output data dumping time 100 ms / 200 ms / 500 ms / 1000 ms

to each other after multiplying the complex digital gains C1 and C2 to compensate for the imbalance between
two sidebands and to remove the possible image sideband signal (i.e., DSBS). This similarly works to an analog
90-degree hybrid circuit but better separates two sidebands by optimizing C1 and C2 in calibration (Section 2.2
in details).

After DSBS, each complex data is auto-correlated, cast to 32-bit floating points, and integrated at a given
data dumping time to obtain a single power spectrum as VDIF.10 The timestamp of each VDIF data is externally
given by a network time protocol (NTP) server and a 1 pulse-per-second (PPS) signal. The series of VDIF data
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Figure 2. Block diagram of digital signal processing in an observation. Analog LSB/USB signals from a sideband-

separating receiver (left side of the diagram) are analog-to-digital converted ADC and (fast) Fourier-transformed FFT to

the frequency-domain complex data. They are then added to each other + after multiplying the digital complex gains

C1 and C2 (i.e., DSBS). Finally auto-correlation ()2 and time integration
∫

are performed to output LSB/USB

power spectra after DSBS (right side of the diagram). Note that the numbers of bits indicate the bit-lengths of the data
output from each block.

are finally output (multicast) from the Ethernet port. Data acquisition software (a binary and a Python script)
is provided to allow users to get them in their local machine for further offline analysis.

2.2 Calibration of the digital complex gains

To enable DSBS in DRS4, the complex digital gains C1 and C2 (for each frequency channel) must be optimized
by a calibration measurement of a reference signal such as continuous wave (CW) that only enters the signal
sideband and possibly leaks into the image sideband. According to previous work,9 the optimal C1 and C2 are
given by:

Ĉ1 = − FT[VLSB]

FT[VUSB]

∣∣∣∣
Ref. signal inUSB

= − FT[VLSB] · FT[VUSB]
∗

FT[VUSB] · FT[VUSB]∗

∣∣∣∣
Ref. signal inUSB

(1)

Ĉ2 = − FT[VUSB]

FT[VLSB]

∣∣∣∣
Ref. signal in LSB

= − FT[VUSB] · FT[VLSB]
∗

FT[VLSB] · FT[VLSB]∗

∣∣∣∣
Ref. signal in LSB

(2)

where VLSB/USB are LSB/USB outputs after analog-to-digital conversion, respectively, and FT[·] performs (fast)
Fourier transform on the signal. The rightmost sides of the equations suggest that the measurements of both
auto-correlation and cross-correlation of two sidebands enables to calculate Ĉ1 and Ĉ2.

For this purpose, DRS4 has another DSP mode for calibration to output auto/cross-correlation spectra at
the same time. Figure 2 shows the block diagram of it: When calculating Ĉ1 and Ĉ2, C1 and C2 are initially
set to be 1 + 0j. With a dedicated Python command, the auto/cross-correlation spectra are measured and
written into separate text files. The calculated Ĉ1 and Ĉ2 should be written in a text file and sent to DRS4 with
another command to set as new values. Note that in the measurements using CW, users should sweep its output
frequency for all or several representative channel frequencies, i.e., need multiple calibration measurements.

3. LABORATORY EXPERIMENTS

We evaluated the performance of DRS4 in laboratory experiments to confirm that we can use this to achieve our
science goals. Here we focused on three points; (i) frequency response function, (ii) total power and spectral line
linearities, and (iii) time stability. This section summarizes the results of them.
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Figure 3. Block diagram of digital signal processing in a digital complex gain calibration. The components are almost
same as Figure 2, however, the major difference is that the two sideband signals are not added to each other before
calculating auto/cross-correlation. The measured auto/cross-correlation spectrum are written as the comma-separated-
value (CSV) format with channel frequency column. Note that the numbers of bits indicate the bit-lengths of the data
output from each block.

3.1 Response function

The frequency response function is a response to the CW at a single frequency. The spectrometer output is
always obtained as the true emission line profile convolved with the frequency response function. Therefore, the
actual frequency resolution is expressed as the full width at half maximum (FWHM) of it, not the frequency
channel separation. DRS4 has three types of window functions (rectangle, Hann, Hamming), and users can select
any of them. Here, we report the measurements for the rectangle window function of the finest resolution. In
this case, the frequency response function is expected to be written in the form of Sinc2(τν), where τ is the FFT
segment length. We expect the τ of 5.0 × 10−8 s for our spectrometer, and thus the FWHM of it is calculated
to be 17.72 MHz.

Figure 4. Frequency response function to the monochromatic wave input generated by a signal generator at 5.00 GHz
channel (blue points) with the best-fit curve of squared-Sinc function (red line) in log- (left panel) and linear-scale (right
panel). Green points in the lower-right panel show residuals between measurements and best-fit curves (upper-right
panel). We find that the FWHM of the best-fit curve is 0.7 % larger than the theoretical one.

Figure 4 shows the frequency response curve at the 5.00 GHz channel to the monochromatic wave input
generated by a signal generator obtained by sweeping with 2 MHz interval over a 400 MHz range. We fit the



measurements with Sinc2(τν) to estimate the FWHM of the frequency response function. The red line in Figure 4
is the best-fit result and we confirm that the difference between the measurements and the best-fit function is
small enough to reproduce the measurements by the theoretical predicted function. We estimate the FWHM of
17.850± 0.004 MHz, which is 0.7 % larger than the theoretical value but is smaller than 20 MHz of the channel
separation. In addition, the leakage from the neighboring channel is ≲ −10 dB. Therefore we consider that our
spectrometer can resolve two neighboring channels sufficiently.

3.2 Linearity

Ensuring linearity is important to convert the spectrometer output to the brightness temperature correctly
because we intend to perform the intensity calibration using a room-temperature blackbody (or hot load) and
sky temperature, i.e., R-sky calibration. For this purpose, a wide dynamic range, the range where output power
is proportional to input power, is required to correctly obtain both sky and room temperatures. Here we verify
the dynamic ranges of DRS4 in two aspects; total power and spectral line intensity.

3.2.1 Total power linearity

Total power measurement evaluates the system noise temperature and obtains the continuum flux densities. We
used a noise signal generated with the noise source developed for the Millimetric Adaptive Optics (MAO11).
It generates the wide-band continuum signal in the frequency range of 17.4–23.6 GHz. We made the signal
narrower by combining a band-pass filter and used the folded component as 0.5–2.5 GHz. We measured the
input power of DRS4 with a power meter and the output power from DRS4 by integrating the frequency range
above with changing the input power over a 12 dB range by a variable attenuator with the step of 1 dB. We did
measurements with and without a chip attenuator of 6 dB to investigate a wider input power range.
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Figure 5. (Left) Spectrometer response for wide-band continuum input generated by noise source for MAO experiment
(blue points) with the best-fit result of linear regression fitting with fixing a slope of unity (red line). (Right) Residual
between measurement and the best-fit result (blue points). The gray-shaded region shows the range of ±0.20 dB, corre-
sponding to our total power dynamic range definition. We find at least ∼ 7 dB of dynamic range for our spectrometer.

The left panel of Figure 5 shows the result of our measurements with the best fit of the linear regression
fitting of logPout = logPin + b. We define the total power dynamic range as the range of input power where the
difference between measurements and the best-fit line is within ±0.20 dB (the gray-shaded region in the right
panel of Figure 5). Although we see non-linear responses in this range, we find at ∼ 7 dB of dynamic range for
our spectrometer. This satisfies the requirement from R-sky calibration expected for the LMT-FINER system.
In the future, we will make the calibration table for non-linearity of ±0.20 dB to obtain the intensities more
correctly.



3.2.2 Spectral line linearity

With DRS4, we aim to detect both the “weak” (∼ 1 mK) emission line from galaxies at high redshift with
LMT-FINER and “strong” (≳ 10 K) emission line such as SiO maser for pointing calibration. To evaluate
performance in observations and obtain flux densities correctly, we need to have the dynamic range of spectral
line linearity. We made a mock spectral line signal embedded in a noise signal combining the noise source used
in Section 3.2.1 with the monochromatic CW output generated by a signal generator at 18.48 GHz. We observe
this CW signal at 2.00 GHz channel in DRS4 utilizing higher-order sampling mode. To remove the time variance
of the band-pass characteristics of our system, we switched the signal generator output on and off every three
seconds. We did measurements of spectrometer output power at 2.00 GHz with and without a chip attenuator
of 30 dB to investigate a wider power range.

(a) (b)

Figure 6. (Left) Spectrometer response of the single-frequency CW signal embedded in continuum at 2.00 GHz (blue
circles/crosses; without/with attenuators) with the best-fit result of liner regression fitting with fixing slope of unity (red
line). (Right) Difference between the best-fit result and measurements in the left panel. We can find at least ∼ 45 dB
of spectral line linearity though there are larger variations on the lower-power side than the higher-power side. This
variation seems to be due to the insertion loss in attenuators.

Figure 6 shows the result of our measurements with the best fit of the linear regression fitting of logPout =
logPin + b and the differences between measurements and best fit. We confirm DRS4 has at least 45 dB of
dynamic range for spectral line signal, and this satisfies our science requirement. Note that we find residual
offsets in the measured power with and without chip attenuators. This is considered to be due to the frequency
dependency of the insertion loss of the attenuators. Although it does not change our conclusions, in the future,
we will evaluate and correct them to achieve more precise results.

3.3 Time stability

The root-mean-square noise level of the integrated spectra should be improved proportional to the inverse of the
root of the observation time. Since we aim to integrate for a night to detect emission lines from bright galaxies
at z > 8, it should be improved at least for ∼ 8 hours. Here we measured the integration time dependence of
noise level with on-off switching experiments. We used the same signal of Section 3.2.2 and integrated for up to
43200 s = 12 hours. The left panel of Figure 7 shows the result of noise level measurement (blue points) with
the theoretical prediction (orange line). We find that the noise level decreases following ∝ t−1/2 for 12 hours.
This satisfies our science requirement.

We cannot obtain the spectra of on- and off-source positions simultaneously. Therefore, the instability of a
spectrometer can cause systematic errors, which results in the instability of spectral baselines. Here we measured
the time-based Allan variance with continuum signal.



(a) (b)

Figure 7. (Left) Noise level measurement for long integration (blue points) with theoretical prediction (∝ t−1/2; orange
line). Noise level decreases following ∝ t−1/2 until at least 43200 s = 12 hours, which meets our science requirement.
(Right) Normalized time-based Allan variance of the noise source (green) and the spectrometer subtracted the contribution
to the instability from the noise source (blue). The red line indicates the power law with the index of −1, which corresponds
to the predicted relation toward white noise with frequency modulation. We can find the Allan time of ∼ 100 s for DRS4
but need to consider more carefully that there is still a contribution from the instability of the noise source.

To evaluate time stability, we calculated the time-based Allan variance σ2(τ) for the total power of the
continuum spectrum. σ2(τ) is defined as

σ2(τ) =
1

2(N − 1)

N−1∑
i=1

(Pi+1 − Pi)
2
, (3)

where Pi is the ith of N fractional powers averaged over the sampling interval, τ . We used the same noise source
in Section 3.2.1 and measured the time variation of total power with the power meter simultaneously as the
reference. To remove the contribution to the instability of our spectrometer from the noise source, we simply
subtract the power meter output from that of the spectrometer. The right panel of Figure 7 shows the result of
our measurements and the relation expected toward the white noise with frequency modulation (σ2(τ) ∝ t−1).12

We find that the σ2(τ) of our spectrometer is proportional to τ−1 relation until ∼ 100 s, which is shorter than
the Allan time for other FX-type digital spectrometers (e.g., XFFTS,6 OCTAD-S7). This shorter Allan time may
be due to the incomplete subtraction of the noise source instability by our simple analysis above, and additional
measurements with a stable noise source should be necessary for further study. We should note that the current
Allan time is longer than the typical time scale of the atmospheric variance (∼ 10 s) and thus still meets the
required switching interval between on- and off-source positions.

4. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE PROSPECTS

We have designed a spectrometer array system for the LMT-FINER project and evaluated a new 10.24-GHz-
wide digital spectrometer developed as a component of our system. To identify the spectroscopic redshifts of
high-redshift galaxies for as wide a frequency range as possible, we implement a function of the digital sideband
separation in our spectrometer. We evaluate the performance of DRS4 in laboratory experiments. The results
are summarized as follows;

1. Frequency response function is well-fitted by Sinc2(τx). The predicted FWHM is 0.7 % higher than the
expected one (17.72 GHz), but this is enough small to separate between two adjacent frequency channels.



2. We obtained a total power dynamic range of at least 7 dB, which is enough large to cover the R-sky cali-
bration expected for science observations with LMT-FINER. In the future, we need to make the calibration
table for non-linearity of ±0.20 dB to obtain the intensities more correctly.

3. We found the spectral line linearity over at least 45 dB with on-off switching measurement of the embedded
monochromatic CW signal into the noise signal. This enables us to detect both strong emissions for pointing
observations and weak emissions from high-redshift galaxies with correct intensities.

4. We confirm the noise level decreases following ∝ t−1/2 with integration time until 43200 s, which satisfies
science requirement. The obtained time-based Allan time of ∼ 100 s is shorter than other FX-type digital
spectrometers, but this probably includes the instability of the noise source. We need to subtract their
contribution to the instability of the spectrometer more correctly.

We are now establishing the calibration method of the complex digital gains practically and demonstrating
the improvement of the sideband rejection ratio (SRR) by DRS4. As an initial result, we achieved ∼ 7 dB
improvement compared to only analog sideband separation. In the future, we aim to achieve 25 dB of SRR as a
whole system by combining DRS4 with the FINER receiver.
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Sánchez-Argüelles, D., Smith, D., Souccar, K., de la Rosa Becerra, M. V., Wilson, G. W., and Yun, M. S.,
“The Large Millimeter Telescope (LMT) Alfonso Serrano: current status and telescope performance,” in
[Ground-based and Airborne Telescopes VIII ], Marshall, H. K., Spyromilio, J., and Usuda, T., eds., Society
of Photo-Optical Instrumentation Engineers (SPIE) Conference Series 11445, 1144522 (Dec. 2020).

[3] Kojima, T., Kroug, M., Uemizu, K., Niizeki, Y., Takahashi, H., and Uzawa, Y., “Performance and Character-
ization of a Wide IF SIS-Mixer-Preamplifier Module Employing High-J c SIS Junctions,” IEEE Transactions
on Terahertz Science and Technology 7, 694–703 (Nov. 2017).

[4] Kojima, T., Uemizu, K., Kiuchi, H., Tamura, T., Kaneko, K., Sakai, R., Miyachi, A., Shan, W., Uzawa,
Y., Gonzalez, A., Kroug, M., and Sakai, T., “Wideband technology development to increase the RF and
instantaneous bandwidth of ALMA receivers,” in [Millimeter, Submillimeter, and Far-Infrared Detectors
and Instrumentation for Astronomy X ], Zmuidzinas, J. and Gao, J.-R., eds., Society of Photo-Optical In-
strumentation Engineers (SPIE) Conference Series 11453, 114530P (Dec. 2020).

[5] Carpenter, J., Brogan, C., Iono, D., and Mroczkowski, T., “The ALMA2030 wideband sensitivity upgrade,”
arXiv [astro-ph.IM] (Oct. 2022).
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