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ABSTRACT We present beam measurements of the CHIME telescope using a radio calibration source
deployed on a drone payload. During test flights, the pulsing calibration source and the telescope were
synchronized to GPS time, enabling in-situ background subtraction for the full N2 visibility matrix for
one CHIME cylindrical reflector. We use the autocorrelation products to estimate the primary beam
width and centroid location, and compare these quantities to solar transit measurements and holographic
measurements where they overlap on the sky. We find that the drone, solar, and holography data have
similar beam parameter evolution across frequency and both spatial coordinates. This paper presents the
first drone-based beam measurement of a large cylindrical radio interferometer. Furthermore, the unique
analysis and instrumentation described in this paper lays the foundation for near-field measurements of
experiments like CHIME.

INDEX TERMS Antenna measurements, telescopes, unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV), unmanned aerial
system (UAS)

I. INTRODUCTION
Future and current 21 cm intensity mapping telescopes such
as CHIME [1], CHORD [2], HERA [3], HIRAX [4], LOFAR
[5], MWA [6], SKA [7] [8] will measure the distribution
of neutral hydrogen across a wide range of redshifts for
a variety of science goals [9]. Isolating the cosmological

21 cm signal by removing bright radio foregrounds [10]–
[15] will require precision beam measurements to better than
1% uncertainty [10], [16]–[19]. Calibration with well known
radio point sources is difficult for stationary (un-steerable)
drift scanning instruments, and one promising alternative is
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to use radio sources onboard drones as piloted calibration
references [19], [20].

Decades of technical innovations and cost reductions have
improved the feasibility of using unmanned aerial vehicles
(UAVs) as precision instruments in a research setting, partic-
ularly for calibrating microwave and radio telescopes and an-
tennas [21]–[27]. An additional benefit of using drones is the
capability of measuring antenna performance on site, within
the configuration of the larger array and surrounding envi-
ronment [20], [28]. With high precision positional accuracy,
autopilot software, and carefully designed flightplans, UAV
calibration can directly measure the far-field beam pattern
of telescopes and arrays. Where the far-field is inaccessible
the (complex) near-field electric field could be measured and
algorithmically transformed into far-field beam patterns [19],
[21], [23], [28], [29].

CHIME is a radio interferometer operating between 400-
800 MHz to measure redshifted neutral hydrogen. The cylin-
drical reflectors observe the sky by drift scanning with
its large field of view. The resulting primary beam poses
a unique challenge for drone beam mapping for several
reasons: (1) the far-field is distant, at altitudes in excess
of 1 km at all frequencies, (2) it is highly elliptical (1.2-2◦

East-West, and ∼ 120◦ North-South) with frequency- and
declination-dependent variations [1], [30].

In this paper we present measurements of the CHIME
primary beam obtained with drone-based beam mapping
techniques. We acquire these measurements at a declination
comparable to existing solar [30] and holography [31] beam
patterns. To detect the pulsing drone calibration signal we
utilize the pulsar gating mode of CHIME to perform in-
situ background subtraction. The resulting comparisons we
present here provide independent validation of sky-based
beam models and demonstrate the synchronization of the cal-
ibrator and receiver enabling future measurements of CHIME
with a drone-based platform (e.g. polarization, repeatability,
near-field to far-field).

Due to flight altitude restrictions, the flight took place
squarely in the radiating near-field, hindering quantitative
comparisons to the beams obtained from solar and holog-
raphy datasets. Instead, we compare best-fit main beam
parameters and other beam properties across frequency and
declination to test the feasibility of these methods. These
measurements will inform future near-field beam mapping
efforts and near-field to far-field transformations of measured
CHIME beams.

In Section II we discuss the methodology used in this pa-
per, including the CHIME telescope and drone instruments,
the CHIME configuration developed for drone beam map-
ping, and the list of performed drone flights. In Section III we
describe the data sets and data processing we developed to
compare drone beam measurements to solar and holography
beam measurements, as well as an independent drone altitude
determination. In Section IV we present comparisons be-

tween the drone and solar data maps and fitted primary beam
quantities across feed, frequency, and spatial coordinates.

II. METHODOLOGY
A. CHIME
The Canadian Hydrogen Intensity Mapping Experiment
(CHIME) is a radio interferometer observing from the Do-
minion Radio Astrophysical Observatory (DRAO) in British
Columbia, Canada, whose array center is located at longitude
49.3208N, latitude -119.6236E and height ∼545m above sea
level. CHIME’s primary science objective is to measure the
distribution of neutral hydrogen (HI) over the sky as a biased
tracer of the underlying distribution of matter [10], [32]–
[39]. The statistics of this distribution probe a cosmological
standard ruler, the baryon acoustic oscillation (BAO) scale.
Tracking the evolution of this scale over cosmic time (i.e.
redshift) in turn provides a constraint on the expansion
history of the Universe (see most recent results in [40] and
references therein).

To this end, CHIME is designed to observe the redshifted
21 cm emission of HI over a wide band between 400-
800 MHz, corresponding to redshift z = 0.8 − 2.5, consid-
ered a critical epoch for constraining competing models of
dark energy vis-a-vis their impact on the expansion history.
The CHIME instrument is described in more detail in [1],
briefly, the telescope consists of four parabolic cylinders,
20 m wide (East-West) by 100 m long (North-South). Each
cylinder is outfitted with 256 dual-polarization cloverleaf
antennas separated by ∼30 cm within the inner 80 m length
of the focal line. The telescope has no moving parts; the
cylindrical reflectors provide a beam shape which is focused
in the transverse East-West direction but extends nearly from
horizon-to-horizon in the North-South direction. This accom-
modates a “driftscan” observing strategy; every 24 hours the
telescope observes the entire sky accessible from the CHIME
latitude due to the Earth’s rotation. This stationary design
complicates beam calibration, as we cannot “point” the beam
at a suitable calibrator. Alternatively, in this paper, we deploy
a remotely controlled drone outfitted with a radiating payload
as calibrator source to sample the instrument field of view.

B. Drone Instrumentation
Flights are performed with a payload mounted on a DJI
Matrice 600 Pro with a Real-Time Kinematic (RTK) GPS
accessory to provide ∼1 cm location accuracy. The payload
consists of a broad-band white noise generator, bandpass
filters, and a switching board which either passes the white
noise signal or terminates on 50Ω on a trigger. The trigger
is generated using a separate GPS clock in the payload. For
measurements on CHIME, the signal was set to pulse on
at the start of a pulse-per-second trigger from the GPS,
remain on for 0.5 s, then turn off for 0.5 s, generating a
sequence synchronized to the GPS pulse-per-second. The
signal is transmitted from a single-polarization biconical
antenna which has a broad beam pattern of ∼ 60◦ Full-
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FIGURE 1. Photograph of the Matrice 600 Pro drone with payload, in flight
at the DRAO during measurements.

width-half-maximum (FWHM). Because the antenna is fixed
to the drone body, the drone’s heading determines which
linear polarization broadcast during flight.

C. CHIME Configuration for Drone Beammapping
The drone noise source is a single mode source seen by all
CHIME feeds. After the N2 correlation there is effectively
an equal amount of information in each entry of the visibility
matrix and to maximise the sensitivity of the measurements
we would like to retain all this information. However this
poses a severe data rate challenge. To avoid smearing within
an integration frame we must reduce the accumulation time
from the standard 10 s down to 2 s, but this increased data
rate of around 50 TB/hour can neither be offloaded from
the CHIME X-engine nor can any reasonable length of data
be stored within the on-site storage. To get around this we
used the existing capabilities of the CHIME Science Data
Processor (SDP) system to achieve a significant compression
of the data [1].

First we note that although there is signal in each el-
ement of the correlation matrix, for a single mode noise
source all of this is captured within the first eigenmode
of the matrix. Although any motion of the drone within
an integration frame can generate additional modes, at 2 s
cadence it is sufficient to record only a small number of
the eigenvalues and vectors of the matrix to capture all
of the information. Generating this eigendecomposition is
computationally costly, and CHIME was designed to be able
to do this once per 10 s frame. To fit within the computational
footprint we only include data from a single cylinder of the
instrument, which further reduces the output data rate. As
we use an iterative algorithm for this calculation this gives
only an ∼ N2 = 16 computational saving, rather than the
N3 increase we would expect for a full calculation.

The set of modified processing stages we perform on the
individual X-engine nodes are:

• Use the existing CHIME pulsar gating capability to take
on-off differences of the noise source signal on the full
N2 visibility matrix. This is possible as both CHIME’s
clock and that of the noise source are locked to the
GPS PPS signal. This is then integrated to 2 s cadence.

• The submatrix corresponding to the feeds within cylin-
der C (the cylinder to the east of the array center, see
Figure 3) is extracted.

• The existing eigendecomposition capability is used to
calculate the largest 10 eigenvalues and their eigenvec-
tors.

These eigenmodes as well as the full visibility matrix for
cylinder C is then sent to the receiver node of the SDP system
for the final processing, and writing of the following data
products:

• The visibility matrix is written out for a set of 64
frequencies to allow us to verify that the eigendecom-
position extracted all of the information.

• For the full set of frequencies we write out the eigen-
values and eigenvectors to allow full sensitivity analysis
of the data, as well as measurements of phase variation.

• For the full set of frequencies we write out the 512
autocorrelations from both polarizations of the cylinder
C feeds. This gives a simple and compact dataset, but
at lower sensitivity and without the ability to constrain
phase variations.

The gated power for each feed can be reconstructed using the
strongest 10 eigenmodes from a single cylinder. The analysis
in this paper uses the first eigenmode only, which sufficiently
captures all of the drone signal while allowing for a lower
noise floor than what is possible using the directly measured
power contained in the autocorrelations.

D. Drone Flights
We performed ten flights over the CHIME telescope; in this
paper we present results from the flight at the approximate
declination of Virgo A, where independent beam measure-
ments of CHIME from both holography data [31] and solar
data [30] are available. Replicating the trajectory of Virgo A
and the Sun through the CHIME primary beam required a
35◦ zenith angle drone flight relative to the array center. Due
to altitude restrictions, we performed a low velocity flight at
a conservative altitude to maximize the spatial resolution of
the transit data. This flight was performed ∼220 m South
from the center of the array, corresponding to distances
between 180 - 250 m with respect to feed location along
the focal line. Relative to the CHIME array center, the flight
spanned -100 m to +100 m from East-to-West at an altitude
of ∼307 m, in accordance with our flight ceiling limits from
TransportCanada. The first flight was flown with a heading
of ∼ 0◦ [North] to measure co-polarizations corresponding
to CHIME’s N (YY) polarization, and the second flight
was flown with a heading of ∼ 90◦ [East] to measure
the orthogonal (XX) polarization. The typical distance from
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CHIME for these flights ranges from 350 m - 390 m. As a
result, this flight plan corresponds to the near-field for all
CHIME antennas (the CHIME far-field for a single feed is
>1 km). The time for each polarization pass was 3.4 mins.

III. DATA PROCESSING
A. Map Projections
During data processing, each CHIME correlation frame is
associated with a concurrent drone position measurement
from the RTK unit, which expresses the drone location in
latitude, longitude, and height coordinates. A conversion to
a local Cartesian reference frame1 is performed using the
latitude, longitude, and height of a known reference point
(in this instance, the center of the CHIME array provided
by surveying).

CHIME beam parameters are typically presented in ei-
ther celestial coordinates (Hour Angle and Declination) or
orthographic coordinates (‘TelX’ and ‘TelY’) in which the
coordinate TelX is always parallel to East and TelY to North,
such that the beam is not distorted by sky curvature [30]. The
linear array of the CHIME feeds along the cylinder results
in each feed ‘seeing’ the drone at a different declination (see
Figure 2). As a result, we compute the apparent position in
RA/Dec or TelX/TelY coordinates using the drone location
and relative position of each feed with respect to the center
of the CHIME array. An example of one pass from the flight,
in each of these coordinates, is shown in Figure 3

The mapping between telescope feed and declination
crucially depends on the altitude of the drone flight. The
altitude must be measured relative to the phase center of the
array (where incident rays are focused onto the feedline). We
model the phase center of each feed by extending the incident
ray to an image of the feedline placed beneath the primary
reflector at a distance of 5 m (the focal length). This defines
the image plane. The height of the CHIME cylinders above
ground is ∼1 m, thus the image plane sits ∼4 m below the
ground surface. As a result, we expect to use an altitude of
307.6 m (corresponding to 311.6 m above the image plane),
although we independently constrain the effective altitude in
Section III).

B. Available Datasets
Comparisons are possible between three independent data
sets (a) Drone measurements; (b) Solar measurements; and
(c) Holography measurements. The overlap between these
data sources can be seen in TelX/TelY coordinates in Fig-
ure 4. In the drone flights described above, because each
feed will map to a different declination, the flights mapped
out declinations between 10◦ to 20◦ DEC and hour angles
between -15◦ +15◦ HA. The drone data declination range
overlaps with a portion of the data acquired during solar
transits to map the CHIME beam shape, which range from
-23◦ to +23◦ DEC. The drone data also overlaps with one

1PyGeodesy

FIGURE 2. Optical path of calibration signal from drone-based transmitter
as seen by CHIME feeds. The incoming radio waves are focused by the
cylindrical reflector onto the feeds, which each observe the drone at a
different elevation. In the reference frame of the southernmost feed (Feed
0, black) the drone appears to be higher in the sky than for feeds in the
middle (Feed 127, purple) or at the North (Feed 256, yellow) end of the
cylinder. The drone altitude in this figure is substantially lower than the
flight altitude to exaggerate the feed-dependent parallax. The reference
frame of the local cartesian coordinate system is the survey location of
the center of the CHIME array (yellow star). See text for more details.

FIGURE 3. Coordinate conversions applied to data from a drone flight at
35 degrees of zenith angle. One transit across the beam of Cylinder C is
shown true to scale in a local Cartesian coordinate system (left). The
resulting transformations are shown for Cartesian (upper right), Celestial
(middle right), and Orthographic (TelX/TelY) (lower right) for each feed
using the color scale from Figure 2.
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FIGURE 4. Beam characterization measurements have been calculated
from three unique data sets acquired in different portions of CHIME’s field
of view: Solar beam measurements are presented in a continuous
semicircular slice. Holographic measurements of galactic radio sources
appear as pale yellow arcs. Drone measurements are presented as grids
with yellow outlines, while the drone measurement analyzed in this paper
is outlined with a dashed yellow line. Comparison of the FWHM and
Centroid measurements obtained from these data sets are shown in
Figures 9 & 8.

source measured via holography, Virgo A at +12◦ DEC. All
three data sets overlap at TelY ∼ −0.6 which corresponds
to a declination of ∼ 12◦.

The drone data presented here are the first eigenmode
(from the decomposition described in Section C) for each
feed on Cylinder C, and are measured in the near-field
of CHIME. The solar data products are averages of cross-
correlation visibilities of feeds within 10 m of each other,
restricted to pairs of feeds within the same cylinder (intra-
cylinder cross-correlations with B≤10 m). The 10 m distance
was chosen so that the feed spacing does not resolve the
solar power away, and so are an estimate for the average
primary beam, averaged across all feeds and cylinders. The
holography data directly measures the far-field primary beam
of each CHIME feed, and so feeds in Cylinder C can be
selected and compared with the drone data. The holography
data can also be processed with the same averaging methods
used for the solar data for more direct comparisons across
those two datasets. The parameter space spanned by these
three data sets is given in Table 1.

The solar data is projected into the orthographic coordinate
system (TelX, TelY) with primary axes aligned North-South
and East-West. The advantage of this projection is that it
orthogonalizes the features of the beam, and thus we use
this projection throughout this paper. However, sources at

constant declination such as the holographic measurements
of Virgo A and the drone flight are curved in TelX/TelY
(see Figure 4), which distorts sidelobe features outside
|TelX| ≳ 0.25. Further, because this range is far larger than
the beamwidths, we found any correction to the centroid
and FWHM fits of the primary beam are small compared to
fitting errors.

Data Set Solar Holography Drone

Frequency Bins 1024 1024 1024
Feeds 1 (B≤10 m) 256 256

Polarizations 2 2 2
TelX -1.0 – +1.0 -0.5 – +0.5 -0.25 – +0.25
TelY -1.0 – 0 (-0.88, -0.70, -0.59, -0.62 – -0.49

-0.46, -0.15, 0.16)
Declination (◦) -23 – +23 (-12.1, 5.0, 12.5, +10 – +20

22.0, 40.75, 58.75)
Hour Angle (◦) -60 – +60 -30 – +30 -15 – +15

TABLE 1. Survey coverage and parameter space of each data set. Virgo A

for the holographic data set is in bold.

C. Main Beam Fitting
We fit a 1d Gaussian function to the flight data in TelX to
determine four parameters, as shown in Figure 5:

P (ν, ϕ) = Ae
(ϕ−ϕ0)2

2σ2 +B (1)

where A is the amplitude, B is the background level, ϕ0

is the centroid location in TelX, and 2.355 ∗ σ is the full-
width-half-max (FWHM). Each combination of feed index,
frequency, and polarization is analyzed separately for the
drone and holography datasets for CHIME cylinder C.

D. Altitude Estimation
While exploring the evolution of the FWHM parameter in
frequency and declination space we were able to determine
the drone flight altitude with only a mild prior on the drone
altitude from the drone sensors. This best-fit altitude differed
from the altitude reported by the RTK system by a constant
offset of ∼ 5m.

In Figure 6 we present the FWHM in each polarization
as a function of frequency and TelY for all three data
sources. The FWHM parameter for each data product has
been normalized by the median value in each frequency bin.
The solar data spans the shown coordinate space, and is
present in the background of each plot in the figure. The
holography data is overlaid with the same normalization
at the associated source declinations, neatly fitting within
the ripple pattern present in the solar FWHM results. The
best-fit FWHM results for the drone data are overlaid at
the associated TelY ∈ [−.62,−.49], and fall within the
median-valued contour for the solar data at the associated
declination.
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FIGURE 5. CHIME data acquired during the drone flight. The power
measured by feed 190 (corresponding to TelY coordinate -0.59 and
declination 13.15◦) is shown at three frequencies in both polarizations (XX
top, YY bottom). The power has been normalized by the amplitude of the
best-fit 1d Gaussian from Equation 1 (dotted line). The beam narrows with
increasing frequency, as expected, and frequency-dependent sidelobe
structure beyond the main beam shape is also apparent in the data.

Using an altitude value of 307.6 m (311.6 m above the
image plane) from the drone’s internal altimeter and RTK
sensors, the drone FWHM results appeared offset by TelY
≈ −0.005 relative to the solar FWHM pattern. We estimated
that a ∼ 5m offset in flight altitude would account for
this shift in TelY, suggesting the flight altitude was instead
312.6 m (316.6 m above the image plane). To further quantify
this offset, we use a Pearson R (PR) correlation coefficient
computation as follows. Our geometric model of the drone
flight prescribes a TelY value to each telescope feed, defined
by the position and altitude of the drone. We can indepen-
dently determine a mapping between telescope feed and TelY
by computing the correlation between the drone and solar
FWHM curves. Specifically, for each telescope feed in the
drone data we determine the TelY value in the solar data
that maximizes the PR correlation coefficient. This associates
each feed in the drone data with a best-fit TelY value. This
is computed for each feed independently and we do not
impose any requirements (e.g., that the FWHM pattern of
all feeds taken together must match the solar data with a
given geometric model).

The PR coefficients are shown in Figure 7, associating
each of the 256 feeds used in the drone measurement (x-
axis) with a Solar TelY value (y-axis). The results are
roughly consistent with a constant altitude offset, a flight
height of 315.1 m above the ground (319.1 m above the
image plane), indicated in the figure. Figure 7 also shows

FIGURE 6. Best-fit FWHM as a function of frequency and altitude for the
XX (top) and YY (bottom) polarizations. In each panel, the Solar data
spans the coordinate space, the Drone data is overlaid for TelY within the
range of (-0.62,-0.48), and the Holography measurements from Virgo A are
plotted as a band of points at TelY∼ −0.6. The colors are normalized to
the median value within each frequency bin, and a contour at the median
value has been traced over the solar data to enhance the appearance of
the 30MHz ripple feature. The evolution of the FWHM parameter follows
the same contour for all three data sets, and shows the characteristic
30MHz frequency ripple moving predictably as the altitude/declination
increases.

that the PR coefficients give a unique mapping between
TelY and feed location for the YY polarization; however
for the XX polarization, additional offsets also correlate
strongly, although still has a clear maximum at the same
location as the YY solution. As we’ll show below, we suspect
this is because the FWHMs for the XX polarization have
more RFI-flagged frequencies and additional substructure
in the FWHM pattern beyond the 30 MHz ripple. Figure
7 also shows the maximum PR points and the varying
altitude curves after subtracting the TelY per feed mapping
prescribed by the geometric model. This analysis suggests
the magnitude of the global altitude offset is +7.5 m relative
to the altitude reported by the drone. After this correction,
a clear linear trend remains between TelY and chime feed.
This may indicate there are unaccounted-for offsets (e.g. in
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the latitude and longitude sensors for the drone), residual
effects from the different processing between the data sets
(drone data is per-feed, while solar data is formed from
short baselines), or effects from the near-field evolution the
measurement). In addition, the residual sawtooth pattern is
reminscent of the centroid offsets per feed (see Section C)
which were not accounted for in this analysis.

This offset could arise from inaccurate altimeter or RTK
readings, a failure to account for height differences between
the CHIME Center position provided by surveys and the
terrain elevation directly below the drone transit trajectory,
or differences between the terrain model used by the drone
autopilot software and the site surveying. Additionally, be-
cause our drone platform produces several altitude estimation
variables in each flight data file, which can be discrepant
by up to 10 m, it is not clear which variable (e.g. RTK,
barometric altimeter, inertial measurement unit) is ultimately
the most accurate. Further investigation is ongoing to assess
the height accuracy of the drone sensors.

IV. RESULTS
A. Centroid and FWHM Measurements
From the best-fit 1d Gaussian, we obtain centroid and
FWHM parameters as described in C. Both polarizations are
measured independently in subsequent transits at the same
zenith angle. Figure 8 shows the best-fit centroid values
from the drone and holography data and compares them
to photographic measurements performed along the CHIME
feedline to measure feed displacement along the focal line
[41] Because the solar data does not include any feed-level
data, it is not represented in Figure 8. Although the drone
measurements are in the near-field, the centroid values and
trend along the focal line from the drone agree with the two
far-field measurements and follow the feed displacements.
The centroid trend is known, and was previously published
in [1].

The FWHM parameter is compared for all data sets at
TelY ≈ −0.6 as a function of frequency in Figure 9, and
in particular show the solar data (formed from combining
B ≤ 10m), the drone and holography data from a single
feed, and the holography data combined to form a data set
equivalent to the solar data (B ≤ 10m). The characteristic
30 MHz ripple feature is aligned for both polarizations at
all frequencies, as one would expect from Figure 6. The
amplitude of the ripple feature is is generally comparable
between all data sets for the XX polarization, though the
solar FWHM is wider than the holography and drone data
sets throughout the frequency band. For the YY polarization,
we find that the combined-feed holography data matches its
solar counterpart very well, while the ripple amplitude is
slightly higher for the single-feed holography data compared
to the combined-feed holography data. This suggests that
feed-to-feed variations may influence the amplitude of the
ripple feature. We also find the peak FWHM amplitude found
in the drone data is typically significantly higher than the

FIGURE 7. Pearson-R (PR) correlation coefficients calculated between
drone data and solar data for each polarization (top XX, middle YY) of the
256 CHIME feeds mapped by the drone. The maximum value in each
column (white dots) associates a CHIME feed with a TelY bin in the solar
data, restricted to lie within bounds (red lines) to eliminate spurious
outliers. Also shown are colored arcs indicating various drone flight
altitudes above the ground level. The maximum PR coefficient between
the drone and Virgo A holography data occurs at feed 210 (yellow star)
and falls along the TelY and feed mapping obtained from correlations with
solar data. The bottom panel shows the colored arcs and maximum PR
correlation coefficients (white and purple dots) for both polarizations after
subtracting the TelY and feed mapping prescribed by the geometric
model.
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FIGURE 8. Measured centroid position from Drone and Holography data
sets as a function of TelX for both XX (left panel) and YY (right panel)
polarizations. Centroid positions from all 256 feeds and 1024 frequencies
from the drone data set are shown (small navy dots) with the median
overplotted (large navy dots). Shaded navy contours indicate 68.2% and
95.4% confidence intervals (equivalent to 1σ and 2σ errors, respectively).
Centroid positions from holography of Virgo A are similarly indicated
(small yellow dots and large yellow dots). These centroid measurements
are consistent with photogrammetric measurements of the feed
displacement presented in a doctoral thesis [41] (large purple dots). All
data sets have been mean-subtracted such that absolute offsets are not
included.

other data sets for YY polarization, which prompted further
investigation.

Figure 10 contains drone transit measurements for fre-
quencies within 676.2-695.7 MHz. This frequency band fol-
lows the evolution of the 30 MHz ripple feature in the
FWHM(f) curve from a maximum to a minimum, indicated
by purple region in Figure 9. In both polarizations, we expect
to find a well defined main beam at TelX=0.0 that ends
at a first null around ±0.04 ≤ TelX ≤ ±0.05). Wherever
the 30 MHz ripple feature reaches a local minimum, (e.g.
f = 695MHz plotted in black in Figure 10,) the main
beam and sidelobes are discrete and the best-fit Gaussian
FWHM values agree with the solar and holography datasets
as expected for both the XX (top panel) and YY (bottom
panel) polarizations. Conversely, wherever the 30 MHz rip-
ple reaches a local maximum, the primary beam and first
sidelobe are not separated by a null in the drone transit data.
Instead, the main beam and first sidelobe are combined and
the Gaussian fit finds a FWHM that is wider than expected.
Examples can be found in both the XX polarization (e.g.
f = 685.0MHz plotted in pink in the top panel of Figure 10)
and YY polarization (e.g. f = 677.5MHz plotted in yellow
in the bottom panel of Figure 10).

To demonstrate this behavior, we compare both polar-
izations at f = 677.5MHz (plotted in yellow). The XX
polarization data clearly recovers the main beam and two
well-defined sidelobes. The YY polarization data only re-
covers the second sidelobe (centered at TelX ≈ ±0.1)
while the first sidelobe (centered at TelX ≈ ±0.05 in XX)
been been incorporated into the main beam. This behavior
evolves smoothly in both polarizations as we progress along

FIGURE 9. Measured FWHM from Drone, Holography (both for a single
feed and an average of baselines B ≤ 10m to form a data set equivalent
to the solar data), and Solar data sets as a function of TelX. These curves
can be directly compared because they all originate from a TelY of -0.6,
where all three data sets overlap (see Figure 4). The holography and
drone measurements are most comparable, because they can be
separated into individual feeds. Conversely, the solar measurements are
comprised of an average of all intercylinder baselines under 10m. To
examine the divergence of the YY Polarization drone FWHM curve from
the solar and holography datasets, we investigate transit data in the
frequency band (676.2-695.7 MHz) within the purple region in Figure 10.

the gradient of plotted frequencies. The XX polarization
recovers the expected first null on either side of the main
beam at the highest and lowest plotted frequencies, but
intermediate frequencies show the first sidelobe joining the
main beam (particularly for TelX¡0). The evolution for the
YY polarization is similar but not identical—as the plotted
frequency decreases, the sharpness of the null diminishes,
eroding the distinction between the main beam and the first
sidelobe.

The cause of the differences between the celestial source
data and the drone data sets (most prominently in the YY
polarization) are not entirely understood. One possibility
is that this could be due to near-field effects. Where the
main beam is widest, near-field effects may combine the
main beam and first sidelobe, failing to recover the first
order null that exists in the far-field beam, resulting in the
behavior described above. It is not clear why this would
impact one polarization more than the other, although the
two polarizations do have different illumination patterns.
Similarly, the amplitude of this discrepancy is not common
across all feeds: feed numbers between 80-90 and 220-230
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FIGURE 10. First eigenmode data from autocorrelation measurements of
the drone transiting at TelY ≈ −0.6 (feed 210) across CHIME cylinder C.
The data shown are not normalized or corrected with the best-fit centroid.
The frequency band shown here is reversed from the frequency axis of
Figure 9. The colored curves thus evolve along the 30 MHz ripple feature
in the FWHM(f) curve starting from a minima at 695.7 MHz (black), where
the FWHM(f) values are in agreement with the solar and holography
datasets, to a maxima at 676.2 MHz (yellow), where the divergence is
highest. In the logarithmic scale shown in Figure 10 the amplitude
appears compressed, but in linear units the amplitude does not appear
compressed.

(see Figure 2) are in agreement with the FWHM amplitudes
from other data sets. The discrepancy therefore can’t be
entirely explained by sampling in the radiating near-field,
because feeds 80-90 are ∼ 25m closer to the drone than feed
the plotted feed (210). Additional flights would be helpful
for investigating this discrepancy, but are beyond the scope
of this paper.

B. Trends with Frequency and TelY
The solar and drone data can be compared in the TelX
vs. frequency and TelX vs. TelY subspaces to further in-
vestigate beam patterns. The drone data is taken from the
first eigenmode (see Section II.C) to increase the signal to
noise. As previously described, the solar data is an average
of all intercylinder baselines B ≤ 10m. All data has been
corrected for the frequency-dependent centroid deviation
measured in the Gaussian fits.

First, we compare the drone and solar data as a function of
TelX and frequency in Figure 11. For this comparison we se-
lect a single TelY index for the solar transit data and a single
CHIME feed index for the drone data (both corresponding to
TelY = −0.600, feed 210). The amplitude of the drone and
solar data have been normalized in each frequency with the
amplitude of the associated best-fit gaussian. These waterfall
plots show similar frequency dependent variations in width
in the main beam and sidelobe amplitudes and positions.

Specifically, the width decreases with increasing frequency,
and is modulated by a 30 MHz ripple aligned between
the two data sets (as would be expected from Figure 9).
Similarly, the XX polarization has a wider overall beam
than the YY polarization, also as expected from the CHIME
feed illumination pattern [1], [42]. The drone data has a
more pronounced ripple in the XX polarization, whereas the
ripple is attenuated in the solar data due to averaging over
many baselines (supported by the lower ripple amplitude as
described in Section II.C).

Second, we compare the drone and solar data as a function
of TelX and TelY in Figure 12. In this figure, a single
frequency bin (centered around 690.62 MHz) is selected for
the drone and solar data. The TelY axis for the drone data is
constructed from each separate feed within cylinder C from
the drone transit using the mapping computed in Section
II.D. The drone data and solar data are normalized by the
amplitude of the best-fit Gaussian along the TelY axis.

For both polarizations, the main beam and sidelobes have
similar TelY dependence in both the drone and solar datasets.
A notable difference between these datasets is the high
signal-to-noise and continuity present in the solar data from
coadding in baseline and time. Conversely, each of the TelY
values in the drone data comes from the same 3.4 min drone
flight, and does not benefit from coadding or averaging, how-
ever signal-to-noise improvements are possible with modest
increases in flight time.

Comparing the solar and drone data for the YY polariza-
tion, the following similarities are apparent: The main beam
expands and shrinks at the same values of TelY (expands
at TelY=-0.56, two clear ‘waists’ at TelY ∼-0.53 and -
0.6). The sidelobe levels are higher where the beam widens
(TelY=-0.56) and lower at TelY values where the main beam
shrinks to a waist. The third order sidelobe is maximal at
TelX=±0.125 for the plotted range of TelY, appearing as a
continuous pink line.

Turning to the XX polarization, we observe the same
similarities across the drone and solar data. The main beam
broadens at TelY=-0.55, and shrinks to a waist at TelY=-0.52
and TelY=-0.59 in both data sets. Unlike in polarization YY,
the sidelobe levels for polarization XX evolve in TelX and
TelY simultaneously—shown by symmetric sloped contours
that extend away from waist in the main beam (e.g. starting
at TelY=-0.59, and expanding in TelX as TelY decreases to
-0.62.)

V. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE DIRECTIONS
The measurements presented in this paper represent the
successful determination of CHIME correlator settings for
drone-based beam calibration and demonstrate the first use
of a drone as a reference calibrator for a large cylindrical
radio interferometer. The comparisons between the drone,
holography, and solar measurements indicate that the FWHM
and centroid position are consistent across all three data sets.
Moreover, the evolution of these parameters as a function
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FIGURE 11. Waterfall plots of telescope data obtained during Drone
measurements (Right Column, single feed [210] in either polarization) and
Solar measurements (Left Column, average of intercylinder baselines
(B ≤ 10m) in either polarization). Similar widths and features are present
in both data sets, and the beamwidths and sidelobe features are
comparable. Each frequency is normalized independently to a Gaussian
fit peak value to remove the uncalibrated frequency dependence of the
drone transmitter.

FIGURE 12. Waterfall plots of telescope data obtained during Solar
measurements (average of intercylinder baselines B ≤ 10 for a single
frequency bin (center 690MHz) in XX (Left Top) and YY (Left Bottom)
polarizations) and Drone measurements (all feeds for a single frequency
bin (center 690 MHz) in XX (Right Top) and YY (Right Bottom)
polarizations).

of declination, frequency, and feed index are shown to
behave similarly in all three data sets, despite differences
in measurement technique. This shows that drone beam
measurements are possible, even at the relatively slow data
cadence of CHIME, by using its pulsar gating mode. The
analysis also demonstrates the complexities of measuring a
cylindrical array with a drone and highlighted the areas for
improvement, in particular a higher precision constraint on
drone altitude is essential for this mapping and designing
flight trajectories which can more easily be mapped to
comparison data sets.

During the same maintenance window, our group con-
ducted nine other drone beam mapping test flights which
are prime targets for future analysis. We performed similar
East-to-West scans at 45◦ and 55◦ zenith angle, North-to-
South transits along the focal line of Cylinder C, and gridded
flights over the center of the array. In addition, test flights
were performed where the drone rotated through 180◦ of
heading (and thus, polarization) at several locations above
the array to test the polarization response of the feeds as a
function of angle.

The RFI from the drone contributes unwanted signal in
otherwise low-background sites. We are investigating using
a new drone, with higher frequency communications (shifted
far beyond the restricted range at DRAO), which also has
longer flight times, and improved time and location accuracy.

Now that the correlator firmware and pulsar timing pa-
rameter files have been generated, we can return to CHIME
to conduct additional drone flights targeting regions of in-
terest within the beam, including two-dimensional polarized
properties of the beam maps.
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Chiang, J. F. Cliche, R. Davé, M. Dobbs, C. Clarkson, K. M.
Ganga, T. Gogo, A. Gumba, N. Gupta, M. Hilton, B. Johnstone,
A. Karastergiou, M. Kunz, D. Lokhorst, R. Maartens, S. Macpherson,
M. Mdlalose, K. Moodley, L. Ngwenya, J. M. Parra, J. Peterson,

O. Recnik, B. Saliwanchik, M. G. Santos, J. L. Sievers, O. Smirnov,
P. Stronkhorst, R. Taylor, K. Vanderlinde, G. Van Vuuren, A. Weltman,
and A. Witzemann. HIRAX: a probe of dark energy and radio
transients. In Ground-based and Airborne Telescopes VI, volume
9906 of Society of Photo-Optical Instrumentation Engineers (SPIE)
Conference Series, page 99065X, Aug 2016.

[5] M. P. van Haarlem, M. W. Wise, A. W. Gunst, G. Heald, J. P. McKean,
J. W. T. Hessels, A. G. de Bruyn, R. Nijboer, J. Swinbank, R. Fallows,
M. Brentjens, A. Nelles, R. Beck, H. Falcke, R. Fender, J. Hörandel,
L. V. E. Koopmans, G. Mann, G. Miley, H. Röttgering, B. W. Stappers,
R. A. M. J. Wijers, S. Zaroubi, M. van den Akker, A. Alexov,
J. Anderson, K. Anderson, A. van Ardenne, M. Arts, A. Asgekar,
I. M. Avruch, F. Batejat, L. Bähren, M. E. Bell, M. R. Bell, I. van
Bemmel, P. Bennema, M. J. Bentum, G. Bernardi, P. Best, L. Bı̂rzan,
A. Bonafede, A. J. Boonstra, R. Braun, J. Bregman, F. Breitling, R. H.
van de Brink, J. Broderick, P. C. Broekema, W. N. Brouw, M. Brüggen,
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