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NCCJEJOBAHUE KAYECTBA U30BPAYKEHUII HA ITNKE TEPCKOJI, Angpuenko O. —
KagecTBo n306pazkennii ABIA€TCA OYEHb BAyKHON XapaKTEePUCTUKON HAOII0IaTeIbHOTO MMyHKTa. Ka-
9eCTBO N300paKeHuii onpeaeaserca arMochepHoit TypOyIeHnuel 1 XapaKTepu3yeTcs mapaMeTpoM
D®puna. B aroit pabore npecTaBieHbl pe3yJibTaThl HEJABHEH MOMBITKY OMPEIe/eHrs MapaMeTpa
Opuna wa nuke Tepckosa. s 9Toit memm ObLT IpuMeHeH MeTon m3Mepenus mauddepernnaabHo-
IO IBVIKEHUsT M300paKeHuit, TOCTPOEHHBIX HEOOIbIIuMY aneprypamu. s co3manus cybanepryp
npumensiiach guadparma Laprmanna. [I3C-kamepa ObLaa paciosokeHa HECKOIbKO BHE (GoOKyca
JIJIsT TOTO, YTOOBI PA3IeIuTh W300parKeHns, MOCTPOEHHbBIE PA3JIUIHbIMU cybanmepTypavu. Kaxmoe
n300pazkeHne 0CTABAIOCH XOPOIITO C(POKYCHPOBAHHBIM, IIOCKOIbKY ITybnHa (poKyca s HeOOMbIITOi
cybamepTypbl DOMIBIIE, YeM IS MJIABHOTO O0bEKTHBA.

Seeing conditions are a very important parameter of an observational site. Seeing conditions are
determined by atmospheric turbulence and are characterized by the Fried parameter ro. In this
work results of a recent attempt to determine the Fried parameter on Terskol Peak are presented.
For this purpose the method of measuring of differentional motion of images obtained through
small apertures was used. The Hartmann mask was taken as a subapertures producer. A CCD-
camera was placed slightly out of focus in order to separate the images produced by different
subapertures. Every image was still well focused, as the focus depth for a small subaperture is
larger than for the main objective.

INTRODUCTION

Seeing is an important characteristic of an observation site. Along with quantity of clear nights (and/or
days), the level of light pollution and atmospheric transparency it serves as a criterion for a choice
of an observatory site. There are several works concerning the climate and seeing on Terskol Peak.
Information on such characteristics as temperature, pressure, wind, humidity, and nebulosity one can
find in [7] and [8]. Atmospheric extinction was investigated particularly in [9]. During 1988-1991
nighttime seeing on the Terskol Peak was investigated by Peretyatko [10]. He used the coherence
interferometer designed by Tokovinin [11]. For three observational periods (27.08-19.09.1988, 25.08—
14.09.1990, 05.03—22.03.1991) he obtained 8.4 cm as the median value of ry. For other two periods
(09.09-20.09.1989 and 06.12-26.12.1991) it equals 6.3 and 10.1 cm. These values correspond to 1.2,
1.6", and 1.0” FWHM image quality according to FWHM=0.98(\/r¢) equation (rq is the Fried seeing
parameter). Daytime seeing was investigated by Troyan and Osipov [12] in 1981. They measured
excursions of a small sunspot image built with the 6 cm objective and obtained a mean value of 2.7
for the image tremor.

To investigate seeing conditions several methods were developed. We decided to use the method
of differentional image motion measurements. In the last decade it is regarded as the most effective
and most objective one. This method was realized in the DIMM (differential image motion monitor)
facility which was used for site evaluation for NNTT (NOAO) and VLT (ESO) telescopes. DIMM was
developed in ESO [5]. In DIMM light beams coming through two small subapertures (separate holes
in the aperture diaphragm) are separated with the aid of prisms in such a way that in the focal plane
one has two images (of the same star). Their differential motion can be used to measure the seeing.

Indeed, the image quality is directly connected to the statistics of the perturbations of the incoming
wavefront which is driven by atmospheric turbulence. For the Kolmogorov turbulence, the phase
structure function, 4.e., the mean squared differential phase error between two points separated by
the distance 7 in the aperture plane of a telescope, is given by Fried [3]:

Do = 6.88 <1>5/3. (1)

To
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For apertures smaller than ry wavefronts are approximately the planes which are tilted regarding
the unperturbed wavefront. A tilt of the wavefront leads to a displacement of the image. Images
produced with two separated small apertures display differential motion. In case of the separation that
is several times bigger than diameters of apertures the amplitude of the differential motion is bigger
than the amplitude of each image motion (wavefronts in front of each aperture become uncorrelated).
Differential image motion measurements do not suffer from confusion of the turbulence induced motion
with the motion induced by telescope vibrations.

THEORY

Let us follow Sarazin & Roddier [5] and give a short description of the theory used for seeing investi-
gations. The wavefront corrugation z(z,y) is proportional to the wavefront phase error ®(z,y):

(oy) = 2-0(z,y). ©)

Since light rays are normal to the wavefront surface, the component « of the angle-of-arrival fluctuation
in the z direction is given by:

0 A0
Hence, the covariance of the angle-of-arrival fluctuation:
Ba(&,m) = (a(&n), alz + &y +1)) (4)

is related to the covariance Bg(€,n) of the phase fluctuation by
A2 92

Ba(fﬂ?) = _4—7_‘_28—523‘?(5377) (5)
Introducing the phase structure function
D@(fﬂ?) = Z[be(oao) _Bé(gan)] (6)
yields:
A2 92
Ba(fﬂ?) = Wa—eD@(fan) (7)

For the Kolmogorov turbulence at the near-field approximation, the phase structure function is given

by the widely used expression (1) where r = \/£2 + n? and rq is the Fried seeing parameter. Putting
(1) into (7) gives:

0

Ba(&,m) = 0.087A%r; 5/36_52

[52 +772:|5/6 _ 0‘145>\27a0—5/3 |:(£2 +772)_1/6 _ %52(52 +772)_7/6 ’ (8)

For n = 0, we get the longitudinal covariance (in the direction of the tilt) as a function of the separation
=d:
é- A 5/3 A 1/3
By(d) = By(d,0) = 0.0968 (—) (—) . (9)
To d
For ¢ = 0, we get transverse covariance (in the direction perpendicular to the tilt) as a function of
the separation n = d:

Bi(d) = By(0,d) = 0.145 (i>5/3 (5>1/3 . (10)

To d

The transverse covariance is exactly 1.5 times larger than the longitudinal covariance and both decrease
as the —1/3 power of the separation. This was well confirmed experimentally by Borgnino & Vernin [2].
These expressions are valid only within inertial range of the Kolmogorov spectrum. The divirgence
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at the origin (r = 0) is clearly not physical. In practice, the value at the origin is limited by aperture
averaging and is given by the expression for the variance of image motion derived by Fried [3, 4], and

Tatarski [6]:
[ ] )\ 5/3 )\ 1/3
Bal(0,0) = 0.179 <%> <5> , (11)

where D is the diameter of the apertures. Because of the slow decrease of the covariance as the —1/3
power of the separation d in (9) and (10), aperture averaging does not noticeably modify the covariance
function as soon as the separation exceeds at least twice the aperture diameter.

The variance o2(d) of the differential image motion observed over the distance d is given by:

o*(d) = [B(0) — B(d)]. (12)

Putting (9) and (11) into (12) gives the approximate expression for the variance o?(d) of the differential
longitudinal motion (for d > 2D):

ot (d) = 2x%ry*? [0.179D71/% — 0.09684"/%] (13)

whereas putting (10) and (11) into (12) gives the approximate expression for the variance o?(d) of
the differential transverse motion (for d > 2D):

o?(d) = 23%r;* [0.179D 71/ — 0.14547 /7] . (14)

Sarazin & Roddier [5] compared these approximate analytical equations with results of more extensive
numerical calculations made by Fried [4]. The agreement is within 4 % in the d/D range of 1 + 9 for
the longitudinal motion and in the d/D range of 3.5 + 9 for the transverse motion.

OBSERVATIONS

To investigate seeing conditions on Terskol Peak (3100 m above the sea level, the Northern Caucasus,
Russian Federation) we used a modified DIMM method proposed by Bally et al. [1]. They proposed
to use images obtained with the Hartmann diaphragm to measure the differential image motion. They
called this method H-DIMM. Such a method can be realized virtually at any telescope with a long
focus and a sufficiently large objective.

We managed to use H-DIMM method with the guide of Zeiss-2000 telescope placed on Terskol
Peak. The guide has 25 cm lens objective with 3 m long focus. The Hartmann diaphragm was made
with 37 holes placed at nodes of hexagonal net. The diameter of the holes is 20 mm and the distance
between nodes is 37 mm. The diaphragm can be easy attached at the top of the guide tube.

ST-6 CCD-camera was used as a detector. This camera has 375 x 242 pixels with 23 x 27 pym
pixel size. To increase slightly downloading time of the frame we used binning in one direction, thus
the camera worked in 250 x 242 pixel format (with 34.5 x 27 pum pixel size). ST-6 camera is connected
with the computer through COM port and thus downloading time of the frame is pretty long (about
1 min).

The observations were carried out on April 29, 2002 and had a duration of 140 min. We had to select
a bright star near zenith. It was Dubhe. The exposure time was 0.1 sec to meet condition of atmosphere
“freezing” still providing good S/N ratio in a frame. The detector was placed slightly behind the focus.
Thus there were 37 images of the star each built by a different subaperture. Defocusing was small
enough to keep each image of the star still well focused. Scale of frames was found with observations
of the double star (UMa (Micar). It is equal to 0.066 pm/arcsec, i.e., 2.3 x 1.8 arcsec/pixel.

Each frame was reduced for the dark current. Then centers of the images of the star were found.
After that distances between different pairs of the images as well as their transverse displacements
were measured. On each frame variances of longitudinal and transverse displacements were calculated
and the Fried parameter ry was determined with the help of (14) and (15) equations.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Figure 1 shows variations of the Fried parameter with time. It is easy to see that the parameter rg
undergoes sufficient variations on a timescale about 1 min. This is typical time of changing the at-
mospheric turbulence parameters. Unfortunately, it was impossible to obtain frames more frequently
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because of a slow downloading. The mean value of the Fried parameter during the observations is
7.8 cm. This value of ry corresponds to 1.3 FWHM (at 500 nm) of a star image obtained with
a long exposure according to equation FWHM=0.98(\/ry). But in this case the real image quality
(for exposures longer then several minutes) could be worse because of strong variations of ¢ at short
timescales.

The night on April 29-30, 2002 was the second clear night after several days of bad weather. So,
it was far not a good night. There are much better nights with better seeing on Terskol Peak. This
was just a first attempt to measure the seeing with DIMM method.

It is planned to continue monitoring of seeing conditions at our observatory and find out typical
seeing for different seasons as well as the best possible seeing on Terskol Peak. Measuring of daytime
seeing is planned as well. This is a more complicated task because the Sun is not a dot object.
Nevertheless, it is possible to use some contrast details on the solar disk (such as spots) for differential
image motion measurements. We plan to carry out such observations at the ATsU-26 horizontal solar
telescope which is also placed on Terskol Peak.
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Figure 1. Changing the Fried parameter with time according to the observations on April 29, 2002
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