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ABSTRACT Time-frequency synchronization plays an important role in the construction of solar radio
telescopes (such as heliograph and interferometry). In the development of a synchronization system,
time-frequency signal is divided and transmitted to each antenna in an array, therefore, the performance
of the signal splitting devices determines the quantity of the data. To address this situation, we designed a
frequency transmitting system, and conducted a test to compare the phase difference among outputs (10 MHz
- 1.4 GHz), and the deterioration of the frequency stability (10 MHz — 1GHz) brought by different splitting
devices (fiber splitter and power divider). The following results had been obtained: 1) Phase difference
introduced by both fiber splitter and power divider can be restricted in a range of +4°, and the fiber splitter
is rather stable, which indicate that a better imaging effect of heliograph can be achieved when using fiber
splitters. 2) Frequency stability deterioration get better (worse) with increasing temperature for fiber splitter
(power divider) in the testing frequency range for a short-time sampling (100 ms), and for a long-time
sampling (10 min), the frequency stability of different devices is determined by both temperature and signal
frequency. By estimating the SNR, the performance of optical splitter is found to be slightly better than
power splitter. This article provides a basis for the selection and compensation of frequency transfer system
components for integrated aperture heliograph, and provide a feasible solution of the construction of low-cost
radioheliograph.

INDEX TERMS Synthetic aperture heliograph, fiber-based time and frequency synchronization, power

divider, fiber splitter.

I. INTRODUCTION

During solar bursts, large amount of thermal and non-
thermal particles and radiation in the entire frequency bands
(e.g. radio, X-ray, gamma-ray etc.) are ejected into the inter-
planetary space, which impact the solar-terrestrial environ-
ments greatly and lead to severe space weather events, such
as solar energetic particle events (SEPs), magnetic storms,
etc [1]-[5]. Therefore, the study of the solar activities is
important in the forecasting of the space weather. Right now,
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white-light and radio are the two main observing windows
for ground-based solar observations. In particular, the radio
observation is freedom of the climate changes and has huge
advantages.

The usually used solar radio instruments are solar radio
flux telescope, spectrometers and radioheliograph, among
which the radioheliograph, an integrated aperture radio tele-
scope, can observe the spatial-resolved Sun. The basic unit
of a solar radioheliograph is the two-element radio Inter-
ferometers, in which two antennas at certain direction and
a distance interfere the received signals of the Sun to gen-
erate the visibility, i.e. the value of one point in the U-V
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coverage [6]. Telescope arrays of different types, such as
T-shape, cross-shape, spiral-shape etc., provide different
combinations of baselines and yield the U-V sampling cover-
age of the Sun. According to the image reconstruction, we can
finally get the information of the location and intensity of
radiation source (the image of the Sun).

Time-frequency synchronization is one of the essential
technologies in the design of a synthetic aperture helio-
graph [7]. Data of each antenna with timestamp is collected
for the subsequent signal processing. Two signals with the
same timestamp are correlated with each other, and the
synchronization then determines the alignment of different
signals and therefore the quality of the final reconstructed
imaging of the Sun. To better align signal from different
antennas, a high-precision time synchronization is needed.
Meanwhile, frequency jitter will affect the signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR), thus affect the measurement accuracy of the
receiver [8]—-[11]. Therefore, a time synchronization system
with high precision which can guarantee a higher sampling
accuracy is demanded.

In the constructions of the previous radioheliographs, solar
radio signals are usually first modulated by optical trans-
mitters, and then transmitted to the control room via opti-
cal fibers. Time-frequency synchronization is then carried
out in the central control room where a local oscillator
distributes the synchronization signal to each receiver. This
kind of time-frequency synchronization has been used in
the Nobeyama Radioheliograph (NoRH) [12], the Siberian
Solar Radio Telescope (SSRT) [13], etc. In other cases, The
Atacama Large Millimeter/submillimeter Array (ALMA)
and Square Kilometer Array (SKA) distribute the synchro-
nization signal to the receivers that mounted behind each
antenna [14]-[17], however, they are not solar-dedicated.
We note that in the development of the high-frequency (tens
of GHz) solar radio telescopes, the phase difference and
frequency stability among signals from the antennas are
important influence factors in the processing of aperture syn-
thesis. Therefore, the fiber-based timing schemes that has
been used in ALMA and SKA could be a suitable option
for the construction of the new-generation solar interference
array [18].

There are mainly two kinds of fiber-based time-frequency
synchronization using Wavelength Division Multiplexing
(WDM) technology, i.e. the Round-Trip and the Two-Way
method. In the Round-Trip method (see Figure 1), a time
signal generated by the central clock is divided and sent
to different channels (users) where each divided signal is
separated into two parts. One of the separated signals at the
users’ end could be used as the sampling signal, and the other
signal returns to the central clock to determine the time delay
in the transmission [18]. According to the time difference of
the two channels, the synchronization can then be achieved by
using delay lines. In the Two-Way comparison method, two
clocks at different ends send signals to each other through the
same fiber. The time difference can be yield by comparing the
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FIGURE 1. Schematic diagram of time-frequency synchronization system
of the radioheliograph.
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local time and the received time, and the time could then be
aligned by changing one of the clocks.

We adopt the Round-Trip method to achieve time-
frequency synchronization among different channels. The
time delay (At; for the upper channel and At, for the bot-
tom channel in Figure 1) could be obtained by measuring
the rising edge (zero-crossing point) of the signal returned
from each channel. And the time difference between the two
channels is then derived as (At{-Atp)/2.

In the past, many authors have developed several meth-
ods to solve the time delay and frequency stability in
the time-frequency synchronization system. For example,
Liu et al. [19] used a cascaded fiber line to transfer the fre-
quency and one pulse-per-second (1PPS) time signal simul-
taneously, Wang et al. [20] adopted femtosecond laser as
light sources in a time-frequency synchronization system,
and Zhu et al. [21] developed new phase noise compensation
methods placed at the client site instead of the sending side.
So far, the fiber splitter and power divider are usually used as
the key devices of the signal splitting in a fiber-based time and
frequency synchronization system, and the choice of them
depends on the location of the splitter [17], [21]-[23]. These
signal splitters may influence the time delay and frequency
stability, and therefore impact the operation of the heliograph.
However, no tests have been conducted to investigate the
performance of them, and thus no relevant evaluation of
the performance has been applied in the construction of the
heliograph.

To realize time and frequency synchronization, we conduct
tests to compare the performance of the fiber splitter and
power divider as the signal splitting devices in this work.
We first carried out a test to compare the phase differ-
ence introduced by fiber splitters and power dividers, and
then tested the frequency stability’s degradation caused by
them. The next section presents the diagrams of the tests.
Section 3 shows the test results. The summary and discussion
are given in the last section.

Il. METHODS

According to the Round-trip method, we split the time signal
into two channels, and tests of the phase difference and
frequency stability are then carried out.
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A. PHASE DIFFERENCE

The diagrams of the phase imbalance tests for the power
dividers and the fiber splitters are shown in Figure 2 and
Figure 3, respectively. We note that the optical signals are
transmitted by optical fibers (shown as the red lines), and the
coaxial cables are used in other parts in the diagram.
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FIGURE 2. Test scheme of phase difference of power divider.
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FIGURE 3. Test scheme of phase difference of fiber splitter.
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As seen from Figure 2, the power divider splits the signal
from the central clock into two channels and the initial phase
of the two signals are ¢ and ¢,, respectively. The two signals
are then converted to optical signals by the optical transmitter
and transmitted through 1-meter fibers (fiber A and B) to
the optical receivers. The optical receiving module converts
these signals into electrical ones with phases of ¢; + 61 and
@2 + 6> respectively, in which 61 and 6, are the changes of
phase introduced by devices, i. e. optical fibers, coaxial cables
and optical transmitters, in each channel. Therefore, the phase
difference between the two channels is (¢1 + 601) — (@2 + 62).
We note that the phase difference introduced by each channel
can be eliminated by exchanging devices of the two channels.

In the test for the fiber splitters (as shown in Figure 3),
the time signal from the central clock should first be con-
verted to an optical one by the optical transmitter. The fiber
splitter then divides this optical signal into two channels,
and the following testing diagram is the same as that used
in Figure 2. The phase difference between the two channels
is a1 — o2,

B. FREQUENCY STABILITY

Frequency stability is usually defined as the change of aver-
age frequency of the output signal during the sampling. And
it can be used to assess the fluctuations of the output signal.
The frequency stability could be described in both time and
frequency domain. In the time domain, the frequency stability
can be measured by the Allan variance:

M-1

of (1) = 1/12M = D1 Y (ig1 — 3%, ()

i=1

VOLUME 9, 2021

where 7 is the duration of sampling, M is the times of sam-
pling, and y is the average frequency during the sampling
interval. In the frequency domain, frequency stability is usu-
ally measured by phase noise. We use the Allan variance (in
time domain) to characterize frequency stability in this article
for convenience.
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FIGURE 4. Test scheme of frequency stability of power divider.
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FIGURE 5. Test scheme of frequency stability of fiber splitter.

Figure 4 and Figure 5 present the testing diagrams of
frequency stability for the power divider and fiber splitter,
respectively. The testing configuration in Figure 4 (Figure 5)
is the same as that in Figure 2 (Figure 3), except the final
module, where the frequency counter 53230A is used to yield
the Allan variance.

Both long-term (10 min) and short-term (100 ms) tests of
the frequency stability are carried out in this work, as the
long-term testing of the frequency stability usually features
the stability of the frequency source, while the short-term
testing can characterize the influence from the circumstance.

Ill. RESULTS
A. PHASE DIFFERENCE
In our test, the analog signal generator N5183B (Keysight)
is used as the center clock which can generate signals in a
frequency range of 9 kHz — 40 GHz. The optical transmitter
F-tone FTRFT-OPN55SF-U000, and optical receiver F-tone
FR-OPGBOOFS-U000 are used for the conversion of electric
and optical signals. The G652 fibers are used for the trans-
mission of optical signal. To exclude the accidental error
caused by devices, three power dividers (power divider 1:
BayPSC-2-10; power divider 2: Mini-Clrcuits ZFRSC-
2050+; power divider 3: Marki PDOR510) and three fiber
splitters (fiber splitter 1 and fiber splitter 2: Fused Bi-conical
Tap (FBT); fiber splitter 3: Planar Light wave Circuit (PLC))
are used in the tests. The tests are performed at a constant tem-
perature of 25°C in a frequency range of 10 MHz — 1.4 GHz.
Figure 6 presents the phase difference between the two
channels introduced by the three power dividers (see Figure 2
for the testing diagram) with changing frequency. The wave-
length and power of the tested signal are 1550 nm and
—5 dBm, respectively. Because of the working frequency
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range of 500 MHz ~ 10 GHz, phase difference for power
divider 3 below 500 MHz is left for blank. The phase dif-
ferences of power divider 1 (blue in Figure 6) and power
divider 3 (black in Figure 6) fluctuate around zero, with an
error of ~ =+1°, while the fluctuation of power divider 2
(orange in Figure 6) can reach up to about 3°. We note that
there is no significant dependence of the phase difference on
the increasing frequency.

3Phase Difference of Power Dividers @1550nm, -5dBm
! ¢

Phase Difference (°)
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Frequency (MHz)

FIGURE 6. The phase difference (10 MHz - 1.4 GHz) between the two
channels (shown in Figure 2) introduced by three power dividers. The
wavelength and power of the tested optical signal are 1550nm and
—5dBm, respectively.
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FIGURE 7. The phase difference (10 MHz - 1.4 GHz) between the two
channels (shown in Figure 2) introduced by three fiber splitters. The
wavelength and power of the tested optical signal are 1550nm and
—5dBm, respectively.

The tested phase differences of the three fiber splitters are
shown in Figure 7. The solid lines illustrate the change of
phase difference between the two channels (see Figure 3 for
the testing diagram) with changing frequency. We can see
that the phase differences generated by fiber splitters increase
with the increasing frequency approximately quasi-linearly.
We assume that for a specific frequency f, the phase differ-
ence ¢ between the two channels is given by:

¢ =360°-f -1, )

where ¢ is the time difference between the two channels
(achieving an identical phase state). We can see that the
phase difference can be proportional to the frequency when
t is fixed. Taking the test for fiber splitter 1 (blue solid
curve in Figure 7) for example, the time difference of the
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two channels can be yield to be about 0.014 ns. The length
difference of the fibers at the rear end (after splitting signals)
of fiber splitter 1 is 3 mm, which leads to a time difference
of 0.015 ns according to the light speed of ~2*10% m/s in
the fiber. Similarly, the length difference between the two
fibers of fiber splitter 2 (red curves in Figure 7) is about
2 mm with a calculated time difference of 0.010 ns and the
measured time difference is 0.012 ns. The length difference
of fiber splitter 3 is ~3.5 mm which lead to a time difference
0f 0.0175 ns, and this is also roughly consistent with the tested
time difference of 0.019 ns. We can find that the measured
times difference of the two channels are approximately equal
to those introduced by the length difference of the fibers at the
rear of the splitters. We then exclude the influence of the fiber
and the corresponding results are shown as the dashed lines
in Figure 7. It can be seen that the phase difference fluctuates
within the range of ~ =£1° in the entire testing frequency
range. According to the above analysis, the time/frequency
difference introduced by fiber splitters is mainly caused by
length difference of the fibers at the rear end. The influence
brought by the splitters themselves can be restricted in a phase
range of +1°.

We then deduct tests for the above splitting devices at
1310 nm, and the optical transmitter is thereby changed to
F-tone FTRFT-OPN31SF-U000. The results of power
dividers and fiber splitters are shown in Figure 8 and 9,
respectively. We can see that similar to those in Figure 6,
there is no significant dependence of the phase difference on
frequency for power dividers. And results in Figure 9 also
indicate that phase difference can be eliminated to a large
extent when excluding the influence of the fiber at the rear
end of the splitters.

Ehase Difference of Power Dividers @1310nm, -5dBm

4-PD 1
~-PD 2
3/e-PD3

0 v_z\\v\\
b

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400
Frequency (MHz)

Phase Difference (°)

FIGURE 8. The phase difference between the two channels (shown
in Figure 2) introduced by three power dividers. The wavelength and
power of the tested optical signal are 1310nm and —5dBm, respectively.

When comparing the results of signal with the wavelength
of 1310 nm and 1550 nm, we can find that the result for
1310 nm optical signal has a larger phase difference than that
for the 1550 nm signal. We believe that this situation is mainly
caused by material dispersion, with a small contribution from
waveguide dispersion. As according to the dispersion char-
acteristic of G652 fiber, the velocity of 1310 nm signal is
slower than that of 1550 nm. Therefore, the transmitting time
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14Phas.e Difference of Fiber Splitters @1310nm, -5dBm

--FS 1
12 —*FS 2
4~FS3

A

Phase Difference (°)
(o}

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400
Frequency (MHz)

FIGURE 9. The phase difference (10 MHz - 1.4 GHz) between the two
channels (shown in Figure 2) introduced by three fiber splitters. The
wavelength and power of the tested optical signal are 1310nm and
—5dBm, respectively.

and phase difference would be larger for 1310 nm signal.
When subtract the phase difference caused by the fiber length
difference, the effect of dispersion is not significant.

We further carry out tests for signals with various optical
power (at 1310 nm), and the corresponding results are illus-
trated in Table 1. We can see that although the variation of
phase difference with changing input power varies, the fluctu-
ations are rather small and irregular. And comparing to phase
difference introduced by frequency change, the effect of the
input power can be negligible.

TABLE 1. Phase Difference With Variouw Input Power @1310 nm (dBm)

Fr:g;e Power Dividerl Fiber Splitter 1
(MHz) 0dBm  -3dBm  -5dBm  0dBm  -3dBm  -5dBm
100 -0.062  -0.122  -0.062  0.304 0.406 0.362
200 -0.043  -0.099  -0.312  0.983 1.034 1.020
300 -0.039  -0.098  -0.071  1.252 1.386 1.370

400 0.251 0.194 0.266 1.546 1.610 1.574
500 0.708 0.726 0.618  2.128 2.161 2.126
600 1.028 1.002 1.002  2.620 2.439 2.442
700 0.953 0.842 0.792  2.956 2.780 2.986
800 1.029 0.997 0.981 3.634 3.480 3.534
900 1.609 1.658 1.508  2.938 4.366 4.254
1000 1.8595 1.932 1.802  4.770 5.002 4.864
1100 1.779 1.922 1.866  5.410 5.538 5.424
1200 2.368 2.239 2.080  6.006 6.160 5.934
1300 2378 2372 2484  6.724 7.050 6.649
1400 2.850 -3.759 2756 7478 7.712 7.280

The correlation of signal is decided by the phase difference
(time delay) of time and frequency synchronization system,
and the dependency curve is shown in Figure 10. We can see
that the correlation coefficient decreases with the increase of
phase difference. Signals among channels are positive (neg-
ative) corelated when the phase difference is smaller (larger)
than 90°, and no relevance appears (correlation ecoefficiency
of 0) when the phase difference is 90°. For instance, the tran-
sition time delay from positive to negative correlation gets to
be 125 ps for an input signal of 2 GHz. The correlation of
signals among antennas is the decisive factor of the imaging
quality, and therefore, the phase difference should be as small
as possible.
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FIGURE 10. The correlation coefficients corresponding to the calculated
phase differences of the signals.

According to the above tests, we can see that the phase
difference between the output signals caused by fiber splitters
can be eliminated by intercepting the optical fiber. And the
phase difference between the output signals of power dividers
is approximately in the same range of that of the fiber splitters
in the entire testing frequency range. We should note that fiber
splitters are more stable than power dividers. We also note
that the power divider can only work in its limited working
frequency range, while the fiber splitter can operate inde-
pendent of the frequency of RF signal. To better realize the
time alignment of signals in a heliograph, the optical splitters
(after compensation) which provide smaller phase difference
among channels could generate high-quality imaging of the
Sun in most case. The tests for optical signal of both 1310nm
and 1550 nm indicate that phase difference among channels
could be eliminated by compensating the delay time intro-
duced by the rear-end fiber of the optical splitters. Besides,
we tested the effect of different powers on phase difference,
and find the influence is negligible.

B. FREQUENCY STABILITY

The tests of the frequency stability were carried out in the
thermostats in the temperature range of —10 °C to 30 °C
and in the frequency range of 1I0MHz — 1GHz. The optical
converter F-tone FTRFT-OPN55SF-U000 is used in the tests,
and the wavelength of the optical signal is therefore 1550 nm.
The frequency counter 53230A is utilized to calculate the
Allan Variance. We note that the power divider 3 is tested in
its working frequency range of 500 MHz ~ 1 GHz. Results
of the Allan variance at various frequency are recorded.

The frequency stability was first conducted for a relative
short sampling time (100 ms). The short-term frequency sta-
bility mainly reflects the environmental impact on devices,
and the jitters can lead to deterioration of the signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) of ADC, and thereby the data quality. The testing
results are shown in Figure 11. As seen from this figure,
at specific frequencies, the Allan Variances of fiber splitters
(green, red and blue solid lines) decrease with the increasing
temperature (ranging from —10 °C to 30 °C) for the entire
testing frequency range. We note that this results from the
microband effect, which leads to the signal loss and quality
deterioration at low temperature [24]. On the other hand, the
Allan Variances of the power dividers (black, orange and gray
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dashed lines) get larger with increasing temperature at all
frequencies. And this may be caused by the thermal noise
which get worse with increasing temperature.
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FIGURE 11. Dependence of short-term (100 ms) frequency stability (Allan
Variance) for the three fiber splitters and the three power dividers on
temperatures at 10 MHz (a), 50 MHz (b), 100 MHz (c), 200 MHz (d),

500 MHz (e) and 1.0 GHz (f). The results for fiber splitters are presented
as the solid lines (green for FS1, red for FS2 and blue for FS3). The results
for power dividers are presented as the dashed lines (black for PD1,
orange for PD2 and gray for PD3). Because of the working frequency
range of 500 MHz to 10 GHz for PD3, no results are shown in

panel (a) - (d) for this device.

The frequency stability test was then conducted for a rela-
tive long sampling time (10 min). The long-term frequency
stability reflects the stability of the clock, and the corre-
sponding results are shown in Figure 12. We can see that
the overall performance of the fiber splitters (solid lines)
is better than those of the power dividers (dashed lines) at
lower frequencies (<200MHz) in the test. We should note
that at higher frequency range (panel (c)-(f) in Figure 12),
the difference of Allan Variance between fiber splitters and
power dividers is quite small, and at some temperatures, say
< 0°, the performance of the fiber splitters is even worse than
that of power dividers. However, we can still conclude that the
fiber splitters are overall more stable than the power dividers.

Besides, to evaluate the effect of frequency stability on the
received signal form the Sun, we estimated the SNR of the
receiver. The SNR can be estimated by

SNRjitter[dBc] = —201og 27 - fin - Titter) 3)
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FIGURE 12. Dependence of long-term (10 min) frequency stability (Allan
Variance) for the three fiber splitters and the three power dividers on
temperatures at 10 MHz (a), 50 MHz (b), 100 MHz (c), 200 MHz (d),

500 MHz (e) and 1.0 GHz (f). The results for fiber splitters are presented
as the solid lines (green for FS1, red for FS2 and blue for FS3). The results
for power dividers are presented as the dashed lines (black for PD1,
orange for PD2 and gray for PD3). Because of the working frequency
range of 500 MHz to 10 GHz for PD3, no results are shown in

panel (a) - (d) for this device.

TABLE 2. Estimated SNR of Power Divider 1 and Fiber Splitter 1.

Temperature

C) Power Dividerl Fiber Splitter 1
-10 46.579 46.459

0 46.579 46.617

10 46.505 46.691

20 46.478 46.502

30 46.245 46.429

where f;, is the frequency of the received signal, and Tjier is
the jitter of the sampling clock. The estimated SNRs of power
divider 1 and fiber splitter 1 for solar emission at 2GHz are
shown as Table 2. We can see that the SNR of ADC decreases
slightly with the increasing temperature when using a power
divider, while the SNR for the fiber splitter rises (falls) below
(above) 10°C. This trend is the same as the Allan variance
as shown in Figure 12. The difference between the signal
splitting devices is not very significant, and a high sampling
SNR and dynamic range can still be achieved using optical
splitters.
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According to the above tests, both fiber splitters and power
dividers are sensitive to temperature. Fiber splitters have
better short-term frequency stabilities at high temperature
(>=10°C), and power dividers have a better short-term fre-
quency stability when working at the temperature below
10°C. As for long-term frequency stability, fiber splitters are
more stable than the power dividers. To achieve the syn-
chronization of time and frequency signals, it is necessary to
compensate the error caused by environment change. Because
the deterioration is determined by both temperature and fre-
quency, we should decide which devices to use based on
these two parameters. In our solution, at higher temperatures
(=10°C), the fiber splitter is more suitable for transmitting
standard frequency signals in order to obtain a higher SNR
and dynamic range. At lower temperatures (< 10°C), the per-
formance of power divider is slightly better than fiber splitter.

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In the realization of a solar radio aperture synthesis sys-
tem, the time signal (1PPS) and frequency signal should
be divided and transmitted into all channels to realize the
time and frequency synchronization. Time synchronization
accuracy determines the correlation coefficient of the binary
interferometer, which will affect the confidence of the heli-
ograph imaging, and therefore the phase difference (time
delay) between the timing signals is required to be as small
as possible.

Fiber splitters and power dividers are widely used in RF
signal splitting. However, the influence of them on the radio
transmission has not been sufficiently studied. In this article,
we conducted the study to find out the influence of the
splitting devices on the phase difference of output signals
between different channels and the deterioration of frequency
stability.

The phase difference introduced by the fiber splitter’s out-
put is mainly caused by the length of the fiber at the rear end
of the splitter, and it can be eliminated by compensating the
length of the fibers. When excluding the influence from the
fiber, we can find that the phase difference between different
channels can be restricted in the range of ~ +1°. On the other
hand, the phase difference between the output signals of the
power dividers has no discernible regularity with increasing
frequency. The phase difference is not larger than +4° in
the testing frequency range. Besides, we tested the effect
of input powers on phase difference, and find the influence
is negligible. According to the relationship between phase
difference and correlation coefficient, we believe that when
using fiber splitter, the imaging effect of heliograph could be
much better.

Both short-term (100 ms) and long-term (10 min) fre-
quency stability of both fiber splitter and power divider are
tested in the frequency range of 10MHz ~ 1GHz and in
the temperature range of —10°C ~ 30°C. In tests of short-
term stability, the fiber splitters become more stable with
increasing temperature while the performance of the power
dividers get worse. In tests of long-term frequency stability,
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the fiber splitters performs better than power dividers at most
frequencies for relatively low temperature (<10°C). We note
that the difference between fiber splitters and power dividers
is not significant, and the SNR introduced by an optical
splitter could be slightly larger, which may result in a better
performance of the heliograph.

These tests provide supports for the construction of a time
and frequency synchronization system. The fiber splitter per-
forms better in our tests and it may be a better choice in
the design of a new time synchronization system. Firstly,
the power dividers, though yield a phase difference of ~ +4°,
could only operate in its working frequency range, while the
fiber splitter can split signals at various frequencies with even
smaller phase difference. Secondly, the power divider can
only split and transmit signals into a few channels, while the
fiber splitter can easily divide signals into dozens or even
hundreds of channels. Moreover, the fiber splitter is more
stable than the power divider in our tests, and can provide
a higher SNR. Therefore, the fiber splitter could be an appro-
priate option for multi-branch, wideband systems. Besides,
the adoption of fiber splitter can save a large amount of cost
in optical transmitter. We should also note that when adopting
a Round-Trip time-frequency synchronization system with
fiber splitters, other equipment, such as optical circulator,
may be introduced. And those devices may result in a final
cost that may be no less than using a power divider. The
results can support the selection of devices in the heliograph
to obtain better observation results, and provide a feasible
solution of the construction of low-cost radioheliograph.

The tests in this article are mainly designed for the time
and frequency synchronization system for radioheliograph.
Because of the limitation of testing instruments, the tests were
carried out for the phase difference tests in a limited fre-
quency range of 10 MHz to 1.4 GHz, the frequency stability
in the frequency range of 10 MHz — 1GHz in the temperature
range of —10 °C — 30 °C. A larger frequency range needs to
be considered in subsequent studies.
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