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The large scale anisotropies ofW M AP data have attracted a lot ofattention and have been a

source ofcontroversy,with m any offavourite cosm ologicalm odelsbeing apparently disfavoured by

the powerspectrum estim atesatlow ‘.Allofthe existing analysesoftheoreticalm odelsare based

on approxim ations for the likelihood function,which are likely to be inaccurate on large scales.

Here we present exact evaluations of the likelihood of the low m ultipoles by direct inversion of

the theoreticalcovariance m atrix for low resolution W M AP m aps. W e project out the unwanted

galactic contam inants using the W M AP derived m aps ofthese foregrounds. This im proves over

the tem plate based foreground subtraction used in the originalanalysis,which can rem ove som e of

the cosm ologicalsignaland m ay lead to a suppression ofpower.Asa resultwe �nd an increase in

power at low m ultipoles. For the quadrupole the m axim um likelihood values are rather uncertain

and vary between 140-220�K
2
. O n the other hand, the probability distribution away from the

peak is robust and,assum ing a uniform prior between 0 and 2000�K 2,the probability ofhaving

the true value above 1200�K 2 (as predicted by the sim plest �C D M m odel) is 10% ,a factor of

2.5 higher than predicted by W M AP likelihood code. W e do not �nd the correlation function to

be unusualbeyond the low quadrupole value. W e develop a fastlikelihood evaluation routine that

can be used instead ofW M AP routinesforlow ‘ values. W e apply itto the M arkov Chain M onte

Carlo analysis to com pare the cosm ologicalparam eters between the two cases. The new analysis

ofW M AP either alone or jointly with SD SS and VSA reduces the evidence for running to less

than 1-�,giving � s = � 0:022 � 0:033 for the com bined case. The new analysis prefers about 1-�

lowervalue of
 m ,a consequence ofan increased ISW contribution required by the increase in the

spectrum atlow ‘. These resultssuggestthatthe detailsofforeground rem ovaland fulllikelihood

analysis are im portant for the param eter estim ation from W M AP data. They are robust in the

sense thatthey do notchange signi�cantly with frequency,m ask ordetailsofforeground tem plate

m arginalization. The m arginalization approach presented here is the m ost conservative m ethod

to rem ove the foregrounds and should be particularly usefulin the analysis ofpolarization,where

foreground contam ination m ay be m uch m ore severe.

PACS num bers:98.70.V c

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Data analysis ofcosm ic m icrowave background m aps

is a challenging num ericalproblem . The question that

we want to answer is the probability (or likelihood) of

a theoreticalm odelgiven the data. In order to evalu-

ate the exactlikelihood ofa theoreticalpowerspectrum

ofCM B uctuations given a sky m ap ofthese uctua-

tions it is necessary to invertthe theoreticalcovariance

m atrix.Thisoperation scalesasO (N 3),whereN isthe

length ofthedatavectorand iscurrentlylim ited by prac-

tically available com puter technology to N <
� 104. O ne

is hence forced to use approxim ate estim ators when in-

ferring the power spectrum from data such as W M AP

satellite [1], which have 1-2 orders ofm agnitude m ore

independentm easurem ents. The m ostpopularm ethods

are the pseudo-Cl(PCL) m ethod (see e.g. [2]) and the

Q uadratic M axim um Likelihood (Q M L) estim ator (see

e.g. [3]). Both ofthese m ethods produce as an inter-

m ediatestep estim atesofm ultipolem om entsC‘ and ap-

proxim atem ethodshavebeen developed todescribetheir

probability distributionsasaccurately aspossible [4,5].

Theseperform satisfactorily forhigh ‘values,wherethe

centrallim ittheorem guaranteesa G aussian distribution

(in o�setlognorm altransform ed variables)willbeagood

approxim ation. Unfortunately,these m ethodsare m uch

less reliable at low m ultipoles, where the distributions

are not G aussian. The situation is com plicated further

by the m asksapplied to the data to rem ovethe galactic

foreground contam ination and by the m arginalization of

unwanted com ponents,allofwhich m akes analytic ap-

proach unreliable.In [6]itwassuggested to usea hybrid

approach using Q M L on degraded m aps at low ‘ and

PCL athigherm ultipoles.

Theissue ofthe exactvaluesofm ultipole m om entsin

W M AP datahasattracted m uch attention sincetheorig-

inalanalysis by W M AP team [7]. Severalunusualfea-

tureshavebeen pointed outalready in theoriginalanal-

ysis. O ne ofthese was the correlation function,which

appears to alm ost vanish above 60�. Another was the

low valueofthequadrupole.W ith thePCL analysisthe

valueofthequadrupolewasfound tobe� 123�K 2,com -
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pared to the expected value of� 1200�K 2 for the sim -

plest�C D M m odel. The probability forthislow value

wasestim ated to bebelow 1% ,depending on theparam -

eter space ofm odels. The discussion ofthe statistical

signi�canceofthelow valuesofquadrupoleand octopole

in the W M AP data [8,9,10,11]hassparked a renewed

interestinto theso called estim atorinduced variance[12]

-theerrorin thelikelihood evaluation arising dueto the

use ofan estim atorratherthan the exactexpression.In

[12]it has been argued that [Q M L estim ator perform s

signi�cantly betterthan thePCL estim atorand thatthe

true value ofthe quadrupole probably lies in the range

around 170� 250�K 2.However,onlythem axim um likeli-

hood valuewascom puted and notthefulllikelihood dis-

tributionsso thestatisticalsigni�canceofthisresultand

itse�ecton the param eterestim ation rem ained unclear.

In addition,theroleofforegroundsand m onopole/dipole

rem ovalhasnotbeen explored in detail.

In thispaperwe take a di�erentapproach. W e argue

thatthe actualvalue ofthe best�tted quadrupole (and

otherm ultipoles)isnotofthem ain interest,sinceitcan

be quite sensitive to the details ofthe foreground sub-

traction procedure,typeofm ask used and num ericalde-

tailsoftheanalysis(in fact,the variousvaluesproposed

so far m ay even be statistically indistinguishable ifthe

likelihood function atthe peak isvery broad). W hatis

m oreim portantistheprobabilityorlikelihood ofam odel

given thedata,com pared to anotherm odelthatm ay,for

exam ple,�tthedata better.Thisisencapsulated in the

likelihood ratio between m odelsand within theBayesian

context is the only inform ation we really need to asses

theviability ofcosm ologicalm odelsthatbelong to a cer-

tain class.In thispaperweperform the exactlikelihood

calculation by a directinversion ofthecovariancem atrix

forthe low resolution m aps,thuselim inating allthe un-

certaintiesrelated to estim atorvarianceapproxim ations.

Since we use low resolution m aps with less than 3000

pixelswe can do the inversionswith a brute force linear

algebra routines. Thism eanswe cannotdo the analysis

on allofthe m ultipole m om ents,so weanalyselow m ul-

tipoleswith the exactm ethod and use PCL analysisfor

thehigherm ultipoles,wherethetwom ethodsagreewith

each otherand wheretheapproxim atevarianceestim ates

developed forPCL analysisarelikely to be valid.

Second issue we wish to address in this paper is the

question offoreground subtraction. Thisisdone in two

steps. First,pixels with high degree ofcontam ination

are com pletely rem oved from the data. This results in

the so called K P2 (less aggressive,85% ofthe sky)and

K P0(m oreaggressive,75% ofthesky)m asks[13].There

rem ainscontam ination even outsidethesem asksin indi-

vidualfrequency channels. This contam ination can be

furtherreduced using tem platesand/orfrequency infor-

m ation [13]. In W M AP analysisthe tem plateswere �t-

ted for and subtracted out ofW M AP data. Even with

a perfecttem plate there isa dangerthatthisprocedure

can oversubtracttheforegrounds,sinceoneisessentially

subtracting outthem axim um am plitudeconsistentwith

thetem platewhich could includesom eofthesignal.In-

stead,here we do not subtract out the tem plates,but

m arginalise over them by not using any inform ation in

thedata thatcorrelateswith a given tem plate.Thispro-

cedurehasnotbeen applied to W M AP data in previous

analyses. It guarantees that there is no statisticalbias

caused by the foreground rem oval.

Som eofthetem platesthatweresubtracted in W M AP

analysis,particularly 408M HzHaslam synchrotron radi-

ation m ap [14],are ofpoor quality. W M AP produced

a better set of tem plates applying M axim um Entropy

M ethod (M EM ) to W M AP m aps in severalfrequency

channelsusing tem platesaspriorsonly [13].In addition

to theHaslam synchrotron m ap,they used [15]H-� m ap

asa traceroffree-free em ission and the SFD dusttem -

platebased on [16].Thisprocessresulted in threeM EM

derived foreground m aps.These,however,werenotused

to inferthe powerspectrum . Instead,the o�cialpower

spectrum wasdeterm ined from theintegrated singlefre-

quency m apsand the sam e tem platesthatwere used as

priorsfortheM EM m ap m aking procedure,ignoring the

M EM derived m aps.

The M EM derived m aps are likely to be the m ost

faithfulrepresentation ofthe foregrounds. W hen used

in power spectrum inference, however, they m ust be

used with caredue to com plicated nature oftheirsignal

and noise correlations[13]. Nevertheless,on the largest

scales,wherereceivernoiseisnegligible,they areproba-

bly the bestavailableoption.W e therefore use the inte-

grated single channelm aps and the M EM derived fore-

ground tem plates as a basis ofour work. Note that in

foreground m arginalization procedureno tem plate isac-

tuallyrem ovedfrom thedataand thereisnodangerofin-

troducingnoisecorrelationsthatcould signi�cantlya�ect

the powerspectrum estim ates. W e perform thisprocess

on foreground unsubtracted m apsoftheV and W chan-

nelsoftheW M AP satellite.W euseboth K P2 and K P0

m asksand projectouttherem aininggalacticcontam ina-

tion using M EM inferred m apsofdust,synchrotron and

free-freeforegrounds.W eusethelikelihood evaluated in

thisway to assesthe statisticalsigni�canceofdeparture

from theconcordantm odelatlow m ultipolesand to per-

form thestatisticalanalysisofcosm ologicalm odelsgiven

the data.

W M AP team alsoproduced thesocalled InternalLin-

ear Com bination (ILC) m ap ofthe CM B em ission,by

using internalm apsatvariousfrequenciesto decom pose

them into CM B and foreground com ponents. This ap-

proach is not based on any tem plates and so uses less

inform ation than in principle available. W hile visually

these m aps appear to be relatively free of contam ina-

tion outside the galactic plane,there are stillartifacts

within the plane. This m eans thatone m ustbe careful

when projecting out m onopole and dipole: one should

notsim ply rem ovethem from theall-sky m ap,sincethey

could becontam inated by galacticem ission atthecanter

and thiswould leave a residualo�setoutside the galac-

ticplane,which could contam inatealloflow m ultipoles.
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O nem ustagain apply them arginalisation overm onopole

and quadrupoleon them asked m ap toelim inateanycon-

tam ination in the �nalresult. A sim ilar approach has

been taken by [17]and [18],who produced theirown ver-

sionsofILC m aps.Sincewearguethatthebestm ethod

istousesinglefrequencym apstogetherwith correcttem -

plates and we use ILC m ap for illustration and cross-

check purposesonly,wedo notconsiderthesealternative

ILC solutionsfurther.

II. M ET H O D

A . Likelihood evaluation

G iven noise-lessand independentm easurem entsofthe

CM B sky d,the theoreticalcovariance m atrix forthese

m easurem entsisgiven by [19]

Ci;j =

1
X

‘= 2

2‘+ 1

4�
C‘P‘(cos�i;j); (1)

whereC‘ isthepowerspectrum ,P‘ istheLegendrePoly-

nom ialoforder ‘ and �i;j is the angle between ith and

jth pointon the sky.W e also de�ne

C‘ =
C‘‘(‘+ 1)

2�
; (2)

which isthequantity thatisconventionally plotted (and

often referred to)asthe powerspectrum .

In addition to the covariancem atrix in equation 1 we

wantto project out linear com ponents ofthe data vec-

torthatcorrespond to known contam inantsin ourdata.

Fortunately, there exist a standard procedure for this

[20]: the covariance m atrix of the contam inant is cal-

culated and added to the theoreticalcovariance m atrix

with a very large variance. Here the covariance m atrix

ofthe tem plate isgiven by C = hLL y
i,where L isthe

tem plate vector. Using thism ethod,we projectoutthe

m ap’sm onopole,dipoleand theknown galacticcontam -

inants,nam ely dust,synchrotron and the free-free em is-

sion. For com pleteness we add the diagonalnoise com -

ponent N ii = �2i,although this is not strictly required

for this analysis,because the noise power spectrum is

< 10�K 2 on scalesofourinterest.

Hence,the totalcovariancem atrix can be written as

C
total= C + N + �(C dust+ C

synch + C
free�free +

C
‘= 0 + C

‘= 1) : (3)

The value of � in the above equation m ust be large

enough so thatunwanted com ponentsareprojected out.

Ifit is too large,however,the num ericalerrorsstartto

a�ectthe results.

The logarithm oflikelihood ofgiven C‘s can then be

written as

logL = �
1

2
d
T (C total)�1 d �

1

2
(logjC j+ N log2�);

(4)

whered isthedata vector.To evaluatethelikelihood of

a given theoreticalm odelwesim ply evaluatethisexpres-

sion,com puting thecovariancem atrix using thetheoret-

icalm odelspectrum C‘ in equation 1.

B . C hoice and preparation ofm aps

As m entioned in the introduction the procedure de-

scribed abovecan realisticallybeperform ed onlyon m od-

estly sized m aps. W e decrease the resolution ofa given

m ap using the following procedure: Firstly,the fullres-

olution source m ap is m ultiplied by the m ask,whereby

every m asked pixelis zeroed,while unm asked rem aines

the sam e.The m ap isthen sm oothed by the 5� FW HM

G aussian beam and resam pled at a lower Healpix [21]

resolution (nside= 16),giving 3072 roughly independent

pixels on a full-sky m ap. The m ask itselfis sm oothed

in the sam e m anner and this gives us inform ation by

how m uch thesm oothed pixelsthatwerea�ected by the

m ask need to be up-scaled. W e do notuse pixelswhose

sm oothed m ask valuedropsbelow 0.7.W eusethisinfor-

m ation to reduce the e�ective scale ofsm oothing beam

(by square root ofthis correction)in the calculation of

covariancem atrix,although weveri�ed thatthisdoesnot

a�ectany ofthe �nalresults.

W e have also attem pted an exact calculation ofthe

window function treating each subpixelofa low resolu-

tion Healpix m ap separately.Unfortunately,thisiscom -

putationally prohibitively expensive. Instead,we have

perform ed weighted averagingwithin each low-resolution

Healpix pixelusing the e�ective Healpix window func-

tion provided with the package and get com patible re-

sults.W e chosenotto adoptthisapproach forthe m ain

analysis since the individualHealpix pixelwindows are

anisotropic, depend on the m ask and are very slowly

dropping o� with ‘. For our resolution levelthe e�ec-

tivewindows(which areonly valid forfullsky coverage)

are only given up to ‘ = 64 and there is stilla lot of

powerbeyond that.

Thegaussian sm oothing procedureisused on W M AP

integrated m apsforV and W channelsand fortheM EM

m apsforthethreem ajorforegrounds:Dust,Synchrotron

and Free-Free em ission. In allcases,the low resolution

m apswereproduced fortheK P2 m ask and forthem ore

conservativeK P0m ask.W ealsoapplied thesam eproce-

dureto theILC m ap,exceptthatin thiscasewesm ooth

over the whole m ap and so do not need to upscale the

pixelvaluesby thee�ectofthem ask.By changing vari-

ousparam etersoftheinversion processwegetconsistent

likelihoodsand weestim atetheuncertainty in likelihood

evaluation to beabout0.2 in logarithm ofthelikelihood.
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III. M U LT IP O LE M O M EN T S A N D T H EIR

STA T IST IC A L SIG N IFIC A N C E

In �gure1 weshow them axim um likelihood (M L)val-

ues of the m ultipoles up to ‘ = 18 for severalof our

basic cases. O ne can see from this �gure that m ost of

the estim ates up to ‘ � 10 are above the PCL values

given by W M AP team ,while at higher m ultipoles the

twoagreewell(‘= 11appearsanom alousand PCL gives

a m uch highervalue than the exactlikelihood analysis).

Som e ofthe di�erencesare due to random uctuations:

K P2 m ask contains 85% of the sky com pared to 75%

for K P0 and this can lead to di�erences in the two es-

tim ates. Sim ilarly,projecting out the foreground tem -

plates reduces the am ount ofinform ation,so there can

bestatisticaldi�erencesbetween ouranalysisand theone

withoutm arginalization. W hile the di�erencesbetween

K P0 and K P2 m asksare likely to be within the allowed

rangeofstatisticaluctuations,thisislesslikely forthe

di�erences between W M AP-PCL and our analysisofV

with K P2 m ask,since the sam e m ask and channelhave

been used by W M AP.The di�erence is partly due to

the use ofthe exact likelihood analysis and partly due

to the foreground m arginalization. W hile W M AP team

m arginalized over m onopole and dipole, they subtract

outthe foregroundswith the m axim alam plitude,which

m ay have rem oved som e ofthe true cosm ologicalsignal

and pushed the valueslower.To elim inate the biasthat

can arise from this procedure it is best to exclude the

inform ation in the signalthatcorrelateswith tem plates

and with m onopole/dipole. This reduces the statistical

power,butisguaranteed to be unbiased.

To investigatefurthertherobustnessofourresults�g-

ure 2 showsthe m ostlikely valuesofpowerspectra (up

tom ultipole‘= 10)forvariouscom binationsoftem plate

choiceforW channeldata and fortheILC m ap.Thisre-

alistically indicatespotentialsystem atic di�erencesaris-

ing due to choice oftem plates. O n the sam e graphswe

also show the reduction perform ed with Healpix win-

dow functions (where pixels ofthe low-resolution m ap

were only weighted averagesofallcorresponding pixels

in the high-resolution m ap),indicating that our results

arerobustwith respectto choiceofwindow function and

sm oothing procedure. The di�erences between the var-

iouscasesare sm allcom pared to the di�erence between

exactevaluationsand W M AP values.W eem phasizethat

M L valuesare the leastrobustpartofthe analysisand

itism uch m oreim portantthattheprobability distribu-

tionsaway from thepeak areconsistent.Forquadrupole

we discuss this below,while the overallim pact on the

cosm ologicalparam eter estim ation is discussed in next

section.

M arginalisation procedure is guaranteed to give un-

biased results independent ofthe form ofthe tem plate

or its nongaussian properties. The only assum ption is

thatthe tem plate isnotcorrelated with the true CM B,

which could happen ifthe tem platesare produced from

the CM B data itselfand werea�ected by noise,calibra-

tion orbeam uncertainties.Itisunlikely thatthiswould

happen on largescales.W ehavetested thishypothesisby

using theextrenaltem platesinstead ofM EM tem plates,

without�nding m uch di�erencesin the result(�gure2).

Figure 3 shows the probability distribution for the

value ofC2 for severalcases,assum ing best �t �C D M

m odelforotherC‘s.ParticularchoiceofotherC‘sa�ects

the inferred curves,although at a levelbelow the vari-

ance between various curves. It has severalinteresting

features.Firstly,when allm arginalizationsareused,the

V channel,W (notshown)and ILC givevery consistent

results.In theabsenceofm arginalization and foreground

subtraction theV and W channelm apsarevery a�ected

by foregroundsand M L valuesreach up to 500�K 2.The

ILC m ap could be a�ected by the foreground m arginal-

ization;itsvalue dropsfrom � 220�K 2 (consistentwith

[12])to � 170�K 2 when projection isincluded in analy-

sis. The ILC m ap m ay su�ereven m ore from the resid-

ualm onopole / dipole contam ination,which pushesthe

quadrupolevalueup.

W hileourprocedureofm arginalisingover3 tem plates

is the m ost conservative,one m ay worry that it is un-

necessary. Som e ofthe channels are notreally strongly

contam inated by all3 com ponentsand iffrequency scal-

ing is known then m ulti-frequency inform ation can be

used to constrain a given com ponentin a given channel.

W hile there is nothing wrong with our procedure one

could argue that it reduces the am ount ofinform ation.

Thenum berofelim inated m odesisroughly given by the

num ber oftem plates used,but since the tem plates are

correlated (being alldom inated by our galaxy) the in-

form ation lossfrom largescale m odesislikely to be less

than 3. Itisalso notclearhow the tem platescouple to

di�erentm ultipoles.To testthesee�ectsweperform the

analysisin W channel,where foreground contam ination

isdom inated by dust.W e use m arginalization only over

SFD dusttem plate(subtracting outthefree-freecom po-

nent and doing nothing for synchrotron). W e �nd this

has very little e�ect on the m axim um likelihood values

ofm ultipoles,as shown in �gure 2. For ‘ = 2 we �nd

M L value at220�K 2,slightly higherthan in othercases

(�gure4),buttheoverallprobability distribution isvery

sim ilar to other cases. The e�ect ofthis procedure on

theparam eterestim ation isexplored in thenextsection.

It is interesting to asses the statisticalsigni�cance of

the departure ofthe lowestm ultipolesfrom the concor-

dant m odel. O ur focus is not on the actualstatistical

procedure ofassessing this departure (see e.g. [8]),but

on the e�ectofestim atorinduced variance.W econsider

5 cases: allpossible com binationsofthe choice ofm ask

(K P2 orK P0)and frequency (V channelorW channel)

and the o�cialW M AP likelihood code [5,22]. The in-

ferred m axim um likelihood values (�gure 4) lie in the

range 140�K 2 � 220�K 2,but the likelihood function is

broad atthe peak and the exactvalue ofthe m axim um

likelihood estim ateisdriven by sm alldetailsin theanal-

ysis: in allof our basic cases the likelihood is within

10-20% ofthe peak value overthe range (120-250)�K 2.
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FIG .1: This �gure shows the m axim um likelihood power

spectrum forseveralcom binationsoffrequenciesand m asks.

Note thatallspectra agree reasonably wellbeyond ‘= 11.

FIG . 2: This �gure shows the m axim um likelihood power

spectrum up to ‘ = 10 for severaltest cases. The derived

featuresin them ostlikely valuesofpowerspectrum arerobust

with respect to choice ofwindow function (gaussian versus

healpix),tem plates (M EM versus external,dust only versus

standard 3 tem platesin W )and m aps(W versusILC).

Thus our results are consistent both with the original

W M AP value(123�K 2)and the valuesin [12]and there

is no \correct" value given the levelofforeground con-

tam ination.

As we argued in introduction, the precise value of

m axim um likelihood estim ator is not ofprim ary inter-

est,given thatitcan be strongly a�ected by the details

ofthe analysis. M uch m ore im portant for the question

of param eter estim ation is the shape of the likelihood

function. Figures 3-4 shows that while the m axim um

likelihood value ofthe quadrupoleisquite uncertain,all

of our cases give very sim ilar shapes ofthe likelihood

function. This likelihood distribution is not consistent

with thelikelihood provided by W M AP team ,which ap-

FIG .3: This �gure shows the probability distributions for

thevalueofC2 asinferred forthevariouscom binationsofthe

m onopole/dipole and the foregrounds m arginalization. Also

shown is the o�cial W M AP likelihood code output. Note

that C2 in V without m onopole/dipole or the foregrounds

m arginalization is heavily contam inated and gives very high

M L values,while allthe othercaseshave very sim ilarproba-

bility distributions(exceptW M AP code).

pears to underestim ate the errors associated with the

galactic cut and m arginalizations. The W M AP likeli-

hood oftheconcordantm odelC2 (� 1200�K 2)isroughly

2.5 tim es too low with respect to the m ost likely point

when com pared to ourlikelihood values.Thischangein

the shape ofthe likelihood function a�ectsthe param e-

ter estim ation,particularly the running ofthe spectral

index,as shown in section IV. W e note here that not

perform ing the m arginalization overforegroundsand/or

m onopole/dipolewould lead to an even higherprobabil-

ity ofconcordancem odelcom pared tolow C2 m odels(see

the corresponding probability distributions in �gure 3),

butthesearem orelikely to becontam inated and should

notbe used in the likelihood analysis.

Figure5showstheintegrated probability asafunction

ofthetruevalueofthequadrupole(integrated from large

valuesdownward),underthe assum ption thatthe prior

distribution ofquadrupole values is uniform between 0

and 2000�K 2. This prior is is adopted due to the fact

thatthe concordancevalue ofquadrupole is� 1000�K 2

(seee.g.[8]).Thisgivestheprobability ofthetruevalue

exceedingC2 assum ingthisprior.W e�nd thatthisprob-

ability isaround 10% ,asopposed to 4% by the W M AP

likelihood analysis. Thus with uniform prior on values

ofC2 theprobability ofthetruequadrupoleto be above

thatpredicted by the concordancem odelisnotparticu-

larly sm all. Itbecom eseven largerifthe upperlim itat

2000�K 2 is rem oved,in which case we �nd 18% proba-

bility ofthe truevalueexceeding the concordancevalue.

Note that W M AP team chose to give the statistical

signi�cance ofthe low quadrupole in term s ofnum ber

of random realizations of theoreticalm odels in M onte

Carlo M arkov Chains(M CM C)forwhich the extracted
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quadrupole islowerthan the observed value of123�K 2.

This is a frequentist statistic which cannot be directly

com pared to the one we de�ned here in the context of

Bayesian statistics. The frequentist approach leads to

lowernum bers(lessthan 1% ,com pared to 4% above)for

thespeci�cvalueofthequadrupoleobtained by W M AP,

but the probability islikely to be higherifouranalysis

procedurewasapplied tothedatagiven ourbroaderlike-

lihoodsand highervaluesofthe best�tted quadrupole.

The W M AP analysisdoesnotinclude the uncertainties

in theforeground subtractions,which should havean im -

portante�ectgiven theskewed natureoftheprobability

distributions: ifan errorestim ate of50�K 2 on C2 were

added tothem easuredvalueitwould lead toan increased

probability ofconcordance m odel. In orderto truly de-

couplethecosm icvarianceuncertaintyfortheerrorsaris-

ingfrom thegalacticcutand foregroundsonewould need

to infertheprobability distribution fora particularreal-

isation ofa0‘m s.Fora full-sky CM B observation with no

galactic contam ination,this would be a delta function;

galacticcutand largescale contam ination would spread

the probability over a �nite region. This distribution,

m arginalised to producep(ha22m im )would bethecorrect

quantity thatm ustbecom pared to theconcordantvalue

and the corresponding cosm ic variance. W ork on this

frontiscurrently in progress.

W hilethefrequentistapproach doesallow onetotesta

m odel(oraclassofm odels)independentofotherm odels,

itisstillnotfreeofassum ptions.Testing thequadrupole

on its own only m akes sense ifwe believe that there is

som ething specialaboutit,forexam plebecauseitissen-

sitiveto thephysicson thelargestscales,which m ay not

beprobed by lowerm ultipoles.Ifitisnotviewed asspe-

cial,butonly oneofthem any estim ated m ultipoles,then

the probability ofone ofthem being this low is signi�-

cantly higher.Thisistested in the frequentistapproach

with thegoodnessof�t(�2),which forW M AP doesnot

revealany particularanom alies. Unfortunately there is

no hope to resolvethese statisticalquestionscom pletely

with only one observed sky.

In �gure6 we plotthe contourplotsofparam eterson

the C2-C3 plane for the considered m odels. This shows

thatthe likelihoodsbetween C2 and C3 are only weakly

correlated,both for exact likelihood evaluation as well

asforthePCL approxim ation.In originalanalysisthere

wassom eevidenceforboth C2 and C3 being low,so that

the overallsigni�cance was between 2 � 3� (�gure 6).

Theevidencefordiscrepancy weakensbelow 2� with our

analysisand isconsistentam ong the fourcases.

W M AP team presentedfurtherevidenceofunusualna-

tureoflargescalecorrelationsusing thecorrelation func-

tion,which appears to vanish on angles above 60� [7].

Correlation functions are notoriously di�cult to inter-

pretdue to the correlated nature ofthe valuesatdi�er-

entangles,so one m ustbe carefulnotto over-interpret

such results.In �gure7 weshow thecorrelation function

analysisforthesecases,com pared totheoriginalW M AP

analysisand to theoreticalpredictionsof�C D M m odel.

FIG .4: This �gure shows the probability distributions for

thevalueofC2 asinferred forthevariouscom binationsofthe

selected channeland m ask and theo�cialW M AP likelihood

code.The upperpanelshowsthe norm alised probability dis-

tribution,whilethelowerpanelshowstheprobability relative

to the m ostlikely point.Note thatthe lowerpanel’svertical

axis is logarithm ic. Values ofother C ‘s were set to those of

the best�t�C D M m odel.

FIG .5: Cum ulative probability as a function of the true

value ofthe quadrupole (integrated from large values down-

wardsassum ing 0 < C2 < 2000�K
2
).
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FIG .6: . In this�gure we show the probability distribution

function on theC2-C3 planeforallconsidered possibilitiesand

the originalW M AP likelihood code.Contourscorrespond to

theone,two,threeand foursigm a assum ing top-hatpriorson

the plotted lim its(0 < C2 < 1500�K
2
,300 < C2 < 1800�K

2
).

The dashed circles correspond to the approxim ate values of

the concordantm odel.

W ealso show theresultforthe �C D M m odelwhereC 2

has been lowered to 150�K 2,keeping the other m ulti-

polesunchanged.Severalfeaturesareapparentfrom this

�gure.First,theoreticalpredictionsforlargescalecorre-

lation function arelargely driven by the quadrupoleand

lowering itsvalueto 150�K 2 bringsthecorrelation func-

tion into a signi�cantly better agreem ent with the ob-

servationsthan the unm odi�ed �C D M m odel. Second,

ourresultssigni�cantly m odify thepredicted correlation

function and thedeviationsfrom zero on largeanglesare

now m uch m ore evident,both in the positive direction

and in the negative direction at very large angles. To

investigate it further W M AP team introduced a statis-

FIG .7:This�gureshowstheautocorrelation function forall

considered cases,the �C D M m odelfavoured by the W M AP

data and the sam e m odelwith C2 setto 150�K
2
..

tic S =
R0:5

�1
[C (�)]2dcos�. This is a posterioristatistic

thatwasdesigned to m axim ise the e�ect,so itsstatisti-

calsigni�cance is di�cult to evaluate. W e �nd thatits

value increases from 1691 for W M AP analysis to 4197

(W K P0),5423 (V K P0),9086 (V K P2),7698 (W K P2)

and 5832(W K P2,dustm arginalization only).W hileits

value forstandard �C D M m odelis49625,reducing the

quadrupole to 150�K 2 changes this to 8178,below the

value we �nd in the case ofV K P2. W e conclude that

there is no obvious anom aly in the correlation function

beyond the factthatthe quadrupole islow and there is

noevidenceofthecorrelation function vanishingon large

angles.

IV . PA R A M ET ER EST IM A T IO N

In orderto assesthee�ectoftheexactlikelihood eval-

uationson theinferred cosm ologicalparam eterswehave

run the M arkov Chain M onte Carlo param eter estim a-

tionsusing the originalW M AP likelihood code and the

codem odi�ed tousetheexactcalculationsatlowestm ul-

tipoles. The totallikelihood wascalculated by evaluat-

ing the likelihood for the ‘ � 12 m ultipoles using the

exact m atrix inversion and adding the likelihood eval-

uated from the rem aining m ultipoles using the W M AP

likelihood code.Thepowerspectrum valuesforthem ul-

tipoles ‘ > 12 in the exact likelihood code were kept

at the W M AP PCL m ost likely m odelwhen calculat-

ing the covariance m atrix: this ensures that the like-

lihood is not \accounted for" twice. W e also neglect

the anti-correlation between ‘ = 12 and ‘ = 13 m odes

at the boundary. The evaluation of the exact likeli-

hood typically takes around a few seconds on a m od-

ern workstation and thisislessthan thetim eittakesto

evaluatea theoreticalCM B powerspectrum with CM B-

FAST [23]. Therefore,using the exact likelihood code
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does not slow down the M CM C param eter estim ation

signi�cantly. Each ofthe chains described below con-

tains 100,000-200,000 chain elem ents, the success rate

was oforder 30-60% ,correlation length 10-30 and the

e�ectivechain length oforder5,000-15,000.W euse8-24

chainsandin term sofG elm anand Rubin R̂-statistics[24]

we �nd the chainsare su�ciently converged and m ixed,

with R̂ < 1:01,com pared to recom m ended value R̂ < 1:2

orm ore conservative value R̂ < 1:1 adopted by W M AP

team [5].

The likelihood also uses the inform ation contained

in the polarization-tem perature (TE) cross-correlation

powerspectrum usingtheo�cialW M AP likelihood code,

which usessim ilarapproxim ationsastem peraturepower

spectrum and com pletely ignores correlations between

TT and TE powerspectra.W ecannotyetusetheexact

evaluationssince the polarization m apsare notpublicly

availableatthistim e.

W eran severalM CM Csusingacustom developed soft-

waredescribed in [25].W econsideronly atm odels.W e

begin with the sim plest5-param eterm odels

p = (�;!b;!cdm ;R ;
m ); (5)

where � isthe opticaldepth,!b = 
bh
2 isproportional

to the baryon to photon density ratio,!cdm = 
cdm h
2

is proportionalto the cold dark m atter to photon den-

sity ratio, 
m = 
cdm + 
b = 1 � 
� is the m atter

density today and R isthe am plitude ofcurvature per-

turbations at k = 0:05/M pc (we replace this param e-

ter with �8 in table 1). To reduce the degeneracies we

use !b, !cdm , angular diam eter distance � s, lnR and

lnR � � � 0:5log(!b + !cdm ) instead ofparam eters in

equation 5,adopting broad atpriorson them .M ostof

these priors are not im portant because the param eters

are welldeterm ined.The exception isopticaldepth,for

which we additionaly apply � < 0:3 on som eofM CM Cs

following W M AP team .

The sim ple 5-param eter m odelis su�cient to obtain

a good �t to the W M AP data. W e add CBI+ ACBAR

to the W M AP data [26, 27]and follow W M AP team

in denoting this dataset as W M APext. Second set of

M CM Cswe ran wasalso based on W M APextdata,but

with an expanded set ofparam eters which include pri-

m ordialslope ns,its running �s = dns=dlnk and ten-

sors (param etrised with r = T=S),adopting at priors

on theseparam eters.Addingthese3param etersonlyim -

proves�2 by 5,so they arenotreally needed to im prove

the �t to the data. Because ofthis we �nd signi�cant

degeneracies am ong m any ofthe param eters. The best

�tted valuesarenotnecessarilyverym eaningfuland they

could be signi�cantly inuenced by the assum ed priors,

but we can stillcom pare the changes between the new

and originalanalysis. Third set ofM CM Cs was based

on the com bined W M APext+ SDSS analysis[28],which

breakssom e ofthese degeneracies. LastsetofM CM Cs

wasbased on W M AP+ VSA [29],both with and without

SDSS.W e rem ove � < 0:3 constraintforthiscase. The

resultsareshown in tables1-2.

A . M atter density

In 5-param eter chains 
m is the param eter that

changesm ostby thenew analysis.Itsprobability distri-

bution from variousM CM Csisshown in �gure 8. This

param eter is not welldeterm ined from the CM B data,

sinceitonlyweaklya�ectsthepositionsofacousticpeaks

in a atuniverse.Thisleavestheintegrated Sachs-W olfe

e�ect on large scales as an im portant way to constrain


m : reducing 
m leads to a decay in the gravitational

potential,which increases the contribution to the large

scaleanisotropiesfrom thelineofsightintegration ofthe

tim ederivativeofgravitationalpotential.Increaseofthe

low m ultipolesby ouranalysis(�gure 8)thusrequiresa

lowervalue of
m to �t the data. This is m ore prom i-

nentforK P2,wherethebest�tvalueis
 m = 0:24
+ 0:07
�0:05 ,

than K P0 which gives 
m = 0:26+ 0:07
�0:06 ,but the latter

contains less area and its error distribution is slightly

broader.Lower
m valuesarealso preferred in the joint

W M APext+ SDSS analysis,butheretheSDSS data tend

to push theoverallvalueup to 
m = 0:27
+ 0:05
�0:03 .In these

8 param eterchainsthe W M AP �2 ishigherby about5

com pared to the W M AP withoutSDSS.Thusthere isa

bitofa tension between the SDSS data,favouring high


m and the W M AP data favouring low values ofthis

param eter, although the statisticalsigni�cance of this

tension is low. For low 
m = 0:24 the Hubble param -

eter is h = 0:75,stillin agreem ent with the HST key

project value ofh = 0:72 � 0:08 [30]. Ifwe elim inate

tensors from the analysis then we �nd 
 m = 0:30
+ 0:06
�0:05

forW M AP+ SDSS+ VSA com bination ofthe data. The

overallconclusion isthatvaluesof
m between 0.2 to 0.4

rem ain acceptableby thedata and thattheactualvalue

dependsstrongly on the choiceofparam eterspace.

B . R unning

Running has attracted a lot of attention ever since

W M AP team argued fora 2-� evidenceofnegativerun-

ning. W hen analyzing CM B data alone one �nds that

running is strongly correlated with the opticaldepth �.

Figure 10 shows an exam ple of this in W M AP+ VSA

M CM Cs. W e see that this particular com bination of

data prefers � > 0:3 and that such a high value ofop-

ticaldepth requires large negative running. A sim ilar

e�ecthasbeen noticed in W M AP+ CBIanalysis[31]and

W M AP+ VSA analysis[32]. W e �nd thatthe statistical

signi�canceofrunningisstronglya�ected bytheadopted

prioron �. In fact,when prioron � isrelaxed,the one-

dim ensionalm arginalised probability distribution seem

to prefer m odels with high values of� and large nega-

tive running. However,we note that this is the result

ofthe large posteriorprobability volum e in this region,

ratherthan a better�tto thedata.M oreover,such high

valuesofopticaldepth aredi�cultto reconcilewith the

hierarchicalm odelsofstructureform ation and would re-

quirealotofsm allscalepower,contrarytothee�ectofa
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analysis of5-param eters M CM Cs ofW M APext data and V
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resultsusing regular(old)W M AP analysisroutine.
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m ask in the fulllikelihood analysis.

negativerunning.Even m oreim portantly,a high optical

depth would lead to a largesignalin W M AP E E polar-

ization spectrum . To elim inate thisregion ofparam eter

space W M AP team adopted a prior� < 0:3 and we fol-

low thatform ostofourM CM Cs.However,onecan also

elim inate this region ofparam eter space by adding the

SDSS data,which do not favor the high opticaldepth

values(�gure10)and wegivean exam pleofthisin table

2.

In this paper we are m ore interested in how running

changesifweusetheexactlikelihood routineasopposed

s

ri
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FIG .10: Two dim ensionalcontours of68% and 95% prob-

ability in (�s;�)and (�s;zri) plane from W M AP+ VSA and

W M AP+ VSA+ SD SS data.

to theapproxim ateone.Theresulting valuesoftherun-

ning for variouscasesare given in tables 1-2. They are

signi�cantly a�ected by theexactlikelihood calculations.

This is expected from the analysis presented in previ-

ous section,where we have shown that the exact likeli-

hood analysis with foreground m arginalization leads to

an enhancem ent oflow ‘ m ultipoles and broadens the

shapeofthelikelihood distribution forquadrupoleto al-

low a higherlikelihood form odelswith lessnegativerun-

ning. Figure 9 showsthe M CM C generated probability

distributions for running �s using W M APext+ SDSS in

8-param eterm odels. Note that there is a strong corre-

lation between running and tensors in such a way that

forno tensorsthere islessevidence forrunning [25]. So

som eoftheevidenceforrunningin the8-param eteranal-

ysis(and in [33])isdriven sim ply by thelargeparam eter

space ofr > 0 m odels and should not be taken as an

evidenceofrunning on itsown.Even so we�nd thatthe

evidence for running, m arginally suggested by the old

analysis,largely goesaway in the new analysisand the

value ofrunning changesfrom -0.060 to -0.015 (V K P2,

fullm arginalization)or -0.032 (W K P2,dust m arginal-

ization only),with an errorof0.035.Thiscon�rm sthat

thesuggested evidenceforrunning reliescrucially on low

quadrupole and octupole [34],for which the statistical

analysisand foreground rem ovalareleastreliable.

This point was also noted in the recent analysis of

W M AP+ VSA data [32], where the W M AP likelihood

code was used and evidence in excess of 2-� for run-

ning was found,while rem oving ‘ < 10 inform ation re-

duced this evidence to lessthan 1-�. W hile one should

not sim ply rem ove the entire ‘ < 10 inform ation one

should use the exact calculations instead of approxi-

m ate ones if the answer depends on it. O ur results

forW M AP+ SDSS+ VSA analysisfor7-param eterm od-

els without tensors given in table 2 show that run-

ning isstrongly suppressed with the new analysis,�s =

� 0:022
+ 0:034
�0:032 , even without adopting any prior on the

opticaldepth.
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Asshown in table1thebest�tted valueoftheprim or-

dialslopens increasesappreciably aswell,although this

ism ostly aconsequenceofthechangein running.Thisis

clari�ed in �gure 11,which showsold and new contours

in (ns;�s)plane.Thereissom edegeneracy between the

two param eters,so thatm odels with low valuesofrun-

ning also require low slope. Since low valuesofrunning

are excluded by the new analysis this im plies that low

valuesoftheprim ordialslopearealso excluded,pushing

the averageslopeup.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaperwe have developed routinesto calculate

the exactlikelihood ofthe low resolution W M AP data.

W ehaveprojected outunwanted foreground com ponents

by adding the foreground tem plates to our covariance

m atrix with largevariance.Both ofthese m ethodshave

not been applied to W M AP data before and should

im prove upon the existing analyses. W e have tested

the robustness of our results by applying the m ethod

to m any di�erent com binations ofobserving frequency,

m ask,sm oothing and tem platesand found consistentre-

sults am ong these various cases. In particular,we �nd

consistent results if we m arginalize only over dust in

W channelasopposed to all3 foreground tem plates,if

we use tem platesexternalto W M AP instead ofW M AP

M EM tem plates,ifwe use K P0 instead ofK P2 m ask,if

weuseILC m apsinstead ofindividualV orW frequencies

orifweuseHealpix windowsinstead ofgaussian sm ooth-

ing. The two m ostim portantfeaturesofourprocedure

are thus m arginalization overdust and exact likelihood

analysis.

Im portant di�erences exist between our results and

previouswork.W e �nd highervaluesofthe lowestm ul-

tipoles,which is partly a consequence oftem plate sub-

traction m ethod used in W M AP analysis. This proce-

dure would certainly rem ove som e ofthe realpower,al-

though itisdi�cultto estim ate how m uch and the dif-

ferencescould also be just a statisticaluctuation. For

them axim um likelihood valueofthequadrupolewe�nd

valuesbetween the originalW M AP analysisand subse-

quentreanalysisby [12]. The di�erencesare within the

estim ated errorofthe foreground contam ination and we

arguethattheactualvalueisnotvery reliablegiven how

broad the likelihood is at the peak. M ore im portant is

the shape ofthe likelihood function, which we �nd to

bebroaderthan in theW M AP team provided likelihood

evaluation,which underestim atestheerrorscom pared to

our analysis. This lowers the statisticalsigni�cance of

the departure ofthe data from the concordant m odel.

W ithin a Bayesian contextand assum ing a atprioron

the distribution ofquadrupoles we �nd the probability

that a m odelexceeds the concordance m odelpredicted

quadrupole to be 10% . W e also do not �nd anything

particularly unusualin the correlation function and in

the jointquadrupole-octopoleanalysis.

W e com bine the fulllikelihood calculation with fore-

ground m arginalization atlow ‘with theoriginalW M AP

PCL analysisathigh ‘to generateM onteCarlo M arkov

Chains,whose distribution convergesto the probability

distribution oftheoreticalm odelsgiven thedata and as-

sum ed priors. The m ain e�ectofthe new analysisison

therunning ofthespectralindex,forwhich them arginal

2 sigm a evidence for�s < 0 presentin the originalanal-

ysisand in therecentanalysisofW M AP+ VSA [32](see

also [31])is reduced to below 1 sigm a. Using the exact

W M AP likelihood analysiswillbeessentialforattem pts

to determ ine the running ofthe spectralindex by com -

bining W M AP with eitherthe sm allscale CM B data or

with the upcom ing Ly-� forest analysis from SDSS.In

allofthesecasestheexactm ethod increasesthevalueof

the running by pushing up the CM B spectrum atlarge

scales.Anotherparam eterwhich issigni�cantly a�ected

is the m atter density 
m or,equivalently,the dark en-

ergy density 
�. W e �nd 
 m to be reduced by the new

analysis because ofthe added power at low m ultipoles,

which ism osteasily accounted forby an increasein ISW

contribution.

W e have shown that the e�ects ofthe im proved like-

lihood analysispresented here can be signi�cantforthe

determ ination of cosm ologicalparam eters. W e expect

the m ethods applied here willbe equally im portant for

the analysis ofpolarization data in W M AP,where the

foregroundsplay a m uch m oreim portantroleand where

a fulllikelihood analysis of joint tem perature and po-

larization data is necessary to extract the m axim um

am ountofinform ation.Currentanalysisoftem perature-

polarizationdataisratherunsatisfactory,sinceitisbased

on the cross-spectrum inform ation alone. W ithouthav-

ing access to the fullpolarization m aps we cannot im -

proveupon ithere.Thusthe resultsshown in tables1-2

should stillbe viewed asprelim inary regarding the opti-

caldepth,which isessentially determ ined by the polar-

ization data. Upcom ing W M AP 2-yearanalysis/release
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Table 1:m edian value,1� and 2� constraints on cosm ologicalparam eters forvarious M CM Csbased on W M A P data alone. 5p denotes

varying 5 basic cosm ologicalparam etersin M CM Cs,while 8p standsfor8 param eter chains.O ld standsforthe evaluation ofthe W M A P

likelihood using the currentW M A P provided software,V K P2 isour new exact likelihood evaluation analysis ofV m aps using K P2 m ask

and V K P0 isthe sam e forK P0 m ask.

5p old 5p V K P2 5p V K P0 8p old 8p V K P2

102!b 2:40
+ 0:06

� 0:06

+ 0:12

� 0:13
2:38

+ 0:06

� 0:07

+ 0:13

� 0:13
2:39

+ 0:06

� 0:06

+ 0:13

� 0:13
2:37

+ 0:17

� 0:16

+ 0:35

� 0:32
2:49

+ 0:19

� 0:17

+ 0:39

� 0:34


 m 0:29
+ 0:08

� 0:06

+ 0:16

� 0:11
0:24

+ 0:07

� 0:05

+ 0:15

� 0:10
0:26

+ 0:07

� 0:06

+ 0:16

� 0:11
0:20

+ 0:07

� 0:06

+ 0:16

� 0:10
0:15

+ 0:06

� 0:04

+ 0:13

� 0:07

!cdm 0:12
+ 0:017

� 0:017

+ 0:03

� 0:03
0:11

+ 0:016

� 0:016

+ 0:03

� 0:03
0:11

+ 0:017

� 0:016

+ 0:03

� 0:03
0:10

+ 0:017

� 0:017

+ 0:03

� 0:03
0:09

+ 0:016

� 0:015

+ 0:03

� 0:03

� 0:17
+ 0:04

� 0:04

+ 0:08

� 0:09
0:21

+ 0:04

� 0:04

+ 0:07

� 0:08
0:19

+ 0:04

� 0:04

+ 0:08

� 0:08
0:23

+ 0:05

� 0:08

+ 0:07

� 0:16
0:24

+ 0:05

� 0:08

+ 0:06

� 0:17

�8 0:94
+ 0:07

� 0:08

+ 0:13

� 0:17
0:90

+ 0:08

� 0:09

+ 0:15

� 0:19
0:92

+ 0:08

� 0:09

+ 0:15

� 0:19
0:81

+ 0:12

� 0:13

+ 0:25

� 0:26
0:75

+ 0:13

� 0:13

+ 0:24

� 0:25

h 0:72
+ 0:05

� 0:05

+ 0:10

� 0:08
0:75

+ 0:05

� 0:05

+ 0:11

� 0:09
0:73

+ 0:05

� 0:05

+ 0:11

� 0:09
0:78

+ 0:08

� 0:07

+ 0:19

� 0:13
0:87

+ 0:09

� 0:08

+ 0:19

� 0:15

T=S 0 0 0 < 0:76 (95% ) < 0:81 (95% )

ns 1 1 1 0:95
+ 0:07

� 0:07

+ 0:14

� 0:15
1:02

+ 0:07

� 0:07

+ 0:15

� 0:15

�s 0 0 0 � 0:08+ 0:05

� 0:06

+ 0:10

� 0:13
� 0:04+ 0:05

� 0:06

+ 0:10

� 0:13

Table 2:Sam e asTable 1 forW M A P+ SD SS (8-param eter M CM Cswith regular(old)or corrected (exact likelihood)analysis).The new

analysisuses V K P2 with fullm arginalization and W K P2 with dustm arginalization only.W e also give W M A P+ SD SS+ V SA

(7-param eters). Forthe latter case we do notim pose � < 0:3.

8p SD SS+ old 8p SD SS+ V K P2 8p SD SS+ W K P2 7p SD SS+ V SA + V K P2

102!b 2:40
+ 0:16

� 0:16

+ 0:32

� 0:30
2:48

+ 0:16

� 0:16

+ 0:30

� 0:31
2:47

+ 0:16

� 0:16

+ 0:31

� 0:30
2:34

+ 0:18

� 0:15

+ 0:52

� 0:28


 m 0:31
+ 0:06

� 0:05

+ 0:13

� 0:08
0:27

+ 0:05

� 0:03

+ 0:11

� 0:06
0:28

+ 0:05

� 0:04

+ 0:11

� 0:07
0:30

+ 0:06

� 0:05

+ 0:12

� 0:10

!cdm 0:128
+ 0:009

� 0:008

+ 0:019

� 0:016
0:121

+ 0:008

� 0:007

+ 0:017

� 0:014
0:123

+ 0:008

� 0:007

+ 0:017

� 0:014
0:123

+ 0:008

� 0:008

+ 0:017

� 0:018

� 0:20
+ 0:07

� 0:08

+ 0:09

� 0:14
0:20

+ 0:07

� 0:08

+ 0:09

� 0:14
0:20

+ 0:07

� 0:08

+ 0:09

� 0:14
0:19

+ 0:11

� 0:08

+ 0:26

� 0:13

�8 0:98
+ 0:08

� 0:09

+ 0:16

� 0:16
0:97

+ 0:09

� 0:09

+ 0:16

� 0:16
0:97

+ 0:09

� 0:09

+ 0:16

� 0:16
0:93

+ 0:12

� 0:08

+ 0:29

� 0:13

h 0:70
+ 0:05

� 0:05

+ 0:09

� 0:09
0:73

+ 0:04

� 0:04

+ 0:08

� 0:09
0:73

+ 0:04

� 0:04

+ 0:08

� 0:09
0:70

+ 0:05

� 0:05

+ 0:14

� 0:08

T=S < 0:46 (95% ) < 0:46 (95% ) < 0:47 (95% ) 0

ns 0:97
+ 0:06

� 0:06

+ 0:11

� 0:12
1:01

+ 0:05

� 0:06

+ 0:10

� 0:11
1:02

+ 0:05

� 0:06

+ 0:10

� 0:11
0:97

+ 0:06

� 0:06

+ 0:16

� 0:11

�s � 0:060+ 0:038

� 0:039

+ 0:074

� 0:083
� 0:015+ 0:036

� 0:037

+ 0:072

� 0:080
� 0:032+ 0:036

� 0:038

+ 0:072

� 0:080
� 0:022+ 0:034

� 0:032

+ 0:069

� 0:062

ofpolarization data should elucidate the current situa-

tion.The code developed here willbe m ade availableto

the com m unity atcosmas.org.

A C K N O W LED G EM EN T S

W e thank W M AP for the wonderfuldata they pro-

duced and m ade available through the LAM BDA web

site. O ur M CM C sim ulations were run on a Beowulf

cluster at Princeton University, supported in part by

NSF grantAST-0216105.US thanksO .Dore,C.Hirata,

P.M cDonald and D.Spergelforusefuldiscussions. US

issupported by Packard Foundation,Sloan Foundation,

NASA NAG 5-1993 and NSF CAREER-0132953.



12

[1]C. L. Bennett, M . Halpern, G . Hinshaw, N. Jarosik,

A.K ogut,M .Lim on,S.S.M eyer,L.Page,D .N.Spergel,

G .S.Tucker,etal.,ApJS 148,1 (2003).

[2]E.Hivon,K .M .G �orski,C.B.Netter�eld,B.P.Crill,

S.Prunet,and F.Hansen,ApJ 567,2 (2002).

[3]M .Tegm ark,Phys.Rev.D 55,5895 (1997).

[4]J.R.Bond,A.H.Ja�e,and L.K nox,ApJ533,19(2000).

[5]L.Verde,H.V.Peiris,D .N.Spergel,M .R.Nolta,C.L.

Bennett,M .Halpern,G .Hinshaw,N.Jarosik,A.K ogut,

M .Lim on,etal.,ApJS 148,195 (2003).

[6]G . Efstathiou (2003), M NRAS accepted, astro-

ph/0307515.

[7]D . N. Spergel, L. Verde, H. V. Peiris, E. K om atsu,

M .R.Nolta,C.L.Bennett,M .Halpern,G .Hinshaw,

N.Jarosik,A.K ogut,etal.,ApJS 148,175 (2003).

[8]G .Efstathiou,M NRAS 346,L26 (2003).

[9]C.R.Contaldi, M .Peloso, L.K ofm an, and A.Linde,

Journal of Cosm ology and Astro-Particle Physics 7, 2

(2003).

[10]J.M .Cline,P.Crotty,and J.Lesgourgues,Journalof

Cosm ology and Astro-Particle Physics9,10 (2003).

[11]B.Fengand X.Zhang,PhysicsLettersB 570,145(2003).

[12]G .Efstathiou,M NRAS 348,885 (2004).

[13]C. L. Bennett, R. S. Hill, G . Hinshaw, M . R. Nolta,

N.O degard,L.Page,D .N.Spergel,J.L.W eiland,E.L.

W right,M .Halpern,etal.,ApJS 148,97 (2003).

[14]C. G . T. Haslam , H.Sto�el, C. J. Salter, and W . E.

W ilson,A& AS 47,1 (1982).

[15]D .P.Finkbeiner,ApJS 146,407 (2003).

[16]D .J.Schlegel,D .P.Finkbeiner,and M .D avis,ApJ 500,

525 (1998).

[17]M .Tegm ark,A.de O liveira-Costa,and A.J.Ham ilton,

Phys.Rev.D 68,123523 (2003).

[18]H.K .Eriksen,A.J.Banday,K .M .G orski,and P.B.

Lilje (2004),apJ,subm itted,astro-ph/0403098.

[19]J.R.Bond,A.H.Ja�e,and L.K nox,Phys.Rev.D 57,

2117 (1998).

[20]G .B.Rybickiand W .H.Press,ApJ 398,169 (1992).

[21]K .M .G �orski,A.J.Banday,E.Hivon,and B.D .W an-

delt,in ASP Conf.Ser.281:Astronom icalData Analysis

Software and System s XI (2002),pp.107{+ .

[22]G .Hinshaw,D .N.Spergel,L.Verde,R.S.Hill,S.S.

M eyer,C.Barnes,C.L.Bennett,M .Halpern,N.Jarosik,

A.K ogut,etal.,ApJS 148,135 (2003).

[23]U.Seljak and M .Zaldarriaga,ApJ 469,437+ (1996).

[24]A.G elm an and D .Rubin (1992).

[25]U.Seljak,P.M cD onald,and A.M akarov,M NRAS 342,

L79 (2003).

[26]B.S.M ason,T.J.Pearson,A.C.S.Readhead,M .C.

Shepherd, J. L. Sievers, P. S. Udom prasert, J. K .

Cartwright,A.J.Farm er,S.Padin,S.T.M yers,et al.

(2002),eprintarXiv:astro-ph/0205384.

[27]C. L. K uo, P. A. R. Ade, J. J. Bock, C. Cantalupo,

M . D . D aub, J. G oldstein, W . L. Holzapfel, A. E.

Lange, M . Lueker, M . Newcom b, et al. (2002), eprint

arXiv:astro-ph/0212289.

[28]M . Tegm ark, M . Blanton, M . Strauss, F. Hoyle,

D . Schlegel, R. Scoccim arro, M . Vogeley, D . W ein-

berg,I.Zehavi,A.Berlind,et al.,ArXiv e-print astro-

ph/0310725 (2003).

[29]C.D ickinson,R.A.Battye,K .Cleary,R.D .D avies,R.J.

D avis,R.G enova-Santos,K .G rainge,C.M .G utierrez,

Y.A.Hafez,M .P.Hobson,et al.,ArXiv Astrophysics

e-prints(2004),astro-ph/0402498.

[30]W .L.Freedm an,B.F.M adore,B.K .G ibson,L.Fer-

rarese,D .D .K elson,S.Sakai,J.R.M ould,R.C.K en-

nicutt,H.C.Ford,J.A.G raham ,et al.,ApJ 553,47

(2001).

[31]A.C.S.Readhead,B.S.M ason,C.R.Contaldi,T.J.

Pearson,J.R.Bond,S.T.M yers,S.Padin,J.L.Sievers,

J.K .Cartwright,M .C.Shepherd,et al.,ArXiv Astro-

physicse-prints(2004),astro-ph/0402359.

[32]R.Rebolo,R.A.Battye,P.Carreira,K .Cleary,R.D .

D avies, R. J. D avis, C. D ickinson, R. G enova-Santos,

K .G rainge,C.M .G utirrez,et al.,ArXiv Astrophysics

e-prints(2004),astro-ph/0402466.

[33]H.V.Peiris,E.K om atsu,L.Verde,D .N.Spergel,C.L.

Bennett,M .Halpern,G .Hinshaw,N.Jarosik,A.K ogut,

M .Lim on,etal.,ApJS 148,213 (2003).

[34]S.L.Bridle,A.M .Lewis,J.W eller,and G .Efstathiou,

M NRAS 342,L72 (2003).


