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Itiswellknown thatgeneralrelativity isa localm etricaltheory and therefore

thecorresponding�eld equationsdo not�x theglobaltopology ofspacetim e.a This

freedom hasfuelled a greatdealofinterestin thepossibility thattheuniversem ay

possessspatialsectionswith non-trivialtopology (see forexam pleRefs.1 and 2).

An im m ediate observationalconsequence of a nontrivialtopology (m ultiple-

connectedness) of the 3-space M is that the sky m ay show m ultiple im ages of

radiating sources. W e are assum ing here and in what follow that the universe

hasa detectable (nontrivial)topology (fordetailson thispointseeRef.3).

However,the direct identi�cation ofm ultiple im ages is a form idable observa-

tionaltask to carry out because it involves a num ber ofproblem s. This has m o-

tivated the developm ent ofm ethods in which the cosm ic im ages are statistically

treated in the search for a sign ofa possible nontrivialtopology ofthe universe.

In a universe with nontrivialtopology the 3{D positions ofthe m ultiple im ages

are correlated,and these correlations can be couched in term s ofpair-separation

correlations. The �rststatisticalm ethod (cosm ic crystallography)looks for these

correlationsby using pairseparationshistogram s(PSH).4 Butthe only signi�cant

(m easurable) sign ofa nontrivialtopology in PSH’s was shown to be spikes,and

they can be used m erely to reveala possible nontrivialtopology ofuniversesthat

adm itCli�ord translations(fordetailssee,e.g.Ref.5).

The determ ination of the positions of cosm ic sources, however, involves in-

evitableuncertainties,som eofwhich havebeen discussed by Lehoucq etal..6 Here

we briey report our results concerning the sensitivity of the topologicalspikes

in the presence ofthe uncertainties in the positions ofsources,which arise from

uncertaintiesin the valuesofthedensity param eters.

Forbrevity,weshallconsideronly atuniverses(
m 0 + 
�0 = 1),buta sim ilar

aBy topology ofthe universe we m ean the topology ofthe space-like section M .
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analysis can be carried out for sphericaluniverses, with qualitatively the sam e

results.7 The redshift-distancerelation forthe atcasereads

r(z;
m 0)=
c

H 0

Z 1+ z

1

�

(x
3
� 1)
m 0 + 1

�� 1=2
dx : (1)

Considernow two cosm icsourcesatdistancesr1 and r2 from the observerO ,with

theirlinesofsightform ing an angle�.Thelaw ofcosinesgivesthe pair-separation

s= d2 ofthese objects

s= r
2

1 + r
2

2 � 2r1r2 cos� (r1 � r2): (2)

The uncertainty in s which arisesfrom the uncertaintiesin 
m 0 is

�s=
ds

d
m 0

�
 m 0 = 2

�

(r1 � r2 cos�)
@r1

@
m 0

+ (r2 � r1 cos�)
@r2

@
m 0

�

�
 m 0 : (3)

Fora �xed pairseparation s the uncertainties�s (1) and �s (2) at,respectively,

r1 and r2 aresuch thatj�s
(2)j� j�s (1)j.Forr1 = r2 = r therelativeerror� is

�s

s
= 2��
 m 0 with �(z;
m 0)=

@lnr

@
m 0

: (4)

Figure 1 shows the behaviour ofthe relative errorfor di�erent values of
 m 0. It
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Figure 1. Curvesofj�jversusz fordi� erent
m 0.

m akesapparentthattheerrorj�jgrowswith zand islowerin universeswith sm aller


�0. The sm allest values for the errorj�jcorrespond to is for Einstein de{Sitter

m odel(
�0 = 0.Thesecurvesalso suggestj�jisupperbounded,and in fact,itcan

be shown thatlim z! 1
@�

@z
= 0.

From (1)and (4)itisclearthattheerrorj�jin thedeterm ination ofthepositions

growswith r.In practice(realworld)equalseparationss ofcorrelated pairs(used

in PSH)change. Thiscan have basically the following e�ects: (i)spread the pair

separationsenough to destroy thespikes;(ii)spread thepairseparationsand m ove

the spikes,withoutdestroying them . These possibilitiesdepend on both the error

and also on the bin size.A suitable com prom isebetween these variables(errorj�j

and bin size �s= 4s2
m ax

=m )can,however,be found.7
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Figure 2. PSH’s � (s) ofa  at universe,whose corresponding topology is a cubic torus,

for‘exact’(left)and ‘approxim ate’values(right)valuesofdensity param eters.

Figure 2 exhibits two PSH cubic torus ofside L = 2
p
2=5 for ‘exact’values

ofdensity param eters 

(e)

m 0
= 0:3;


(e)

�0
= 0:7 (left) and for ‘approxim ate’values


m 0 = 0:28;
�0 = 0:72 (right). The bin size �s is �xed by sm ax = 0:8 and

m = 300. A close inspection ofthis �gures m akes clear that,for a �xed suitable

bin size,when oneconsidersuncertaintiesin the density param eters:(i)the spikes

are preserved but the am plitudes ofthe spikes decrease (this e�ect is clearer for

large valuesofthe pair-separation,forwhich the errorsare larger);(ii)the spikes

are spread (consistent with the decreasing oftheir am plitudes) and m oves to the

right. In brief,the uncertaintiesin the density param etersbreak the degeneracies

in pairseparationsdue to translations,and putlim itson the bin size �s ofPSH’s:

ithasto bechosen largeenough fornotto resolvepairseparationsdi�erencesthat

arisesfrom these uncertainties,butsm allenough notto include uncorrelated pair

separations. However,it is alwayspossible to conveniently choose the bin size so

thatthe spikesarerobustwith respectto uncertaintiesin the density param eter.7

To close this work,we m ention that in the collected correlated pairs (CCP)

m ethod8 an indicatorofa detectable nontrivialtopology ofthe spatialsection M

ofthe universeisthe CCP index

R � =
N �

P � 1
; (5)

where N � = C ardfi : � i � �g, and � > 0 is a param eter that dealwith the

uncertainties in the determ ination ofthe pairs separations. As in the PSH case,

the CCP m ethod also rely on the knowledge ofthe 3-D positions ofthe cosm ic

sources,which again involve uncertainties. Therefore,the sensitivity ofthe CCP

index in the presence ofthe uncertainties in the positions ofthe sources,which

arisefrom uncertaintiesthedensity param eters,can sim ilarly bem adeand isunder

developm ent.7
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