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ABSTRACT

W e m easure the power soectrum , Pr (k;z), of the tranan itted ux in the Ly for-
est using 3035 high redshift quasar spectra from the Sloan D igital Sky Survey. This
sam ple is alm ost two orders of m agnitude larger than any previously available data set,
yielding statistical errors of 0:6% and 0:005 on, respectively, the overall am pli-
tude and logarithm ic slope ofPr (k;z). T his unprecedented statistical power requires a
correspondingly carefiil analysis of the data and of possible system atic contam inations
In it. For this purpose we reanalyze the raw spectra to m ake use of inform ation not
preserved by the standard pipeline. W e Investigate the details of the noise in the data,
resolution of the spectrograph, sky subtraction, quasar continuum , and m etal absorp—
tion. We nd that background sources such as m etals contrdbute signi cantly to the
total power and have to be subtracted properly. W e also nd clear evidence for SiTTT
correlations w ith the Ly forest and suggest a sin ple m odel to account for this con—
tribution to the power. W hile i is lkely that our new ly developed analysis technigque
does not elim nate all system atic errors In the Pr (k;z) m easurem ent below the level of
the statistical errors, our tests indicate that any residual system atics in the analysis are
unlikely to a ect the inference of coam ological param eters from Pr (k;z). These results
should provide an essential ingredient for all future attem pts to constrain m odeling of
structure form ation, cosm ological param eters, and theories for the origin of prim ordial

uctuations.
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1. Introduction

A though the Ly frest was discovered m any decades ago (Lynds 1971), it has only recently
em erged as one of the prin e tracers of the large scale structure in the Universe. T he high resolution
m easurem ents using the Keck H IRE S spectrograph (Vogt et al. 1994) have been largely reproduced
using hydrodynam icalsin ulations (Cen et al. 1994; Zhang et al. 1995; Hemquist et al. 1996; T heuns
et al. 1998) and sam fanalytical m odels Gnedin & Hui 1998). The picture that has em erged
from these studies is one in which the neutral gas responsible for the absorption is In a relatively
low density, an ooth environm ent, which inplies a sin ple connection between the gas and the
underlying dark m atter. T he neutral fraction of the gas is determm Ined by the Interplay between
the recom bination rate Wwhich depends on the tem perature of the gas) and ionization caused by
ulraviolet photons. Photoionization heating and expansion cooling cause the gas density and
tem perature to be tightly related, except where m ild shocks heat up the gas. T his leads to a tight
relation between the absorption and the gas density. Finally, the gas densiy is closely related to
the dark m atter density on large scales, whik on an all scales the e ects of themm al broadening
and Jeans sm oothing m ust be included. In the sin plest picture describbed here, all of the physics
Ingredients are know n and can bem odeled. T he fact that one can trace the uctuationsover a range
of redshifts 2 . z . 6 using ground based spectrographs) and over a range of scales, which are
typically am aller than the scales of other tracers, is the m ain strength of thism ethod. It becom es
particularly powerful when com bined w ith cosm ic m icrow ave background (CM B) anisotropies or
other tracers that are sensitive to larger scales. Such a com bination is sensitive to the shape of the
prin ordialspectrum of uctuations, which is one ofthe few observationally accessible probes ofthe
early universe. T hese cbservations are therefore directly testing the m odels of the early universe
such asin ation.

Ly forest observations and constraints on coan ology have been explored by several groups in
the past. M ost of the analyses focused on the power spectrum , Pr (k), of the uctuations in the
Ly Drest ux,

r()=expl ()Fhkexp( )i 1; 1)

where  is the optical depth to Ly absorption. The st such work was by C roft et al. (1998),
followed by M D onald et al. (2000), C roft et al. (2002), and KIn et al. (2003). T hese groups were
lin ted to a few dozen spectra at m ost. Recent theoretical analyses, iIn addition to above, have
been perform ed by Gnedin & Ham ilton (2002), Zaldarriaga et al. (2001), and Selpk et al. (2003).
In the latter two of these papers the degeneracy betw een the am plitude and slope of the prin ordial
power spectrum and the nomn alization of the optical depth-density relation [n ost sensitive to the
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Intensity of UV badkground, and typically param etrized in tem s of the m ean tranam itted ux
fraction, F hexp ( )i] was em phasized, which lads to a signi cant expansion of the allowed
range of coam ological param eters relative to what one would have Inferred from the errors on the

ux power soectrum alone. Selpk et al. (2003) have shown that the current Ly forest constraints
are consistent w ith the CDM m odel favored by recent CM B data, testing it in a regin e of redshift
and length scale not probed by other m easuram ents, but that within the CDM fram ework they
do not add m uch leverage on param eter values beyond that a orded by the CM B data alone.

An In portant practical im plication of the theoretical breakthroughs of the 1990s is that large
scale structure in the Ly forest can be e ectively studied w ith m oderate resolition spectra. O nce
the spectrum ism odeled asa continuousphenom enon rather than a collection ofdiscrete lines, there
is no need to resolve every feature. Som e of the studies cited above use high resolution ( 0:08A)
spectra, som e use m oderate resolution ( 1 3A) spectra, and som e use a m ix of the two.

Thegoalofthispaperisto present a new m easurem ent oftheLy forest power soectrum ,based
on 3000 Sloan D igital Sky Survey (SD SS; York et al. (2000)) spectra that probethe Ly forestat
aresolution R 2000 ( 2:5A FW HM ).This sam ple isalm ost two orders ofm agnitude larger than
anything that was availabl before. A s such it greatly increases the statistical power of the Ly
forest, m aking i com parable to the CM B from W M AP.At the sam e tin e, the required tolerance
of system atic errors also Increases by the sam e am ount. This requires a careful investigation of
all of the sources of system atic errors, and a large portion of this paper is devoted to the issue of
possible system atics in the data and their in uence on the param eters of interest. W e also discuss
how the analysiswe perform and resultswe obtain di er from what can be done using the standard
spectral pipeline outputs in the public SD SS data. In part because of the practicalities of work in
a large, m ulti-nstitutional collaboration, and In part because of the in portance of cbtaining an
accurate m easurem ent w ith well understood statistical and system atic errors, the Ly forest power
soectrum has been pursued by two ndependent groups w ithin the SD SS, one led by P.M D onald
and U . Selpk, and the otherby L.Huiand A .Lidz. Them ethods em ployed are di erent and have
been developed independently. R esults of the altemative analysis w illbe presented elsew here Hui
et al, In preparation).

W e only present the observationalm easurem ent ofthe SD SS Ly forest power sgoectrum in the
current paper. Independent of any theoretical interpretation, this basic result should be robust on
the scales forwhich we give results, 0:0013 (km s l) 1< k< 002 (km s l) l,wherek 2 = if
isthewavelength ofa Fourierm ode (hot to be confiised w ith spectralw avelength), herem easured in
km s ' (ote that throughout the paperwe frequently use velocity In place of observed wavelength,
w ith the understanding that all that enters into our calculations are velocity di erences between
pixels of m easured spectra, de nedby v=c Ih( ) { we do not measure power on scals large
enough for the im perfections In this expression to becom e relevant). The choice of k—range is
determ ined by the continuum  uctuations on the low end and spectral resolution at the high end.
W e note also that the useful range is lm ited not only by these uncertainties, which are related
to the data analysis, but also by the uncertainties n the theoretical m odeling and/or additional
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astrophysicale ects. W e w ill address these latter issues in m ore detail In a ssparate publication.
However, we do not com plktely decouple the theory from the data analysis. For exam ple, when
discussing the in portance of system atic errors it is usefill to understand how they would a ect
coam ological results like the slope and am plitude of the m atter power soectrum , so much of our
discussion of system atics is devoted to this issue.

Thecomm on usage oftheterm Ly forestistodescrbbethely absorption by neutralhydrogen
In the relatively low density bulk ofthe IGM . In thispaperwe include dam ped-Ly system s O LA s)
In thede nition ofthe \forest", so it ncludesallH ILy absorption. W e could try to rem ove DLA s
beforem easuring Pr (K;z), because they arem ore di cul to sim ulate than the lower optical depth
absorption; however, we believe the advantage of ram oval is illusory. If the D LA s were located
random 7 w ithin the IGM (W hich they certainly are not com plktely), it would be sin ple to include
them in the theory using their known colum n density distribution. Ifthey are not located random ly,
the regions obscured by D LA s in the spectra are special, so the e ect of ram oving the D LA s still
m ust be understood using sim ulations. W e lkave the handling ofthe e ects of D LA s as a problem
for the theory, which we w ill address elsew here.

Absorption by m etals is also di cul to sin ulate accurately, so we would like to rem ove this
contribbution to Pr (k;z). This is relatively easy to do for transitions w ith wavelength & 1300
A, but i is basically in possibl for transitions w ith . , because the m etal features always
appear m ixed with HI-Ly . W e w ill subtract the power m easured in the rest wavelength range
1268 A < s < 1380 A from our m easuram ent of the power in the forest, which rem oves the
e ect of transitions w ith longer w avelength, but we leave shorter wavelength transitions as part of
the forest. The only signi cant contam inant of this kind that we can identify is SiTTT absorption
at 120650A , and we develop a sin ple and e ective way to acoount for this in the theory. W e refer
to our nalbackground-subtracted power spectrum as Pr k;z), and use P ; , k;z) for the raw
powerm easured in the interval ; < g < 2. W e are using the range 1041 A < g < 1185 A
forthe Ly frest.

T he outline of this paper is as follows. In %2, we describe the selection of our data set and
the preparation of spectra for the m easurem ent of Pr (k;z). In X3 we describe the m ethod used to
m easure the power soectrum and estin ate the error bars, test the procedure, and give the basic
results. W e perform consistency checks on the resuls and discuss system atic errors in x4, which is
followed by a brief recipe for using our resuls in x5, and conclisions in x6.

2. D ata Selection and P reparation

W e describe the sam ple of quasar spectra that we use in x21. In X2 2 we explain how we
rem ove broad absorption lne BAL) quasars from the sampl. In xX2.3 we explain how we com bine
spectra from di erent exposures for the sam e quasar and use the di erences between exposures to
understand the noise in the data. W e discuss the resolution of the spectra In 2 4. Finally, in x2.5
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we describe how we divide each spectrum by an estin ate of the quasar continuum , the expected
m ean absorption level n the spectrum , and a spectral calbration vector (see below ), to produce
the vectors of transam ission— uctuation estim ates, ¢, or each quasar, from which we willm easure
Pr k;2z).

2.1. SDSS Observations and Sam ple Selection

The Sloan D igital Sky Survey (York et al. 2000) uses a drift-scanning in aging cam era (G unn
et al. 1998) and a 640 Dber doubl spectrograph on a dedicated 2.5 m telescope. It is an ongoing
survey to im age 10,000 sq. deg. of the sky In the SD SS ugriz AB m agnitude system Eukugia
et al. 1996; Stoughton et al. 2002) and to obtain spectra or 10° galaxiesand 10° quasars. The
astrom etric calbration is good to better than 0Y1 m s per coordinate @ ir et al 2003), and the
photom etric calbration is accurate to 3% orbetter (H ogg et al. 2001; Sm ih et al. 2002). The data
sam ple used in this paper was com piled in Summ er 2002 and is a com bination of data releases one
(Abazajan et al. 2003) and two (A bazajan et al. 2004).

About 13% of the spectroscopic survey targets are quasar candidates selected based on their
colors R ichardsetal.2002). Them agnitude lin i forUV -excessob gctsisi= 19:1,whik additional
high-redshift candidates (z > 3) are targeted to 1= 202. F bers are allocated according to a tiling
algorithm @B lanton et al. 2003), wih the galaxy sam pl and the quasar sam pl being the top
priorities. The rem aining 8% of bers serve for calbration purposes.

SD SS spectra are cbtained using plates holding 640 bers, each of which subtends 3° on the
sky; the spectra cover 3800 9200A . The pixelw idth is a slow Iy varying function of wavelength,
but is typically 70km s ®. T he resolution also varies, but is typically also  70km s ! m's (ie.,
the resolution is 1800 < R < 2100 and there are 24 pixels per FW HM resolution elem ent).
A 1l quasars have m ultiple spectra, usually taken one after the other (tin escales of a fraction of an
hour), so the quasar variability can be ignored (in the opposite case i would act as an additional
source of noise). The coadded spectra in the o cial SD SS relkase use local spline Interpolation
onto a uniform grid of pixels of width log;,( ) = 0:0001, and do not guarantee the noise to be
unoorrelated. W e therefore redo this step starting from the individualexposures. T his is discussed
in m ore detailbelow . Spectral ux errorsperpixelin m ost casesareaboutl 10 Y ergs ' an 2
A '. Redshifts are autom atically assigned by the SD SS spectral classi cation algorithm , which is
based on ? tting of tem plates to each spectrum (Schlegelet al., in preparation).

W e lin it ourselves to quasars w ith redshift z; > 2:33 when m easuring the power In the Ly
forest region of spectra, so that each spectrum containsa signi cant stretch ofthe Ly forest above
the detectorcuto at 3800A (W hich correspondsto Ly absorption atz= 2:12). W eussthesamplk
com piled in Summ er 2002, cut down to 3035 spectra by elin inating som e plates of questionable
quality, som e spectra wheretwo di erent redshift estim ation codes disagree, and som e BA L quasars
(see below ) . Figure 1 show s the redshift distribution ofthe data. T he dashed, red histogram show s
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Fig.1 | T he distrdbution ofthe spectralpixelsused to probetheLy forest (pblack, solid histogram ;
scale on lkeft axis), and the redshift distrdbution of our prin ary sam ple of 3035 quasars (red, dotted
histogram ; right axis). Note the gap at z 271 In the quasar redshift distribbution, caused by a
class of stars being Indistinguishable from quasars in the SD SS photom etry R ichards et al. 2002).
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the distrbution of quasar redshifts. T he solid, black histogram show s the distribution of pixels in
the range 1041 < & < 1185A . Note that there is a gap in the quasar redshifts around z 277,
w hich isdue to the stellar locus crossing the quasar locus in the 5-color SD SS photom etry R ichards
et al. 2002). Figure 2 shows an exam pl SD SS spectrum ofa z = 3:7 quasar. This spectrum is
unusual in that m ost have lIower S/N, and m ost quasars are at lower redshift.

W e enploy an additional sam ple of 8000 spectra w ith zy < 2:3, so that we can study the
full observed wavelength range, 3800 A . . 9200 A, outside the confusion ofthe Ly forest.As
we discuss In x34, we com pute a non-negligble background power tem (probably m ostly m etal
absorption), by m easuring the power In the wavelength range 1268 A < 4 < 1380 A .Ushgonly
the prin ary sam pl, we would not be abl to com pute this term for cbserved wavelengths below

4400 A .

W e ram ove severalw avelength regions from our analysis because of calbration problem s: <
3800A,5575A < < 5583A,5888A < < 5894A,629 A < < 6308A,and6862A < < 6871
A (the last two have no direct e ect on the results we present). M ost of these problem s are due to
strong sky lines.

22. BAL Rem oval

Our sam ple was Initially exam ined by eye, and the m ost extrem e broad absorption line BAL)
quasars were ram oved (see Hall et al. (2002) for a discussion of BALs). W hen we rst m easured
the background power In the region 1409 < g < 15237, we found that the m ost extrem e
outliers n power were still obvious BA Ls (this was not true of the Ly forest region). To test
the in portance of these system sto our Ly forest power m easurem ent, we rem oved a further 147
quasars using the follow ing autom ated m ethod: Each spectrum is an oothed by a G aussian w ith
m s width 280km s !. The continuum w ithin the region 1420 < g < 15357 is rede ned by
dividing by them ean ux-to-continuum ratio in the region. A quasar is identi ed asa BAL quasar
if the region 1420 < & < 1535A contains a 2000km s ! Iong continuous set of pixels that all
fallm ore than 20% above or below our estim ated continuum We nitially identi ed wide regions
wih ux above the continuum out of sim ple curiosity, but found that these are In practice alm ost
always ocbvious BA L quasars where the continuum has been biased low by the BAL feature). W e
terate the continuum rede nition tw ice, com puting the new m ean after throw ing out pixels m ore
than 20% below the previousm ean, but thism akes alm ost no di erence to the resuls. N ote that
the 280km s * sm oothing was applied to allow easier identi cation of BALs in noisy spectra. A s
we show below, this BAL cut m akes essentially no di erence to our Pr (;z) result, although it
does have a noticeabl e ect on the powerm easurem ent In the region 1409 < o < 1523A.
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Fi. 2.| Exam ple spectrum ofa z = 3:7 quasar w ith unusually high S/N . T he regions we use to
m easure the Ly fPrest power and background power are Indicated by vertical dotted lines, along
w ith a coupl of altermate regions that we w ill discuss (note that the background and Ly forest
cbserved in the sam e quasar spectrum correspond to di erent redshifts).
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2.3. Combining Exposures and C alibrating the N oise

SD SS obtains multiple (at least 3) exposures for each quasar. W e combine the ndividual
exposure spectra to produce a singlke spectrum , using a nearest-grid-point m ethod that produces
uncorrelated noise and a reasonably wellde ned sam pling w indow . For each pixel we record es—
tim ates of wavelength, quasar ux, resolution, sky ux, read-noise, and two di erent total noise
estin ates. The rst noise estimate, which we will call simply , (p for pipeline), is com puted
using the error array given for the exposure spectra by the spectral reduction pipeline. T he second
noise estim ate, which we call . (c for com ponent), is com puted by sum m ing the read-noise and
the noise In plied by estin ates of the num ber of photons corresponding to the quasar ux and sky

ux. The two noise estim ates generally do not agree, but this is not a problem for us because
we ultin ately recalbrate the noise (ext). Finally, we record 2= for each pixel, com puted by
treating the determm ination of the combined ux value for each pixelas a one param eter t to the
m easurem ents given by the di erent exposures. E xam ples ofthem ore in portant of these quantities
In Ly fPrest regions are shown in Figure 3. For com parison to the sky and quasar ux levels, we
have converted the G aussian read-noise into the ux of photons that would contrlbbute the sam e
noise variance. Several elem ents of F igure 3 (eg., the estin ation of the quasar continuum and )
w illbe described later in this paper.

T he noise estin ate from the standard SD SS pipeline is only approxin ate. The accuracy of
the noise estin ate required for our purpose ism uch higher than anticipated when the pipeline was
developed. For this reason we use the di erences between singleexposure soectra for the same
quasar to determm ne the noise properties of the data. W e construct di erence spectra by com bining
the ux-calbrated exposuresw ith altemating sign for each exposure, ie., we use exactly the sam e
procedure that we nom ally use to produce com bined spectra from the exposures, except halfofthe
exposures are subtracted instead of added, so the m ean resul is zero (We drop the last exposure
when there are an odd number { this is not the m ost e cient m ethod possible, but we do not
need it to be). The resul is a direct m easure of the exposureto-exposure changes. W e m easure
the power spectrum ofthese di erence spectra using the m ethod described In x3.1, Including noise
subtraction based on the pipeline noise estin ates for the pixels. The resul is shown in Figure 4
(coints w ith error bars). W e cbtain a clear detection of power, w here there should be none if the
spectra di er only by the noise estin ate from the pipeline which isbeing subtracted. If we assum e
that the noise has been underestin ated by a constant factor, and t for that factor using the error
covariance m atrix estin ated by bootstrap resam pling, we nd a decent t: 2 = 141:% for 107
degrees of freedom  (om ally, this  t is not good because ? is unlikely to be this high by chance).
This t usesourusualpoitsin 00013 (kms?') ' < k< 002 (km s ') '. Thebest tvalue of
the excess noise contrbution is 16:1 0:4% ofthe original noise estin ate, Indicating that the m s
noise wasunderestin ated by 8% . Thebest tand goodnessof tdo notchange ifwe add pointson
larger scales. The quality ofthe tbeginsto degrade aswe add ponntsw ith largerk,butthebest t
value changes by only 1% (in power) out to the N yquist frequency of the data. O foourse, we have
no reason to expect a singlke redshift-independent factor to describe the relation between the true
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Fig. 3.| Exam ples of the chunks of spectra used to m easure power, with (ab) show ing quasars
at zq = (324,245) over the rest wavelength range 1113 A < 4 < 1185 A, and (c) showing a
quasar at zg = 3:30 over the rest wavelength range 1041 A < g < 1113 A . Top panel: quasar
x (solid black line), sky ux (dotted blue line), our continuum estin ate (red short-dashed line),
and the read—noise as an equivalent photon ux (green long-dashed line). M iddk panel: S/N level
shown as a ratio of our continuum to the di erent mn s noise levels (see text), ,, (©lack solid line),
pr ©lue dotted line), and . (red dashed line). Bottom panel: Calbration correction vector, S
(blue dotted 1ine), m s resolution in units of 100 km /s (red dashed line), and evolution ofthem ean
tranam ission fraction, F (z) (bladk solid line). T he perfect degeneracy in our analysis between the
overall nom alization of the continuum and F (z) hasbeen broken arbitrarily, so only the evolution
ofF (z) ism eaningful (see text).
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Fig. 4 | Thepoints show them easured power In di erence spectra, created by subtracting separate
exposures for the sam e quasar. N oise power has been subtracted based on the standard pipeline
noise estin ates for each exposure. T he lines show 16% ofthe subtracted noise term . The di erent
colors, lines, and sym bols identify redshift bins, in a pattem that we w illuse repeatedly throughout
the paper. From bottom to top | z=22: bladk, solid line, open square; z= 2 4: blue, dotted line,
4-point star (cross); z= 2.6: cyan, dashed line, lked square; z=2.8: green, long-dashed line, open
triangle; z= 3.0: m agenta, dot-dashed line, 3-point star; z= 32: red, dot-long-dashed line, Ilked
trangle; z= 3.4: bladk, thin solid line, open pentagon; z= 3.6: blue, thin dotted line, 5point star;
z= 3.8: cyan, thin dashed line, lked pentagon. The di erent redshifts have been shifted vertically
by arbitrary am ounts on this logarithm ic plot.
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and pipeline noise, so the om ally bad ? isnot a findam entalproblem . W e check for system atic

change w ith redshift by allow ng a power law dependence, P resigual noise / B:75=1 + z)FP, but nd

no signi cant detection d= 0:07 020). Our nalmethod wille ectively account for evoluition
anyw ay, as describbed below .

A k dependence di erent than expected for white noise could be a problem forus, so we check
frthisby tting orapowerlaw dependence, Presiqual noise /  k=kp)® With k, = 0:0074 (km s ') 1],
ndingb= 0:111 0025, a signi cant detection (% isnow a reasonabk 1233 for 106 dof). A
Iow Ing a running of the power 1aw, P resigual noise / (k=kp)b+ 1=2 ¢ n&=%) does not in prove the t
(c= 0046 0:066). Theslopewe nd correspondstoa 20% change In 16% ofthe noise power
at the extrem es of our k range, ie., only % ofthe totalnoise power, which is a relatively an all
fraction ofthe Ly forest power except at the highest k (see Figure 11 below ). W e henceforth as-
sum e that the extra noise is proportionalto k °*!! rather than white (thism akes< 1% di erence

In the nalresulsexcept for the one highest k, lowest z point where the di erence is 2% ).

How accurate is this noise estin ate based on di erences between exposures? Our di erence
spectra will contain a com ponent of the Ly forest power if the calbration between exposures
is not perfect. The power In this tetmn would be suppressed relative to the Ly forest power by
the fractional calbbration error squared, so i would be very sam all unless the exposure-to-exposure
callbration errors were quite large. The fact that a sin ple one param eter extra-noise m odel ts
reasonably well, in the face of variation in redshift, noise am plitude, and k, argues against cali-
bration errors being a big problm . M ore convincingly, we m easure nearly the sam e excess noise
contribbution (142 0:5% ) and slope b= 0:135 0:028) In the region 1268 A < L& < 1380 A
aswedo in the Ly frest. This argues against any connection to laking Ly frest power. N ote
that the e ective absolute evelofnoise in the 1268A < 4 < 1380 A region is about half that in
the Ly rest region, so this test show s that the fraction of extra noise does not depend strongly
on the noise level itself.

P ixels In di erent exposures are not perfectly aligned, and m isalignm ent can allow Ly forest
power to leak Into our di erence spectra. To test this altemative explanation for the apparent
excess noise In the spectra, we solit the spectra Into two groups w ith approxin ately equalweight,
based on the m sm isalignm ent in the forest region (the alignm ent is known from the wavelength
calbration of the exposures, which is thought to be practically perfect). W e nd the sam e excess
noise power in both the poorly aligned group (161 0:6%,b= 0086 0:036) and the better
aliogned group (153 0:6%,b= 0123 0:036), suggesting that the excess power is not due to
m isalignm ent. Furthem ore, the presence ofa sim ilar level of excess noise pow er outside of the forest
region again argues against leakage. W e therefore believe that our noise estim ate is considerably
m ore accurate than the noise estin ate from the SD SS pipeline.

In our Initial power spectrum analysis we muliplied the noisspower estin ated from the
pipeline errors by the factor 1.16 for all spectra; however, when we golit the data based on the
mean valie of %= for the exposure com bination (see x44) we found that the large and sn all
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2=  subsam ples disagreed signi cantly on the B (k;z) results. W e elin nated this problm by
estin ating the noise-correction factor individually for each spectrum , by ttihg to the power in
the di erence spectrum for that quasar. The mean extra power from these ts is still close to
16% , but there is considerable scatter. W hen we use these individual estin ates, the correlation
between m easured Py (;z) and 2= disappears, ie, the m ean value of 2~ fPra spectrum ’s
exposure com bination was a good indicator of the am ount by which the noise n each spectrum
wasm isestin ated. N ote that there are statistical errors In these noise estin ates for each spectrum ,
of the sam e order as the error for which we are trying to correct; however, there is no system atic
bias associated w ith these errors, and the random error they contribute is autom atically included
In our nalbootstrap errors. In fact, ncluding the spectrum -by-spectrum noise estin ate reduces
the bootstrap errors slightly on am all scales, verifying that these estin ates are on average m ore
accurate than the original noise estin ates. It is not known why the noise ism isestin ated by the
standard pipeline. Tests at this level have not been done before.

Our naldata productw illbe am easurem ent ofPr (kjz)binned in k and z, ie., am atrix Pr ;5
where 1 labels binswith z; and j labels bins w ith k5. W e w ill also give the noise power that was
subtracted, Py ;ij, In the sam e bins. W e suggest allow ing a 5% m s freedom in the noise am plitude
in each z bin when perform ing model ts, ie. for each bin subtract £Py ;;; from Pr;5, and add
(£=005)? to 2. This is probably overly conservative for any one bin, but in plies a com bined
freedom  0:05=3 (for 9 bins) on an overall noise m isestin ation. T his seam s prudent, even though
it isnot really required by any test we have perform ed.

2.4. Accuracy of the R esolution

T he resolution of the SD SS spectra is estim ated using lines from calbration lam ps m ounted
on the telescope structure. Shifts of the detector pixelgrid relative to a xed observed wavelength
fram e during an exposure, which we will call exure, are expected to be the dom inant source of
error In this spectral resolution estin ate. W e tried estin ating the rate of shifting for each pixelby
di erencing the wavelength calbrations of ad pcent exposures (this calbration is determm ined very
preciely for each exposure using the positions of sky lines). The inplied extra sn oothing only
changes the power by % at our highest k bin.

T he strong sky line at 5577 A provides a good opportunity to m easure the resolution m ore
directly (note that the spectralwavelengths are in vacuum , and heliocentric, so this and other sky
lines generally appear shifted from their standard wavelength). W e m easure the power spectrum in

3000 sky spectra in the range 5560A < < 5598A . If the sky line has negligble w idth and the
an oothing has a G aussian shape with m sw idth R, the power soectrum should be proportional to
W 2k;R;1) = exp[ kR)?]ink =2)=(k =2)F, where 1 is the pixel w idth (the pixelization e ect
is subdom Inant but not negligble). In Figure 5 we show the m easured power averaged over all
the sky spectra after dividing each individualm easurem ent by W 2 &;R;1), where R and 1are the
localvalues (they are to a good approxin ation constant over the range we are looking at), and also
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dividing each m easurem ent by the value at a lIow k where the resolution should not have any e ect.
The resul is rem arkably close to unity, indicating that the estin ated resolution is an accurate
representation of the true resolution. W hat are the an allw iggles? Figure 6 show s an exam ple of
the region we Fourder transform to m easure the power. W e believe the an all features to the sides of
them ain line are OH lines at 5564 and 5589 A (Slanger et al. 2003). W e test this explanation for
the w iggles by constructing m ock sky spectra that sim ply have a delta function at 5579A and two
m ore w ith 0.003 tim esthem ain line’s am plitude at 5566 and 5591 A, convolved w ith the resolution
and pixelization (0.003 was chosen to give the best t to the wiggles). The red, dotted line In
Figure 5 show s the sam e resolution test using the m ocks. W e see that the w iggles are essentially
perfectly reproduced. In conclusion: the resolition pro I appears to be perfectly G aussian, w ith
exactly the w idth expected from the given resolution. T here is apparently no room for even a 2%
kvele ect from exure. W e are prevented from perform ing the sam e kind of m easurem ent using
other sky lnes by sin ilar features which are always m uch larger relative to the central line.

W e suggest that tsto Pr (k;z) include a m ultiplicative uncertainty on the overall power, of
the om exp ( k%), where is a single param eter in the t subct to the m s constraint =
(7km s 1)?. Thisallows fora 2% change In the sm oothing kemel at our highest k, sin ilar to our
estin ate of the ervor from  exure. T his error estin ate is som ew hat arbitrary, but the evidence we
have presented suggests that it should be an aller, so our estin ate is conservative.

Note that this resolution test, and the noise calbbration, cannot be used directly w ith the
standard pipeline spectra, where the exposures are combined In a di erent way. T he reader m ay
be confused at this point about how our spectra di er from the standard publicly available set, so

we give the ollow ing summ ary:

O ur nearest-grid-point com bination ofthe exposures produces uncorrelated noise in pixels (to
the extent that the noise in the exposures was uncorrelated, which is expected from the way
they are extracted), whilke the standard pipeline uses a local splining procedure w hich does a
good but not perfect pb of preventing noise correlation.

W hen combining exposures we record the e ect of di erent pixel sizes, m isalignm ent of the
pixels, and exure of the detector during exposures, which can in uence the e ective resolui—
tion.

W e record the contrbution of quasar ux, sky ux, and read-noise to the total noise In
each pixel. Know ing the contrbution from quasar ux is in portant if pixelby-pixel noise

weighting is to be used, because the correlation between ux level and noise am plitude can

lead to biases (see the end ofx2.5).

W e correct for the bias In the exposure com bination associated w ith crosscorrelation be—
tween the noise variance kvel in exposure pixels and the quasar ux in the pixel (@ di erent
Incamation of the problem allided to in the previous point).
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Fig. 5.| R esolution test. T he solid, black line w ith ervrorbars show sthepowerm easured In =~ 3000
sky spectra In the range 5560A < < 5598A (dom nated by the strong sky line at 5577A ) divided
by the asym ptotic sm allk power and by the estin ated resolution/pixelization kemelW 2 (k) for
each spectrum . If the resolution estin ate was perfect, and the sky lne was narrow and the only

ux present, this division would give exactly 1. T he large error bars are the spectrum -to-goectrum
variation, the an all ones are the error on the mean. The blue, long-dashed line show s the power
not divided by W 2 k), ie., basically an averaged version of W ? k), which drops to 025 by
k= 0:02(km s l) 1. The red, dotted line show s the result of our test form ock spectra constructed
wih a Gaussian at 557974 and two more at 5566 and 5591 A wih 0.003 tin es its am plitude,
representing O H lines. T he green, short-dashed line shows exp [k 7km s 1)2]. T he vertical, cyan,
dotted lines bound the k region In which we willpresent Ly forest results, whilke the horizontal,
cyan, dotted line just guidesthe eye to 1.
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Fig. 6.| Exam pl of the sky ux near the sky line at vacuum wavelength 5579 , relative to the
peak of the line (one spectrum only).



{194

T he noise is recalbrated for each spectrum by di erencing the exposures. T he noise variance
in the standard pipeline exposure soectra is underestin ated by on average 16% , on top ofany
error related to the exposure com bination, and the powerm easured In the di erence spectra
is slightly tilted relative to white noise.

T he last point is the m ost in portant.

2.5. D eterm ination of the Continuum and M ean A bsorption Level

Ourgoalistomeasure the power spectrum ofthe uctuations in the tranam itted ux fraction
throughtheIGM, p ( )= F ( )=F 1,whereF ( )= expl ()Jand ( ) isthely forestoptical
depth (@sde ned in x1). However, the spectrum ofeach quasar is the product ofF and the quasar
continuum (note that we use \continuum " to refer to allthe ux em itted by the quasar, including
em ission lines), further com plicated by errors in the detector calbration and absorption by longer
wavelength transitions. T he details of the procedure we use to separate these contributions w illbe
presented elsew here, here we give the basic idea and key results that are relevant for the ux power
spectrum determ ination.

W e use an ierative procedure to determm ine the com ponents of the data m odel
Fl=AqC (L) @+ 2)S(hH @+ HF @) A+ )+ n'; @)

where f! is the raw ux in pixeli, n* is the noise, A4 is the overall nom alization of the quasar
soectrum , C ( ) is the mean quasar continuum shape, ¢ are uctuations around the m ean
continuum , S ( ) is a mean generalized calbration vector (this Includes wavelength dependent
callbbration errors in the SD SS spectra, but also the m ean absorption by m etal lines w ith resonance
w avelength & 1300A), g are wuctuations around S, such as lndividualm etal lines or variable
callbration errors, F (z) is the mean Ly forest absorption at a given redshift, and r are the
uctuations in Ly forest absorption. N ote that here, asm ost places i this paper, zZ = = 1
is the redshift of gasthat would produce Ly absorption in the pixel, not the redshift ofthe quasar.
Brie y, we determ Ine A4 for each spectrum , the global functions C ( ), S ( ), and F (z), and a
set of principal com ponent analysis PCA ) elgenvectors that describbe - by, In tum, com puting
each com ponent of the m odel from all the spectra while holding all the others xed. E g.,F (z) is
estin ated in bins of z by averaging fi=Aq C ( iest) S ( i) T+ é) over all the pixels In the Ly
forest that 211 in each bin. W e separate S ( ) from F (z) by measuring S ( ) In the rest wavelength
range 1268 A < g < 1380 A, ie. outside the Ly forest. A few iterations su ce to determ ne
all the com ponents of the m odel independently. T hree exam ples of the resuls are shown In F igure
3. The full details of this procedure w ill be presented In a separate paper cused on a precise

determm ination ofF (z).

In preparation for m easuring the power soectrum , we divide each quasar spectrum by our
estinate OfAq C ( we) @+ ¢)S()F (z). Thepowerin theS ( ) and F (z) tem s is com pltely
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negligble @ways< 0:5% ofPr (;z) and usually much kess). ¢ are represented foreach quasarby
N PCA eigenvectors. W ehave tried severaldi erent values orN ranging from 0 to 13, and ndthat
the power spectrum results depend slightly (out not critically) on the value, as we discuss below .
Forour nalresutsweuseN = 0, ie. we only divide by a m ean continuum , although we w illalso
show how usingN = 13a ectsthecosn ological tresults.W edonotusethePCA continua because
we are not satis ed w ith their robustness, and division by them frequently actually increases the
resulting pow er slightly. T hism ay indicate that the error ntroduced by allow Ing additional freedom
in the continuum is Jarger than the continuum uctuations that we are trying to rem ove. O ur study
of PCA continua was prin arily ain ed at determ Ining F' (z) rather than the power spectrum , so we
cannot be certain that the PCA m ethod could not be used productively in a power spectrum
m easurem ent if i was m ore carefully optin ized for that application. Because we know that our
continuum estin ate (Which Involves an extrapolation from outside the Ly forest region) is not
perfect w thin the Ly forest, we further divide each chunk of spectrum that w illbe used to m ake
a power goectrum estin ate by itsmean (optin ally com puted considering both observational noise
and absorption variance). W e callour resulting observed data vector ¢ = g + g+ p,wWhere , is
the nom alized noise uctuation and we are ignoring the crossterm sbetween g, ¢c,and g.Aswe
describe in detailbelow, g istreated asa random noise background and its statistical properties are
determ ined by m easuring the power spectrum in the rest wavelength range 1268 < g < 13802,
where g 0 @Grnd F 1).

A an all but non-negligbl detail of our procedure is hidden w ithin our description of the
nom alization ofthe spectra. W hen we estin ate the m ean to divide by, we weight the com putation
optim ally using the covariance m atrix, Cij, of the pixels (C is discussed In more detail In our
explanation of the power spectrum m easurem ent below ). C Includes Ly forest uctuations and
m easuram ent noise. W e do not use our best estin ate of the m easurem ent noise directly for the
welghting, because the noise variance estin ate is correlated w ith the measured ux in the pixel,
which leads to a bias: them ean is underestin ated because Iower ux pixels have lower noise. The
original noise estin ate is S = (fquasar + fsky) +
quasar, fg, isthe ux from the sky, and accounts for the conversion between the units of ux
and photons (this description is slightly idealized since the reduction of two-dim ensionalCCD data
to a spectrum Introduces som e com plications). To ram ove the correlation between ux and noise,
we subtract fyuasar from 2 and add  hfuasari, where hfquasari= AqC ( res) A+ ¢) S ()F ().
W ecallthe nalresul , W forweight; see F igure 3 for som e com parisons of the noise estin ates).
The estin ate of we have from the spectral reduction pipeline is not perfect, so our replacem ent of
the correlated part of the noise am plitude is In perfect. W em ake a nal, very an all, correction to
the m ean estim ation based on a direct com putation of the crosscorrelation between the ux and
noise am plitude. W e use the sam e decorrelated noise am plitudes for weighting the pow er spectrum
extraction (discussed below ); however, thebias is com pletely Insigni cant in that case (ie., Pr k;2z)
com puted using the origihal noise estim ates for weighting is practically identical).

2 .
readnoise’ where fquasar is the ux from the
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3. Power Spectrum D eterm ination

The high precision of the Pr (k;z) m easurem ent obtainable using the SD SS data sam ple re—
quires unprecedented (in this eld) care in the design and testing of the procedure used to produce
it. W e describe the basic m ethod that we use to extract a power spectrum and estin ate the errors
n x3.1. In x32 we present the test of the fullm ethod as im plam ented in our code, using m ock data
sets. In x3.3 we give the raw result for the m easuram ent ofpower in the Ly forest region.

W e aln to m easure the power spectrum of r, representing the correlation of uctuations in
the Ly forest absorption only; however, the covariance m atrix of the data vector ¢ is

f f - F F + S S + n nT (3)
(the three com ponents of ¢ as we have de ned it should be uncorrelated). The noise term in
equation (3) is relatively easy to com pute and subtract. W e estin ate and subtractm ost of g g
by de ning

Pr k;z) = Pios1185 k;2Z) Pi2esjizs0 Kiz) ; 4)

where z is always de ned by z = = 1, so that we are subtracting power m easured in the
sam e observed wavelength ranges, not the sam e quasar spectrum We ram ind the reader that we
have de ned P ;
In Pizes;izso kiz), z is the redshift of gas that would produce Ly absorption in this part of

, tomean the power measured in the range 1 < & < 2). As it appears
the quasar spectrum , if it was not at a higher redshift than the quasar, ie. z is really just an
Indicator of cbserved wavelength. The subtraction in equation 4) will com pletely rem ove the
power due to transitionswih > 1380 A, including SilV (a doublet absorbing at rest wavelengths
1393.75 and 1402.77 A) and CIV (another doublt at 154820 and 1550.78 A ). Note that this
subtraction of m etal power is exact, not an approxim ation [xcept for the approxin ation that
@+ )0+ )" 1+ g + 5] because we are determ Ining the m etal power In exactly the sam e
observed wavelength range as the Ly forest power from which it is being subtracted, ie., the
sam e gas, at the sam e redshift, is doing the absorbing both inside and outside the forest, so the
absorption w ill have identical statistical properties. T his background subtraction w ill also rem ove
any strictly observed-w avelength-dependent pow er introduced by the detector, such as spectrum to
spectrum variations in the calbration of the detector. W e nplem ent it in x34.

31. CoreM ethod

In this subsection we describe ourm ethod for extracting the power spectrum , Py (k;z), from
any selected rest wavelength range X (x3.1.1), and estin ating its statistical uncertainty ®3.12).
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3.1.1. Band-Power E stim ation

W e estin ate Py (k) using the quadratic estinm ation m ethod, w hich is essentially a fast iterative
In plem entation ofthem axinum lkelhood estin ator (we follow the expressions as given in Selpk
(1998)). Thism ethod is optin al for a G aussian probability distrdbution. W hile the pow er spectrum
estin ates are not G aussian distributed, the deviations are an all, as shown below . W e m easure the
power In at bands w ith edges given by log, k;) = 42+ 01 iwhere i ranges from 0 to 30 (to
produce 29 bands), although we w ill not give resuls for som e of the large and sm allscale bands

when we think they are unreliablk. De ning ¢ = x + ,,where y are the uctuationswe are
measuring E€g9., x = r + g wihin the forest) and , are the nom alized noise uctuations, a
band-pow er estin ate, PAk, for each chunk of spectrum is given by
~ 1X 1, T 1 1 .
By=3 FuoleC QwC "¢ bo)j ®)
kO
_ T _ _ T _ T — —
whereC = f f =S+ N,S= X X /N = n n ,Qk—@s—@Pk,
_1 1 1
Fyxo= 2tr(C QxC Qo) (6)

is the F isher m atrix and the noise bias is
b= trC '0xC 'N): )

N ote that we could include the badkground power explicitly in these equations as a noise source
when m easuring the power in the Ly forest region, but we ignore this because its contribution is
too an all to change the weighting signi cantly. W e w ill subtract it from the estin ates later. The
noise subtraction tem , b, is com puted using the pipeline noise estin ates, , Mot ), wih the
am plitude corrected as discussed above based on the di erences between exposures. In principle,
S In these equations should be the true covariance m atrix; however, as we discuss below , we use
the m easured covariance from a previous iteration of the power spectrum determm ination instead.

Exospt n a few cases that we w ill identify as they arise, when we set out to m easure the power
In a de ned restwavelength region (€g. 1041 < L4 < 1185 A forthely forest region) we st
use equation (5) to estin ate the power separately In halves of the region In each spectrum (€g.,
1041 < g < 1113 A and 1113 < ¢ < 1185 A). Our choice of halfspectra is a com prom ise
between com peting desires for resolition in redshift and wavenum ber. T he full length of the forest
In a spectrum corresponds to a redshift nterval, z '’ 04, that is unnecessarily large. W hile the
precision of the m easured power spectrum would support sn aller than halfspectrum chunks to
give ner redshift resolution than =z’ 02, the shorter chunks would lm it the k-space resolution.
N ote that we could have used full chunks and still achieved the sam e z—resolution by m ore carefully
applying the estim ator equation, as we discuss below , but this would Increase the com putational
tim e w thout m uch In provem ent in the nalerrors on the scales of relevance.

A fter com puting estim ates PAk for each halfspectrum , we perform a weighted average to de—
tem ne Py (k;z) In redshift binscentered at z; = 2+ 02 iwhere i= 1:13 (In this paperwe only
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present results up to i= 9). Each bin is the average of the power in all the halfspectra for which
the redshift ofthe centralpixelf@llsw ithin 0: ofthebin center we discussbelow how we correct
for an asym m etric distrbution ofdata w ithin abin). W e com bine sets ofestin ates using the F isher
m atrices (equation 6) for the weighting. In practice thism eans that we sum the quantiy in paren-
theses In equation (5) over all estim ates and m ultiply the result by the inverse of the sum of the
F isher m atrices for each Individual estim ate. O ur procedure would be optim al for G aussian data,
which the Ly forest is not; however, when we use the G aussian approxin ation to com pute the
errors on the m easured power the results are not much di erent from the m ore accurate bootstrap
errors (see x3.12), so we conclude that ourm ethod is not far from optin al.

W henever we have a nie length of spectrum , there w ill be m ixing between the power in
di erent bins. Variabl noise or gaps in the data will produce m ore m ixing. This m ixing is
described in termm s of a w indow m atrix, which is given by the F isher m atrix in equation 6. In our
standard procedure, the power spectrum estin ates in equation 5 are m uliplied with the nverse
of Fisher m atrix and are thus deconvolved w ith the w Indow , which rem oves the m ixing of other
m odes into the bin one is estim ating towever, the bins are still correlated). This m ethod thus
produces a diagonalw indow m atrix, so each com bined estin ate of Py (k;z) represents exactly the
range of k corresponding to tsbin. O ur tests below show that there is no practical problem w ith
Instability in the F isherm atrix inversion (the w indow m atrices are close to diagonalto begin w ith).
A diagonalw indow m atrix isdesirable from a theoretical standpoint because our ability to com pute
the power spectrum from sin ulations is lim ited at both low k (oy lin ited box size) and high k (by
sin ulation resolution and com plexity ofphysics). In the few cases wheEJ):e we use the power w ithout
deconvolution, we are using the estimator N, F Py )x, where N ( woFxko) ! (Selpk 1998).

To com pute the weight m atrix C , we need an estin ate of S, ie., the power spectrum we are
trying to m easure. W e solve this problem by com puting Py (k;z) iteratively. The rst estin ate
ismade assum ng S = 0. In subsequent iterations we com pute S from the previous estin ate of
Py (;z). Thisprocedure converges quickly (thedi erencebetween S = 0 and a reasonabl estin ate
of S is signi cant, but once S is In the right ballpark it does not m atter what it is exactly). W e
add a large constant (10.0) to all elem ents of the weight m atrix, to ram ove all direct sensitivity of
our power m easuram ent to the m ean of the chunk. Thism akes very little di erence to the resuls
on the scaleswe present. W e are how ever still sensitive to them ean estin ate from when we divided
the spectrum by it. Even ifthe m ean estin ates are correct on average, the statistical error on the
m ean for each soectrum can still lead to a bias. Ifthe errors on the m ean estin ate were an alland
uncorrelated w ith the uctuations in the ux eld, thebiaswouldbel+ 3 Iﬁ , where [ isthe
error on themean ko lowest orderin , , ie., thebiasis 1=(Q1+ m)2 r 1+ 3 2 ,Wwhere , is

m
the fractional error in themean, and 2 = 2 1. W e divide each estin ate by this factor as part
of our standard procedure; however, as we discuss below when we test our code on m ock goectra,
this approxin ation isnot su cient and we w ill need to Include another an all, k-dependent, factor
determ ined num erically using them ock spectra (this is the only use ofthem ock spectra other than

for testing).
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The reader m ay at this point be wondering what redshift the resulting Py (k;z;) should be
taken to represent, ie., z; is not necessarily the center of weight of the data, and neither is the
m ean redshift of the pixels in the bin, considering the rather com plicated weighting in equation
(5). In fact, the e ective redshift is not even the sam e foreach k-bin in the sam e zbin. W e resolre
this question { Py (k;z;) represents the power spectrum at precisely z; (to rst order) { in our
construction ofS® = 2 © and Q2= @S*=@Py;, where a and b labelpixels at redshifts z, and
7y, and i labels the redshift bin in which this chunk of spectrum falls. To account for the evolution
from z, and z, to z;, we de ne a power spectrum growth factor, Dy;;(z) = [+ z)=@0 + z;)] %+,

where
dinPyx k;z)]

dn@1+ z)

, n Py 1=Pxy 1) @)
@+ ziy1)=0+ 2z 1)]

ki<
zj

(We use a one-sided derivative estim ate Instead of equation 8 for the st and last redshift bins).
Now Q2° = Dy, (zap) Q2P ,.rWhere z;p = (23 + z)=2 and Qb ,, s computed as if the pixels were
located at the center of the bin. Fially, S =  Q ibPk (zi) . This correction m ay be di cul to
understand intuitively at rst, but it is really quite smpl. Themodi cation of Q jist corrects
the power spectrum estin ate for the excess (dearth) of power that we expect for pixels in the high
(low ) redshift ends ofthebin. The correction to S a ects the weighting, sin ply producing a m ore
accurate S at the redshift of the pixels in question.

N ote that an altemative m ethod would be to treat the points Py (k;z;) as sin ply param eters
ofa continuous power spectrum de ned by som e orm of interpolation. Thiswould m ean S*° would
have non-zero derivative w ith regoect tom ore than one ofthe power spectrum bins (eg., usually two
for Iinear nterpolation). Thism ethod would be elegant, and probably produce narrower e ective
window functions in the z direction; however, it will increase the correlation In the z direction
between m easuram ent errors, because the sam e pixels would contribbute to m ore than one power
soectrum point. Since this m ore sophisticated m ethod would allow long chunks of spectra to be
used w thout degrading our z resolution, it would be m ost usefil if we were trying to m easure the
power on even larger scales.

How doesourm ethod com pare to the straightforw ard Fourder transform (T ) m ethod? Theba—
sicFT m ethod isto progct the data vector, ¢, onto a sstofm odesoftheform d = exp (i v o),
and to sin ply com pute the variance of the am plitudes of allthem odesw ith k in som e b1, ie.,

. 2
kmin<% J<kmax X

Brr / d g )

where ky n and ky ax de ne the bin, and the discrete spacing of k  is som ewhat arbirary (the
natural spacing is k = 2 =L, where L. is the length of the soectrum , but nothing prevents one
from choosing m ore nely spaced ks). O ur estin ator, equation (5), can be cast in a sim ilar form,
ie., as a profction of the data vector onto a set ofm odes, and a sum of the squares of the m ode
am plitudes. W e require that the m ode am plitudes are statistically independent, w hich m akes their
com putation equivalent to a com putation ofK arhunen-1.o eve eigenm odes (see, eg., Tegm ark et al.
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(1997)). Figure 7 show s the two m ost iIn portant m odes forourbin with 000126 (km s l) 1<k
000158 (km s ') !, forthe chunk of spectrum shown in Figure 3a. In thiscasetwom odesdi ering
prin arily by a phase shift, analogous to sin kx) and cos(kx), contain m ost of the inform ation,
because ourbin width is approxin ately 2 =L . W e see that thedi erence between ourm odesand a
sin ple sine wave is not dram atic { there is a little bit of edge tapering (dow nw eighting the edges to
m ake the e ective w indow on the data m ore com pact In Fourier space) and som e straightforw ard
dow nw eighting of the m ost noisy pixels. Curiously, there seem s to be an additional e ect where
pixels ad poent to an edge are given extra weight, possbly as a way of com pensating for m issing
data (this is seen m ore clearly in spectra where a narrow gap is present In the m iddle of the data).
The picture is sin ilar for bins w ith larger k, exoept of course that there are increasingly m any
in portant m odes as the w idth of our bins increases (the binshave a xed width Ilog k), but the
relevant m ode width is k). For m ore discussion of the quadratic estin ator see, eg., Tegm ark
(1997).

The m ethod we adopt is optin al for G aussian elds and therefore guarantees that no other
m ethod can surpass it. An additional advantage is that w ithin this form alisn w Indow and covari-
ance m atrices are autom atically com puted. For continuous spectra w ith few gaps and near uniform
noise one does not necessarily expect an FT m ethod to be signi cantly worse. In practice the noise
kvel is slow Iy varying across the spectrum , so averaging all the pixels uniform I is not optin al
and degrades perform ance. A nother advantage is that w ith ourm ethod each pixelpair has its own
e ective redshift and the correlations for a given pair are then interpolated to the redshift of inter-
est using the appropriate evolution. In the FT m ethod the whole spectrum is Fourder transform ed
rst, so the redshift inform ation is preserved only In an averaged sense, but a priori it is not clear
how this average is de ned.

3.12. Bootstrap E rror E stim ation

W hilke the Fisher m atrix cbtained during the estim ation process would give the error m atrix
forPy (k;z) ifthe data were G aussian, we cannot reliably assum e this. O ur solution is to com pute
a bootstrap error m atrix by the standard procedure P ress et al 1992). From our data set of N
spectra, we form a bootstrap data set by selecting N gpectra at mndom , w ith replacem enf, The
covariance m atrix of Py (k;z) istaken tobeM F = P} PJ ,where Pl =P}  Pf,
P”Xi is an estim ate of the power in the ith bin from a bootstrap data set, and hi m eans average
over bootstrap realizations. W e generally use 4000 realizations, after checking that this produces
convergence in the result. W e assum e that the error correlations extend only one bin o diagonal
In the z direction, because the spectrum of a single quasar practically never contributes to non—
adpcent bins.

W e have no com pelling reason to believe that this m ethod of com puting the error bars w ill
give rigorously correct resuls. Considering the large numberofo -diagonalelem ents that m ust be
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4800 4900 5000

Fi. 7.| Black solid and red dotted lines show the two prin ary m odes onto which the data is
e ectively profcted when we estin ate the power in our bin centered on k = 0:00141 (km s hy 1,
for the spectrum shown in Figure 3a. The horizontal axis scale In the gure is arbitrary. For
com parison, the dashed line show s a sin ple she wave w ith k = 000141 (km s l) 1,
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estin ated, one worry is that a particular Iinear com bination ofthe binsm ay accidentally vary very
little in our data set, so it will appear to have an unrealistically an all error. O ur tests on m ock
spectra x322) show no sign ofthisproblem . Still, to be conservative we apply onetweak toM after
it is com puted, In an attem pt to inoculate i against the possbility. W e perform a sihgularvalie
decom position on M , which produces a set of Independent vectors and their variances. W e then
com pute the variances of the sam e vectors under the G aussian approxin ation, using the F isher
m atrix. If the bootstrap variance is sm aller than the G aussian variance we replace it w ith the
G aussian variance. Fnally, we transform back to M . The tests on m ock sam ples described below
give us con dence that our procedure is reliable.

3.2. Testson M ock D ata Sets

W e validate our procedure as in plem ented In code by applying i to m ock data sets. M any
fterations of these tests were required to produce results that show no serious problem s in the error
estim ation or the power spectrum estin ation iself. Testing the resuls on realistically created
m ock data is absolutely essential for m easuram ents of such high precision. In x32.1 we describe
our procedure for generating the m ock spectra. W e test our bootstrap error estin ates in x32 2.
F inally, we test the power spectrum estin ation procedure for system atic errors n x32 3.

32.1. GenermtingM ock Spectra

W e generate m ock spectra by com bining the auxiliary inform ation we have for each observed
soectrum (e4g., our continuum estin ate, noise estin ate, sky estin ate, etc.) w ith a sin pli ed version
oftheBiet al. (1992) m odel for the exp ( ) eld, which results in realistic Jooking spectra.

For each observed quasar we start w ith the tetm we divide by before com puting the power
spectrum , Ay C ( wet) I+ ¢) S( ) (seeequation 2). W emultiply thisby exp( ) (generated as
described below ), am ooth the resul using the resolution from the cbserved spectrum , and sam ple
the resul onto the observed grid ofpixels. T his produces a noise free version ofthe ux wewould
observe com ing from thisquasar. W eadd ux from the sky asestin ated for the cbserved spectrum ,
and transform the total ux to the number of photons that would be expected in each pixel W e
generate a P oisson deviate w ith thism ean, add the appropriate G aussian read-noise for each pixel,
transform badk to the original ux units, and subtract the sky ux estin ate to obtain an cbserved
(noisy) quasar spectrum . T he results of this procedure for each observed quasar are w ritten into

Jles In the sam e form at as the ocbserved spectra, so exactly the sam e code can be used to m easure
the power in the m ock spectra.

To generate the exp( ) eldswe use a sinpl m odel that is arranged to give roughly the
correct pow er soectrum as a function ofk and z, and the correct m ean absorption as a function of
redshift. For each observed spectrum , we start by generating a G aussian random eld, i, on a
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very long, relatively nely spaced grid (65536 cells w ith width 7km s l,tobeprecjse),wjth power
spectrum
1+ D01 (km s 1) '=kq]

P = R )?1; 10
k) 15 Gmko) exp[ kR )7] (10)

where kg = 0001 (km s l) l, = 07,and R = 5km s 1 this P was chosen after som e ex—
perin entation because i produces a nal ux power soectrum wih approxin ately the same k
dependence as the cbserved Py (k;z)]. An arbitrary cell In this grid is chosen to correspoond to the
redshift of the quasar, and the evolution of the am plitude of the power spectrum w ith redshift is
in posed by the transform ation ;= a(z;) i with a (z;) = 586 [(L+ z;)=4] ?®2, where the orm of
a(z) was chosen so that the nal ux power spectrum would evolve like the cbserved one. Next we
m ake the squared lognom altransform ation n; = exp ( 3 i2=2)]2, w here f is com puted from the
Input pow er spectrum , ncliding the am plitude factor (the factor 12=2 In the exponential jist xes
them ean ofthe lognomal eldtol). W eanooth then eldwih aGaussian Yerwith m swidth
R = 20km s ! and multply it by a factor 0374 [(L + z;)=4P"° to producea eld (this redshift
evolution factor produces roughly the observed redshift evolution of F). The m ock tranam itted
ux In each grid cell isthen F; = exp( 3), which is sam pled as described above.

T he procedure described above kads to realistic looking spectra of the Ly forest. W e have
veri ed that it generates a bigpectrum that is wihin a factor of 2 of the one measured In N-
body sinulations. The m ain advantages of this procedure over the N -body sin ulation approach
when generating the m ock spectra are that it is faster, so one can m ake an arbitrary num ber of
Independent realizations, and that the sin ulated spectra can be of arbitrary length, in portant to
elim inate any periodicity e ects (this would be In possble w ih sin ulations, where a typical box
size is much shorter than the total length of a single spectrum ). Both of these advantages are
critical for a high precision test. W e determ ine the true Pr (;z) by a sinple FFT of extrem ely
Ingexp( ) elds Wwihout redshift evolution).

3.2.2. Tests of the E rror E stim ates

W ithout accurate statistical errors it isdi cult to identify system aticproblem s, sowe rsttest
our bootstrap procedure for estin ating the errors. N ote that there is no reason to expect bootstrap
errors to be perfect (there iseven som e am biguity In how exactly the bootstrapping should be done
when the data do not consist of statistically identical cb fcts). R egardless of system atic errors in
them ethod, the only di erence between the pow er spectra m easured from two m ock data setsthat
di eronly in the random seed that was used to create them should be the statistical errors that we
estin ate. W e test our error bars by generating ten di erent sets ofm ock data and com puting 2
for the di erences between each of them and their error weighted m ean, using the bootstrap error
barsand the 108 pointsin 00013 < k < 002 (km s l) 1,and 21 < z< 39.Thisise ectivelya t
of 108 param eters to 1080 data points, w ith 972 degrees of freedom . The total ? is 939, perfectly
consistent w ith a random  uctuation around them ean, and strongly disfavoring an underestin ation
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of the errors by m ore than a couple percent.

3.2.3. Tests of the Power E stim ates

W e can now search for system atic errors. To enhance the statistical signi cance of any errors,
we average our ten sets ofm ock spectra to form a single, m ore precise m easuram ent. The result
is shown in Figure 8. The results look reasonably good; however, we nd an unacceptably bad

2 = 346 for the com parison between our m easured Pr (k;z) and the true power spectrum (there
are 108 degrees of freedom ). To quantify the system atic problem , we rst assum e the bias has the
form B k)= By k=0:0067 (km s Hhy 4 P easured=F input and  t for the values of By and  that
m inin ize ? in the comparison. We nd By = 10036 0:0014 and = 0:0173 0:0013 with

2= 173 for 106 degrees of freedom fthe pivot point kg = 00067 (km s l) 1 was chosen to m ake
the errors Independent; the am plitude coe cient would be larger if we were not already dividing
by 1+ 3 Iﬁ as explained in x3.1.1]. The combiation of slope and am plitude errors corresoonds
to a 31% excess of power at our largest scale, k = 0:0014 (km s l) 1, and a 1.3% underestin ate
atk = 0018 (kms ') '. We nd some kss signi cant dependencies by generalizing the tting
form ula even m ore to

k +1=2 hk=k)+ hla@z)]

B k;jz)=Bpa () — ; (11)
ko
where a(z) = @+ zy)=Q0 + z), with zg = 285. The parameters are By = 1:0073 0:0016,
= 0049 0012, = 00195 0:0015, = 00157 0:0038,and = 0026 0012, with

2 = 135. W here does this bias com e from ? W e expect som e bias related to the division of each
chunk of spectrum by its overallm ean (not because of an Integral constraint suppression of large—
scale power { ourestin ator should take care ofthat { butbecause of statistical error in the estin ate
of the m ean that we divide by). W hen we m easure the power w ithout this division by the m ean,
which we can only do using m ock spectra, we nd signi cantly sm aller corrections { an all enough
to Ignore when m odel tting.

W e expect that this bias should be present when we use real cbserved spectra, so we will
correct for it by dividing the m easured power by B (k;z). W e describe its e ect on the am plitude
and slope of the power spectrum below (table 1).

3.3. Raw Power

Figure 9 show s the raw power m easured In our standard Ly forest rest wavelength range,
1041 < s < 1185. Allthe gures in this subsection show Pigs1;1185, not the background sub-

tracted power Pr . O ur nom alization convention is:
Z
1

2 dk
= —P k) : 12)
l 2
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Fig. 8.| E rror bands show the average power spectrum [ 2 k) Ix p k)] m easured from

ten sets of m ock spectra. Lines show the true power. Redshift bins, strictly from bottom to top,
are: bladk, solid line, z= 2 2, blue, dotted, 2 4, cyan, dashed, 2.6, green, long-dashed, 2.8, m agenta,
dot-dashed, 3.0, red, dot-long-dashed, 32, black, thin, solid line, 34, blue, dotted, thin, 3.6, cyan,
dashed, thin, z= 3.8.
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Fig. 9.| E rrorbarsshow thepower spectrum m easured from the observed spectra in the w avelength
range 1041 < 4 < 1185. The lines connect the points to identify them and to guide the eye.
Redshift bins, from bottom to top (roughly) are: black, solid line, z= 22, blue, dotted, 2 4, cyan,
dashed, 2.6, green, long-dashed, 2.8, m agenta, dot-dashed, 3.0, red, dot-long-dashed, 32, blac,
thin, solid line, 3.4, blue, dotted, thin, 3.6, cyan, dashed, thin, z= 3.8.
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W e usually plot the din ensionless quantity 2 k) xp k), the contribution to the variance
peruni hk.

Figure 10 show s the fractionalerrors on allofthem easured points. T he errors are less than 5%
form ost of the points, and frequently as sm allas 3% . Ifwe were only estin ating a single am plitude
param eter by com bining all these points then is error would be 0.6% . An overall logarithm ic
slope would have an error 0:005. T he errors on the largest scales are Increased som ew hat by the
diagonalization of the w ndow m atrix.

Figure 11 show s the ratio of subtracted noise power to m easured signalpower ®io41;1185) ©r
each point. The noise power is signi cant (20-30% ) on all scals, but diverges at high k where the
resolution suppresses the absorption power. T he lowest redshift bin has the m ost noise, due to the
Iower Ly fDPrest power combined w ith extra noise at the short wavelength end of the spectra.

Figure 12 show sourw indow m atrix @tz = 2:6), which we proceed to diagonalize. T hem atrix
is reasonably close to diagonalalready, w ith large contrbutionsonly from ad pcent bins. It isuseful
to diagonalize the m atrix at this stage, rather than waiting until the m odel- tting stage, because
this allow s usto com pute bootstrap errors directly forthe nalbins (the bootstrap error calculation
and w indow m atrix diagonalization do not perfectly com m ute).

Figure 13 show s the ratio of the bootstrap errors to the errors estin ated assum ing the data
are Gaussian. W e did not apply the Gaussian oor to the bootstrap errors when m aking this
gure. Typically the bootstrap errors are 0-20% larger than the G aussian errors. Figure 14 show s
exam ples of the estin ated correlation between the errors, at z= 2:6. W e note that diagonalizing
the w ndow m atrix noticeably reduces the error correlations. T he bootstrap errors are, in contrast
to the G aussian errors, noticeably correlated h P; Psi=p; p;3 00 O2when i Jjj> 1,where
iand j label the bins) across the fullk range. These di erences between bootstrap and G aussian
errors are not necessarily an indication of intrinsic non-G aussianiy in the absorption uctuations.
Possbl altemative explanations for the di erences nclide the uncertainty in themean ux value
that each chunk of spectrum isdivided by and the uncertainty in the noise-subtraction tem foreach
chunk, neither of which are lncluded in the G aussian estin ate and both of which would increase
the error in a way that is correlated across k bins.

3.4. Background Subtraction

O urbackground subtraction isthepower in thewavelength range 1268 < 4 < 1380A .Figure
15 show s P1268;1380 and Pioa1;1185 fOor com parison. Thebump atk 0013 (km s Ly T'py P 126851380
is probably due to the C IV doublt at separation 499 km s L Thebumpatk 0:003 (km s hy 1
m ay be due to the SilV doublt at ssparation 1933 km s L, Figure 16 show s P1268;1380=P 1041;1185 -
W e see that, even though the badkground power is a sn all fraction of the Ly forest power, i
is quite signi cant when com pared to the an all size of the errors on the Ly forest power. It is
In portant to rem em ber that even a an all overall system atic error can be very signi cant if i covers
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Fi. lO.| Lines connect the fractional errors on each m easured Pig41;1185 &;2) point, using the
usual lnetype and color and scheme (e Fig. 9 { the highest two curves are the highest two
redshifts, the Jowest isz = 2:8).
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Fig. 11.| Lines, with types follow ng the usual pattem (see Fig. 9), connect the quantity
Proise=P1041;1185 Or each m easured point (the highest Iine is the lowest redshift).
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Fig. 12 | The w indow m atrix for bands indicated by the m aximum (efore diagonalization).
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Fig. l3.| T he ratio of bootstrap errors to the G aussian estin ate of the errors. See Fig. 9 for the
correspondence between lines and redshift bins.
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Fig. l4.| E xam ples of the correlations between the errors, h P; Psi=p,; p;5. The black solid
lines and squares show the error correlation when the window m atrix is diagonalized. The red
dotted lines and triangles show the correlations between points before diagonalization. T he lines
m arked by sym bols are the bootstrap estin ate, w hilke the unm arked lines are the G aussian estin ate.
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Fig. 15.| T he upper set of Iines show P141;1185, the lower set of lines show P 126g;1380 - T he colors
and line types identify redshift binsasde ned in Fig. 9.
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Fig. 16 | T he Ines show the ratio P126s;1380=P 1041;1185 - T he uppem ost (black solid) Ineisz = 22,
and the next plie dotted) isz= 24 (see Fig. 9 for the rest of the line de nitions). For reference,
the error bars starting at zero show the fractional errors on P1o41;1185 k;z = 2:%6), which aremuch
larger than the errors on Pises;380 (We are sin ply plotting p k)=P (k) as in Fig. 10, except that,
for clarity, we show error bars starting at zero nstead of a connected line).
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m any data points e€g., a 1=2 error over 100 points shiftsthemean by 5 ).

W e are going to subtract the power in the range 1268-1380 A from the Ly forest power, but
it is inform ative to m easure the power at other places In the quasar rest fram e for com parison.
T he range 1409-1523 A inclides C IV absorption (at 15482 and 1550.78 A) but excludes SilV (at
1393.75 and 1402.77 A ') and shorter w avelength transitions. F igure 17 show sP 1409;1523=P 1041;1185 - I
allofthe powerwas com Ing from m etal line absorption, the power in the range 1409 < 4 < 1523
A should always be Jss than the power In the range 1268 < 4 < 1380A.Aswe see n Figure
18, which show s the di erence In the background fractions, (Pi26s;1380 P1409;1523)=P1041;1185, the
power In Pi26g;1380 1s greater than Pi409;1523 excgpt on large scales. The di erence on large scales
suggests that there is tiny am ount of power kft In the quasar continua (ih soite of our division
by the m ean continuum ), which is larger in the range 1409-1523 A than in the range 1268-1380
A . Finally, Figure 19 shows Piss8;1774=P 104151185, Past the wavelength of CIV absorption. The
reduction of power relative to shorter wavelengths is dram atic, but not surprising since C IV is the
m ost comm on m etal absorber. Tt does suggest however that m ost of the power is due to m etals
and not continuum uctuations, unless the continuum in the range 1558-1774 A has signi cantly
less power relative to other intervals studied here Wwhich is adm ittedly not Inconceivabl). It
seam s lkely, although we are not certain, that the z = 22 background power has a noticeable
contribution from m easurem ent-related problem s, because the altemative is a very sudden increase
In m etal absorption power.

W hat is the upshot from these studies? The m etal absorption appears to contrbute a an all
but signi cant am ount of power, which should also appear in the Ly forest region. W e subtract
thispower from thepowerm easured in the forest. T here is som e indication ofm easurem entrelated
problem s in our Iowest redshift bin. The power contrbuted by deviations of the quasar continua
from theirm ean appearsto be an all

W hile the idea that P 126s;1380 contains alm ost exclusively pow er due to sin plem etalabsorption
seem s plausible at this point, when we perform oconsistency checks In x44 we nd evidence that
this is not the case. Splitting the data set used to m easure Pi26g;1380 I half based on the noise
level n each spectrum , we nd that the power in the halves is signi cantly di erent, by asmuch
as 50% in som e bins. Splits based on several other properties of the data (e4g., sky to quasar ux
ratio) also show signi cant di erences, but we nd that these di erences can all be accounted for
by the di erence In the basic noise level in the subsam ples. Splits of the Ly forest data set show
sin flar trends In Pio41;1185 With the splitting param eters, although the fractional di erences are
much an aller. W hile we don’t know the source of this noise dependence, it is not hard to In agine
relatively benign reasons for i. For exam ple, if sky subtraction is im perfect this would add an
Increasing am ount of power as the sky ux, and thus noise level, Increases relative to the quasar

ux. The procedure we describe next would rem ove this power.

Sinceweknow thatP 1265;1380 degpendson noise it seem s Iogicalto subtract the value ofP 1268;1380
corresponding to the level of noise in the forest, rather than the best m easured value ofP1263;1380/
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Fjg. 19.| The ratio of P 1558;1774 to PlO4l;1185 . The uppem ost black solid) Ine isz= 22.
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which is dom inated in practice by data w ith less noise. If we had sin ply m isestin ated the noise
by an overall factor, for exam ple, the errors in P1g41;1185 and Pi26s;1380 would cancel for this form

of subtraction. To inplen ent this idea, we m odel the background subtraction temn as a linear
function of the noise level,

Pi2es;izs0 K;z; w) = A k;z)+ B Kk;z) « ; 13)

where , isthem ean noise kevelin the data com puted In the sameway asthemean ux kevel (this
is the m ean of the nom alized noise, ie., after division by continuum and mean ux). The choice
of a linear relation is arbitrary but it does the b (see x4 4) better than the altermatives we tried.
W e compute A k;z) and B (;z) oreach value of k and z using a linear t to the full sampl of
spectra that probe P 1268;1380 k;72z), welghted by the G aussian estim ate of the error on each point for
each spectrum . W hen the tim e com es to subtract the background from P1g41;1185 tO obtain Py ,we
use , computed In the 1041 1185A wavelength range to com pute the appropriate subtraction
termm . Figure 20 show s the extra pow er subtracted through Equation (13), beyond what we would
subtract if we sin ply used P1268;1380 k;z) from Figure 16. It is typically less than 4% ofthe Ly
forest power, but rises to 10% at the highest k for the lowest redshift.

T he readerw ho is paying attention m ay com plain that we have no com pelling reason to believe
that this source of noise-dependent pow er that we do not understand depends on noise In the sam e
way inside and outside the Ly forest region. This would be true, except that when we follow
this prescription for background subtraction the di erences in Pigs1;1185 between subsam ples are
rem oved (see x4 .4). Thiswould be a rem arkable coincidence if our m odel for the subtraction was
not substantially correct.

N ote that the background powerhasmuch am aller (@bsolute) statistical errors than Piga1;1185/
m ostly because there is sin ply less pow er, but also because there are m ore quasars probing a given
redshift interval.

4. Consistency Checks

In x4.1 we descrbbe how we use ts of theoretical m odels to the Pr (k;z) resuls to help un-
derstand the In portance of any system atic errors. W e plot the correlation function of the Ly
forest In x4 2 and use i to dentify a signi cant contrdbution to Pr (k;z) from SillT absorption. In
x4 3 we exam ine the e ects ofm odi cations of our procedure. In x4 4 we break the data set up In
many di erent ways to ook for dependencies of Pr (k;z) that should not exist. In x4 .5 we discuss
the possbility that continuum  uctuations contribute signi cant power. F inally, we com pare our
resuls to past m easurem ents in x4 .6.
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Fig. 20 | Thedi erence between the noise dependent background pow er that we subtract through
Equation (13) and P1268;1380, relative to Pig41;1185, ie., this is the extra fractional power that is
subtracted because we correct for the di erence between the typical noise kevel in the forest and in
the range 1268-1380 A .
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41. Rudim entary Fitting of T heoretical M odels

Theulin ate purpose ofm easuring the Ly forest power spectrum is to determ ine cosn ological
param eters by com paring the observed Pr (k;z) to the predictions fordi erent coan ologicalm odels.
Forthe CDM m odels supported by present observations, the universe is nearly E instein-de Sitter
at z > 2, so cosnology In uences the Ly forest alm ost entirely through the linear theory power
spectrum ofthem ass uctuations, P, k;z),atz 3andk 001 (km s 1) 1 (roughly 1 com oving
h/M pc, depending som ew hat on the m odel). W e usually param eterize P;, (k;z) by its am plitude,

> (pizp) KkoPr (pizp)=2 %, slopene (kpizp) dlnPr=dnkj_, ,and curvature o (p;zp)
dne =dhk1p;zp, whereweuse k, = 0009 (km s 1y Tand 7, = 216 asthe pivot points.

A fulldiscussion of the details of theoreticalm odeling of Py (k;z) using num erical sin ulations
is beyond the soope of this paper. Furthem ore, the theory of the Ly forest is perhaps less
certain than the observations, so we want to present the observational resuls un-tamished by
theoretical interpretation. However, i is very useful to Interpret the possible system atic errors in
the appropriate context of coam ologicalm odel tting. In other words: w thout m odel tting, it is
di cul to know how inportant a given change in Py (;z) is.

In this paperwe take a cautious approach to the theoreticalm odel tting { we perform tsto
di erent estim atesofPr (k;z) com puted usingm odi cations ofthe extraction procedure ordi erent
subsam ples of the data, how ever, we do not give the central result, only the deviations in the resuls
from the value obtained from ourpreferred Pr (k;z). These deviations in  tting resuls should give
the reader a usefiil indication of the in portance of system atic e ects In the data, regardless of the
reader’s opinion of the theory.

The sinulations and tting procedure that we use are describbed in M dD onald et al. (2004),
where we present the nalresult. W eusea CDM transfer finction, and perform the twih 2
and ne as free param eters (pecause o = dn. =d Ink isnot tightly constrained by the present Ly
forest data alone, we x theprim ordialrunning = dn=dhk,nottobeconfusedwith o 02,
to zero). Unless otherw ise speci ed, we perform the tsusing the 108 B (k;z) points in the ranges
00013 < k< 002 (km s l) land 21 < z< 39. We allow for som e error in our noise estin ate
by pem itting the noise subtraction temm s to vary independently n each redshift bin by 5% (9
extra free param eters to t for, constrained by G aussian lkelhood function w ih this m sw idth).
W e also allow a single overall param eter describing the squared resolution error to vary wih m s
constraint (7km s ).

Thely frestmodelin the simulations is controlled by the extemally constrained fiinctions
F (z), them ean absorption, T1 4 (z), the tem perature at overdensity 1.4, ( 1) (z), the logarithm ic
slope of the tam perature-density relation, and a reionization param eter that we w illcall Xyei. F' (z)
isdescrbed n our tsby the 10 param eter form ulaF; = F Fj, where 1 labels our 9 redshift bins, F;
gives the arbitrarily nom alized z dependence and F isan overallnom alization. W e have perform ed
a prelin nary analysis using the form alisn in 2.5 to measure F (z) from SD SS data and we use
this to constrain the param eters F; (the error on each redshift bin is  0:005). Because the SD SS
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analysis does not constrain the overall nom alization, we leave F free exoept for the additional
constraint that we require F'; interpolated to z = (3:9;30;24) to m atch the HIRES constraints
F = (0458 0:034;0:676 0:032;0816 0:023) (see M dDonald et al. (2000) { we have m odi ed
the num bers slightly and increased the errors to allow for system atic uncertainties, as discussed
In Selpk et al. (2003)). W e param eterize T14 (z) and ( 1) (z) by quadratic functions of z (3
param eters each) w ith the extemal constraints T14 = (20100 3400;20300 2400;20700 2800)K

and 1= (043 045,029 03;052 0:d4) atz= (3:9;30;24) (seeM D onald et al. (2001)
{ we added 2000 K In quadrature to the tem perature errors to allow for system atic errors). N ote
that there are other, som etin es m ore precise, m easuram ents of F (Schaye et al. 2003; Bemardi
et al. 2003) and the tem peraturedensity relation (Schaye et al. 2000; R icotti et al. 2000) in the
literature { our choice of M dD onald et al. (2000) and M cD onald et al. (2001) for this exam ple is
sin ply for convenience. The redshift of reionization and post-onization tem perature of the gas
In uence Ly forest predictions because the sn oothing of the gas on an all scales depends on its
pressure history. At the level of precision we care about, this dependence can be captured by a
single param eter. In our m odeling, we use Xyi to Interpolate between two reasonable boundaries,
reionization heating of the gas to 25,000 K at z = 7 or to 50,000 K at z = 17, both of which are
consistent w ith our tem perature constraints T, 4 (z) . However, In thispaperwe X Xi, because it
is weakly constrained by the data and the hard lower lim it we have to In pose on the redshift of
reionization leads to non-G aussian errors on the power spectrum param eters we are interested in
(this is a problem ofpresentation, not of principlk).

Figure 21 shows our st t to the standard B (k;z) results. The value of 2 = 19377 is
much too high for approxin ately 106 degrees of freedom  (We are m argihalizing over a large num ber
of nuisance param eters, but these generally are externally constrained so they do not reduce the
num ber of degrees of freedom ). Including . as a free param eter does not In prove the t signi -
cantly. Tt appears that m uch of the disagreem ent com es from bum ps in the power spectrum , eg.,
atk 0:003 (km s l) 1. Thism otivates us to look at the correlation finction ofthe ux.

42. The Correlation Function and the SiIII C ross-C orrelation

Som etin es features in the pow er spectrum are easier to understand by looking at the correlation
function, (v)= h &) &+ v)i (v isasusuala stand-in for wavelength di erences, as is x In this
case). W e show the nom alized correlation function, ()= (0) forthe rstsix redshiftbinsin Figure
22 . The correlation function show s the expected behavior { positive for am allv, negative for large v
{ except Poran cbviousbumpatv  2200km s ! W e cuson thisbum p In the nset panelofF igure
22. The m ost likely explanation seem s to be crosscorrelation between Ly and SiTIT absorption.
SilTT absorbsat = 1206:50A , so the SilIT absorption by gas at som e point along the line of sight
w il appear in the spectrum separated by 2271 km /s from the Ly absorption by the sam e gas.
W e see that thebump In  (v) appears at this separation, and note that the features that ruined
our power spectrum  t appear at the expected multiples of k = 2 =2271 = 0:0028 (km s hy 1,
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Fig. 21.| Points w ith error bars show the cbserved Pr (k;z). Linesshow our rstattemptto ta
theoretical m odel, which isnot a good t to the data. From bottom to top | z=22: black, solid
line, open square; z=2.4: blue, dotted line, 4-point star (cross); z= 2.6: cyan, dashed line, lled
square; z= 2.8: green, long-dashed line, open triangle; z= 3.0: m agenta, dot-dashed line, 3-point
star; z= 32: red, dotJong-dashed line, lkd triangle; z= 34: bladk, thin solid line, open pentagon;
z= 3.6: blue, thin dotted line, 5point star; z= 3.8: cyan, thin dashed line, lkd pentagon.
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Fi. 22.| The nom alized correlation function, )= (0), In the Ly forest region, uncorrected
for resolution. In the inset panel, the solid lines show an expanded view of the SiTIT-L.y cross—
correlation bum p, the dashed line shows 004 (v 2271)= (0) for com parison, and the vertical
dotted line marks v = 2271km s !. Note that there is no evidence for any other m etal w ith
wavelength closeto Ly transition being In portant. In particular,we seenobump at 5600km s .
or 6700km s I, corresponding to NV -Ly velocity di erences. T his correlation fiinction should
not be used for any quantitative science, as we have not corrected for resolution e ects, have not
checked carefully for system atic errors, and have not given statistical errors.
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N ote that this is the only correlation seen; anotherm etal correlation onem ight expect to see isNV
( = 1238:8;1242:8A ), but there is no apparent feature at the corresponding velocity di erences
( v 5600;6700km /s), as seen In  gure 22.

W hat should we do about this STy cross-correlation, since the poor 2 suggests that it is
too signi cant to ignore? Our rst guessm ight be that the SiTTTH{.y oorrelation isa simpl o set
version ofthe Ly Ly correlation, ie., som ething ke sirr 1y &)/ 1y 1y (W3 2271km s L.
The sin plest way to m odel this is to assum e that the Silll structure is equal to that of the Ly
forest up to an overall nom alization, rp = (v) + a v+ ¥),where (v) isforLy only and
vs= 2271km s 1. The corresponding correlation fiinction is

F@)=1+a%") W+ta +tyta & w); (14)
w ith corresponding pow er spectrum
Pr k)= 1+ a®)P k)+ 2a coslvsk) P (k) ; 15)

w here unsubscripted and P are understood to mean Ly -Ly . Forour st t to PR k;z)
accounting for SillT using equation (15), we assume a = f=[l F (z)], wih f as a sihglk extra
free parameter of the t. We nd a rem arkabke inprovement n 2, from 193.7 to 1309. We
nd f 0011 @ 004, depending on the redshift). The sn all value suggests that the relative
contribution of SiTIT to the autocorrelation is a? < 0:004, which will not a ect our t resuls
signi cantly (see x43). W e thus only need to estin ate the crosscorrelation term . W e also tried
allow ing a power law 1 + z dependence for f, but the Improvement in t, 2= 11, was not
signi cant.
In the inset panelofFigure 22 wepbt scaled (v 2271), to show how the shape ofthe bum p
com pares to the zero-lag correlation. It is di cul to com pare the shapes by eye, because of the

slope of the underlying correlation, but it appears that this m odel explains the crosscorrelation
reasonably well. W e can allow for a change In scale using the slightly m ore general form

rv)= t+ta Bt+tylta B w)]: 16)

Allowing s to vary freely only inproves 2 by 0.7 (note that the logarithm ic k-binning that we
use m ay reduce our ability to constrain these param eters). T he error bars on other param eters
m ay Increase when we nclude z dependence of £ and allow s to be free, so to be conservative one
probably wants to leave them free even though they are not needed. In our standard t in this
paper, we allow f to have z dependence but x s= 1. W e show the mproved tto R (k;z) In
Figure 23.

43. M odi cations ofthe P rocedure

T he ppeline developed forthisanalysis inclidesm any In provem ents and corrections that were
added throughout the developm ent. Tt isworth taking a step back to ask how im portant the various
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Fig. 23.| Pointsw ith errorbars show the observed Pr (k;z). Linesshow ourbest tafter including
SiITT absorption approxin ately In the theory. See Fig. 21 for Iine and point de nitions.
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corrections are for the nalresult. Table 1 lists variousm odi cations of our procedure (describbed
Individually below ), and quanti estheire ectson the tresults. In each case we show the change
inthebest t 2 and n. relative to our standard t, and their error bars for com parison to the
standard t. We give ? to indicate the goodness of t of the theory to the m odi ed m easured
Pr (k;z). W e reiterate that we are not asserting the correctness of the theory that we use in the
ttihg { we give these 2 values and other tting resultsonly to show trends. W e list 2 between
the standard procedure best t and the variantbest t, to give an indication ofhow signi cant the

deviation is (this is necessary because the errors are correlated so sin ply know ing 2

and ne and
their errors does not give the fullpicture { see F igure 26 for an exam ple of the full error contours).
Because the statistical uctuations between these di erent ts should be small, al di erence
(or even Jess) should be Interpreted as \signi cant", however, since we believe that our standard
t is better or m ore conservative than all of the variants, our system atic error should generally
be an aller than the deviation shown. Note that where applicable the changes In procedure are
only applied to the Pip41;1185 calculation, not the Pisegj3s0 result that is used in the background

subtraction (sn all changes In P1265;1380 have no e ect on the nalresuls).

Our zrstvariant isto not diagonalize the w ndow m atrix. Figure 24 show sthem easured power
soectrum before and after diagonalization. Figure 25 show s the ratio of the diagonal errors after
diagonalization of the window m atrix to before diagonalization. N ot diagonalizing the w indow
m atrix does kad to a signi cant change in the tted param eter values, and the error on n
decreases by about 12% . W e are, In e ect, using inform ation from a w ider range of scales, but this
forces us to use theory resuls outside their range of validity (eg., at low k we need to extrapolate
beyond the size of our sin ulation boxes). Note that the change in error on n. , from 0.024 to
0.021 in plies that we should expect a random di erence between the two resuls w ith typical size
0:024> 0:021%)'7? = 0012, ie. what m ight seem lke a surprisingly large part of the di erence
between the results could be random .

A s discussed above, the correction for SiTITH1y correlation is very in portant to the goodness
ofour t. It isless in portant forthebest tvalues, changing them only by 0:8 forg and 04
or 2.Nomally we allow a power law dependence on redshift for the am plitude of the SiTIT-Ly
correlation, but rem oving this freedom m akes alm ost no di erence. A llow ing the correlation scale
for the SiTIT-L.y correlation to be di erent than for Ly Ly (feeing s In egqn. 16 { we usually

x this In this paper for technical reasons) has only a very smalle ect. Including the SiTIT-SiTTT
autocorrelation term (the a? part ofegn. 15) in the thasessentially noe ect.

Forour standard t,weallow variation in the noise am plitude at each redshift, represented by
a m ultiplicative param eter sub gct to a 5% m s G aussian constraint. Our tting proocedure then
m arginalizes over this com ponent. R educing this constraint to 0.5% (ie. xingthe noise) produces
no change in our t resul, and does not even reduce the error bars noticeably. Leaving the noise
essentially free m akes a noticeable di erence In the t resuls, decreasing the am plitude by about
2=3 , increasing its error by 20% , and decreasing 2 to 123.8. Changes at this level are expected
when we rem ove the constraints on som e param eters, and do not im ply that the constraints were
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Fig. 24.| D otted lines connect the power spectrum points before diagonalization of the w indow
m atrix. Solid lines show the points after diagonalization.



{55 ¢

1.8 - .

1.4 —

1.2 —

6P,diagonahze WinOW(k> / gP,no diagonah’tzation<k>
T

1
0.001 0.01

k [(km/s)™]

Fig. 25.| R atio of the diagonal errors on our Pig41;1185 (k;z) points (connected) after the w indow
m atrix diagonalization to before the w ndow m atrix diagonalization, w ith the usualline de nitions.
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too snall (ie. we are e ectively ram oving 9 data points from the t so we generally expect a

2, fncrease In the error bars, and som e corresponding drift in the param eter valies).

decrease in
R em oving our spectrum -by-spectrum noise estin ation m akes very little di erence. F inally, we note
that if we did not correct the noise as discussed In x2 .3, the results would change signi cantly. A s
an exam pk, we show the tresultsinthe h 2 n. plane in Figure 26, for our standard case
and these noiserelated variants. W e show the ratio ofthe power w ithout individualnoise estin ates

for each quasar to our standard case in Figure 27.

O ur requirem ent that the principal com ponents of the errorm atrix have at least the G aussian
levelofvariancem akesno di erence to the t results, although it inproves ? orthe ta little bit.
Sin ply using the G aussian error m atrix instead of bootstrap errorsm akes no di erence to the t
resuls but increases 2 signi cantly. Ignoring the bootstrap error correlations increases the error
on n. by about 12% , and signi cantly reduces 2.

W enom ally use the range 1268 < & < 1380A forourbackground subtraction (ie., subtract

P126s;1380) - Ram oving the background subtraction entirely reduces the nferred am plitude by 2 ,
and the slopeby 1 , and results in a very large 2 (the erroron n. also decreases signi cantly, but
this ism ostly because of the change In the best t values, not because of uncertainty in the back—
ground subtraction). N ote that rem oving the background subtraction, which increases Pr (k;z),
decreases the Inferred am plitude because the thedF decreases m ore than enough to o set the
ncrease in Py (k;z).) Clearly the background cannot be ignored. U sing P 1409;1523 Instead produces
a som ew hat disturbingly large 0.028 (1:1 ) Increase In ne . W e expect the longer wavelength range
to give a less accurate estin ate of the badkground pow er, because som e m etals are m issing, but
further investigation show s that m ost of this di erence is probably caused by C IV BA Ls adding
power to the 1409 < ¢ < 1523A region.Aswe see in Tabl 1, ram oving the ad justm ent for noise
dependence of the background (see Equation 13) brings the two badkground regions closer together
(thisisre ected In Figure 18). Adding the 147 BAL quasars identi ed by our autom ated algorithm
Jeads to a huge discrepancy (0094 in n. ) when weusetheP409;1523 background, butonly when we
adjust for noise kevel (W ithout this the discrepancy for ne , not shown in the tabl, isonly 0.029).
Note that the BAL cutm akes essentially no di erence to our standard tusing the B2gs;1350 back—
ground. A Il of these di erences are easy to understand: F irst, BA Ls are known to be strongest in
C IV absorption Hallet al. (2002)), so it isnot surprising that we see thee ects of BA Lsprin arily
In this wavelength region. Second, both our original by-eye and subsequent autom ated rem oval
of BALs mnevitably identify the features m ore easily in less noisy data, so the power from BALs
naturally show s up when we Intentionally use the noisier spectra for the background power. The
fact that rem oving the 147 m ost cbvious BA Ls has essentially no e ect on ourbasic result gives us
con dence that any rem aining BAL features in the Ly forest and 1268 < g < 1380A regions
are not signi cant.

To Investigate the e ect of a system atic uncertainty in the spectral resolution, we include in
our tsan overall factor of the form exp ( ¥) multiplying the power spectrum , where is a free
param eter. In our standard twe in posean extemalconstrainton , (7km s Y2 ms.E ssentially
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Fig. 26.] Fi results for variant noise treatm ents. The error bars show the 1  error on each
param eter. T he ovals show 2 = 23. Standard case @ ih 5% noise am plitude freedom in each
redshift bin): bladk, solid lines. No individual noise estin ate for each quasar: red, dotted lines.
N oise am plitude freedom 05% (50% ): green, short-dashed lines (plue, long-dashed lines). The
m agenta, dot-dashed line show s the result using the pipeline noise estin ates.
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Fi. 27.| Ratio of P1p41;1185 com puted w ithout quasarby-quasar noise reestim ates (a constant
16% extra noise power was assum ed Instead) to the standard case.
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rem oving this freedom hasno e ect on the ¢t, whilk leaving essentially free Increases the error
on the am plitude by 40% , and increases ne by 2=3 (the change In tted am plitude is certainly
consistent w ith drift from the Increased error). Aswe show In Figure 5, our standard t should be
oconservative.

Sinply dividing each chunk of spectrum by is m ean instead of also dividing by the m ean
continuum before estin ating the power from the chunk m akes little di erence to the t resuls.
D ivision by the m ean continuum actually Increases the measured ux powerby 0 2% ,aswe
show In Fig. 28. W ehave perform ed a prelin nary PCA analysisto try tom odel uctuationsaround
the m ean continuum . W hen we use continua for each quasar com posed of 13 PCA eigenvectors,
our results change only a little M. is reduced by 04 ), and ? increases, probably an indication
of the unsatisfactory level of noise that we know rem ains in our estim ates. Aswe see In Figure 29,
the m odi cation of adding a large constant to the weight m atrix to m ake our m easuram ent less
sensitive to the m ean of each chunk has little e ect (the e ect is Jarger on larger scals).

T he line \no bin-redshift correction” in Tabl 1 refers to rem oving the correction for evolution
In the power across the w idth ofthe redshift bins (seeeqn. 8). W e see ' ig. 30) that this correction
mostly a ects the lowest redshift bin Where the low -z edge of the bin is em pty of data) and has
little e ect on the t (not surprisingly, leaving out this correction increases 2).

T he line \ignore F p correlation" in Table 1 show s the change in the tted param eters if
we naively use the given noise estin ates for weighting w thout accounting for the fact that there
is a correlation between the ux estin ate and the noise am plitude estin ate for each pixel. F igure
31 show s that the bias is a fairly constant 3-5% increase n the ux power. The di erence is not
actually caused by the change in weighting used in the power spectrum estin ation { instead, the
power is biased high because the estin ation of the m ean that each chunk of spectrum is divided
by isbiased low because low— ux pixels have an aller noise estin ates. Ignoring thise ect does not
change our t results. Nom ally we base our estin ation of the am ount of the noise that is due to
quasar ux on the ssparate estim ates we have from the spectral reduction pipeline for the ux, sky,
and read-noise contributions, however these estin ates do not add up to the total noise reported
by the pipeline. If we rescale the individual num bers to m ake them oconsistent w ith the total (ot
necessarily the correct thing to do) we see that the t resuls are not changed signi cantly (the
Ine \rescale . " { weuse . to referto noise com puted using the separate ux, sky, and read-noise
estin ates), athough the power does change by asmuch as 3% Eig. 32 { thisdi erence would be
a bit larger if we did not directly m easure and correct for the crosscorrelation between the noise
am plitude and  ux).

Finally, our power spectrum extraction code has a bias (partially related to division by the
mean of each chunk of spectrum ), that we correct for by dividing the resut by Equation 11.
R em oving this correction decreases the estin ated n, by about 1=2 and increases the am plitude
by a sin ilar am ount. T he com bined change is actually quite signi cant because it is transverse to
the degeneracy direction for these param eters.
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Fig. 28 | R atio ofP 1941;1185 com puted w fthout dividing by the continuum estin ate to the standard

case.
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Fig. 29.| Ratio of P1g41;1185 com puted w ithout the Jarge constant added to the weight m atrices
to m ake the resuls Jess sensitive to the m ean of the chunks, relative to the standard case.
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Fig. 30.| Ratio ofP1941;1185 com puted w ith no correction forthe o set between the de ned center
of each redshift bin and the center of weight of the data to the standard case.
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Fig. 3l.| Ratio ofP1g41;1185 com puted w ithout accounting for the correlation between the noise
am plitude and the cbserved ux to the standard case.
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Fi. 32.| Ratio ofP1g41;1185 com puted using an altemative estin ate of the fraction of the noise
that is due to photon counting noise associated w th ux from the quasar (see text) to the standard

case.
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To summ arize, m ost of the e ects described above are an all relative to the statistical errors
on the nalestin ated param eters. W e understand the cases where the di erence is signi cant,
and expect that our standard m ethod w ill be m uch m ore accurate than the di erence between it
and the variants Wwe show these variants to help the reader better understand our m easurem ent).
T hese tests give uscon dence that the nalresults are very robust to sm all changes in the analysis
pioeline.

How sensitive are these conclusions to our assum ptions about the nuisance param eters, F,
Ti.4, and , ie. if these constraints inprove in the future, will we need to worry m ore about
system atic errors In Pr (k;z)? W e Investigate this by st xing all the param eters in the t
(Ihcluding rem oving the noise am plitude uncertainty, resolution uncertainty, and freedom in the
SiTIT correction), so the only uncertainty ison Py (k;z). Tabk 1 (the \ xed nuisance param eters"
Iine) show s that the error on the am plitude in proves dram atically, by a factor of 5. T he error on
ne Inproves by a factor of 2. So in principle the am plitude error can be In proved a lot relative
to potential system atic errors, and n. Inproved aswell (see also M andelbaum et al. 2003). The
next line (\optim istic F "), where we assum e the HIRE S constraint on F is in proved by a factor
of 5, and the SD SS constraint by a factor of 2, shows that 2 is substantially degenerate w ith F
(as expected), but ne is less degenerate. Im proving the constraints on T, and by factors of
5, In addition to the In proved constraints on F, lads to little fiirther In provem ent. Finally, for
com parison, we tried sin ply reducing the errors on Pr (k;z) by a factor of 3, and fund that
the error on ne decreases by alm ost the sam e factor (1.6), but the error on 2 decreases less @
factor of 12). SD SS will collect a factor of 3 m ore data than we have in the present sam ple.
W e conclude that the error on ne can easily be reduced by sin ply gathering m ore data, whilke

inprovementson 2 can bem ade by in proving the errorson F .
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Tabk 1. E ectofuncertainties orm odi cations ofthe B (k;z) m easurem ent procedure on the
Inferred linear power spectrum

Varant? n 2 W e n n 2b 2 ¢
Standard t 0 010 0 0.024 0 129.7
N o window diagonalization -0.06 010 -0.024 0.021 14 1295
N o SiTIT correction 0.04 010 0.017 0.021 0.7 193.J7
z-independent SiTIT 0.00 0.10 0.0 0024 00 1309
variable w idth SiTTT -0.02 011 -0006 0.025 01 1290
Inclide SITIT-SITIT term -0.02 010 -0.003 0.023 00 1321
noisepower = 05% 0.00 010 0000 0.024 00 1303
noisspower = 50% -0.08 012 0008 0.025 11 1238
N o Individual noise reestin ation  -0.02 010 0.002 0.023 01 1281
Believe pipeline noise 020 011 0.019 0.021 96 1299
No Gaussian oor on errors 0.01 0.10 0002 0.024 00 1331
G aussian errors 0.02 010 0001 0.023 01 15107
Ignore error correlations 0.04 011 0002 0.027 02 1172
N o background subtraction -020 010 -0022 0019 36 1696
Background 1409-1523A 0.05 010 0028 0.025 15 1332
N o background noise m atching -0.07 010 -0.004 0.021 0.7 1423
P revious, but use 1409-1523A -0.06 010 0.008 0.022 1.7 1431
No autom ated BAL cut 0.01 010 0003 0.023 00 1270
P revious, but use 1409-1523A 0.14 010 0094 0025 160 1566
(70km s l)2 resolution error 011 014 0.015 0.024 14 1264
O07km s 1)? resolution error 0.02 010 0003 0.024 03 1304
N o continuum division 0.02 010 0002 0.024 01 1322
PCA continuum division 0.02 010 -0.010 0.024 08 1391
N o reduced sensitivity to m ean -0.00 010 -0.002 0.024 00 1305
N o bin-redshift correction -0.02 010 -0006 0.023 01 1372
Ignore F p correlation 0.00 010 0002 0.024 00 1287
rescalke . 0.00 010 0.002 0.024 00 1290
N o code bias correction 0.06 010 -0.013 0.024 30 1323
8000 bootstrap sets 0.00 010 0.000 0.024 00 1285
xed nuisance param eters 0083 0021 -0025 0012 | |
optin istic F 0068 0062 0009 0019 | |
optim istic T1 .4, 0002 0082 -0.014 0021 | |

optin istic F , T1.4, 0002 0051 -0016 0.018 | |



{671

Tablk 1| Continued

Variant® n 2 4 2 e n, 2b 2c

jo
Pr (k;z) erorsdivided by 3 -0.051 0081 -0000 0015 | |

Note. | z,= 2%,k, = 0009 (km s ') 1.
T he m eaning of each variant is explained In x4 3.

b 2 of the tted param eters relative to the standard param eters, using the errors from the
variant t.

¢ 2 orthe t (essentially unrelated to 2y,
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44. Subsam ples ofthe D ata

Another way to test for system atic errors is to search for intemal discrepancies between the
di erent subsam plesofthe sam edata. O fcourse, thereareonly a nite numberofpossible subsam —
plswe can try, so thistest cannot be fully exhaustive. In addition, w ith m any such tests perform ed
onem ust worry that som e w illgive an apparently statistically signi cant deviation Just by random
chance. Tablk 2 show s results of splitting the data Into roughly equal weight subsam ples, de ned
by various properties of the spectra that, at keast at rst glance, should not be correlated w ith the
m easured power. In practios, we rank the spectra by the property of interest and spolit the sam ple
Into halves by requiring that the G aussian errors on the k = 0007 (km s 1 point are equal
for the two halves (the bootstrap errors w ill not be precisely equal). W e list the probability of
obtaining 2 greater than the valie com puted by di erencing the power spectra (these di erences
Include the di erent background subtraction com puted using eqn. 13 fordi erent noise levels). W e
also list the tting param eter resuls foreach subsam ple, and give the probability for cbtaining the
observed level of di erence between the ts. Because these subsam ples are basically independent,
deviations w ithin the error bars are expected and are not an indication of system atic errors. W e
describe these subsam ple splits below .

Thepowerwem easure should be Independent of the rest fram e region ofthe quasar continuum

In which i ism easured. F igure 33 show sP1041;1113 k;z) and P1113;1185 k;z) to test thisexpectation.
The results look pretty sin ilar, but to com pare them quantitatively, we compute 2 = @
P.)YTCcc+Cy) TPe P.), ndig 2= 1110 for 108 points. T he agream ent appears perfect.
To com pare thetwo In a di erent way, we perform separate tsofthe linearm asspower goectrum
param eters 2 andn. toPr (k;jz) computed from Pios11113 &k;z) and P1113;1185 k;z). The resuls,
given in the st line ofTablk 2, are consistent w ithin the expected errors. T his test provides som e
evidence that power from continuum  uctuations is not an im portant contribution to the total,
beyond what we would expect from looking at the red side ofthe Ly am ission line. It is possible
that the two halves of the forest could have signi cant extra continuum power, but if they do it
has to be the sam e in each half.

W e com pute the weighted m ean of the m s noise for each chunk of spectrum aswe use it to
estim ate the power spectrum . A split based sin ply on this noise level, illustrated In F igure 34,
produces a am allbut unam biguously signi cant discrepancy in the raw m easuram ent ofPio41;1185/

2 = 185, though the t param eters agree w thin their errors (Tablk 2, line 3). T his discrepancy in
pow er isthem otivation for, and is Jargely rem oved by, our noisse-dependent background subtraction
procedurede nedby equation (13). F igure 35 show sthepow erPi6s;1380 that isused forbackground
subtraction, again subsam pled by noise level. There is a clear di erence in power, which is not
isolated to a few wavenum bers or redshifts. O nce the P126g;1380 Power is subtracted according to
equation (13), we obtain Pr estin ates and corresponding t param eters from the high and low
noise subsam ples that agree w thin the errors (Tablk 2, line 2). Since the t param eters agree even
w ithout noise-dependent background subtraction, it appears that the discrepancy In raw P1g41;1185
power does not m In ic a change in cosm ological param eters, and our ultim ate conclusions would
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Tabk 2. Comparison between subsam ples of the data

Split P, 22 n 2P Ne < n ¢ Ne P,
(points) (b

et 403 003 0:12 0027 0031 004 041 0018 0029 513
noise 10% 001 0:11 0020 0028 001 0:12 0001 0030 763
noise @aw)® 000065 005 041 09027 0029 049 043 0010 0026 61%
ky 5.9% 002 011 0001 0028 002 042 0014 0030 933
v o 343 002 011 0029 0:030 001 0:12 0011 0030 493%
read noise 94% 008 0:11  0:020 0:030 005 0:12 0015 0028 68%
cont. 2= 333 004 011 09017 09028 006 0412 0001 0030  40%
resolition 73% 008 0:11 0036 0031 008 0:12 0025 0028 32%
exure 143 040 041 0040 0:030 041 041 0033 0026 19%
alignm ent 295 009 011 0031 0:030 009 041 0031 0027 293
exp. 2= 65% 001 0:1 0015 0029 000 042 0010 0030 63%
erroronmean 563 007 010 0014 0030 007 041 0018 0031 673
error on A 4 403 006 009 0020 0027 001 0:12 0014 0030 68%

2P robabilities m ay not be fiilly reliable because we have not dem onstrated that 2 is properly
distributed.

PThe subsam pl t results cannot be combined to produce the result of the t to the fiilldata
set because the underlying nuisance param eters w ere not required to be the sam e.

“The \noise (raw )" line show s the com parison w ithout accounting for the noise dependence of
the background.
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3(k)
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Fi. 33.| Com parison ofP1g41;1113 k72) (connected by dotted lines) to P1113;1185 &;2) (connected
by solid Iines, and shifted slightly to the right). The di erent redshifts have been shifted vertically
by arbitrary am ounts on this logarithm ic plot (z increases from bottom to top).
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Fig. 34 | P1o41;1185 split by noise In the Ly forest region. T he dotted line connects the Iow noise
resuls, while the high noise results are o set slightly to the right. The resultsat di erent redshifts
have been shifted vertically by arbitrary am ounts (z increases from bottom to top).
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Fi. 35.| P126s;1380 SPlit by noise in the sam e region. The dotted line connects the low noise
resuls, while the high noise results are o set slightly to the right. The results at di erent redshifts
have been shifted vertically by arbitrary am ounts.
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therefore not change even if we did not in plem ent it. Nonetheless, the origin of the di erence
rem ains som ew hat m ysterious, sihce we went to great e ort to estin ate noise correctly.

Two more splits that yield discrepant Pigs1;1185 but show no sign of trouble after the noise-
dependent background subtraction are based on the ratio ofthem ean sky ux to them ean quasar
ux and on or the di erence between the pipeline estin ate of the noise and the sum of our
estin ates of the quasar ux, sky ux, and read-noise com ponents of the noise. W e are not sure
what < M eans, since we do not understand the source of noise m isestin ation in the standard
plpelne. Even wihout noise dependent background subtraction, the t results did not di er
signi cantly in either of these cases. They are aln ost surely sym ptom s of the sam e noiserelated
problem discussed above.

The spolit based on readnoise In the spectra shows good agream ent between the Pr (k;z)
m easurem ents, even w ithout noise dependent background subtraction as does a split based on
how well the m ean continuum m atches the quasar spectrum outside the Ly forest, quanti ed by
com puting %= forthe di erence between the contihuum and spectrum (\cont. 4= " in Tablk
2). Several other splits that show little or no sign of trouble are based on: the m ean value of 4=
com puted for each pixel when combining exposures (this was the com parison that m otivated our
spectrum -by-spectrum noise reestin ation), the m ean resolution, the m ovem ent of the spectrum
relative to the detector pixel grid during the observation (\ exure"), the alignm ent of the pixels in
the di erent exposures for the sam e spectrum (closely related to exure), the error on the overall
nom alization of the spectrum , A4 (see egn. 2, this error is set by a com bination of the noise level
outside the forest and the length of spectrum observed outside the forest), and the error on the
m eans com puted for the forest chunks (di erencesat xed z are related to the length of the chunk
and the noise in the forest).

O verall, the agreem ent between our subsam ples is excellent, both for the Pr (k;z) results and
the tresults. In som e cases this agream ent relies on the noise-dependent background subtraction,
which we would like to understand better (in no case does the t agreem ent rely on this).

45. Continuum Power

The power in the m ean continuum , for the 4 di erent rest fram e regions identi ed in Figure
2, is shown In Figures 36a-d, relative to the Ly forest power (the m ean continuum power was
m easured by replacing the quasar ux in each pixelby the m ean contihuum Jlevel at that pixel).
Them ean continuum is very wellbehaved over the k range that we use (00013 002 (km s l) l),
but its uctuations quickly becom e signi cant at k . 0:001 (km s’) . W hat little power the
m ean continuum show s In our chosen k range should be rem oved when we divide the spectra by
the continuum ; it isonly uctuations around the m ean that m atter.

W e summ arize our strong, but m aybe not airtight, argum ent for believing that continuum
uctuations are not corrupting our m easurem ent as follow s:



{741

0.1

0.08

A~
e
~—
e
2
: |
S
A, 0.08 7
\ 7
—~ 7
- n
~— 7
. | .
| W T
5 0.04 - I % 7
E AN
R RN | T 7
= \ \ Vi T
S N\
s i YN [T |-
®© A ! ‘
q) | . . . 1 | 7
Qﬁ N | 11
0.02 [~ \ B 7
\ ‘.‘ /“
I TN |
ol N S i e = e S
0.001 v

k [(km/s)™]

Fi. 36.| Power in the m ean continuum relative to the Ly forest power, for various rest wave—
length intervals: @) 1041 < g < 11852, () 1268 < o < 1380A, () 1409 < g < 15237, (d)
1558 < st < 1774A .The errorbars show the fractionalerror on Pigs41;1185 (W thout diagonalizing
the w Indow m atrix because the diagonalization works poorly at the lowest ks that we show).
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The power In them ean continuum is sm all.

The results for the B (;z) m easurem ent in two halves of the forest region, Pig41;1113 and

P1113;1185, agree.

The power In the background regions, Pi2eg;1380 and P1409;1523, agree at the level we care
about in the low noise data, as long as BALs (which mostly a ect the latter region) are

rem oved.

D ivision by prelin nary 13 eigenvector PCA estim ates of the continua (ie. ncluiding uctu-

ations around the m ean) does not change the resuls.

To be quantitatively in portant despite these argum ents, the pow er In quasar-to-quasar continuum
uctuations In the forest must be substantially larger than the power In the m ean continuum
itself, the continuum  uctuations in the forest m ust be substantially di erent from those in the
background regions (despite those regions being sin ilar to each other and the two halves of the
forest being sim ilar to each other), and our PCA analysis m ust be substantially awed. Further

study is warranted, but a big e ect seem s unlkely.

4.6. Comparison with Past M easurem ents

T here are three Py (k;z) m easurem ents already in the literature, M cD onald et al. (2000), C roft
et al. 2002), and Kin et al. (2004), all using at least som e high resolution data. Each uses its
own set of redshift bins, so to com pare we need a way to Interpolate our resuls to these redshifts.
W e do this by perform ing our standard cogn ological t to allofthe data @t rst { aterwe will
ram ove som e of the past results). Thisgives usa set ofbest tm odelparam eters that can be used
to com pute the power at any k and z. W ithin the range ofk where we have SD SS m easuram ents,
the t isalways dom inated by the SD SS points. The tted curves alwaysm atch the SD SS resuls
to much better than the size of the errors on the past resuls, m eaning that, for the the purpose
of com parison to the past resuls, the curves are sin ply a faithfil interpolation between the SD SS
points. Atk > 0:02(km s 1y 1, the tise ectively a welighted average of the past resuls, although
the constraint that £ mustm atch SD SS at lower k has some in uence (our sin ulation predictions
do not allow for sharp features in Pr (;2z).)

We 1wstperform a t to all the data with k < 0:05(km sty ' and z > 21, nding an
atrociously bad 2 = 392 or 238 dof. Ran oving M D onald et al. (2000), reduces 2 by 534
(for 39 data points), rem oving C roft et al. (2002) reduces 2 by 852 (for 65 points), and ram oving
K in et al. (2004) reduces 2 by 1233 (28 points). C learly there is gross disagreem ent betiween K in
et al. 2004) and the other results. Figure 37 shows the Kin et al. (2004) pointsat z = 2:18 and
z = 258 (fom their Tabl 5) along w ih the t prediction for them . Note that we include SiIIT
contam ination In the m odel as described in x4 2, so the m odel curves are not perfectly an ooth.
W e see large discrepancies, as we expect from the bad 2. The pont at k = 0:0012 (km s hy 1,
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Fi. 37.| The black, solid line and open squares (plie, dotted line and crosses) show the t
prediction and m easured points from Kim et al. 2004) at z= 2:18 (258). Red (green) error bars
show ourSDSSmeasuramentatz= 22 (2.6).
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z = 258 is 59 below the prediction (as well as any reasonabl extrapolation of the other K im
et al. (2004) points), and the points at Increasingly high k are generally too high (at the highest k,
this isa re ection of disagreem ent w ith the other high resolution data, but actually the agreem ent
isnotmuch better ifwe only lnclide SD SS in the t,because nomodelcan tthehighestk SDSS
points and then climb to m atch the higherk K In et al. (2004) points). To reassure the reader that
we are not playing gam es w ith the tted curves, we also plot the SD SS pointsat z= 22 and 2.6.

Sinhcethe K in et al. (2004) resuls clearly have som e problam , unless the other three m easure—
m ents are allw rong (We w ill see that, w ith one exception, the other three agree w ith each other),
we elin inate them from the rest of the comparison. A tto SDSS, M dDonald et al. (2000), and
Croft et al. (2002) gives 2= 269 for 210 dof (stillabad t).Rem oving M D onald et al. (2000),
reduces 2 by 443 (39 points), while rem oving C roft et al. 2002) reduces 2 by 972 (for 65 points
this reduction would occur by chance only 0.6% of the tine). Figure 38 show s the Croft et al.
(2002) points, along w ith the t prediction for them . T he agream ent is actually very good for 4 of
the 5 redshift bins, while the z = 2:47 points are cbviously out of place (these 13 points increase
2 by 54). Figure 39 shows the M cD onald et al. (2000) points, along w ith the t prediction for
them (Prthis twe removed the z = 247 Croft et al. 2002) points). The agreem ent is good,
w ih the agreem ent at z = 241 disfavoring the anom alous C roft et al. 2002) z = 247 points;
further investigation by R .C roft (private com m unication) does not reveal any obvious error in this
redshift bin that would explain the anom aly. N ote that the agreem ent of M D onald et al. (2000)
and Croft et al. (2002) at high k adds weight to the idea that som ething is seriously wrong w ith
Kin et al. (2004). Kin et al. (2004) show som e com parisons w ith past resuls, and clain they
agree, but these com parisons used custom redshift bins (ie., not the bins in their tablk), and were
not high precision (for exam ple they com pare the C roft et al. (2002) pointsat z = 213 to a bin
wih z = 204, so evolution cancels som e of the am plitude o set, and they call the apparent 50%
di erenceatk 004 (km s ) ! a \slight" excess).

5. FinalResults Table and D irections for U se

Tablk 3 gives the prin ary pow er spectrum results. T he colum ns are: z, the redshift ofthe bin;
k, the wavenum ber ofthe bin; Pr (k;z), our nally forestpower spectrum resul (along w ith the
square roots of the diagonal elem ents of the error covariance m atrix); P oise, the noise power that
was subtracted from each bin; and Ppacground r the background that was subtracted from each bin
(P 1268;1380 adjasted according to the am ount of noise in the forest, egs. 3, 4, and 13). Pgise IS Just
the noise subtracted from Pig41;1085 (@ roughly com parable am ount of noise was subtracted from
the badkground, so to som e degree these cancel In the nalresul). The tablk and the covariance
m atrix of the errors are available at htp://feynm an princeton edu/ pm cdonal/LyaF /sdsshtm L
T he covariance m atrix m ust be used in any serious quantitative tting. W hen using this table to
constrain m odels, the follow iIng allow ances should be m ade for residual system atic uncertainties:
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Fig. 38.| M easured ponts and t prediction for the Croft et al. (2002) results. From bottom
to top (roughly) | z=2.13: bladk, solid line, open square; z= 2.47: blue, dotted line, 4-point star
(cross); z= 2.74: cyan, dashed line, lled square; z= 3.03: green, long-dashed line, open triangle;
z= 351: m agenta, dot-dashed line, 3-point star.
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Fi. 39.| M easured pointsand tprediction fortheM D onald et al. (2000) resuls. >From bottom
to top (roughly) | z=241: bladk, solid line, open square; z= 3.00: blue, dotted line, 4-point star
(cross); z= 3.89: cyan, dashed line, lkd square;
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Allow 5% mm s error on the noisspower am plitude at each redshift. W e do not have any
reason to think the error is really this lJarge, but, considering the com plications related to the
noise, we think it isprudent to lnclide i. O perationally, we suggest subtracting £iP oise &k;2z1)

Pﬁ:om Pr (;z;i), where f; are free param eters in the t (one for each redshift bin), and adding
(£;=0:05)? to 2.

i
A llow (7km s l)2 m s overall error on the resolition variance (ie., the square of the mn s
w idth of the G aussian resolution kemel). T his is the expected size of the uncertainty due to

exure In the detector, although F igure 5 suggests that m ay actually be an aller. Speci cally,
multiply Pr (k;z) by exp ( k?), with a free param eter in the t, and add [ =(7km s 1)?F
to 2.

SiTIT1L.y crossoorrelation must be acocounted for. W e have suggested a simple m ethod {
assum e the crosscorrelation has the sam e form as the Ly -Ly auto-correlation up to an
am plitude that is a free param eter, and possbly inclide freedom in the correlation width
and/or redshift evolution ofthe am plitude { but others could be devised (eg. hcliding SITIT
in the sin ulated spectra through a param eterized sem ianalytic m odel).
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Tabl 3. Py (;z) Resuls

z k Pr k;2z) Pnoise Pbackground
22 0.00141 18:09 1:74 620 329
22 0.00178 1755 134 6.07 2.71
22 0.00224 1905 121 620 246
22 0.00282 18:93 103 623 245
22 0.00355 1580 0:714 5.92 1.97
22 0.00447 1268 060 557 118
22 0.00562 1404 053 585 1.04
22 0.L00708 1109 045 5.87 117
22 0.00891 938 039 6.06 120
22 0.01122 809 038 6.87 140
22 0.01413 699 034 848 132
22 0.01778 469 035 1052 087
24 0.00141 2152 191 5.70 3.2
24 0.00178 2366 209 565 2.63
24 0.00224 2357 139 565 245
24 000282 2225 124 558 247
24 0.00355 1865 089 531 182
24 0.00447 1574 065 515 118
24 0.00562 18:07 008 543 0.79
24 0.00708 1316 051 532 1.07
24 0.00891 1258 041 5.1 114
24 0.01122 1042 041 627 129
24 001413 817 036 732 122
24 001778 608 033 937 0.91
2.6 000141 2829 255 6.78 4 02
26 000178 2904 185 ©6.68 3.18
2.6 000224 3213 176 6.76 2.65
2.6 000282 2744 139 663 241
2.6 000355 2506 109 652 1.79
26 0.00447 2067 085 640 127
26 000562 2249 072 6.69 1.05
26 000708 17419 0:60 6.71 117
26 000891 1540 051 742 1.05
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Tabl 3| Continued

z k Pr k;z) Proise  Ppackground
2.6 0.01122 1325 048 7.91 124
2.6 0.01413 1025 041 915 122
2.6 0.01778 843 037 1166 0.95
2.8 0.00141 3725 275 683 2.99
2.8 0.00178 3752 220 6.75 210
2.8 0.00224 38:74 180 6.79 184
2.8 0.00282 3712 148 6.78 229
2.8 0.00355 3011 123 660 152
28 0.00447 2567 092 652 122
28 0.00562 2574 083 6.73 119
28 0.00708 2254 067 6.95 0.98
28 0.00891 20142 002 741 111
28 0.01122 1589 048 8.06 118
2.8 0.01413 13:04 042 937 113
28 0.01778 963 036 11.64 0.90
3.0 0.00141 4636 372 1.l6 351
3.0 0.00178 4253 287 763 2.74
3.0 0.00224 4766 269 7.3 220
30 0.00282 4220 2:19 766 2.34
30 0.00355 3699 172 751 181
30 0.00447 2947 120 734 130
30 0.00562 30142 107 756 133
30 0.00708 2430 081 7.63 0.99
3.0 0.00891 2251 075 845 130
3.0 0.01122 1875 0066 8.3 130
3.0 0.01413 1433 052 9.89 138
30 0.01778 1126 047 11.90 0.91
32 0.00141 54773 4:97 957 507
32 0.00178 49772 442 944 3.3
32 0.00224 5286 329 946 301
32 0.00282 4844 258 938 2.59
32 0.00355 4401 233 928 2.1
32 0.00447 3542 154 8.5 136
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Tabl 3| Continued

z k Pr k;z) Phoise  Pbackground
32 0.00562 3457 141 915 128
32 0.00708 3114 149 940 129
32 0.00891 26:96 0295 9.80 148
32 0.01122 2221 083 1049 180
32 0.01413 1837 0:70 11.74 138
32 0.01778 1512 0:66 14 .07 118
34 0.00141 5642 585 1112 408
34 0.00178 7575 533 1132 241
34 0.00224 56:79 387 10.97 2.09
34 0.00282 58:40 343 11.04 316
34 0.00355 5256 285 10.96 2.62
34 0.00447 4343 221 10.76 2.00
34 0.00562 4167 13 10.99 204
34 0.00708 3736 143 1128 155
34 0.00891 3257 149 11.87 1.77
34 0.01122 2851 145 13.06 2.00
34 0.01413 2228 088 14 .63 1.63
34 0.01778 18:01 0:79 17.80 123
3.6 0.00141 7946 833 1511 225
3.6 0.00178 8512 828 14.90 2.87
3.6 0.00224 7503 588 14 87 328
3.6 0.00282 6615 498 1451 330
3.6 0.00355 6632 408 14 .59 226
3.6 0.00447 5566 336 1422 133
3.6 0.00562 4951 2772 1417 128
3.6 0.00708 4377 2415 1441 1.62
3.6 0.00891 4020 1:93 15.09 1.98
3.6 0.01122 32:04 163 15.72 161
3.6 0.01413 2582 131 1726 125
3.6 0.01778 2149 123 2111 151
38 0.00141 1181 1547 22.58 6.89
3.8 0.00178 6152 980 20.93 6.40
3.8 0.00224 7729 709 2091 5.07
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Tablk 3| Continued

z k Pr k;z) Pnoise Pbackground
3.8 0.00282 71778 742 20.76 220
38 0.00355 7749 565 21.00 251
3.8 0.00447 5912 421 2037 237
38 0.00562 5753 372 20.78 2.61
38 0.00708 5625 345 21.63 2.79
38 0.00891 4246 234 21.69 257
38 0.01122 3693 225 2343 2.69
38 0.01413 2952 225 26.14 247
38 0.01778 2772 185 3351 215

N ote. | k hasunits (km s ') 1, power spectra have units km s . T he error covariance m atrix
must be used for any quantitative tting.
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6. Conclusions

W e have analyzed a sam ple 0f 3035 quasar spectra m easured by SD SS and covering the redshift
range 2 < z < 4. Thisdata set is alm ost two orders of m agnitude larger than previously available
data sets. W e have focused on the ux power spectrum in the redshift range 2:1 < z < 39 and for
modes 00013 (km s ') 1< k< 002 (kms ') 1. The extraordinary size of the data sam pl leads
to an order of m agnitude reduction in errors com pared to previous analyses. C onsequently, to do
Justice to this data set requires a m uch m ore careful analysis than was needed in the past. To this
end we have developed a new analysis pipeline using quadratic power soectrum estim ation w ith
near optin al perform ance. W e applied this analysis to realistic m ock spectra and dem onstrated
(after several tweaks) that the m ethod perform s as expected. W e em phasize that realistic m ock
spectra are essential if one is to trust the results at the lkevel of precision allowed by this data
set. Our error estin ation is based on bootstrap resam pling, which works well here because the
Individual quasars are independent of each other. T he errors w ere tested against m ock soectra and
found to be accurate. W e also com pared the bootstrap errors to G aussian errors, nding them to
be in general less than 20% higher than G aussian.

G wen the am all errors on the recovered ux power spectrum the required control of system atic
e ectsmustbe In proved correspondingly aswell. A signi cant part ofthispaper is devoted to this
issue. W e nd several sources of contam ination present in the data and develop m ethods to rem ove
them . M etal absorption form etals w ith rest wavelength transitions above  1300A , uncertainties
In sky subtraction, and calbration errors can be subtracted essentially exactly by m easuring the
power on the red side of Ly forest using the sam e observed wavelength range. W e search for
a contrbution from metals with transitions close to Ly— using a correlation function analysis,
assum ing that they are correlated w ith hydrogen. W e nd clear evidence of SiTIT contam ination
and develop a sinplk and e ective schem e to rem ove it. T his procedure in proves the 2 ofthe t
from 194 to 129 for 104 degrees of freedom and isthusnecessary fora satisfactory t.W e ndno
evidence of any otherm etal line contribution to the background subtracted ux power spectrum .

W e reduce any contribution of the contihuum to the ux power spectrum by dividing each
spectrum by the m ean quasar continuum . If contribbutions from quasarto-quasar continuum dif-
ferences are sim ilar in di erent regions of the spectrum , then our subtraction of power from the
red side of Ly , as described above, should rem ove them . Several tests suggest that any residual
contribbutions from continuum uctuations are negligble. F irst, we m easure the power in the m ean
continuum in several rest fram e regions, nding it to be always an all relative to our error bars, so
power In quasarto-quasar uctuationshasto be larger than power In the m ean continuum itself to
be signi cant. Second, m easurem ents of the background in several rest fram e regions place upper
lin its on the uctuations In those regions. Third, a split of the Ly Hrest region into two halves
reveals no evidence that residual continuum uctuations di er from one half to the other. Finally,
estin ating the continuum quasarby-quasar using a principal com ponent analysis does not change
the power spectrum results signi cantly.



{891

In section x4 we perform a serdes of tests to verify the robustness of the analysis against
severalm odi cations of the standard procedure and splits of the data. T his reveals an interesting
correlation between the power In the red side and the average noise (and som e other properties of
the spectra that correlate w ith noise, like the am plitude of the sky ux relative to the quasar ux).
W hile we do not have a detailed explanation for thise ect, we are abk to ram ove it by m odifying
the standard procedure to inclide this correlation. From our full battery of tests, we conclude
that system atic e ects In the power spectrum m easuram ent are not lkely to signi cantly a ect the
results of coan ological tting (ie., it is lkely that som e e ects ram ain form ally signi cant relative
to the errors on Pr (k;z), but the shape of these system atic errors does not seem to correspond to
a change In the coan ological param eters). T his conclusion is further con m ed by the analysis of
di erent subsets, which do not reveal any system atic deviations from those expected statistically.

In thispaperwe lin i ourselves to the analysisofthe ux power spectrum , w ithout attem pting
to com pare it to coan ological m odels. T he results of this paper should thus be fairly noncontro—
versial and can be used by others who w ish to perform their own cogsm ological analysis. O ur own
analysisw illbe presented in a ssparate publication, asw ill the coam ological im plications that follow
from it. W e note that the expected error on the linear m s am plitude of uctuationsis 5% and
on the slope is 0024, both at the piwvot pointk = 0009 (km s 1y 1. This should be com pared to
10% erroron the am plitude and 0.04 on the slope from theW M AP data atk = 0:05M pc ! (Spergel
et al. 2003). Thisdata set provides very tight constraints on the am plitude and slope of them atter
power soectrum . M any additional analyses can be perfom ed using this data set, am ong them
the mean ux evolution, crosscorrelations between close pairs, and a bigpectrum m easurem ent.
These w ill provide a wealth of additional inform ation both on coan ology and on the state of the
Intergalacticm edium at 2 < z < 4, and they willallow usto test the basic picture ofthe Ly forest
that has em erged over the last decade. W e believe that the unprecedented size of this data set will
revolutionize our understanding of the high redshift universe; thiswork ism erely a rst step in this

endeavor.
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