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ABSTRACT

R ecent studies by a num ber of independent collaborations, have correlated the CM B
tem peratures m easured by the W M AP satellite with di erent galaxy surveys that
trace the m atter distribution w ith light from the whole range of the electrom agnetic
spectrum : radio, ar-infrared, optical and X -ray surveys.T he new data system atically

nds positive correlations, Indicating a rapid slow down in the grow th of structure in
the universe. Individual cross-correlation m easurem ents are of Iow signi cance,butwe
show that com bining data at di erent redshifts introduces In portant new constraints.

Contrary to what happens at low redshifts, fora xed
, the Iower the ISW cross-correlation am plitude. At 68% con dence level,

contend,

the data nds new independent evidence of dark energy: =

n » the higher the dark energy

042 122 .k also

con m s, to higher signi cance, the presence ofa large dark m atter com ponent: , =

0:18

034, exceeding the density ofbaryonicm atter, but far from the critical value.

Combining these new constraints w ith the prior ofa at universe, or the prior of an
accelerating universe provides strong new evidence for a dark coam os. C om bination

w ith supemova data yields

a atuniverse, we nd
energy equation of state.

1 INTRODUCTION

In the last few years a new coam ological scenario w ith a sig—
ni cant sm ooth D ark Energy (O E) com ponent has em erged.
The Cosn ic Concordance M odel (CCM , from now on) isa
spatially at universe with baryons ( p 4% ), cold dark
matter ( cpum 23% ) and a signi cant DE com ponent
( 73% ). Them odel is well supported by the supemova
type Ia observations (SNIA) (Riess et al. 1998; Perlm ut—
teret al. 1999), cbservations on large scale structure (LSS)
(Tegm ark et al. 2004; Percival et al. 2001) and the cos-
m icm icrow ave background experin ents (CM B), In particu—
larby the recent W M AP experin ent (Bennett et al. 2003).
T he energy density of the universe seem s dom inated by the
unknown D E com ponent, presenting a form idable observa—
tionaland theoretical challenge. T he three key cbservational
probesm easure com plem entary aspects of the coan ological
param eter space. The SNIA indicate that the universe is
accekrating but present data is degenerate for altemative
coam ological scenarios. The LSS observations constrain
but leave theD E question unanswered.C onstraints from pri-
m ary anisotropies in the CM B indicate thatwe live n a at
universe but require a prior on the value of the local Hub-
ble rate H o B lanchard 2003).A ssum ing that the universe is
welldescrbbed by a CDM m odel, com bining all these three
observations gives us the cosn ological CCM m odel.
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T he Integrated SachsW olfee ect, ISW , (Sachs& W olfe
1967) is a direct probe for the (linear) rate of structure for-
m ation In the universe. Secondary anisotropies in the CM B
appear because of the net gravitational redshifts a ecting
CM B photons that travel through an evolving gravitational
potential . These secondary tem perature anisotropies are
therefore correlated w ith local, evolving, structures on large
scales. T he correlation is negative when structures grow , as
Increasing potential leaves a cold spot in the CM B sky, and
positive otherw ise. In a at universe w thout DE (E instein—
deSitter, or EAS, m odel) this crosscorrelation is expected
to be zero because the gravitational potential rem ains con-
stant, despite the linear grow th of the m atter uctuations.

T he rate of structure form ation in the universe can also
bem easured by galaxy peculiar velocities or galaxy redshift
distortions, on very large scales through the socall param —
eter detemm ination (Peacock et al. 2001; Pope et al. 2004).
The ISW e ect provides an independent and com plem en—
tary probe of the sam e e ect. Independent, because it uses
tem perature anisotropies instead of the velocity eld, and
com plem entary, because of the di erent assum ptions and
system atics that relate m easurem ents w ith theory. D espite
recent advances in the size of galaxy redshift surveys such
as SD SS and 2dFGR S, the spectrum ofm atter uctuations
P (k)/< (k)2> is quite di cul to m easure directly over
very large scales (Tegm ark et al. 2004; Percivalet al. 2001;
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G aztanaga & Baugh 1998). Part of the problem is that
m atter correlations fall quickly to zero on scales larger than
30Mpc/h (k< 01 h/M pc). In contrast, uctuations in the
gravitational potential go as () / k)=k? and thereore
extend over larger distances, which m akes the signalm ore
detectable (see also comm ents to Fig.[). The ISW cross—
correlation traces the gravitational potential, , and thus
provides a new window to study the largest structures, ex—
tending over several degrees In the sky or tens of M pc/h at
the survey depth.

2 GROWTH OF DENSITY PERTURBATIONS

G ravitational evolution ofm atter uctuations, = = 1,
is dependent on the cosm ologicalm odelvia the evolution of
the scale factora = a (t). Com pared to a static background,
a rapidly expanding background w ill slow down the collapse
of an over dense region. In the linear regim e, a sm all Initial
perturbation ( grow s according to the growth factorD (t):

=D ® o 1)

which, under quite generic assum ptions, eg (G aztaraga &
Lobo 2001;M ulam aki, G aztanaga & M anera 2003; Lue &
Starkm an 2004), ollow s a sin ple ham onic equation :

d&’D H  dD
dz+ 2+p d—+3ch=O; 2)
where = In(@) istheconformaltineandH = H () a=a

is the background Hubbl rate (@ and B- are proper tim e
derivatives). For a at cosm ological m odel w ith a generic
dark energy equation of state

p=w (2) 3)
we then have:
a ? 3RZ 4z’ (14w (29))
H?= £ =H? ,a+z’+ & o1 @)
a

where and p, are the dark energy and dark m at-
ter densities today in units of the critical density .
3H 2=(8 G).And ¢ isgiven by:

1HZ o A+ 2)°

5 HZ () 5)

o =

In thispaper we study two cases.A generic (not neces—
sarily at) CDM modelwhereDE density is constant over
the evolution of the universe w = l);and a at CDM
m odelw ith a constant equation of state param eter.Forthose
m odels we have

= (1=2) a=(n+ a) 6)

One may choose to compare the results to the EdS

m odel: = 0; o = 1, In which case the solution to
Eqg. Bl) isD / a.Thismeans that grows linearly wih
the scale factor, / a, whilke the corresponding gravita—
tional potential uctuation, =a, ram ains constant as

the universe expands.Fornon EdS m odels would change

during the expansion of the universe which would tum into
a galaxy-CM B tem perature cross—correlation signal.

2.1 The ISW e ect

ISW tem perature anisotropies are given by (Sachs & W olfe
1967):

Z
T @®" T d
4:°" @) % = 2 dz_—@2) )

where istheNewtonian gravitationalpotential at redshift
z.0 neway to detect the ISW e ect isto cross—correlate tem -
perature uctuations w ith galaxy density uctuations pro-—
cted in the sky (C rittenden & Turok 1996).0 n large linear
scales and am all angular separations, the cross-correlation

with ()=< 41°" (A1) ¢ 2) > is Fosaba & G aztanaga
2004):
Z

W) = = e gk )

e 2 K g

Z
H (z)
gk ) = dzW 1sw ()W ¢ (2) - Jokra )
a =
Wisw (2) = 3 n (Ho=c)2M| (8)
dz

We (z) = Db@) ¢ (2)D (2);

where Jy is the zero orderBessel function, ¢ isthe sur-
vey galaxy selection finction along the line of sight z and
ra = Ia (z) the com oving transverse distance. The power
spectrum iSP (k) = A k"* T?(k),wherens / 1' and T k)
isthe CDM transfer function, which we evaluate using the

tting form ulae ofE inseintein & Hu 1998.W em ake the com —

m on assum ption that galaxy and m atter uctuationsare re—
lated through the linearbias factor, ¢ ®;z) = b(z) n ®;2z).

For the CDM case the ISW e ect is non-—zero, and
the kemelW sy can be well approxin ated by W 1sw (2) =

30 H 0=c)2D (z) (£ 1), where f is the relative growth

factor, £ ' o @)% . Wisw decreases as a function of
Increasing redshift and goes to zero both or , ! 0 and
for n ! 1.At low redshifts, the ISW e ect is larger for
larger values of  , but the redshift evolution depends on
the curvature (e how quickly theH andD evolve to theEdS
case). This is illustrated in Figll which shows how W 1su
depends on z for di erent valies of and n .At high
redshifts, the lower the value of (fora xed ) the
larger the ISW am plitude.

In Figuresl and[@ we also shown for a given at cos-
m ology m odelthe dependence ofthe W 15y on redshift and
on the equation of state param eter w . For a given redshift
and p thereexistsamaximum ofW sy aroundw = 035.
Thism axin um would translate into am axin um in the cross—
correlation signalwrg . Ifdata tums out to be greater than
thism axin um this would clearly disfavor m odels w ith con-
stant equation of state.

1 T hroughout the paper we m ade the assum ption of scale invari-
ant prim ordial uctuations (ns ’ 1).For other possbilities see,
eg, Barriga etal 2001).
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Figure 1.R edshift dependence ofW 15y (z) in Eq.[B] ordi erent
values of  and .Bottom Ileft, top right and top left panels
showsa xed n = 05, p = 083 and n = 0:l1 respectively. In

all cases: = 0:0 (dotted blue line) , = 0:7 (continuos black
line) and = 10 (dashed red line).Bottom right panel show s
a xed = 07 and p = 0:3 (continuos black line), n = 05

(dotted blue line) and = 0:1 (dashed red line).
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Figure 2.Redshift dependence of W 15y in eq B or atm od-
els with constant equation of state. R ight panel shows a xed

m = 02 and left panel = 0:3.In both casesw = 2 (lack
continuous line), w = 1:5 (red dashed line),w = 1 (green dot—
dashed line), w = 0:5 (blue doubledotdashed line),and w = 0
(orow n dotted line)

2.2 Bias Selfcalibration

Linear bias is used to study how well light traces the un-
derlying statistics of linear m atter uctuations. On these
very large scales, uctuations are sm alland linear theory
works very wellboth forbiasing and gravity.W e rem ove the
e ects of biasing In our param eter estim ation by com par-
iIng the observed galaxy-galaxy correlation wgg , In the very
sam e sam ples used for the cross—correlation, to the m atter—
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Figure 3. Dependence of W 15y on the equation of state pa-
ram eterw for atm odels at di erent redshifts and valuesof n .
= 0:3 (back continuous lines), n = 025 (red dashed lines),

m = 02 (green dotted lines). Redshifts are 0.1, 025, 0.5, 1.0,
1.5 from top to bottom .

m atter correlation wn, n predicted by each m odel Fosalba,
G aztanaga & Castander 2003).The e ects ofbias are also
redshift dependent, but given a galaxy selection fiinction

¢ (z), picked at z = 2z, we approxin ate the bias wih a
constant b= b(z) for that particular survey.W e then have:
Wrg = b@)Wrm and wegg = B (Z)Wn m , SO that an e ective
linearbiasb can be estin ated as the square root of the ratio

of galaxy-galaxy and m atterm atter correlation fiinctions:
r

w

b= == ©
Wm m

Such prescription has been shown to work well In a variety

of galaxy m odels (eg see (Berlind, N aratanan & W einberg

2001)). The valies of wn n can be com puted sin ilar to [)

by

Z
1
Wnm () = > dkkP k)gk )
Z
2 H (z)
gk ) = dzW 5 (z) - Jokm ) (10)
Wn (z) = ¢ (z)D (z);

where the only di erence between W , and W ¢ is the bias
factor b(z) in Eq.[]. Note how the estin ation ofb in Eq.[]
depends on the nom alization of the power spectrum in
Wnm - W e choose to nom alize each m odelby xing s.To
m ake our resuls independent of this nom alization we w ill
m argihalize over g and h. Taking at priors and ranges

g = 08 10and h = 0772 0:77.W e com pare the pre-
dictions w ith the observationaldata wt ¢ nomn alized to the
CCM modelbias, i wrg =b, where b is estin ated from Eqg.
[@) using wnm in the CCM m odel. C onsequently, for other
m odels, we w ill need to renom alize each of the theoretical
predictions to the CCM m odelbias using a \relative bias":
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wi=b= b who!, wherelf = Wnn =wh ¢ is the ratio of

the concordance m odel prediction to the one in the corre-

soonding m odel. W e choose to estin ate this relative bias at

R = 8 M pc/h, but the actualnum ber has little e ect in our
nal conclusions.

3 OBSERVATIONAL DATA

R ecent analysis by independent collaborations, have cross—
correlated the CM B anisotropiesm easured by W M AP w ith
di erent galaxy surveys. The m edian galaxy redshifts ex—
pand over a decade (e 0:1 < z < 1:0) and trace the m atter
distrbution with light from the whole range of the electro—
m agnetic spectrum : radio, far-nfrared, optical and X -ray
surveys (see Table[ll). The crosscorrelation and error esti-
m ation technigquesused are also quite di erentbut they yield
com parable resuls over the scales of interest. C om pare for
exam ple the M ontecarlo errors to jackknife errors in Fig.3
In Fosalba & Gaztanaga (2004).In our com pilation of the
di erent data sets, we average the results on xed angular
scales around = 6 .This corresponds to proper distances
of’” 25Mpc/hatz’ 0l and’ 100 Mpc/hatz’ 10 in
the CCM m odeland avoidspossible contam ination from the
gn all scale SZ and lensing e ects, eg see Fig. 3 in Fosalba,
G aztanaga & Castander (2003).

Radio galaxies from NV SS (Condon etal 1998) and
hard X -ray background observed by HEAO -1 Boldt 1987),
have been crosscorrelated with W M AP data (Boughn &
C rittenden 2004a; Boughn & Crittenden 2004b), to nd
a signalof1:13 035 tinesthe CCM m odel prediction at
z  09.The di erent biases or X -rays, b’ = 112, B oughn
& Crittenden 2003) and for radio galaxies, b= 13 1,
Boughn & Crttenden 2002) have been taken into account.
A com patdble signalhasalso been found w ith the NV SS data
by theW M AP team Nola et al. 2004).

The cross correlation of W M AP with galaxies (17 <
by < 20) In the APM G alaxy Survey M addox et al. 1990)
(covering about 20% of the South G alactic Cap, SGC) was
und tobewre = 035 013 K atscales =4 10 with
b’ 1 (Fosaba & Gaztanaga 2004). The crosscorrelation
of W MAP wih the SDSSDR1 (Tegm ark et al. 2004) (cov—
ering about 10% of the North Galactic Cap, NGC) have
been done for several subsam ples (Fosaba, G aztanaga &
Castander 2003).The rst sampl (z 0:3) contains 5
m illion ob Ects classi ed as galaxies in SDSS (wih r < 21
and low associated error).For this sam ple, which hasb’ 1,
wrg = 026 0:13 K atscales = 4 10 .The high red-
shift ssmple (z 05)haswrg = 0553 021 K and¥ ’ 6.
The SD SS data has also been crosscorrelated with W M AP
by the SD SS team (Scranton et al. 2003) using nearly 25
m illion galaxies In Pour redshift sam ples. T heir resuls are
sin ilar w ith those ocbtained earlier by Fosalba, G aztanaga
& Castander (2003) but no bias from galaxy-galaxy auto
correlation fiinction is given. The infrared 2M A SS G alaxy
Survey (Jarret et al. 2000), with z 0:d, show aW MAP
cross—correlation of 1:53 0:61 tim es the CCM prediction,
wih a biasofb= 118 (A fshordi, Loh & Strauss 2004).

W e have selected Independent m easurem ents for which
thebiasCCM b (from wgg ) isknown, so that we can applied

z Wrg=b b catalog, B and

0.1 070  0:32 1.1
0.15 0:35 0:17 1.0
03 026 0:14 1.0
0.5 0216 0:096 24
0.9 0:043 0:015 1-2

2M A SS, infrared 2 m)
APM , optical (o5)
SD SS, optical (r)
SD SS high-z, optical (r+ colors)
NVSS+HEAO ,Radio & X-rays

Table 1. Observed cross correlation wrg =b (averaged for '
4 10 . of WM AP anisotropies with di erent catalogs. E rrors
in wrg=b includes 20% uncertainty in b. E rrors in the m edian
redshift z are about 10%

thebias \selfcalbration" proposed in section 2. T he data
is sum m arized in Tabl[l and displayed in Fig.l. In the re—
sultsbelow we also include a 10% uncertainty in them edian
redshift. W e chose the values ofNV SS+ HEA O -1 quoted by
Boughn & Crittenden 2004b) as representative of both
the Nolta et al. (2004) and Boughn & Crittenden (2004a)
analysis. For the SD SS, we chose the values In Fosaba &

G aztanaga (2004) where the CCM biasb is estin ated using
Eqg.[@) . Note how the selected sam ples are com plem entary.
The sam ples which have large sky overlap (eg 2M A SS and
NV SS+ HEAO -1) have negligible redshift overlap.W hen the
redshift overlap is signi cant (i in 2M A SS-APM or SD SS—
NV SS could beup to 20% ) the sky overlap is an all (less than
10% ). C onsequently, the di erent sam ples in Table [l have
Jess than 1% volume in comm on. This is negligble, given
that ndividual sam pling errors (which are proportional to
volum e) are of the order of 30% .

The m ost signi cant detection in Table [l seem s to be
the one quoted by Boughn & Crittenden (2004b) for the
NVSS+HEAO -1 sam ples. G ven the system atic uncertain—
ties involved In the bias and selection function of both of
these sam ples, we have checked that our results do not
changed much (less than 20% in the area of the contours in
Fig3) when we double the quoted errorbar. D oubling this
errorbar corresponds to an additional50% system atic uncer—
tainty In the value b or to a 40% uncertainty in the m edian
redshift of the sam ples.

The observational data not included in Tabl [ is in
good agreem ent w ith the values in the table, but is excluded
to avoid redundancy. T he agreem ent of the redundant data
provides further con m ation and indicates that errors are
dom inated by sam pling variance rather than by the m ethod-
ology or the system atics.

4 RESULTS

F ig[l com pares the wr ¢ observations w ith predictions for a
xed value of , = 0:3 and three di erent values of
W e can see how the shape of the prediction depends on the
am ount ofdark energy.Even though W 1sw atz = 0depends
only weakly on , the evolution w ith redshift dependsm ore
strongly on .Fora xed n ,modelswih largervaluesof
evolve m ore rapidly w ith redshift to the EAS case, where
the ISW e ect vanishes. T hus, contrary to what happens at
z = 0, the Iower the value of (fora xed ) the larger
the ISW am plitude at high redshifts (see also Fig[dl).

c 0000 RAS,MNRAS 000, 000{000
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Figure 4. Symbols with error bars correspond to the di erent

m easurem entswr g =b in Table 1.A s an illustration of the shape,
the continuous, short-dashed and long-dashed lines show the con-
cordance ( n = 0:3; = 0:7), opened ( n = 0:3; = 0:0)
and closed ( n = 0:3; = 1:) m odelpredictions (@t = 6 ).
T he dotted line corresponds to the galaxy-galaxy prediction (and
also the dust contam ination m odel).A 11 lines have arbitrary nor—
m alization.

To testm odelpr@djctjonswjrh the data, we use a stan—
dard 2—test, 2 = i (N} Ti)2= iz, where O; and ;
corresoond to the di erent m easurem ents and errors and T ;
correspond to them odel. The labelimunsfori= 1toi= 5
m arking the di erent data points (column 1 in Table [ as
wem ove In redshift. In order to take into account the error
in them edian redshift we take:

2
po 2y Qs a1)
dz

where , and , are the errors In the wrg=b and z re—
spectively (see Tablk [l). W e use the relative 2 values,

2 f”-n , to de ne con dence lvels in param eter esti-
m ation. Top panel of Fig[H show s the resulting con dence
contours. Taking T; = 0 we evaluate the signi cance of the
com bined ISW detection. W e nd that this null hypothe—
sis is refected with a very high probability: P 7 99:997%

(from P -4 ( 2> 26) ' 3 10 5).Wenextcomputethe
expected ISW e ect and com pare it w ith the observational
data within the CDM fam ily of m odels, where o,
and h ? are free param eters wWe x the baryonic content

» 7 0:05 and the prim ordial spectral index ns ’ 1).W e
choose to nom alize each m odelby xing g.To make our
resuls independent of this nom alization we w illm arginal-
ize g overtherange g= 08 10 ( atpriorused).Aswe
com pare wgr hom alized to the CCM m odelbias, we need
to com pute the relative bias for other LCDM m odels (see
section 22)) . W e choose to estim ate this at R = 8M pc=h,
but the actual num ber has little e ect in the conclusions.
W e have also m argihalized over h In a at prior range
h = 072 0:77). Our resuls are not very sensitive to the

2 WeuseHo 100 h km /s/M pc.
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Figure 5.0ne, two and three sigm a con dence contours in the
(m ) plane (m arginalized overh) forthe CDM m odel.Top:
constraints from only ISW .Bottom :constraints from SN Ia (blue)
and ISW (green) along w ith the com bined contours (purple).

ranges used or g and h:increasing these rangesby a factor
oftwo change our contours in less than 20 % .

Thebest tusing only ISW data correspondsto n '
026 0:08, r 082 040, In good agreem ent w ith
other cosm ological probes m entioned above. Bottom panel
of Fig. refcom binedconts we show the con dence contours
fora CDM modelalong with the constraints from recent
SNIA @Barris et al. 2004) observations. From the gure it
isclearhow the ISW e ectsgivesnew com plem entary nfor-
m ation about the cosm ological param eters. The EAS m odel
is ruled out to high signi cance. The con dence contours
are alm ost perpendicular to the SN IA contours, allow iIng to
constrain the param eter space of the m odelwell w ith jast
these tw o cbservations.C om bination ofISW w ith supemova
data yieds =071 O0d3and n = 029 0:04.

4.1 Uncertainties in the selection function

W e explore here how robust are our resuls to the uncer—
tainties In the galaxy selection function.W e take a generic
param etric form of the type:

1 z" 2z
(z)dz = Tl) ﬁe Z0 dz 12)
0

so that it is nom alized to uniy.Param eters and m
controlthe shape ofthe function and are treat as x param —
eters; zp isbeing changed accordingly to them edian redshift
z we want for the selection function.W hen com puting our
resultsweuse = l5andm = 2,inwhichcasez= 141%.
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n(2)

05— . ,

Figure 6. Two di erent selection functions w ith the sam e m e~
dian redshift z = 1:41. Both have the generic form given by the
equation [[]. The black continuous line corresponds to = 1:5
and m = 2 while the red dashed lineisfor = 2:5m = 4

In order to clarify the role of the selection function
shape we recalculate our results with a m uch m ore peaked
selection function. T his second selection fiinction have =
25 and m = 4 and it is plotted together with the du-
cialone in Figure[d. Both cases have the sam e m edian red-
shift z = 1:41.Top panelofF ig[ll show s the contours in the
(m ) plane for them ore peaked selection fiinction with

= 25 and m = 4).The contours are sim ilar to the du-—
cialm odel (ie com pare to Fig.[d) but favoring slightly lower
values for and g .

Besides the uncertainty on the shape of the selection
function there is also uncertainty in the m edian redshift.
W e have checked what happens if this uncertainty is not
taken into account. W e just set the redshift errors , = 0
in Eq.[l]. Contours for the ( , ; ) plane are plot in the
bottom panelof gureld, which are also to com parew ith g-
ure[d. T here is hardly any di erence because the theoretical
values of wrg change very little w thin the m edian redshift
error range.

4.2 Equation of state

The ISW e ect can also be used to constrain the dark en-
ergy equation of state param eter. In this case, as suggested
by the CCM , we assumed a at universe.W e focus on a
constant w param eter and m aintain the sam e at priors for
hand g (0:72< h< 077 08< 3< 10 ).Top panelof
Figure[d show the one,two and three sigm a contours for the
( m ;w) plane using only the ISW data. Join contours w ith
the SN Ia data are shown in the bottom panel of F iqure H.
Both datasets are also com plem entary for the w detem ina—
tion.The SN Ia data is from @Barris et al. 2004).

M aking a pin ISW + SN Ia analysis w ith the at prior
reduces notably the allowed space for the param eters to
w= 102 017 and = 0:70 0:05. The contours are
com parable w ith other analysis in literature (Sandvik et al
2004) which combines SNITa with W M AP and SD SS data.

1.25 = b

0.75 - 4

Qp

05 4

0.25 - b

1.25 b

0.75 - 4

Qp

05 4

0.25 - b

0 s s
0 0.25 0.5

Qm

Figure 7.0ne, two and three sigm a con dence contours in the
(m3s ) plane forthe CDM m odel. Top panel: contours using
a m ore peaked selection function ( = 235, m = 4) but w ith the
sam e m ean redshift as the ducial case (ie com pare to Figld) .
Bottom panel: contours w hen errors in the m edian redshift of the
selection functions are neglected.

The results we found are still in fiill agreem ent to the CCM
w ith " 07andw = 1.

4.3 Possible Contam inants

The constraining power of the new ISW data com es from
the sin ultaneous tting of data at di erent redshifts, that
is from the shape infom ation in F ig .M. B ecause ofthe uncer—
tainties in the relative nom alization due to a relative bias,
any given point alone does not constrain well the cosn olog—
ical param eters. But the com bination of the data givesus a
new powerfiil tool for cosn ological param eter estim ation.
The shape of the curve as a function of redshift also
provides an in portant test for system atics.CM B and galaxy
m aps are both m asked and corrected from galactic absorp—
tion/extinction, but any residual contam ination could pro—
duce a cross-correlation signal. Em ission and absorption by
our own galaxy produce patchy hot spots in the CM B m aps
and negative density uctuations in the galaxy distribution
(because of extinction). In principle, this should therefore
resul In a negative cross-correlation, but overcorrecting for
the e ects of galactic absorption could also result in a pos—
itive signal. This possibility have been tested for each of
the sam ples, by com paring the crosscorrelation to W M AP
m aps at di erent frequencies.M ost analysisuse theW M AP
Kp0mask, which excludes about 30% of sky on the basis of
galactic or extra-galactic (eg radio sources) contam ination.
In all cases the contam ination seem s sm aller than the errors
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Figure 8.0ne, two and three sigm a con dence contours in the
( ;w) plane m arginalized overh and g.Top: constraints only
from ISW from ISW . Bottom : constraints from SN Ia (plue) and
ISW (green) along w ith the com bination (purple).

(eg see Fig. 2 In Fosalba & Gaztanaga (2004)).M oreover,
one does not expect this e ect to have any redshift depen—
dence, contrary to the m easurem ents in Fig.[.

Cold dust in distant galaxies, w ill also produce patchy
hot spotsin theCM B m apsand positive density uctuations
in the galaxy distrbution (could also be negative because of
Intemal extinction). T he resulting cross-correlation should
trace the galaxy-galaxy auto correlation function, wgg , and
should therefore have a very di erent redshift dependence
to the ISW e ect. The dotted line in Fig.[d show s the pre—
dicted shape dependence for wg ¢ contam ination w ith arbi-
trary nom alization. T he shape is clearly incom patible w ith
the actual cross-correlation m easurem ents. It is also worth
noting how wgg goes quickly to zero at z © 02, while the
ISW crosscorrelation rem ains positive. This is due to the
fact that at these corresponding large scales, > 40 M pc/h,
m atterm atter correlations wnn € ectively decays to zero,
while wrg , which traces the gravitational potential, has a
Jess rapid decay w ith distance.

5 CONCLUSION

The crosscorrelation of CM B anisotropies with very dif-
ferent galaxy surveys provides consistent detections. T heir
com bination follow sthe CCM predictions w ith a probability
ofonly ’ 3 10 s forbeing a false detection. T his provides
new and independent evidence for dark energy and dark
m atter, ruling out the EAS m odelto a high signi cance (for
any valie of Ho).Combination with SNIA data results in
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strong constraints to =071 0d3and , = 029 0:04.
This in good agreem ent w ith the atuniverse , + r1
found independently by CM B data (Bennett et al. 2003;
Tegm ark et al. 2004). Ifwe assume a at universe, we nd
= 070 O0LDL5andw = 102 0:17 fora constant dark
energy equation of state. The data show s, forthe rsttime,
statistical evidence of a recent slow down in the growth of
structure formm ation on linear scales, just as expected In a
at accelerated universe. The new ISW constraints rely in
a totally di erent physicale ect that previous cosn ological
constraints, providing new light on a dark coam os.

N ote added in proof: A ffer this paper was origihally
subm itted to astroph lastro-ph/0407022) a related analysis
using our data com pilation have been published by C orasan—
niti, G Iannantonio and M elchiorri |astroph/0504115).
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