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A B ST R A C T

Recentstudiesby a num berofindependentcollaborations,have correlated the CM B

tem peratures m easured by the W M AP satellite with di�erent galaxy surveys that

trace the m atterdistribution with lightfrom the whole range ofthe electrom agnetic

spectrum :radio,far-infrared,opticaland X-ray surveys.Thenew data system atically

�ndspositivecorrelations,indicating a rapid slow down in the growth ofstructurein

theuniverse.Individualcross-correlation m easurem entsareoflow signi�cance,butwe

show thatcom bining data atdi�erentredshiftsintroducesim portantnew constraints.

Contrary to whathappensatlow redshifts,fora �xed 
m ,thehigherthedark energy

contend,
�,thelowertheISW cross-correlation am plitude.At68% con�dencelevel,

the data �nds new independent evidence ofdark energy:
� = 0:42� 1:22 .It also

con�rm s,to highersigni�cance,thepresenceofa largedark m attercom ponent:
m =

0:18� 0:34,exceeding the density ofbaryonicm atter,butfarfrom the criticalvalue.

Com bining these new constraintswith the priorofa atuniverse,orthe priorofan

accelerating universe provides strong new evidence for a dark cosm os.Com bination

with supernova data yields 
� = 0:71� 0:13,
m = 0:29� 0:04.Ifwe also assum e

a atuniverse,we �nd 
� = 0:70� 0:05 and w = � 1:02� 0:17 fora constantdark

energy equation ofstate.

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

In thelastfew yearsa new cosm ologicalscenario with a sig-

ni�cantsm ooth D ark Energy (D E)com ponenthasem erged.

The Cosm ic Concordance M odel(CCM ,from now on)is a

spatially at universe with baryons (
 b � 4% ),cold dark

m atter (
 C D M � 23% ) and a signi�cant D E com ponent

(
 � � 73% ).Them odeliswellsupported by thesupernova

type Ia observations (SNIA) (Riess et al. 1998;Perlm ut-

teretal. 1999),observationson large scale structure(LSS)

(Tegm ark et al. 2004;Percivalet al. 2001) and the cos-

m icm icrowave background experim ents(CM B),in particu-

larby therecentW M AP experim ent(Bennettetal. 2003).

The energy density oftheuniverse seem sdom inated by the

unknown D E com ponent,presenting a form idable observa-

tionaland theoreticalchallenge.Thethreekey observational

probesm easure com plem entary aspectsofthe cosm ological

param eter space. The SNIA indicate that the universe is

accelerating but present data is degenerate for alternative

cosm ologicalscenarios.The LSS observationsconstrain 
 m

butleavetheD E question unanswered.Constraintsfrom pri-

m ary anisotropiesin theCM B indicatethatwelivein a at

universe butrequire a prior on the value ofthe localHub-

blerateH 0(Blanchard 2003).Assum ingthattheuniverseis

welldescribed by a �CD M m odel,com bining allthesethree

observationsgivesusthe cosm ologicalCCM m odel.

TheIntegrated SachsW olfee�ect,ISW ,(Sachs& W olfe

1967)isa directprobe forthe (linear)rate ofstructure for-

m ation in the universe.Secondary anisotropiesin the CM B

appear because ofthe net gravitationalredshifts a�ecting

CM B photonsthattravelthrough an evolving gravitational

potential�.These secondary tem perature anisotropies are

thereforecorrelated with local,evolving,structureson large

scales.The correlation isnegative when structuresgrow,as

increasing potentialleavesa cold spotin the CM B sky,and

positive otherwise.In a atuniverse withoutD E (Einstein-

deSitter,or EdS,m odel) this cross-correlation is expected

to be zero because the gravitationalpotentialrem ainscon-

stant,despite the lineargrowth ofthe m atteructuations.

Therateofstructureform ation in theuniversecan also

bem easured by galaxy peculiarvelocitiesorgalaxy redshift

distortions,on very largescalesthrough theso-call� param -

eterdeterm ination (Peacock etal. 2001;Popeetal. 2004).

The ISW e�ect provides an independent and com plem en-

tary probe ofthe sam e e�ect.Independent,because ituses

tem perature anisotropies instead ofthe velocity �eld,and

com plem entary, because of the di�erent assum ptions and

system atics that relate m easurem ents with theory.D espite

recent advances in the size ofgalaxy redshift surveys such

asSD SS and 2dFG RS,the spectrum ofm atteructuations

P (k)/ < �(k)
2
> isquite di�cultto m easure directly over

very largescales(Tegm ark etal. 2004;Percivaletal. 2001;
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G azta~naga & Baugh 1998). Part of the problem is that

m attercorrelationsfallquickly to zero on scaleslargerthan

30 M pc/h (k < 0:1 h/M pc).In contrast,uctuationsin the

gravitationalpotentialgo as �(k)/ �(k)=k2 and therefore

extend over larger distances,which m akes the signalm ore

detectable (see also com m ents to Fig.4).The ISW cross-

correlation traces the gravitationalpotential,�,and thus

providesa new window to study the largest structures,ex-

tending overseveraldegreesin the sky ortensofM pc/h at

the survey depth.

2 G R O W T H O F D EN SIT Y P ER T U R B A T IO N S

G ravitationalevolution ofm atteructuations,� = �=�� � 1,

isdependenton thecosm ologicalm odelvia theevolution of

thescale factora = a(t).Com pared to a static background,

a rapidly expanding background willslow down thecollapse

ofan overdense region.In the linearregim e,a sm allinitial

perturbation �0 growsaccording to the growth factorD (t):

�(t)= D (t)�0 (1)

which,under quite generic assum ptions,eg (G azta~naga &

Lobo 2001;M ultam �aki,G azta~naga & M anera 2003;Lue&

Starkm an 2004),followsa sim ple harm onic equation:

d
2
D

d�2
+

�

2+
_H

H 2

�

dD

d�
+ 3c1 D = 0; (2)

where� = ln(a)istheconform altim eand H = H (��)� _a=a

is the background Hubble rate (_a and _H are proper tim e

derivatives).For a at cosm ological m odelwith a generic

dark energy equation ofstate

p = w(z)� (3)

we then have:

H
2
=

�
_a

a

�2

= H
2

0

�


 m (1+ z)
3
+ 
 � e

3

R
z

0

dz
0

1+ z0
(1+ w (z0))

�

(4)

where 
 � and 
 m are the dark energy and dark m at-

ter densities today in units of the critical density �c �

3 H
2
=(8�G ).And c1 isgiven by:

c1 = �
1

2

H
2

0
 m (1+ z)
3

H 2(z)
(5)

In thispaperwe study two cases.A generic (notneces-

sarily at)�CD M m odelwhereD E density isconstantover

the evolution ofthe universe (w = � 1);and a at �CD M

m odelwith aconstantequation ofstateparam eter.Forthose

m odelswe have

c1 = � (1=2)
 m =(
 m + 
 � a
3
) (6)

O ne m ay choose to com pare the results to the EdS

m odel: 
 � = 0; 
 m = 1, in which case the solution to

Eq.(2) is D / a.This m eans that � grows linearly with

the scale factor, � / a,while the corresponding gravita-

tionalpotentialuctuation,� � �=a,rem ains constant as

the universe expands.Fornon EdS m odels� would change

during the expansion ofthe universe which would turn into

a galaxy-CM B tem perature cross-correlation signal.

2.1 T he ISW e�ect

ISW tem perature anisotropiesare given by (Sachs& W olfe

1967):

4
IS W
T (̂n)�

T (̂n)� T0

T0
= � 2

Z

dz
d�

dz
(̂n;z) (7)

where� istheNewtonian gravitationalpotentialatredshift

z.O neway todetecttheISW e�ectistocross-correlatetem -

perature uctuations with galaxy density uctuations pro-

jected in thesky(Crittenden & Turok 1996).O n largelinear

scales and sm allangular separations,the cross-correlation

w
IS W
T G (�)= < 4

IS W
T (̂n1)�G (̂n2)> is (Fosalba & G azta~naga

2004):

w
IS W
T G (�) =

1

2�

Z

dk

k
P (k)g(k�)

g(k�) =

Z

dzW IS W (z)W G (z)
H (z)

c
J0(krA �)

W IS W (z) = 3
 m (H 0=c)
2 d[D (z)=a]

dz
(8)

W G (z) = b(z)�G (z)D (z);

whereJ0 isthezeroorderBesselfunction,�G isthesur-

vey galaxy selection function along the line ofsight z and

rA = rA (z) the com oving transverse distance.The power

spectrum is P (k)= A k
n s T

2
(k),where ns ’ 1

1
and T(k)

isthe�CD M transferfunction,which weevaluateusing the

�ttingform ulaeofEinseintein & Hu 1998.W em akethecom -

m on assum ption thatgalaxy and m atteructuationsarere-

lated through thelinearbiasfactor,�G (̂n;z)= b(z)�m (̂n;z).

For the �CD M case the ISW e�ect is non-zero, and

the kernelW IS W can be wellapproxim ated by W IS W (z)=

� 3
 m (H 0=c)
2
D (z)(f � 1),where f is the relative growth

factor, f ’ 
 m (z)
6=11. W IS W decreases as a function of

increasing redshift and goes to zero both for 
 m ! 0 and

for 
 m ! 1.At low redshifts,the ISW e�ect is larger for

larger values of
 m ,butthe redshift evolution depends on

thecurvature(iehow quickly theH and D evolvetotheEdS

case).This is illustrated in Fig.1 which shows how W IS W

depends on z for di�erent values of
 � and 
 m .At high

redshifts,the lower the value of 
 � (for a �xed 
 m ) the

largerthe ISW am plitude.

In Figures 2 and 3 we also shown for a given at cos-

m ology m odelthedependenceoftheW IS W on redshiftand

on the equation ofstate param eter w.For a given redshift

and 
 m thereexistsam axim um ofW IS W around w = � 0:5.

Thism axim um would translateintoam axim um in thecross-

correlation signalw T G .Ifdata turnsoutto be greaterthan

thism axim um thiswould clearly disfavorm odelswith con-

stantequation ofstate.

1 Throughoutthe paperwe m ade the assum ption ofscale invari-

ant prim ordialuctuations (ns ’ 1).For other possibilities see,

eg,(Barriga etal 2001).
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Figure 1.R edshiftdependenceofW IS W (z)in Eq.[8]fordi�erent

values of
 m and 
 � .Bottom left,top right and top left panels

showsa �xed 
 m = 0:5,
 m = 0:3 and 
 m = 0:1 respectively.In

allcases:
 � = 0:0 (dotted blue line),
 � = 0:7 (continuosblack

line) and 
 � = 1:0 (dashed red line).Bottom right panelshows

a �xed 
 � = 0:7 and 
 m = 0:3 (continuos black line),
 m = 0:5

(dotted blue line)and 
 � = 0:1 (dashed red line).
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Figure 2.R edshiftdependence ofW IS W in eq [8]for at m od-

els with constant equation of state. R ight panel shows a �xed


 m = 0:2 and leftpanel
 m = 0:3.In both cases w = � 2 (black

continuousline),w = � 1:5 (red dashed line),w = � 1 (green dot-

dashed line),w = � 0:5 (blue doubledot-dashed line),and w = 0

(brown dotted line)

2.2 B ias Self-calibration

Linear bias is used to study how welllight traces the un-

derlying statistics of linear m atter uctuations. O n these

very large scales,uctuations� are sm alland lineartheory

worksvery wellboth forbiasing and gravity.W erem ovethe

e�ects ofbiasing in our param eter estim ation by com par-

ing theobserved galaxy-galaxy correlation w G G ,in thevery

sam e sam ples used for the cross-correlation,to the m atter-

-2 -1.5 -1 -0.5 0
w

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

W
IS

W
(w

) 
(c

/H
o)2

Om=0.30
Om=0.25
Om=0.20

z=0.1

z=0.25

z=0.5

z=1.0
z=1.5

Figure 3. D ependence of W IS W on the equation of state pa-

ram eterw foratm odelsatdi�erentredshiftsand valuesof
 m .


 = 0:3 (back continuous lines),
 m = 0:25 (red dashed lines),


 m = 0:2 (green dotted lines).R edshifts are 0.1,0.25,0.5,1.0,

1.5 from top to bottom .

m attercorrelation w m m predicted by each m odel(Fosalba,

G azta~naga & Castander 2003).The e�ectsofbiasare also

redshift dependent,but given a galaxy selection function

�G (z),picked at z = �z,we approxim ate the bias with a

constantb= b(�z)forthatparticularsurvey.W e then have:

w T G = b(�z)w T m and w G G = b
2
(�z)w m m ,so thatan e�ective

linearbiasbcan beestim ated asthesquarerootoftheratio

ofgalaxy-galaxy and m atter-m attercorrelation functions:

b=

r

w G G

w m m

: (9)

Such prescription hasbeen shown to work wellin a variety

ofgalaxy m odels (eg see (Berlind,Naratanan & W einberg

2001)).The valuesofw m m can be com puted sim ilar to (8)

by

w m m (�) =
1

2�

Z

dkkP (k)g(k�)

g(k�) =

Z

dzW
2

m (z)
H (z)

c
J0(krA �) (10)

W m (z) = �G (z)D (z);

where the only di�erence between W m and W G is the bias

factorb(z)in Eq.[8].Note how the estim ation ofb in Eq.[9]

depends on the norm alization of the power spectrum in

w m m .W e choose to norm alize each m odelby �xing �8.To

m ake ourresults independentofthisnorm alization we will

m arginalize over �8 and h.Taking at priors and ranges

�8 = 0:8 � 1:0 and h = 0:72 � 0:77.W e com pare the pre-

dictionswith theobservationaldata w T G norm alized to the

CCM m odelbias,ie w T G =b,where b is estim ated from Eq.

(9)using w m m in the CCM m odel.Consequently,forother

m odels,we willneed to renorm alize each ofthe theoretical

predictionsto the CCM m odelbiasusing a \relative bias":

c 0000 R A S,M N R A S 000,000{000
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w
m od
T G =b = br w

m od
tm ,where b2r = w m m =w

m od
m m is the ratio of

the concordance m odelprediction to the one in the corre-

sponding m odel.W echoose to estim ate thisrelative biasat

R = 8 M pc/h,buttheactualnum berhaslittlee�ectin our

�nalconclusions.

3 O B SERVA T IO N A L D A TA

Recent analysis by independentcollaborations,have cross-

correlated theCM B anisotropiesm easured by W M AP with

di�erent galaxy surveys.The m edian galaxy redshifts ex-

pand overa decade (ie 0:1 < �z < 1:0)and trace the m atter

distribution with lightfrom the whole range ofthe electro-

m agnetic spectrum : radio, far-infrared, optical and X-ray

surveys (see Table 1).The cross-correlation and error esti-

m ation techniquesused arealsoquitedi�erentbuttheyyield

com parable results overthe scales ofinterest.Com pare for

exam ple the M ontecarlo errors to jackknife errors in Fig.3

in Fosalba & G azta~naga (2004).In our com pilation ofthe

di�erent data sets,we average the results on �xed angular

scales around � = 6
�
.Thiscorrespondsto properdistances

of’ 25M pc/h at �z ’ 0:1 and ’ 100 M pc/h at �z ’ 1:0 in

theCCM m odeland avoidspossiblecontam ination from the

sm allscale SZ and lensing e�ects,eg see Fig.3 in Fosalba,

G azta~naga & Castander (2003).

Radio galaxies from NVSS (Condon etal 1998) and

hard X-ray background observed by HEAO -1 (Boldt 1987),

have been cross-correlated with W M AP data (Boughn &

Crittenden 2004a;Boughn & Crittenden 2004b),to �nd

a signalof1:13� 0:35 tim esthe CCM m odelprediction at

z � 0:9.The di�erentbiasesforX-rays,b
2
= 1:12,(Boughn

& Crittenden 2003) and for radio galaxies,b = 1:3 � 1:7,

(Boughn & Crittenden 2002)havebeen taken into account.

A com patiblesignalhasalsobeen found with theNVSS data

by the W M AP team (Nolta etal. 2004).

The cross correlation of W M AP with galaxies (17 <

bJ < 20)in the APM G alaxy Survey (M addox etal. 1990)

(covering about20% ofthe South G alactic Cap,SG C)was

found to bew T G = 0:35� 0:13�K atscales� = 4� 10� with

b ’ 1 (Fosalba & G azta~naga 2004).The cross-correlation

ofW M AP with theSD SS D R1 (Tegm ark etal. 2004)(cov-

ering about 10% of the North G alactic Cap, NG C) have

been done for several subsam ples (Fosalba, G azta~naga &

Castander 2003).The �rst sam ple (�z � 0:3) contains � 5

m illion objects classi�ed as galaxies in SD SS (with r < 21

and low associated error).Forthissam ple,which hasb’ 1,

w T G = 0:26� 0:13�K atscales� = 4� 10
�
.The high red-

shiftsam ple(z � 0:5)hasw T G = 0:53� 0:21�K and b2 ’ 6.

The SD SS data hasalso been cross-correlated with W M AP

by the SD SS team (Scranton et al. 2003) using nearly 25

m illion galaxies in four redshift sam ples.Their results are

sim ilar with those obtained earlier by Fosalba,G azta~naga

& Castander (2003) but no bias from galaxy-galaxy auto

correlation function is given.The infrared 2M ASS G alaxy

Survey (Jarret et al. 2000),with z � 0:1,show a W M AP

cross-correlation of1:53 � 0:61 tim es the CCM prediction,

with a biasofb= 1:18 (Afshordi,Loh & Strauss 2004).

W e have selected independentm easurem entsforwhich

thebiasCCM b(from w G G )isknown,sothatwecan applied

�z w T G =b b catalog,Band

0.1 0:70� 0:32 1.1 2M A SS,infrared (2�m )

0.15 0:35� 0:17 1.0 A PM ,optical(bj)

0.3 0:26� 0:14 1.0 SD SS,optical(r)

0.5 0:216� 0:096 2.4 SD SS high-z,optical(r+ colors)

0.9 0:043� 0:015 1-2 N V SS+ H EAO ,R adio & X -rays

Table 1. O bserved cross correlation w T G =b (averaged for � ’

4 � 10�.) ofW M A P anisotropies with di�erent catalogs.Errors

in w T G =b includes 20% uncertainty in b.Errors in the m edian

redshift �z are about 10% .

thebias\self-calibration" proposed in section x2.2.Thedata

issum m arized in Table 1 and displayed in Fig.1.In the re-

sultsbelow wealso includea 10% uncertainty in them edian

redshift.W e chose the valuesofNVSS+ HEAO -1 quoted by

(Boughn & Crittenden 2004b) as representative of both

the Nolta etal. (2004)and Boughn & Crittenden (2004a)

analysis.For the SD SS,we chose the values in Fosalba &

G azta~naga (2004)wheretheCCM biasbisestim ated using

Eq.(9).Note how the selected sam ples are com plem entary.

The sam ples which have large sky overlap (eg 2M ASS and

NVSS+ HEAO -1)havenegligibleredshiftoverlap.W hen the

redshiftoverlap issigni�cant(ie in 2M ASS-APM orSD SS-

NVSS could beup to20% )thesky overlap issm all(lessthan

10% ).Consequently,the di�erent sam ples in Table 1 have

less than 1% volum e in com m on.This is negligible,given

that individualsam pling errors (which are proportionalto

volum e)are ofthe orderof30% .

The m ost signi�cant detection in Table 1 seem s to be

the one quoted by Boughn & Crittenden (2004b) for the

NVSS+ HEAO -1 sam ples.G iven the system atic uncertain-

ties involved in the bias and selection function ofboth of

these sam ples, we have checked that our results do not

changed m uch (lessthan 20% in the area ofthecontoursin

Fig.3) when we double the quoted errorbar.D oubling this

errorbarcorrespondstoan additional50% system aticuncer-

tainty in the value borto a 40% uncertainty in the m edian

redshiftofthe sam ples.

The observationaldata not included in Table 1 is in

good agreem entwith thevaluesin thetable,butisexcluded

to avoid redundancy.The agreem entofthe redundantdata

provides further con�rm ation and indicates that errors are

dom inated by sam pling varianceratherthan by them ethod-

ology orthe system atics.

4 R ESU LT S

Fig.4 com paresthew T G observationswith predictionsfora

�xed value of
 m = 0:3 and three di�erent values of
 � .

W ecan see how the shape ofthe prediction dependson the

am ountofdarkenergy.Even though W IS W atz = 0depends

only weakly on 
 � ,theevolution with redshiftdependsm ore

strongly on 
 � .Fora �xed 
 m ,m odelswith largervaluesof


 � evolvem orerapidly with redshiftto theEdS case,where

theISW e�ectvanishes.Thus,contrary to whathappensat

z = 0,the lowerthe value of
 � (fora �xed 
 m )the larger

the ISW am plitude athigh redshifts(see also Fig.1).
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2MASS 

APM 

SDSS 

NVSS+HEAO         

ISW cross-correlation with WMAP

(Dust model)

Figure 4. Sym bols with error bars correspond to the di�erent

m easurem entsw T G =b in Table 1.A san illustration ofthe shape,

the continuous,short-dashed and long-dashed linesshow the con-

cordance (
 m = 0:3;
 � = 0:7),opened (
 m = 0:3;
 � = 0:0)

and closed (
 m = 0:3;
 � = 1:1) m odelpredictions (at � = 6�).

The dotted linecorrespondsto the galaxy-galaxy prediction (and

also the dustcontam ination m odel).A lllineshave arbitrary nor-

m alization.

To testm odelpredictionswith thedata,weusea stan-

dard �
2
-test,�

2
=

P

i
(O i � Ti)

2
=�

2

i,where O i and �i

correspond to thedi�erentm easurem entsand errorsand Ti

correspond to them odel.The labelirunsfori= 1 to i= 5

m arking the di�erentdata points(colum n 1 in Table 1)as

we m ove in redshift.In orderto take into accountthe error

in the m edian redshiftwe take:

�
2

i = �
2

w +

�

d(w tg=b)

dz

� 2

�
2

z (11)

where �z and �w are the errors in the w T G =b and �z re-

spectively (see Table 1). W e use the relative �
2
values,

�
2
� �

2

m in, to de�ne con�dence levels in param eter esti-

m ation.Top panelofFig.5 shows the resulting con�dence

contours.Taking Ti = 0 we evaluate the signi�cance ofthe

com bined ISW detection.W e �nd that this nullhypothe-

sis is rejected with a very high probability:P ’ 99:997%

(from P�= 4(�
2
> 26) ’ 3 � 10

�5
).W e next com pute the

expected ISW e�ectand com pare itwith the observational

data within the �CD M fam ily of m odels, where 
 m ,
 �

and h
2
are free param eters (we �x the baryonic content


 b ’ 0:05 and the prim ordialspectralindex ns ’ 1).W e

choose to norm alize each m odelby �xing �8.To m ake our

resultsindependentofthisnorm alization we willm arginal-

ize �8 overthe range �8 = 0:8� 1:0 (atpriorused).Aswe

com pare w G T norm alized to the CCM m odelbias,we need

to com pute the relative bias for other LCD M m odels (see

section x2.2).W e choose to estim ate this at R = 8M pc=h,

but the actualnum ber has little e�ect in the conclusions.

W e have also m arginalized over h in a at prior range

h = 0:72 � 0:77).O ur results are not very sensitive to the

2 W e use H 0 � 100 h km /s/M pc.
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Figure 5.O ne,two and three sigm a con�dence contours in the

(
 m ;
 � )plane(m arginalized overh)forthe�CD M m odel.Top:

constraintsfrom only ISW .Bottom :constraintsfrom SN Ia (blue)

and ISW (green) along with the com bined contours (purple).

rangesused for�8 and h:increasing theserangesby a factor

oftwo change ourcontoursin lessthan 20 % .

The best�tusing only ISW data correspondsto 
 m ’

0:26 � 0:08, 
 � ’ 0:82 � 0:40, in good agreem ent with

other cosm ologicalprobes m entioned above.Bottom panel

ofFig.refcom binedconts we show the con�dence contours

for a �CD M m odelalong with the constraints from recent

SNIA (Barris et al. 2004) observations.From the �gure it

isclearhow theISW e�ectsgivesnew com plem entary infor-

m ation aboutthecosm ologicalparam eters.The EdS m odel

is ruled out to high signi�cance.The con�dence contours

are alm ostperpendicularto the SNIA contours,allowing to

constrain the param eter space ofthe m odelwellwith just

thesetwoobservations.Com bination ofISW with supernova

data yields
 � = 0:71� 0:13 and 
 m = 0:29� 0:04.

4.1 U ncertainties in the selection function

W e explore here how robust are our results to the uncer-

tainties in the galaxy selection function.W e take a generic

param etric form ofthe type:

�(z)dz =
1

�(m + 1

�
)
�

z
m

z
m + 1

0

e

�

� z

z0

�
�

dz (12)

so thatit is norm alized to unity.Param eters � and m

controltheshapeofthefunction and aretreatas�x param -

eters;z0 isbeing changed accordingly to them edian redshift

�z we want for the selection function.W hen com puting our

resultsweuse� = 1:5 and m = 2,in which case �z = 1:41z0.

c 0000 R A S,M N R A S 000,000{000
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0 1 2 3
z

0

0.5

1

n(
z)

β=1.5 m=2
β=2.5 m=4 

Figure 6.Two di�erent selection functions with the sam e m e-

dian redshift �z = 1:41.Both have the generic form given by the

equation [12].The black continuous line corresponds to � = 1:5

and m = 2 while the red dashed line isfor� = 2:5,m = 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.Thissecond selection function have � =

2:5 and m = 4 and it is plotted together with the �du-

cialone in Figure 6.Both caseshave the sam e m edian red-

shift �z = 1:41.Top panelofFig.7 showsthe contoursin the

(
 m ;
 � )planeforthem orepeaked selection function (with

� = 2:5 and m = 4).The contours are sim ilar to the �du-

cialm odel(iecom pare to Fig.5)butfavoring slightly lower

valuesfor
 � and 
 m .

Besides the uncertainty on the shape ofthe 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 �z = 0

in Eq.[11].Contoursfor the (
 m ;
 � )plane are plotin the

bottom panelof�gure 7,which arealso to com parewith �g-

ure5.Thereishardly any di�erencebecausethetheoretical

valuesofw T G change very little within the m edian redshift

errorrange.

4.2 Equation ofstate

The ISW e�ect can also be used to constrain the dark en-

ergy equation ofstate param eter.In thiscase,assuggested

by the CCM ,we assum ed a at universe.W e focus on a

constantw param eterand m aintain the sam e atpriorsfor

h and �8 (0:72 < h < 0:77 0:8 < �8 < 1:0 ).Top panelof

Figure 8 show theone,two and threesigm a contoursforthe

(
 m ;w)plane using only the ISW data.Join contourswith

the SNIa data are shown in the bottom panelofFigure 8.

Both datasetsare also com plem entary forthew determ ina-

tion.The SNIa data isfrom (Barrisetal. 2004).

M aking a join ISW + SNIa analysis with the at prior

reduces notably the allowed space for the param eters to

w = � 1:02� 0:17 and 
 � = 0:70 � 0:05.The contours are

com parable with otheranalysis in literature (Sandvik etal

2004) which com bines SNIa with W M AP and SD SS data.
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Figure 7.O ne,two and three sigm a con�dence contours in the

(
 m ;
 � )plane forthe �CD M m odel.Top panel:contours using

a m ore peaked selection function (� = 2:5,m = 4) but with the

sam e m ean redshift as the �ducial case (ie com pare to Fig.5).

Bottom panel:contourswhen errorsin the m edian redshiftofthe

selection functions are neglected.

Theresultswefound are stillin fullagreem entto theCCM

with 
 � ’ 0:7 and w = � 1.

4.3 Possible C ontam inants

The constraining power ofthe new ISW data com es from

the sim ultaneous �tting ofdata at di�erent redshifts,that

isfrom theshapeinform ation in Fig.4.Becauseoftheuncer-

taintiesin the relative norm alization due to a relative bias,

any given pointalone doesnotconstrain wellthecosm olog-

icalparam eters.Butthe com bination ofthedata givesusa

new powerfultoolforcosm ologicalparam eterestim ation.

The shape ofthe curve as a function of redshift also

providesan im portanttestforsystem atics.CM B and galaxy

m apsare both m asked and corrected from galactic absorp-

tion/extinction,butany residualcontam ination could pro-

duce a cross-correlation signal.Em ission and absorption by

ourown galaxy producepatchy hotspotsin theCM B m aps

and negative density uctuationsin the galaxy distribution

(because ofextinction).In principle,this should therefore

resultin a negative cross-correlation,butovercorrecting for

the e�ectsofgalactic absorption could also resultin a pos-

itive signal. This possibility have been tested for each of

the sam ples,by com paring the cross-correlation to W M AP

m apsatdi�erentfrequencies.M ostanalysisusetheW M AP

K p0 m ask,which excludesabout30% ofsky on thebasisof

galactic or extra-galactic (eg radio sources) contam ination.

In allcasesthecontam ination seem ssm allerthan theerrors

c 0000 R A S,M N R A S 000,000{000
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Figure 8.O ne,two and three sigm a con�dence contours in the

(
 � ;w )plane (m arginalized overh and �8.Top:constraintsonly

from ISW from ISW .Bottom :constraints from SN Ia (blue) and

ISW (green) along with the com bination (purple).

(eg see Fig.2 in Fosalba & G azta~naga (2004)).M oreover,

one does notexpectthis e�ectto have any redshiftdepen-

dence,contrary to the m easurem entsin Fig.4.

Cold dustin distantgalaxies,willalso produce patchy

hotspotsin theCM B m apsand positivedensity uctuations

in thegalaxy distribution (could also benegativebecauseof

internalextinction).The resulting cross-correlation should

tracethegalaxy-galaxy auto correlation function,w G G ,and

should therefore have a very di�erent redshift dependence

to the ISW e�ect.The dotted line in Fig.4 shows the pre-

dicted shape dependenceforw G G contam ination with arbi-

trary norm alization.Theshapeisclearly incom patible with

the actualcross-correlation m easurem ents.It is also worth

noting how w G G goes quickly to zero at �z ’ 0:2,while the

ISW cross-correlation rem ains positive.This is due to the

factthatatthese corresponding large scales, >
� 40 M pc/h,

m atter-m atter correlations w m m e�ectively decays to zero,

while w T G ,which traces the gravitationalpotential,has a

lessrapid decay with distance.

5 C O N C LU SIO N

The cross-correlation of CM B anisotropies with very dif-

ferent galaxy surveys provides consistent detections.Their

com bination followstheCCM predictionswith a probability

ofonly ’ 3� 10
�5

forbeing a false detection.Thisprovides

new and independent evidence for dark energy and dark

m atter,ruling outtheEdS m odelto a high signi�cance (for

any value ofH 0).Com bination with SNIA data results in

strongconstraintsto
 � = 0:71� 0:13 and 
 m = 0:29� 0:04.

Thisin good agreem entwith theatuniverse
 m + 
 � ’ 1

found independently by CM B data (Bennett et al. 2003;

Tegm ark etal. 2004).Ifwe assum e a atuniverse,we �nd


 � = 0:70� 0:05 and w = � 1:02� 0:17 fora constantdark

energy equation ofstate.Thedata shows,forthe�rsttim e,

statisticalevidence ofa recent slow down in the growth of

structure form ation on linear scales,just as expected in a

at accelerated universe.The new ISW constraints rely in

a totally di�erentphysicale�ectthatpreviouscosm ological

constraints,providing new lighton a dark cosm os.

N ote added in proof:Afterthispaperwasoriginally

subm itted to astro-ph (astro-ph/0407022)a related analysis

usingourdatacom pilation havebeen published by Corasan-

niti,G iannantonio and M elchiorri(astro-ph/0504115).
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