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ABSTRACT

W e revisit a recently introduced power spectrum estim ation technique based on G ibbs sam pling,
with the goalofapplying itto the high-resolution W M AP data. In orderto facilitate thisanalysis,
a num ber ofsophistications have to be introduced,each ofwhich is discussed in detail. W e have
im plem ented two independent versions ofthe algorithm to cross-check the com puter codes,and to
verify thata particularsolution to any given problem doesnota�ectthe scienti�c results. W e then
apply theseprogram stosim ulated datawith known propertiesatinterm ediate(N side = 128)and high
(N side = 512)resolutions,to study e�ectssuch asincom plete sky coverage and white vs.correlated
noise.From these sim ulationswe also establish the M arkov chain correlation length asa function of
signal-to-noiseratio,and givea few com m entson the propertiesofthecorrelation m atricesinvolved.
Parallelization issuesare also discussed,with em phasison real-world lim itationsim posed by current
super-com puter facilities. The scienti�c results from the analysis ofthe �rst-yearW M AP data are
presented in a com panion letter.

Subjectheadings:cosm icm icrowavebackground | cosm ology:observations| m ethods:num erical

1. IN TRO D U CTIO N

The subject ofcosm ic m icrowave background (CM B)
power spectrum estim ation has been a very active
research �eld for m any years now, and the com -
bined e�ort from the scienti�c com m unity has re-
sulted in a num ber of qualitatively di�erent m eth-
ods. Broadly, one m ay classify these m ethods into
three groups, nam ely m axim um likelihood m ethods
(G �orski1994,1996;Tegm ark 1997;Bond,Ja�e& K nox
1998;O h etal.1999;Dor�e,K nox & Peel2001),pseudo-
C‘ m ethods (W andelt Hivon & G �orski; Hivon etal.
2002; Hansen,G �orski& Hivon 2002; Hansen & G �orski
2003), and specialized m ethods (van Leeuwen etal.
2002;Challinoretal.2002;W andelt& Hansen 2003).In
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generalthe m axim um likelihood m ethods are m ore ac-
curate than the (often M onte Carlo based) pseudo-C‘

m ethods,but they are usually so at a prohibitive com -
putationalcost.And even thesem ethodscan onlyreturn
very approxim atesum m ariesofthe errorbars,since ex-
ploring the likelihood away from the peak ispractically
im possible.Further,thespecialized m ethodsareusually
only applicable following ratherrestrictive assum ptions.
For generalexperim ents we have up to now been left
with the rather uncom fortable choice between the op-
tim albut prohibitively expensive,and the feasible but
approxim ate.
In this context, a m ethod based on M onte Carlo

M arkov Chains and G ibbs sam pling was very recently
developed by Jewell,Levin & Anderson (2004)and W an-
delt, Larson & Lakshm inarayanan (2004) which m ay
change this picture. The fundam entalidea behind this
m ethod isto solvethepowerspectrum estim ation prob-
lem by establishing itsposteriorprobability distribution
through sam pling,ratherthan by directsolution ofthe
corresponding optim ization problem . In its m ost gen-
eralform ,thescaling ofthisM onteCarlo m ethod equals
that ofthe m ap m aking process,which is to be com -
pared tothetypicalO (N 3

pix)scalingfortraditionalm axi-
m um likelihood estim ators(Borrill1999),N pix being the
num ber ofpixels in the m ap. Further, for an experi-
m entwith sphericallysym m etricbeam sand uncorrelated
noise,onem ay work directly with m apsinstead oftim e-
ordered data,in which casethescalingreducesto thatof
a sphericalharm onicstransform ,nam ely O (N 3=2

pix ),using
the HEALPix10 pixelization.
Untilnow,the only application ofthism ethod to cos-

m ological data was the analysis of the low-resolution
COBE -DM R data,presented by W andeltetal.(2004).
In the following we dem onstrate the practicality ofthis
m ethod for current and future experim ents, as we for

10 http://www.eso.org/science/healpix/

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0407028v2
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the �rst tim e apply it to a large data set,nam ely the
W ilkinson M icrowave Anisotropy Probe (W M AP ) data
(Bennettetal.2003a). This data set consists ofeight
cosm ologically im portant frequency bands, each with
about three m illion pixels,and it is therefore an excel-
lent test bed for any new algorithm . W e have devel-
oped twoindependentim plem entationsofthealgorithm ,
one called Com m ander11 (\Com m ander is an O ptim al
M onte-carloM arkov chAiN Driven Estim atoR")and the
othercalled M AGIC 12 (\M agicAllowsG lobalInference
ofCovariance")(W andelt 2003). W e have tested these
im plem entations extensively,and found that they pro-
duce statistically identicalresults.
The goalsofthe presentpaperare twofold. First,we

prepare forthe actualW M AP analysisby developing a
num ber ofsophistications to the G ibbs sam pling algo-
rithm snecessary to facilitate a high-resolution analysis.
Second,we apply the com putercodesto sim ulated data
in order to verify that the codes perform as expected,
and to build up an intuitiveunderstanding ofissuessuch
as the M arkov chain correlation length vs.the signal-
to-noise ratio,m ultipole coupling vs.sky coverage,and
su�cientsam pling vs.overallCPU tim e. A properun-
derstanding ofthesequestionsiscrucialin orderto opti-
m ize real-world analyses.The scienti�c resultsfrom the
W M AP analysis are reported in a com panion letter by
O ’Dwyeretal.(2004).

2. A LG O R ITH M S

Thispaperisanaturalextension oftheworkpresented
by Jewelletal.(2004) and W andeltetal.(2004), and
wewillin the following frequently referto those papers.
Further,we do not attem pt to re-establish the m otiva-
tion behind the G ibbs sam pling approach here,but re-
ferthe interested readerto those papersfordetailsand
proofs. In the present paper we sim ply sum m arize the
operationalstepsofthealgorithm ,and specializethedis-
cussion to theproblem sencountered when analyzing the
�rst-yearW M AP data.
W e now de�ne som e notation. The data are given in

the form ofN sky m aps(also called \bands" or\chan-
nels")

dk = A k s+ nk; (1)

wherek = 1;:::;N runsoverthebands.dk isthevector
ofobserved pixelvalueson thesky,A k isthem atrix cor-
respondingto beam convolution,sisthetruesky vector,
and nk isinstrum entalnoise.
Asm entioned above,ourm ain scienti�cgoalofthecur-

rentwork isto analyze the �rst-yearW M AP data,and
for that reason we assum e the beam to be azim uthally
sym m etric (Pageetal. 2003). The beam convolution
A m ay therefore be com puted in harm onic space by a
straightforward m ultiplication ofthecorresponding Leg-
endre com ponentsbk‘.In orderto sim plify the notation,
weincorporatethe pixelwindow function into bk‘.
Further,for the W M AP data,it is reasonable to ap-

proxim ate the noise as uncorrelated,but non-uniform ,
so that the realspace noise covariance m atrix can be
written as N ij;k = �2i;k�ij,where �i;k is the noise stan-
dard deviation ofthe ith pixelofthe kth sky m ap. In

11 Im plem ented by H .K .Eriksen and J.B.Jewell.
12 Im plem ented by I.J.O ’D wyer,D .L.Larson and B.D .W an-

delt.

fact,we explicitly dem onstrate the validity ofthis as-
sum ption in section 4.2,by �rst analyzing sim ulations
including whitenoiseand then correlated noise,showing
thatthey arestatistically consistentforthelevelsofcor-
related noisepresentin theW M AP data.Finally,weas-
sum etheCM B uctuationstobeG aussian and isotropic,
and thesignalcovariancem atrix thereforesim pli�escon-
siderably,C ‘m ;‘0m 0 = C‘�‘‘0 �m m 0.

2.1. Basic Gibbs sam pling

The idea behind the G ibbs sam pling powerspectrum
estim ation technique isto draw sam plesfrom the prob-
ability density P (C‘jd). The properties ofthis density
can then besum m arized in term sofany preferred statis-
tic,such asitsm ultivariatem ean orm ode.However,one
ofthe m ajorstrengthsofthe G ibbs sam pling approach
is that it allows for a global,optim alanalysis,and it
should therefore notbe considered asyetanotherm ax-
im um likelihood technique,although itcertainly isable
to producesuch an estim ate.
W hile direct sam pling from the probability density

P (C‘jd)isdi�cult,itisin factpossible to sam ple from
the joint density P (C‘;sjd),and then m arginalize over
thesignals.Thisisfeasiblebecausethetheory ofG ibbs
sam pling tellsusthatifitispossibleto sam plefrom the
conditionaldensitiesP (sjC‘;d)and P (C‘js;d),then the
two following equationswill,afteran initialburn-in pe-
riod,converge to being sam ples from the joint density
P (C‘;sjd):

s
i+ 1

 P (sjC i
‘;d); (2)

C
i+ 1
‘

 P (C‘js
i+ 1): (3)

Thus,given som e initialpower spectrum and the data,
we m ay iterate these two relations,discard the �rstfew
pre-convergencesam ples(ifnecessary),and then usethe
rem ainingsam plestoconstructwhateverstatisticwepre-
ferforthepowerspectrum .O nefurtheradvantageofthis
approach isthatweprobethejointdistribution,and we
m ay therefore quantify joint uncertainties. And,in the
process,wealsoobtain a W iener�ltered m ap which m ay
be usefulforotherstudies.
Drawing a powerspectrum C

i+ 1
‘

given a sky m ap si is
trivial(see,e.g.,W andeltetal.2004). G iven the power
spectrum ofthe signalm ap (often written on the form
�‘ =

P ‘

m = � ‘ja‘m j
2),onedraws2‘� 1 G aussian random

variates�j
‘
with zero m ean and unitvariance,and form

the sum �2
‘
=
P 2‘� 1

j= 1
j�
j

‘
j2. The desired powerspectrum

sam pleisthen given by

C
i+ 1
‘

=
�‘

�2
‘

(4)

O n the other hand,drawing a sky m ap si given the
data and an assum ed power spectrum ,is certainly not
trivial. Again, we refer the interested reader to the
above-m entioned papers for justi�cation of the follow-
ing procedure,and here we only review the operational
steps.
The m ap sam pling processisperform ed in two steps,

the�rstbeing to solvethefollowing equation fortheso-
called m ean �eld m ap x,
 

C
� 1 +

"
NX

k= 1

A
T
k N

� 1
k
A k

#!

x =
NX

k= 1

A
T
k N

� 1
k
r
s
k: (5)
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Fig. 1.| Exam plesofthe m apsproduced in one step ofthe G ibbssam pler.Top panel:The full-sky,noise-lessG ibbssam ple,s.M iddle

panel:The m ean �eld (W iener-�ltered) m ap,x.Bottom panel:The uctuation m ap,y.

Here rs
k
= dk is the residualsignalm ap. The reason

for introducing this notation willbecom e clearer when
additionalcom ponentsareintroduced into the sam pling
chain. Any new com ponent we m ay wish to include in
the analysiswillsim ply be subtracted from the data,to
form an actualresidualm ap from which the m ean �eld
m ap iscom puted.
The m ean �eld m ap is a generalized W iener �ltered

m ap,and as such is biased. To construct an unbiased
sam pleonem ustthereforeadd a uctuation m ap y with
propertiessuch thatthesum ofthetwo �eldsisa sam ple
from thedistribution ofthecorrectm ean and covariance.

Theappropriateequation forthisuctuation m ap is
 

C
� 1 +

"
NX

k= 1

A
T
k N

� 1
k
A k

#!

y =

= C
� 1=2

!0 +
NX

k= 1

A
T
k N

� 1=2
k

!k;

(6)

where !k are G aussian white noise m aps ofzero m ean
and unitvariance.
Exam plesofsuch m apsareshown in �gure 1,and the

correspondingpowerspectraareshown in �gure2.How-
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Fig. 2.| Spectra corresponding to the m aps in �gure 1. The

red lines shows the spectrum ofthe W iener-�ltered m ap,and is a

biased estim ate ofthe underlying spectrum . Therefore,the G ibbs

sam pler adds a uctuation term to the W iener-�ltered m ap, to
yield an unbiased estim ate ofthe true spectrum .

ever,in practicethetwo equationsaresolved sim ultane-
ouslybysolvingforthesum ofx and y,in ordertoreduce
the totalCPU tim e.
Finally,wepointoutthateven though theG ibbssam -

pling techniqueisa Bayesian m ethod,a frequentistview
m ay betaken by choosing a uniform prior.In thatcase,
theprocedurereducesto sim ply exploring thejointlike-
lihood,and frequentist concepts such as the m axim um
likelihood estim ate m ay be established.

2.2. Consistenttreatm entofm ono-and dipole

contributions

O ne of the m ost elegant features of this form alism
is its ability to incorporate virtually any real-world
com plication, as discussed by Jewelletal. (2004) and
W andeltetal.(2004). A few exam ples ofthis exibil-
ity are applications to 1=f noise, asym m etric beam s,
non-cosm ologicalforegrounds,orarbitrary sky coverage.
However,in thispaperweincludeonly thee�ectsofthe
m ono-and dipole contributions(which m ay be thought
ofasforegrounds)and thatofpartialsky coverage,given
thatourm ain scienti�cgoalisto analyzethefairly well-
behaved W M AP data.
The question regarding m ono- and dipole contribu-

tions has gained renewed im portance during the previ-
ous year, given the very active debate concerning the
quadrupole seen in the W M AP data. This quadrupole
appears to be sm all com pared to the best-�t cosm o-
logical m odel (Spergeletal. 2003; Efstathiou 2003a;
de O liveira-Costa etal.2004),and severalauthorshave
considered whatthism ay im ply in term sofnew physics.
However,the exact signi�cance ofthis anom aly is dif-
�cult to assess for severalreasons,but m ainly because
of uncertainties in the foreground subtraction process
(Eriksen etal.2004;Slosar& Seljak 2004). M ethodol-
ogy issues for estim ating the lowest m ultipole am pli-
tudes have also been pointed out (Efstathiou 2003b).
Strongly related toboth theseissuesisthefactthatnon-
cosm ologicalm ono-and dipolecontributionsm ay couple
into the otherlow-orderm odesthrough incom plete sky
coverage.

The m ost com m on way ofhandling this latter prob-
lem is to �t a m ono-and dipole to the incom plete sky,
including internalcoupling caused by the sky cut,and
then sim ply subtract the resulting best-�t com ponents
from the data. However, this procedure neglects the
noise correlationsthat are introduced by rem oving any
�tted tem plates. The G ibbssam pling fram ework allows
a statistically m oreconsistentapproach:ratherthan di-
rectly subtracting the�tted m ono-and dipolesfrom the
data,onem ay m arginalizeoverthem through sam pling,
and thusrecognizethe inherentuncertaintiesinvolved.
As always in Bayesian analyses,one has to choose a

prior,and the m ostnaturalchoice in thiscase isa uni-
form prior. This corresponds to saying that we do not
know anything about these com ponents. For analytic
com putationsand proofs,however,itism oreconvenient
to de�nethisasa G aussian with in�nitevariance,which
isjusta di�erentway ofparam eterizing a uniform prior.
Itshould be noted that a uniform priordoes notm ean
that these com ponents are unrestricted,but,rather,it
sim ply m eans that their values are determ ined by the
data alone.
Again, generalform alism s for handling this type of

problem were described by Jewelletal. (2004) and
W andeltetal.(2004),and wewillonly repeattheopera-
tionalstepshere,in a notation suitableforourpurposes.
Let us �rst de�ne a N pix � 4 tem plate m atrix T con-
taining the fourrealsphericalharm onicsin pixelspace,

T = (Y 00;Y 1� 1;Y 10;Y 11); (7)

whereY ‘m =
�
Y‘m (�1;�1);:::;Y‘m (�N pix

;�N pix
)
�T

and

Y00(�;�)= 1=
p
4� (8)

Y1� 1(�;�)=
p
3=4� sin� sin� (9)

Y10(�;�)=
p
3=4� cos� (10)

Y11(�;�)=
p
3=4� sin� cos� (11)

Note that T is a projection m atrix onto the subspace
spanned by the corresponding tem plates.
Nextwe de�ne a vectoroftem plate am plitudesw k =

(ak00;a
k
1� 1;a

k
10;a

k
11)

T ,letting the am plitudesbe di�erent
foreach channel,sincewehaveno reason to assum ethat
thesecom ponentsarefrequency independent.Thus,the
m ono-and dipolecontribution tothekth channelistk =
T w k.
W enow wantto sam plefrom theconditionaldistribu-

tion P (w kjdk;s),and thisisdone(assum ing thein�nite
varianceprior)by solving the following equation,

�
T
T
N

� 1
k
T
�
w k = T

T
N

� 1
k
r
m d
k + �k; (12)

wherethem ono-and dipoleresidualm ap isrm d
k = dk �

A ks,and

�k =

2

6
6
6
4

Y T
00 N

� 1=2
k

!
(1)

k

Y T
1� 1 N

� 1=2
k

!
(2)

k

Y T
10 N

� 1=2
k

!
(3)

k

Y T
11 N

� 1=2
k

!
(4)

k

3

7
7
7
5
: (13)

Here,!(i)
k

are white noise m aps ofvanishing m ean and
unitvariance.
Thenextstep in traditionalG ibbssam plingwould now

be to sam ple from the conditionaldensity P (pm djw k),
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where pm d are the param etersofthe probability distri-
bution describing them ono-and dipoles.However,since
wehavechosen a very specialprior,nam ely onewith in-
�nitevariance,thisdistribution doesnotchange,and no
sam pling isrequired.
Including the m ono- and dipole com ponents in the

G ibbssam pling chain,itnow reads

w
i+ 1
k

 P (w kjdk;s
i); (14)

s
i+ 1

 P (sjC i
‘;d;w

i+ 1
k

); (15)

C
i+ 1
‘

 P (C‘js
i+ 1): (16)

The �rststep is com puted as described in the previous
paragraphs,and thesecond step iscom puted byequation
5,with theslightm odi�cation thatthem ono-and dipole
contributions now are subtracted from the data,rsk =
dk � T w k.

2.3. Incom plete sky coverage

Perhapsthesinglem ostim portantcom plication in any
CM B analysisispropertreatm entofforegrounds.W ith
am plitudesup toseveralthousand tim estheCM B am pli-
tude,G alactic foregrounds willnecessarily com prom ise
any cosm ologicalresult unless corrected and accounted
for. Unfortunately,there iscurrently a criticalshortage
ofrobustcom ponentseparation (oreven justforeground
rem oval)m ethods,and theonly reliableapproach atthe
tim e ofwriting issim ply to m ask outthe m ostcontam -
inated regionsofthe sky. O n the brightside,the exi-
bility in specifying foreground m odelsthatcan beim ple-
m ented in theG ibbssam pling approach o�ersan attrac-
tiveavenueforprogress.Thiswillbeexplored furtherin
future publications.
TheG ibbssam plingapproach supportstwofundam en-

tally di�erentm ethodsforrem oving partsofthe sky by
m eansofa m ask.First,them oststraightforward option
from a conceptualpointofview issim ply to setthe in-
versenoise m atrix to zero atallpixelswithin the m ask.
Thiscorrespondsto saying thatthe noise levelofthese
pixels is in�nite,and therefore that the data are com -
pletely non-inform ative. No other m odi�cations ofthe
equationsare necessary. Thisis the solution chosen for
the Com m anderim plem entation.
However, this approach carries a considerable cost

in the form of a poorly conditioned coe�cient m atrix
A = C � 1+ A T N � 1A ,which,aswewilldiscussatgreater
length in thenextsection,resultsin slow convergencefor
the conjugate gradient algorithm , and increased over-
allexpense for the G ibbs sam pling. Recognizing this
fact,an alternativeapproach waschosen fortheM AG IC
im plem entation,nam ely to introduce a new foreground
com ponentinto the G ibbssam pling chain.
Letusrecallthegeneralsam plingequation forthefore-

ground com ponent(W andeltetal.2004),
�
F
� 1
k

+ A
T
k N

� 1
k
A k

�
fk =

= A
T
k N

� 1
k
r
fg

k
+ F

� 1=2
k

!
(1)

k
+ A

T
k N

� 1

2

k
!
(2)

k
:

(17)

HereFk isthecovariancem atrixfortheforegroundprior,
r
fg

k
is the residualm ap after rem ovalofthe signalesti-

m ateand any otherforegroundsalready sam pled by the
algorithm ,and !(i)

k
arevectorsofuniform G aussian vari-

ates.Finally,fk isthe unconvolved foreground sam ple.

Foreach pixelin them asked region,m ainly theG alaxy
but also som e point sources,we do not know the fore-
ground contribution.Them axim ally uninform ativefore-
ground priorforthesepixelshasin�nitevariance.Itcor-
respondsto a com pletelack ofa prioriknowledgeofthe
foregrounds in the m ask. By specifying m axim aligno-
rance ofthe foreground we allow the algorithm to de-
term inetheleveloftheforeground in thesepixelswhich
is supported by the data. Substituting this foreground
prior into equation 17 creates a m ethod to num erically
m arginalizeovertheunknown foreground contribution in
the m asked pixels.
In the lim it of’in�nite’variance,this sam pling equa-

tion sim pli�esto

A kfk = N
1=2

k
!k + r

fg

k
(18)

in them asked region and fk = 0 outside.Thisiseasy to
com pute and avoidsthe use ofthe Conjugate G radient
solver,hencesaving com putationaltim e.
W ith the introduction ofthis foreground com ponent,

the fullG ibbschain reads

f
i+ 1
k

 P (fkjdk;s
i
;w

i
k); (19)

w
i+ 1
k

 P (w kjdk;s
i
;f

i+ 1
k

); (20)

s
i+ 1

 P (sjC i
‘;d;f

i+ 1
k

;w
i+ 1
k

); (21)

C
i+ 1
‘

 P (C‘js
i+ 1): (22)

Again,the only m odi�cations in the two m iddle steps
isa subtraction ofthe foreground com ponentsfrom the
correspondingresidualm aps,rsk = dk � T w k � A kfk and
rm d
k = dk � A k(s+ fk).
As m entioned earlier,the m ain advantage ofthis ap-

proach is that the uniform properties ofthe coe�cient
m atrix A are conserved,leading to a fasterconvergence
fortheconjugategradientsolver,often reducingthenum -
berofiterationsby a factorofthree.O n theotherhand,
there is also a slight disadvantage in that the correla-
tions between consecutive G ibbs sam ples are stronger,
since inform ation is carried over from sam ple to sam -
plethrough theforeground com ponent.However,thisis
m ore than com pensated by the rapid CG convergence.
W e willreturn to these issueslater.

3. CO M PU TATIO N A L CO N SID ER ATIO N S

3.1. Conjugate gradientsand preconditioning

Asdescribed in section 2.1,equations5 and 6 are the
veryheartoftheG ibbssam plingm ethod,and itsfeasibil-
ityisdirectlyconnectedtoourabilitytosolvethoseequa-
tions. For a low-resolution experim ent such as COBE -
DM R,which com prises a few thousand pixels or m ul-
tipole com ponents,the system m ay be solved directly,
forinstance through Cholesky decom position.However,
for a high-resolution experim ent such as W M AP,with
eightcosm ologically im portantm apsofeach severalm il-
lionspixels,m ore sophisticated algorithm sm ustbe em -
ployed,and them oste�cientm ethod currently available
forpositive-de�nite m atricesis the Conjugate G radient
(CG )m ethod (G olub & van Loan 1996).Fora truly ex-
cellentreview ofthisalgorithm ,seeShewchuk (1994).
Thegeneralproblem istosolveasystem oflinearequa-

tions,
A x = b; (23)
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Fig. 3.| The coe�cient m atrices A = 1 + C
1=2[

P
N

k= 1
A

T
k
N

� 1

k
A k]C

1=2,sum m ed over alleight W M A P channels,and using the power

spectrum estim ated by the W M A P team .A llelem entsup to ‘m ax = 59 areincluded,a choice determ ined by plotting constraintsonly.The

upper panels plot the m atrix when the fullsky isavailable,and the lower panels plot itwhen the K p2 m ask isapplied. The elem ents are

ordered by ‘-m ajor(with pixelindex igiven by i= ‘2 + ‘+ m + 1) in the leftcolum n,and by m -m ajorin the rightcolum n. (m increases
as m = 0;� 1;1;� 2;2;:::from left to right,in steps of‘m ax � jm j. W ithin each m -block ‘ = jm j;jm j+ 1;:::;‘m ax.) A solid black color

indicates a signal-to-noise ratio largerthan 5.

wherethe coe�cientm atrix A isvery large.In the case
ofthe�rst-yearW M AP data,A correspondstoasystem
ofthreem illion equationsin pixelspace,and a system of
severalhundred thousandsequationsin harm onic space

(depending on the ‘m ax ofchoice;see section 4.1.2 fora
discussion on how to choose an appropriate ‘m ax). Fur-
ther,thiscoe�cientm atrix isin generalnotsparsein ei-
therrealspacedueto com plicated signalcorrelations,or
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in harm onicspacedueto com plicated noisecorrelations.
However,favorablesparsitypatternsm aybeobtained for
specialscanning strategiesand sky cuts(O h etal.1999;
W andelt& Hansen 2003).
Forthisreason,the sheersize ofthe problem posesa

realproblem ,and for m any applications one m ay �nd
that the system described above is ill-conditioned. For
instance,thesolution vectorx containselem entsofvery
di�erentm agnitudes,and therefore round-o� errorscan
easily com prom isetheresults.Itisthereforenum erically
advantageousto rewriteequations5 and 6 asfollows,
 

1 + C
1=2

"
NX

k= 1

A
T
k N

� 1
k
A k

#

C
1=2

!
�

C
� 1=2

x

�

=

= C
1=2

NX

k= 1

A
T
k N

� 1
k
r
s
k

(24)
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The coe�cientm atrix A = 1 + C 1=2A T N � 1A T C 1=2 is
now m uch betterbehaved,and allelem entsofthe solu-
tion vectorC � 1=2x have unity variance. Note also that
thediagonalelem entsofA arenow sim ply thesignal-to-
noiseratiosofthe corresponding m ode.
W e chooseto work in harm onicspacein the following

forseveralreasons.First,in thisspaceitiseasy to lim it
the size ofthe problem according to the signal-to-noise
ratio ofthe data by choosing an appropriate ‘m ax. In
pixelspace one isalwaysforced to work with vectorsof
length N pix. Second,given the form ofequations5 and
6,two sphericalharm onicstransform sareelim inated by
operating in harm onic space in the �rst place,thereby
reducing thetotalCPU tim eby a factoroftwo.Finally,
since we are m ainly interested in the power spectrum ,
an harm onic space based convergence criterion for the
CG search seem sm ore naturalthan a pixelspace based
criterion.
O ne ofthe m ain advantages ofthe CG algorithm is

that it does notrequire inversion ofthe coe�cient m a-
trix,and we do not even need to store it. Allwe need
is the ability to m ultiply A with a given vector v,and
solvinga preconditioningequation.W e�rstconsiderthe
m atrixm ultiplication operation.In oursetting,forwhich
A = 1+ C 1=2A T N � 1A T C 1=2,thisisdonein a step-wise
fashion. First we m ultiply each com ponent alm ofthe
input vector by

p
C‘b‘ (where b‘ is the product ofthe

beam and pixelwindow functions),and then weperform
an inversesphericalharm onic transform into realspace.
Herewem ultiply with theinversenoisem atrix,N obs=�

2
0,

under the assum ption ofuncorrelated noise. Then we
perform an ordinary sphericalharm onictransform ofthe
vectorintoharm onicspace,whereweagainm ultiplywith
thebeam and squarerootofthepowerspectrum .Finally
we add the originalvector. Thus,m ultiplication ofA
iscom putationally equivalentto two sphericalharm onic
transform s,and m em ory requirem entsarevirtually neg-
ligible13.

13 Ifaccessible m em ory is su�cient on the available com puter,

Thee�ciency oftheCG algorithm ishighly dependent
on our ability to construct a good preconditioner (e.g.,
O h etal.1999),and two preconditionershavebeen pro-
posed forthis problem so far,both approxim ating A � 1

in harm onicspace.First,undertheassum ption ofwhite,
but non-uniform ,noise,the inverse real-space noise co-
variancem atrix m ay bewritten asa sim pleinversenoise
rm sm ap,N � 1(�;�),which again m ay be expanded into
sphericalharm onics,

N
� 1(�;�)=

X

‘;m

a‘m Y‘m (�;�): (26)

The inverse noise m atrix in sphericalharm onic space is
then (Hivon etal.2002)

N
� 1

‘1m 1;‘2m 2
=

X

‘3;m 3

a‘3m 3
(� 1)m 2

�
(2‘1 + 1)(2‘2 + 1)(2‘3 + 1)

4�

�1=2

�

�
‘1 ‘2 ‘3

0 0 0

��
‘1 ‘2 ‘3

m 1 � m 2 m 3

�

(27)

A very sim plepreconditionerm ay thereforebede�ned
in term softhe diagonalelem entsonly,

M ‘1m 1;‘2m 2
=

�

1+ C‘1b
2
‘1
N

� 1
‘1m 1;‘2m 2

�‘1‘2�m 1m 2

�� 1

:

(28)
W hile satisfactory forthe sim plestapplications,we �nd
thatittakesabout300iterationsto solvefortheW M AP

data consisting of all eight cosm ologically interesting
bandswith thispreconditioner(applying the K p2 m ask
directly),m aking the totalsolution ofthe problem very
expensive.
By considering the overall structure of the inverse

noise m atrix,O h etal.(1999) proposed to use a block-
diagonalm atrix. In the lim itofperfectazim uthalsym -
m etry ofboth the galactic cut and the noise distribu-
tion,N � 1 is orthogonalwith respect to m ,and there-
fore it m akes sense to also include allelem ents having
‘1 6= ‘2;m 1 = m 2 up to som e arbitrary lim itm m ax. At
higherm ’s,thediagonalpreconditionerisused.O h etal.
(1999) claim s to achieve convergence in six iterations
with thispreconditionerforpropertiescorresponding to
the two-yearW M AP data,but,unfortunately,we have
notyetbeen able to reproduce thisperform ance. From
our experim ents it seem s the com bination of a highly
non-sym m etric K p2 cut,700 resolved pointsource cuts,
and anoisedistribution tilted with respecttothegalactic
plane introduces signi�cant couplings between di�erent
m ’s.
In �gure3 wehaveplotted thecoe�cientm atricescor-

respondingto the�rst-yearW M AP datain twodi�erent
orderings,both ‘-m ajor and m -m ajor (see caption for
details),and with and without application ofthe K p2
m ask.In the lim itofuniform noise and no galacticcut,
these m atrices would allbe diagonal,and convergence

onem ay wantto precom putetheassociated Legendrepolynom ials,

reducing the totalCPU tim e typically by a factor oftwo or three

for W M A P type m aps in the current H EA LPix im plem entation.
The m em ory requirem entfordoing so is8 N side ‘

2
m ax bytes,oron

the orderof1G B forN side;‘m ax � 512,N side being the H EA LPix

resolution param eter,which correspondsdirectly to the num berof

pixelsin the m ap through the relation N pix = 12N 2
side

.
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would be reached in one single CG iteration using even
the diagonalpreconditioner.
However, as seen in the top two panels of �gure 3,

adding non-uniform noiseto theproblem introducessig-
ni�cant coupling between di�erent m odes,which again
leads to poorer CG perform ance. In the left panel,we
seethatthe largestabsolutevaluesarefound atlow ‘’s,
which ofcourse is not very surprising,considering that
these m atrices are a m easure ofthe signal-to-noise ra-
tio.In therightpanelweseethesam em atrix organized
as m -m ajor, and in the lim it of azim uthalsym m etry,
thiswould be a strictly block-diagonalm atrix with very
sm allblock elem ents. The preconditioner proposed by
O h etal.(1999)consistsofthe inversesofthose blocks.
But,aswe see,there are m any o�-diagonalelem entsin
thism atrix,and,indeed,thedom inantelem entsactually
seem to be com ponentsforwhich jm 1 � m 2j= 1. How-
ever,ifwehad com puted thesequantitiesin the ecliptic
fram e, rather than in the galactic,then the m atrix is
likely to be dom inated by the m 1 = m 2 elem ents,and
possibly even by the m = 0 elem ents.
Thebottom two panelsshow a sim ilarsetofm atrices,

but in this case the K p2 m ask has been applied to the
sky.And,asm entioned in section 2.3,thishasthehighly
undesirablee�ectofm agnifyingtheo�-diagonalelem ents
through m ode-to-m ode coupling considerably. Unfortu-
nately,neither ofthese m atrices have a very dom inant
sym m etry structure,and itisthereforedi�cultto estab-
lish an optim alpreconditioner.
Nevertheless,based on thestructuresseen in thelower

left panelin �gure 3 a third alternative was chosen for
the Com m ander im plem entation. Rather than includ-
ing only the diagonalelem ents,or only m 1 = m 2 ele-
m ents as O h etal.(1999) do, we include all elem ents
up to som e arbitrary ‘m ax (typically ‘m ax � 50{70 for
W M AP ),and athigher‘’sweincludeonly the diagonal
elem ents. The required m em ory requirem ents for this
m atrix scalesasO (‘4m ax),and are thusquite expensive,
butin practice,the reallim itation is the CPU tim e re-
quired for its Cholesky decom position (which scales as
O [‘6m ax])ratherthan m em ory requirem entsfor its stor-
age. For ‘m ax = 50,the m em ory requirem ents are 52
M B and the CPU tim e for Cholesky decom position is
on the orderofone ortwo m inutes. O bviously,the lat-
ternum berm ustbe com pared to the CPU tim e ittakes
to perform one CG iteration and the num ber ofitera-
tions saved. And yet,even with this rather expensive
preconditioner,we �nd thatthe CG search convergesin
about 60 iterations for the com bined �rst-year W M AP

data and a norm -based fractionalconvergence criterion
of10� 6. Thus,ourperform ance isnotasim pressive as
the six iterations achieved by O h etal.(1999). W ork
on this issue is stillon-going,and a hybrid ofallthree
variantsm ay proveto be the ultim ate solution.
In contrast to the Com m ander im plem entation,

M AG IC doesnotapply a sky cutdirectly,butinstead it
introducesa new random �eld into the sam pling chain.
The appropriate coe�cient m atrix is therefore the one
shown in theupperleftpanelof�gure3.Thischoicehas
a very positive e�ect in term s ofCG perform ance,and
one routinely achieves convergence within 20 iterations
using justthe sim ple diagonalpreconditionerfora �rst-
yearW M AP type experim ent. However,as we willsee
later,thecostforthisperform ancecom esin the form of
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Fig. 4.| A few selected histogram s of the power spectrum

sam ples produced in the low-resolution analysis. The black his-

togram sare generated by Com m ander,and the red histogram sare

generated by M AG IC; the agreem ent is striking, dem onstrating

thatboth codeswork asexpected. The verticalsolid linesindicate
the theoreticalinput spectrum ,and the dashed lines indicate the

realization speci�cspectrum .Theagreem entbetween thepeak po-

sition ofthe histogram sand the dashed linesisexcellentatlow ‘’s.

At high ‘’s,however, the distributions are com pletely dispersed,

reecting the noise dom ination in thisregim e.

a slightly longercorrelation length in the M arkov chain,
and thereforefewerindependentsam ples.

3.2. Parallelization

The m ain lim itation for the G ibbs sam pling m ethod
isCPU tim e. Even though the scaling ofthe m ethod is
equivalentto thatofa sphericalharm onicstransform for
a W M AP type analysis,one hasto perform thisopera-
tion m any tim es,and thetotalprefactorofthealgorithm
is therefore large. Speci�cally,the num ber ofspherical
harm onictransform stoproduceoneG ibbssam pleistwo
tim esthenum berofCG iterations,tim esthenum berof
frequency bands. The totalnum ber oftransform s for
com puting onesam plefrom an eight-band W M AP data
set is then typically on the order of1000 for the Com -
m anderapproach (reachingconvergencein 60 iterations)
and 350 fortheM AG IC approach (reaching convergence
in 20 iterations).K nowing thatoneharm onictransform
takesabout5 secondsfor N side = 512 and ‘m ax = 512,
thetotalCPU tim erequired foronesingleG ibbssam ple
is therefore on the order ofone or two hours for Com -
m anderand halfan hourforM AG IC.O bviously,paral-
lelization is essentialto produce a su�cient num ber of
sam ples.
Two fundam entally di�erentapproachesm ay betaken

in this respect. Either one m ay choose to run one sin-
gle M arkov chain and parallelizethe sphericalharm onic
transform sinternally.SincetheHEALPix routinesoper-
ate on pixelringsofconstantlatitude,thiscan be done
quite e�ciently by letting each processor com pute its
own ring. Nevertheless, optim alspeed-up willnot be
achieved,and theim plem entation willbesom ewhatcom -
plicated.
The other approach is to take advantage ofthe fact

that this m ethod is truly a M onte Carlo m ethod,and
onecan thereforeleteach processorrun itsown M arkov
chain.The m ostim portantadvantagesofthisapproach
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Fig. 5.| Power spectrum results from the low-resolution sim ulations. The blue line indicates the theoreticalspectrum from which a

random G aussian realization was drawn,and the red curve is the power spectrum ofthat particular realization. The black curve shows

the m arginalized estim ates ofthis spectrum produced by Com m ander,while the gray bands indicate the 1 and 2� con�dence bands. The
inform ation in the two panels is the sam e,but for di�erent ranges in ‘. The dark gray verticalregion in the right panelindicates where

the signal-to-noise ratio isapproxim ately unity.

areoptim alspeed-up and thepossibility toinitializeeach
chain with a di�erent �rstguess. As we willsee in the
next section,consecutive G ibbs sam ples in the M arkov
chain are highly correlated in the low signal-to-noise
regim e,and producing a larger num ber ofindependent
sam plesisthereforequite expensive.Ifwe havea rough
approxim ation ofthetruespectrum and itsuncertainties
(as we usually do,through a M ASTER type analysis;
Hivon etal.2002),wecan partially rem edy thisproblem
by initializing each M arkov chain with an independent
powerspectrum .
The m ajor drawback of this latter parallelization

schem e,however,isthateachM arkovchain willnecessar-
ily be quite short,perhapsonly twenty to �fty sam ples.
Thisproblem isdueto thefactthatm ostcurrentsuper-
com puterfacilitieshaveam axim um wall-clocktim elim it
of24 to 72 hours,and therefore the m axim um length of
onechain ison thesam eorderofm agnitude.O fcourse,
one m ay store interm ediate resultsand restartthe com -
putations after every cycle,but this only increases the
totallength by a factorofa few,notby hundreds.
W ehavechosen a com bination ofexternaland internal

parallelization in ourim plem entation,by recognizingthe
factthatwewillin generalbeanalyzing m ulti-frequency
datasetsconsistingofN band m aps.W em ay thereforelet
N band processorswork on the sam e M arkov chain,each
processortransform ing one band. Thus,optim alspeed-
up is not com prom ised,while the length ofthe chains
is increased by the sam e factor. In future versions we
willalso im plem ent fully internalparallelization in the
HEALPix routinesm ap2alm and alm 2m ap,to have the
option offocusing allthe com putationalresources into
onesinglechain.

4. SIM U LATIO N S

In thissection we apply the Com m anderand M AG IC
codes to sim ulated data sets for which allcom ponents
areperfectly known.The goalsaretwo-fold.Firstly,we

wish to dem onstratethatthecodesproduceresultscon-
sistent with theoreticalexpectations,and secondly,we
seek to gain insighton whatlim itationsofthealgorithm
we can expectto m eetin real-world applications,when
CPU tim e islim ited.
A num berofdi�erentsim ulationsare analyzed in the

following sections,each designed to highlightsom e spe-
ci�c feature. First, in order to establish the asym p-
totic behavior ofthe algorithm ,we study a data set of
sm allersizethan thefull-resolution W M AP data.Specif-
ically,weconstructa data setatinterm ediateresolution
(N side = 128;196608 pixels),for which the CPU tim e
per sam ple is on the order of10 seconds. Thus,CPU
tim e isnota dom inating problem ,and we can establish
the M arkov chain correlation lengths and power spec-
trum correlation m atrix to greataccuracy. The burn-in
tim e isalso considered.
Finally,we m aketwo sim ulationsatfullW M AP reso-

lution in ordertocon�rm thattheoverallresultsfrom the
low-resolution analysiscarrynaturallyovertohigherres-
olutions. Thistim e the CPU costisthe lim iting factor,
and them ain goalofthissection isin facttodem onstrate
thatthe G ibbssam pling m ethod isable to handle even
largedata sets,such asthe W M AP data. Thisanalysis
m im ics the analysis ofthe �rst-year W M AP data pre-
sented by O ’Dwyeretal.(2004),in that it is run on a
super-com puter with m any short,parallelchains. The
only di�erencebetween thetwo runsisthateitherwhite
or correlated noise are added to the CM B sim ulations.
Thisway wetestwhethertheassum ption ofwhitenoise
m ay com prom ise the scienti�c resultsin the presence of
sm all, but non-negligible, noise correlations. W e �nd
that this is not a signi�cant problem for the �rst-year
W M AP data.

4.1. Low-resolution sim ulations

The m ain goalofthe low-resolution sim ulations is to
study the asym ptotic behaviorofthe m ethod when the
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num ber of independent sam ples is very high. O n the
one hand,this allows us to verify that the codes work
as expected without worrying about errors introduced
becauseofalim ited num berofsam ples,and on theother,
essentialquantitiessuch astheM arkov chain correlation
length and the powerspectrum correlation m atrix m ay
be established to a high degreeofaccuracy.
In ordertofacilitatesuch long-chainanalyses,westudy

m aps with relatively low resolution,N side = 128, but
with properties corresponding to a consistently down-
scaled W M AP -type experim ent. Speci�cally,we gener-
ate a CM B sky from the best-�tW M AP running index
spectrum ,and convolve this sky with m odi�ed version
ofthe W M AP beam s. The beam s are m ade fourtim es
widerbyreplacingtheiroriginalLegendretransform with
b‘ ! blow res

‘
= 1=4

P 3

‘0= 0
b4‘+ ‘0.

Thenoisecom ponentsaregenerated by degrading the
originalW M AP noise rm s m aps14 to N side = 128 by
sim ple averaging overpixelsin the HEALPix nested or-
ganization. Thus,the noise per low-resolution pixelin
our sim ulated m aps is about the sam e as that for each
high-resolution pixelin the full-sized W M AP data.The
signal-to-noise ratio is therefore downscaled to the ap-
propriateresolution,afactwhich willbeim portantwhen
studying therelationship between thecorrelation length
and the signal-to-noiseratio.
W e also want to study the e�ect of residualm ono-

and dipoleson thecosm ologicalpowerspectrum ,and we
therefore add a random m ono-and dipole contribution
with an arti�cially largeam plitude(on theorderoftens
to a hundred m K ) to the signalplus noise m ap. The
reconstructed values are then later com pared with the
exactinputvalues.
Finally,we generate a degraded m ask to m atch this

resolution,based on the W M AP K p2 m ask as de�ned
by Bennettetal.(2003b). Thism ask isdowngraded to
N side = 128 by requiring that allhigh-resolution sub-
pixelwithin a N side = 128 pixel(again,in theHEALPix
nested organization)are included by the originalm ask.
Thus,this m ask is very slightly expanded com pared to
the actualK p2 m ask.

4.1.1. Veri�cation ofalgorithm s and codes

In the�rsttest,weapply theCom m anderand M AG IC
codes to one single band from the data set described
above,nam ely to theV1 band.Com m anderwasrun for
100000 sam ples,while M AG IC was run for 4000,with
them ain goalofcom paringthecodes,verifyingthatthey
produceidenticaloutput.
The results from this exercise are shown in �gure 4.

Theblack probability densitiesshow theCom m anderre-
sults,whilethered histogram sshow theM AG IC results.
Theagreem entisstriking,and thisisa strong con�rm a-
tion thatthecodeswork asexpected,and thatthem inor
di�erences in im plem entationaldetails discussed earlier
do nota�ectthe scienti�c results.
The dashed lines show the true, underlying CM B

power spectrum value,which should theoretically coin-
cidewith thepeaksofthehistogram s,in thelim itoffull

14 The noise rm s m aps are de�ned by �i(p) = �i
0
=

q

N i
obs

(p),

where �i
0
is the average sensitivity of the various bands, and

N i
obs

(p)isthe num ber ofobservations foreach pixelp.

sky coverageand no noise.Atlow ‘’s,weseethatthisis
indeed the case. Here itis also worth recalling thatwe
added arti�cially largem ono-and dipole com ponentsto
thesim ulations(severalordersofm agnitudeslargerthan
whatisrealistic),and thisdoesstillnotcom prom isethe
results.
In �gure 5 we have plotted the full spectrum com -

puted from the 100000 sam ple run. The input spec-
trum ism arked in red,the ensem ble-averaged spectrum
in blue,and the m axim um likelihood solution from the
G ibbssam plerin black. The gray bandsindicate 1 and
2� con�denceregionsforthe powerspectrum .
Atlow ‘’sthe discrepancy between the estim ated and

inputspectra isprim arily due to the galactic cut,while
athigh ‘’sitisprim arily dueto noise.In particular,we
seethatthem axim um likelihood estim ateactually drops
to zero form any ofthe low signal-to-noise ratio m odes,
which,again,is the expected behavior for a m axim um
likelihood estim atorin the noise-dom inated regim e.
In �gure 6 we plottwo di�erent correlation m atrices,

each on the form

C‘‘0 =

�
C‘ �



C‘

�

p
VarC‘

C‘0 �


C‘0

�

p
VarC‘0

�

: (29)

The averagesare taken overthe 100000 sam ples in the
M arkov chain described above. The left panel shows
the correlation m atrix of the sam pled power spectra,
which are basically uncorrelated by construction,while
therightpanelshowsthecorrelation m atrix ofthepower
spectra,�‘,com puted from the sam pled m aps,s. The
latterm atrix is related to the correlation m atrix ofthe
m axim um likelihood powerspectrum found by m axim iz-
ing theposterior,and m ainly describesm ode-m odecou-
pling due to the cutsky on thesescales.
Finally, in �gure 7 we plot the distributions of the

m ono-and dipole sam plesand com pare them to the in-
put values,m arked by dashed,verticallines. Although
there certainly is a discrepancy between the distribu-
tion m odesand the inputvalues,the overallrm svalues
are very sm all,on the orderof5{10 �K,and consistent
with the uctuation levelexpected for a single realiza-
tion.Further,thereissom ecoupling between them ono-
and dipole m odes due to the galactic cut,which could
be im portant. However,since our sole interestin these
com ponentsliesin rem oving them ,ratherthan estim at-
ing them ,thisisnotan im portantproblem forourpur-
poses.In fact,given thevery sm allim pactofthesevery
large m ono- and dipole com ponents, we feelcon�dent
thatthecosm ologicallow-‘spectrum isnotcom prom ised
by m ono-and dipole issues.

4.1.2. Convergence and correlations

W e now turn to the issuesofconvergence,correlation
length and burn-in tim e,allofwhich m ustbethoroughly
understood in orderto design and optim ize a real-world
analysisproperly.The problem can be plainly stated as
follows:How m anyG ibbssam plesdoweneed toestim ate
the powerspectrum with su�cientaccuracy in orderto
belim ited by non-algorithm icissues? Aswewillsee,the
answer depends intim ately on which angular scales we
wish to consider,a conclusion which ism osteasily seen
by going back to the G ibbssam pling schem e.
Thealgorithm worksasfollows:Firstweassum esom e

arbitrary (but hopefully reasonable) power spectrum ,
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and com pute a W iener-�ltered m ap based on thatspec-
trum . Then we add a uctuation term which replaces
thepowerlostboth to noiseand to thegalacticcut.The
sum ofthose two term sm im icsa full-sky,noiselessm ap
with a power spectrum determ ined by the data in the
high signal-to-noise regim e,and by the assum ed power
spectrum in the low signal-to-noise regim e. From this
full-sky powerspectrum we then draw a new spectrum ,
which subsequently is taken as the input spectrum for
the nextG ibbsiteration.
Thecrucialpointisthattherandom step sizein the�-

nalstageisdeterm ined bythecosm icvariancealone.O ur
goalis to probe the fullprobability distribution which
includes both noise and cosm ic variance. In the high

signal-to-noise regim e, the di�erence does not m atter.
SequentialG ibbs sam ples are therefore for allpractical
purposes uncorrelated. The opposite is true in the low
signal-to-noise regim e: since the distance between the
two sam plesisdeterm ined by thecosm icvariance,while
the full distribution is dom inated by the m uch larger
noise variance,two sequentialsam ples willbe strongly
correlated.
Thisproblem isa severelim itation fortheG ibbssam -

pling technique in its current form ulation. It m akes it
very expensive to probe the low signal-to-noise regim e
com pletely.TheG ibbssam pling techniqueisonly a spe-
cialcaseofthem oregeneralM etropolis-Hastingsfram e-
work. O ther sam pling schem es m ay be devised which
break thecorrelation between neighboringsam ples.This
willbethetopicofa futurepublication,and fornow our
m ain goalisto quantify thise�ect,ratherthan elim inate
orm inim ize it.
W e take advantage ofthe low-resolution sim ulations

in order to quantify these correlations. Speci�cally,we
considerthe powerspectrum valuesatconstant‘in the
M arkov chain as independent functions,and study the
correlationsin thesechainsasafunction of‘.Thestatis-
tic we choose forthisstudy isa sim ple auto-correlation
function,

C (n)=

�
C i
‘ �



C‘

�

p
VarC‘

C
i+ n
‘

�


C‘

�

p
VarC‘

�

: (30)

Here n isthe distance in the chain m easured in num ber
ofiterations.Such functionsareplotted in �gure8(a)for
six di�erent‘’s,com puted from anew Com m anderchain
consisting of3800 sam ples,including alleightbands.
Asexpected,the correlationsbecom estrongeras‘in-

creases,or,equivalently,asthe signal-to-noise ratio de-
creases.In thisparticularcase,the signal-to-noiseratio
isunity atapproxim ately ‘= 85,and thereforethespec-
trum is lim ited by cosm ic variance atsm aller ‘’s. This
translatesinto a very shortcorrelation length for‘= 50
in this case,and consequently into a high e�ciency in
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Fig. 8.| The relationship between the signal-to-noise ratio and the correlation length ofthe M arkov chains.a)The correlation function
ofthe M arkov chain,com puted for a few selected m ultipoles from a Com m ander chain. N ote how the correlations are stronger when the

signal-to-noise ratio decreases. b) The typicalcorrelation length as a function ofsignal-to-noise ratio. The typicalcorrelation length is

de�ned as the distance for which the correlation functions in the leftpaneldrop below 0.1. c) The ratio ofthe M AG IC correlation length

to the Com m ander correlation length,asa function ofm ultipole.

term s ofindependent sam ples. O n the other extrem e,
the correlation length at‘= 140 isvery,very long,and
with only 3800sam plesin thechain,wehaveonly a very
few independentsam plesfrom which to form ourpower
spectrum estim ate.
W e can take this exercise one step further and de�ne

a typicalcorrelation scale foreach ‘,by com puting the
scaleatwhich thecorrelation function dropsunder,say,
0.1.In �gure8(b)wehaveplotted thiscorrelation length
directly as a function ofthe signal-to-noise ratio,and
from thisplotthere seem sto be a well-de�ned relation-
ship between these two quantities. In fact,we willuse
this relation to estim ate how m any sam ples we need in
the actualW M AP analysis later on. For now we note
that with 3800 sam ples,as in the above case,we have
about200 independentsam plesata signal-to-noiseratio
of0.6,which correspondsto l� 105. In otherwords,it
would be ratheroptim istic to believe in the powerspec-
trum based on thesesam plesat‘’shigherthan,say,110.
Another lesson to be learned from these plots is that

thecorrelation length increasesvery rapidly with ‘,once
entering the low signal-to-noise regim e. This is an im -
portant point to realize when desiging a new analysis:
probing the low signal-to-noise regim e with the current
im plem entation ofthe G ibbs sam pling algorithm is ex-
trem ely expensive.Itm ay thereforeoften bedesirableto
lim it‘m ax to the‘corresponding to a signal-to-noisera-
tio of,say,0.5 or0.25.Thesaved CPU tim e15 m ay then
bespenton producing m oreindependentsam plesin the
high and interm ediatesignal-to-noiseregim es.However,
truncating the system this way does m odify the global
solution,and care m usttherefore be taken with respect
to thehighest‘’s.In general,thelargerthesky cut,the
m ore high-‘ m odeswillhave to be discared from the �-
nalpowerspectrum ,since m ode-m ode couplingsspread
thesharp ‘-spacecut-o� into a widerangeofm ultipoles.
In practice,itisconvenientto pre-de�ne som e range of
‘’s ofinterest,and then increase ‘m ax untilthat range
becom esstable.
In �gure 8(c)wehaveplotted theratio oftheM AG IC

15 The algorithm scales overallas O (‘3m ax).
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schem e proposed in thispaper.

correlation length to theCom m andercorrelation length,
and hereitisseen,asnoted earlier,thattheM AG IC cor-
relation length istypically a factorof1.5{2longeratlow
‘’s,resultingin asm allernum berofindependentsam ples
ofthe sam e factor. O fcourse,this is both caused and
m ade up by the fact that M AG IC handles the incom -
plete sky coverage di�erently than Com m ander. Since
M AG IC obtains convergence in the CG search roughly
three tim esfasterthan Com m ander(using a very crude
preconditioner),the codesdo perform quite sim ilarly in
term softotalCPU tim e perindependentsam ple.
Finally,weturn to theissueofburn-in tim e.Although

thetheoryofG ibbssam plingguaranteesusthatthesam -
ples willconverge toward being sam ples from the joint
distribution density,itdoesnottelluswhen such conver-
genceisobtained,and thism ustthereforebeestablished
by experim ents. W e study this issue through a sim ple
exercise: O nce again we utilize the sim ulated data de-
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scribed above,butthistim ewechoosea�rstpowerspec-
trum guesswhich isexactly three tim eslargerthan the
true spectrum . Then we run the algorithm sfora num -
ber ofiterations,and plot the powerspectrum sam ples
asa function ofiteration count,i.The resultsfrom this
exerciseareshown in �gure 9,in the form of

x(i)=
C i
‘
� C true

‘

C true
‘

: (31)

Notethatthespectrahavebeen averaged with a window
width of�‘ = 10,m aking it easier to see the overall
trends.
Theconclusion to bedrawn from thisplotseem sclear:

A poor initialguess can invalidate a large num ber of
sam ples,and,in particular,a weak estim ate ofthe low
signal-to-noiseregim e isvery expensive to correct.This
can potentially pose a seriousthreatto ourm ain paral-
lelization schem e,which is based on m any independent
short chains,rather than one long chain. For this rea-
son, the G ibbs sam pling approach in its current form
m ay notbeparticularly wellsuited astheonly estim ator
fora new experim ent. A fasterm ethod,such asM aster
(Hivon etal.2002),istherefore suggested to providean
initialguess for the G ibbs sam plers. O nce an approxi-
m atepowerspectrum isestablished,theG ibbssam pling
processisalready within theappropriaterange,and only
a few sam plesneed to be discarded,ifany atall. How-
ever,we do not need to rely blindly on the �rst guess,
sincea poorly chosen starting pointwould lead to a sys-
tem atic driftin the G ibbschainswhich should be easily
detectable.

4.2. High-resolution sim ulations

In thissection we turn to high-resolution sim ulations,
and undertake a full-scale W M AP -type analysis. The
sim ulations in this case are prepared in the sam e way
asin thelow-resolution case,exceptwith full-scaleinput
data,and no inclusion ofm ono-and dipolecom ponents.
Them ain lim itation in thiscaseisCPU tim e,and ex-

trem ely long chainsare sim ply notfeasible.Instead,we

run m any independentchainsin parallel,each producing
only a sm allnum berofsam ples,asdiscussed in section
3.2.
The analysis is designed to m atch the analysis of

the �rst-yearW M AP data presented by O ’Dwyeretal.
(2004). Speci�cally,we generate a random sky with the
HEALPix utility synfast,and convolvethissky with the
beam scorresponding to each oftheeightW M AP bands
(Q 1{2,V1{2,W 1{4). Next we add either white noise
(with the appropriate N obs patterns for each band) or
correlated noise (as generated by the W M AP team 16)
to these CM B m aps. Finally, the W M AP K p2 m ask
(Bennettetal.2003b) which excludes point sources is
im posed on the data,leaving 85% ofthe sky available
foranalysis.Atthisstage,theG ibbssam plerisrun over
12 independently initialized chainsfor60 iterations,for
a totalof720 sam ples.
W e point out that the num bers of observations per

pixel,N obs,in the correlated noise �lessupplied by the
W M AP team do not m atch perfectly those ofthe ob-
served m ap �les,and unless the appropriate N obs pat-
ternsare used in each case,a noise excessat‘& 350 is
observed. The white noise level,however,are identical
forthetwo patterns,and so thisdi�erencedoesnothave
asigni�cantim pacton theresults,aslongasoneisaware
ofthe di�erence.
In �gure 10 we have plotted the power spectra from

the m ultiple-chain analysis,including white noise in the
leftpaneland correlated noise in the rightpanel.O ver-
all,we see that the agreem ent between the realization
speci�cspectrum (red line)and them axim um likelihood
solution (black line)found by theG ibbssam plerisquite
good,and thereisno detectablebiasin any partsofthe
spectrum .
Next,in �gure 11 we plot a few selected histogram s

ofthe power spectra,com paring the white (black his-
togram s) and correlated (red histogram s) noise results
m oredirectly.Aswesee,theagreem entisgenerally very

16 A vailable athttp://lam bda.gsfc.nasa.gov.

http://lambda.gsfc.nasa.gov
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good,and in particular,the three upper panels clearly
dem onstratethatthelow levelofcorrelated noisepresent
in the W M AP data do notcom prom ise the low-‘ spec-
trum .
Athigher‘’s,asm allshiftm aybeseen between thetwo

distributions,which ism ostlikelyduetothefactthatthe
noiserealizationsaredi�erent.W em adesim ilarplotsfor
neighboringm ultipoles,�ndingthattheabsolutelevelsof
discrepancy seen in �gure 11 are quite typicalforthese
angular scales,and the signs ofthe shifts are random .
Thus,thedi�erencesdoesnotseem to beindicativeofa
system aticbias.
By studying sim ulated data,we have thus explicitly

dem onstrated thattheG ibbssam pling techniqueisable
to analyzethem ega-pixelW M AP datasetproperly,and
thatneithercorrelated noisenorincom pletesky coverage
com prom isethe scienti�cresultssigni�cantly.Allin all,
the feasibility ofthis approach with respect to current
and future data setshasbeen �rm ly established.

5. CO N CLU SIO N S

W e have im plem ented two independent versions of
theG ibbssam plingtechniqueintroduced by Jewelletal.
(2004)and W andeltetal.(2004),and tested theperfor-
m anceand behaviorofthecodesthoroughly.In particu-
lar,wehaveexplicitly veri�ed thatthetwo im plem enta-
tionsproduceidenticaloutput,despitea few algorithm ic
di�erences,dem onstratingthatthesealgorithm icchoices
do not a�ect the scienti�c results. Further,we applied
the codes to sim ulated data with controlled properties,
and found theoutputtoagreevery wellwith thetheoret-
icalexpectations.In doing so,wealso dem onstrated the
feasibility ofthem ethod forhigh-resolution applications.
O neofthem ain goalsofthesesim ulationswastobuild

up intuition aboutthephenom enologicalbehaviorofthe
G ibbs sam pling algorithm ,focusing in particular on is-
suessuch asthecorrelation length oftheM arkov chains,
and the burn-in and convergence tim e. Through these
experim ents,we found that the signal-to-noise ratio is
by far the m ostconstraining factor to the algorithm in
its current form . The step size between two consecu-

tivesam plesisdeterm ined by thecosm icvariancealone,
whiletheoverallposteriordensity incorporatesnoiseun-
certainty aswell.Thus,in thelow signal-to-noiseregim e
subsequentsam plesare highly correlated,and the e�ec-
tive num ber ofindependent sam ples is dram atically re-
duced.Initscurrentform ulation,them ethod istherefore
m oste�cientatscalesforwhich thesignal-to-noiseratio
is higher than,say,0.5,or perhaps up to ‘ = 350{400
forthe �rst-yearW M AP data. O n the otherhand,the
G ibbssam plerisonly a specialcasefrom a m oregeneral
fram ework,and other sam pling schem es m ay be intro-
duced in orderto break these correlations. Thiswillbe
the topicofa future publication.
Perhapsthesinglem ostappealingfeatureoftheG ibbs

sam plingapproach,isitsabilitytoincorporatem ostreal-
world com plicationsin a statistically consistentm anner.
In this paper we have dem onstrated how to handle in-
com plete sky coverage and unknown m ono-and dipole
contributions,which are the m ost im portant point for
the analysis of the �rst-year W M AP data, but future
extensions willalso include polarization,m ore sophisti-
cated treatm ent offoregrounds,internalsam pling over
cosm ologicalparam eters,inclusion ofasym m etricbeam s,
and statisticallyconsistenthandlingof1=f noise.In fact,
the G ibbssam pling approach isnotsim ply a m axim um
likelihood m ethod, but rather a m achinery facilitating
an optim al,globalanalysis.Needlessto say,thecom pu-
tationalchallenges are considerable,but with a scaling
equivalentto thatofm ap m aking (which hasto be per-
form ed in anyapproachcurrentlyproposed),thism ethod
m ay justbe ableto do the job.
A second goalofthispaperwasto prepareforthe ac-

tualanalysisofthe W M AP data,by applying the algo-
rithm to sim ulated data with sim ilarproperties.Specif-
ically, we showed that the estim ated power spectrum
is unbiased,and that even the lowest-order m ultipoles
are not com prom ised by the either the galactic cut,
given that the foreground correction m ethod presented
by Bennettetal. (2003a) is adequate, or by the (low
levelsof)correlated noise presentin the data.Thus,no
furthersophisticationsbeyond thosepresented in thispa-
perseem necessary in orderto perform a valid Bayesian
analysis ofthe �rst-year W M AP.The scienti�c results
from thisanalysisarepresented in a com panion letterby
O ’Dwyeretal.(2004).
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