astro-ph/0407028v2 23 Aug 2004

arXiv

D raft version M arch 20, 2022
P reprint typeset using BTgX style em ulateapjv. 6/22/04

POW ER SPECTRUM ESTIMATION FROM HIGHRESOLUTION MAPSBY GIBBS SAMPLING

.Eriksen’, I.J.0 Dwyer?, J.B.Jewell’, B.D .W andelt?, D .L.Larson’, K .M .Gorsk®, S.Levin’, A . J.

Banday8 and P.B. LJ'J.je9
D raft version M arch 20, 2022

ABSTRACT

W e revisit a recently introduced power spectrum estin ation technique based on G bbs sam pling,
w ith the goalof applying it to the high-resolution W M AP data. In order to facilitate this analysis,
a num ber of sophistications have to be introduced, each of which is discussed in detail. W e have
In plem ented two independent versions of the algorithm to crosscheck the com puter codes, and to
verify that a particular solution to any given problem does not a ect the scienti ¢ results. W e then
apply these program s to sim ulated data w ith know n properties at interm ediate N g5 = 128) and high
N sige = 512) resolutions, to study e ects such as incom plete sky coverage and white vs. correlated
noise. From these sinm ulations we also establish the M arkov chain correlation length as a function of
signaltonoise ratio, and give a few com m ents on the properties of the correlation m atrices Involved.
P arallelization issues are also discussed, w ith em phasis on realworld lin itations in posed by current
supercom puter facilities. The scienti ¢ results from the analysis of the rstyear W M AP data are
presented In a com panion letter.

Subgct headings: coan ic m icrow ave background | cosm ology : observations | m ethods: num erical

1. NTRODUCTION

T he sub gct of coam ic m icrow ave background (CM B)
power spectrum estin ation has been a very active
rescarch eld for many years now, and the com-—
bined e ort from the scienti ¢ community has re—
sulted In a number of qualitatively di erent m eth-
ods. Broadly, one may classify these methods into
three groups, nam ely max:mum likelihood m ethods
[ 1 K F —
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general the m axin um lkelthhood 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. A nd even thesem ethods can only retum
very approxin ate sum m aries of the error bars, since ex—
ploring the lkelihood away from the peak is practically
In possible. Further, the specialized m ethods are usually
only applicable follow Ing rather restrictive assum ptions.
For general experin ents we have up to now been left
w ith the rather uncom fortable choice between the op-—
tin al but prohbitively expensive, and the feasble but
approxin ate.

In this context, a method based on M onte Carlo
M arkov Chains and G bbs sam pling was very recently
developed by Jewell, Levin & Anderson (2004) and W an—
delt, Larson & Lakshm lnarayanan (2004) which may
change this picture. The fundam ental idea behind this
m ethod is to solve the power spectrum estin ation prob—
lem by establishing its posterior probability distribbution
through sam pling, rather than by direct solution of the
corresponding optim ization problem . In its m ost gen-—
eral form , the scaling ofthisM onte C arlo m ethod equals
that of the map m akjng process, which is to be com —
pared to the typicalO (N ) scaling for traditionalm axi-
mum lkelihood estim ators -I-) N i being the
num ber of pixels in the map. Further, for an experi-
m ent w ith spherically sym m etricbeam sand uncorrelated
noise, onem ay work directly w ith m aps instead of tim e~
ordered data, in which case the scaling reduces to that of
a sohericalham onics transform , nam ely O 5;2 ), using
the HEALP ' pixelization.

Untilnow, the only application of thism ethod to cos-
m ological data was the analysis of the low-resolution

COBE-DMR data, presented by I, ).
In the follow ing we dem onstrate the practicality of this
m ethod for current and future experim ents, as we for

10 http://www eso.org/science/healpix/
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the rst tine apply i to a large data set, nam ely the
W ikinson M icrowave Anisotropy Probe W M AP ) data
. ! ). This data set consists of eight
coam ologically in portant frequency bands, each wih
about three m illion pixels, and it is therefore an excel-
lent test bed for any new algorithm . W e have devel-
oped two independent im plem entations ofthe algorithm ,
one called Comm ander’? (\Comm ander is an O ptin al
M ontecarlo M arkov chA N D riven E stin atoR ") and the
other calleld MAG IC *? (\M agic A llow s G Iobal Inference
of Covariance") | [ ). W e have tested these
In plem entations extensively, and found that they pro-
duce statistically identical results.

T he goals of the present paper are twofold. First, we
prepare or the actualW M AP analysis by developing a
num ber of sophistications to the G bbs sam pling algo—
rithm s necessary to facilitate a high-resolution analysis.
Second, we apply the com puter codes to sin ulated data
In order to verify that the codes perform as expected,
and to build up an Intuiive understanding of issues such
as the M arkov chain correlation length vs. the signal-
tonoise ratio, m ultipole coupling vs. sky coverage, and
su cient sam pling vs. overallCPU tine. A proper un-—
derstanding of these questions is crucial in order to opti-
m ize reatworld analyses. T he scienti ¢ results from the
W M AP analysis are reported In a com panion ltter by

o ! ).

2. ALGORITHM S

T hispaper is a naturalextension ofthe w ork presented
by L ) and ! ), and
we w ill in the follow ing frequently refer to those papers.
Further, we do not attem pt to reestablish the m otiva—
tion behind the G bbs sam pling approach here, but re—
fer the interested reader to those papers for details and
proofs. In the present paper we sin ply summ arize the
operationalsteps ofthe algorithm , and specialize the dis—
cussion to the problem s encountered w hen analyzing the

rst-yearW M AP data.

W e now de ne som e notation. The data are given in
the form of N sky m aps (also called \bands" or \chan-
nels")

dg = Ay s+ ng; @)

ofobserved pixelvalues on the sky, A x isthem atrix cor-
resoonding to beam convolution, s isthe true sky vector,
and ny is instrum ental noise.

A sm entioned above, ourm ain scienti cgoalofthe cur-
rent work is to analyze the rstyearW M AP data, and
for that reason we assum e the beam to be azin uthally
sym m etric > ! ). The beam convoluition
A may therefore be com puted in hamm onic space by a
straightforw ard m ultiplication of the corresponding Leg—
endre com ponents ¥ . Th order to sin plify the notation,
we incorporate the pixelw indow filnction into b .

Further, for the W M AP data, i is reasonable to ap—
proxin ate the noise as uncorrelated, but non-uniform ,
so that the real space noise covariance m atrix can be
written asN jjx = I, ij, where i is the noise stan-
dard deviation of the ith pixel of the kth sky map. In

11 Tmplem ented by H .K .Eriksen and J.B . Jew ell.

12 fm plem ented by I.J.0 Dwyer,D .L.Larson and B.D .W an-
delt.

fact, we explicitly dem onstrate the validiy of this as—
sum ption in section M, by rst analyzing simulations
Including white noise and then correlated noise, show ing
that they are statistically consistent for the levels of cor—
related noise present in theW M AP data. Finally, we as—
sum etheCM B uctuationsto be G aussian and isotropic,
and the signal covariancem atrix therefore sim pli es con—
siderably, C v ;p o= C+ 0 ppo.

21. Basic G 1bs sam pling

T he idea behind the G bbs sam pling pow er spectrum
estim ation technique is to draw sam ples from the prob-—
ability density P (C ). The properties of this density
can then be sum m arized In term s of any preferred statis—
tic, such as itsm ultivariate m ean orm ode. H ow ever, one
of the m a pr strengths of the G bbs sam pling approach
is that it allows for a global, optim al analysis, and it
should therefore not be considered as yet another m ax—
Inum lkelhood technique, although it certainly is able
to produce such an estin ate.

W hile direct sam pling from the probability densiy
P C ) isdi cul, it is In fact possble to sam ple from
the pint density P (C +;s#), and then m arginalize over
the signals. T his is feasible because the theory ofG bbs
sam pling tells us that if i ispossble to sam ple from the
conditional densitiesP (sT +;d) and P (C +p;d), then the
two Pollow ng equations w ill, after an initial bum-in pe-
riod, converge to being sam ples from the pint densiy
P C-+;sd):

sTT P sF ) @
C;‘i_+1 P(C‘j5i+l): (3)
Thus, given som e initial power spectrum and the data,
wem ay ierate these two reltions, discard the rst few
pre-convergence sam ples (if necessary), and then use the
rem aining sam plesto construct w hatever statisticwe pre—
fer forthe pow er spectrum . O ne further advantage ofthis
approach is that we probe the pint distrlbution, and we
m ay therefore quantify pint uncertainties. And, in the
process, we also obtain a W iener Iteredm ap which may
be useful for other studies.

D raw ing a pow er spectrum C given a sky m ap s is

trivial (see, eg. W andelk et al. 2004). G wen the power

spec%um of the signalm ap (often written on the form
V= r:_ . Bw F),onedraws2®

variates jWJth zero m ean and unit variance, and fom
the sum 2 = ?;fj?fr.Thedesjredpowerspectmm

sam ple is then given by

it 1
\

1 G aussian random

o .
cit= = @)
On the other hand, drawing a sky map s' given the
data and an assum ed power spectrum , is certainly not
trivial. Agaln, we refer the interested reader to the
above-m entioned papers for jisti cation of the follow —
Ing procedure, and here we only review the operational
steps.
The m ap sam pling process is perfom ed in two steps,
the st being to solve the follow ing equation for the so-

ca]Jedmean" ed map x, 4

X L ' X
AGN, Ay x=
k=1 k=1

c 1+ ¥ (5
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panel: Themean eld W iener- ltered) m ap, x. Bottom panel: T he

Here r; dyx is the residual signalm ap. The reason
for introducing this notation will becom e clearer when
additional com ponents are introduced into the sam pling
chain. Any new component we m ay wish to include In
the analysis w ill sin ply be subtracted from the data, to
form an actual residualm ap from which themean eld
m ap is com puted.

Themean eld map is a generalized W iener ltered
m ap, and as such is biased. To construct an unbiased
sam ple one m ust therefore add a uctuation m ap y w ith
properties such that the sum ofthetwo eldsisa sample
from the distribution ofthe correct m ean and covardance.

m— 00 UK

E xam ples of the m aps produced in one step of the G bbs sam pler. Top panel: T he full-sky, noise-less G bbs sam ple, s. M iddle

uctuation m ap, y.

T he appropriate equation for this uctuation m ap is

" #!
X
c 1+ AIN,'A =
k™ k k Yy
k=1
N (6)
_ 1=2 T =2
= C o+ Aka k7
k=1

where !y are G aussian white noise m aps of zero m ean
and unit variance.

Exam ples of such m aps are shown in gurelll, and the
corresponding pow er spectra are shown in  gurell. How —
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red lines show s the spectrum of the W iener- ltered m ap, and is a
biased estin ate of the underlying spectrum . T herefore, the G bbs
sam pler adds a uctuation temm to the W iener- ltered m ap, to
yield an unbiased estim ate of the true spectrum .

ever, In practice the two equations are solved sin ultane—
ously by solving forthe sum ofx and y, In orderto reduce
the totalCPU time.

F inally, we point out that even though the G bbs sam —
pling technique is a B ayesian m ethod, a frequentist view
m ay be taken by choosing a uniform prior. In that case,
the procedure reduces to sin ply exploring the pint lke-
lhood, and frequentist conoegpts such as the m axin um
likelhood estin ate m ay be established.

2 2. Consistent treatm ent of m ono— and dipoke
contributions

One of the most elegant features of this form alian
is is ability to incorporate vjrtuaﬁ anf/ realworld
com plication, as discussed by -) and
h ). A fw examples of this exbil
iy are applications to 1=f noise, asymm etric beam s,
non-coam ological foregrounds, or arbitrary sky coverage.
However, In this paper we include only the e ects ofthe
m ono—and dipol contrbutions (which m ay be thought
ofas foregrounds) and that ofpartial sky coverage, given
that ourm ain scienti c goalis to analyze the fairly 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 conceming the
quadrupole seen In the W M AP data. This quadrupole

appears to be sm all com pared to the best— t cogn o—
bgical m odel N D
-), and several authors have

considered what thism ay In ply In term s of new physics.
However, the exact signi cance of this anom aly is dif-

cult to assess for several reasons, but m ainly because
of uncertainties n the foreground subtract:on process
RSN BN ECN ) . 1 cihodox
ogy issues for estin ating the lowest multipole am
tudes have also been pointed out & i
Strongly related to both these issues is the fact that non-
cosn ologicalm ono—and dipole contrbutionsm ay couple
into the other low -order m odes through incom plete sky
coverage.

problem were describbed by
|

The most comm on way of handling this latter prob—
lem isto t amono-and dipol to the incom plete sky,
Including intemal coupling caused by the sky cut, and
then sinply subtract the resulting best- t com ponents
from the data. However, this procedure neglects the
noise correlations that are ntroduced by rem oving any

tted tem plates. T he G bbs sam pling fram ew ork allow s
a statistically m ore consistent approach: rather than di-
rectly subtracting the tted m ono—and dipoles from the
data, one m ay m arginalize over them through sam pling,
and thus recognize the inherent uncertainties involved.

A s always In Bayesian analyses, one has to choose a
prior, and the m ost natural choice in this case is a uni-
form prior. This corresponds to saying that we do not
know anything about these com ponents. For analytic
com putations and proofs, how ever, i ism ore convenient
to de ne thisasa G aussian w ith In nite variance, w hich
is just a di erent way of param eterizing a uniform prior.
Tt should be noted that a uniform prior does not m ean
that these com ponents are unrestricted, but, rather, i
sin ply m eans that their values are detem ined by the
data alone.

Again, general form alism s for handling this e of

BN ) and

), and we w illonly repeat the opera—

tional steps here, in a notation suitable for our purposes.
Letus rstdeneaNpy 4 templtematrix T con-
taining the four real spherical ham onics in pixel space,

T= Ko0i¥1 1;Y10;Y11)5 (7)
whereY w = Yy (17 1)i2:5Yw (npy 7 Npm)Tal’ld
Yoo (; )= 1=p4 ®)
Y. 1(; )= 34 sh sh ©)
Y10 ( ; y =" 320 cos 10)
Yii(; )= 3=4 sh cos a1

Note that T is a profction m atrix onto the subspace
spanned by the corresponding tem plates.

N ext we de ne a vector of tem plate am plitudes w x =
@k, ;ak ;ak,;ak)T, letting the am plitudes be di erent
for each channel, sihce we have no reason to assum e that
these com ponents are frequency independent. T hus, the
m ono—and dipole contrbution to the kth channelisty =
Twg.

W e now want to sam ple from the conditionaldistribu-—
tion P W x Tk ;s), and this isdone (assum ing the in nie
variance prior) by solving the follow ing equation,

TN, 'T we=T"'N,"Z% 4; a2)

where the m ono-and dipole residualm ap is rj d= g,
Ay s, and

2 3
T 1=2 , (1)
Y o0 Nklz!}iz)
T =
:ng 1Ny by %
kT2 yr =2, 06 & " as3)
Yo Nk12-1?4)
T =
Yi; Ny '

Here, ! k(l) are white noise m aps of vanishing m ean and
unit variance.

T he next step In traditionalG bbs sam pling would now
be to sam plk from the conditional density P ©naW k),



where py ¢ are the param eters of the probability distri-
bution describing the m ono—and dipoles. H owever, since
we have chosen a very specialprior, nam ely one w ith in—
nite variance, this distribbution does not change, and no
sam pling is required.
Incliding the m ono- and dipole com ponents in the
G bbs sam pling chain, it now reads

witt P Wy Fsh); 4)
st P sEhdw); 15)
c¥l Pt h: 16)

The rst step is com puted as descrlbed in the previous
paragraphs, and the second step is com puted by equation
B, w ith the slight m odi cation that them ono-and dipole
contrdoutions now are subtracted from the data, ry =
dk TwWg.

23. Incom pkte sky coverage

P erhapsthe singlem ost in portant com plication in any
CM B analysis is proper treatm ent of foregrounds. W ith
am plitudes up to severalthousand tin estheCM B am pli-
tude, G alactic foregrounds w ill necessarily com prom ise
any cogn ological result unless corrected and accounted
for. Unfortunately, there is currently a critical shortage
of robust com ponent separation (oreven Jjust Hreground
ram oval) m ethods, and the only reliable approach at the
tim e of w riting is sin ply to m ask out the m ost contam —
nated regions of the sky. On the bright side, the exi-
bility in specifying foreground m odels that can be in ple—
m ented in the G bbs sam pling approach o ers an attrac-
tive avenue Por progress. T hisw illbe explored fuirther in
future publications.

T he G bbs sam pling approach supportstwo fundam en—
tally di erent m ethods for rem oving parts of the sky by
m eans ofam ask. F irst, the m ost straightforw ard option
from a conceptualpoint of view is sinply to set the n—
verse noise m atrix to zero at all pixels w ithin the m ask.
T his corresponds to saying that the noise level of these
pixels is in nie, and therefore that the data are com —
plktely non-inform ative. No other m odi cations of the
equations are necessary. This is the solution chosen for
the Com m ander in plem entation.

However, this approach carries a considerable cost
in the form of a poorly conditioned coe cient m atrix
A=C '+ATN 'A,which,aswew illdiscussat greater
length in the next section, resuls in slow convergence for
the conjigate gradient algorithm , and increased over—
all expense for the G bbs sam pling. Recognizing this
fact, an altemative approach was chosen orthe M AG IC
In plem entation, nam ely to introduce a new foreground
com ponent into the G bbs sam pling chain.

Let us recallthe generalsam pling equation forthe fore—
ground com ponent ! ),

1 1
F, +AyN, Ay f= .
1=2, @ 7, @, @

fg T
= A N + Fy + AN, S

H ere Fy isthe covarancem atrix forthe foreground prior,
rk is the residualm ap after rem oval of the signal esti-
m ate and any other foregrounds already sam pled by the
algorithm , and ! ]ii) are vectors of uniform G aussian vari—
ates. Finally, £ is the unconvolved foreground sam ple.

5

Foreach pixelin them asked region, m ainly the G alaxy
but also som e point sources, we do not know the fore—
ground contribution. Them axin ally uninform ative fore—
ground prior for these pixelshas In nite variance. Tt cor-
responds to a com plete lack ofa priori know ledge of the
foregrounds In the m ask. By specifying m axin al igno—
rance of the foreground we allow the algorithm to de-
term ne the kevel of the foreground In these pixels w hich
is supported by the data. Substituting this foreground
prior into equation Ml creates a m ethod to num erically
m arginalize over the unknow n foreground contribution in
the m asked pixels.

In the lim i of 'in nite’ variance, this sam pling equa—
tion sin pli esto

Ayf =N, ly+r’ @18)

In the m asked region and f; = 0 outside. This is easy to
com pute and avoids the use of the Conjugate G radient
solver, hence saving com putational tim e.

W ih the introduction of this foreground com ponent,
the full G bbs chain reads

£ P (Glkisiwy); 19)
wit P Wk HkisHE ) 0)
g1 P (s 1;d; ﬁ?l w]i:l); 1)
crt P CFh: @2)

Again, the only m odi cations In the two m iddle steps
is a subtraction of the foreground com ponents from the
corresponding residualm aps, ry = dx Twy Ayfi and
f9=dx Ax(s+ f).

A s mentioned earlier, the m ain advantage of this ap-—
proach is that the uniform properties of the coe cient
m atrix A are conserved, leading to a faster convergence
forthe con jigate gradient solver, often reducing the num —
ber of terations by a factor of three. O n the other hand,
there is also a slight disadvantage In that the correla—
tions between consecutive G bbs sam ples are stronger,
since Inform ation is carried over from sam ple to sam —
ple through the foreground com ponent. H ow ever, this is
m ore than com pensated by the rapid CG convergence.
W e will retum to these issues later.

3. COMPUTATIONAL CONSIDERATIONS
3.1. Conjigate gradients and preconditioning

A s described in section ll, equationsll and Ml are the
very heart ofthe G bbs sam plingm ethod, and its feasbilk-
iy isdirectly connected to ourability to solve those equa-—
tions. For a low—resolution experin ent such as COBE —
DM R, which comprises a faw thousand pixels or mul
tipole com ponents, the system m ay be solved directly,
for instance through Cholesky decom position. H ow ever,
for a high-resolution experin ent such as W MAP, wih
eight coam ologically Im portant m aps ofeach severalm ik
lions pixels, m ore sophisticated algorithm sm ust be em -
ployed, and them ost e cientm ethod currently available
for positive-de nie m atrices is the C onjigate G radient
(CG) methoed | ). Fora truly ex—
cellent review ofthis algorithm , see ).

T he generalproblem isto solvea system of JJnear equa-—
tions,

Ax=Db; 23)
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where the coe cient m atrix A is very large. In the case
ofthe rstyearW M AP data,A correspondsto a system
ofthreem illion equations in pixel space, and a system of
several hundred thousands equations in ham onic space

(depending on the Y, ax of choice; see section M ©r a
discussion on how to choose an appropriate Y, ax). Fur-
ther, this coe cientm atrix is In generalnot sparse in e

ther real space due to com plicated signal correlations, or



In ham onic space due to com plicated noise correlations.

H ow ever, favorable sparsity pattemsm ay be cbtained for

special scanning strategies and sky cuts | ! ;
).

For this reason, the sheer size of the problem poses a
real problem , and for m any applications one may nd
that the system described above is ilkconditioned. For
Instance, the solution vector x contains elem ents of very
di erent m agnitudes, and therefore round-o errors can
easily com prom ise the results. It is therefore num erically
advantageousg to rew rite equa#u'ons- and M as Dlows,

1+ ct? AN, A TP C TPx =
k=1
(24)
IZX\] T 1
= s
=cC ALN, o
" 4 k=1
1+ =2 AiNklAk c1=2 c 1=2y _
k=1 25)
= 1p+Cc2 AN, Ty
k=1

The coe cientmatrix A = 1+ C '@ATN ATc'2 is
now much better behaved, and all elem ents of the solu—
tion vector C 1~2x have unity variance. Note also that
the diagonalelem ents of A are now sin ply the signalkto—
noise ratios of the corresponding m ode.

W e choose to work in ham onic space in the follow ing
for several reasons. F irst, in this space it iseasy to lim it
the size of the problem according to the signalto-noise
ratio of the data by choosing an appropriate Y, ax. In
pixel space one is always forced to work w ith vectors of
length N5 . Second, given the form of equationsll and
B, two spherical ham onics transform s are elin inated by
operating In ham onic space in the st place, thereby
reducing the totalCPU tin e by a factor oftwo. Finally,
since we are m ainly interested in the power spectrum ,
an hamm onic space based convergence criterion for the
CG search seem sm ore natural than a pixel space based
criterion .

O ne of the m ain advantages of the CG algorithm is
that i does not require nversion of the coe cient m a—
trix, and we do not even need to store it. Allwe need
is the ability to multiply A wih a given vector v, and
solving a preconditioning equation. W e rst consider the
m atrix m ultiplication operation. In our setting, forw hich
A=1+C'?aATN 'ATc!™?, thisisdone 1 a step-w ise
fashion. First wE muliply each com ponent ay, of the
Input vector by = C. b+ (where b. is the product of the
beam and pixelw indow fiinctions), and then we perform
an inverse spherical hamm onic transform into real space.
Herewemultiply w ith the inverse noise m atrix, N gps= 7,
under the assum ption of uncorrelated noise. Then we
perform an ordinary sphericalham onic transform ofthe
vector Into ham onic space, wherewe againm ultiply w ith
thebeam and square root ofthe pow er spectrum . F nally
we add the original vector. Thus, m ultiplication of A
is com putationally equivalent to two spherical ham onic
transform s, and m em ory requirem ents are virtually neg—
ligbk'3.

13 If accessible m em ory is su cient on the available com puter,
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Thee ciency ofthe CG algorithm ishighly dependent
on our ability to construct a good preconditioner (e4g.,
Oh et al 1999), and two preconditioners have been pro—
posed for this problem so far, both approxin athg A *
in hamm onic space. F irst, under the assum ption ofwhite,
but non-uniform , noise, the inverse realgpace noise co—
variance m atrix m ay be w ritten as a sin ple inverse noise
m smap, N 1 ( ; ),which again m ay be expanded into
sphericalham onics,

Ay Yo (7 ): (26)

m

T he Inverse noise m atrix in spherical hamm onic space is
then ! )

X \ \ \
1 Y+ 1)2%+ 1)@2%+ 1)
N ohium, = aym s ( bt 4
3m 3
Ml Y %2 Y
0 0 0 mi; mz ms3

@7)

A very sin ple preconditionerm ay therefore be de ned
In tem s of the diagonalelem ents only,

1
tm g hmop

— 2
M Ymoa;hmo T 1+ C‘1b‘1N M mamo

28)
W hile satisfactory for the sin plest applications, we nd
that it takes about 300 iterationsto solve fortheW M AP
data consisting of all eight cosm ologically interesting
bands w ith this preconditioner (applying the Kp2 m ask
directly), m aking the total solution of the problem very
expensive.

By considering the overall structure of the inverse
noise m atrix, ) proposed to use a block—
diagonalm atrix. In the lim it of perfect azim uthal sym —
m etry of both the galactic cut and the noise distrdbu-
tion, N ! is orthogonalw ith respect to m , and there—
fore it m akes sense to also include all elem ents having
Y6 %Z2mi=m, up to some arbitrary Imitmpy ax. AL
higherm ’s, the diagonalpreconditioner isused. !

) clain s to achieve convergence in six iterations
w ith this preconditioner for properties corresponding to
the two-year W M AP data, but, unfortunately, we have
not yet been able to reproduce this perform ance. From
our experin ents i seem s the combination of a highly
non-symm etric Kp2 cut, 700 resolved point source cuts,
and a noise distribution tilted w ith respect to the galactic
plane introduces signi cant couplings between di erent
m's.

T gurelwehave plotted the coe cientm atrices cor—
responding to the rst-yearW M AP data in two di erent
orderings, both “mapr and m -m apr (see caption for
details), and with and without application of the Kp2
m ask. In the lin it of uniform noise and no galactic cut,
these m atrices would all be diagonal, and convergence

onem ay want to precom pute the associated Legendre polynom ials,
reducing the total CPU tim e typically by a factor of two or three
for W MAP type maps in the current HEA LP ix Im plem entation.
Them em ory requirem ent for doing so is 8 N giqe ‘,% ax bytes, or on
the order of 1GB fOrN gige; n ax 512, N gi4e being the HEALP ix
resolution param eter, w hich corresponds directly to the num ber of

pixels in the m ap through the relation N i = 12N52jde.

1=2
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would be reached in one single CG ieration using even
the diagonal preconditioner.

However, as seen in the top two panels of gqure M,
adding non-uniform noise to the problem introduces sig—
ni cant coupling between di erent m odes, which again
Jeads to poorer CG perform ance. In the lft panel, we
see that the largest absolute values are found at low Vs,
which of course is not very surprising, considering that
these m atrices are a m easure of the signalto-noise ra—
tio. In the right panelwe see the sam em atrix organized
asm-mapr, and In the lim i of azim uthal sym m etry,
this would be a strictly block-diagonalm atrix w ih very
an all block elem ents. The preconditioner proposed by

)) consists of the inverses of those blocks.
But, aswe see, there are m any o -diagonal elem ents in
thism atrix, and, indeed, the dom inant elem ents actually
Seem to be com ponents forwhich m; m,j= 1. How—
ever, if we had com puted these quantities in the ecliptic
fram e, rather than In the galactic, then the m atrix is
likely to be dom inated by the m ; = m, elem ents, and
possbly even by them = 0 elam ents.

T he bottom tw o panels show a sim ilar set ofm atrices,
but in this case the Kp2 m ask has been applied to the
sky. And, asm entioned in section ll, thishasthe highly
undesirablee ect ofm agnifying the o -diagonalelem ents
through m ode-to-m ode coupling considerably. Unfortu—
nately, neither of these m atrices have a very dom inant
sym m etry structure, and it is therefore di cult to estab—
lish an optin alpreconditioner.

N evertheless, based on the structures seen in the lower
left panelin gure @ a third altemative was chosen for
the Comm ander in plem entation. Rather than includ-
Ing only the diagonal elements, oronly m; = m, el
m ents as ! ) do, we include all elem ents
up to som e arbitrary Lwax (ypically Y ax 50{70 for
W M AP ), and at higher Yswe include only the diagonal
elem ents. The required m em ory requirem ents for this
m atrix scales as O (‘r‘f1 ax)r @nd are thus quite expensive,
but In practice, the real 1im itation is the CPU tine re—
quired for its Cholesky decom position (Which scales as
0 [ ., ]) rather than m em ory requirem ents for its stor—
age. For Lax = 50, the m em ory requirem ents are 52
M B and the CPU time for Cholesky decom position is
on the order of one or two m inutes. O bviously, the lat-
ter num ber m ust be com pared to the CPU tim e it takes
to perform one CG iteration and the number of itera—
tions saved. And yet, even wih this rather expensive
preconditioner, we nd that the CG search converges in
about 60 iterations for the combined styearwW M AP
data and a nom -based fractional convergence criterion
of 10 ®. Thus, our perform ance is not as in pressive as
the six iterations achieved by - . W ork
on this issue is still ongoing, and a hybrid of all three
variantsm ay prove to be the ulin ate solution.

In contrast to the Commander implem entation,
M AG IC doesnot apply a sky cut directly, but instead it
Introduces a new random eld into the sam pling chain.
T he appropriate coe cient m atrix is therefore the one
shown in the upper left panelof gurel. T his choice has
a very positive e ect in term s 0of CG perform ance, and
one routinely achieves convergence w ithin 20 iterations
using jast the sin ple diagonal preconditioner fora rst-
year W M AP type experin ent. However, as we w ill see
later, the cost for this perform ance com es in the orm 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 s are generated by C om m ander, and the red histogram s are
generated by M AG IC ; the agreem ent is striking, dem onstrating
that both codes work as expected. T he vertical solid lines indicate
the theoretical input spectrum , and the dashed lines indicate the
realization speci c spectrum . T he agreem ent betw een the peak po—
sition ofthe histogram s and the dashed lines is excellent at low Vs.
At high ‘s, however, the distrbutions are com pletely dispersed,
re ecting the noise dom ination in this regim e.

a slightly longer correlation length in the M arkov chai,
and therefore few er independent sam ples.

32. Paralkelization

The main lin fation for the G bbs sam pling m ethod
isCPU tim e. Even though the scaling of the m ethod is
equivalent to that ofa sohericalham onics transform for
aW MAP type analysis, one has to perform this opera—
tion m any tim es, and the totalprefactor ofthe algorithm
is therefore large. Speci cally, the num ber of spherical
ham onic transform s to produce one G bbs sam ple istwo
tin es the num ber of CG iterations, tim es the num ber of
frequency bands. The total number of transfom s for
com puting one sam pl from an eightband W M AP data
set is then typically on the order of 1000 for the Com -
m ander approach (reaching convergence In 60 iterations)
and 350 rtheM AG IC approach (reaching convergence
in 20 iterations). K now ing that one ham onic transform
takes about 5 seconds or N gige = 512 and L ax = 512,
the totalCPU tin e required for one single G bbs sam ple
is therefore on the order of one or two hours for Com -
m ander and half an hour forM AG IC . O bviously, paral-
Jelization is essential to produce a su cient num ber of
sam ples.

Two fundam entally di erent approachesm ay be taken
in this respect. E ither one m ay choose to run one sin—
gk M arkov chain and parallelize the sphericalham onic
transform s intemally. Since the HEA LP ix routines oper—
ate on pixel rings of constant latitude, this can be done
quite e ciently by ltting each processor com pute its
own ring. Nevertheless, optin al speed-up will not be
achieved, and the In plem entation w illbe som ew hat com —
plicated.

T he other approach is to take advantage of the fact
that this m ethod is truly a M onte Carlo m ethod, and
one can therefore let each processor run its own M arkov
chain. The m ost In portant advantages of this approach
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Power spectrum results from the low-resolution sim ulations. T he blue line indicates the theoretical spectrum from which a

random G aussian realization was drawn, and the red curve is the power spectrum of that particular realization. T he black curve show s
the m arginalized estim ates of this spectrum produced by C om m ander, w hile the gray bands indicate the 1 and 2 con dence bands. T he
inform ation in the two panels is the sam e, but for di erent ranges in ‘. The dark gray vertical region in the right panel indicates w here

the signalto—noise ratio is approxim ately unity.

are optin algoeed-up and the possibility to initialize each
chain wih a di erent st guess. Aswe will see in the
next section, consecutive G bbs sam ples n the M arkov
chain are highly correlated in the low signalto-noise
regin e, and producing a larger num ber of independent
sam ples is therefore quite expensive. If we have a rough
approxin ation ofthe true spectrum and itsuncertainties
(@s we usually do, through a M ASTER type analysis;
H ivon et al. 2002), we can partially rem edy this problem

by nitializing each M arkov chain with an independent
pow er spectrum .

The mapr drawback of this latter parallelization
schem e, how ever, isthat each M arkov chain w illnecessar—
ily be quite short, perhaps only twenty to fiy sam ples.
Thisproblem is due to the fact that m ost current super-
com puter facilities have am axin um wallkclock tin e lim it
0f 24 to 72 hours, and therefore the m axin um Jlength of
one chain is on the sam e order ofm agniude. O f course,
onem ay store interm ediate results and restart the com —
putations after every cycle, but this only increases the
total length by a factor of a few , not by hundreds.

W e have chosen a com bination ofextemaland intemal
parallelization in our Im plem entation, by recognizing the
fact that we w ill iIn generalbe analyzing m ulti-frequency
data sets consisting ofN panq M aps. W em ay therefore let
N pang Processors work on the sam e M arkov chain, each
processor transform ing one band. Thus, optin al speed—
up is not com prom ised, while the length of the chains
is increased by the sam e factor. In future versions we
will also In plem ent fully ntemal parallelization In the
HEALP ix routinesm ap2aln and alm 2m ap, to have the
option of focusing all the com putational resources into
one single chain.

4., SMULATIONS

In this section we apply the Comm anderand M AG IC
codes to simnulated data sets for which all com ponents
are perfectly known. T he goals are two-fold. F irstly, we

w ish to dem onstrate that the codes produce resuls con—
sistent w ith theoretical expectations, and secondly, we
seek to gain insight on what lim iations ofthe algorithm

we can expect to m eet In realworld applications, when
CPU tin e is lin ited.

A number of di erent sinm ulations are analyzed In the
follow ing sections, each designed to highlight som e soe—
cic feature. First, n order to establish the asymp-—
totic behavior of the algorithm , we study a data set of
an aller size than the filkresolution W M AP data. Specif-
ically, we construct a data set at interm ediate resolution
N sige = 128; 196608 pixels), for which the CPU time
per sam ple is on the order of 10 seconds. Thus, CPU
tin e is not a dom nating problem , and we can establish
the M arkov chain correlation lengths and power spec—
trum correlation m atrix to great accuracy. T he bum-in
tim e is also considered.

Finally, we m ake two sin ulations at fullW M AP reso—
Jution in orderto con m that the overallresuls from the
low —resolution analysis carry naturally overto higher res—
olutions. This tim e the CPU cost is the lim iing factor,
and them ain goalofthis section is in fact to dem onstrate
that the G Ibbs sam pling m ethod is able to handle even
large data sets, such asthe W M AP data. This analysis
m In ics the analysis of the rstyear W M AP data pre—
sentedby* -), In that it is run on a
supercom puter w ith m any short, parallel chains. The
only di erence between the two runs is that eitherwhite
or correlated noise are added to the CM B sin ulations.
Thisway we test whether the assum ption ofwhite noise
m ay com prom ise the scienti ¢ results In the presence of
an all, but non-negligble, noise correlations. We nd
that this is not a signi cant problem for the rstyear
WMAP data.

41. Low-resolution sim ulations

The m ain goal of the low —resolution sim ulations is to
study the asym ptotic behavior of the m ethod when the
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num ber of independent sam ples is very high. On the
one hand, this allow s us to verify that the codes work
as expected w ithout worrying about errors introduced
because ofa lim ited num ber of sam ples, and on the other,
essential quantities such asthe M arkov chain correlation
length and the power spectrum correlation m atrix m ay
be established to a high degree of accuracy.

In orderto facilitate such long-chain analyses, we study
m aps with relatively low resolution, Ny = 128, but
w ith properties corresponding to a consistently down-—
scaled W M AP -type experin ent. Speci cally, we gener—
atea CM B sky from the best-tW M AP running index
soectrum , and convolve this sky wih m odi ed version
ofthe WM AP beams. The beam s are m ade four tim es
w derby replacing tJB,ejr origihalL.egendre transform w ith
bo! B RS= 1=4 " 3 Ty .

T he noise com ponents are generated by degrading the
original WM AP noise ms maps? to Ngge = 128 by
sin ple averaging over pixels in the HEA LP ix nested or—
ganization. Thus, the noise per low -resolution pixel in
our sim ulated m aps is about the sam e as that for each
high-resolution pixel in the fulksized W M AP data. The
signaltonoise ratio is therefore downscaled to the ap-
propriate resolution, a fact which w illbe in portant when
studying the relationship between the correlation length
and the signalto-noise ratio.

W e also want to study the e ect of residual m ono-—
and dipoles on the cosm ologicalpow er spectrum , and we
therefore add a random m ono-and dipole contribution
w ith an arti cially lJarge am plitude (on the order of tens
to a hundred mK) to the signal plus noise map. The
reconstructed values are then later com pared w ith the
exact nput values.

Finally, we generate a degraded m ask to m atch this
resolution, based on the W MAP Kp2 mask as de ned
by - ). Thism ask is downgraded to
Ngsige = 128 by requiring that all high-resolution sub-—
pixelw thin a N gye = 128 pixel (@gain, n the HEALP ix
nested organization) are included by the originalm ask.
Thus, this m ask is very slightly expanded com pared to
the actualK p2 m ask.

41.1. Veri cation of algorithm s and codes

In the rsttest,weapply theComm anderandM AG IC
codes to one single band from the data set descrbed
above, nam ely to the V1 band. Comm ander was run for
100000 sampls, whie M AG IC was run for 4000, w ith
them ain goalofcom paring the codes, verifying that they
produce identical output.

The results from this exercise are shown in  gure l.
T he black probability densities show the C om m ander re—
suls, while the red histogram s show theM AG IC resuls.
T he agreem ent is strikking, and this is a strong con m a—
tion that the codes work as expected, and that them inor
di erences In im plem entational details discussed earlier
do not a ect the scienti ¢ resuls.

The dashed lines show the true, underlying CM B
power spectrum value, which should theoretically coin—
cide w ith the peaks ofthe histogram s, in the lim i of f1ll

q

é= N cj;-bs ®),

w here é is the average sensitivity of the various bands, and
N Oibs (o) is the num ber of observations for each pixelp.

14 The noise m s m aps are de ned by () =

sky coverage and no noise. At low Vs, we see that this is
Indeed the case. Here it is also worth recalling that we
added arti cially Jarge m ono—and dipole com ponents to
the sim ulations (severalorders ofm agniudes larger than
what is realistic), and this does still not com prom ise the
resuls.

I gure @l we have plotted the fill spectrum com —
puted from the 100000 sampl run. The nput spec—
trum ism arked In red, the ensam ble-averaged spectrum
in blue, and the m axinum likelihood solution from the
G bbs sam plr in black. The gray bands indicate 1 and
2 con dence regions for the power spectrum .

At low VYsthe discrepancy between the estin ated and
Input spectra is prim arily due to the galactic cut, while
at high Vs it is prin arily due to noise. In particular, we
see that them axin um lkelhood estin ate actually drops
to zero form any of the low signalto-noise ratio m odes,
which, again, is the expected behavior for a m axin um
likelthood estim ator in the noise-dom nated regim e.

T gurcell we plot two di erent correlation m atrices,
each on the form

C\ Cs Cw C o
154 P
VarC . VarC v

T he averages are taken over the 100000 sam ples in the
M arkov chain described above. The lft panel shows
the correlation m atrix of the sam pled power spectra,
which are basically uncorrelated by construction, while
the right panel show s the correlation m atrix ofthe power
spoectra, -, computed from the sampled m aps, s. The
Jatter m atrix is related to the correlation m atrix of the
m axin um lkelhood power spectrum found by m axin iz—
ing the posterior, and m ainly descrbbes m ode-m ode cou-—
pling due to the cut sky on these scales.

Fially, n gure ll we plot the distrbutions of the
m ono—and dipole sam ples and com pare them to the n—
put values, m arked by dashed, vertical lines. A lthough
there certainly is a discrepancy between the distrbu-
tion m odes and the input values, the overall m s values
are very sm all, on the order of 5{10 K, and consistent
with the uctuation level expected for a single realiza—
tion . Further, there is som e coupling betw een the m ono—
and dipole m odes due to the galactic cut, which could
be In portant. However, since our sole interest in these
com ponents lies In rem oving them , rather than estin at-
Ing them , this isnot an in portant problem for our pur-
poses. In fact, given the very am all in pact of these very
large m ono— and dipole com ponents, we feel con dent
that the coan ologicallow — spectrum isnot com prom ised
by m ono—and dipol issues.

Cio =

@9)

412. Convergence and correlations

W e now tum to the issues of convergence, correlation
length and bum-in tin e, allofw hich m ust be thoroughly
understood in order to design and optin ize a realworld
analysis properly. T he problem can be plainly stated as
follow s: How m any G bbs sam plesdo we need to estin ate
the power spectrum w ith su cient accuracy in order to
be Iin ited by non-algorithm ic issues? A swe w ill see, the
answer depends intim ately on which angular scales we
w ish to consider, a conclision which ism ost easily seen
by going back to the G bbs sam pling schem e.

T he algorithm works as follow s: F irst we assum e som e
arbitrary (ut hopefully reasonable) power spectrum ,
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Fig. 6.\ T he absolute value of a) the C .\ correlation m atrix, and b) the correlation m atrix of the power spectra com puted from the
sam pled m aps, s. The latter m atrix m ay in m any respects be interpreted as the ham onic space m ode-m ode coupling m atrix.
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Fig.7 | D istributionsofm ono—-and dipole sam ples. T he dashed,
vertical lines show the true input value, and the histogram s show
the sam pled values. T he observed shift between the m ode of the
distrbutions and the input values is m ost likely due to intemal
couplings between the com ponents. The m ost im portant resul,
how ever, is that the scatter is very sm all, w ith typical m s values
an aller than 10 K, even for the unrealistically lJarge input values
used in this experim ent.

and com pute a W iener- tered m ap based on that spec—
trum . Then we add a uctuation tem which replaces
the pow er lost both to noise and to the galactic cut. T he
sum ofthose two term sm Im ics a fullsky, noiselessm ap
wih a power spectrum determ ined by the data In the
high signalto-noise regim e, and by the assum ed power
soectrum in the low signalto-noise regine. From this
fulksky power spectrum we then draw a new spectrum,
which subsequently is taken as the input spectrum for
the next G bbs iteration.

T he crucialpoint is that the random step size n the -
nalstage isdeterm ined by the coan icvariance alone. O ur
goal is to probe the full probability distribution which
includes both noise and coam ic variance. In the high

signaltonoise regin e, the di erence does not m atter.
Sequential G bbs sam ples are therefore for all practical
purposes uncorrelated. The opposite is true in the low
signaltonoise regim e: since the distance between the
tw o sam ples is determm ined by the coam ic variance, while
the full distribution is dom inated by the much larger
noise variance, two sequential sam ples w ill be strongly
correlated.

Thisproblem is a severe lin itation for the G bbs sam —
pling technigue In its current formulation. It makes it
very expensive to probe the low signalto-noise regin e
com pletely. T he G bbs sam pling technique isonly a spe-
cialcase of the m ore generalM etropolisH astings fram e-
work. O ther sam pling schem es m ay be devised which
break the correlation betw een neighboring sam ples. T his
w illbe the topic ofa future publication, and fornow our
m ain goalisto quantify thise ect, rather than elim inate
orm inim ize it.

W e take advantage of the low-resolution sin ulations
In order to quantify these correlations. Speci cally, we
consider the power spectrum values at constant * In the
M arkov chain as independent functions, and study the
correlations in these chainsasa function of ‘. T he statis-
tic we choose for this study is a sin ple auto-correlation
finction,

ct c.c¥  c.
Cmh)= -p P
VarC . VarC .

30)

Here n is the distance In the chain m easured in num ber
of iterations. Such functionsarepltted in gure 8'1) for
six di erent Vs, com puted from a new Comm ander chain
consisting of 3800 sam ples, including all eight bands.

A s expected, the correlations becom e stronger as ' in—
creases, or, equivalently, as the signalto-noise ratio de-
creases. In this particular case, the signaltonoise ratio
isunity at approxim ately ‘= 85, and therefore the spec—
trum is 1m ited by coam ic variance at sn aller Ys. This
translates into a very short correlation length for ‘= 50
in this case, and consequently into a high e ciency in
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Fig. 8 | T he relationship between the signalto-noise ratio and the correlation length ofthe M arkov chains. a) T he correlation finction
of the 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 typical correlation length as a function of signalto-noise ratio. T he typical correlation length is
de ned as the distance for which the correlation functions in the left paneldrop below 0.1. c) T he ratio ofthe M AG IC correlation length

to the C om m ander correlation length, as a function ofm ultipole.

tem s of ndependent sam ples. On the other extrem e,
the correlation length at ‘= 140 is very, very long, and
w ith only 3800 sam ples in the chain, we have only a very
few independent sam ples from which to form our power
spectrum estin ate.

W e can take this exercise one step further and de ne
a typical correlation scale for each ', by com puting the
scale at which the correlation function drops under, say,
01.In gure ) wehaveplotted this correlation length
directly as a function of the signakto-noise ratio, and
from this plot there seem s to be a welkde ned relation-
ship between these two quantities. In fact, we will use
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 wih 3800 sam pls, as In the above case, we have
about 200 independent sam ples at a signaltonoise ratio
0f 0.6, which correspondsto 1  105. In other words, it
would be rather optin istic to believe in the power spec—
trum based on these sam plsat Vshigher than, say, 110.

Another lesson to be leamed from these plots is that
the correlation length increasesvery rapidly w ith Y, once
entering the low signaktonoise regime. This isan in -
portant point to realize when desiging a new analysis:
probing the low signalto-noise regin e w ith the current
In plem entation of the G bbs sam pling algorithm is ex-—
trem ely expensive. Tt m ay therefore often be desirable to
Iim it Y\, 5x to the ‘ corresponding to a signalto-noise ra-
tio of, say, 0.5 or 025. The saved CPU tin e'® m ay then
be spent on producing m ore independent sam ples in the
high and intermm ediate signalto-noise regin es. H ow ever,
truncating the system this way does m odify the global
solution, and care m ust therefore be taken w ith respect
to the highest Ys. In general, the larger the sky cut, the
m ore high—' m odes w ill have to be discared from the -
nalpower spectrum , since m ode-m ode couplings sporead
the sharp ‘“-space cut-o into a wide range ofm ultipoles.
In practice, it is convenient to prede ne som e range of
Vs of interest, and then increase Y, ,x until that range
becom es stable.

In gure 8.:) we have plotted the ratio ofthe M AG IC

15 The algorithm scales overallasO (% _,)-
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Fig. 9.\ Bum-in tin e of the G dbbs sam pler, com puted from

the low resolution sim ulations. T he initial guess was chosen to be
three tin es the exact spectrum , and the sam pler was run for 80
iterations. N ote how slow ly the chain converges tow ard the correct
region (ie., toward the horizontal zero-axis) in the low signal-to-
noise regim e. A good initialguess is essential for the parallelization
schem e proposed in this paper.

correlation length to the C om m ander correlation length,
and here it is seen, asnoted earlier, that theM AG IC cor—
relation length is typically a factor of1.5{2 longer at low
Vs, resultting In a an aller num ber of independent sam ples
of the sam e factor. O f course, this is both caused and
m ade up by the fact that M AG IC handles the incom —
plkte sky coverage di erently than Comm ander. Since
M AG IC obtains convergence in the CG search roughly
three tin es faster than Comm ander (usihg a very crude
preconditioner), the codes do perform quite sim ilarly in
term s oftotalCPU tin e per independent sam ple.

F nally, we tum to the issue ofbum-in tin e. A hough
the theory ofG bbs sam pling guaranteesus that the sam —
ples will converge toward being sam ples from the pint
distrdbution density, i doesnot tellusw hen such conver-
gence is obtained, and thism ust therefore be established
by experin ents. W e study this issue through a sinple
exercise: O nce again we utilize the sin ulated data de—
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estim ated by the G bbs sam pler. The gray bands indicate 1 and 2 con dence regions. The spectra are com puted from the com bined
Q+V+W simulations, taking into account individualbeam and noise properties, and adding either white noise (left panel) or correlated

noise (right panel) to the sim ulations.

scribed above, but thistin ewe choosea rstpower spec—
trum guess which is exactly three tin es larger than the
true spectrum . Then we run the algorithm s for a num —
ber of iterations, and plot the power spectrum sam ples
as a function of iteration count, i. The resuls from this
exercise are shown in gurelll, in the om of

ct

x @)=

C tme
o ome : (31)
N ote that the spectra have been averaged w ith a w lndow
width of ‘= 10, makihg i easier to see the overall
trends.

T he conclusion to be drawn from thisplot seem s clear:
A poor initial guess can nvalidate a large num ber of
sam ples, and, In particular, a weak estin ate of the low
signaltonoise regin e is very expensive to correct. This
can potentially pose a serious threat to ourm ain paral-
Jelization schem e, which is based on m any independent
short chains, rather than one long chain. For this rea-
son, the G bbs sam pling approach in its current fom
m ay not be particularly well suited as the only estim ator
for a new experim ent. A faster m ethod, such asM aster

), is therefore suggested to provide an

initial guess for the G bbs sam plers. O nce an approxi-
m ate pow er spectrum is established, the G bbs sam pling
process isalready w ithin the appropriate range, and only
a few sam ples need to be discarded, if any at all. How —
ever, we do not need to rely blindly on the rst guess,
since a poorly chosen starting point would lead to a sys—
tem atic drift in the G bbs chains which should be easily
detectable.

42. High-resolution sim ulations

In this section we tum to high-resolution sin ulations,
and undertake a fiilkscale W M AP type analysis. The
sin ulations in this case are prepared in the sam e way
as in the low resolution case, except w ith fiillkscale input
data, and no inclusion ofm ono—and dipole com ponents.

Them an lin itation in thiscase isCPU tin e, and ex—
trem ely long chains are sin ply not feasble. Instead, we

run m any independent chains in paralkl, each producing
only a an all num ber of sam ples, as discussed in section
.
The analysis is designed to match the analysis of
the rstyearW M AP data presented by
). Speci cally, we generate a random sky w ith the
HEALP ix utility synfast, and convolve this sky w ith the
beam s corresponding to each ofthe eight W M AP bands
©1{2,V1{2, W 1{4). Next we add either white noise
(W ith the appropriate N s pattems for each band) or
correlated noise (as generated by the WM AP team '°)
to these CM B maps. Fially, the WMAP Kp2 mask
) which exclides point sources is
In posed on the data, laving 85% of the sky available
for analysis. At this stage, the G bbs sam pler is run over
12 independently initialized chains for 60 iterations, for
a totalof 720 sam ples.

W e point out that the numbers of cbservations per
pixel, N ops, In the correlated noise les supplied by the
W MAP team do not m atch perfectly those of the ob-
served map s, and unlss the appropriate N ops pat—
tems are used In each case, a noise excess at ' & 350 is
observed. The white noise level, however, are identical
for the tw o pattems, and so this di erence does not have
a signi cant in pact on the resuls, as long asone isaw are
of the di erence.

T gure lll we have plotted the power spectra from
the m ultiplechain analysis, ncluding white noise in the
left panel and correlated noise in the right panel. O ver—
all, we see that the agreem ent between the realization
speci ¢ spectrum  (red line) and them axim um lkelhood
solution (plack line) found by the G bbs sam pler is quite
good, and there is no detectable bias In any parts of the
spoectrum .

Next, in gurcelll we plot a faw selected histogram s
of the power spectra, com paring the white (plack his—
togram s) and correlated (red histogram s) noise results
m ore directly. A swe see, the agreem ent is generally very

16 A vailable at
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good, and In particular, the three upper panels clearly
dem onstrate that the low levelofcorrelated noise present
in the WM AP data do not com prom ise the low —' spec—
trum .

Athigher Vs, a an allshift m ay be seen between thetwo
distrbutions, w hich ism ost likely due to the fact that the
noise realizationsare di erent. W em ade sim ilarplots for
neighboringm ultipoles, nding that the absolute levelsof
discrepancy seen in  gure lll are quite typical for these
angular scales, and the signs of the shifts are random .
T hus, the di erences does not seem to be indicative ofa
system atic bias.

By studying sin ulated data, we have thus explicitly
dem onstrated that the G bbs sam pling technique is ablke
to analyze them ega-pixelW M AP data set properly, and
that neither correlated noise nor incom plete sky coverage
com prom ise the scienti ¢ results signi cantly. Allin all,
the feasbility of this approach w ith respect to current
and future data sets hasbeen m ly established.

5. CONCLUSIONS

W e have Inplem ented two independent versions of

the G bbs sam pling technigque introduced by
. ) and . ), and tested the peﬁbr

m ance and behavior of the codes thoroughly. In particu—
lar, we have explicitly veri ed that the two In plem enta—
tions produce identical output, despite a few algorithm ic
di erences, dem onstrating that these algorithm ic choices
do not a ect the scienti ¢ results. Further, we applied
the codes to sim ulated data w ith controlled properties,
and found the output to agree very wellw ith the theoret—
ical expectations. In doing so, we also dem onstrated the
feasbility ofthem ethod for high-resolution applications.

O ne ofthem ain goalsofthese sin ulationswasto buid
up Intuiion about the phenom enologicalbehavior ofthe
G bbs sam pling algorithm , focusing In particular on is—
sues such as the correlation length ofthe M arkov chains,
and the bum-in and convergence tin e. Through these
experin ents, we found that the signaltonoise ratio is
by far the m ost constraining factor to the algorithm in
its current form . The step size between two consecu-

tive sam ples is determ ined by the coan ic variance alone,
w hile the overallposterior density Incorporates noise un—
certainty aswell. Thus, In the low signalto-noise regin e
subsequent sam ples are highly correlated, and the e ec—
tive num ber of independent sam ples is dram atically re—
duced. In its current form ulation, them ethod istherefore
m ost e cient at scales for which the signalto-noise ratio
is higher than, say, 0.5, or perhaps up to ‘= 350{400
for the rstyearW M AP data. On the other hand, the
G bbs sam pler isonly a specialcase from a m ore general
fram ew ork, and other sam pling schem es m ay be intro—
duced iIn order to break these correlations. This willbe
the topic of a future publication.

P erhapsthe single m ost appealing feature ofthe G bbs
sam pling approach, is its ability to Incorporatem ost real-
world com plications in a statistically consistent m anner.
In this paper we have dem onstrated how to handle in—
com plte sky coverage and unknown m ono— and dipole
contrbutions, which are the m ost im portant point for
the analysis of the rstyear WM AP data, but future
extensions w ill also include polarization, m ore sophisti-
cated treatm ent of oregrounds, intemal sam pling over
cosn ologicalparam eters, inclusion ofasym m etricbeam s,
and statistically consistent handling of1=f noise. In fact,
the G bbs sam pling approach is not sin ply a m axin um
likelthood m ethod, but rather a m achinery facilitating
an optim al, global analysis. N eedless to say, the com pu—
tational challenges are considerable, but w ith a scaling
equivalent to that ofm ap m aking (which has to be per-
form ed in any approach currently proposed), thism ethod
m ay Jjust be able to do the Pb.

A second goalof this paper was to prepare for the ac-
tualanalysis ofthe W M AP data, by applying the algo—
rithm to simulated data w ith sinm ilar properties. Specif-
ically, we showed that the estinm 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 ) is adequate, or by the (low
levels of) oorte]ated noise present in the data. Thus, no
fiurther sophisticationsbeyond those presented in thispa—
per seem necessary In order to perform a valid B ayesian
analysis of the rstyear W M AP . The scienti ¢ results
from this analysis are presented in a com panion lketter by
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