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M ultipole invariants and non-G aussianity
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A B ST R A C T

W e propose a fram ework forseparating the inform ation contained in the CM B m ul-

tipoles,a‘m ,into itsalgebraically independentcom ponents.Thuswecleanly separate

inform ation pertaining to the power spectrum ,non-G aussianity and preferred axis

e�ects.The form alism builds upon the recently proposed m ultipole vectors (Copi,

Huterer& Starkm an 2003;Schwarz& al2004;K atz& W eeks2004),and weelucidate

afew featuresregardingthesevectors,nam ely theirlack ofstatisticalindependencefor

a G aussian random process.In a few casesweexplicitly relateourproposed invariants

to com ponentsofthe n-pointcorrelation function (powerspectrum ,bispectrum ).W e

�nd theinvariants’distributionsusinga m ixtureofanalyticaland num ericalm ethods.

W e also evaluatethem forthe co-added W M AP �rstyearm ap.

K ey w ords: cosm icm icrowavebackground -G aussianity tests-statisticalisotropy.

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

The rem arkable quality ofthe W M AP data (Bennett & al

2003) has led us to a new era in observationalcosm ology.

Yet,various claim s for \unexpected" non-G aussian signals

cast a shadow on the purity ofthe data (Copi,Huterer &

Starkm an 2003;Eriksen & al2004b;Coles& al2003;Cruz&

al2003;Hansen & al2004;Hansen,Banday & G �orski2004;

Vielva & al2003;K om atsu,Spergel& W andelt2003;Park

2003; Larson & W andelt 2004; M ukherjee & W ang 2004;

Eriksen & al2004a;Schwarz& al2004;O liveira-Costa & al

2004).G iven thatthere isno plausible theoreticalexplana-

tion forthese signals,a naturalworry isthatthe m apsare

not,after all,fully free from system atics errors or galactic

contam ination.

M ostnotably severalgroupshavereported evidencefor

a preferred axis being selected by large-angle 
uctuations,

eitherin theform ofm ultipoleplanarity (O liveira-Costa& al

2004;Copi,Huterer& Starkm an 2003;Schwarz & al2004;

Coles & al2003),North-South asym m etries in the power

spectrum ,three-pointfunction,orbispectrum (Eriksen & al

2004a;Hansen,Banday & G �orski2004;Land & M agueijo

2004),aswellasusing otherm ethods(Eriksen & al2004b;

Hansen & al2004).

In assessing these asym m etries it is im portant to dis-

tinguish issues of non-G aussianity (which should be rota-

tionally invariant) from those ofanisotropy (existence ofa

preferred axis).Apart from a subtlety in the de�nition of

statisticalensem ble(Ferreira & M agueijo 1997)theseissues

should beclearly separated.Unfortunatelynosystem aticap-
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proach for extracting allthe independent invariants under

rotationsfrom a given setofm ultipoles,a‘m ,hasbeen pro-

posed.The form alism ofCopi,Huterer& Starkm an (2003)

doesnotproduce invariants.The invariantn-pointcorrela-

tion function (M agueijo 1995;Ferreira,M agueijo & G �orski

1998;M agueijo 2000;M agueijo & M edeiros 2003),on the

otherhand,isawkward to apply and often containsredun-

dantinform ation.

In this letter we rem edy this de�ciency in the current

form alism .

2 STA T EM EN T O F T H E P R O B LEM

M ultipolesareirreduciblerepresentationsofSO (3),so their

2‘+ 1 degreesoffreedom should splitinto 2‘� 2 invariants

and 3 rotationaldegrees offreedom .Ideally we would like

to process the fa‘m g for a given m utipole ‘ into the power

spectrum C ‘ (the G aussian degree offreedom ),2‘� 3 in-

variant m easures ofnon-G aussianity,and a system ofaxes

(assessing isotropy).In addition one should build 3 invari-

antsperm ultipolepair,forexam pletheEuleranglesrelating

thetwo setsofm ultipole axes.The latterencodeinter-scale

correlations.

No one has ever accom plished this project for general

‘,butsee M agueijo (1995)fora Q uadrupole solution.M ul-

tipolesareequivalentto sym m etrictracelesstensorsofrank

‘.The problem is then to extract the independent invari-

ant contractions of these tensors plus a system of axes {

a generalisation of the concept of eigenvalues and eigen-

vectors.Typically the invariants produced by this form al-

ism are related to then� pointcorrelation function (bispec-

trum ,trispectrum ,etc.)The form alism becom esvery com -
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plicated very quickly,and no system aticbreakdown ofinde-

pendentn� pointcorrelation function com ponentshasever

been achieved.

Alternatively one m ay extractfrom thefa‘m g a length

scaleand ‘independentunitvectors(them ultipolevectors)

as proposed by Schwarz & al(2004),and discussed further

by K atz& W eeks(2004).Thisapproach isconsiderably sim -

plerand unsurprisingly ithasbeen taken further.However

weseea (correctable)problem with thisapproach.Them ul-

tipolevectorsarenotrotationally invariant,and sothey m ix

up theissuesofisotropy and non-G aussinity.W eproposeto

correct this shortcom ing by taking an appropriate num ber

ofindependentinnerproductsbetween thesevectors.These

arethesought-afterinvariants,and in som esim plecaseswe

relate them to the n� point correlation function.W e will

also extractfrom them ultipolevectorsa system ofaxes,en-

coding them ultipoledirectionalinform ation.Itistheseaxis

thatare to be used when testing isotropy.

3 T H E EX A M P LE O F T H E Q U A D R U P O LE

W e start by considering the quadrupole,which as shown

in M agueijo (1995)m ay be written as

�T2 = Q ijx
i
x
j

(1)

where Q ij isa sym m etric tracelessm atrix and x
i are carte-

sian coordinates on the unit sphere.From this m atrix one

m ay extractthreeeigenvectorsand two independentcom bi-

nationsofinvarianteigenvalues�i.Theseareessentially the

powerspectrum C 2 (related to thesum ofthesquaresof�i)

and the bispectrum B 222 (related to the determ inantofthe

m atrix,orthe productof�i).

In contrast,following the form alism ofK atz & W eeks

(2004)one writes

�T2 = A 2

�
L
1

iL
2

j �
1

3
�ijL

1
� L

2

�
x
i
x
j

(2)

where A is a scale and fL
1

i;L
2

ig are two units vectors,en-

coding the inform ation on non-G aussianity and anisotropy.

ThevectorsfL1

i;L
2

igarenotinvariant,butonecan con-

struct an invariant by taking X = L
1
� L

2
.As pointed out

to usby Starkm an & Schwarz (2004),one m ay easily check

thatthe eigenvectorsofQ are

V
1

= L
1
+ L

2
(3)

V
2

= L
1
� L

2
(4)

V
3

= L
1
� L

2
(5)

These have corresponding eigenvalues A(X + 3)=6,A(X �

3)=6,and � AX =3,respectively.Using results in M agueijo

(1995) one m ay therefore prove that the power spectrum

and bispectrum are:

C 2 =
A
2
2

6
(X

2
+ 3) (6)

B 222 =
A
3
2X

2233
(9� X

2
) (7)

so thatthe norm alised bispectrum is

I2 =
B 222

C
3

2

2

=
X (9� X

2
)

(X 2 + 3)3=2
(8)
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Figure 1.The average distribution ofthe m odulusofthe 2‘� 3

dotproductsX ij (with thetwo anchorvectorschosen atrandom )

form ultipoles‘= 2� 10.The dotted linecorrespondsto the ana-

lyticalexpression found forthe quadrupole.W e have also plotted

the invariant values for the W M A P �rst year data,with the an-

chor vectors chosen at random (short lines along the bottom of

each panel).

These form ulae bridge the two form alism s.

It was proved in M agueijo (1995) that for a G aussian

processC 2,I2 and theeigenvectorsareindependentrandom

variables,and thatI2 isuniform ly distributed in the range

[� 1;1](and C 2 has a �
2
5 distribution).W e thus can prove

that X is statistically independent from C 2 (but not from

A) and from the eigenvectors. By directly evaluating the

Jacobian ofthe transform ation we �nd thatitsdistribution

is

P (X )= 27
1� X

2

(X 2 + 3)5=2
(9)

thatis,itisnotuniform .W ehavecon�rm ed thisresultwith

M onte-Carlo sim ulations(see Fig.1,top leftpanel).

Thiselucidatesan interesting feature ofm ultipole vec-

tors. Even though they are algebraically independent (in

thesense thatthey contain no redundantinform ation given

a concrete quadrupole realization) they are not statisti-

cally independent. If vectors L
1
and L

2
were statistically

isotropic (which they are) and statistically independent,

then X would beuniform ly distributed.As(9)showsthisis

notthe case;hence vectorsL
1
and L

2
are statistically cor-

related.Speci�cally they prefer being orthogonalto being

aligned.

4 T H E G EN ER A L P R O C ED U R E

Fora generalm ultipolewehave‘vectorsand wecould take

asinvariantsallpossibleinnerproductsbetween them .This
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Figure 2.The distribution ofthe m odulus ofthe dot products

form ultipoles ‘= 2� 10,with anchor vectors L1 and L
2 chosen

as the m ost orthogonalpair ofm ultipole vectors.The solid lines

are fordot products X 1i and X 2i,and the dotted line showsthe

X 12 distribution.TheW M A P resultsarealso plotted (shortlines

along the bottom ,dashed line the X 12 result).

would clearly lead to m uch redundantinform ation,in con-

tradiction with the requirem entslaid down in Section 2.A

possible way out is to select two \anchor" vectors L1 and

L
2
,considertheirdotproductX 12 = L

1
� L

2
,and then for

3 6 i6 ‘thetwo productsX 1i = L
1
� L

i
and X 2i = L

2
� L

i
.

W e thusobtain 2‘� 3 algebraically independentinvariants.

In Fig.1 we plottheirdistribution for2 6 ‘6 10 afterthe

orderand direction (� )ofthe‘vectorshasbeen random ised.

TheanchorvectorsL1 and L2 aretherefore selected atran-

dom ,so that allX ij invariants for a given m ultipole have

thesam edistribution.W echecked thattheinvariantsX are

uncorrelated.Aswecan seethisdistribution is‘dependent,

and the tendency for m ultipole vectors to seek orthogonal

directionsislesspronounced forhigherm ultipoles.W ehave

also plotted theseinvariantsascom puted fortheW M AP co-

added m asked �rst year m ap (details in Land & M agueijo

(2004)).No evidence for non-G aussianity is found,but we

defera closerscrutiny to a future publication.

The proposed procedure providesan interesting G aus-

sianity test.In particularitcan beeasily applied to extract

allthe relevant inform ation for high ‘;in contrast isolat-

ing such inform ation from the n-point correlation function

ism ostcum bersom e.Howeverthe suggested algorithm suf-

fers from the drawback that the anchor vectors L
1
and L

2

are selected at random ,and so the procedure is not repro-

ducible.

W e m ay correct this by im posing a criterium for their

selection,forexam ple L
1
and L

2
m ay be taken asthe m ost

orthogonalam ong the given ‘ vectors.W e m ay then form

the \eigenvectors" (three orthogonalvectors):

V
1

= L
1
+ L

2
(10)

V
2

= L
1
� L

2
(11)

V
3

= L
1
� L

2
(12)

asthenaturalvariablesforencodingthem ultipoledirection-

ality.For invariants we m ay take the power spectrum and

the 2‘� 3 quantities:

X 12 = L
1
� L

2
(13)

X 1i = L
1
� L

i
(14)

X 2i = L
2
� L

i
(15)

(for3 6 i6 ‘).These encode allthe relevantnon-G aussian

degreesoffreedom .

The transform ation from a‘m into these variables is

invertible (up to discrete uncertainties related to branch

choice)and providesa solution to ourproblem ,asphrased

in Section 2.The proposed variables for a given m ultipole

‘are the powerspectrum C ‘ (G aussian degree offreedom ),

the 2‘� 3 inner productsX (non-redundantnon-G aussian

invariants),and the orthogonalvectorsfV 1
;V

2
;V

3
g (m ea-

suresofanisotropy).Theprocedurereducestotheonefound

forthe quadrupole when ‘= 2.W ithin thisfram ework the

inter-‘correlations are m easured by the Eulerangles relat-

ing the system s ofaxes fV
1
;V

2
;V

3
g associated with each

pairofm ultipoles.Theseshould beuniform ly distributed for

a G aussian distribution or indeed for any theory in which

the various‘are uncorrelated.

In Fig.2 weplotdistributionsfortheX invariantswith

anchor vectors L
1
and L

2
de�ned as the m ost orthogonal.

W ehaveused 12,500 realizationsto m akethesehistogram s.

P (X 12) peaks around zero.The other X distributions are

thesam e.W ealso plotted theinvariantsfortheW M AP �rst

year data, again �nding no evidence for non-G aussianity.

W e have checked that the eigenvectors,V
i
,are uniform ly

distributed.

Notice that the invariants X cannot be independent

variables,since theirrangesofvariation are interconnected.

Thisistobecom pared with thelack ofindependenceam ong

thevariousvectorsL
i
,asdem onstrated in thepreviousSec-

tion.

Naturally we could have de�ned the two anchor vec-

torsL
1
and L

2
in di�erentways,forexam ple the two m ost

aligned vectors.The invariant X 12 would then be peaked

around one.W e plotthe counterpartofFig.2 with thisal-

ternative de�nition in Fig.3.

5 B R ID G IN G T H E T W O FO R M A LISM S

Forhigherm ultipoles,relating the proposed form alism and

the n� point correlation function,as done in Section 3 for

thequadrupole,becom esvery involved.Forinstance,forthe

octopole the counterpartof(1)and (2)is:

�T3 = Q ijkx
i
x
j
x
k
= A 3

�
L
1

iL
2

jL
3

k �
1

3
�ijR k

�
x
i
x
j
x
k

(16)

where one should note that term s in fi;j;kg are sym -

m etrized.The rem ainderR k is:

R k =
3

5
L
(1
� L

2
L
3)

k
(17)
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Figure 3.The distribution ofthe m odulus ofdot products for

m ultipoles ‘ = 2 � 10, with anchor vectors L
1 and L

2 chosen

as the m ostaligned pairofm ultipole vectors.The solid linesare

for dot products X 1i and X 2i, and the dotted line shows the

X 12 distribution.TheW M A P resultsarealso plotted (shortlines

along the bottom ,dashed line the X 12 result).

Again,Tr(Q 2)= C 3,and therefore one can show that:

C 3 =
A
2

3

6� 9
(9+ 7S2 + 6S2) (18)

where

S1 = (L
1
� L

2
)
2
+ (L

2
� L

3
)
2
+ (L

3
� L

1
)
2

(19)

S2 = (L
1
� L

2
)� (L

2
� L

3
)� (L

3
� L

1
) (20)

Forhigherm ultipoles

Q i1:::i‘ = A ‘

�
L
(1

i1
:::L

‘)

i‘
�
3

5
�(i1i2(L

(1
� L

2
L
3

i3)
:::L

‘)

i‘

�
(21)

The com ponents of the n-point correlation function m ay

be obtained from the various contractions ofQ .They are

clearly afunction ofthedotproductofthevariousm ultipole

vectors.However,the form ulae becom e progressively m ore

com plex to derive.W ith the introduction ofouralternative

procedure we suggest that these com plicated form ulae are

not necessary.The X variables provide a better basis for

describing the data.

6 C O N C LU SIO N S

Harm onic(Fourier)spaceisthenaturalarena forcom paring

theory and observation forG aussian theories.In severalpast

studies it was also found to be a usefulground for testing

the hypothesisofG aussianity.In thispaperwe showed fur-

therthat the degrees offreedom in the sphericalharm onic

com ponents fa‘m g can be sim ply separated into a set of

algebraically independent invariants { the power spectrum

and a set of2‘� 3 non-G aussian statistics { and a set of

axesencoding them ultipoledirectionality.TheEulerangles

relating setsofaxesassociated with pairsofm ultipolesm ea-

sureinter-‘correlations.Thisprovidesan elegantanswerto

a long unsolved problem { how to process the inform ation

contained in a given m ap into its relevant non-redundant

degreesoffreedom .

Even though we have com puted som e ofthe proposed

invariantsfortheW M AP �rstyearm ap,wedefertoafuture

publication a m oresystem aticapplication ofthisfram ework

to realdata.W e stress that the form alism is easily appli-

cable for high ‘ m ultipoles.This is to be contrasted with

then-pointcorrelation function.Even though itistrivialto

evaluate the bispectrum athigh ‘(Land & M agueijo 2004)

itbecom esvery di�cultto distillallthe non-redundantin-

form ation contained in a given m ultipole in term s ofsu�-

ciently high order com ponents ofthe correlation function.

The proposed form alism isfarm ore e�cient.
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