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M ultipole invariants and non-G aussianity
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ABSTRACT
W e propose a fram ework for separating the inform ation contained in the CM B mul-
tipols, av, , Into is algebraically ndependent com ponents. Thuswe cleanly separate

a faw features regarding these vectors, nam ely their lJack of statistical ndependence for
a G aussian random process. In a few caseswe explicitly relate our proposed invariants
to com ponents of the n-point correlation fiinction (power spectrum , bispectrum ). W e

nd the invarants’ distrdbbutions using a m ixture ofanalyticaland num ericalm ethods.
W e also evaluate them forthe co-added W M AP rstyearmap.
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1 INTRODUCTION proach for extracting all the Independent invariants under

o ] == ===——— rotations from a given set ofm ultipoles, av, , has been pro-
The rem arkable quality of the W M AP data Bennett & al . . _ . )T - =T oS-t S T o

éc}o_j) has led us to a new era in observational cosn ology.  , L N mE S e S s m S s eSS mem - —=S=-=

'% et . cla or \ N = ; ; s does not produce invariants. T he lnvariant n-point correla—
ected" non-€ aussian signals o on PEOSUCE JUCEE yooaS DS RO OIS
€4, various m s lor ur'1exp non _gt:s_s::ar_n SHnas tion flinction (M agueip 1995; :Fenejra, M agueip & G orsk"].
« = casta s‘rradow-cn-’dre-p\rr:ty-ofﬂteda'ta-bopr,ﬁvterer-&'- ------ é.l""f.""d'.""'.. = - - -=-
= | Sitarkn o 26057 E tkaon - AE26043 £ s & 212605 ETuz e - - - S b oueiP 200U Maguelp & M edeios 2003), on the
. — rlZOOj o ! 12002 -:g———a’ o, G n;k 560 |I other hand, is awkward to apply and often contains redun—
>< £12003;8ansen & a ;H ansen, Banday & G orski2004; dant nfom ation .

Y;E.]Sia_&__a}ggo_ani{{.ory?’t‘s.uﬁ §Eergel& W.a'nde]t 200:’2;?&& In this letter we rem edy this de ciency in the current
QOO_;; Larson & W andelt 2004; M ukherge &_W.ang 2004; \
P I L N I I N N e L R W e oL ) form aliam .

2Q0_4) . G ven that there is no plausble theoretical explana-—

tion for these signals, a naturalworry is that the m aps are

not, after all, fully free from system atics errors or galactic 2 STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

contam naton. . M ulipoles are irreducible representations of SO (3), so their
M ost notably severalgroups have reported evidence for

; ) ) 2'+ 1 degrees of freedom should split Into 2% 2 invardants
a.prefe.n:ed axis being se]ected by ]arge—gr}g_]@ _ggtgg‘gqn_s‘ and 3 rotational degrees of freedom . Ideally we would like
_eJ_rl}er'Jp hefom ofm P@P?P-@a}y .@ dveiaCosa & -a--l to process the fay, g for a given m utipole ' into the power

------------- spectrum C . (the G aussian degree of freedom ), 2% 3 in—
------------------ variant m easures of non-G aussianity, and a system of axes
(assessing isotropy). In addition one should build 3 invari-
-------------------------------- antsperm ultipole pair, for exam pl the Eulerangles relating
[ R R R S the two sets of m ultipole axes. T he latter encode inter-scale
e e o . correlations.
. In as'sessmg these asym m et'r_les T JS n portant to dis- N o one has ever accom plished this projct for general
tinguish issues of non-G aussianity (which should be rota- Y, but see'ivl-glgtu-eij; -(1-9-95) for a Q uadrupole solution.M ul-

. . . . .o - rbutseed agueip (137 :
tonally mvapant) from those of a.msou.opy (eXJstenoe ofa tipoles are equivalent to sym m etric traceless tensors of rank
preferred axis). Apart from a subtlety in the de nition of

----------------- ‘. The problem is then to extract the independent invari-
----------------- ; ant contractions of these tensors plus a system of axes {

should be clearly separated.U nfortunately no system atic ap— a genemlisation of the concept of eigenvalies and eigen—
vectors. Typically the invariants produced by this form al-

ism are related to then point correlation fiunction (pispec—

E-m ailkate.land@ im perialacuk, jm agueip@ icacuk trum , trispectrum , etc.) The form alisn becom es very com —
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plicated very quickly, and no system atic breakdow n of inde—
pendent n point correlation function com ponents has ever
been achieved.

A fematively one m ay extract from the fav, g a length
scale and jndependent unit vectors (them u]i:'po]e vectors)

p]er and unsurprns:ng]y it has been taken further. H owever
we see a (correctable) problem w ith thisapproach.Themul-
tipole vectors are not rotationally invariant, and so they m ix
up the issues of isotropy and non-G aussinity. W e propose to
correct this shortcom ing by taking an appropriate num ber
of independent Inner products betw een these vectors. T hese
are the sought-after nvariants, and In som e sin ple caseswe
relate them to the n point correlation function. W e will
also extract from them ultipole vectors a system of axes, en—
coding the m ultipole directional inform ation. It is these axis
that are to be used when testing isotropy.

3 THE EXAMPLE OF THE QUADRUPOLE

W e start by considering the quadrupole which as shown

T.=Q inin 1)

where Q 15 is a sym m etric traceless m atrix and x* are carte-
sian coordinates on the uni sphere. From this m atrix one
m ay extract three eigenvectors and two Independent com bi-
nations of Invariant eigenvalues ;.These are essentially the
power spectrum C, (related to the sum ofthe squaresof ;)
and the bisgpectrum B, (related to the detemm inant of the
m atrix, or the product of i).

:ZZ:O_O@) one w rites

T, =2, LiLj 3 3Lt B ox'x @)
where A is a scale and fL};L?g are two units vectors, en—
coding the Infom ation on non-G aussianiy and anisotropy.

T he vectors fL ;L.Zg are not nvariant, but one can con-

struct an invariant by taking X = L' Z.As pointed out

that the eigenvectors ofQ are

vl = 1'+11? @3)
v:i = 1t 1? @)
v = ' 1? ®)

T hese have cor.respondjng ejgenvalues A X + 3) 6, A (X

I(1995) one m ay therefore prove that the power spectrum
and bispectrum are:

A2

c, = ?2 ® 4+ 3) 6)
A3X

B2y = 22233 © %) (7)

so that the nom alised bispectrum is

B2 X (@9 X?
I = = 8
: I @2+ 332 ®
C;
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Figure 1. The average distribution ofthe m odulus ofthe 2% 3
dot products X ;3 (w ith the two anchor vectors chosen at random )

formultipoles ‘= 2 10.T he dotted line corresponds to the ana—
Iytical expression found for the quadrupole.W e have also plotted

the invariant values for the W M AP rst year data, w ith the an-
chor vectors chosen at random (short lines along the bottom of
each panel).

T hese form ulae bndge the two ﬁ)lm alism s.

process C,, I and the eigenvectors are independent random
variables, and that I, is uniform Iy distrbbuted In the range
[ 1;1] (@and C, has a é distrbbution). W e thus can prove
that X is statistically independent from C, (out not from
A) and from the eigenvectors. By directly evaluating the
Jacobian of the transform ation we nd that its distrdbution
is
1 x°?

PX)= 27W )
that is, it isnot uniform .W e have con m ed this resul w ith
M onteC arlo sim ulations (see F ig. :}:, top left panel).

T his elucidates an Interesting feature of m ultipole vec—
tors. Even though they are algebraically independent (in
the sense that they contain no redundant inform ation given
a concrete quadrupole realization) they are not statisti-
cally independent. If vectors L' and L? were statistically
isotropic Which they are) and statjstjcalyl independent,
then X would be unifom ly distrdbuted.A s (_9) show s this is
not the case; hence vectors L' and L? are statistically cor-
related. Speci cally they prefer being orthogonal to being
aligned.

4 THE GENERAL PROCEDURE

For a generalm ultipole we have * vectors and we could take
as Invariants all possible Inner productsbetween them .This
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Figure 2. The distrbbution of the m odulus of the dot products
formulipoles ‘= 2 10, w ith anchor vectors 1! and L2 chosen
as the m ost orthogonal pair of m ultipole vectors. T he solid lines
are for dot products X 1; and X 25, and the dotted line show s the
X 12 distrdbution.TheW M AP results are also plotted (short lines
along the bottom , dashed line the X 12 result).

would clearly lead to m uch redundant infom ation, in con—
tradiction w ith the requirem ents Jaid down in Section d.A
possble way out is to select two \anchor" vectors L' and
L2, consider their dot product X 1, = Lt ﬁ, and then for
36 i6 ‘thetwoproductsX1s= L' LandX, = L? L.
W e thusobtain 2' 3 algebraically independent invariants.
In Fig. i we plot their distrbution r2 6 6 10 after the
orderand direction ( ) ofthe ‘vectorshasbeen random ised.
The anchor vectors L' and L? are therefore selected at ran—
dom , so that all X ;3 invariants for a given m ulipole have
the sam e distrbbution.W e checked that the invariantsX are
uncorrelated. A swe can see this distrdoution is ‘ dependent,
and the tendency for m ultipole vectors to seek orthogonal
directions is less pronounced for higherm ultipoles. W e have

(2004:2):. N o evidence for non-G aussianity is found, but we
defer a closer scrutiny to a future publication.

T he proposed procedure provides an interesting G aus—
sianiy test. In particular it can be easily applied to extract
all the relevant infom ation for high ‘; in contrast isolat-—
Ing such Infom ation from the n-point correlation fiinction
is m ost cum bersom e. H ow ever the suggested algorithm suf-
fors from the drawback that the anchor vectors L' and L2
are selected at random , and so the procedure is not repro-—
ducble.

W e m ay correct this by in posing a criterium for their
selection, for exam ple L' and L m ay be taken as them ost
orthogonal am ong the given ‘ vectors.W e m ay then fom

M ulipole invariants and non-G aussianity 3

the \eigenvectors" (three orthogonal vectors):

vl = »'+11° (10)
v2 = 1! 12 a1
v = 1! 12 12)

asthenaturalvariables for encoding them ulipole direction—
ality. For invariants we m ay take the power spectrum and

the 2% 3 quantities:

X 12 = L1 ﬁ (13)
Xy = L' L 14)
X, = L* L 15)
(for36 i6 Y).These encode all the relevant non-G aussian
degrees of freedom .

The transform ation from a., Into these variables is
nvertble (up to discrete uncertainties related to branch
choice) a.nolllprovjdes a solution to our problem , as phrased
In Section 4. The proposed variabls for a given m ultipole
Y are the power spectrum C. (G aussian degree of freedom ),
the 2' 3 Inner products X (non-redundant non-G aussian
nvariants), and the orthogonal vectors £V Lve;v 3g (m ea—
sures ofanisotropy) . T he procedure reduces to the one found
for the quadrupole when ‘= 2.W ithin this fram ework the
Inter—' correlations are m easured by the Euler angles relat—
ing the system s of axes ﬂ/l;Vz;V3g associated with each
pairofm ultipoles. T hese should be uniform Iy distributed for
a G aussian distribution or indeed for any theory in which
the various ' are uncorrelated.

In Fjg.:_ﬁ we plot distribbutions for the X invariantsw ith
anchor vectors L' and L? de ned as the m ost orthogonal.
W e have used 12,500 realizations to m ake these histogram s.
P X 12) peaks around zero. The other X distrdbutions are
the sam e.W e also plotted the invariants fortheW M AP rst
year data, again nding no evidence for non-G aussianity.
W e have checked that the eigenvectors, V , are unifom Iy
distrbuted.

N otice that the invariants X cannot be independent
variables, since their ranges of variation are interconnected.
T his is to be com pared w ith the lack of hdependence am ong
the various vectors Li, as dem onstrated in the previous Sec—
tion.

N aturally we could have de ned the two anchor vec—
tors L' and L? in di erent ways, for exam ple the two m ost
aligned vectors. The nvariant X 1, would tl“'llen be peaked
around one. W e plt the counterpart of F ig. & w ith this al-
temative de nition in Fig. :j‘

5 BRIDGING THE TW O FORM ALISM S

For higher m ultipoles, relating the proposed fom alisn and
the n point correlation function, as done in Section 5 for
the quadrupole, becom es very nvolved.For Instance, for the
octopole the counterpart of C_i) and @I) is:

T3 = QiijiX]Xk = A3 L}_L?Li = ink XinXk (16)

where one should note that tem s in fi;j;kg are sym —
m etrized. T he rem ainder Ry is:

3
Ry = EL(l tL) a7



15

4 K ate Land and Joao M agueip

2 2 2 o m‘uzéw‘”w
o I T A S R R
CoTL 4 15 [ L4 15 F : '
[ L ] [ [ [ =
L I ] L | ] L [
1 1 3 - [ 1 s
r s 1 ro= [ r &t
£ I £ 14 = ! H
i L1 oS ig st A
= P T Oa'mm‘mmm%% O*‘H‘\‘J‘H‘Hmhr
0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1

5
2 e 2
! 1

N

a ‘L 15 8 a0 15 E E
L ] C 17 C ]
F ; B E 5 1 F 9
- } 1 os I =
OL‘LMH\HM“J J 01‘”\“”‘\”‘5“3: 0 1
0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1
2‘”‘”\“:‘\”‘1”‘: 2:”“”\”:‘\”‘\1“: 2:”“”\”:‘\”‘\;”:
i F 19 F I

15 5 g s g i3 s E =
] = | ] -

1 B - E
HE r I L -

L] o5k | f 05 [ ‘ f

) IR YOt R AN T
0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1 0 0204 0608 1

Figure 3. The distrdbution of the m odulus of dot products for
multipoles ‘' = 2 10, with anchor vectors 1! and L? chosen
as the m ost aligned pair of m ultipole vectors. T he solid lines are

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

Again, Tr@Q 2) = C3, and therefore one can show that:

2

Cz = ?—39(9+ 7S, + 6S32) (18)
LS R
S, = ETTEHTIRT IRV TR i
s; = @' L) @« L) o’ I 20)
For higher m ultipoles

Qumi = A+ L0n) g 6 @O ELY nL) 1)

The com ponents of the n-point correlation fiinction m ay
be obtained from the various contractions of Q . They are

clarly g funetion-ofthe dotproduct ofthe variousmultpole - -
vectorst B ow ever,-the <o -udae-lbecom e progressively - ore- - -

com plex to derdve.W ih the introduction of our altemative

procedyre we -suggest that these com piicated form uke-are - -
not nedessar~ The-¥ -variabls provide a etter basis for- - -

describing the data.

6 CONCLUSIONS

Ham onic (Fourier) space isthe naturalarena for com paring
theory and observation for G aussian theories. In severalpast
studies it was also found to be a usefil ground for testing
the hypothesis of G aussianiy. In this paper we showed fiir-
ther that the degrees of freedom in the spherical hamm onic
com ponents fay, g can be sinply separated into a set of
algebraically independent invariants { the power spectrum

and a set of 2% 3 non-G aussian statistics { and a set of
axes encoding the m ultipole directionality. T he Euler angles
relating sets of axes associated w ith pairs ofm ultipolesm ea—
sure inter—' correlations. T his provides an elegant answer to
a long unsolved problem { how to process the inform ation
contained in a given m ap into is relevant non-redundant
degrees of freedom .

Even though we have com puted som e of the proposed
Invariants fortheW M AP rstyearm ap,wedeferto a future
publication a m ore system atic application ofthis fram ew ork
to real data. W e stress that the form alism is easily appli-
cable for high ‘' multipoles. This is to be contrasted w ith

it becom es very di cul to distill all the non-redundant in—
formm ation contained In a given mulipole In tem s of su —
ciently high order com ponents of the correlation fiinction.
T he proposed form alisn is farm ore e cient.
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