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A bstract

W e revisit the constraint on the prin ordial helium m ass fraction Y, from cbser-
vations of cosn ic m icrow ave background (CM B) alne. By m inin izing 2 of recent
CM B experin ents over 6 other cosn ological param eters, we obtained rather weak
constraints as 0:17 Y, 0:52atl C L. fora particular data set. W e also study
the future constraint on cogamn ological param eters w hen we take account of the pre—
diction of the standard big bang nuckosynthesis BBN) theory as a prior on the
helium m ass fraction where Y, can be xed for a given energy density of baryon.
W e discuss the in plications of the prediction of the standard BBN on the analysis
OofCMB.
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1 Introduction

R ecent precise cosn ological observations such as W M AP [l] push us toward the era of
so—called precision coan ology. In particular, the combination of the data from coam ic
m icrow ave background (CM B), large scake structure, type Ia supemovae and so on can
severely constrain the coan ological param eters such as the energy density ofbaryon, cold
dark m atter and dark energy, the equation of state for dark energy, the H ubbl param eter,
the am plitude and the scale dependence of prim oxdial uctuation.

Am ong the various cosm ological param eters, the prim ordialheliuim m ass fraction Y, is
the one which hasbeen m ainly discussed In the context ofbig bang nuckosynthesis BBN )
but not that of CM B so far. O ne ofthe reason isthat the prin ordialheliim abundance has
not been considered to be well constrained by cbservations of CM B since itse ectson the
CM B power spectrum is expected to be too am allto bem easured. H owever, shoe now we
have very precisem easuram ents ofCM B, wem ay have a chance to constrain the prin ordial
heliim m ass fraction from CM B cbservations. Since the prim ordial helium m ass fraction
can a ect the number density of free electron in the course of the recom bination history,
thee ectsofY, can be inprinted on the power spectrum ofCM B . Recently, som e works
along this Iine have been done by two di erent groups 'R, 3], which have discussed the
constraints on Y, from current cbservations of CM B . In fact they clain di erent bounds
on the prim ordial helium m ass fraction, especially In tem s of its uncertainty: the author
of Ref. P] obtained 0160 Y, 0501, on the other hand the authors of Ref. ] got
Y, = 0250" )90 at1l con dence kevel. Tt should be noticed that the Jatterbound ismuch
m ore severe than that ofthe form er. Ifthe helium m ass fraction is severely constrained by
CM B data, itm eansthat theCM B power spectrum is sensitive to the values of Y, . In such
a case, the prior on Y, should be in portant to constrain other cosm ological param eters
too and the usual xing of Y}, = 024 In CM B power spectrum calculations m ight not
be a good assum ption. E specially, analyses lke Refs. 4, 5,16, 77, §] predict light elem ent
abundances ncluding “He from the baryon density which is cbtained from the CM B data
sets w ith the analysis xing the value of ¥,. Such procedure is only valid when Y, is not
severely constrained by CM B . Thus it is very in portant to check the CM B bound on Y.

One of the m ain purpose of the present paper is that we revisit the constraint on
Y, from cbservations ofCM B alone with a di erent analysis m ethod from M arkov chain
Monte Carlb M CM C) technique which is widely used for the detem ination of cosm o—
logical param eters and adopted in Refs. ,3]. In this paper, we calculate ? m ininum
as a function of Y, and derive constraints on Y,. W e adopt the Brent m ethod of the
successive parabolic interpolation tom inin ize 2 varying 6 other cosn ological param eters
ofthe CDM modelw ith the powerdaw adiabatic prim ordial uctuation. W e obtain the
constraint on Y, by thism ethod and com pare it w ith previously obtained results.

W e also study the constraint on Y, from futureCM B experim ent. A particular em pha—
sis is placed on investigating the role of the standard BBN theory. Since the prin ordial
helum is synthesized in BBN, once the baryon-to-photon ratio is given, the value of Y, is

xed theoretically. T hus, using this relation between the baryon density and heliuim abun-—



dance, we do not have to regard Y, as an independent free param eter when we analyze
CM B data.W e study how the standard BBN assum ption on Y, a ects the determ ination
of other coan ological param eters in the future P Janck experin ent using the F isher m atrix
analysis.

T he structure of this paper is as follows. In the next section, we brie y discuss the
e ects of the hellim m ass fraction on the CM B power soectrum , In particular itse ects
on the change of the structure of the acoustic peaks. Then we study the constraint on
the prim ordial heliim m ass fraction from current observations of CM B using the data
from WMAP,CBI, ACBAR and BOOMERANG . In section 4, we discuss the expected
constraint on Y, from future CM B cbservation ofP lanck and also study how the standard
BBN assum ption on Y, can a ect the constraints on cosn ological param eters. The nal
section is devoted to the sum m ary of this paper.

2 E ectsofthe changeofY,on CM B

In this section, we brie y discussthee ectsofthe change ofthe heliim abundance on the
CM B power spectrum . M ore detailed description of this issue can be ound in Ref. #].

Themain e ect of Y, on the CM B power spectrum com es from the di usion dam ping
at smallscales. W hen Y, is Jarge, since it is easier for electrons to recom bine w ith ‘Hethan
w ith H, the number of free electron becom es sn all. T hus the Com pton m ean free path
becom es larger for larger Y,, which means that the di usion length of photon becom es
also larger. Since the photon-baryon tight coupling breaks down at the photon di usion
scales, the uctuation ofphoton is exponentially dam ped due to the di usive m xing and
rescattering. Hence the CM B power spectrum ism ore dam ped for larger values of Y. To
see this tendency, we plot the CM B power spectra for several values of Y, In F ig. T. We
clearly see that the dam ping at the sm all scales ism ore signi cant forthe casesw ith larger
values of Y,. The e ect ofdi usion dam ping causes the change in the power spectrum at
a percent level or 10 $ change of Y, RI.

To see thism ore quantitatively, we consider the ratio of the second peak height to the

rst which isde ned ag|P]

TQA=1) °
H, m ; 2.1)

and the third peak height to the st

_ 2
H3 T(l_ 13) ; (2_2)
T 1= L)

where ( T ()2 11+ 1)C=2 . W e do not discuss the st peak position and height
because they are aln ost una ected by the change in ¥,. W e calculate the responses of
these quantities w ith respect to the change in the coan ological param eters around the
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Figure 1: The CM B power spectra for the cases with Y, = 0:1 (green dashed line), 024
(red s0lid line) and 05 (olue dotted line). O ther coan ological param eters are taken to be
theW M AP mean valies forthe powerdaw CDM m odel.

ducial values, !, = 0:14;!y, = 0:024; = 0{73; = 0:d66;n, = 099 and Y, = 024
where ! sh? with ; beihg the energy density of com ponent i nom alized by the
critical energy density. The subscript b denotes baryon and m stands for m atter which
is the sum ofbaryon and CDM . h is the Hubblk param eter, is the rionization optical
depth and ng is the scalar spectral index of prin ordial power soectrum . These values
(exoept forY,) are them ean valuesofW M AP forthepowerdaw CDM m odel[[l:(:)]. A lso,
we keep the atness of the universe when we change param eters. W e found

! ! Ng Yy

H,= 030 ° 4 0015—= + 041 00125 ; 23)
!b !m Ng Yp
!b !m Ng Yp

Hy;= 0:18 + 021 + 0:56 0:029 ; 24)
!b !m I-]'S Yp

w here we neglected the dependence on and since their coe cients are very tiny even
if com pared to that of Y,. From these expressions, we can see that the response of C;
to the change In Y, is very sliggish. This is one of the reasons why we do not expect to
obtain a m eaningful constraint on Y, from CM B until recently. M oreover, the change of
C, causad by varying Y, is readily canceled by shifting other param eters. H ow ever, since
observations of CM B now have becom e precise and cover w ider m ultipole range, we m ay



have a chance to constrain Y, from current observations ofCM B, which willbe discussed
In the next section.

3 Constraint on Y, from current CM B observations

Now we study the constraint on the heliim abundance from current cbservationsofCM B.
For this purpose, we use the data from W MAP [I], CBI 1] and ACBAR [I2]. W e alo
include the recent data from BOOM ERANG experment {13, 14, 15]. To calulate 2
from W M AP data, we used the code provided by W M AP [14,17,18]. ForCBI, ACBAR
and BOOM ERANG , wemade use ofmodules n COSMOM C [I9]. Asm entioned in the
Introduction, two groups have reported di erent bound on ¥, using CM B data alone,
especially in tem s of its uncertainties. O ne group has obtained 0:160 Y, 0:501 Plat
1 C L. on the otherhand the authors ofRef. 3] give the bound asY, = 0250 88}2 . The
authors of Refs. Pland B]use the CM B data which cover the sin ilarm ultipole region as
that of ours. For details of their analysis, we refer the reader to Refs. @] and B]. Ifthe
severe bound on Y, is obtained from current CM B data, it m eans that the CM B power
spectrum is sensitive to the value of Y, and the prioron Y, would a ect the constraints on
other coamn ological param eters. T hus it is In portant to chedk the bound independently.

For the analysis in this paper, we adopted a 2 m inim ization by nested grid search
Instead ofM arkov chain M onte Carlo M CM C) m ethod which was used in their analysis.
In our analysis, we apply the B rent m ethod (] of the successive parabolic nterpolation
to nd amihinum wih resoect to one speci ¢ param eter w ith other param eters at a
given grid, then we iteratively repeat the procedure to nd the globalm ininum . For the
detailed description ofthism ethod, we refer the readerstoRef. P1]. Hereweassumea at
universe and the cosn ological constant for dark energy. W e also assum e no contribution
from gravity wave. In Fig.2, we show the values of ? mininum as a function of Y,.
A s seen from the gure, we do not have a ssvere constraint from current observations of
CM B, which supports the result of Ref. B]. Reading Y, values which give % = 1, we
obtained the constraint at 1 C L.as 017 Y, 0:52 for the case where the data from
WMAP,CBIand ACBAR areused. W hen thedata from BOOM ERANG isadded, we got
025 Y, 054.W ehave also made the analysis for di erent data sets for com parison.
In fact, we cannot obtain a signi cant constraint in the region 01 < ¥ < 0:6 usihg
W M AP data alone. Even ifwe add the data from BOOM ERANG , we cannot constrain
the value of Y, . Thus the data from CBIand ACBAR which cover high multipole regions
are in portant to constrain Y, although the constraint is rather weak.

A s discussed In the previous section, the CM B power soectrum can be a ected by
changing the value ofY, . H ow ever this change can be canceled by tuning other cosm ological
param eters to give aln ost the same CM B power spectra. To see this clearly, n Fig.3, we
show the CM B power spectra for several values of Y, w ith other cosn ological param eters
being chosen to give alm ost Indistinguishable angular power spectra. A s ssen from the

gqure, even ifwe take much larger or am aller values of ¥, than usually assum ed, we can
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Figure2: Thevaluesof 2 are shown asa fiinction ofY, . O ther coan ological param eters
are taken tom Inin ize 2. The red solid line is ©rthe data of W M AP, CBIand ACBAR.
T he green dashed lne inclidesBOOM ERANG data in addition.

t such values of ¥, to the data by tuning other cosn ological param eters.

W hen we Include the data from BOOM ERANG, the favored values of Y, are shifted
to larger Y, . Notice that higher m ultipoles are m ore suppressed by increasing Y,, which
isalmost the same e ect as decreasing nf j. Sihce BOOM ERANG data favors red-tilted
initial power spectrum com pared to other data such asW M AP R2], i is reasonable that
larger values of Y, are favored by BOOM ERANG . Particularly, Y, = 024 which is used
In usual analysis is just out ofthe 1 bound. However, i isallowed at 2 C L.so we do
not take this as a serious discrepancy from the standard assum ption.

4 Constraint on Y, from future CM B observations

and the role of standard BBN theory
In this section, we discuss the future constraint on the prin ordial helium m ass fraction

and other coan ological param eters. W e especially want to nvestigate how the constraints
arem odi ed when we take account of the relation between }, and Y, xed by the standard

*1 Egs. @;3) and {_2-;2{) show these properties quantitatively. W e rem ark that they are also usefil to
understand the tendency that the values of ng which give the m ninum 2 ©or xed Y, becom e Jarger
aswe Increase Y, . This is because the suppression of higher m ultipoles caused by increasing Y, can be
com pensated by increasing ng.
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Figure3: TheCM B power spectra forthecasewith Y, = 024;!, = 0:135;!,= 0:023;h =
072; = 0:117;n, = 0:96 (red sold Iine), Y, = 0:1;!, = 0:130;!,= 0:023;h = 0:72;
0:101;ng = 0:95 (green dashed line) and Y, = 05;!, = 0:148;!, = 0023;h = 072; =
0117;ns = 0:99 (plue dotted line). Notice that these power soectra are alm ost indistin—
guishabl up to mulipole region 1  1000.

BBN theory. A smentioned in the introduction, the CM B anisotropies can be m easured
m ore precisely In the future, thus the prin ordial heliim m ass fraction m ay well be de—
tem ined from CM B observations alone. The future constraints on Y, has already been
investigated in Ref. P]using the expected W M AP 4 yeardata, P lJanck and cogm ic variance
lin ited experim ents. Here we study this issue supplem enting the consideration regarding
the prediction ofthe BBN theory.

W hen we only consider cbservationsofCM B alone, the prin ordialheliuim m ass fraction
Y, can be viewed as one of free independent param eters. H ow ever, when we take acoount
of the BBN theory, Y, is not an independent param eter any m ore but is related to the
value ofthe baryon-to-photon ratio or the energy density ofbaryon. Below , we discuss how
such relation derived from the BBN calculation a ects the determ nation of cosm ological
param eters in the future P landk experin ent.

F irst we give the relation between Y, and the baryon-to-photon ratio  from the calcu-
lation ofthe standard BBN . and the baryon density !, are related as 101 = 27349!,.
Som e groups have reported the tting ormul fr Y, as a function of  §8,:23,124,:125].



Here we adopt the tting ormula given in Ref.'[B]
"

X8 X8 X8 X8 i

10y, = ax” '+ bx" ' N + ax® Y ( N+ d,x™ ' ( N)

n=1 n:'l n=1 n=1

3

P X 4.5)

where x  log;, (10" ), the coe cients a,;1,7G;d, and e, are given in Ref. Bland N
represents the num ber of e ective degrees of freedom of extra relativistic particle soecies.
The standard BBN case is obtained with N = 0. According to Ref. B], the accuracy
of this omula is better than 005 % for the range 0o£548 10 ' < < 742 10 '°
0:02 < !y < 0026) which corresoonds to the 3  range cbtained from W M AP and 3<
N < 3. Since scenarioswih N € 0 have been discussed in the literature ncliding
the possibility of negative N such as dark radiation in brane world scenario, varying
gravitational constant and so on 2, we consider two cases when we discuss the future
constraints. The 1st one isthe case ofthe standard BBN , In other words, we assum e that
the energy density of extra radiation com ponent asa xed parameterwih N = 0. For
the other case, we treat N asa usualcosn ologicalparam eter which we vary, nam ely we
assume N 6 0. In thiscase, weuseEq. @.5) to cbtain Y, orgien !, and N .

Now we discuss the expected constraint from future CM B observations. For this pur-
pose, we adopt the Fisher m atrix m ethod. Thus st we brie y review the Fisherma-
trix analysis which is widely used iIn the literature to study the future constraints on
coan ological param eters. D etailked descriptions of this analysis m ethod can be found in
Refs. 30, 31,32, 33]. Forthe CM B data, the Fisherm atrix can be w ritten as

X X C X C Y
o7 @@xli Cov S "Cly)@@xlj

; 4 .6)

1 XY

where X ;Y = TT;TE;EE, x; represents a cosn ological param eter and Cov CY ;C;)
is the ocovariance m atrix of the estim ator of the corresponding CM B power I;3ec&um
which is given explicitly in Ref. 31]. The 1 uncertainty can be estinated as  E 1)y
for a coan ological param eter x;. For the ducialm odel, we assum ed the coan ological
param etersasA = 086, !, = 0:14;!,= 0024; = 0773; = 0d66andn, = 099.Here,
A represents the am plitude of scalar perturbation w hose nom alization istaken tobe sam e
as that of W MAP team [IQ]. The ducialvalie orY, is xed using the BBN relation
Eq. 45) oragiven !, and N unlssotherwise stated. A at universe is assum ed and
we do not consider the contribution from the tensor m ode. For dark energy, we assum ed

* 2 Thenegativevaluesof N can also arise 1n a scenario w ith low reheating tem peratureT o O M &V).
However, In this kind of scenario, the neutrino distrbbution finctions are deviated fconl _the themm alones
so the prin ordialhelium abundance ismodi ed in a way that the tting omulaEqg. Cfl:";) does not apply
e, 27, 28, 29]. The m ost recent Y, calculation in the low reheating scenario including the e ects of
neutrino oscillations are given in Ref. R4].
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Figure 4: Expected contour of the 1 constraint from P lanck experiment. W e take Y,
as an Independent free param eter. O ther coan ological param eters are m arginalized over
In this gure. The thin and nearly horizontalband is the theoretical BBN calculation of

Y, as a function of !y, with its width representing 1 error from reaction rates. Here we
assamed N = 0.

the coam ological constant. To forecast uncertainties, we use the future data from P lanck
[B4] whose expected instrum ental speci cations can be found in Ref. [33].

Now we show our results. First we present the case with Y, being treated as a free
param eter, nam ely we do not consider the BBN relation. In F ig.4, we show the expected
1 contour In the !}, vs. Y, plane. O ther cosn ological param eters are m arginalized. W e
also draw the band for Y, asa function of !}, from theoretical calculation of the standard
BBN with 1 error due to the uncertainties In the reaction rates. The uncertainty is
dom inated by that ofthe neutron lifetin e, which isvery sn all. A s is clearly seen from the

gure, the constraint on ¥, from P lanck is not signi cant com pared to the uncertainties
of the standard BBN calculation. Hence as far as we take account of the standard BBN,
the hellim m ass fraction can be xed using the BBN relation of Eq. {4 5) even for the
precision m easurem ents of CM B such as P landk.

Next we discuss how the theoretical BBN relation can a ect the determ inations of
coan ological param eters. First we consider the casewih N = 0. W hen we detem ine
the value of Y, for a given !, using Eq. @.5) (to be more speci ¢, when we caloulate
num erical derivatives w ith respect to !y, we sin ultaneously varied Y, ollow ing Eq. {4.3))
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Tabl 1: Expected 1 uncertainties from P lanck experin ent using the tem perature uc-
tuation alone. See the text forthe ducialvaluesused in the analysis.
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Tabl 2: Expected 1 uncertainties from P lanck experin ent using both the tem perature
and polarization data. See the text forthe ducialvaluesused In the analysis.

we can expect that the uncertainties of other cosm ologicalparam eters are reduced to som e
extent. Tn Tabks'l and &, we show the uncertainties of cosn ological param eters from the
future P lJandk experim ent using the inform ation of TT spectrum alone and that including
polarization spectrum , respectively. The rst and second row s In the tables correspond
to the case without and with the BBN relation. For these cases, we assumed N = 0.
Furthem ore, we also show thecasesswih N 6 0 in the third and forth row in the tables.

Now we discuss the casesswih N = 0. As seen from the tables, when we assum e
the BBN relation, the uncertainties becom e am aller by a factor of O (1) com pared to that
for the case with Y, being an independent free param eter. T he param eter which receives
the bene tmost isn,. This is consistent w ith the fact that this param eter is the m ost
degenerate param eter w ith Y, . M eanw hile, we note that the value of Y, xed by the BBN
relation for !y, = 0024 is slightly di erent from ¥, = 024 which is usually used in the
Iiterature. W e also evaluated the uncertainties xing the helium m ass fraction asy, = 024
Independent of !y, and checked that the 1 errors are quite sin ilar to those for the case
w ith Y, being related to !, by Eq. §.5). Since the change ofC; w ith respect to that of Y,
is very an all, in other words the derivative of C, w ith respect to Y, is very sn all, we can
have aln ost the sam e result even ifwe use a slightly di erent value for Y,. Thus we can
just  x the value of ¥, instead of using Eq. (4.5) even for the future CM B experin ents
such as P lanck.

Here the discussion forthecasewith N 6 0 ish order. Herewetreat N asoneof
the coan ological param eters w hich should be varied. N otice that the addition of an extra
radiation com ponent can a ect the CM B power spectrum through the speed up of the
Hubbl expansion and the early ISW e ect because of the change of the radiation-m atter



equality epoch. In fact, som e authorshave discussed the fiiture constraints on cosn ological
param eters paying attention to N 35, 36] but w ithout considering thee ect ofY,. Here
we study this issue allow ing Y, to vary and also Investigate the in plications of the BBN

relation on the future constraints on them . For the purpose of the F isherm atrix analysis,
weassumed N = Oasthe ducialvalue.Asalready discussed, ¥;!y,and N are related
by Eq. 45) from the BBN calulation. Tn Fig. 5, we show the expected 1 contour in the
'y vs. N plane from P landk experim ent for the cases w ith and w ithout assum ing the
BBN relation. Naturally, when we assum e the BBN relation, the uncertainties becom e
an aller because it reduces the num ber of independent param eters. A Iso notice that, since
the BBN theory relates !y, with N, the contour shrinks to the direction of correlation
between !y, and N.

In the third and forth row s of Tablesi, and 2, the uncertainties of cosn ological param e~
ters are also shown forthe casesw ith and w ithout the BBN relation being in posed am ong
Yoi!lpy and N respectively. A s expected, the uncertainties for cosm ological param eters
for the case w ith the BBN relation are an aller, however the di erences are not so large.

Here we comm ent on the in plications of the BBN relation on the constraints from
current observations of CM B . W e have also m ade the analysis adopting the BBN relation
to x thevalueofy orgiven !;,. The constraint on !, for this case is aln ost unchanged
com pared to the case with Y, = 024 being xed. This can be m ore or less expected
from the result we have shown In the previous section. This again show s that current
observations of CM B are not so sensitive to the values of Y, . T hus predicting the helium
abundance by the BBN theory using the CM B value of !y, nam ely the procedure adopted
in Refs. B,9,4,7,8], isvalid at last w ith the current quality of the CM B data.

5 Summ ary

W e revisited the constraint on the prin ordialhelium m ass fraction Y, from current obser-
vations of CM B . Som e authors have already studied the constraint B, 3], however their
results were di erent especially In temm s of the uncertainty. O ne of the m ain purpose of
the present paper is to study the constraints on Y, from current cbservations adopting a
di erent analysism ethod. Instead of M CM C m ethod which was adopted by the authors
of Refs. I, 3] to obtain the constraint, here we adopted a 2 m inin ization by a nested
grid search. W e did not cbtain a severe constraint in agreem ent w ith Ref. B]. U sihg the
data from W MAP,CBIand ACBAR aswellas recent BOOM ERANG data, weget 1
constraint as 025 Yg 054 and 0417 Yy 052 for the cases with and without
the data from BOOM ERANG . It m ight be Interesting to note that usual assum ption of
Y, = 024 isnot in the 1l error range of BOOM ERANG combined analysis but it is not
ofhigh signi cance at this stage so we can safely assume ¥, = 024 for current CM B data
analysis.

W e also studied the future constraint from CM B on Y, taking account of the stan—
dard BBN prediction as a prior on Y,. A lIfhough we cannot obtain a severe constraint
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Figure 5: Expected contoursofl constraints from P lanck experim ent for the cases w ith—
out the BBN relation (solid red line) and wih i (dashed green line). W e m arginalized
over other cosm ological param eters in this gure. ¥, is determ Ined by the BBN relation.

at present, observations of CM B can be much m ore precise in the future. Thus we m ay
have a chance to cbtain a precise m easurem ent of Y, from upcom ing CM B experin ents.
O n the other hand, since the prim ordialheliim hasbeen fom ed during the tine 0cfBBN,
once the baryon-to-photon ratio is given, the value of Y, can be evaluated theoretically
assum ing the standard BBN . T hus, in this case, we do not have to assum e Y, as an inde—
pendent free param eter when we analyze CM B data. W e studied how such BBN theory
prioron Y, a ectsthe detemm nation ofother cosm ologicalparam eters in the future P Janck
experin ent. W e evaluated the uncertainties for the case w ith Y, being an independent free
param eter and Y, being xed fora given 4 using the BBN relation. W e showed that the
BBN pror in proves the constraints on other coan ological param eters by a factor ofO (1)
and also i induces som e correlations am ong the param eters which appear in the BBN
relation. As shown In Fig. lfl, as far as we consider the standard scenario of coan ology,
the helum m ass fraction can be xed for CM B analysis even in the fiture experin ents
since we can expect that the constraint from P lanck ismuch weaker than the uncertainty
of the theoretical calculation of the standard BBN . However, it is worthwhile to do CM B
analysis treating Y, as a free param eter and m easure the heliim m ass fraction Indepen-
dently from the baryon density since it provides a consistency test for the standard BBN
theory (of course, m easurem ents of prin ordial light elem ent abundances by astrophysical
m eans provide further consistency tests). By checking the robustness of the consistency
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from various observations, the golden age of precision cosn ology can push us toward the
accurate understanding of the universe.
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