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1 A bstract

In thism anuscript I review them athem aticsand physics that underpins recent
w ork using the clustering of galaxies to derive coam ologicalm odel constraints.
I start by describing the basic concepts, and gradually m ove on to som e ofthe
com plexities involved In analysing galaxy redshift surveys, focusing on the 2drF
G alaxy Redshift Survey 2dFGRS) and the Sloan D igital Sky survey (SD SS).
D i culties within such an analysis, particularly dealing w ith redshift space
distortions and galaxy bias are highlighted. I then describbe current observa—
tions of the CM B uctuation power spectrum , and consider the in portance
ofm easuram ents of the clustering of galaxies In light of recent experim ents.
F inally, Iprovide an exam pl pint analysis ofthe latest CM B and large-scale
structure data, leading to a set of param eter constraints.

2 introduction

T he basic techniques required to analyse galaxy clustering were Introduced
in the 70s ], and have been subsequently re ned to m atch data sets of in—
creasing quality and size. In this m anuscript I have tried to summ arise the
current state of this eld. O bviously, such an attem pt can never be com plete
or unigue In every detail, although it is stillworthw hile as it is always useful
to have m ore than one source of nform ation. An excellent alftemative view —
point was recently provided by Ham ilton [, B], which covers som e of the
sam e m aterial, and provides a m ore detailed review of som e of the statistical
m ethods that are used . A dditionally it isworth directing the interested reader
to a num ber of good text books that cover this topic [, I, B, Bl]. T addi-
tion to a description ofthe basicm athem atics and physicsbehind a clustering
analysis T have attem pted to provide a discussion of som e of the findam ental
and practical di culties involved. T he coan ological goal of such an analysis
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is consider in the nalpart of thism anuscript, w here the com bination of cos-
m ological constraints from galaxy clustering and the CM B is discussed, and
an exam ple m ultiparam eter t to recent data is considered.

3 B asics

Our rst step is to de ne the din ensionless overdensity

x)= L; 1)

where isthe expected m ean density, which is ndependent ofposition because
of statistical hom ogeneity.

T he autocorrelation function ofthe overdensity eld (usually just referred
to as the correlation function) is de ned as

Gix2) h &) &)i: @)
From statisticalhom ogeneity and isotropy, we have that

xiX2)= & X2); 3)
(3 %2J: @)

To help to understand the correlation fiinction, suppose thatwehavetwo an all
regions Vi and VW, separated by a distance r. T hen the expected num ber of
pairs of galaxiesw ith one galaxy in Vi and the otherin V, is given by

My.pi=n® I+ @] ¥ V; G)

where n is the m ean num ber of galaxies per unit volum e. W e see that ()
m easures the excess clustering of galaxies at a separation r. If (r) = O, the
galaxies are unclistered (random ly distributed) on this scale { the number
of pairs is just the expected number of galaxies In WV, tin es the expected
number n V,. (r) > 0 corresoonds to strong clistering, and (r) < 0 to
anti-clustering.E stim ation of (r) from a sam pl of galaxiesw illbe discussed
in Section M.

Tt is often convenient to consider perturbations in Fourier space. In cos—
m ology the follow ing Fourier transform convention ism ost com m only used

Z

(k) @) P ®)
z Pk

@) = (k)ej“W: )

The power spectrum is de ned as
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1
P(k1;k2)=Wh ky) kp)i: (8)

Statistical hom ogeneiy and isotropy gives that
P kisk2)= p k1 k2)P ki1); ©)

where p isthe D irac delta function. T he power spectrum is som etin es pre—
sented in din ensionless form

k3
k)= =P k): 10)
2 2
T he correlation fiinction and power spectrum form a Fourder pair
Z
P (k) @) *Pr a1
Z
s Pk
= P kle™" 12)

PR

so they provide the sam e Inform ation. T he choice ofwhich to use is therefore
som ew hat arbitrary (see ] for a further discussion of this).
T he extension ofthe 2-pt statistics, the pow er spectrum and the correlation
finction, to higher orders is straightforward w ith Eq.ll becom ing
h i
Mypei=n" 1+ ® v niV 13)

However, the central lin i theorem implies that a density distribution is
asym ptotically G aussian in the 1im it w here the density resuls from the aver—
age of m any independent processes. T he overdensity eld has zero m ean by
de nition, so is com pletely characterised by either the correlation function
or the power spectrum . C onsequently, in this regin e, m easuring eiher the
correlation function or the power spectrum provides a statistically com plete
description ofthe eld.

4 m atter perturbations

T here are three physical stages in the creation and evolution ofperturbations
In the m atter distrdbution . F irst, prin ordial perturbation are produced in an
In ationary epoch. Second, the di erent form s ofm atter w ithin the Universe
a ect these prim ordial perturbations. T hird, gravitational collapse leads to
the growth of these uctuations. In this section we w ill discuss the form of
the perturbations on scales w here gravitational collapse can be describbed by
a linear change In the overdensity. T he gravitational collapse of perturbations
w illbe considered in Section M.
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Fig.1l.P lots show ing the linearpower spectrum (solid lines) fora variety ofdi erent
coan ological param eters. O nly the shapes of the power spectra are com pared, and
the am plitudes are m atched to the sam e large scale value. O ur base m odel has

mh= 02, ns =1, p,= v = 0 and = y = 0.Deviations from this base
m odel are given In each panel. A s can be seen m any of the shape distortions from
changing di erent param eters are sim ilar, which can cause degeneracies between
these param eters when tting m odels to observations.

4.1 why are there m atter perturbations?

A period of \faster than light" expansion in the very early Universe solves a
num ber of problem s w ith standard cosm ology. In particular, i allow s distant
regions that appear causally disconnected to have been connected in the past
and therefore explains the atness of the CM B . Additionally it drives the
energy densiy ofthe U niverse close to the criticalvalue and, m ost in portantly
for ourdiscussion ofperturbations, i providesam echanisn forproducing seed
perturbations as quantum uctuations in the m atter density are Increased to
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signi cant levels.For a detailed exam ination ofthe creation of uctuations see
_|]. Fornow , we will jist com m ent that the m ost basic in ationary m odels
give a spectrum of uctuationsP (k) / k™ withn 1.

4.2 the e ect ofdark m atter

T he grow th ofdark m atter uctuations is intim ately linked to the Jeans scale.
Perturbations an aller than the Jeans scale do not collapse due to pressure
support { for collision—less dark m atter this is support from intemal random
velocities. P erturbations larger than the Jeans scale grow through graviy at
the sam e rate, independent of scale. In a Universe w ith just dark m atter and
radiation, the Jeans scale grow s to the size of the horizon at m atter-radiation
equality, and then reduces to zero when the m atter dom inates. W e therefore
see that the horizon scale at m atterradiation equality w illbe In printed in the
distrbution of uctuations { this scale m arks a tum-over in the grow th rate
of uctuations.W hat this m eans In practice is that there is a cuto in the
power spectrum on an all scales, dependent on v h, with a stronger cuto
predicted for ower y h values. This is dem onstrated in Fig. .

4.3 the e ect ofbaryons

At early epochs baryons are coupled to the photons and, if we consider a
single uctuation, a spherical shellofgas and photons is driven aw ay from the
perturbation by a sound wave.W hen the photonsand gasdecouple, a soherical
shell of baryons is left around a central concentration of dark m atter. A s the
perturbation evolves through graviy, the density pro ls of the baryons and
dark m atter grow together, and the perturbation is left w ith a an all ncrease
in density at a location corresponding to the sound horizon at the end ofthe
C om pton drag epoch [, [1]. T his realspace \shell" is equivalent to oscillations
in the power spectrum . In addition to these acoustic oscillations, uctuations
an aller than the Jeans scale, which tracks the sound horizon until decoupling,
do not grow , while large uctuations are una ected and continue to grow .
T he presence of baryons therefore also leads to a reduction In the am plitude
of am all scale uctuations.Form ore inform ation and tting form ulae for the
di erent processes a good starting point is [].

4.4 the e ect of neutrinos

T he sam e principal of gravitational collapse versus pressure support can be
applied in the case ofm assive neutrinos. Initially the neutrinos are relativistic
and their Jeans scale grow s w ith the horizon. A s their tem perature decreases
their m om enta drop, they becom e non-relativistic, and the Jeans scale de—
creases { they can subsequently 2ll into perturbations.M assive neutrinos are
Interesting because even at low redshifts the Jeans scale is cosm ologically rel-
evant. C onsequently the linear power spectrum (the uctuation distrdbution
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excliding the non-linear collapse of perturbations) is not frozen shortly after
m atter-radiation equality. Instead its form is still changing at low redshifts.
A ddiionally, the growth rate depends on the scale — i is suppressed until
neutrinos collapse into perturbations, sim ply because the perturbations have
lower am plitude. The e ect of neutrino m ass on the present day linear power
spectrum is shown in Fig.ll. N ote that in this plot the relative am plitudes of
the pow er spectra have been rem oved - it is jist the shape that is com pared.
T he am plitude would also depend on the com bined neutrino m ass.

5 the evolution of perturbations

Having discussed the form of the linear perturbations, we w ill now consider
how perturbations evolve through gravity in them atter and dark energy dom —
Inated regim es. To do this, we w ill use the spherical top-hat collapse m odel,
where we com pare a sphere of background m aterial w ith radius a, w ith one
of radius a, which contains the sam em ass, but has a hom ogeneous change in
overdensity. T he ease w ith w hich the behaviour can be m odeled follow s from
B irkho ’s theorem , which states that a spherically sym m etric gravitational

eld In em pty space is static and is always described by the Schwarzchild
m etric [[l]. T his gives that the behaviour of the hom ogeneous sphere of uni-
form density and the background can be m odeled using the sam e equations.
For sin plicity we Initially only consider the sohere of background m aterial.

The sphere of background m aterial behaves according to the standard

Friedm ann and cosm ology equations

2

1 da
E°@) == preavilii wa’+ xa’+ ya'®; (14)
0
h i
1d%a HE
—E T 5 wa thrwalxat® 15)
a

T hese equations have been written n a form allow ing for a general tim e~
dependent equation of state for the dark energy p = w (@) .Conservation of
energy for the dark energy com ponent provides the form of £ @)

3Z]na

f@)= L+ w@)ldmna’: (16)

na
T he dark m atter and dark energy densities evolve according to

Ma3 Xa‘f(a)

T@; x @)= ———: a7

v @)= E2 @)

Tracks show Ing the evolution of y @) and y (@) are presented in Fjg.l for
h = 0:7 and constant dark energy equation of state w = 1.0 fparticular
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Fig. 2. P ot show Ing the evolution of the m atter and vacuum energy densities for
a selection of cosm ologies (grey lines) with constant dark energy equation of state
param eterw = 1. The criticalm odels that border the di erent types of evolution
are shown by the black lines. T he dotted line highlights x = O.

Interest are solutions which predict recollapse, but that have ¢ > 0.Pro—
vided that y >>  ,the perturbation w ill collapse before the dark energy
dom inates. For a cosmnology wih y 03 and ¢ 0:7, these solutions
correspond to overdense spheres that w ill collapse and form structure.
For the perturbation, the coan ology equation can be w ritten
2 2h i
a—idd;% HTO wal + 0+ 3w@l xa'® ; a8)

where it is worth noting that the dark energy com ponent is dependent on
a rather than a,. This does not m atter for -cosmologies as f (@) = 0, and
the a dependence in this term is rem oved. For other dark energy m odels,
this dependence follow s if the dark energy does not cluster on the scales of
Interest. For such coan ologicalm odels, we cannot w rite down a Friedm ann
equation for the perturbation because energy is not conserved []. W e also
have to bem ore carefiilusing virialisation argum ents to analyse the behaviour
of perturbations [].

To rst order, the overdensity of the perturbation = a’=a’ 1 evolves
according to
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which is known as the linear grow th equation.
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F ig. 3. P lot show ing the evolution ofthe scale factor of perturbationsw ith di erent
initial overdensities. A standard cosmology with y = 03, x = 0:7,h= 07,w =

1 is assum ed. T he dashed lines show the linear extrapolation of the perturbation
scales for the two least overdense perturbations.

T he evolution ofthe scale factor of the perturbations is given by the solid
Iines in F ig.l, com pared w ith the background evolution for a cosm ology w ith
Mm = 03, x =07, h=06,w = 1.These data were calculated by nu-
m erically solving E q. . For com parison, the dashed lines were calculated by
extrapolating the initial perturbation scales using the linear growth factor,
calculated from Eq.JM. D ashed lines are only plotted for the two least over—
dense perturbations. In com parison, the m ost overdense perturbations are
predicted to collapse to singularities. H owever, In practice inhom ogeneities,
and the non-circular shape of actual perturbations w illm ean that the ob fct
virialises w ith nite extent.
T he evolution of perturbations has a profound a ect on the present day
power spectrum of the m atter uctuations on am all scales. On the largest
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scales, the overdensities are am all and linear theory Eq.Jll) holds. T his in—
creasesthe am plitude ofthe uctuations, but doesnot change the shape ofthe
pow er spectrum , as the perturbation allgrow at the sam e rate (except ifneu—
trinos are cosm ologically relevant { see Section lll) . H ow ever, on the am allest
scales, overdensities are Jarge and collapse to virialised structures (eg.cluster
of galaxies). The e ect on the power spectrum is m ost easily quanti ed us—
Ing num erical sin ulations, and pow er spectra calculated from tting form ulae
derived from such simulations ] are plotted in Fig.H.
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Fig. 4. P Iots com paring non-linear (solid lines) and linear power spectra (dotted
lines) at a serdes of redshifts from z = 0 to z = 5. In the left panel the raw di-
m ensionless power spectra are plotted while In the right panel the ratio between
non-linear and linear predictions is shown. A s can be seen, on large scales linear
grow th sin ply increases the am plitude of the power spectrum , while on sm all scales
we also see an Increase In power as structures collapse at low redshifts. T here isalso
a slight decrease In power on interm ediate scales { it is thispower that is transferred
to am all scales. N on-linear pow er spectra were calculated from the tting formulae
of lllwih v = 03,h=07,ns=1,and p= n = 0:15.

6 galaxy survey analysis
6.1 estim ating the correlation function

F irst suppose that we have a single population of ob ects form Ing a P oisson
sam pling ofthe eld that we wish to constrain. T his is too sin ple an assum p—
tion for the analysis of m odem galaxy redshift surveys, but it will form a
starting point for the developm ent of the analysis tools required.

First we de ne the (unweighted) galaxy density eld

X
ng (r) p (r r1i): (20)
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The de nition of the correlation fiinction then gives
m, 0n, @i=n@nL+ ¢ Dl+n@op ¢ 19): 1)

The naltem in this equation relates to the shot noise, and only occurs for
zero separation so can be easily deal w ith.

In order to estim ate the correlation fiinction, we can consider a series of
bins in galaxy separation and m ake use of Eq. . Suppose that we have
created a much larger) random distrdbution of points that form a P oisson
sam pling of the volum e occupied by the galaxies, then

DI
IRR1

1+ a+ ); (22)
where DD is the number of galaxy-galaxy pairs wthin our bin In galaxy
separation divided by the m axin um possible num ber of galaxy-galaxy pairs
(le. for n galaxies the m axinum num ber of distinct pairs is n (n 1)=2).
Sin ilarly RR is the nom alised num ber of random random pairs, and we can
also de neD R asthe nom alised num ber of galaxy-random pairs.

TIfthe truem ean density ofgalaxiesn (r) isestin ated from the sam ple itself
(@s isaln ost always the case), wem ust include a factor (1 + ) that corrects
for the system atic o set induced. is the m ean of the twopoint correlation
function overthe sam pling geom etry [11].G ven only a single clustered sam ple
it is obviously di cul to determ ine , and the Integral constraint (as i is
known) rem ains a serious drawback to the determm ination of the correlation
finction from sm all sam ples of galaxies.

Because the galaxy and random catalogues are uncorrelated, D Ri =
MRRi, and we can consider a num ber of altematives to Eq. lll. Th particu—
lar !

O R)

1+ = 1+ ————— 1+ ); 23
RR1 ( ) @3)

hasbeen shown to have good statistical properties [1].

6.2 estim ating the pow er spectrum

In this section we consider estin ating the power spectrum by sin ply taking a
Fourder transform ofthe overdensity eld [, 10, E1]. A s for our estim ation of
the correlation function, suppose that we have quanti ed the volum e occupied
by the galaxies by creating a large random catalogue m atching the spatial
distrbbution of the galaxies, but wih no clustering (containing tines as
m any ob ects). The (unnom alised) overdensity eld is

F@=n4@ n@=; (24)

w here ng is given by Eq.ll, and n. is sin ilarly de ned for the random cata—
logue.
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Taking the Fourder transform ofthis eld, and calculating the power gives

Z 7
d3k0 0 0 1 3
¥ k)F = o BE) PO 0B K K9F+ a+ =) Imw);
(25)
where G (k) ifthe Fourder transform of the w ndow function, de ned by
z
G k) n )e**dr; 26)

and the naltem in Eq.ll gives the shot noise. In contrast to the correla—
tion function, there is a shot noise contribution at every scale. The integral
constraint has reduced to subtracting a single D irac delta function from the
centre of the unconvolved pow er —as before this allow s for the fact that we do
not know the m ean density of galaxies.

6.3 com plications

T here are two com plications which constitute the m ain hindrance to using
clistering in galaxy surveys to constrain cosm ology. T hey are redshift space
distortions { system atic deviations in m easured redshift in addition to the
Hubblk ow, and galaxy bias { the fact that galaxies do not form a P oisson
sam pling of the underlying m atter distribution . D enoting the m easurem ent of
a quantity in redshift space (galaxy distances calculated from redshifts) by a
superscript ° and in real space (true galaxy distances) by *, we can w rite the
m easured pow er spectrum P, as

Poar  Foas, @7)
Pmass P;al P ass

S
Pgal _

The rst of these tem s corresponds to redshift space distortions, whilke the
second corresponds to galaxy bias.

redshift space distortions

There are two key m echanisn s that system atically distort galaxy redshifts
from their Hubble ow values. First, structures are conthhually grow ing
through gravity, and galaxies f2ll into larger structures. The infall velociy
adds to the redshift, m aking the distance estin ates using the Hubble ow

wrong. This m eans that clusters of galaxies appear thinner along the line—
ofsight, causing an increase n the m easured power. In the distant observer
approxin ation, the apparent am plitude of the linear density disturbance can
be readily calculated 1], leading to a change in the pow er corresponding to

P =P 0+ )% 28)
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where = [(®=b, b isan assum ed linear bias fr the galaxies, and is the
cosine between the velocity vector and the lneofsight. In the am all angle
approxin ation, we average over a uniform distrbution for giving

P’ z 29)

r 2
gal™ Pgal 1+ 5 +

gl

For large redshift surveys of the nearby Universe, the an all angl approxin a—
tion breaks down, although a linear result can be obtained using a spherical
expansion of the survey (see Section [l .

W hen ob fcts collapse and virialise they attain a distrbution w ith som e
velociy dispersion. These random velocities an ear out the collapsed ob Ect
along the line of sight in redshift space, lrading to the existence of linear struc—
tures pointing tow ards the cbserver. T hese structures, known as \ ngersof-
god" can be corrected by m atching w ith a group catalogue and applying a
correction to the galaxy eld before analysis []. A tematively, if the pair-
w ise distrbution of velocity di erences is approxin ated by an exponential
distribution, then

P2 =Pl 0+k ?2=2)"; 30)

where 400km s ! isthe paimw ise velocity dispersion BH].

galaxy bias

By the sin ple phrase \galaxy bias" astronom ers quantify the \m essy" as-
trophysics of galaxy form ation. It is comm on to assum e a local linear bias
with ga1 = b nass, which leads to a sinple relation between power spectra
P;al = PPy ass. If this bias is independent of the scale probed, then there is
nothing to worry about { the galaxy and m atter pow er spectra have the sam e
shape. H owever, it iswellknown that galaxies ofdi erent types have di erent
clistering strengths { two recent analyses are [, 0]

O ne sin ple way of understanding galaxy bias is to use the \halo m odel",
which has becom e popular over the last 5 years [, I, B]. F irst, consider
the distrbution of the underlying m atter { the power spectrum was shown in
Fig.M. There are two distinct regin es: on large scales, linear grow th holds,
while on an all scales the dark m atter has form ed Into halos: i has either
undergone collapse and has virialised, or is on the way to virialisation.G alax—
ies pinpoint certain locations w ithin the dark m atter halos, according to an
occupation distrdbution for each galaxy type. This form s a natural environ—
ment In which to m odel galaxy bias, wih galaxies of di erent lum inosities
and types have di erent occupation distributions depending on the physics of
their form ation.

For 2-pt statistics, then there are tw o possbilities for pairs ofgalaxies.W e
could have chosen a pair where both galaxies lie In the sam e halo { this is
m ost lkely on sn all scales. A tematively, the galaxies m ight be in di erent
halos { this ism ost lkely on large scales.O n large scales, the halos them selves
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are biased com pared w ith the m atter and we can use the peak-background
split m odel [, B, B] to estin ate the Increase In clustering strength. T his
Iim iting large scale valuie o ersa route to determ ine them assesofthe virialised
structures In which particular galaxies live.

G Wven a linear bias m odel for each type of galaxy in the sample to be
analysed, it ispossble to m ultiply the contribution ofeach galaxy to the esti-
m ate of the overdensity eld by the Inverse ofan expected bias [1]. P rovided
the biasm odel is correct (and possbly altered for each scale observed), then
this rem oves any system atic o set In the recovered pow er spectrum caused by
galaxy bias. The problem is that we need to have an accurate m odel of the
galaxy bias In order to rem ove it.

6.4 weights

T he procedure described in Section lll can be extended to include weights
for each galaxy In order to optin ise the analysis [1]. U nder the assum ptions
that the wavelength of interest 2 =k is an all com pared w ith the survey scale
(ie. the window is negligble), and that the uctuations are G aussian, then
the optin alweight applied to galaxy i is

.
1+ n@)P &)

(31)

wheren (r;) isthem ean galaxy density at the location ofgalaxy i.A t locations
w here the m ean galaxy density is low , galaxies are weighted equally. W here
the galaxy density is high, we weight by volum e. It is worth noting that the
optin al weights also depend on an estin ate of the power spectrum to be
m easured, and therefore depend on the scale of interest. H owever, In practice
this dependence is su ciently weak that very little nform ation is lost by
assum ing a constant =3 k).

Tt is possible to nclude galaxy bias when determ ining weights and opti-
m ising the analysis in order to recover the m ost signal. G iven a bias for each
galaxy by Wwhich can be dependent on any galaxy properties and the scale of
Interest), then the optin alweighting is [1].

B
Wi = P i (32)
1+ n(@iby)BP k)

which up-weights the m ost biased galaxies that contain the strongest coan o—
logical signal.
6.5 sphericalbases

Th Section [l w e described them ost sin ple analysism ethod fora 3-din ensional
galaxy survey { decom posing into a 3D Fourderbasis.H ow ever, asw e discussed
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in Section [l redshift-space distortions com plicate the situation, and cannot
easily be deal with using a Fourder basis. By decom posing Into a basis that
is separable In radialand angular directions, we can m ore easily correct such
distortions. A pictorial com parison of the Fourder basis w ith a radialangular
separable basis is presented 1 F ig.H.

Fig. 5. Com parison of 3D Fourder basis split into 2D and 1D com ponents (right)
w ith basis of SphericalH amm onics with 1= 2 andm = 0;1 { top left) and Spherical
Bessel functions (ottom left).

In this section we provide an overview ofa form alisn to do this based on
work by I, B, l]. For altemative form alism s see [, I, I]. Th com parison
w ith the Fourder decom position Eqg.l), we decom pose into a 3D basis of
Spherical Ham onics Yy, and spherical B essel finctions j

r EZ 1 %
x)= - m &) E&x) Y, (; )kdk: (33)
0 im

Because of the choice of bases, the transform ation 3, k) $ k (k) isuniary
so we retain the bene t ofworking w ith the Fourier pow er spectrum

hip &) omo®)i=P &k p &k k)5 @ ODpm mo: (34)

A s in Section M, we have sin pli ed the analysisby not including any galaxy
w eights, although these can be introduced into the form alism .A dditionally, it
is easier to work with a xed boundary condition —usually that uctuations
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vanish at som e large radiis so that we are only concemed w ith radialm odes
that have
d
e kx) ) = 0; 35)
so that the decom position becom es

X
x)= Cn mnit&nX)¥m (5 ); (36)

ILm ;n

where ¢, is a nom alising constant.
In orderto analyse the transform ed m odes, weneed am odelforh 1, n 1, onod.
First we dealw ith the survey volum e by introducing a convoluition

N X 1 00 °
Imn = M mn 1°m on 0y 37)
1om On©
where
Z
m °n® _ 3 . . . . .
M pn = CnCrno AKX ®K)J K x)Je Kopox)Yy (7 )Yopo( 7 ): (38)

W e can include the e ect of linear redshift space distortions by a transform

. . r d . r
knx®) " Jknx") + X]jndxrjl(klnx )i 39)
w here X
1 dh kin x*)
X 1n = —Cn mn——_;Ym (i ): (40)
K2 dx
Im n
Here = 2%=b.The biasb corrects for the fact that while we m easure the

galaxy power soectrum , the redshift space distortions depend on the m ass.
W e can also Introduce a further convolution to correct for the an allscale
ngersofgod e ect

~ X 100, 00, 00
10m 0n0 = Pm 0n0  1%0m 0n0; 41)
100 007 00
where
Z 7
100, 00,00 b b ) )
S P 000 = C1n0CI00R0 10700 ooy 00 p y) Jo (kppor) Jioo (k00 w0y) rdry dY;

42)
and p(r vy) is the 1-dim ensional scattering probability for the velocity dis—
persion. It is also possbl to include bias and evolution corrections In the
analysism ethod [1].

For a given cosn ologicalm odel, we can use the above form alism to calcu—
Jate the covariancem atrix h 1, n 1°m 0n0ol ©rN m odes, and then calculate the
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Likelhood ofa given cosm ologicalm odel assum ing that " n hasa G aussian
distrioution

1T 1A

L[ o0 odell= > maC " ma 43)

1

where C isthem atrix ofh 1, o 100 0noi.

7 practicalities
7.1 brief description of redshift surveys

The 2dF G alaxy Redshift Survey 2dFGRS), which is now com plete, covers
approxin ately 1800 square degrees distribbuted betw een tw o broad strips, one
across the South G alactic pole and the other close to the N orth G alacticPole,
plus a set 0f 99 random 2 degree elds spread over the f1ll southem galactic
cap.The nalcatalogue contains reliable redshifts for 221 414 galaxies selected
to an extinction-corrected m agnitude lim i of approxin ately by = 1945 1]

In contrast, the Sloan D igital Sky Survey (SD SS) is an ongoing photo—
m etric and spectroscopic suxrvey. T he SD SS includes tw o spectroscopic galaxy
surxveys: the m ain galaxy sam ple which is com plete to a reddening-corrected
Petrosian r m agniude brighter than 17:77, and a desgper sam ple of lum inous
red galaxy sam ple selected based on both colour and m agnitude [0]. The
SD SS has regular public data releases: the 4th data release In 2005 included
480000 independent galaxy spectra [1].W hen com pleted, the SD SS w ill have
obtained spectra or 10° galaxies.

7.2 angular m ask

Both the recent 2dF galaxy redshift @dFGRS) and the ongoing Sloan D igial
Sky Survey (SD SS) adopted an adaptive tiling system in order to target pho—
tom etrically selected galaxies for spectroscopic follow -up. T he circular tiles
w ithin which spectra could be taken in a single pointing of the telescope were
adaptively tted over the survey region, w ith regions of high galaxy density
being covered by two orm ore tiles. A region of such tiling is shown in Fig.H.
T his procedure divides the survey into segm ents, each w ith a di erent com -
pleteness —the ratio of good quality spectra to galaxies targeted. It is usually
assum ed that this com pleteness isuniform acrosseach ofthe segm ents form ed
by overlapping tiles. Understanding this com pleteness is a m a pr considera—
tion when perform ing a lJarge-scale structure analysis ofeither ofthese surveys.
N ote that the distribution of segm ents depends on allad pining targeted tiles,
not just those that have been observed.

A s well as understanding the com pleteness, we also need to consider the
e ect ofthe weather — spectra taken under bad observing conditions w ill tend
to preferentially give redshifts for nearby rather than distant galaxies.W e also
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Fig. 6. Section In the SD SS DR 4 angular m ask show Ing the positions of galaxies
w ith measured redshifts (plack dots), the positions of the plates from which the
spectra were obtained (large black circles) and the segm ents w ithin the m ask that
have di erent com pletenesses (coloured regions).

need to worry about bad elds —regions near bright stars w here photom etric
data is of poor quality. For the SD SS, there are hard lim is for the spectro-
scopic region depending on how much photom etric data was available when
the targeting algorithm was run.A Il of these e ects are well known and can
be Included in an analysis.

7.3 radial distribution

In addition to the angular distrbution of galaxies, we also need to be ablk
to m odel the radialdistrbution { in the om alisn introduced in Section M,
we need this mfom ation In order to create the random catalogue. P erhaps
the best way of doing this is to m odel the true lum inosity fiinction of the
distrbbution of ocbserved galaxies, and then apply a m agniude cuto . This
was the procedure adopted in BM]. H ow ever, the reduction in the am plitude
of the recovered pow er spectrum caused by tting to the redshift distrdbution
isanalland it iscommon to sinply t a finctional form to the distrdbution.
In Fig.ll we present the distrbution of galaxy redshifts in the SDSS DR 4
sam ple com pared w ith a t ofthe form [M]
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F ig.7.Redshift distrdbution of spectroscopically observed galaxies w ithin the SD SS
DR 4 wih apparent R m agniude less than 17:5 and 17:77 (solid circles). For com —
parison we show the best t model given by Eq. [l or each distrbution (solid
Iines).

f@z)= z7exp — ; 44)

where g, b and z. are free param eters that have been tted to the data.

8 results from recent surveys

8.1 results

Th Tablk [l we summ arise recent cosm ological constraints derived from the
2dFGRS and SD SS. In order to provide a fair test of di erent analyses, we
have only presented best- t param eters and errors or y h, xing the other
In portant param eters. D egeneracies betw een param eters, caused by the sin —
ilarity between power spectrum shapes shown in Fig.llm ean that, it is only
the m ost recent analyses of the largest sam ples that can sin ultaneously con—
strain 2 orm ore of these param eters. In Tablkllwe also presented the num ber
of galaxy redshifts used in each analysis.
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Table 1. Summ ary of recent cosm ological constraints from 2dFGRS and SD SS
galaxy redshift surveys.To try to provide a f2ir com parison, we only present the best—

t value and quoted error for y h assum Ing that all other cosm ological param eters
are xed ms = 1, h= 072, =y = 017, = vy = 0:0), and m argihalise over
the nom alisation.

survey reference galaxy redshifts m ethod v h

2dFGRS ] 166490 Fourier 0206 0023
2dFGRS 1 142756 SphericalH am onics 0215 0:035
2dFGRS ] 221414 Fourier 0472 02014
SD SS ] 205484 KL analysis 0207 02030
SD SS 1 205443 SphericalH am onics 0225  0:040
SD SS LRG ] 46748 correlation function 0:185 0:015

T he pow er spectra recovered from these analyses are com pared i Fig. .
W e have corrected each for survey window function e ects using the best-t
m odel pow er soectrum . T he am plitudes have also been m atched, so this plot
m erely show s the shapes of the spectra. It is clear that the general shape of
the galaxy pow er spectrum isnow wellknown, and the tum-over is detected at
high signi cance. T he exact position ofthe tum-over is how ever, m ore poorly
known and by exam ining the nalcolimn of Table M, we see that there are
discrepancies between recent analysesat the 2 Ilevel

9 com bination with CM B data

In this section we consider recent CM B observations and see how the com ple—
m entarity between CM B and large scale structure constraints can break de—
generacies inherent in these data.Them a pr steps required In a pint analysis
are described, leading up to Section [, n which we present the constraints
from an exam ple t to recent data.

9.1 cosm ologicalm odels

Before we start looking at constraining coam ologicalm odels using CM B and
galaxy P (k) data, it is worth brie vy introducing the set of comm only used
coam ologicalparam eters (for further discussion see the recent review by [1]).
It is standard to assum e G aussian, adiabatic uctuations, and we w ill not
discuss altemativeshere. It ispossble to param eterise the cosn ologicalm odel
using a num ber of related setsofparam eters. It isvitalin any analysisthat the
m odelthat isbeing tted to the data is fully speci ed { including param eters
and assum ed priors. M any param eters have valies that sim plify the theory
from which the models are calculated (eg. the assum ption that the total
density in the Universe is equal to the critical density). W hether the data
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F ig. 8. P ot com paring galaxy power soectra calculated by di erent analysis tech—
niques for di erent surveys. T he redshift-space power spectrum calculated by ]
(solid circles w ith 1- errors shown by the shaded region) are com pared w ith other
m easurem ents of the 2dFGR S power spectrum shape by BM] { open circles, ] {
solid stars, B] { open stars. W here appropriate the data have been corrected to
rem ove e ects ofthe survey volum e, by calculating the e ect on a m odelpow er spec—
trum with y h= 0168, p,= v = 00, h= 072 & ns = 1.A zerobaryon m odel
was chosen in order to avoid adding features into the power spectra. A llof the data
are renom alized to m atch the power spectrum of ll]. T he open triangles show the
uncorrelated SD SS realspace P (k) estin ate of ], calculated using their h odeling
m ethod’ with no FOG com pression (their Table 3).T hese data have been corrected
for the SD SS window as described above for the 2dFGR S data. T he solid line show s
am odellinearpower spectrum with y h= 0:168, ,= y = 017,h= 072, ns =1
and nomm alization m atched to the 2dFGR S pow er spectrum .
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Justify dropping one of these assum ptions is an Interesting B ayesian question

1, which is outside the rem it of the overview presented here, and we w ill
sin ply introduce the param eters comm only used and possible assum ptions
about their values.

First, we need to know the geom etry of the Universe, param eterised by
total energy density  or, or the curvature g , with the \sinpli ed" value
being that the energy density isequalto the criticalvalue ( ot = 1, x = 0).
W e also need to know the constituents of the energy density, which we pa—
ram eterise by the dark m atter density . , baryon density p, and neutrino

density . Although i is commonly assum ed that the combined neutri-
nos m ass has negligble coan ological e ect. The combined m atter densiy
M = ¢t pH could also be de ned as a param eter, replacing one

of the other density m easurem ents. W e also need to specify the dark en-
ergy properties, particularly the equation of state w (@), which is comm only
assum ed to be constantw @) = 1, so this eld isequivalent to .The per-
turbations after In ation are speci ed by the scalar spectral ndex ng, w ith
ns = 1 being the m ost sin ple assum ption. Possible running of this spectral
Index is param eterised by = dng=dk if incluided. A possble tensor contri-
bution param eterised by the tensor spectral index n., and tensor-to-scalar
ratio r is som etin es explicitly included. T he evolution to present day is pa—
ram eterised by the Hubble constant h, and for the CM B the optical depth to
last-scattering surface .F inally, three param eters that are often ignored and
m arginalised over are the galaxy biasbk) (offen assum ed to be constant) and
the CM B beam B and calbration C errors.

9.2 theM CM C technique

Large m ultiparam eter likelhood calculations are com putationally expensive
using grid-based technigues. C onsequently, the M arkov-Chain M onteC arlo
M CM C) technique iscomm only used for such analyses.W hilk there is publi-
cally available code to calculate coam ologicalm odel constraints 1], the basic
m ethod is extrem ely sim ple and relatively straightforward to code.

TheM CM C m ethod providesam echanian to generate a random sequence
ofparam eter values w hose distrbution m atches the posterior probability dis—
trbution ofa Bayesian analysis. Chains are sequentially calculated using the
M etropolis algorithm [Ml]: given a chain at position x, a candidate point x° is
chosen at random from a proposaldistrbution f x%k).This point is aWways
accepted, and the chain m oves to point x°, if the new position has a higher
likelhood. If the new position x° is less likely than x, then x° is accepted,
and the chai m oves to point x° w ith probability given by the ratio of the
likelihood ofx° and the likelhood of x . In the lim it of an in nite num ber of
steps, the chains w ill reach a converged distribbution where the distribution of
chain links are representative of the likelhood hypersurface, given any sym —
m etric proposaldistribution £ ®%k) = f &k (the E rgodic theorem : see, for
example, 0.
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Tt is comm on to in plem ent dynam ic optin isation of the sam pling of the
likelthood surface (see [1]] orexam ples) .A gain, it issin ple to assum eam ulti-
variate G aussian proposal function, centered on the current chain position.
G ven such a proposaldistribution, and an estin ate of the covariance m atrix
for the likelhood surface at each step, the optim al approach for a G aussian
likelthood would proceed as follow s.

A long each principal direction corresponding to an eigenvector of the co—
variance m atrix, the variance 2 ofthem ultivariate G aussian proposal fiinc—
tion should be set to be a xed muliple of the corresponding eigenvalue of
the covariance m atrix. To see the reasoning behind this, consider translating
from the originall7 param eters to the set of param eters given by the decom —
position along the principal directions of the covariance m atrix each divided
by the standard deviation in that direction. In this basis, the lkelhood func—
tion is isotropic and the param eters are uncorrelated. C learly an optim ized
proposal function will be the sam e In each direction, and we have adjusted
the proposal function to have precisely this property. T here is just a single
param eter left to optim ize { we are free to m ultiply the w idth ofthe proposal
function by a constant in all directions. But we know that the optim al frac-
tion of candidate positions that are accepted should be 025 [1]], so we can
adjust the nom alization of the proposalw idth to give this acceptance frac—
tion. N ote that the dynam ic changing of the proposal function w idth violates
the sym m etry ofthe proposaldistribution f (x%¥k) assum ed in the M etropolis
algorithm . H ow ever, this isnot a problem ifwe only use sections ofthe chains
w here variations betw een estin ates of the covariance m atrix are sm all.

T he rem aining issue is convergence { how do we know when we have su —
ciently long chains that we have adequately sam pled the posterior probability.
A number of tests are available [, 1], although it's always a good idea to
perform a num ber of sanity checksaswell { for exam ple, do we get the sam e
result from di erent chains started a w idely separated locations in param eter
space?

9.3 introduction to the CM B

O ver the past few years there has been a dram atic In provem ent in the res-
olution and accuracy ofm easurem ents of uctuations in the tem perature of
the CM B radiation. T he discovery of features, In particular, the st acous—
tic peak, in the power spectrum of the CM B tem perature has led to a new
data—xrich era In cosm ology [, Bi]. M ore recently a signi cant leap forward
was m ade w ih the release of the rst year data from the W M AP satellite
., ]. The relative positions and heights of the acoustic peaks encode in—
form ation about the values of the fiindam ental coan ological param eters, as
discussed for the m atter pow er spectrum in Sectionll. Fora at cosm ological
modelwithns=1, w = 03,h= 07and ph?= 0:02theCMB andm atter
pow er spectra are com pared in Fig.ll. Th order to create F ig.M, the angular
CM B power spectrum was converted to com oving scales by considering the
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Fig. 9. P ot com paring large scale structure (lower panel) and CM B (upper panel)
power spectra. The angular CM B power spectrum w as converted to com oving scales
using the com oving distance to the last scattering surface. T he m atter pow er spec—
trum (solid { linear, dashed { non-lihear, present day), hasbeen ratioed to a sm ooth
m odel w ith zero baryons in order to highlight the baryonic features. D otted lines
show the positions of the peaks in the CM B spectrum .

com oving scale ofthe uctuations at the Jast scattering surface. In F ig.ll, the
m atter pow er spectrum hasbeen ratioed to a sm ooth zero baryon m odelin in
order to highlight features { even so, the baryon oscillations are signi cantly
more visble In the CM B uctuation spectrum . T he vertical dotted lines In
this plot are located at the peaks In the CM B spectrum and highlight the
phase o set between the two spectra. The CM B peaks are =2 out of phase
w ith the m atter peaks because they occur where the velocity is m axim um ,
rather than the density at the last scattering surface { this is known as the
velociy overshoot. Additionally there is a profction e ect { the ocbserved
CM B spectrum is the 2D profction of 3D uctuations, and so is convolved
with an asymm etric function: the profction can increase, but not decrease
the wavelength ofa given uctuation.

A com pilation of recent CM B data is presented in Fig.llll. H ere we have
plotted both the tem peraturetem perature (IT'T) auto-power spectrum and
the tem peratureE -m ode polarisation (TE) crosspower soectrum . The m ost
signi cant current data set is, of course, the W M AP data shown by the solid
circles in this gure. However, additional inform ation is provided on small
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Fig.10.Upperpanel:Thel-yrW M AP TT power spectrum (polack circles) isplotted
w ith the CBI (red triangles), VSA (green squares) and ACBAR (blue stars) data at
higher 1. Lowerpanel: The 1-yrW M AP TE power spectrum (black circles). In both
panels the solid black line show sthebest tm odelcalculated from tting theCM B
data.

scales by a num ber of other experin ents. In Fig.[ll, we plot data from the
CBI ], vsA ], and ACBAR ] experin ents.

Likelhood surfaces from a multiparameter t to these CM B data are
shown i Fig .. For this t, 7 param eterswere allowed to vary: ch?, ph?,
h, ,n;, g,and h? .0 ther cosn ologicalparam etersw ere set at their \m odel
sin pli cation” values as discussed in Section M. In particular, we have as—
sum ed a at coan ologicalm odelw ith o = 1 and that the tensor contribu-—
tion to the CM B is negligble. In choosing this set of 7 param eters, and using
the standard M CM C technique we have in plicitly assum ed uniform priors for
each. T he constraints on the 7 tted param eters are given in Tabk .

9.4 param eter degeneracies in the CM B data

By exam ining Fig. lll we see that the CM B data alone do not constrain
all of the fundam ental coam ological param eters considered to high precision.
D egeneracies exist between certain com binations of param eterswhich lead to
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Fig.11.2D progctionsofthe 7D lkelhood surface resulting from a ttotheCM B
data plotted in Fig. . The shading represents areas with 2 L = 2:3;6:0;92

corresponding to 1 , 2 and 3 con dence intervals for m ultiparam eter G aussian

random variables. There are two prim ary degeneracies — betw een <h? and h and
between ns, and ph?, which are discussed further in Section .
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Table 2. Summ ary of coan ological param eter constraints calculated by tting a
7-param eter cosm ological m odel to the CM B data plotted in Fig. [l and to the
com bination of these data w ith the m easurem ent of the 2dFGR S power spectrum

] { see text for details. D ata are given wih 1 error, except for h? which is
presented asa 1 upper lim it.

param eter CM B constraint CM B+ 2dFGR S constraint

<h? 0:107 0:015 0:106 0:006
yh?  0:0238 0:0021 0:0235 0:00166
h 0725 0:096 0718 0:036

< 0204 0117 < 0:195 0085
ns 100 0:064 0:987 0:046
o 0703 0:125 0696 0:085
h? < 000700 < 0006

CM B uctuation spectra that cannot be distinguished by current data [].
To help to explain how these degeneracies arise, CM B m odels w ith di erent
cosm ological param eters are plotted in Fig. .

Constrainingm odels to be at doesnot fully break the geom etricaldegen—
eracy present when considering m odels w ith varying o+, and a degeneracy
between the dark m atter density . and the Hubbl param eter h rem ains.
Fig.ll shows that both . and h a ect the location of the st acoustic
peak. A sinpl argum ent can be used to show that m odels with the same
value of  h3* predict the sam e apparent angle subtended by the light hori-
zon and therefore the sam e location forthe rstacousticpeak n the TT power
spectrum JM]. T he degeneracy in Fig. [l roughly ©llow s this prediction.

T here is another degeneracy that that can be seen in Fig.lll between ng,

and ph?.From Fig.lll, we see that the e ect of the opticaldepth  on the
shape ofthe T T pow er spectrum occurs predom inantly at low m ultipoles.By
adjisting the tilt of the prim ordial spectrum  (ng), the low — pow er soectrum
can be approxin ately corrected for the changein , and the high—' end can be
adjusted by changing the baryon density. T his degeneracy is weakly broken
by the TE data which provide an additional constraint on

9.5 results from the com bination of LSS and CM B data

TheCM B degeneracy between . andh can bebroken by lncliding additional
constraints from the power spectrum of galaxy clistering. T here have been
a num ber of studies using both CM B and large-scale structure data to set
coamn ological constraints, w th a sem inalpaper com ing from the W M AP col
laboration [l]. Recently new am allscale CM B data and largescale structure
analyses have increased the accuracy to which the cosm ological param eters
are known. 0, 0],

I Fig.lll, we provide a likelihood plot as in Figlll, but now including
the coam ologicalconstraints from the nal2dFGRS power spectrum []. For
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Fig. 13.AsFigllll, but now incliding extra constraints from the 2dFGRS analy—
sis of []]. These constraints helps to break the prim ary degeneracies discussed in
Section [Hl.

this analysis, a constant bias was assum ed and we tted the galaxy power
spectrum over the range 002 < k < 0:15hM pc ! . The derived param eter
constraints for the 7 param eters varied are com pared w ith the constraints
from tting the CM B data only in Tablk M. The physical neutrino density

h? is unconstrained w ithin the prior nterval ¢hysically, i m ust be > 0),
so we only provide an upper lim it.

A Table of param eter constraints, such as that presented in Tablll repre—
sents the end point of our story.W e have introduced the m a pr steps required
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to utilise a galaxy survey to provide cosm ologicalparam eter constraints, and
have ended up w ith an exam ple ofa set of constraints for a particularm odel.
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