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T he angular pow er spectrum of the cosn ic m icrow ave background (CM B) contains infom ation
on virtually all cosn ological param eters of interest, including the geom etry of the Universe ( ),
the baryon density, the Hubbl constant (h), the cosn ological constant ( ), the num ber of light
neutrinos, the ionization history, and the am plitudes and spectral ndices of the prim ordial scalar
and tensor perturbation spectra. W e review the im print of each param eter on the CM B . A ssum ing
only that the prim ordial perturbations were adiabatic, we use a covariance atrix approach to
estin ate the precision w ith which these param eters can be detem ined by a CM B tem perature m ap
as a function of the fraction of sky m apped, the level of pixel noise, and the angular resolution.
For exam ple, w ith no prior inform ation about any of the coam ological param eters, a fullsky CM B
map wih 0:5 angular resolution and a noise level of 15 K per pixel can detem ne , h, and

w ith standard errors of 0: or better, and provide detem inations of other param eters which
are Inaccessible w ith traditional observations. Sm aller beam sizes or prior infom ation on som e of
the other param eters from other observations in proves the sensitivity. T he dependence on the the
underlying cosm ologicalm odel is discussed.

98.70Vv, 98.80C

I.NTRODUCTION

O ne ofthe fundam entalgoals of observational coam ology today ism easurem ent ofthe classical cosm ologicalparam —
eters: the totaldensity (or equivalently, the geom etry) of the Universe, ; the cosn ological constant ; the baryon
density p; and the Hubble constant H ;. A ccurate m easurem ent of these quantities w ill test the comerstones of
the hot bigbang theory and w ill provide answers to som e of the outstanding questions In cosn ology. For exam ple,
determm ination of the geom etry of the Universe w ill tell us the ulim ate fate of the Universe and test the in ationary
paradigm , while an independent check of j, can con m the predictions of bigbang nuclkosynthesis.

In addition, param eters describing prin ordial perturbations are related to the origin of large-scale structure In
the Universe and m ay shed light on a possibl in ationary epoch. Perhaps the m ost In portant of these are the
nom alization Qs and spectral ndex ng of the prin ordial spectrum of scalar perturbations that gave rise to the
observed structure. In ation m ay produce a spectrum of graviy waves, quanti ed by an am pliude @ and spectral
Index nt . A neutrino species w th a m ass greater than an €V a ects structure form ation, so the number N of light

Juingm an@ npac.syredu
Ykam ion@ phys.colum bia edu
“akosow sky@ cfa harvard edu
*dns@ astro princeton edu


http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9512139v2

fmeaningm < 1 &V) neutrnos is another coam ological param eter of in portance. The ionization history of the
Universe is also certainly related to the evolution of structure in the Universe.

In this paper, we estin ate how well cosm ological param eters can be determ ined from a CM B tem perature m ap.
Since the Initial detection of tem perature anisotropies In the coam ic m icrow ave background (CM B) by the COBE
satellite {].], over a dozen other balloon-bome and ground-based experin ents have announced anisotropy detections
on an aller angular scales [2] W ih the existence of anisotropiesnow m ly established, sights are shifting to accurate
determ nation of the CM B power spectrum over a wide range of angular scales. Several technological advances,
Including In proved am pli ers, interferom etry, and long-duration balloon ights, hold great prom ise for high-precision
m easurem ents. U lim ately, a satellite w ith sub-degree angular resolution w ill provide a detailed m ap of the entire
m icrow ave sky In m ultiple frequency bands E_B'x].

A detailed m ap of the coam icm icrow ave background can potentially provide a wealth of lnform ation on the values
of coam ological param eters. Roughly speaking, the am ount of inform ation In a m ap is proportional to the number
of pixels on the sky, and this is inversely proportional to the square of the beam width. Thus, a map w ith a beam
width of 0.5 willcontain over 100 tim es asm uch inform ation asCOBE , which had a beam w idth oforder 7 , and an
0.1 —resolution experin ent would have, roughly speaking, 10? tin es as much infom ation! It should be no surprise,
therefore, that a m ap w ith good angular resolution should be able to determ ine m any m ore cosm ological param eters
than COBE, which really only constrains the nomn alization of the CM B power soectrum and the e ective CM B
spectral index at large angular scales.

W e consider an experin ent which m aps a given fraction ofthe sky w ith a given angular resolution and a given level
ofpixel noise. W e use a covariancem atrix approach to evaluate the standard errors which would arise by tting the
power spectrum cbtained In this experim ent to all the unknown cosm ological param eters. W e display results for a
range of realistic values for the fraction of sky covered, level of pixel noise, and angular resolution. O ur resuls are
quite prom ising: W ith m inin alassum ptions, realistic satellite experin ents could potentially determ ine , , and the
In ationary observables to far greater precision than any traditionalm easurem ents. Furthem ore, the inform ation
provided on other param eters w ill be com petitive w th (and w ith additional reasonable assum ptions, superior to)
current probes. A fhough we focus here only on m odels w ith prin ordial adiabatic perturbations, we are con dent
that if the perturbations tum out to be isocurvature, it w illbe evident in the tem perature m aps (and perhaps also
In polarization m aps, spectral distortions, and non-gaussian tem perature distributions), and that sim ilar resuls on
param eter determ ination w ill apply. Indeed, recent calculations ofthe CM B power spectrum In defect m odels t4] and
In isocurvaturem odels [E: 1suggest that such m odels should be clearly distinguishable from the adiabatic case. A lthough
w e have satellite m apping experin ents In m ind, our resuls can also be applied to ground or balloon experin ents, or
to the com bined results of several com plem entary m easurem ents.

An in portant issue facing any lkelhood analysis is the choice of the space ofm odels considered. H ere we consider
m odels w ith prin ordial adiabatic perturbations. O ur space of m odels allow s a coan ological constant, an open (or
closed) Universe, tensor m odes (W ih a free spectral index), variations In the baryon density and Hubble constant,
tiltted prin ordial spectra, and prin ordial spectra that deviate from pure power law s. W e assum e that the dark'm atter
is cold; however, the CM B power soectrum is only slightly altered In m ixed and hot dark-m atter m odels [_é], and
we allow the number ofm assless neutrinos to vary. T herefore, our conclisions on param eter determ ination w illbe
virtually independent of the fraction of hot dark m atter.

In the follow ing Section, we describe our calculation of the power spectrum . In Section ITT, we ilustrate the e ect
of each coam ological param eter that we consider on the CM B spectrum . In Section IV, we discuss the covariance
m atrix. To illustrate, In Section V , we present results for the standard errorsto the param eters that would be obtained
assum Ing the true cosn ologicalm odel is standard CDM . W e also discuss how these results change if the underlying
model di ers from the canonical standard-CDM model. In Section VI, we discuss the validity of the covariance—
m atrix approach to the analysis. In Section V IT, we m ake som e concluding rem arks and discuss som e fiiture areas of
nvestigation.

II.CALCULATION OF THE CM B SPECTRUM

In m any areas of astrophysics, i is di cul to m ake detailed quantitative predictions as properties of com plex
system s depend on non-linear physics of poorly m easured and poorly understood phenom ena. Fortunately, the early
Universe was very sin ple and nearly uniform . The density uctuations are all iIn the linear regine ( = 104)
and non-lineare ectsareunin portant. D1 erent groupsusing di erent gauge choices and num erical algorithm sm ake
very sin ilar predictions for CM B uctuations for a given m odel. This sin ple linearity m akes possible the detailed
param eter determ ination that we describe in this paper.

The CM B angularpower spectrum C () isde ned as
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w here the angle brackets represent an ensamble average over all angles and observer positions. Here T (1)=T, is
the fractional tem perature uctuation in the direction 71, and the mean CM B tem perature ish = 2726 0:010K
f11. This power soectrum is conveniently expressed In tem s of s mulipole m om ents C+, de ned by expanding the

angular dependence in Legendre polynom ials, P (x):
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G Wen am odel for structure form ation, calculation ofthem ultipole m om ents is straightforw ard and is accom plished by
solution of the coupled system of Boltzm ann equations for each particle species (ie., photons, baryons, m asslkss and
possbly m assive neutrinos, and cold dark m atter) and E Instein equations for the evolution ofthem etric perturbations.
The ‘= 1 tem is indistinguishable from the D oppler shift due to proper m otion w ith respect to the m icrow ave
background rest fram e and is conventionally ignored. For theories w ith gaussian iniial perturbations, the set of C -
com pletely speci esthe statisticalproperties ofthe theory. Sihcewe can only observe from a single vantage point in the
Universe, the cbserved m ultipole m om ents C °° w ill be distributed about them ean value C + w ith a \coam ic variance"

I 2=@2+ 1)C+; no m easuram ent can defeat this variance. P ower-spectrum predictions and m easurem ents are
traditionally plotted as ‘(*+ 1)C . versus ‘.

For the purposes of covariance-m atrix evaluation, as well as for likelhood m axin ization ig,:g] and M onte Carlo
analysis, i is usefil to have an algorithm for rapid evaluation of the CM B spectrum for a given set of coan ological
param eters. W ebegin w ith a sam ranalytic solution ofthe coupled Boltzm ann, uid, and E instein equations developed
by Hu and Sugiyam a E[(_i] for at cold-dark-m atterm odels, w hich we generalize to accom m odate an open Universe, a
coam ologicalconstant, tensorm odes, and reionization. T he code is fast enough to enable likelthood analyses requiring
tens of thousands of pow er—spectrum evaluations. W e have checked that our sam ianalytic calculation agreesw ih the
resuls of a publicly available num erical code f_l-]_}] for several param eters. Here we brie y describe our calculation.

The mulipole m om ents are expressed as

c.=cS+ct; @3)

where C? is the contrbution from scalar perturbations and CT is the contrbution from tensor m odes. The scalar
contrbution is given by
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where o isthe conformm altin e today (the conform altine = dt=awj1:haﬂlesca]eﬁctoroftheUnjyerseno_nna]jzed
to uniy at m atterradiation equality). T he contribution of wavenum ber k to the ‘th m ultipole m om ent is f_lQ]
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where  and ;1 are the monopolk and dipol perturbations of the photon distribution fiinction, and are
graviationalpotential perturbations in the Newtonian gauge, j are spherical Bessel functions and jf their rst
derivatives, and a dot denotes derivative w ith respect to conform altine. Here  isthe conform altin e at decoupling.

(See Ref. [_1-9‘] for m ore details.) The third term in this expression gives the integrated SachsW olfe (ISW ) e ect:
anisotropies are generated by tin e variations in the gravitationalpotentials along the line-ofsight path. Analytic ts
to the gravitationalpotentials are given in Ref. I_IQ'], asare W KB solutions for the photon distributions in the tight-
coupling regin e, Ao and Al . At decoupling, photon di usion (Sik dam ping) dam ps photon perturbations on sn all
angularscales f_l-g:]; the perturbationsto the photon distrbbution functionsaregivenby [ o+ 1( )= [A0+ 1¢ )D k),

w here the m ean dam ping factor is
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Here _ = x.n. ra=ag is the di erential optical depth for Thom son scattering, n. is the electron density, X is the
ionization fraction, and  is the Thom son cross section. The visbiliy fiinction| the combination _e | is the

probability density that a photon last scattered at given conform al tin e, and is sharply peaked near the surface of



last scatter; sam tanalytic tsaregiven in Ref. :_fl_'O]. A spointed out In Ref. :_[-1_'8], photon polarization m ust be lnclided
to obtain the proper Sik-dam ping scale; the resul is
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is the scale factor nomn alized to 3/4 at baryon—radiation equality, with  the fraction of critical density in baryons,
o the fraction of criticaldensity in non-relativisticm atter (paryonsand cold dark m atter), and £ the fraction ofthe

total radiation density contrbuted by m assless neutrinos. O ur num erical evaluation of these expressions reproduces

the power spectrum obtained from Boltzm ann codes to an accuracy ofa few percent for standard CDM . s
Analytic approxim ations to the CM B anisotropy due to tensor m odes (gravity waves) are given in Refs. f_lé,:_lQ].

T he contribution to each m ultipole m om ent of the CM B power spectrum is
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where Py / kPt ** isthe nitial power spectrum of tensor perturbations and F + is given by
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w ith keq de ned as the wavenum ber of the m ode which enters the horizon at m atterradiation equality. The tting
function w ( ) describes the evolution ofthe gravity-w avem ode fuinction through the transition betw een the radiation—
dom inated and m atter-dom inated epochs,and T (k; ) isa transfer function describing the evolution ofthe tensorm ode
am plitude. G ood analytic tsto these two functions are given by :_fl_'ﬁ]
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T hese approxin ationsm atch num erical results to one percent wellpast ‘= 100, w here the tensor contribution to the
m ulipoles drops to a an all fraction of the scalar contribution.

Egs. (:ff) and (:_9’.) are di cul to evaluate num erically because of the oscillatory spherical Bessel finctions in the
Integrand. A sym ptotic expansions, a BesselHfunction cache, and various interpolation techniques further speed eval-
uation of the integrals. W e calculate every 40th multipole m ore or ‘< 100) and perform a cubic soline to recover
the entire spectrum .

W e consider m odels which are welldescribbed by a power-aw spectrum ofm etric perturbations over the range of
scalesa ecting CM B anisotropies. This class ncludesallin  ation m odels. For the scalar perturbations, we also allow
a deviation from power-law behavior and param eterize the power spectrum as t_l-_d]

ng+ In(k=ks)
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where kg is the nom alization scale at which the power law Index ng is de ned. The parameter quanti es the
deviation from the power law, or the \running" of the spectral index. Realistic in ation m odels can produce valies
of large enough to change the multipole m om ents by as much as 5% . For the tensor spectrum , we assum e a

pure powerdaw spectrum w ih spectral index nr . In principle, nt can run with scale as well, but because of the
com paratively sn all am ount of Informm ation contained in the tensor m ultipole m om ents, the CM B constraint on the
Index nt isweak, and the munning-index e ect for the tensor perturbations is negligble.

E xtensions of this basic cosm ologicalm odel are ncorporated through various tting form ulas. In a cosn ological-
constant ( ) Universe, the gravitational potential  begins to vary at low redshift when the Universe becom es
coam ological-constant dom inated, and this leadsto a contribution to the anisotropy at lJarge angles from the integrated
SachsW olfe (ISW ) e ect. In a at Universe (that is, o + = 1, where is the cosm ological constant in units of
critical density), this is approxin ated by m ultiplying the multipole m om ents by a factor [l + g( )="]1{17,18], where
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is the tin e dependence of the potential, and H = a=a is the Hubbl param eter. T his approxin ation slightly over-
estin ates the lowest few m ulipole m om ents, but this largeangle ISW e ect is generally not a large fraction of the
total anisotropy, and the lowest m ultipole m om ents have a lin ited statistical signi cance. For < 0:7,g( ) can be
approxin ated by
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An additionale ect ofa cosm ologicalconstant is a shift In the confom aldistance to the surface of last scatter (even
with the m ass density ¢h? held xed), which we account ©or by multiplying the current conform altime o by the
correction factor 1+ 0085 (L ) [1o].

G eneralization to an open Universe is som ew hat m ore com plicated because severaldi erent e ects contribute to
the anisotropy [18]. The angular scal subtended by the horizon at the surface of last scatter scaks as ™2 where

= o+ isthetotaldensity (in unitsofcriticaldensity) ofthe Universe :Lig)] T herefore, them ultipolem om ents in an
open Universe are related to those In a at Univers approximately by D«( )’ D, 12 ( = 1)withD.= ‘Y('+ 1)C..
In other words, the CM B spectrum in an open Universe resambles that in a at Universe wih the sam e m atter
density, but shifted to sn aller angular scales. A largeangle ISW e ect arises from the evolution of the gravitational
potentials, although the function g( ) di ers from that In a cosm ologicalconstant Universe :_[1_'8]. In addition, the
Iowest multipole m om ents probe scales com parable to or larger than the curvature scale, so these m om ents are
suppressed, due heuristically to the exponential growth of volum e In an open Universe at large distances. Finally,
som e am biguity exists asto the correct generalization ofa pow er-Jaw spectrum to an open Universe. Naive power law s
ofvolum e, w avenum ber, or elgenvalue of the Laplace operatordi er in an open Universe :_ﬂ_IB], as do spectra predicted
by various open-Universe in ationary scenarios :_[-Z_i]. However, these power laws di er only in their predictions for
the lowest m ultipole m om ents, which have little statisticalweight; for de niteness, we use the predictions ofa speci ¢
In ationary scenario -'_[5_2] A good ttothesse ects (or ~ 0:) is provided by m ultiplying the m ulipole m om ents
by
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where ‘v = 1 )= isthe multipole corresponding to the curvature scale of the Universe, and
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Ifthe Universe has experienced signi cant reionization between recom bination and today, then a fraction 1 e r=ion
ofthe CM B photonshave scattered since recom bination, where iy isthe opticaldepth to the epoch ofrecom bination.
If the Universe becom es reionized at a redshift z,.i,n W ith a constant ionization fraction x., then the optical depth is

reion | 004 ph 2 x. [0+ Zrin)>™? 1], where h is the Hubble param eter in units of 100 km sect Mpc ! . The
precise e ects of rejonization depend on the baryon density, Hubble param eter, and the ionization history. H ow ever,
as ilustrated in Ref. t_Zd] (see F ig. 3 theren), the e ects of relonization are fairly accurately quanti ed solely in term s
of reion - Compton scattering is an isotropizing process, so the m ultipole m om ents on angular scales am aller than
those subtended by the horizon at the epoch of reionization are suppressed by a factore ? rwr  while those on larger
angularscalesareuna ected. W e interpolate between the asym ptotice ectsofreionization on sm alland large angular
scales by m ultiplying the m ultipole m om ents by

2 reion (* reion= 0)2
1+ (" reion= 0)2
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where rjon Is the conform al tine at reionization. In addition, reionization also induces a broad D opplr peak
centered near '’ (= reion {_z:_i,:_zz_h, but this secondary peak is shallow and we do not include it in the pow er-goectrum
calculation.



Between the surface of last scatter and the present, several other physical processes, besides reionization, produce
new CMB uctuations and an ear out prin ordial uctuatJons. [25] gravitational lensing low ers the am plitude of the
spectral peaks and 1Is in the valleys in the spectrum .[26 the non-linear grow th of structure produces additional
an alkscale uctuations -[2:7] the scattering of photons o of hot gas in clusters and superclisters produces both
them aland non-them al cosn ic m icrow ave uctuatjons [28.,30], and second-ordere ects In a reionized Universe also
produce addiionalsn allkscale uctuations .[29 30] These non-lineare ects are relatively sm alland typically produce
only O (K) changes in the m icrowave m ultipoles. However, they are system atic. If they are not incided in an
analysisofa fullsky CM B m ap, they w ill lead to system atic errors in param eter estim ation. W e do not include these
e ects In our sensitivity analyses as they are unlikely to alter the size and shape of the error ellipsoid. It will be
In portant to include these e ects in any analysis ofa future alksky CM B m ap.

III.COSM OLOGICAL PARAMETERSAND THE CMB SPECTRUM

The suite of coan ologicalm odels that we consider allm ake broadly sim ilar predictions for the CM B spectrum :
the uctuations on large angular scales are nearly scale-invariant and are prim arily due to large-scale variations in
the gravitational potential at the surface of last scatter, whilk on am all scales the uctuations are prin arily due to
variations in the velociy and density of the baryon-photon uid at the surface of last scatter. T he details of the
spectrum , how ever, depend sensitively on properties of the Universe: is geom etry, is size, the baryon density, the
m atter density, and the shape ofthe prim ordial uctuation spectrum . In this Section, we discuss each param eter that
we consider and illustrate itsm ost salient e ect on the CM B spectrum . Fjg;_:L Mustrates the follow Ing discussion.

The st Doppler peak occurs at the angular scale subtended by the sonic horizon at the surface of last scatter.
Since the photon energy density exceeds the baryon energy densiy at that epoch, the sound speed ofthe Universe is
cbseto = 3, so that the sonic horizon corresoonds to a nearly xed physicalscale. T he angular scale subtended by
this xed physicalscale w illdepend on the geom etry ofthe Universe. In an open U niverse, the angular scale subtended
by an obct of xed diam eterat xed large redshift scalesas . On the otherhand, the causalhorizon at last scatter
isactually ™2 times as large In an open Universe as it isih a at Universe. Thus, to a  rst approxin ation, the

atUniverse CM B spectrum is stretched by a factor =2 to am aller angular scales in an open U niverse.

Increasing the baryon densiy, ph?, reduces the pressure at the surface of last scatter and therefore increases the
anisotropy at the surface of last scatter. T his reduction in pressure also low ers the sound speed of the baryon-photon

uid, which alters the location and spacing of the D oppler peaks. Increasing the m atter density, oh?, shifts m atter—
radiation equality to a higher redshift. This reduces the early-ISW contrbution to the spectrum and lowers and
narrow sthe 1rstDopplerpeak. Ifwe knew that = 0, then the combination of these three e ects (pressure, sound
speed, and redshift of m atterradiation equality) would be su cient to enable a determ ination of (; p;and h from
the CM B spectrum .

T he coamn ological constant introduces a near degeneracy in param eter determm ination. Bond et al. 51:] stressed that
the CM B spectrum changed little if wasvaried while (h? and ph? wereheld xed na at Universe. Changing

, however, does aler the size of the Universe. The confom al distance from the present back to the surface of
last scatter issmaller in a -dom inated at Universe than in a m atterdom nated at Universe. Thus, Increasing
shifts the D oppler peak to Jarger angular scales, the opposite e ect of ower . Thise ect, along w ith the latetine
ISW e ect nduced by , breaksthe degeneracy and enables an independent determm ination of all of the coam ological
param eters directly from an allksky high-resolution CM B m ap.

The value of N , the e ective num ber of noninteracting relativistic degrees of freedom (In standard CDM , this is
equal to three for the three light-neutrino species), also shifts the epoch of m atterradiation equality and thus the
height ofthe st D oppler peak as discussed above. In addition, ifN is changed, the value of the anisotropic stress
at early tin es| before the Universe is fiillly m atter dom J'nated| is altered, and this has a slight e ect on the ISW
contrbution to the rise ofthe st D oppler peak.

T he tensorm ode contribution to the m ultipole m om ents sin ply adds in quadrature w ith the scalarm ode contri-
butJon SJnoe there is no phase correlation between them . The am plitude of the tensor m odes is param eterized by
r= Q =02 s the ratio of the squares of the tensor and scalar contributions to the quadrupole m om ent“1 T he index
nr is de ned so that the tensorm ode spectrum is roughly at at large angular scales fora = 0; it 2lls steeply near
the rise to the 1rstD opplerpeak. Thus, tensorm odesm ay contribute to the anisotropy at large scales, but they will

'N ote that this de nition di ers from that in Ref. ["-%2]]



have little orno e ect on the structure of the D oppler peaks. Increasing the tensor spectral ndex, ry , Increases the
contrbution at sm all angular scales relative to those at Jarger angles.

T he overall nom alization, Q , raises or lowers the spectrum uniform k7. The e ect of the scalar spectral ndex is
sin ilarly sin ple: ifng is increased there ism ore power on am all scales and vice versa. The e ects of are obvious
from Eqg. ('_1-3) . Finally, the e ects of reionization have been discussed in the previous Section.

IV.ERROR ESTIM ATES

W e consider an experin ent which m aps a fraction fy, of the sky with a gaussian beam wih fll width at half
maxinum gpn and a pixelnoise i = S= Y, where s is the detector sensitivity and t,ix is the tine spent
observingeach g hm fohm Pixel W eadoptthe Inverse weight per solid angle, w 1 (pix fvhm —To) asamegsure
ofnoise that is pixelsize independent 53] Current state-ofthe-art detectors achieve sensitivities of s= 200 K
corresponding to an nverseweight ofw ' / 2 10%° fora oneyear experin ent. R ealistically, how ever, bregrounds
and other system atic e ects m ay increase the e ective noise level; conservatively, w' will lkely fall in the range
09 4) 10 . Treating the pixelnoise as gaussian and ignoring any. correlations between pixels, estin ates ofC »
can be approxim ated as nom aldistributions w ith a standard error [33,34

5 1=2 h i
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where , = 742 103 ( grnm =1 )E: Note that Eq. E-C_i applies only if the entire sky has been m apped and then
a fraction 1 fiky has been subtracted. On the other hand, if only a fraction fy, of the sky ism apped, then the
integration tin e per pixel increases by a factor of £,/ , and w ! should be replaced by w * faqy B41.

In Fig. @!, we show sinulated data that m ight be cbtained wih a CM B m apping experin ent, given an underlying
cosmn ological m odel of \standard CDM " (see the follow ing section). The \Cosn ic Variance" panel illustrates the
mulipole m om ents that would be m easured by an ideal experin ent (ie., perfect angular resolution and no pixel
noise); the scatter is due only to cosn ic variance. T he top-right and bottom —left panels show m ultipole m om ents that
m Ight be m easured by filllksky m apping experin ents w ith a realistic level of pixel noise and angular resolutions of
01 and 03 , respectively. T he cosn ic variance slightly increases the errors at Iower Y, whilk the nie beam width
is evident In the increased noise at (*=700) > ( fwhm =03 ) 1 1 the owerleft plot. The lowerright panel show s the
m om ents from the lower-left panel after the total signal is sm oothed w ith a gaussian w Indow of width “=20. This
illustrates that although the lndividualm om ents m ay be quite noisy, an experin ent w ith a beam width of0:3 can
stilluse the inform ation in the location and shape ofthe third peak in param eter estin ation. An experim ent w ith this
size beam can extract usefil inform ation out to 900, although it can not accurately m easure the individual values
of these high ‘multipoles. The sn oothing here is used for display and is not the optin al approach for param eter
estim ation.

W e now wish to detem ine the precision wih which a given CM B tem perature m ap w illbe abl to detem ine the
various coam ologicalparam eters. T he answ er to this question w ill depend not only on the experin ental arrangem ent,
but also on the correct underlying coan ological param eters which we seek to detem ne. For any given set of cos—
m olbgical param eters, s= £ ; bhz;h; iNs;LNT 7 ;7 reion;Q N g, themulipole m om ents, C . (s), can be calculated
as described above. Suppose that the true param eters which describe the Universe are sy . If the probability for
cbserving each m ultipole m om ent, C 9%, is nearly a gaussian centered at C « w ith standard error , and g nm 1o
that the Jargest multipole m om ents sampled are ¥ _ 1, then the probability distrdbution for observinga CM B power
soectrum which isbest tby the param eters s is, [32.' 36' 25

(s 9) [1 (o)s (21)

NI

P (s) / exp

w here the curvature m atrix [ ] is given approxin ately by

X 1 @C-(sp) @C(sp)
y= 5 (22)

@s; @Sj

\

W e thank a referee or pointing out an error In this equation in an earlier draft.



A s discussed In Ref. E;Z_i], the covariance matrix C]= [] ! gives an estin ate of the standard errors that would
be obtained from a m axim um -lkellhood t to data: the standard error in m easuring the param eter g (cbtained

by integrating over all the other param eters) is approxin ately lei:2 . Pror nform ation about the values of som e of
the param eters| from other observations or by assum ption | is easily included. In the sin plest case, if som e of the
param eters are known, then the covariance m atrix for the others is determm ined by inverting the subm atrix of the

undetermm ined param eters. For exam ple, if all param eters are  xed except for g, the standard error in s; is sin ply
1=2
ii

P revious authors have investigated the sensitivity of a given experim ental con guration to som e an all subset of
the param eters we investigate here. For exam ple, K nox investigated the sensitivity of m apping experin ents to the
In ationary param eters, 1y, nr, and r, but assum ed all other param eters (hcliding p and h) were known B3
Sin ilarly, H Inshaw , Bennett, and K ogut investigated the sensitivity to  assum ing all other param eterswere xed
B7- These were M onte Carlo studies which m apped the peak of the lkelihhood function. A nother technique is to
repeatedly sin ulate an experin entalm easurem ent of a given underlying theory, m axin ize the likellhood in each case
and see how well the underlying param eters are reproduced i_é]. Such calculations require num erous evaluations of
the CM B spectrum , so the results have been 1im ited to a sm all range of experim ental con gurations. If any of these
analyses are lim ited to a am all subset of coan ological param eters, they do not investigate the possble correlation
w ith other undetermm ined param eters and w ill therefore overestin ate the capability of the experin ent to m easure the
param eters under consideration.

T he covarancem atrix approach has the advantage that num erous experinm ental con gurations and correlations
betw een allthe unknow n coan ologicalparam eters can be investigated w th m inim alcom putationale ort. Forexam ple,
if there are N undeterm ned param eters, then we need only N + 1 evaluations of the C+'s to calculate the partial
derivatives in Eq. (2L) Once these are evaluated, the curvature m atrix for any combination of w 1 and fir hm
for fgy = 1 can be obtained trivially. The results are generalized to fg, < 1 by multiplying the results for the
curvature m atrix by fsky cf, Egs. Q-d and CZ-Z' . Furthem ore, the covariance m atrix inclides all correlations
betw een param eters. T herefore, our resuls reproduce and generalize those In R efs. [;32_&,??,3 and we com m ent on this
further below .

V.COVARIANCE-M ATRIX RESULTS

A s discussed above, the sensitivity ofa CM B m ap to coan ological param eters w ill depend not only on the experi-
m ent, but also on the underlying param eters them selves. For illustration, we show resuls for a range of experim ental
param eters under the assum ption that the underlying coan ological param eters take on the \standard—c DM " values,
sp = £1;001;0:5;0;1;0;0;0;0;QcorEes39, where Qcogg = 20 K is the COBE nom alization L38 (Tt assum es a
H arrison-Zeldovich prin ordial spectrum , no tensorm odes, no cosn ologicalconstant, a at Universe, and the central
bigdbang nuckosynthesis value for the baryon-to-photon ratio.) A fier presenting resuls for this assum ed coan ological
model, we brie y discuss how the results w illbe altered for di erent cosm ologicalm odels.

W ih the eleven undeterm ined coam ological param eters we survey here| som e of which are better determ ined by
experim ent than others| there are an endless num ber of com binations that could conceivably be investigated. Instead
of running through allpossible pem utations, we present resuls for the standard errors that can be obtained w ith two
extrem e sets of assum ptions. F irst, we consider the case where none of the param eters are known. T hen we consider
the results under the m ost optim istic assum ption that all of the other param eters, except the nom alization W hich
w ill never be determ ined m ore accurately by any other observations), are xed. Realistically, prior inform ation on
som e of the param eters w ill be available, so the standard errors w ill all between these tw o extrem es.

Figs. :_3 and :fi show the standard errors for various param eters that can be cbtamned with a fullsky m apping
experin ent as a fiinction of the beam width gnn fornoise lkevelsw ' =2 10'%,9 10'°,and4 10 (from
JIower to upper curves). T he underlying m odel is \standard CDM ." T he solid curves are the sensitivities attainable
w ith no prior assum ptions about the values of any of the other cosn ological param eters. T he dotted curves are the
sensitivities that would be attainable assum ing that all other cosm ological param eters, exoept the nom alization Q ),
were xed. The analogous resuls for a m apping experin ent which covers only a fraction £, of the sky can be

obtained by scaling by £~ k£, Eq. £0)1.

A . The TotalD ensity and C osm ological C onstant

The results for were discussed In Ref. @;] From the panelin Fngr_B, i should be clear that a CM B m apping
experim ent w ith sub-degree resolution could potentially determ ne  to better than 10% w ih m Inin alassum ptions,



and perhapsbetter than 1% w ith prior Infom ation on other cosm ologicalparam eters. Thiswould be farm ore precise
than any conventionalm easurem ent of . Furthem ore, unlkem ass Inventoriesw hich m easure only them atter density
o, thism easurem ent includes the contribution to the densiy from a cosn ologicalconstant (ie., vacuum energy) and
therefore directly probes the geom etry of the Universe. T his determ ination follow s from the angular location of the
rst D oppler peak. T herefore, our results show that if the D oppler peak is found to be at '’ 200, it w ill suggest a
valie of = 1 towihin a few percent of unity. This result will be independent of the values of other coam ological
param eters and w i1l therefore be the m ost precise test for the atness of the Universe and thus a direct test of the
In ationary hypothesis. Num erical calculations suggest that the e ect of geom etry on the CM B spectrum m ay be
slightly m ore dram atic than indicated by our sam Fanalytic algorithm E’: If so, our nalresulson the sensitivity to
are a conservative estim ate.
The sensitivity to  issin ilar. Currently, the strongest bounds to the coan ologicalconstant com e from gravitational-
lensing statistics 1_39'] which only constrain to be less than 0.5. M easuram ent of the deceleration param eter, g =
0=2 , could provide som e inform ation on , but the m easurem ents are tricky, and the result w ill depend on the
m atter densiy. O n the otherhand, a CM B m apping experin ent should provide a m easurem ent of Lam bda to better
than 0:,which willeasily distinguish between a -dom inated Universe and either an open or atm atterdom inated
Universe.

B .The Baryon D ensity and H ubble P aram eter

T he current range r the baryon-to-photon ratio allowed by bigdbang nuckosynthesis BBN) is 0:0075 < h? <
0024 [_ZI(_i] Thisgives < 0: for the range of acceptable values of h, which inplies that if = 1, as suggested by
in ationary theory (oreven if > 0:3 as suggested by cluster dynam ics), then the bulk of the m ass in the Universe
m ust be nonbaryonic. O n the other hand, x—ray{c]usterm easurem entsm ight be suggesting that the observed baryon
density is too high to be consistent w ith BBN [4]: this becom es espec:a]Jy Intriguing given the recent m easurem ent of
a large prim ordial deuterium abundance In quasar absorption spectra [42 T he range In the BBN prediction can be
traced prin arily to uncertainties in the prin ordial elem ental abundances. T here is, of course, also som e question as
to w hether the x-ray {clusterm easuram ents actually probe the universalbaryon density. C learly, it would be desirable
to have an independent m easurem ent of h?. The ph? panelin Fig.ij shows that the CM B should provide such
com plem entary nform ation. The In plications of CM B m aps for the baryon density depend quite sensitively on the
experinent. As Iong as grm - 05, the CM B should (wih m inin al assum ptions) at least be abl to rul out a
baryon-dom inated Universe ( , ~ 0:3) and therefore con m the predictions of BBN . W ith angular resolutions that
approach 01 (Which m ight be achievable, for exam ple, w ith a ground-based interferom etry m ap {_53_:] to com plem ent
a satellite m ap), a CM B m ap would provide lin its to the baryon-to-photon ratio that were com petitive with BBN .
Furthem ore, if other param eters can be xed, the CM B m ight be able to restrict ph? to a sm all fraction of the
range currently allowed by BBN .

Current state-ofthe-art m easurem ents of the Hubbl param eter approach precisions of roughly 10% , and due
to system atic uncertainties in the distance ladder, it is unlkely that any detem nations in the foreseeable fiture
w ill be able to In prove upon this resul. The panel forh in Fig. G show s that, even w ith m inin al assum ptions, a
m apping experim ent w ith angular resolution better than 05 w illprovide a com petitive m easurem ent; w ith additional
assum ptions, a much m ore precise determ nation is possibl. It should also be noted that the CM B provides a
m easuram ent of the Hubbl param eter which is entirely independent of the distance ladder or any coam ological
distance detem ination.

A s a technical aside, we m ention that in calculating the curvature m atrix, Eq. (,’_2-%'), we choose 0h2 as an inde—
pendent param eter instead of h, and then transform the curvature m atrix back to the digplayed param eters. The
reason for this choice is that the power spectrum dependson h only JndJJ:ectJy through the quantities oh? and ph?,
and the linear approxim ation to the change in the spectrum i Eg. @2 is m ore accurate or the param eter oh?.
T his param eter choice a]so explicitly accounts for the approxin ate degeneracy between m odels w ith the sam e value
of oh?butdi ering Bi].

’W e thank a referee or pointing this out.



C . R elonization

A sdiscussed above, thee ectsofreionization can be quanti ed,toa rst approxin ation, byreion , the opticaldepth
to the surface of last scatter, and there are several argum ents which suggest reion < 1 120] First of all, signi cant
reionization would lead to amsotrop:es on aran inute scalesdue to the Vishniace ect} [29], or to spectral (C om pton-y)
distortions ofthe CM B [44 O rder-ofm agniude estin ates for the values of ion expected In adiabaticm odels based
on P ress-Schechter estin ates ofthe fraction ofm ass in collapsed ob Ects as a function of redshift suggest that reion
is probably less than unity {20 45] M oreover, the num erous detections of anisotropy at the degree scale [’a*] also show

an absence of excessive reionization. A ssum Ing com p]ete reionization at a redshift z,io,, the optical depth w ith our

standard-CDM valies i5 seion * 00012, 0, S0 reion < 1 COTTEspOndS to Zeion < 100.

The rion panelofF jg.ff Mustrates that, w th m inin al assum ptions, any m ap w ith sub-degree angular resolution
w ill probe the ionization history (ie., Zreion < 1000), and m aps w ith resolutions better than a half degree can restrict
the opticaldepth to 0.5 orless. W hile di erent ionization historiesw ith the sam e totalopticaldepth can givedi erent
power spectra, as long as the rejonization is not too severe, sin ple dam ping of the prin ary anisotropies is always
the dom inant e ect. The lower curves, assum ing other param eters are xed except orQ, are at because at scales
an aller than 2 , the e ects of ion are precisely degenerate w ith a shift in Q . The lower curves nearly coincide for
the di erent noise levels because all of the leverage in distinguishing peion, com es at low ' where the degeneracy w ith
Q isbroken, and at these scales the coan ic variance dom inates the m easurem ent errors.

A though tem perature m aps alone m ay not provide a stringent probe of the ionization history, polarization m aps
m ay provide additional constraints iﬁ]. T he polarization produced at recom bination is generally sm all, but that
produced during reionization can be much larger. Heurstically, the tem perature anisotropy which is dam ped by
reionization goes into polarization. T herefore, it is lkely that polarization m aps w illbe able to better constrain  reion
when used In conjunction w ith tem perature m aps.

D .N eutrinos

W e have also Investigated the sensitivity of CM B anisotropiesto N , the e ective num ber of neutrino degrees of
freedom at decoupling. T he num ber of non-interacting relativistic speciesa ectsthe CM B spectrum by changing the
tin e of m atterradiation equality, although this cannot be distinguished from the same e ect due to changes In h,

o, and . However, neutrinos (and other non-interacting degrees of freedom which are relativistic at decoupling)
free stream and therefore have a unigque e ect on the grow th of potential perturbations. Thiswillbe re ected in the
detailed shape ofthe CM B spectrum , especially from the contribution ofthe early-tim e ISW e ect. In standardCDM ,
there are the three light-neutrino species. H owever, som e particle-physics m odels predict the existence of additional
very light particles which would exist In abundance in the Universe. Furthem ore, if one of the light neutrinos has a
m ass greater than an €V, as suggested by m ixed dark-m atterm odels (46 and possbly by the Los A lam os experin ent
l47- then it would be nonrelativistic at decoupling so the e ective num ber of neutrinosm easured by the CM B would
beN < 3"_; These Ilin its would be sin ilar to Iim its on the num ber of relativistic noninteracting species from BBN .
However, at the tin e 0of BBN, any particle w ith m ass less than an M €V would be relativistic, whereas at decoupling,
only those w ith m asses kss than an €V would be relativistic, so the quantities probed by BBN and by the CM B are
som ew hat di erent.

ThepanelforN in Fjg.:ff show s the sensitivity of CM B anisotropies to variations in the e ective num ber of non—
Interacting nonrelativistic species at decoupling. W hen one takes Into account system atic uncertainties in prin ordial
elem entalabundances, BBN constrainsthe e ective num ber of relativistic (ie., lessthan a few M €V ) neutrino species
to be Jess than 3.9 [40]. Fig. 1 illistrates that any m apping experin ent w ith angular resolution better than 0:5
should provide com plem entary inform ation; if other param eters can be determ ined or constrained, then the CM B has
the potential to provide a m uch m ore precise probe of the num ber of light neutrinos at the decoupling epoch.

‘T such a case, the m assive neutrino would have addiional e ects on the CM B f@l]. A fhough we have not included these
e ects, our analysis still probes variations in N , and our resuls are suggestive of the sensitivity of CM B anisotropies to a
m assive neutrino.
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E.In ationary O bservables

W e have also studied the precision w ith which the in ationary observables, ry , nt , and r, can be pnzbed. In ation
predicts relations between the scalar spectral index ng , the tensor spectral ndex nt , and the ratio r @Q‘] T herefore,
precise m easurem ent of these param eters provides a test of In  ationary cosm ology and perhaps probes the in  aton
potential t49]

Knox B3 ] perform ed a M onte C arlo calculation to address the question of how accurately CM B anisotropies can
measure the in ationary observables assum ing all other coan ological param eters were known. Here, we generalize
the resuls to a broader range of pixel noises and beam w idths and take into account the uncertainties in all other
cogan ological param eters through the covariance m atrix.

In Fig. -'5, we show the standard errors on the In ationary observables that could be obtained wih m apping
experin ents w ith various levels of pixel noise and beam w idths. T he param eters of the underlying m odel used here
are the sam e \standard-CDM " param eters used in Fjgs.-'_ﬂ and :_4, except herewe set r= Q2=02 = 028, ng = 0:94,
and nr = 0:04. W e do so for two reasons: First, the tensor spectral index is unconstrained w ithout a tensor
contribution; second, these param eters w ill facilitate com parison w ith the results of Ref. t_3-§'] The solid curves are
the standard errors that would be obtained with no assum ptions about the valies of these or any other of the
cogan ologicalparam eters. T he dotted curves are the standard errors that would be attainable by tting to only these
four in ationary observables and assum ing all other coamn ologicalparam eters are known. (N ote that thisdi ers from
the dotted curves in F igs. d and 14 2)

The dotted curves in Fig. 15 wih a beam width of 0:33 are In good num erical agreem ent w ith the resuls of
Ref. B3] Thisveri esthat the covariancem atrix and M onte C arlo calculations agree. N ext, note that unless the other
cogan ological param eters can be determm ined (or are xed by assum ption), the results ofRef. .BB] for the sensitivities
of CM B anisotropy m aps to the in ationary cbservables are very optin istic. In particular, tem perature m aps w illbe
unable to provide any usefiil constraint to r and ny (and it willbe in possble to reconstruct the In aton potential)
unless the other param eters can be m easured Independently. H ow ever, if the classical cosm ologicalparam eters can be
determm ined by otherm eans (or xed by assum ption), the dotted curves in F Jga'_E show that fairly precise inform ation
aboutthe in aton potentialw illbe attainable. CM B polarization m apsm ay provide another avenue tow ards in proved
determm ination ofthe in ationary ocbservables :_59:_,5_'0].

The atnessofthedotted curvesforrandn In F Jg§ is due to the fact that the contribution of the tensorm odes
to the CM B anisotropy drops rapidly on angular scales sn aller than roughly a degree. T he solid curves decrease w ith

shm Pecause the other coan olbgicalparam eters (9., wh? and h) becom e determ ined w ith m uch greater precision
as the angular resolution is in proved.

O f course, the precision w ith which the nom alization of the perturbation spectrum can be m easured wih CM B
anisotropies (even current COBE m easurem ents) JS| and w ill continue to be| unrivaled by traditional coan ological
observations. G alactic surveysprobe only the distrbution ofvisblem ass, and the distrdbution ofdark m atter could be
signi cantly di erent (this isthe notion ofbiasing). Thedotted guresin thepanelforQ nF 1_{1: 5 are the sensitivities
that would be obtained assum ing all other param eters were known. This standard error would be slightly larger if
there were no tensor m odes included, because as r is lncreased W ith the overall nomm alization Q held xed), the
scalar contrbution is decreased. T herefore, tensorm odes decrease the anisotropy on an aller angular scales, the signal
to noise is an aller, and the sensitivity to Q (and other param eters) is slightly decreased. The e ect of variations in
other underlying-m odel param eters on our resuls is discussed further below .

F.W hat If The Underlying M odelIsD i erent?

Now we consider what m ight be expected if the underlying theory di ers from that assum ed here. G enerally, the
param eter determ nation w fll be less precise in m odels in which there is less coan ological anisotropy, as re  ected in
Eq. £0).

W hat happens if the nom alization di ers from the centralCOBE value we have adopted here? T he nom alization
raises or Iowers all the m ultjpo]e m om ents; therefore, from Eq. 0), the e ect of replacing Q with Q° is equivalent
to rplacingw ! withw ' ©=09. In Figs.d, 4, and §§, the solid curves, which are spread over values of w * that
di erby more than an order ofm agniude, are all re]atjye]y close. O n the other hand, the uncertainty in the COBE
nom alization is O (10% ). T herefore, our results are Insensitive to the uncertainty in the nom alization of the power
Spectrum .

Ifthere isa signi cant contrbution to the CO BE -scale anisotropy from tensorm odes, then the nom alization ofthe
scalar power goectrum is lower, the D oppler peaks w ill be low er, and param eter determ nations that depend on the

11



D opplerpeak structure w illbe diluted accordingly. O n the other hand, the tensor spectral index, which is im portant
for testing In  ationary m odels, w illbe better determ ined.

Sim ilarly, reionization dam ps structure on D opplerpeak angular scales, so ifthere isa signi cant am ount of reion—
ization, then m uch of the nform ation n the CM B w illbe obscured. O n the other hand, there are several indications
sum m arized above that dam ping due to reionization is not dram atic. In Ref. B3], we displayed (in Fig. 2 therein)
results for the standard error in foramodelwith pin = 0:5. A s expected, the standard error is larger (but by no
m ore than a factor of two) than in a m odelw ith no reionization.

If is non—=zero, h is small, or bh2 is large, then the signaltonoise should Increase and there will be m ore
Inform ation in the CM B . If the scalar spectral index is ng > 1, then the D oppler peaks w ill be higher, but In the
m ore lkely case (that predicted by In ation), iy willbe slightly sn aller than unity. This would slightly decrease the
errors.

If islssthan unity, then the D opplerpeak (@nd allthe inform ation encoded therein) is shifted to am aller angular
scales. Thus one m ight expect param eter determ inations to becom e less precise if < 1. By explicit num erical
calculation, we ndthatfor = 05 W ih allother param eters given by the \standard-CDM " values), our estin ates
for the standard error for  is at the sam e level as the estim ate we cbtained for = 1. Therefore, even if isasamall
as 0.3, our basic conclusions that can be detem ined to  0: w ith m inin al assum ptions are valid. T he sensitivity
to som e of the other param eters, in particular h, is (not surprisingly) signi cantly degraded in an open Universe.

VI.GAUSSIAN APPROXIMATION TO THE LIKELIHOOD FUNCTION

It is an inplicit assum ption of the covariance-m atrix analysis that the lkelhood function has an approxin ate
gaussian form within a su clently large neighborhood of the m axin um -lkellhood point. Eq. 6_2]_:) only approxin ates
the likellhood function n a su ciently sm allneighborhood around them axin um . T he detailed functional form ofthe
likellhood function is given in Ref. :_;Q‘] If the likellhood function fails to be su ciently gaussian near the m axin um ,
then the covariancem atrix m ethod is not guaranteed to produce an estin ate for the standard error, and a m ore
nhvolved M onte Carlo) analysis would be essential. T herefore, in the follow ing we indicate the applicability of the
gaussian assum ption for the likelhood.

F irst, we note that our param eterization has the property that the individual param eters are approxin ately inde—
pendent. T his is suggested by direct exam ination of the eigenvectors of the covariancem atrix. T his is also supported
by prelin nary M onte C arlo results. T herefore it is sin plest to exam ine the behavior of the likelihood as a fiinction of
Individual param eters In order to determ ine if a parabolic approxin ation to In (L) (the log-lkelhood) is adm issble.

In Fig. '§, we display the dependence of In () on several param eters of nterest. In this example, weused w ! =
9 10%° and gnm = 025.Asisclear from thisF igure, the finctional form sarewell t by parabolic approxin ations,
w ithin regions of size 3 around them aximum point. Thisis su cient to apply the covariancem atrix analysis to
the determ ination of the standard errors, and our analysis above is jasti ed.

A though we have not done an exhaustive survey of the likelhhood contours in the eleven-dim ensional param eter
space, FJg-_é also suggests that there are no localm axin a anywhere near the true maxinum . Therefore, tting
routines w ill probably not be troubled by localm axim a. This also suggests, then, that there w ill be no degeneracy
betw een various cosm ologicalm odelswih a CM B m ap (in contrast to the conclusions ofR ef. 1_3-14']), unless the m odels
are dram atically di erent. In thisevent (which we consider unlikely), one would then be forced to choose between two
quite di erent m odels, and it is probable that additionaldata would determm ine which of the two m odels is correct.

VII.CONCLUSION S

W e have used a covariance-m atrix approach to estin ate the precision w ith which eleven coan ological param eters
of Interest could be determ ined with a CM B tem perature m ap. W e used realistic estin ates for the pixel noise and
angular resolution and quanti ed the dependence on the assum ptions about various cosn ological param eters that
would go into the analysis. The m ost interesting resul is or : W ith only the m Inim al assum ption of prim ordial
adiabatic perturbations, proposed CM B satellite experin ents B] could potentially measure to O (5% ). W ih prior
Inform ation on the values of other coan ological param eters possbly attainable in the forthcom Ing years, m ight be
determm ined to better than 1% . This would provide an entirely new and independent determ ination of and would
be farm ore accurate than the values given by any traditional cosn ological observations. Furthem ore, typicalm ass
Inventories yield only the m atter density. T herefore, they tell us nothing about the geom etry of the Universe if the
cogan ological constant is nonzero. A generic prediction of in ation isa at Universe; therefore, locating the D oppler
peak w ill provide a crucial test of the In  ationary hypothesis.
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CM B tem perature m aps will also provide constraints on far m ore stringent than any current ones, and will
provide a unigque probe of the n  ationary observables. Inform ation on the baryon density and Hubble constant w ill
com plem ent and perhaps even in prove upon current observations. Furthem ore, although we have yet to include
polarization m aps In our error estin ates, it is lkely that they w ill provide additional inform ation, at least regarding
Jonization history.

W e have attem pted to digplay our results n a way that w illbe useful for fuiture CM B experin entaldesign. A Ithough
a satellite m ission o ers the m ost prom ising progoect for m aking a high-resolution CM B m ap, our error estin ates
should also be applicable to com plem entary balloon-bome or ground-based experin ents which m ap a lim ited region
of the sky. T he estin ates presented here can also be used for a com bination of com plem entary experin ents.

A Tthough we have been able to estim ate the precision w ith which CM B tem peraturem apsw illbe able to determ ine
coam ological param eters, there is still m uch theoretical work that needs to be done before such an analysis can
realistically be carried out. To m axin ize the lkelihood in a m ultidin ensional param eter space, repeated evaluation
ofthe CM B spectrum for a broad range ofm odel param eters is needed. T herefore, quick and accurate calculations
ofthe CM B anisotropy spectrum w illbe crucial for the data analysis. Several independent num erical calculations of
the CM B anisotropy spectrum now agree to roughly 1% [51 H ow ever, these calculations typically require hours of
workstation tin e per spectrum and are therefore unsuiabl for tting data. W e have begun to extend recent analytic
approxin ations to the CM B spectra fl0;52. 1w ith the ain of creating a highly accurate and e cient pow er spectrum
code. O ur current code evaluates spectra In a m atter of seconds on a w orkstation, though our calculations are not yet
as accurate as the f1ll num erical com putations, except in a lin ited region of param eter space. It is likely, however,
that the analytic resuls can be generalized w ith su cient accuracy.

T he other necessary Ingredient w illbe an e cient and reliabl lkellhood-m axim ization routine. P relin lnary tsto
sim ulated data w ith a fairly sin ple lkelihood-m axin ization algorithm suggest that the coan ological param eters can
Indeed be reproduced w ith the precision estin ated here E_Q].

In summ ary, our calculations indicate that CM B tem perature m aps w ith good angular resolution can provide an
unprecedented am ount of quantitative inform ation on cosn ologicalparam eters. Thesem apsw illalso nform us about
the origin of structure in the Universe and test ideas about the earliest Universe. W e hope that these results provide
additional in petus for experim entale orts in this direction.
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FIG.1. Predicted m ultipole m om ents for standard CDM and variants. T he heavy curves In each graph are for a m odelw ith
prin ordial adiabatic perturbationswith =1, = 0,n s =1, ph? = 001, h= 05, = 0,and no tensorm odes. T he graphs
show the e ectsofvarying , ,h, reion = 0, and bh2 whil holding all other param eters xed. In the panel, from lft
to right, the solid curvesare for = 1, = 0:5,and = 0:3. The curves in the ph? panelare (from lower to upper) or

»h? = 001, ph? = 0:03, and ph? = 005. In the h panel, the heavy curves is forh = 05, whik the other two curves are for
h = 03 (the upper light curve) and h = 0:7 (the lower light curve). The curves in the panelare for (from lower to upper)
=0, =03,and = 0{7.
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thebeam width gnn, ornoisekvelsw ' =2 10%,9 10'° ,and4 10" (from lower to upper curves). T he underlying
m odel is \standard CDM ." The solid curves are the sensitivities attainable w ith no prior assum ptions about the values of any
of the other coan ological param eters. T he dotted curves are the sensitivities that would be attamnable assum ing that all other
coam ological param eters, except the nom alization Q ), were xed. The resuls for a m apping experin ent which coversonly a

fraction fu, ofthe sky can be cbtained by scaling by £, k£, Eq. (20)].
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19



O -I | L I | LI I LI I | L L II i O ] I ] ] ] ] I ] ] ] ]
-100 |~ = -200 =
-200 = -400 I~ =
~ B T L -
§o) i ] I 1
@) - - _
-300 -600
@) - I i
S -I 11 I 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 I 11 I- 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1
:.' 09 092 094 0.96 0.98 1 0 0.1 0.2 0.3
b Q A
l’:-l' 0 7 o 7
N’ 3 - 3 -
QD o - o -
@) " 7 -2000 I~ =
-50 | = - 1
i i -4000 - ]
-100 [ - [ .
i i -6000 B B
-150 . i }
i -8000 B
_200 i _lxlo4 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 I I-

0.01 0.015 0.8 0.9 1 1.1
0, h? Ng

FIG . 6. P lots of the log-lkelhood as a function of , , bhz, and ns for the \standard-CDM " m odelw ith tensor m odes
(sons = 0:94 and r= 028). N ote that the log-lkelihood looks parabolic.

20



