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ABSTRACT

Context. Several studies have proposed that the preferred model of the comoving spatial 3-hypersurface of the Universe may be a
Poincaré dodecahedral space (PDS) rather than a simply connected, infinite, flat space.

Aims. Here, we aim to improve the surface of last scattering (SLS) optimal cross-correlation method and apply this to observational
data and simulations.

Methods. For a given “generalised” PDS orientation, we analytically derive the formulae required to exclude points on the sky that
cannot be members of close SLS-SLS cross-pairs. These enable more efficient pair selection without sacrificing the uniformity of the
underlying selection process. For a sufficiently small matched circle size « and a fixed number of randomly placed points selected
for a cross-correlation estimate, the calculation time is decreased and the number of pairs per separation bin is increased. Using this
faster method, and including the smallest separation bin when testing correlations, (i) we recalculate Monte Carlo Markov Chains
(MCMC) on the five-year Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) data; and (ii) we seek PDS solutions in a small number
of Gaussian random fluctuation (GRF) simulations in order to further explore the statistical significance of the PDS hypothesis.
Results. For 5° < @ < 60°, a calculation speed-up of 3—10 is obtained. (i) The best estimates of the PDS parameters for the five-year
WMAP data are similar to those for the three-year data; (ii) comparison of the optimal solutions found by the MCMC chains in the
observational map to those found in the simulated maps yields a slightly stronger rejection of the simply connected model using &
rather than the twist angle ¢. The best estimate of « implies that, given a large-scale auto-correlation as weak as that observed, the
PDS-like cross-correlation signal in the WMAP data is expected with a probability of less than about 10%. The expected distribution
of ¢ from the GRF simulations is not uniform on [—x, 7].

Conclusions. Using this faster algorithm, we find that the previous PDS parameter estimates are stable to the update to five-year
WMAP data. Moreover, for an infinite, flat, cosmic concordance model with Gaussian random fluctuations, the chance of finding both
(a) a large-scale auto-correlation as weak as observed; and (b) a PDS-like signal similar to what is observed is less than about 0.015%

to 1.25%.
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1. Introduction

During the past half-decade, attention has focussed on the
Poincaré Dodecahedral Space (PDS) as a potentially better
model of comoving space than the infinite flat model (Luminet
et al. 2003; Roukema et al. 2004; Aurich et al. 2005a,b;
Gundermann 2005; Key et al. 2007; Niarchou & Jaffe 2007,
Caillerie et al. 2007; Lew & Roukema 2008; Roukema et al.
2008). If the hypothesis that the comoving spatial section of the
Universe is a PDS is correct, then it should be possible to esti-
mate the astronomical coordinates of the fundamental domain,
as has been tried by Roukema et al. (2008, hereafter, RBSGOS).
Moreover, successive improvements in data and analysis meth-
ods should yield successively more precise and more accurate
estimates of these astronomical coordinates.

Here, we aim to improve on the method of optimising the
cross-correlation & (Eq. (1), RBSGO08) of cosmic microwave
background (CMB) temperature fluctuations between copies
of the surface of last scattering (SLS) presented in Roukema
et al. (2008) and also applied by Aurich (2008). We investigate
whether or not this can lead to improved parameter estimates.
We also test a small number of simulations to see whether the
infinite flat model can reproduce the observational signal.

In RBSGO08, the method was introduced by pointing out that
algebraically, it is an extension of using the identified circles
principle first published by Cornish et al. (1998). Here, we make
use of the fact that the cross-correlation method is not only an
algebraic extension of the identified circles principle, but its re-
lation to the identified circles principle can also be interpreted in
terms of identified annuli. This leads to algebraic/trigonometric
relations that enable a faster calculation of cross-correlations,
without sacrificing the uniformity of the underlying random se-
lection of points on the sky. Moreover, use of these relations also
increases the numbers of pairs per separation bin, leading to less
relative Poisson noise in individual cross-correlation estimates.
The annulus interpretation and the associated relations are pre-
sented in Sect. 3.1.

In Sect. 3.2, use of this faster method to recalculate
Monte Carlo Markov Chains (MCMC) for the five-year release
of the WMAP data is described. Since the new method increases
the numbers of pairs per separation bin, the smallest separation
bin available when estimating correlations should not be as noisy
as without this new method, so we include this smallest separa-
tion bin.

Use of this faster method also makes it practical to perform a
consistent analysis of both the WMAP map and a small number
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of Gaussian random fluctuation (GRF) WMAP simulated maps,
in order to estimate the expectation of a PDS-like signal under
the assumption of a simply connected model. In order to model
this, we need to consider the following.

One of the key motivations from WMAP data for studying
multiply connected models has been the lack of structure on an-
gular scales larger than about 60°, as has been noted by several
authors (e.g. Spergel et al. 2003; Luminet et al. 2003; Aurich
et al. 2005b). As was noted in RBSGOS, in particular in Eq. (10),
if the PDS model is incorrect, then cross-correlations of temper-
ature fluctuations at pairs of points that are implied (by the PDS
hypothesis) to be spatially close should, on average, be much
smaller than the auto-correlations at the same small spatial sep-
aration scale. This is because if the PDS model is wrong, then
these pairs are in reality widely separated rather than closely sep-
arated, so their correlations should, on average, be small.

However, this is only a statistical statement: even for the case
that the PDS model is physically wrong, it is possible that some
orientations of a PDS model, by chance, happen to give cross-
correlations that violate Eq. (10) of RBSG08. How probable is
it for chance large-scale correlations in particular directions to
mimic a PDS-like signal? This clearly depends on the ampli-
tude of the large length-scale auto-correlation. If this amplitude
is low or high, then the chance of finding PDS-like signals us-
ing the optimal cross-correlation method should be low or high
respectively. Since the range of matched circle sizes « studied
in RBSGOS8 included circles with @ < 60°, most of the cross-
correlations are from pairs of points separated observationally
by angles >60° ~ 1 rad.

The latter is the minimum scale above which Spergel et al.
(2003) quantified the lack of temperature-temperature auto-
correlations at large scales in the WMAP data, with their pa-
rameter S, defined

1/2
S = f [C()])*dcos 6, (1)

1

where C(6) is the two-point auto-correlation function at an an-
gular separation of 6 on the SLS (Sect. 7, Eq. (9), Spergel et al.
2003). Hereafter, we call this S¢, in order to distinguish it from
the S parameter used for matched circle analyses. The two pa-
rameters have very different meanings.

The chance of observing S to be as small as that observed
was estimated by Spergel et al. (2003) as 0.15% for an infinite,
flat, cosmic concordance model with a fixed spectral index of
density perturbations. Efstathiou (2004), using what should be a
more accurate method if we assume a simply connected model,
estimated the chances to be much higher, from 3% to 12.5% de-
pending on which sky map is analysed and which (if any) galac-
tic cut mask is used (Table 5, Efstathiou 2004).

We can quantify the relation between large length-scale auto-
correlations and the chance of a PDS signal in the case that the
PDS is wrong by writing that the lower the observed value of S ¢,
the less likely it is that a non-PDS model will give a PDS-like
signal. Hence, since we expect that the two properties, a low S ¢
value and a low chance of a PDS-like cross-correlation signal
occurring in a flat, infinite, cosmic concordance model, are re-
lated, it would not be useful to estimate their probabilities inde-
pendently. Instead, what is of interest to investigate is the chance
that a PDS-like cross-correlation signal occurs, given that S¢ is
as low as that which is observed. Conservatively, we can calcu-
late an upper limit to this conditional probability if we use sim-
ulated sky maps with S, values a little higher than the observed
estimate of §¢. Moreover, here we use the kp2 galactic cut mask,
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for which Efstathiou (2004) finds the highest probability for the
observed S, value to occur in an infinite, flat, cosmic concor-
dance model, so we should obtain a conservative upper limit to
the probability of both (a) an S; value as low as that observed;
and (b) a PDS-like cross-correlation signal similar to that ob-
served occurring. This is described in more detail in Sect. 3.3.

Results are presented in Sect. 4, discussed in Sect. 5 and con-
clusions are given in Sect. 6. For general background on spher-
ical, multiply connected spaces, see Weeks (2001), Gausmann
et al. (2001), Lehoucq et al. (2002) and Riazuelo et al. (2004).
See the references cited above for background on cosmic topol-
ogy. Comoving coordinates are used when discussing distances
(i.e. “proper distances” at the present epoch, Weinberg 1972,
equivalent to “conformal time” if ¢ = 1) and the Hubble con-
stant is written Hy = 100 2zkms~! Mpc~'.

2. Observations and simulations
2.1. Observations

The analysis described in Sect. 3.2 uses the Internal Linear
Combination (ILC)" all-sky map of the five-year WMAP data
(Hinshaw et al. 2009) and the foreground cleaned, Wiener
filtered version of the same five-year data published by the
Tegmark et al. (2003) group (TOH)?> The “kp2” mask to elim-
inate the Galactic Plane and other likely contaminating regions,
covering about 15% of the sky, is used throughout this paper un-
less otherwise noted®. We do not smooth these maps.

2.2. Simulations and associated observational map

The analysis described in Sect. 3.3 uses a version of the WMAP
map and sky simulations prepared consistently from three-year
observational and simulated maps in the Q, V and W frequency
bands, weighted by inverse noise as given in Hinshaw et al.
(2003), and smoothed by a Gaussian of FWHM 1°, as described
in Sect. 2 of Lew & Roukema (2008)*. This version of the ob-
servational map is referred to hereafter as “INC3™.

As mentioned above, the expected value of S from the in-
finite, flat, cosmic concordance model is higher than that ob-
served. However, there is a (small) chance in the model that such
alow S value occurs in any single realisation of the model, such
as the one in which we live. Since we wish to test the chance
that a PDS-like cross-correlation signal occurs given that S¢ is
as low as that which is observed, we generate simulations using
the observational estimates of the spherical harmonic amplitudes
C; of the temperature fluctuations as estimated in Hinshaw et al.
(2007), rather than using the mean values implied by an infi-
nite flat model. The phases of the spherical harmonics are ran-
domised. Gaussian noise is simulated according to the properties
and scanning strategy of each differencing assembly and added
to each simulated map.

' http://lambda.gsfc.nasa.gov/data/map/dr3/dfp/
wmap_ilc_5yr_v3.fits

2 http://space.mit.edu/home/tegmark/wmap/
wienerSyr_map.fits

3 Data file: http://lambda.gsfc.nasa.gov/data/map/dr2/
ancillary/wmap_kp2_r9_mask_3yr_v2.fits;

map projection: http://lambda.gsfc.nasa.gov/product/map/
current/map_images/f02_int_mask_b.png

4 The maps can be downloaded from http://cosmo.torun.pl/
GPLdownload/MCMC/ sims-from-LRO8-project/.

> Inverse Noise Coadded 3-year.


http://lambda.gsfc.nasa.gov/data/map/dr3/dfp/
wmap_ilc_5yr_v3.fits
http://space.mit.edu/home/tegmark/wmap/
wiener5yr_map.fits
http://lambda.gsfc.nasa.gov/data/map/dr2/
ancillary/wmap_kp2_r9_mask_3yr_v2.fits
http://lambda.gsfc.nasa.gov/product/map/
current/map_images/f02_int_mask_b.png
http://cosmo.torun.pl/GPLdownload/MCMC/
http://cosmo.torun.pl/GPLdownload/MCMC/
sims-from-LR08-project/
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Since a lot of the large-scale power in what are considered as
the best estimates of the cosmological signal in the WMAP data
lie close to the Galactic Plane (e.g. Tegmark et al. 2003), simu-
lations based on spherical harmonics with the same C;’s as this
signal but different phases will most of the time have high large-
scale power which does not happen to lie inside the kp2 cut.
Hence, simulations made with the Hinshaw et al. (2007) C; esti-
mates and masked with the kp2 mask will, in general, have S ¢ es-
timates /arger than that which is actually observed for the part of
the signal outside of the kp2 cut rather than approximately equal
to it.

This is not due to an error in the Hinshaw et al. (2007) esti-
mates (assuming a simply connected model®). Even though these
estimates for / < 30 are made using nearly the same kp2 cut that
we use here (Hinshaw et al. 2007, use a kp2 cut degraded in res-
olution), the spherical harmonics are nevertheless functions of
the full sky. Hinshaw et al. (2007) use a maximum likelihood
method which uses the information from the cut sky to infer the
best estimate of the C; values for these functions covering the
full sky. Unsurprisingly, it implicitly extrapolates from the cut
sky to the full sky, and recovers some of the information masked
in the Galactic Plane.

Since we wish to test the chance that a PDS-like cross-
correlation signal occurs given that S¢ is as low as that which
is observed, we have two obvious approaches to choose from in
order to have simulations which are statistically comparable with
the observations. One approach would be to analyse the full sky
for both observations and simulations. In this case, the S, esti-
mates should be approximately equal. However, a large part of
the signal would be that from inside the Galactic Plane. The risk
of implicitly testing the properties of foreground contaminants
rather than of the cosmological signal would be high.

The other approach is to analyse the cut sky (with the kp2
mask) for both observations and simulations. This decreases the
risk that our analysis will be affected by contamination from the
Galactic Plane. However, for the cut sky, many of the simulations
will have S, higher than S, of the observations. In this case,
it will be necessary to select those simulations with the lowest
values of S, not greater than S of the observational map.

This will not give an exact statistical match between simu-
lations and observations. However, since greater S, should in-
crease the chance of cross-correlations occurring, this should
give an upper limit for estimating the probability of cross-
correlations occurring in a simply connected model, i.e. a con-
servative estimate. This is the approach we adopt here.

We estimate S for each of the observational and simula-
tional using

2rsLs r
Se = f [Ea(r)]* d—, 2)
rsLs

T'sLs

where rgp s is the radius of the SLS, £4(r) is the (comoving) spa-
tial auto-correlation function as given in Eq. (4) of RBSGO08, and
r is the comoving spatial separation of a pair of points on the
SLS. This integral differs from that in Eq. (9) of Spergel et al.
(2003), since here we focus on spatial separation, while Spergel
et al. (2003) use an orthogonal projection of the angle between a
pair of sky positions. The minimum angular separation used by
the latter is 60° =~ 1 rad, so here we use rg g for the minimum
separation. Provided that we estimate S in the same way for
both observational data and simulations, the difference between

% For a multiply connected model, the distributions of the various aj,,’s
are to some degree dependent on one other, so a method which assumes
they are independent can at best give an approximate result.
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spatial and projected angular definitions of S+ should not affect
the questions of interest here.

3. Method

The method of using Markov Chain Monte Carlo simulations
to optimise the cross-correlation &c of temperature fluctuations
between copies of the surface of last scattering (SLS) in the cov-
ering space S 3 modelled as S3 c R*, is described in Sect. 3 of
RBSGOS.

Since it is important that the choice of pairs of points is as
uniform as the nature of the observations allows, the selection of
points on a copy of the SLS in RBSGO08 was chosen uniformly
on the SLS, i.e. on the 2-sphere. The binning into bins of pair
separations was calculated only after the pair separations have
been calculated by applying a holonomy transformation to one
of the members of the pair.

From a computational point of view, applying the holonomy
is the most intensive step in the calculation, requiring the mul-
tiplication of a 4 x 4 matrix by a 4-vector, as a rotation in R*.
This matrix calculation is carried out 12 times for a given pair of
points, since all of the 12 holonomy transformations mapping a
point to one of its neigbouring copies of the SLS must be exam-
ined.

The set of 20 holonomy transformations that maps the fun-
damental domain to the next layer in the direction of the hy-
perspherical equator could, in principle, be used too. However,
for these to give matched circles as small as 5°, this would re-
quire the total matter-energy density to be Qi = 1.03, which
is uncomfortably high given present observational estimates of
Qior. To see this, replace /10 in Eq. (15) of RBSG08 by 7/6,
which is half the geodesic length of any member of this set
of holonomy transformations (Clifford translations), and use
Rc = (¢/Hy)(Quot — 172, where Rc is the radius of curvature,
i.e. the radius of S° modelled as a subset of R*. Moreover, it is
not clear how a “generalised” twist parameter could be used if
both sets (or yet further sets) of holonomy transformations were
to be used in a single estimate of the cross-correlation function.
The twist for this set of holonomy transformations is +7/3, not
+m/5. For these reasons, we consider just the 12 immediately
neighbouring copies of the fundamental domain, as in RBSGOS.

In this paper, we argue that after uniformly selecting points
on the 2-sphere, a filtering of these points is possible in a way
that excludes only those points that are certainly not members
of any close SLS-SLS pairs, for a given maximum pair sepa-
ration 7,. This should enable shortening the time to find a given
number of close pairs for a constant number of points N,, as well
as finding a larger number of close pairs for the same value of
Np, since points that are certainly not members of any close pair
are rejected before the iteration over pairs of points is started.
The latter improvement to the algorithm should enable practical
use of the method for shorter pair separations.

3.1. Preselection of potential members of close pairs: a;, @,

Figures 1 and 2 show how a close pair used in a cross-correlation
estimate relates to the two copies of the SLS and the angle a.
that separates it, on a copy of the SLS, from a dodecahedral face
centre. Using the spherical cosine formula, the lower triangle in
the two figures has the relation

X r'SLS T . I'sts . T
COS — = COS —— COS — + Sin —— sin — CoS @+ 3)
Rc Rc 5 Rc

where a, and @ are for Figs. 1 and 2 respectively.
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Fig. 1. Relation of a spatial geodesic of length r, joining a “close” pair
of points in space to two copies of the SLS, and the angle o, separating
the member of the pair on the right-hand SLS from the dodecahedral
face centre, i.e. from the spatial geodesic joining the two SLS copies.
This figure shows a spatial geodesic “external” to the matched circles
(intersection between the two copies of the SLS). The centres of the two
copies of the SLS (2-spheres) are separated by (7/5)Rc. See Sect. 3.1.

~
~

SLS .~ °-

- ~
- ~
~ o

Fig. 2. As for Fig. 1, showing a spatial geodesic, of length r,, “internal”
to the matched circles, and angle «_ separating the member of the pair
on the right-hand SLS from the dodecahedral face centre.

Clearly, @ is maximised when x is maximised. For fixed r,
and rgr g, x is maximised when x = rg. g + 2, i.e. when the upper
triangle degenerates into a single line segment. Hence, the angle
a, is maximised when x = rgi 5 + 5.

Similarly, @- is minimised when x is minimised, provided
that », < rgLs, which is the situation most interesting for
the SLS-SLS cross-correlation method, since close pairs are
the most useful. For fixed r, and rsis, x is minimised when
X = rsLs — 12, i.e. when the upper triangle degenerates into
a single line segment. Hence, the angle a_ is minimised when
X =17rsLs — 1.
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Hence, by symmetry, for a given separation r, < rgsrs, the

minimum and maximum boundaries for defining an annulus
a- < a < ay 4)

on the SLS around a dodecahedron face centre, in order to in-
clude all points that can potentially be members of a close pair
separated by a spatial geodesic distance of at most r, for the cor-
responding pair of matched faces of the fundamental domain, are

Rc

in LS ¢in Z
S]IlRC Sll’l5

&)

. cos [tz —cos%cos%
@, = cos )

When r; is larger than the separation of dodecahedral face cen-
tres (Eq. (32) in RBSGO08), i.e. when
(6)

I'sLs 4
>2Rc|— - —=|,
"2 C( Rc 10)
the derivation leading to the expression for @_ in Eq. (5) is no
longer valid. Instead, the lower limit a_ should be set to zero.
As mentioned above, the preselection enabled by Eq. (5) can
be applied in two ways:

(i) a point that fails to be a member of a “close” pair for a given
maximum separation r, in all of the 12 directions of holon-
omy transformations to adjacent copies of the point in the
covering space can be removed from the list of uniformly
selected points; and

(i) when iterating through pairs of points and holonomy trans-
formations g; (i = 1,...,12), a pair of points for which at
least one of the two points does not satisfy the condition
a < a4 can be rejected without calculating the spatial sepa-
ration of the pair.

When r; is large, @, will also be large, and the six pairs of annuli
may be sufficiently wide that together they cover the whole sky.
In this case, effect (i) will not occur. For a small enough separa-
tion r,, the effect should occur. In that case, more points can be
uniformly selected from S? according to a uniform distribution,
and again tested, until the required number of points is obtained.
In that case, a higher fraction (though not 100%) of pairs de-
fined by this set of points will be useful for the cross-correlation
function calculation. This should increase the number of pairs
per bin, especially for the smallest bins, which have the fewest
numbers of pairs. This would be useful for high resolution cal-
culations. Both effects (i) and (ii) should increase the calculation
speed for a given number of points N,, since they avoid having
to carry out unnecessary matrix multiplications.

3.2. Use of preselection on the five-year WMAP data

The MCMC analysis is performed as in RBSGO08, using the ILC
and TOH five-year WMAP data (Sect. 2.1), but including the
smallest separation bin, i.e. using the full range of separations

d/rss < 40/90, 7
i.e.
d<44h™" Gpe ®)

for Qi = 1.01, matter density €, = 0.28 and SLS redshift
zsLs = 1100, corresponding approximately to angles on the SLS
0 < 6; < 25°. All other parameters are kept as in Sect. 3.6
of RBSGOS. In particular, this includes the five parameters for
orientation of the fundamental dodecahedron (galactic longitude


http://dexter.edpsciences.org/applet.php?DOI=10.1051/0004-6361:200810685&pdf_id=1
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and latitude of one face centre ([, b) and a rotation parameter 6
around the axis defined by (/, b)), the matched circle size @ and
the “generalised” twist phase ¢ when matching opposite faces.
The GPL (GNU General Public Licence) program CIRCLES’ is
used.

3.3. Analysis of simulations

Although the method presented in Sect. 3.1 should speed up the
calculation, analysing a large number of simulations is still time-
consuming. Here, we estimate S¢ for 50 simulations and the
WMAP observational map described in Sect. 2.2 and select those
20 simulations whose S estimates are smallest, provided that
S¢is not less than S ¢ of the observational map. In each estimate,
10000 points selected randomly from a uniform distribution on
the sky outside of the kp2 mask were used. Using each of these
20 simulations and the observational map, four MCMC chains
with random starting points in the parameter space described in
Eq. (28) of RBSGO8 are carried out.

4. Results
4.1. Benchmarking

An example set of calculation times and number of pairs in the
smallest separation bin are shown in Table 1, for one calcula-
tion of the auto-correlation and cross-correlation functions at an
arbitrary PDS orientation and twist, for « = 5° and @ = 60°,
which determine the ratio rs.s/Rc. The speed-up factors range
from about 3—10, depending on both @ and r;.

Ford < r, = 4.4 h™! Gpc, the “annulus outer radii” are
a; = 45.0°,90.9° for @ = 5°, 60° respectively. This is clearly too
large to allow any removal of points from the list of potentially
useful pairs, i.e. effect (i) in Sect. 3.1 does not occur: Ny and
Nc are negligibly affected by the pair preselection mechanism.
However, the labelling of points to record which annuli they can
potentially be pairs of does yield a speed-up through effect (ii),
i.e. by factors of about 7 and 3 for @ = 5° and 60° respectively.

For a much smaller maximum pair separation, i.e. d < ry =
0.4 h~! Gpc, even though the annulus outer radii are still quite
large, i.e. @y = 13.6°,62.9° for @ = 5°, 60° respectively, both ef-
fects (i) and (ii) occur. That is, not only is there a speed-up by a
factor of about 7—10, but there is also an increase in the number
of pairs in the smallest bin for calculating the cross-correlation
function, by factors of about 30 and 7 for @ = 5° and 60° respec-
tively.

In practice, use of a small maximum pair separation bin to
get cosmologically significant results will be complicated by the
relatively larger contributions from the Doppler and ISW effects,
from residual foreground contamination, from the differences
between various versions of the all-sky CMB map at these reso-
lutions (Aurich et al. 2006), and from the absence of the large
scale signal. Nevertheless, the concern expressed in Sect. 5.5
of RSBGOS that improvements to the algorithm would be geo-
metrically quite complex, at the risk of introducing biases to the
method, appears to have been overcome, reducing one obstacle
to small scale work using this type of method.

7 Version CIRCLES-0.3.2.1 was used for calculating the MCMC chains
for the five-year WMAP maps, and version CIRCLES-0.3.8 was used
for calculating the chains for the INC3 observational and simulational
maps. Various versions of CIRCLES are downloadable from http://
adjani.astro.umk.pl/GPLdownload/dodec/. These and earlier
versions of the software require medium to advanced GNU/LINUX, FOR-
TRAN77 and C experience for a scientific user.

Table 1. Example of benchmarking on a 3 GHz processor “.

a 153 a N, 1 NX Né
°  x~h!'Gpc o S
5 0.4 ... 1000 5 1317 52
5 0.4 ... 2000 22 5268 206
5 0.4 ... 8000 375 83476 3900
5 4.4 ... 1000 5 1317 52
5 4.4 ... 2000 23 5268 206
5 4.4 ... 8000 377 83476 3900
5 0.4 13.6 1000 0 6994 1911
5 0.4 13.6 2000 2 28 085 7860
5 0.4 13.6 8000 41 449308 126395
5 4.4 45.0 1000 0 1317 52
5 4.4 45.0 2000 3 5268 204
5 4.4 45.0 8000 53 83476 3880
60 0.4 1000 5 1408 192
60 0.4 2000 23 5650 736
60 0.4 8000 354 90242 12070
60 4.4 1000 5 1408 192
60 4.4 2000 24 5650 736
60 4.4 ... 8000 369 90242 12070
60 0.4 62.9 1000 0 3532 1518
60 0.4 62.9 2000 3 14290 5986
60 0.4 62.9 8000 48 228426 94 887
60 4.4 90.9 1000 2 1408 183
60 4.4 90.9 2000 8 5650 706
60 4.4 90.9 8000 130 90242 11536

¢ The pseudo-random number generator has the same initial seed for
each calculation; ? an estimate of @, from Eq. (5) is shown in the cases
where pair preselection as described in Sect. 3.1 is used; ¢ calculation
time; ¢ numbers of pairs in the smallest bin Na, N¢ for &4, &c respec-
tively.

In a full MCMC chain, the matched circle size a will vary
between the limits illustrated in Table 1. The actual speed-up
factor (and increase in numbers of pairs per bin if this occurs)
will depend on the particular path of the MCMC chain through
parameter space. In the calculations leading to the results de-
scribed below, the range 5° < a < 60° was retained.

4.2. Parameter estimates from the five-year WMAP data

For both maps of the five-year data as described in Sect. 2.1
(ILC and TOH), N¢hain = 16 MCMC chains were run, each
starting with different random seeds, using the kp2 mask. Each
run had 12000 steps and the first 2000 steps of each were dis-
carded®. Figure 3 shows the sky positions (1, b);=; 1> implied by
the (I, b, 0) triples in the MCMC chains for which P > 0.5
(Eq. (25), RBSGO08), for the ILC and TOH versions of the five-
year WMAP observational data. The “probability” function P
used for optimisation by the MCMC procedure is that defined in
Eq. (25) in RBSGO8. This is not a true probability function.

Similarly to what was done in RBSGOS, the 16 chains are
grouped together into four groups, each of four chains. For a
given group, steps 2001 to 12000 from each of the four chains
are concatenated.

We make the convergence requirements a little more strin-
gent than was described in Sect. 4.1 of RBSGOS. That is, we
start from an initial angular radius of 8; = 30° (covering most
of the sphere), decrease by 1° for the next 20 iterations, and then

8 The MCMC chains used in this paper can be downloaded for in-
dependent analysis from the file http://adjani.astro.umk.pl /
GPLdownload/MCMC/mcmc_RBGOS. thz


http://adjani.astro.umk.pl/GPLdownload/dodec/
http://adjani.astro.umk.pl/GPLdownload/dodec/
http://adjani.astro.umk.pl
/GPLdownload/MCMC/mcmc_RBG08.tbz
/GPLdownload/MCMC/mcmc_RBG08.tbz
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Fig. 3. Full sky map [Lambert azimuthal equal area projection (Lambert
1772), centred on the North Galactic Pole (NGP), with the 0° meridian
as the positive vertical axis and galactic longitude increasing clockwise]
showing the optimal orientation of dodecahedral face centres based on
160 000 steps in 16 MCMC chains, using the five-year ILC map (upper
panel) and the five-year TOH map (lower panel), and the kp2 mask,
showing face centres for which P > 0.5.

remain constant at 8;>»; = 10° until the iteration for that face
number converges or until a total of 40 iterations has been
reached. The analyses of the four concatenated groups of chains
give what are considered to be four independent estimates in or-
der to get an estimate of the uncertainties due to our MCMC
estimation method.

The resulting numerical estimates are listed in Table 2. The
columns show minimum “probability” Py;,, face number i, num-
ber n of MCMC steps contributing to the estimate obtained from
the final iteration, galactic longitude / and latitude b, and the
standard error in the mean between the four estimates of differ-
ent sets of MCMC chains, in great circle degrees, o). These
values do not differ significantly from those in Tables 1 and 4
(for the kp2 mask) of RBSGOS.

The MCMC states for @ and ¢ in the final radii of conver-
gence, and their means and standard errors in the mean, are
shown in Fig. 4 and Table 3. Histograms of the distribution of
¢ are shown in Fig. 5. Again, these values do not differ sig-
nificantly from those in Table 2 of RBSG08. The TOH map
shows a small offset between the best estimate of ¢ found (for
P > 0.5) using our convergence algorithm and that at which the
histogram of ¢ states peaks. The former is ¢ = 30.4°, i.e. a lit-
tle below 36°, while the latter (lower panel of Fig. 5) is a few
degrees above 36°. The difference can reasonably be attributed
to the fact that the former uses a convergence algorithm in
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Table 2. Sky positions of the best estimate of the six dodecahedral face
centres for the five-year ILC map with the kp2 mask.

Pmin “ n l b T ((1,b)y
0.4 7 5141 182.8 62.3 1.1
04 12 5239 3055 444 1.2
0.4 3 7097 45.0 495 0.7
0.4 5 5812 1159 195 1.2
0.4 8§ 5056 1746 -3.0 29
04 10 4707 2398 139 2.1
05* 7 2736 181.1 622 1.4
0.5 12 2838 305.7 445 1.3
0.5 3 3712 454 493 0.7
0.5 5 3005 1146 18.7 1.6
0.5 8 2732 1781 -0.5 1.6
05 10 2570 2399 13.8 1.6
0.6 7 1429 1793 62.6 1.1
0.6 12 1487 306.0 443 1.2
0.6 3 1919 455 48.8 0.8
0.6 5 1544 113.6 184 2.0
0.6 8 1387 1756 -1.6 3.0
0.6 10 1419 2377 145 1.6

¢ The face centres are ordered according to the ordering in Table 1 of
RBSGO08. The other 6 faces are directly opposite with identical errors;
b the estimate for P, = 0.5 corresponds to the points shown in the
upper panel of Fig. 3, based on 160 000 steps of MCMC chains.

multi-dimensional parameter space, whereas the latter is the
peak of a projected distribution using a single parameter.

As was discussed in Sect. 4.2 of RBSGO08, when « is not
too large, small changes in the comoving separation between
pairs lead to relatively large changes in a. Does the use of the
smallest bin in the present analysis, and/or the use of the slightly
improved quality between the three-year and five-year WMAP
data help overcome the large uncertainty in @? Visual inspection
of Fig. 4 suggests that the MCMC chains on the ILC five-year
map favour 22° < @ < 35°, while those on the TOH map favour
15° < a < 35°. The problem of approximate degeneracy in «,
which is presumably sensitive to moderate levels of systematic
error, remains.

4.3. Simulations
4.3.1. Estimates of S;

The value of S (Eq. (2)) in the INC3 observational map (using
the kp2 mask) is

ST =963(uK)*. 9)

The 50 simulations have S, in the range 1170(uK)* < § ¢ <
8645(uK)*, i.e. up to about an order of magnitude higher S
than in the observations. As mentioned in Sect. 2.2, this is be-
cause the WMAP cosmological signal has a lot of power close
to the Galactic Plane and we use the kp2 cut sky. In order to
use the simulations best able to test the hypothesis that a sim-
ply connected universe with an observationally valid large scale
auto-correlation can give a PDS-like signal, we select the 20 of
these with the lowest S, values, i.e. in the range

1170(uK)* < S¢ < 3782(ukK)*, (10)

i.e. with up to about 3.9 times larger S ; than in the observations.
Since at large scales (outside of the kp2 cut), these simulations
are more correlated than the observations, we should obtain an
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Table 3. Estimates of matched circle radius & and twist phase ¢ from the
Integrated Linear Combination (ILC) and Tegmark et al. (2003) (TOH)
versions of the five-year WMAP data.

100 -

-100

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

Fig. 4. Distribution of a and ¢ states where P > 0.5 in the MCMC
chains of the dodecahedral solution used in Table 2, for the ILC (upper
panel) and TOH (lower panel) maps. In this and similar figures, lines
indicating +36° are shown. These are not fit to the data.

upper limit to the the frequency of detecting PDS-like signals,
assuming that the PDS hypothesis is wrong.

As a check on the amount of large scale power present in the
Galactic Plane in different versions of the map of cosmological
signal, we estimate S ¢ for the ILC and TOH five-year maps with
and without the kp2 mask. Table 4 shows these estimates. Both
maps have much more power without the cut than with the cut,
as expected. Moreover, while the difference in estimates of S,
for the two maps differs by nearly a factor of two for the full
sky, it differs by only 10% for the cut sky. This confirms the
advantage in analysing the cut sky rather than the full sky: there
is approximate consensus between these two different methods
of generating the map. The INC3 estimate of S = 963(uK)* is
also close to these two estimates.

4.3.2. MCMC chains

While the speed improvement introduced in this paper makes it
possible to analyse a set of simulations rather than just an obser-
vational map, carrying out large numbers of MCMC chains still

a

Map  Ppin n a Oy ¢ T
ILC 0.4  5508.67 20.3 0.7 38.7 1.6
ILC 0.5 2932.17 205 1 37.8 1.2
ILC 0.6 1530.83  20.1 0.7 39.8 1.1
TOH 04  4802.08 21.2 1.4 30.6 4.8
TOH 0.5 295558 204 0.8 32.1 2.6
TOH 0.6 165592 20.3 0.7 275 5.5

¢ The number of steps n can be a non-integer since for a given MCMC
step, it is possible that some of the face centres fall within the conver-
gence radius of the final iteration as described in Sect. 4.2, but other
face centres do not.

800
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800

600

N 400

200+

100

Fig. 5. Histogram of the twist angle ¢ shown in Fig. 4, with VN error
bars, for the ILC (upper panel) and TOH (lower panel), excluding states
with @ < 15°.

remains computationally prohibitive. For this reason, we carry
out only a small number of MCMC chains (four) on each data set
(INC3 observational data set or simulation), and do not attempt
to estimate uncertainties on the individual optimal parameters
for a given data set.

We first concatenate together steps 2001 to 12 000 of each
chain in a group, i.e. we ignore 2000 burn-in steps. This con-
catenated chain is considered to be a single chain for the iter-
ative procedure of estimating parameter values. We modify the
method of choosing an initial rough estimate of the optimal do-
decahedral face centre positions that is used to start the iterations
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Table 4. S, estimates with and without the kp2 mask for the ILC and
TOH five-year maps.

Map kp2 No mask
WK @K
ILC 1012 4851
TOH 1136 2749
1 .0 T T T
05 .
0.0} .
05+ =
-1.0 ' ' '
-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

Fig. 6. Full sky map showing the optimal orientation of dodecahe-
dral face centres based on 40000 steps in 4 MCMC chains, using the
three-year INC map and the kp2 mask, showing face centres for which
P>05.

towards a more precise estimate by randomly selecting a set of
dodecahedral face centres [(/, b) chosen from a uniform distribu-
tion on S2, 6 chosen from a uniform distribution on (0, 27/5).]
This risks causing the convergence to be less accurate, but since
this is applied in the same way for both simulations and obser-
vations, this should not introduce any statistical bias for compar-
ison of observations to simulations.

We also make our iteration a little more stringent than that
described in Sect. 4.2. In the first iteration of parameter estima-
tion, we estimate the dodecahedral face centres starting from a
random initial set as just described, and in the following itera-
tions, we converge on both dodecahedral faces centres and «, ¢
simultaneously. The values of 8; (see Sect. 4.2) are unchanged.
The set of points within the convergence radius ;> 21 = 10° is
used for the final estimates of @ and ¢.

4.3.3. Optimal dodecahedron orientation: (/, b, §) space

Figure 6 shows the optimal set of face centres resulting from
the four MCMC chains for the INC3 observational map. While
the sharpness of the optimal signal does not appear as strongly
as in the results using larger numbers of chains in RBSG08 and
in Fig. 3 for the five-year data here, it is clearly consistent in
position. Since we use many fewer chains here, it is unsurprising
that the signal appears weaker. This should not be a problem
form the present purpose, since the uncertainties from using a
small number of chains should be statistically equivalent for both
INC3 observational data and simulations.

On the other hand, the relative weakness of the signal and the
smaller numbers of chains require using slightly lower minimum
probability thresholds for estimating the best solution. Below,
we cite results for P, = 0.3,0.4,0.5 rather than the earlier
thresholds of P,;, = 0.4,0.5,0.6.

Examples of optimal dodecahedral orientations, for the two
simulations whose S ; estimates are lowest (i.e. are closest to that
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Fig.7. Full sky map showing the optimal orientation of dodecahedral
face centres based on 40000 steps in 4 MCMC chains, using the two
simulated three-year INC maps with lowest S, estimates (simulations
92 and 90, in the upper and lower panels respectively), and the kp2
mask, showing face centres for which P > 0.5.

of the observations), are shown in Fig. 7. In one case, there is
clearly a problem in converging on a single set of dodecahedral
face centres, while in the other, there does appear to be more or
less convergence to a single solution.

4.3.4. Circle size a and twist phase ¢

Figure 8 shows that convergence in @ and ¢ occurs for the INC3
observational map in a similar way to that of the five-year obser-
vational maps. In contrast, Fig. 9 shows that the two simulations
whose S ¢ estimates best match that of the data, i.e. those whose
best dodecahedral face centres are shown in Fig. 7, both “es-
cape” towards the lower limit @ = 5°. The median circle size
is @ = 5° in both cases. This effect can be expected due to the
increased relative Poisson error when comparing fewer numbers
of pairs of pixels. Aurich (2008) found a similar effect, describ-
ing it as “drifting” towards “large L”, which corresponds here to
small a. Several previous authors have found that independently
of whether or not a cosmic topology signal is present, relatively
higher cross-correlations for zero separation pairs, i.e. for pairs
on exactly matched circles, have been found to occur as the circle
size a approaches zero. For example, see Fig. 2 in Cornish et al.
(2004), Figs. 4-6 in Roukema et al. (2004), or Fig. 3 in Lew &
Roukema (2008), where various definitions of a normalised cor-
relation statistic S are shown to increase as @ decreases towards
zero. Hence, it can be expected that MCMC chains will be drawn
towards the lower « limit.
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Fig. 8. Distribution of a and ¢ states where P > 0.5 in the MCMC
chains for the INC3 observational map.

In cases where this occurs, chains spend a large amount of
time at this limit, but cannot go below it. For this reason, the me-
dian of the @ estimates (above a minimum “probability” used in
the MCMC chains, e.g. P > Ppin = 0.5), should more accurately
represent the optimal region favoured by the MCMC chains than
the mean. Thus, here we use the median of a.

Figure 10 shows that nearly all the simulations escape to the
lower « limit. Most of the simulations have best estimate « val-
ues less than 10°, and two have @ estimates just a few degrees
higher. Only two of the simulations have an optimum « estimate
anywhere near the circle size @ of the INC3 observational best
estimate given in Table 5: a™® = 30.8° (for Ppin = 0.5).

Do the latter two simulations, which are similar to the ob-
servational map in the sense that an optimal solution away from
low @ limit is found, have sufficiently similar characteristics to
the observational map such that the observational map can be
considered a chance realisation statistically similar to these two
simulations? Figure 11 does not support this. The two simula-
tions are among the simulations that have the highest S esti-
mates, well above three times that present in the observational
map. This is consistent with what is expected: the stronger the
auto-correlation on large scales, the higher the chance is of get-
ting high cross-correlations between apparently distant parts of
the sky over a large number of pixel pairs, rather than escaping
to the low « limit where there are relatively few pixel pairs. This
can be quantified as follows.

Since the a distributions are constrained from below, they
are unlikely to be Gaussian. So, estimating the significance of the
correlation between « and S ; among the simulations is best done
using a non-parametric statistic. Spearman’s rank correlation p
and Kendall’s rank correlation 7 one-sided tests with a positive
correlation as the alternative hypothesis give probabilities that «
and S are unrelated of 2.5% and 2.4% respectively. Even if we
arbitrarily remove the two simulations with high « from the data
set, the same two two rank correlation tests give probabilities
that & and S ¢ are unrelated of 12.6% and 12.5% respectively.

This supports the visual impression from Fig. 11. For low
S ¢, an optimal cross-correlation in GRF simulations should es-
cape to the low « limit. The point representing the observational
simulation appears to be quite exceptional.
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Fig. 9. Distribution of o and ¢ states where P > 0.5 in the MCMC
chains for the two simulated three-year INC maps with lowest S, es-
timates (simulations 92 and 90, in the upper and lower panels respec-
tively).

Table 5. Estimates of matched circle radius a and twist phase ¢ for the
INC3 observational map.

?nin nb 3 ¢
03 2943 327 276
04 1972 30.8  31.2
0.5 108.8 30.8 325

¢ Minimum probability; > number of MCMC steps contributing to the
estimate.

Do the two simulations with high @ estimates (numbered 58
and 80, with « estimates of 24.5° and 31.9° respectively)
have convergent estimates of dodecahedral face centres and ¢?
Figure 12 indicates a poor convergence of dodecahedral face
centres for simulation 58 and what looks like the superimpo-
sition of a strong primary and a weak secondary convergence in
the case of simulation 80. Moreover, Fig. 13 shows that both of
these two simulations have quite strongly bimodal distributions
in ¢ rather than favouring any individual optimal value of the
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Fig. 10. Median circle sizes a (see Sect. 4.3.4) and twist angles ¢ (mean)
for each of 20 simulations (empty circles) and the WMAP observational
map (solid circle, values given in Table 5), analysed using the steps with
P > 0.5 (see Egs. (25), (26) of RBSGO08). In each case, the 10 000 steps
following 2000 burn-in steps of each of 4 MCMC chains started at ran-
dom points in parameter space are concatenated for this analysis.
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Fig. 11. Median circle sizes a as a function of S for each of the 20 sim-

ulations (empty circles) and the WMAP observational map (solid cir-
cle), analysed using the steps with P > 0.5.

4000

twist ¢. This is quite different behaviour to that in Fig. 8 for the
observational map.

However, in order to be conservative, let us suppose that sim-
ulations 58 and 80 converge well enough in comparison to the
observational map that we can consider them to have convergent
MCMC solutions with a > @™ = 5°. This gives us an estimate

P> o™ | S, <3.951) < 10%, (11)

where o > o™ represents the event of getting a non-Poisson-
noise signal at least 10° (the MCMC step size) away from the
lower limit of o™,
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Fig. 12. Full sky map showing the optimal orientation of dodecahedral
face centres based on 40000 steps in 4 MCMC chains, using the two
simulated three-year INC maps with the highest @ estimates (simula-
tions 58 and 80, in the upper and lower panels respectively), and the
kp2 mask, showing face centres for which P > 0.5.

4.3.5. Distribution of the optimal twist phase ¢

Itis clear in Fig. 10 that the simulations give a distribution of best
estimate twist angles ¢ different from the uniform distribution on
[—n, ] described in Eqs. (12) and (13) of RBSGO08 and discussed
in Sect. 5.4 of that paper. Figure 14 shows the distribution as
a histogram. A two-sided Kolomogorov-Smirnov test between
the distribution of the best estimates of ¢ from the 20 simula-
tions and a uniform distribution on [—, ] rejects equality with
P = 0.01. The values of ¢ for the simulations, shown in Figs. 10
and 14, all lie in the range (—100°, +100°), and mostly seem to
cluster even closer to ¢ = 0.

A likely explanation is that this is a consequence of the anti-
correlation in the auto-correlation function measured in WMAP
sky maps at nearly antipodal scales by different authors using
different methods (Fig. 16, Spergel et al. 2003; Fig. 1, RBSGO0S).
The Hinshaw et al. (2007) C; values should implicitly include the
information that there is an antipodal anti-correlation. Estimates
of the auto-correlations of the simulations confirm that an anti-
correlation of about —100(uK)? at ¢ = +x is present, so that the
simulations correctly reproduce this characteristic of the obser-
vational data. This anti-correlation implies that MCMC chains
should disfavour ¢ = +m when correlating pairs on a matched
circle pair, and, hence, generally disfavour ¢ = +x for pairs on
“matched annuli”. This is discussed further in Sect. 5.3.2.

Since a uniform distribution on [-mx, 7] is clearly wrong,
a reasonable hypothesis must be made regarding the intrinsic,
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Fig. 13. Distribution of @ and ¢ states where P > 0.5 in the MCMC
chains for the two simulated three-year INC maps with highest @ es-
timates (simulations 58 and 80, in the upper and lower panels respec-
tively).

expected distribution of best estimates of ¢. Given the numer-
ical results from the simulational analyses and the presence of
the ¢ = +x anticorrelation, which should favour ¢ away from
+7 and towards zero, we assume a Gaussian distribution, f(¢),
centred on ¢ = 0 with width o4 estimated by the rms of ¢ in the
simulations.

The parameters of this distribution for different Py, values,
and the Kolmogorov-Smirnov probabilities that the simulational
values are consistent with a Gaussian distribution, are given in
Table 6. For the lower thresholds, Py, = 0.3 and Py, = 0.4,
the Gaussian distribution hypothesis is mildly rejected by the
Kolmogorov-Smirnov test. If we set the mean and standard de-
viation of the Gaussian distribution to be the mean and stan-
dard deviation of the simulational ¢ estimates, then the three
Kolmogorov-Smirnov probabilities for Py, = 0.3,0.4,0.5 are
Pxs = 54%, 84%, 97% respectively. Thus, it is clear that the dis-
tributions are consistent with Gaussianity if we use the estimated
means rather than force symmetry about ¢ = 0.

Could there be a reasonable justification for using a non-zero
mean ¢? The only possible source of systematic asymmetry is
that the noise simulations follow noise patterns in the observa-
tional data, which are not perfectly symmetrical. It is not obvious
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Fig. 14. Histogram of the optimal twist angle ¢ (shown in Fig. 10), with
VN error bars, together with a Gaussian distribution of width 38.4°,
centred at zero (see Table 6).

Table 6. Properties of the distribution of best estimates of ¢ from the 20
simulations.

Pmin ?mg Pi]’(s
0.3 329 5.9%
04 385 13.1%
0.5 384 328%

“ Root mean square width of the distribution; ? two-sided Kolmogorov-
Smirnov probability that the simulational values are consistent with a
Gaussian distribution centred on zero, of width oy = @yyps.

that this asymmetry is sufficient to justify assuming an asymme-
try in the expected distribution of ¢. Moreover, the means and
standard errors in the mean for the three P;, thresholds are
12.8 £ 7.1°, 14.4 £ 8.4°, 12.1 + 8.6° respectively, showing no
statistically significant difference from zero.

Given a Gaussian distribution in ¢ centred on zero with width
0g = ¢ms as listed in Table 6, the probability that ¢ is as close
to +7/5 as the observational value (Table 5) is close to +7/5 is
22%,12.8%,9.4% for P, = 0.3,0.4,0.5 respectively, i.e.

P(min(g + /5D < N = /5[5 <3958 < 22%. (12)

Since the values ¢.ys are themselves not too far from n/5, it
is clearly not so improbable that ¢ ~ +n/5, compared to what
would be expected from a uniform distribution on [—m, ]. In
other words, this suggests that using the present method, an esti-
mate of ¢ is not as good a discriminator between a chance PDS-
like signal and an intrinsic, physical signal as it would be if the
expected distribution were uniform on [—x, 7], i.e. there is an-
other ropological degeneracy (cf. Aurich et al. 2005a) in CMB
all-sky maps.

On the other hand, is it just a coincidence that ¢, ~ 7/5?
In Sect. 5.3.2 below we discuss this question. It is possible that
the empirical C; spherical harmonic spectrum, even with ran-
domised phases, may encode more cosmic topology information
than might naively be expected.
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4.3.6. Probability of rejecting the simply connected, infinite,
flat model

The analyses of these simulations indicate that the requirement
for the MCMC chains to avoid “escaping” to the lower limit in
circle size @ gives a stronger constraint against the simply con-
nected, infinite, flat model than the requirement that could poten-
tially exclude the PDS model, i.e. the requirement that ¢ ~ +7/5.

Let us write the PDS-like characteristics of the WMAP ob-
servational data which we have tried to reproduce by simulations
as follows. The data

(i) have a large scale cutoff in structure statistics;

(i) yield a solution with & > '™ and ¢ ~ +n7/5 when using
the MCMC method for optimising the cross-correlation &c
for the “generalised” PDS.

Rewrite these as
(i) Se < SINC3;
(i) &c yields @ > o™ and min(|¢p+n/3]) < |p™NG-7/5| < 8.4°,

where we use the “worst” estimate of ¢ from Table 5, i.e. ¢ =
27.6°, for P, = 0.3. For convenience, we write these even more
compactly as

(i) Se < SN

(if) £YMAP.

Since both S ~ § éN(B and £YMAP are present in the WMAP
data, the probability of these two characteristics both occur-
ring in the simply connected, infinite, flat model can be written
P[(S¢~ S éNC3) N EYMAP]. From the results above, in particular
from Egs. (11) and (12), we can write
P(MAPIS, < S = P[a > o™ and

min (|¢ = 7/5]) < [¢™ - 7/5)|

'SE < SéNC3]

IA

limi INC3
P(a > limit ' Ses St )

IA

P(a > glimit ' Se < 3.95?‘“),
< 10%. (13)

Are the probabilities that & > o™ and ¢ ~ +7/5 independent
of one another, so that instead of the Eq. (13), we can write

> allmlt

P and

min( = /5D < [N = /5] | 5. < S1C|
= P(a > o™it ' Se s SéNC‘%) X
P[min(|¢ £ 7/5)) < N - /5 8¢ < sg““] ~2.2%, (14)

again using Eqs. (11) and (12)? Spearman’s rank correlation p
and Kendall’s rank correlation 7 one-sided tests where min(|¢ +
n/5]) decreases as « increases as the alternative hypothesis
both give probabilities that these two parameters are unrelated
of 7.9%. A two-sided test gives 16% in both cases. While neither
of these rejections of the hypothesis that the two parameters are
unrelated is highly significant, they are strong enough rejections
that it would premature to assume that the two parameters are
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independent. Hence, the probability estimate in Eq. (14) cannot
(yet) be assumed to be valid.

As mentioned above, Spergel et al. (2003) estimated that
PS¢ < S;"’MAP) ~ 0.15% for an infinite, flat, cosmic concor-
dance model, with a fixed spectral index of density perturbations.
Efstathiou (2004) estimated P(S; < S}NMAP) ~ 3-12.5%. The
latter calculation reconstructs unobserved structure hidden be-
hind the galactic mask by assuming a simply connected model.
For the purposes of testing the simply connected model hypoth-
esis, this is internally consistent.

Using these two estimates to write two respective estimates
of P(S¢ < SéNC‘%) ~ P(S¢ < S}NMAP), we have

PI:(S{: < SE:NC:;) N gszMAP] —

P(Sg < SE:NC:;) P(é_-(\;\/MAplsf < SéNCfi) (15)
by the definition of conditional probability. Hence, from
Eq. (13), we have

P[(Se < SPC) nM¥] < 0.015%,

P[(Se < SPC)n MY < 1.25% (16)

for the lower and high estimates of P(S; < S éNC‘%) respectively.

In other words, the simultaneous existence of both of these
two properties of the WMAP data, one a generic characteristic of
small universe models and the other highly specific to the PDS,
is unlikely with a probability of about 99.99% or 99% depend-
ing on whether the Spergel et al. (2003) or Efstathiou (2004)
estimates of P(S¢ < S ;VMAP) are used. This result only requires
a frequentist approach to probabilities. Bayesian modelling of
prior beliefs is not invoked.

5. Discussion
5.1. Matched annuli and calculational speedup

The preselection method described in Sect. 3.1 leads to faster
calculation times by a factor of about 3—10 (Sect. 4.1). This is
by eliminating most calculations of pair separations for pairs
which are not useful for the cross-correlation calculation. Is it
possible to improve this algorithm even further? Given that we
have Eq. (5), the number of calculations required for a given to-
tal number of pairs could, in principle, be reduced by another
small factor as follows.

Randomly select a point p; from a uniform distribution on
S2, considered to be the left-hand copy of the SLS in either
Figs. 1 or 2. For each of the 12 holonomy transformations g;
to adjacent copies of the fundamental domain, check if the an-
gle @;; on the SLS from p; to the dodecahedral face centre for g;
satisfies @_ < a;; < a,. If this constraint is satisfied, then choose
a second point p; randomly from a uniform distribution on the
circle defined by the intersection of the right-hand copy of the
SLS in Figs. 1 or 2 and the 2-sphere centred at p;, having radius
.

By construction, all of the pairs (p;, p;) selected in this
way are at separation r,, and should be statistically equiva-
lent to generating a full set of pairs of which both members
are uniformly selected on S? and then selecting those whose
separations are close to ;. A loop over values of r, will give
cross-correlations over the desired range of separations. This
construction would bring the calculation method closer to the
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identified circles method itself, with the difference that instead of
correlating points lying precisely along the circles, points “near”
the circles are correlated.

This raises the question of differences between using the
present method and using the identified circles method with
“thickened” circles. The most likely differences between these
two methods would depend on how “thickening” is defined and
how overlapping thickened circles are dealt with.

“Thickening” would require a somewhat arbitrary choice
of an averaging procedure. For example, a circle could be di-
vided into equal angular intervals and thickened so that individ-
ual bands of the annulus are internally averaged to obtain the
temperature fluctuation at that angular position around the cir-
cle/annulus. Alternatively, a Gaussian smoothing could be used.
Howeyver, neither of these methods would take into account the
fact that the comoving spatial separation of a pair of points “bor-
dering” opposite regions of the annulus does not change linearly
as the width of the annulus increases. In contrast, the present
method calculates and uses the spatial separations directly.

The problem of overlapping thickened circles follows from
the fact that twelve pairs of annuli on the 2-sphere intersect each
other many times. The greater the thickness of the annulus, the
greater the number of randomly selected points in these intersec-
tions. If a correlation statistic is calculated over each circle sepa-
rately and then averaged, then points which are members of these
intersections contribute several times (typically two or three)
more to the final statistic than points which are members of only
one annulus. If chance fluctuations at some pairs of these inter-
sections happen to have high correlations or anti-correlations,
then the final statistic might be biased by these pairs, since it
would implicitly assume that the pairs are independent of one
another, even though this is false in some cases.

The use of numerical simulations should make this more
of a problem of excessive noise rather than systematic bias. It
is difficult to see any simple way in which a method directly
based on the identified circles principle could avoid this prob-
lem, whether or not its final effect is statistical bias or rather
an extra source of noise. For the SLS optimal cross-correlation
method, this problem does not exist, since both points are se-
lected uniformly on S? and selected afterwards based on their
spatial separations (the method as presented in RBSGOS), or else
preselected in a way that is equivalent to this (the present paper).

Hence, results from comparing a series of thickened circle
pairs for a range of thicknesses to use of the SLS optimal cross-
correlation method should be expected to be different, for both
geometrical and statistical reasons.

5.2. Five-year WMAP data

The five-year WMAP data (Sect. 4.2) give best estimates of the
PDS model similar to those for the three-year data. Since most
of the improvement in the WMAP data is at small angular scales,
this is unsurprising.

5.3. Simulations

Given the infinite, flat model with GRF as a null hypothesis, the
probability that the observed WMAP data could be a random
realisation of this model, i.e. that both a large-scale cutoff in
power and a specifically PDS-like signal appear in the WMAP
data, is estimated in Eq. (16) as 0.015% or 1.25% depending
respectively on whether we use the Spergel et al. (2003) or
Efstathiou (2004) estimates of the former. This appears to be
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a significant rejection of the infinite flat model. Is there any way
to avoid this interpretation? Other properties of the cosmolog-
ical component of the WMAP data, unlikely in the infinite flat
model, have been noted by many authors. It is unlikely that these
different properties are statistically fully independent of one an-
other.

On the other hand, in this case we have a physically mo-
tivated model, motivated from the most fundamental level: the
spatial section of the Universe is a 3-manifold, i.e. it must have
a “shape”. As Schwarzschild (1900, 1998) stated a little over a
century ago, that shape may well be multiply connected rather
than simply connected.

More recently, the generic predictions of a cutoff in power
at large scales were made when only the COBE data were avail-
able (Starobinsky 1993; Stevens et al. 1993). The identified cir-
cles principle (Cornish et al. 1998), of which the present method
is an extension, and the matching of the Poincaré Dodecahedral
Space hypothesis to the large scale lack of power and the esti-
mates of Q¢ ~ 1.01-1.02 (Luminet et al. 2003), were published
without the knowledge that the present version of the method,
allowing for a “generalised” PDS of arbitrary twist angle, would
be applied to the WMAP data. It seems physically unreasonable,
therefore, not to combine the probabilities of the different signs
of cosmic topology.

In this case, to argue that the probability in Eq. (16) has un-
derestimated, either the Spergel et al. (2003) or Efstathiou (2004)
probability estimates of a low S have to be increased, or the es-
timate of the probability of a PDS-like signal, given a low S,
(Eq. (13)) has to be increased. We have conservatively taken the
maximum probability estimate in Table 5 of Efstathiou (2004)
for the former.

For the latter, we have conservatively assumed that the two
simulations with @ > '™ have a signal given by the MCMC
method similar enough to the signal in the observational map
that we can set this probability at P(EMA*IS ¢ < S M) < 10%.
To increase this probability significantly, it would be necessary
to argue that many or most of the simulations have convergence
characteristics, best estimates of @ > o™ and best estimates of
¢ ~ +m/5 similar to those for the observational map. Given the
results presented in Sect. 4.3, a systematic error of this sort able
to satisfy this seems unlikely.

On the contrary, Fig. 11 and the rank correlation statistics
(Sect. 4.3.4) favouring a positive correlation between @ and S ¢
suggest that PEYMAPIS, < S éNC3) is smaller than what we have
been able to estimate with a small number of simulations. This
is consistent with what was argued in RBSGO08, i.e. that the
lower the amplitude of the large-scale auto-correlations, the less
chance there should be of cross-correlations occurring in the ab-
sence of a PDS-like signal or for a wrong orientation of the PDS
model.

This suggests two possible alternative approaches to that
used here. Either we could generate simulations so that most
of the set of simulations have S about as low as that observed
— with the kp2 cut — or we could generate simulations for the
full uncut sky. However, both of these approaches have prob-
lems. The problems in both cases arise from the fact that a large
amount of the large scale power is estimated to lie close to the
Galactic Plane, but the estimates of how much this power is and
of how precisely we can measure the detailed fluctuations close
to the Galactic Plane are highly uncertain. For example, Table 4
shows that the estimates for S, for the five-year ILC and TOH
maps differ by only 10% when the kp2 cut is used, but differ by
nearly a factor of 2 for the full sky.
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Suppose that we generate simulations so that most of the
set of simulations have S about as low as that observed, us-
ing the kp2 cut. In this case, we implicitly assume that both
the extrapolations from outside of the kp2 cut to inside it, as
well as the direct estimates for the full sky, vastly overestimate
the power inside the kp2 cut. For testing a multiply connected
model hypothesis, this could have some validity given that the
spherical harmonics are not statistically independent from one
another. However, this is not the null hypothesis that is to be
tested with the simulations. The aim is to test the null hypothesis
of a simply connected, infinite, flat model with Gaussian random
fluctuations. This model implies a relation between structures
inside and outside of the kp2 cut, which needs to be included
in the simulations if we wish to correctly test the hypothesis.
In other words, the statistics of fluctuations generated by simu-
lations which are designed to mostly have small S; outside of
the kp2 cut are unlikely to be statistically equivalent to those of
fluctuations generated in the way performed here. In the present
work, the full set of simulations was generated by the Hinshaw
et al. (2007) estimates of the C; values, and a subset of these was
selected with the criterion that S, outside of the kp2 cut must be
as close as possible to S of the observations outside of the kp2
cut. These two different methods of generating simulations are
distinct.

The second alternative to the present method would be to
generate simulations for the full uncut sky, and to run MCMC
chains on both these and the observational map. However, be-
cause of the intrinsic difficulty in correcting for emission in the
Galactic Plane and as is indicated in Table 4 for two different
versions of the all-sky map of the cosmological signal, there
would then be a much greater systematic uncertainty in the re-
sults. Hence, both of these two alternative approaches have dis-
advantages relative to the method used here.

In addition to our main results of probability estimates, it
has become clear that the properties of the expected distribu-
tion of ¢ (for the null hypothesis of an infinite, flat model) are
not simple. This can be understood generically by realising that
the mathematical procedure we are using is pattern matching.
A cross-correlation for the correct mapping between two gen-
uinely correlated copies of a single pattern will necessarily yield
a high value. However, for a pattern which is sufficiently com-
plex, both cross-correlations for incorrect mappings between
two genuinely correlated copies of a single pattern, and also
cross-correlations for arbitrary mappings between two uncorre-
lated patterns may in some cases yield high values due to the
complexities of the patterns and chance correlations. From first
principles, modelling this is unlikely to be simple. For this rea-
son, simulations provide an algorithmic shortcut to estimating
the likely distribution of ¢, given a certain family of patterns.
Gaussian random fluctuations from a given C; spectrum are one
such family of patterns. For a different C; spectrum or different
statistical properties of the fluctuations, different characteristics
of the expected distribution of ¢ may occur. Here we discuss
some characteristics of interest.

5.3.1. Tendency of an MCMC chain to favour regions of ¢
approximately symmetric around zero

Figure 8 in RBSGOS and Figs. 4 and 8 each indicate that in ad-
dition to the main cross-correlation signal, there is also an addi-
tional, weak, secondary signal with an approximately equal but
opposite value of ¢. This is clear in Table 3 of RSBG08 and
Fig. 5 for the five-year ILC and TOH maps. Since only four
MCMC chains were carried out for each of the INC3 real and
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Fig. 15. Schematic diagram showing two circles on the SLS on which
cross-correlation is to be optimised, for twist ¢ = 0. The fluctuations are
zero everywhere on the two circles except at the points A and B on the
first circle and C on the second circle. At all three points the fluctuation
amplitude is +1.

simulational maps for the main INC3 analysis, we carried out 12
additional MCMC chains on the real INC3 map in order to create
a histogram equivalent to those in Fig. 5. The resulting histogram
of the ¢ distribution from the 16 chains is shown in Fig. 16. This
is clearly consistent with those in Fig. 5, in the sense that the
+n/5 peak strongly dominates over the —x/5 peak.

Is it physically reasonable that a PDS model would give both
—nt/5 and +71/5 as valid twist angles, even where one twist gives
a much weaker signal than the other? At most one of these can
indicate the correct 3-manifold of comoving space. A possible
explanation for both twist angles to be favoured in the MCMC
chains might be that the density perturbations went through
some sort of resonance process during an early epoch. In that
case, it is conceivable that a harmonic created at that early epoch
would still remain present. The optimal cross-correlations in the
simulations, in particular those shown in Figs. 9 and 13, also
have bimodal distributions of preferred values of ¢. Moreover,
they appear to give nearly equal weight to solutions with posi-
tive and negative values of ¢ of about the same absolute value.
This suggests that some type of pattern in the fluctuations can
tend to cause an MCMC chain to favour regions of ¢ approxi-
mately symmetric around zero.

The following schematic diagram shows that at least one spe-
cific pattern of fluctuations on the sky can lead to some degree of
symmetry of optimal ¢ values, to the extent to which the real (or
simulated) pattern mimics the idealised pattern. Figure 15 shows
two circles on opposite sides of the sky, seen by someone exter-
nal to the SLS, looking approximately but not nearly along the
axis joining the two circles. If we approximate this region of the
covering space S3 as an approximately flat region for intuitive
simplicity, then the mapping corresponding to a “generalised”
holonomy transformation from one circle to the other is a trans-
lation followed by a twist. If the twist is either +¢ or —¢, then the
summed cross-correlation is 1. If the twist is anything other than
+¢, including zero, then these two idealised circles will have a
zero cross-correlation.

The original identified circles principle, i.e. the present
method in the limit of zero pair separations, would imply that
both of these patterns are equally optimal. By extension, our
present method will find the same result for this idealised pat-
tern.

This schematic situation is clearly highly simplified. Apart
from the fact that the fluctuation patterns are unlikely to be as
simple as in Fig. 15, here we have assumed that the MCMC
chain is fixed at a particular orientation on the sky and matched
circle size. In reality, the chains are free to change both of these.
Changing orientation and/or circle size would weaken the sym-
metry provided by the pattern in Fig. 15. Hence, to calculate the
relevance of this schematic pattern realistically from first prin-
ciples would be quite complex. However, given that we have
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Fig. 16. Distribution of the twist angle ¢ in 16 MCMC chains run on
the INC3 observational map, for states where P > 0.5 (the four chains
shown in Fig. 8 plus 12 additional MCMC chains), with VN error bars,
excluding states with a < 15°.

’ ,

Fig. 17. Schematic diagram of two circles on the SLS for twist ¢ = 0,
illustrating that the observed anti-correlation at antipodal points on the
SLS corresponds to an anti-correlation at twist ¢ = 7 on the circles.
Solid circles at points A—C indicate positive fluctuations, and hollow
circles at the antipodal points A’~C’ indicate negative fluctuations.

realistic numerical simulations (for the infinite, flat model), we
do have an illustration here of at least one basic pattern which
could lead to best solutions which are approximately symmetric
in ¢ around two values +¢, even though only one of these two
values is the “true” value (physical or simulated) of the map.

5.3.2. Properties of the distribution of optimal ¢ values

Statistical properties of the distribution of optimal ¢ values
found in the analyses of the simulations (Fig. 14) are different
from what was intuitively expected. Not only is the distribu-
tion of ¢ not uniform on [—x, ], but it is moderately well fit
by a Gaussian centred on ¢ = 0° of width o7y = (¢?) ~ /5
(Table 6). Why is the distribution of optimal ¢ values not uni-
form on [-n, 7]? Why should o be approximately 7r/57

Consider the twist angle ¢ = m. On matched circles, this rep-
resents pairs of antipodal points, independently of the matched
circle size @. Figure 17 illustrates this schematically. In general,
a pair of points on a pair of would-be matching circles are sepa-
rated by a twist ¢ < y, where 7 is the angle on the SLS separat-
ing the pair of points. The exception is that ¢ = 7 when y = 7.
This separation corresponds to a spatial geodesic separation be-
tween the pair of points in the covering space S* of 2rgys.

For antipodal points, &4 is slightly negative (Fig. 16, Spergel
et al. 2003; Fig. 1, RBSGO08). In the simulations analysed here,

this anti-correlation at ¢ = r is approximately —100(uK)? in
most simulations.

The MCMC chains are optimised to find positive cross-
correlations, not anti-correlations. Hence, it should, in fact, be
expected’ that optimal cross-correlations should cluster towards
¢ = 0 and away from ¢ = 7.

We test this with a toy model as follows. The angular scale
above which the auto-correlation becomes negative in Fig. 16 of
Spergel et al. (2003) is acos(—0.9) = 154°. To first order, we
can approximately think of this as antipodal pairs of 25° discs
on the sky being anti-correlated. So, we start with one of the
simulated maps and randomly select 50 antipodal pairs from a
uniform distribution on the sky. For each antipodal pair, we cal-
culate the mean temperature fluctuation within 10° of each pole.
We choose this radius to be smaller than 25° so that there is a
fair chance that the disc we use will mostly cover a single “anti-
correlated” disc, of full size 25°. If we had chosen the full disc
size, then frequently there would be too little overlap for an anti-
correlation to be measured. If the product of the mean tempera-
ture fluctuations in the two discs of the pair is negative, then we
multiply the fluctuations in one member of the pair by —1. This
is done for all 50 antipodal disc pairs. If there were no overlap
between these discs, then this would cover about 80% of the full
sky.

While this procedure is not likely to give a valid statistical
set of fluctuation patterns for testing the infinite, flat universe
hypothesis, it should be sufficient for qualitatively testing the
hypothesis that the anti-correlation is responsible for the con-
centration of the expected distribution of ¢ away from & and to-
wards zero. Moreover, since the anti-correlation at the antipodes
provides some contribution to S, this procedure decreases the
minimum, mean, and median values of S; for the 20 simula-
tions from 1170,2928,3071(uK)* to 467, 1494, 1169(uK)* re-
spectively, i.e. by about a factor of two. The maximum value of
S ¢ increases slightly, from 3782 to 4012(uK)*.

Figure 18 shows the result of searching for optimal PDS so-
lutions using four MCMC chains per modified simulation, and
analysing the chains as before. The distribution of best ¢ esti-
mates is shown in Fig. 19. Several effects of the antipodal anti-
correlation reversal are visible in the two figures. Firstly, several
optimal correlations occur close to the antipodes, i.e. at ¢ ~ 7.
Secondly, the chains which escape to '™ have optimal ¢ values
spread over a wider range than without the modification. These
two effects are qualitatively consistent with the hypothesis that
the antipodal anti-correlation plays an important role in concen-
trating the expected ¢ distribution for an infinite, flat model to-
wards zero.

A third effect can also be seen in Fig. 18; a fairly large num-
ber of chains no longer escape to o', Since we reverse the
fluctuation sign in one element of each of 50 antipodal pairs, it
is clear that this does not only affect antipodal correlations, it can
also create correlations at several different scales, which did not
exist in the original simulation. This can create highly artifical
attractors for the MCMC chains.

The combination of these effects does not yield a distribu-
tion of ¢ which looks uniform by inspection of Figs. 18 and 19.
A Kolmogorov-Smirnov two-sided test comparing the ¢ distri-
bution to a uniform distribution on [, ] yields a probability
of 16%, i.e. the distribution is only marginally consistent with a
uniform distribution. Clearly, although the non-uniform distribu-
tion of ¢ is clearly influenced by the antipodal anti-correlation,
the latter alone is insufficient to explain it.

° This fact was missed in RBSGOS.
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Fig. 18. Median circle sizes @ and twist angles ¢ (mean) for each of
the 20 simulations, analysed using the steps with P > 0.5, modified as
described in Sect. 5.3.2 by inverting the anti-correlation in 50 randomly
selected pairs of 10° radius antipodal patches on the sky.
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Fig. 19. Histogram of ¢ values shown in Fig. 18. The Gaussian distri-
bution shown in Fig. 14 is reproduced here.

Given that the observational map does include an antipodal
anti-correlation, and possibly other features contributing to the
non-uniform expected distribution of ¢, to what degree should
the optimal cross-correlations favour ¢ close to zero, and what
shape should the distribution of ¢ take? For example, if o4 as
defined above is estimated on the interval (without periodicity)
[—7, ), then how small should it be?

The simulations are generated from spherical harmonics us-
ing the spherical harmonic mean coefficients C; of Hinshaw et al.
(2007), obtained from the WMAP data, but with random phases
(and simulated noise). We choose those of the simulations with
the lowest S estimates. These simulations contain much of the
same information that is in the observational data set. After all,
this is the point of simulations.

We know that the MCMC chains in the data with the cor-
rect phases favour ¢ = +n/5, and have an anti-correlation at
2rsLs. Randomising the phases of the spherical harmonics while
retaining the C; values should yield many statistical properties
that are similar to that of the map with the correct phases. So,
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the simulated maps must statistically allow ¢ to be at least as
high as 7/5, but do not necessarily have to allow it to be much
higher. Since the random phases have no way of favouring right-
handed twists over left-handed twists, a distribution centred at
¢ = 0 and including values roughly up to +7/5 is consistent with
the information that the simulations should statistically contain.
However, the reason why the distribution does not extend to op-
timal twists with |¢| > 7/5 remains an open question for future
work.

6. Conclusion

By use of some spherical trigonometry, it is possible to speed up
the Markov Chain Monte Carlo cross-correlation method of test-
ing a cosmic topology hypothesis described in RBSGOS by a fac-
tor of about 3—10. This is shown in Fig. 1 and Eq. (5). This could,
in principle, make it practical to make calculations at higher res-
olution than before. However, the physical interpretation of the
calculations would be ambiguous because of several systematic
effects listed above.

Moreover, for low matched circle sizes and low maximum
pair separations, use of Eq. (5) can increase the numbers of pairs
per separation bin, thereby decreasing the noise. A further im-
provement in the method and the relation between this method
as a test of “matched annuli” and tests of matched circles are
discussed above in Sect. 5.1.

Applying the faster method to the ILC and TOH versions
of the WMAP five-year data, we find little significant change in
the best estimate parameters for a Poincaré dodecahedral space
model of the Universe, compared to those given in RBSGOS.
Depending on the minimum pseudo-probability level used in the
MCMC chains that is used for estimating the twist ¢, the optimal
value of ¢ is a few degrees higher and a few degrees lower than
+36.0° in the ILC and TOH maps respectively (Table 3).

We also applied the faster method to a small number of sim-
ulated skies. The WMAP observations confirmed the generic
cosmic topology prediction (Starobinsky 1993; Stevens et al.
1993) of a cutoff in structure statistics such as the temperature-
temperature fluctuation auto-correlation on large angular or spa-
tial scales. Here, we estimated the weakness of the large scale
auto-correlations using a statistic Sy (Eq. (2)) similar to that
of Spergel et al. (2003). The low observed value of S im-
plies that cross-correlations on these scales should usually be
weak, so that MCMC chains as used here should have difficulty
finding a region of parameter space with high optimal cross-
correlations. Hence, to conservatively test the infinite, flat, con-
cordance model hypothesis, on the assumption that the real ob-
servations have a low value of S due to being a single realisation
of a random process, we analysed simulated skies which use the
Hinshaw et al. (2007) C; estimates and randomised phases of
the spherical harmonics. The observational map was calculated
from the three least contaminated frequency WMAP bands, Q,
V and W, and the Gaussian random fluctuation simulations were
created using an equivalent analysis pipeline (Lew & Roukema
2008).

For simulated and observed skies with the kp2 Galactic cut,
these simulations using the Hinshaw et al. (2007) C; estimates
generally yield overestimates of S, for the cut sky. Since we
prefer to analyse the cut sky in order to minimise galactic con-
tamination effects, it was necessary to select those simulations
with the lowest values of S, so that the simulations were statis-
tically as similar as possible to the observations outside of the
kp2 cut.
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The results of running MCMC chains on the 20 simula-
tions with the lowest S estimates from among 50 simulations
were that only two simulations gave optimal cross-correlation
solutions which did not escape to the lower limit in circle
size @, where small number statistics favour fortuitous cross-
correlations. This indicates a conditional probability of finding a
non-noise solution of about 10% (Eq. (11)).

The distribution of optimal twists ¢ from the simulations
showed that despite the low value of S, the expected distribu-
tion of ¢ in the simulations was not uniform. Instead, it is con-
sistent with a Gaussian distribution centred near ¢ = 0, of width
~33-38°. Possible reasons for the nature of this distribution are
discussed above, in Sects. 5.3.1 and 5.3.2.

Assuming this numerical, Gaussian fit to the expected (for
an infinite, flat model) distribution of ¢, and using the estimate
of ¢ obtained from the observational map (Table 5) that is most
discrepant from /5, we found that ¢ could be expected to be as
close to +7r/5 as the observational value is close to +7/5 with a
probability of about 22% (Eq. (12)).

Both of these probabilities are conditional on S being low,
which itself is unusual for an infinite, flat model (e.g. Spergel
et al. 2003; Efstathiou 2004). Hence, for an infinite, flat, cosmic
concordance model with Gaussian random fluctuations, we find
that comparing an observational map with simulational maps
gives an estimate of the chance of finding both (a) a large
scale autocorrelation as weak as that observed, and (b) a PDS-
like, optimal cross-correlation signal similar to that observed
to be about 0.015% or 1.25% for the Spergel et al. (2003) or
Efstathiou (2004) estimates of the probability of low S, respec-
tively (Eq. (16)).
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