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Abstract. Bayesian data analysis techniques, together with suitsthléstical models,
can be used to obtain much more information from noisy daa the traditional fre-
guentist methods. For instance, when searching for perisidnals in noisy data, the
Bayesian techniques can be used to define exact detectieriacfor low-amplitude sig-
nals — the most interesting signals that might correspomdibitable planets. We present
an overview of Bayesian techniques and present detaildgsaseof the HARPS-TERRA
velocities of HD 40307, a nearby star observed to host a datelihabitable planet, to
demonstrate in practice the applicability of Bayes’ rul@astronomical data.

1 Introduction

The Bayes'’ rule of conditional probabilities has a long aodtmoversial history in astronomy and has
been used widely in some parts of the astronomical commusigh as among cosmologists|[22],
but has only recently been applied to transit or radial vigfqelanet search data [117,123,/126, 27].
The principles of Bayesian inference are remarkably sirbptethey still enable one to perform data
analyses to be with little assumptions that might be lingitihe quality of the inferred results when
using more traditiondrequentist data analysis methods.
The Bayes’ rule can be written simply as
|(mi&)x(6)
m(6m) = ) ,P(m) > 0, Q)
where random variable denotes measurements and random vari@bépresents all the unknowns
that are of principal interest to the researcher, i.e. thedehparameters. In the above equations,
n(6)m) is the posterior density of the parameter given the measemes;7(6) is the prior density,
the information ory before the measurememt was madej(m|6) is the likelihood function of the
measurement, i.e. the statistical model or likelihood niyaated P(m) is a constant, usually called the
marginal integral, that makes sure that the posterior impearprobability density in the sense that the
product of the likelihood and prior integrates to unity othex parameter spa& Thus, the marginal
integral can be written as

P(m) = fg lme)(e)ae. )
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Theintegral in Eq.[(R) is a key feature in the Bayesian modelgarison framework. However, we
do not discuss model selection further in this article antpdy refer to some recent papers discussing
the caveats of estimatirg(m), and methods of overcoming them and using it in practic€ |23/ 25]

The Bayes' rule works the same way regardless of the numbmeaturements (or sets of mea-
surements) available. For independent measurenngnits= 1, ..., N, we can generalise Eq.](1) and
write

I(my, ..., mulO)x(6) _ 7(6) [T, li(m6)

Gy, ..., MN) = =
ﬂ-( I N) P(ml, cees mN) P(ml, cees mN)

3)

where the last equality holds only if the measurements atependent and thugm, ..., my|0) =
[T; I(m]6) holds.

The expression in Eq.[(3) holds with remarkable generafitpriactice and its applicability is
practically without limits. For instance, no assumptions aeeded on the nature of the likelihood
function, sometimes called the likelihood model, as long aan be expressed mathematically. Fur-
thermore, the measurements can be anything: frdfardnt sources such as radial velocity, transit,
or astrometric surveys in the context of planet searches-teries, individual numbers, matrices
such as digital images, etc.; integers, real numbers, ar boelean operators. We also note that no
assumptions are required about the nature of the probathdisities of model parametets- in fact
these densities are the product of Bayesian inference isethge that finding out their properties and
estimating them is one of the primary goals of Bayesian awesly

The prior probability density of the model parametef®) can also have a variety of shapes and
natures but ideally it should be kept uninformaliver.t. the likelihood function in the sense that the
likelihood is a narrower probability density (has e.g. d¢eedischer information) in the parameter
space. This means that the likelihoogerwhelms the prior, though sometimes it is necessary to
reverse the situation by using informative priors that imtoverwhelm the likelihood — especially if
the likelihood function does not contain information on soaspects of the modelled system.

Priors are the only subjective part of Bayesian analyse® +dbt consists of computations an is
largely neglected throughout this article with few excep$, though sometimes the computational
difficulties are considerable problems on their own. Howevenesassumptions have to be made
regarding prior probability densities. This is evidentdese a flat, i.e. uniform, prior is still a prior
density (one that all frequentists using likelihoods assunsimilarly, fixing parameters (e.g. fixing
eccentricity such that = 0 in planet searches) corresponds to a delta-function pfidhe form
n(e) = 6(e) that has all the density at zero and none elsewhere. Fuorthrer prior probabilities of
different models do not have to be equal but some models mighaapypee realisticah priori and
it would then be desirable to assign them greater prior gyitibas in practice. Finally, the collection
of candidate models is also selectegriori and because comparisons of these models is actually
indistinguishable from comparisons oftféirent prior models the choice of candidate models is of
very high importance in Bayesian analyses of scientific.data

1Sometimes “uninformative” is used to denote a probabiligngity that all scientists can agree on really being an un-
informative one, i.e. representing “maximum amount of igmeze”. However, it remains a subjective issue and we do not
define what we mean by uninformative here other than thatltered results depend more on the likelihood than the prior
practice.

2For instance, comparison of two models containkngndk + 1 Keplerian signals is equivalent to comparing two priors
that are otherwise the same, but the other one has a dettadiurform for the amplitude of th& + 1th signal such that
7(Kk+1) = 6(Kk+1) that peaks at zero.
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2 Bayesian inference with dynamical information

In case of detections of exoplanets in systems of multipdegts, there is a very useful additional
source of information — the Newtonian (or post-Newtoniamg€essary) laws of motion. Because we
cannot expect to detect an unstable planetary system itiggracfor the very reason that because of
instability it would not exist in the first place unless we w@bserving it exactly at the time when its
chaotic nature causes collisions or ejections of the bddiéise system — we can say that the prior
probability of detecting something unstable is almost indge.

In the Bayesian context, this additional information frogndmical analyses of such planetary
systems can be written as

I(m, Sle)(6) _ I(MIS, 6)l(SI6)(6)
PMS) PmsS)

m(6m S) = (4)
whereS denotes this “dynamical information” in terms of stabilitgnstraints of the system. Because
Newton'’s laws, or more generally the laws of gravity, do nepend on the measurements we have
possibly obtained but the results we obtain must dependamn (bnless we have found something that
violates them — a significant discovery indeed), we havaerithe last equality in the above equation.
In particular, the likelihood containing the dynamicalarhation |(S]6), needs to be defined in some
suitable way to be able to use the HJ. (4).

2.1 Analytical criteria for dynamical stability

The dynamical likelihood in Eq[{4) can be written simply ksing some simple stability criteria and
by defining the likelihood in such a way that it is negligibter 8ystems not satisfying these criteria
while it has a non-negligible constant value for systemsdbasatisfy the criteria.

One simple such criterion is that the planets in a given gsysteould not experience orbital cross-
ings. Assuming co-planarity of the orbits, this leads to ppraximate criterion for the eccentricities
and semi-major axesy of the planets and j such thata;(1 + &) < a;(1 — €;) when theith planet
is the inner one and thigh is the outer one. This criterion can further be improveddxyuiring, for
instance, that the planets stay out of each others Hill gghatrall times. However, as a very rough
criterion, this expression can only be used as a startingt poid cannot be expected to provide much
additional constraints in practice unless the proposenigtéaty system is clearly unstable and one of
some of the corresponding signals are actually caused bgtharg else but planets.

A slightly more useful criterion is e.g. the approximatedytange stability criterion for two
subsequent planets definedlas [5]

4/3
a‘s(ﬂl - %)(ﬂm + p2y20)" > 1+ muz(g) , (5)
whereyi = MM, @ = i1 + po, vi = J1- €%, 6 = Vag/ar, M = m, + my + mp, m is the planetary
mass, andn, is stellar mass. Again, we simply 4é8|0) = cif the criterion is satisfied anidS|6) = 0
otherwise (we call the set of stable orbits in the paramgtacaB c ®). This criterion can also be
used to estimate briefly whether a given observed systendéshstable or not [23, 26,/27].

However, the above criteria do not take into account e.gtaintesonances and are only very ap-
proximate criteria in practice. Therefore, better metrer@sneeded to take into account the dynamical
information in practice.
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2.2 Dynamical information from posterior samplings

If the shape of the posterior density of the model paramétetseady known and a sample has been
drawn from it e.g. using one of the various posterior sangpéifgorithms|[11}, 12, 19], we can use
this sample in assessing the shape of the dynamical likadifionctionl (S|6). We assume that such
a statistically representative sample has been drawn fherpdsterior density and that it exists in a
form of a Markov chain such th& ~ =(0m),i = 1,...,K. TheseK parameter vectors can now be
used as initial states of direct numerical integrationslanetary orbits.

As performing numerical integrations of planetary orbsta isimple task with suitable algorithms,
such as the Bulirsch-Stoer algorithm [7], we assume thah &amitial states of the system have
been integrated frorty = 0 toty = T, where the duration of these integratiofs,is typically set
to millions to hundred million years. Also, some crite5riave been chosen to determine whether
a system is stable or not (i.e. collisions, increasanwithout limit for somei, etc.). We divide the
durationT into N intervals such tha = iT/N. With this notation, and witl#; as an initial state of
orbital integrations for all = i, ..., K, we haveK chains ofN vectors that we denote 815 j=1..,N,
whered! = 6i(t;). Each of these chains of vectors represent the orbitaligwol of the system as a
function of time.

Hence, we can approximate the posterior probability of figdie |, c ® of dynamical informa-
tion and data for eachrintervall, as

1 K
POclISm =~ RZ‘ P € 11|S, 6)
K N
S PRIGHEE ©)
i=1 j=1
where

_ [ 1ifeel _ | lifeeB
L) = { 0 otherwise 2N916) = { 0 otherwise

In the above expression, the second indicator function @snehether a given chain of vectors
corresponds to an unstable configuration or not, i.e. whatiemember of the chain is outside the set
of stable orbitsB. The first indicator function denotes the probability of fimgithe parameter vector
in the givenn-interval and weights each part of the &tvith this probability. Thus, this expression
sets negligible weight to unstable configurations and assignzero probabilities for the stable ones
and can be interpreted as the desired posterior probatiditgity of the model parameters given the
measurements and the dynamical information in Eq. (4). ¥ipglthis equation is not dicult in
practice given that one can incredéeN, andT such that the dynamical analyses help in ruling out
unstable areas of the parameter space and the results bstadisiécally representative [26].

3 Planet detection criteria

When the goal is to find planetary signatures from noisy datgriteria for detecting confidently
such signatures are important in order to extract weak Edridden in the noise from the data and
to avoid detecting false positives or signals arising fraheoperiodic or quasi-periodic sources such
as the movement of the celestial bodies of the Solar Systtattarsrotation coupled with magnetic
activity, starspots, and other activity-induced phenoamfrthe stellar surface; of instrumental source
as a consequence of lack offBcient instrumental stability or problems in calibration.
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The first part of these criteria can be summarised brieflylssiie [23]. First, it is required that the
posterior probability of a model witk+ 1 signals is significantly greater than that of a model witlyon
k signals. This can be expressedR{d/1x|m) > aP(My_1/m) for a selected threshotd > 1. Several
authors user = 150 that has been interpreted as corresponding to “signtfesadence”|[10, 13, 23]
but the exact choice of this threshold remains subjectided@pends only on how confident one wants
to be when making decisions based on model comparisons.

The second criterion is that, in case of radial velocitied thill be used as examples below, the
radial velocity amplitudes of all signals are statistigalistinguishable from zero, i.e. their Bayesian
credibility sets (BCSE)do not overlap with zero for a selected threshdld [0, 1]. In practice this
means that the signals are constrained from below in a skasthey cannot be said to be consistent
with zero, which in turn would imply that they are not sign#itly present in the data. In practice
there are several examples of signals that do not satiusfyctherion or satisfy it only just and it
should be taken into account when detecting periodic variatof planetary origin [23, 26, 27].

In addition to having a well-constrained amplitude, theigetiof a signal also has to be well-
constrained in the sense that it has clear lower and uppés limthe parameter space (with suitable
credibility). If this was not the case, a signal could not aiel$o be periodic and could not be readily
interpreted as being caused by the Doppfeeet of planetary origin. However, this one, and the other
two above criteria are only mathematical ones applicabdmyodetection problem of periodic signals.
There are also other, physical, criteria that have to befgadito be able to claim that a given signal
is of planetary origin.

One of these physical criteria was already mentioned ab@ydanetary system has to be stable
in long term. Therefore, the orbital parameters obtainechfthe data have to correspond to a dy-
namically viable system. Furthermore, the signals shoatchave counterparts in the stellar activity
indicators, which would cast considerable doubt on theinptary nature. However, we do not discuss
these criteria further here for brevity.

4 Modelling radial velocities in practice

Radial velocity method is, together with the transit phogétiy method, the mostfiecient method
of finding planets around other stars. However, becausenibtidimited to inclinations that enable
transits, it is much morefgcient in finding planets around nearby stars [1, 3| 2B, 26, Adjvever, in
case of low-mass planets in multiple systems, and in theepieaf radial velocity noise of comparable
magnitude to the planetary signals, the typical periodogbased planet searches fail dramatically
and prevent the detections of low-mass planet candidatd%[3

One of the reasons for this failure is that usually radiabu#y data is binned by calculating
e.g. the average of few velocities within an hour or withinigeg night or sf. As the process of
averaging several measurements is clearly not a bijectaggpimg, it is then impossible to return from
the binned data usually reported in the literature to thgial set and investigate the validity of the
binning algorithm. Moreover, binning will always resultlmss of information because it essentially
corresponds to an artificial decrease in the number of puscimeasurements. Therefore, it is hard to
find any justification to binning other than it makes the résglcomputations easier by making the
obtained binned velocities closer to independent that mie periodogram analyses more suitable.
For these reasons, more robust approaches are needed.

3The BCS, a subset of the parameter spacef thresholds is defined for the posterior densitysm) asD; = {Z)(; cO:

b, 7@M) = 6, 7@M e, = .
“Typically this binning is performed in an unknown manner ésdetails, i.e. weighting and choice of estimates, is not
reported in the literature reporting radial velocity data.
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Figure 1. UCLES (left) and HARPS (right) radial velocities efCeti.

Instead, modelling the noise as realistically as possitelead to much more trustworthy results
than would be possible using any binning algorithm [27]. Tih& possibility would be to have the
binning procedure as a part of the statistical model, whigb&es comparisons offtirent procedures
in the context of Bayesian model comparisons. One such gueedfectively corresponding to
binning is a noise model with moving average (MA) compon@dt|R6, 2i7]. This statistical model
can be written briefly as

p
m = fi(t) + & + Y ¢jlm-j = fulti-)], @
j=1

where measurement at epocht; is modelled using the functiofy and some convenient white noise
component; that can be e.g. a combination of instrumental white noisejedermined by the in-
strument pipeline producing the velocity measurementsaaadditional source of noise, sometimes
referred to astellar jitter.

The analyses of radial velocities from HARPS and otherims#nts indicate that this noise model
is typically much better than pure white noise model [24/273, Furthermore, information is not lost
if the MA codficientsg; are selected conveniently or used as free parameters ditistisal model.

4.1 The 1 Ceti velocities

The nearby Solar-type starCeti (HD 10700) has been the most frequent target star cdiraeliocity
surveys in the past [18, 27,128] because it is the closestesBmlar-type star to our own system. The
radial velocity curve of this star has been considered “ftl8pite~ 4400 HARPS high-precision
velocities,~ 1000 AAT/UCLES radial velocities, and 600 HIRES precision velocities from the
10m Keck telescope and no planets have been reported tordhti [18, 28]. We show the UCLES
and HARPS velocities of this star in Figl 1 [27]. These longdiseries have been shown to con-
tain significant amounts of covariance, or correlationsveen subsequent measurements ffedént
timescales [27], and the MA model of Edy] (7), with expondrgiaoothing, has been used to model
the velocities succesfully [27].

In particular, modelling the HARPS data in Fig. 1 (right piuwéth the MA model decreased the
amount of excess white noise in the data tremendously fréM[1.51, 1.69] to 1.06 [1.02, 1.11] m's
[27] — as denoted using the maximaposteriori (MAP) estimates and the corresponding BCSs with
6 = 0.99. As the correlations in the noise are more deterministit@n be removed according to
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Figure 2. Lomb-Scargle periodograms of the HARPS velocities beftwp)(and after (bottom) removing the
noise correlations according to the MAP estimates of the M\ (nodel. The dotted, dashed, and dot-dashed
lines indicate the analytical 10%, 1%, and 0.1% false alawbabilities.

the model, this decrease is very significant improvemenbdingarison to the traditional white noise
models. Similar improvements have also been observedédflRES and UCLES data [27]

Furthermore, such decrease in the noise, and the most iamplgrthe ability to make the excess
noise remaining in the data more whitel[26, 27], i.e. indejesr, enables us to use even the more tra-
ditional methods in analysing the data, such as the Lombg&cperiodograms [14, 20], to visualise
the results. We compare such periodograms of the “raw” HAR&S shown in Figl]1 (right panel)
and of residuals after removing the correlations in the rhadeording to the MAP estimates of an
MA(10) model [27]. These periodograms are shown in Elig. 2.

Clearly, the large number of peaks in excess of the analyftitse alarm probabilities (FAPS) in
Fig. 2 (top panel) do not indicate the precense of a variesigifificant periodicities in the data but
that the assumptions underlying the periodograms are tisfisd. Instead, in the bottom panel of
Fig. [3, the situation is visually more realistical and thgnsicance of the peaks exceeding the 10%
FAP at periods of roughly 14, 35, 300, and 600 days should\mstigated further [27].
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Figure 3. As in Fig.[2 but after removing correlations from the UCLE&{tand HIRES (bottom) data sets.

After removing the correlations from the UCLES and HIRESadsdts — this time in the time-
scale of~ 10 days — the Lomb-Scargle periodograms of these sets afigis@nd do not appear have
any significant powers (Fid.] 3). However, there are indaragithat models taking into account noise
correlations in a time-scale ef 10 days can adapt to the signals and decrease their sigigisam
the residual periodograms (at least this has been obseswvetARPS data of GJ 581)[4, 24].

5 Analysis of HD 40307 radial velocities

HD 40307 is known to be a system of three super-Earths withabgieriods of 4.31, 9.62, and 20.44
days and minimum masses of 4.3, 7.0, and 105 Mspectively/ [16, 26]. Obtaining the signals of
these three super-Earths from HARPS-TERRA velocities §2,i2rather easy and we have plotted
the corresponding phase-folded signals in Hif§j. 4. Howeherthree planetary companions were
reported based on analyses of binned HARPS-CCF velocittjs Therefore, binning the data, and
using a sub-optimal spectral reduction method, i.e. theszomrrelations function (CCF) methaod [2],
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Figure 4. Phase-folded orbits of HD 40307 b (top left), c (top right)dal (bottom) together with the HARPS
velocities.

might disable a reliable detection of additional low-arnplie signals of planetary origin that might
still be present in the data in addition to the three cleamatigres of super-Earths.

Indeed, moving sequentially by subtracting the signalsasponding to the greates posterior prob-
abilities (and strongest periodogram powers) from the,cgatd modelling the noise carefully with an
MA(3) model enables the detections of three new signalsariH 40307 velocities [26].

When looking at the residual periodograms of three-Keatemodel for the unbinned velocities
(Fig.[d, top panel), it can be seen that there are two poweessghng the 10% FAP in the data. How-
ever, without binning, and after actually throwing part loé tspectral information away in the sense
that the velocities are calculated only from the redmost plathe HARPS spectra likely containing
less activity-induced variation [26], the significancestludé powers increase (Fid.] 5) and indicate
clearly that e.g. the 51-day peak is a significant perioglicithe data.

According to Bayesian analyses of the velocities of HD 4Q30&re are actually three additional
periodicities in the data that satisfy all the detectioriecia presented in Sectigd 3. This implies
that there are actually six planets orbiting HD 40307 [26]e Wmonstrate this by showing the
phase-folded signals of these candidates and the pogpeoioability densities of their radial velocity
amplitudes in Figl16. Interestingly, the outermost one ebthplanet candidates is in the liquid water
habitable zone of the star [21] and appears to be one of thederdidate for a habitable world out of
those detected.

When analysing the HARPS-TERRA radial velocities of HD 4D30e did not use uninformative
(in any practical meaning of uninformative) prior dengtfer the orbital eccentricities. Instead, we
estimated that close-circular orbits of planets in any giggstem are more probaldepriori than
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Figure 5. As in Fig.[2 but for the binned HARPS-TERRA velocities of HD3@T (top) and for the unbinned
ones after obtaining the velocities from the red part of tAdRIRS spectra only (bottom).

more eccentric ones, and that extremely eccentric orbitk, evg. e > 0.6, are very improbable in
practice because they would certainly make such sysmteswafiass planets unstable due to orbital
crossings. Furthermore, it is a well-known (but rather poonderstood) fact that analyses of radial
velocity measurements containing signals with low ecdéetirs, tend to yield overestimates for the
eccentricities [29]. For these reasons, we chose the pradr thatr(e) o« N(0, 0.3%) [23,126].

According to the comparison of posteriors and priors in [Hgthe likelihood still overwhelms
the priors — at least, the prior does not appear to have a @mmiole. This can be seen because
eccentricities that are penalised rather heavily by therstill have significant posterior values.

Furthermore, additional constraints for eccentricitis be readily obtained from dynamical anal-
yses of the planetary orbits. Using the method describeflyiin Eq. [6), we plotted the resulting
eccentricity posteriors, dynamical likelihoods, and tleeimbinations in Fig[J8. This corresponds to
Bayesian updating of the posterior density from the datdbylynamical likelihood (grey histograms
in Fig.[8) and obtaining an updated posterior given both dathdynamical information (red curves
in Fig.[8).
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Figure 6. Phase-folded orbits and velocity amplitudes of the three candidates around HD 40307.

It can be seen in Fig[]8 that the highest eccentricities oftallcandidates in the HD 40307
system are basically penalised by the dynamical likelihedzbcause they correspond to unstable
orbital configurations. This example shows that informafiem dynamical analyses can be readily
incorporated into Bayesian analyses of radial velocityadatd can be used to better constrain the
planetary orbits.

6 Conclusions

The Bayes’ rule of conditional probabilities is affieient and very practical way of inferring im-
portant information from noisy data. We have presentedypial formulations of Bayesian data
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Figure 7. Estimated posterior densities of the eccentricities ofdixeplanet candidates orbiting HD 40307
(histograms) and the corresponding prior densities of teerricities (dotted curve). The Solid curve represents
a Gaussian density with the same mean and variance as thbutieh.

analysis problems and showed some examples demonsttatiegiectiveness of the combination of
Bayes’ rule and realistical noise models in practice.

In particular, when detecting periodic signals in noisyad&ayesian formulation allows the def-
inition of exact detection criteria that have to be satisfitbe able to conclude that a signal exists
beyond reasonable doubt. Moreover, these criteria [23beaexpressed in a natural way and have
intuitive probabilistic interpretations that leave fewegtions unanswered. When applying these cri-
teria, the greatest caveat is the ability to assess whdtbetatistical models used to analyse the data,
i.e. the likelihood and prior models, contain dfitiently representative collection of models. If the
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Figure 8. Posterior densities of the eccentricities (white histoggpof the six planet candidates orbiting HD
40307, dynamical likelihoods (grey histograms), and thembination (red curve).

detection criteria are satisfied for a variety of such madhbkre is little doubt about the existence of
the signals. However, if this is the case for only one or fewdals, the physical origin of noise has to
be understood better in order to make conclusions regatbegumber of significant signals in the
data.

The example of HD 40307 (Sectibh 5) shows that a combinafipriars, suitable likelihoods, and
information from dynamical analyses can provide much mmi@mation on a given planetary system
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than any traditional periodogram-based methods. Furtbexnthe combination of these sources of
information is a natural application of the Bayes’ rule amdlaes the combinations of any other
sources of data in addition to these as well. Therefore,@asnly logically consistent framework of
data analysis [6], the applications of Bayes' rule are glamd it should be added to the basic toolbox
of all astronomers in practice.
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