arXiv:1606.06367v3 [astro-ph.CO] 23 Jan 2017

Prepared for submission to JCAP

Will Kinematic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich Measurements Enhance the Science Return from Galaxy Redshift Surveys?

Naonori S. Sugiyama,^{a,b,c} Teppei Okumura,^{a,d} and David N. Spergel^e

aKavli Institute for the Physics and Mathematics of the Universe (WPI), Todai Institutes for Advanced Study, The University of Tokyo, Chiba 277-8582, Japan bCREST, Japan Science and Technology Agency, Kawaguchi, Saitama, Japan cDepartment of Physics, School of Science, The University of Tokyo, Tokyo 113-0033, Japan dInstitute of Astronomy and Astrophysics, Academia Sinica, P. O. Box 23-141, Taipei 10617, Taiwan eDepartment of Astrophysical Sciences, Princeton University, Peyton Hall, Princeton NJ 08544-0010, USA E-mail: nao.s.sugiyama@gmail.com, tokumura@asiaa.sinica.edu.tw, dns@astro.princeton.edu

Abstract. Yes. Future CMB experiments such as Advanced ACTPol and CMB-S4 should achieve

measurements with S/N of > 0.1 for the typical host halo of galaxies in redshift surveys. These measurements will provide complementary measurements of the growth rate of large scale structure f and the expansion rate of the Universe H to galaxy clustering measurements. This paper emphasizes that there is significant information in the anisotropy of the relative pairwise kSZ measurements. We expand the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum in Legendre polynomials and consider up to its octopole. Assuming that the noise in the filtered maps is uncorrelated between the positions of galaxies in the survey, we derive a simple analytic form for the power spectrum covariance of the relative pairwise kSZ temperature in redshift space. While many previous studies have assumed optimistically that the optical depth of the galaxies τ_T in the survey is known, we marginalize over τ_T, to compute constraints on the growth rate f and the expansion rate H. For realistic survey parameters, we find that combining kSZ and galaxy redshift survey data reduces the marginalized 1-σ errors on H and f to ∼ 50-70% compared to the galaxy-only analysis.

Keywords: galaxy clustering, power spectrum, redshift surveys, cosmological perturbation theory,

cosmological simulations, and Sunyaev-Zeldovich effect

ArXiv ePrint: arXiv:1606.06367

1 Introduction

There is growing interest in using kinematic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich [1–4] (hereafter, kSZ) measurements as a cosmological probe. The kSZ effect induces brightness temperature anisotropies in the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) radiation due to the Doppler shift when the CMB photons scatter off a cloud of moving free electrons inside and around a galaxy cluster. The temperature shift is sourced by the free electron peculiar velocity along the line-of-sight (LOS) with respect to the CMB rest frame. Therefore, the kSZ effect offers a unique and powerful observational tool for measuring peculiar motions of galaxy clusters on cosmologically interesting scales. Measurements of the peculiar motions through the kSZ effect would be very valuable, since it would not only allow us to test the predictions of the standard model, but also provide additional constraints on cosmological parameters, especially on the equation of state of dark energy and modified gravity [5–13], the Copernican Principle and the homogeneity of the Universe [14, 15], and neutrino mass [16].

In addition to constraints on cosmological parameters of interest, the kSZ effect is also a potentially powerful probe to the “missing baryon” problem [5, 17–23] and galaxy formation feedback [24]. Most of the baryons at low redshift (z < 2) are thought to be in the warm hot intergalactic medium with temperature in a range of 10^5-10^7 K [25]. This hot diffuse ionized gas is very difficult to observe through its emission, because it is neither hot enough (T < 10^8 K) to be seen in X-ray observations, nor cold enough (T > 10^3 K) to be made into stars and galaxies. Since the kSZ signal is directly proportional to the gas density and is irrelevant to the gas temperature, it is sensitive to the ionized gas in the Universe.

With these motivations, there have been various efforts to detect the kSZ effect over four decades after the kSZ effect was first proposed in 1970 [26–32]. Early attempts yielded gradually improving upper limits [33–38]. In 2012, Hand et al. [39] reported the first clear detection of the kSZ effect through the LOS pairwise velocity estimator [40] using CMB data from the Atacama Cosmology Telescope (ACT) [41] with galaxy positions from the Baryon Oscillation Spectroscopic Survey (BOSS) Data Release (DR) 9, which is a part of the Sloan Digital Sky Survey III (SDSSIII) [42]. In 2015, Planck collaboration [43] has also detected the kSZ effect through the same estimator as [39] and the kSZ temperature-reconstructed velocity field correlation using galaxy positions from SDSS DR7 [44]. Soergel et al.[45] has measured the pairwise estimator and detected the kSZ effect using CMB data from the South Pole Telescope (SPT) [46] with cluster positions estimated by photometric redshift data from the Dark Energy Survey (DES) [47, 48]. Schaan et al. [23] has reported a detection of the kSZ signal by stacking the CMB temperature at the location of each halo, weighted by the corresponding reconstructed velocity, using CMB data from ACTPol [49] with galaxy positions from BOSS. In addition, Sayers et al. [50] has provided the claimed detection of the kSZ effect in a single source. Hill et al. [51] and Ferraro et al. [52] have detected the kSZ effect through a three point correlation using CMB data from Planck with galaxy density distributions from the Wide-field Infrared Survey Explorer (WISE) [53].

The mean relative peculiar velocity averaged over pairs at separation r, so-called mean pairwise velocity, v_{pair}(r) was first introduced in the context of the BBGKY theory [54–56] and then in the fluid limit [57–59], and was measured by [39, 43, 45] through the kSZ effect at cosmological distances. There are two issues in measuring the mean pairwise velocity as follows. One is that we observe only the line-of-sight component of the peculiar velocity rather than the full three-dimensional velocity [40]. Another is that observed three-dimensional positions of galaxies are distorted along the LOS by redshift space distortions (RSD) [60–62]. Thus, it is not possible to measure the mean pairwise velocity v_{pair}(r) as a function of the true distance, r, directly. To interpret the kSZ measurements [39, 43, 45] and the measurements of the bulk flow of the local Universe [63, 64] correctly, we have developed the theoretical model of the LOS pairwise velocity in redshift space and have investigated its nonlinear properties in both configuration and Fourier spaces [65, 66], where we have mainly focused on the statistics of the number density-weighted velocity which is straightforwardly obtained from kSZ (galaxy velocity) data and simulations.

The mean pairwise velocity is related to the two-point correlation function of density fluctuations by the pair conservation equation and isotropic symmetry assumption [54–56], where the time

– 2 – derivative of the correlation function averaged over a sphere of radius r corresponds to the mean pairwise velocity. However, this relationship only holds for conserved fields in real space (in isotropic clustering). As an alternative approach, we have shown a new relation between the density and LOS density-weighted velocity fields in Fourier space, which holds in redshift space (in anisotropic clustering) and also for any discrete object and enables us to extend familiar techniques to compute the density power spectrum to the LOS density-weighted velocity power spectrum [66]. There, we have computed the power spectrum/correlation function of the LOS density-weighted velocity in redshift space in the context of the Lagrangian perturbation theory.

The amplitude of the kSZ effect is proportional to τ_Tf where τ_T is the optical depth in the tracer population and f is the growth rate of structure. Most papers that explored the use of kSZ measurements for cosmology assume that τ_T is known and non-evolving, so use the kSZ measurements to trace the evolution of f(z). This approach could be risky, as galaxy formation feedback has significant effects on the large-scale distribution of the electrons and can alter the amplitude of the kSZ signal by up to 50% [23, 24]. In this paper, we will make use of the angular power spectrum of the kSZ effect. Two effects, redshift-space distortions and the Alcock-Paczynski (AP) test [67], each leave their distinctive mark on the kSZ angular power spectrum. By measuring the dipole and octopole of the kSZ power spectrum [66], we can detect the signature of these effects and infer cosmology from the joint analysis of the galaxy and kSZ power spectrum independently of our knowledge of τ_T.

The outline of this paper is as follows. Section 2 reviews the kSZ effect and an observable densityweighted kSZ field in redshift space. Section 3 provides analytic expressions of a density-weighted LOS velocity field proportional to the kSZ observables, its power spectra/correlation functions, and covariances of the power spectra/correlation functions. Section 4 describes the dominant noise contributions to the kSZ signal. Section 5 details how N-body simulations were generated. Section 6 computes the cumulative signal-to-noise ratio for the kSZ power spectrum and forecasts constraints on cosmological parameters using the Fisher matrix formalism. We present our conclusions in Section 7: the combination of kSZ measurements from the next generation “Stage-4” ground based CMB experiment (CMB-S4; [68]) with observations from the Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI; [69]) will reduce the marginalized 1-σ errors on H and f to ∼ 50-70% compared to a galaxy-only analysis. For comparison with this paper, Appendix A shows the relation between two-point correlation function of density fluctuations and the mean pairwise velocity by the pair conservation equation and isotropic symmetry assumption [54–56]. Appendix B gives detailed derivations of equations for a Fisher matrix analysis.

2 Kinematic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich effect

The scattering of CMB photons with moving electrons induces brightness temperature anisotropies in CMB. This bulk motion-induced thermal distortion is called the kinematic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich effect [1–4],

δT_{kSZ}(n̂) = −T_0 ∫ dlσ_Tn_e ( ⃗v_e · n̂ c ) (2.1)

where T_0 is the average CMB temperature, n_e and ⃗v_e respectively denote the physical free electron number density and peculiar velocity, σ_T is the Thomson scattering cross-section, and c is the speed of light. In the above expression, the integral ∫ dln_e is performed along the LOS given by n̂. Since after recombination baryon fluctuations can quickly catch up dark matter fluctuations, we assume that the peculiar velocity of free electrons is regarded as velocities of dark matter particles or dark halos: ⃗v = ⃗v_e. Assuming that the CMB photons scatter off only one cloud of moving free electrons until they reach observers, the kSZ temperature at object i is proportional to the LOS peculiar velocity of object i δT_i ≃ ( −T_0 τ_i c ) ⃗v_i · n̂_i, (2.2)

where ⃗v_i, n̂_i, and τ_i are the peculiar velocity, angular position, and Thomson optical depth of the i-th object, respectively. The kSZ temperature δT_i at object i is obtained with an aperture photometry

– 3 – filter [23, 43] and a matched filter [39, 70]. The τ_i value depends on mass of the object ,M, and is proportional to M in a simple model. Since some fraction of the electrons in objects resides in the neutral medium and does not take part in the Thomson scattering, the kSZ signal is proportional to the fraction of free electrons compared to the expected cosmological abundance [23]. Due to baryonic physics like star formation and feedback, the model in Eq. (2.2) tends to overestimate the true kSZ signal and the actual pairwise kSZ signal may be suppressed by ∼ 50%. However, uncertainty from baryonic effects will affect only the global normalization of the pairwise kSZ signal, not the shape as a function of scale, and therefore, the uncertainty will not affect optical depth estimates from kSZ measurements when we constrain the optical depth as a free parameter [24]. Throughout this paper, we assume that the optical depth at each object is the same τ_i = τ_T, where τ_T is interpreted as an “effective” optical depth that is a proportionality constant to fit the observed kSZ temperature to the theoretical prediction of the LOS velocity. This assumption corresponds to the assumption that there is no strong correlation between the optical depth τ and the peculiar velocity ⃗v of a given halo. The value of τ_T is expected to scale with the mass of the tracer population and the aperture used in the analysis. For example, the Planck team measured τ_T = (1.4 ± 0.5) × 10^{−4} [43] with an 8 arcmin aperture for halos centered on the SDSS central galaxy catalogue. The DESxSPT analysis [45] measures the optical depth τ_T = (3.75 ± 0.89) × 10^{−3} using a matched filter [71]. The optical depth value from the DESxSPT analysis is significantly larger than the Planck result, because the typical host halo masses used in the Planck analysis [43] are significantly below the mass range used in the DESxSPT analysis. Furthermore, the matched filter optimized for the observed electron distribution would provide higher effective optical depth than the Planck result.

Using Eq. (2.2), we define a number density-weighted three-dimensional kSZ field:

δT (⃗s) = N−1∑ i=0 δT_iδ_D (⃗s − ⃗s_i) , (2.3)

where ⃗s_i denotes the coordinate of object i, δ_D represents the Dirac delta function, N is the total number of observed objects. It is important to stress here that the kSZ temperature is measured at the position of objects in redshift surveys. For computational convenience, we operate the flat sky limit and use the distant observer approximation n̂ = n̂_i. Then, the object position including RSDs is given by

⃗s_i = ⃗x_i + ⃗v_i · n̂ aH n̂, (2.4)

where ⃗x_i is the position at object i in real space, H denotes the Hubble parameter, and a is the scale factor. Finally, from Eqs. (2.2), (2.3), and (2.4) the density-weighted kSZ field is represented by

δT (⃗s) = ( − T_0τ_T c )_{N−1}∑ i=0 [⃗v_i · n̂] δ_D ( ⃗s − ⃗x_i − ⃗v_i · n̂ aH n̂ ) . (2.5)

3 Formalisms of LOS velocity fields

The number density-weighted kSZ field in Eq. (2.5) is proportional to the number density-weighted LOS velocity field. In this section, we provide general formalisms of the number density-weighted LOS velocity field in redshift space.

Conventionally, the pairwise velocity statistics are computed by the so called “pair-weighted” average, which is spatial (ensemble) averaging with the weighting factor ρ_1ρ_2/⟨ρ_1ρ_2⟩, where ρ_1 and ρ_2 are number density fields at points ⃗x_1 and ⃗x_2^1, and the denominator ⟨ρ_1ρ_2⟩ yields the two-point correlation function of density fluctuations. Since the pair-weighted average is not well-defined in an empty region ρ(⃗x) = 0 [72, 73], in this paper we replace the denominator of the pair-weighted

1 In this paper, we do not use n but ρ to represent the “number density” in order to avoid confusion with the LOS direction n̂.

– 4 – average by the square of mean density fields ρ̄^2 (or the two-point correlation function measured from a random catalog) which is scale-independent, and employ the following weighting factor ρ_1ρ_2/ρ̄^2. (see also Appendix B in [65]). It is then not necessary to compute the two-point correlation function when we compare theoretical models with observations for the density-weighted statistics. Thus, we focus on the number density-weighted velocity, which is defined as^2 ⃗p(⃗x) = ρ(⃗x)⃗v(⃗x) = N−1∑ i=0 ⃗v_iδ_D (⃗x − ⃗x_i) (3.1)

in real space, where ρ(⃗x) and ⃗v(⃗x) denote the number density and peculiar velocity at position ⃗x, and ⃗x_i and ⃗v_i represent the position and peculiar velocity at object i. For brevity we abbreviate the number density-weighted kSZ and LOS velocity fields to the kSZ and LOS velocity fields in what follows.

3.1 LOS velocity fields We define the n-th moment of the LOS velocity field in redshift space as [66]

p^{(n)}_s (⃗s) = N−1∑ i=0 [⃗v_i · n̂]^n δ_D ( ⃗s − ⃗x_i − ⃗v_i · n̂ aH n̂ ) , (3.2)

where the subscript “s” denotes a quantity defined in redshift space. The lowest order of p^{(n)}_s corresponds to the normal number density field in redshift space p^{(0)}_s = ρ_s. The next order is proportional to the kSZ field in Eq. (2.5) δT (⃗s) = − ( T_0τ_T c ) p^{(1)}_s (⃗s). (3.3)

The volume average of the LOS velocity field is given by

p̄^{(n)}_s = 1 V ∫ d^3sp^{(n)}_s (⃗s) = n̄ ( 1 N N−1∑ i=0 [⃗v_i · n̂]^n ) , (3.4)

where n̄ is the mean number density n̄ = N/V with V being a survey (simulation) volume.

Following [66], the Fourier transform of p^{(n)}s , defined as p^{(n)}s (⃗k) ≡ ∫ d^3se^{−i⃗k·⃗s}p^{(n)}s (⃗s), enables us to show a simple relation between p^{(n)}_s and ρ_s,

p^{(n)}_s (⃗k) = ( i aH ⃗k · n̂ )_n d^n dγ^n ρ_s(⃗k; γ) | | |_{γ=1}. (3.5)

In the above expression, the density field in redshift space behaves as a generating function of the LOS velocity field, which is defined as

ρ_s(⃗k; γ) = N−1∑ i=0 e^{−i⃗k·⃗xi} e^{−i⃗k·n̂ ⃗vi·n̂aH γ} . (3.6)

The generating function for γ = 1 reduces to the normal density field: ρ_s(⃗k; γ = 1) = ρ_s(⃗k). Provided that the velocity field ⃗v is proportional to the linear growth rate f = d ln D/d ln a with D being the linear growth factor, we derive

p^{(n)}_s (⃗k) = ( i aHf ⃗k · n̂ )_n ∂^n ∂f^n ρ_s(⃗k). (3.7)

2 The mass (number) density-weighted peculiar velocity field divided by the mean mass (number) density is referred to as the “momentum field” [11, 74], given by (1 + δ) ⃗v in real space with δ being the density contrast.

– 5 –

The expressions in Eqs. (3.5) and (3.7) relates the n-th moment of the LOS velocity field in redshift space to the number density field including RSDs, and can be used to compute p^{(n)}s using the analytical expression of ρ_s.

Assuming the conservation of the number of objects, N = const., the time-derivative of the density field in real space leads to the continuity equation, which relates the time-derivative of the density field to the divergence of the density-weighted velocity: ρ̇ + ∇ · ⃗p = 0 (see Appendix A). On the other hand, we stress here that Eqs. (3.5) and (3.7) hold without the conservation of the number of objects in redshift space. Therefore, Eqs. (3.5) and (3.7) can be applied to any discrete object (e.g., dark matter particles, halos, galaxies, and galaxy clusters) even if the total number of objects may be time-dependent, and the galaxy clustering is anisotropic due to RSDs.

3.2 Power spectrum and correlation function

From Eq. (3.2) the estimator of a LOS velocity power spectrum, which can be used in simulations, is given by ^P^{(n)(m)} s (⃗k) = V N^2 [ p^{(n)}_s (⃗k) ] [ p^{(m)}_s (⃗k) ]_∗

= V N^2 ∑ i,j [⃗v_i · n̂]^n [⃗v_j · n̂]^m e^{−i⃗k·(⃗si−⃗sj )}, (3.8)

where ⃗k ≠ 0. The shape of the power spectrum should be unaffected by the average of the LOS velocity field which is measured by the ⃗k = 0 mode, and ^P^{(n)(m)}_s (⃗k = 0) = 0. Note that the weighting factor ρ_1ρ_2/ρ̄^2 is used in the above expression. Similar to the LOS velocity field, the estimator of the LOS velocity power spectrum ^P^{(n)(m)}s is derived from a generating function [66] ^P^{(n)(m)} s (⃗k) = (−1)^m ( i aH ⃗k · n̂ )_{n+m} d^n dγ^n_1 d^m dγ^m_2 ^P_s ( ⃗k; γ_1, γ_2 ) | | |_{γ1=γ2=1}, (3.9)

where the generating function is defined as ^P_s ( ⃗k; γ_1, γ_2 ) = V N^2 ρ_s(⃗k; γ_1)ρ^∗_s (⃗k; γ_2), (3.10)

which reduces to the estimator of the density power spectrum in redshift space for γ_1 = γ_2 = 1: ^P_s(⃗k; γ_1 = 1, γ_2 = 1) = ^P_s(⃗k). Furthermore, the estimator of the n-th moment of the relative pairwise LOS velocity power spectrum ^P^{(n)}s is given by

^P^{(n)}_s (⃗k) =^n ∑ m=0 (−1)^mn! m!(n − m)! ^P^{(n−m)(m)} s (⃗k) = V N^2 ∑ i,j [⃗v_i · n̂ − ⃗v_j · n̂]^n e^{−i⃗k·(⃗si −⃗sj )}

= ( i aH ⃗k · n̂ )_n d^n dγ^n ^P_s ( ⃗k; γ ) | | |_{γ=1}, (3.11)

where ^P_s(⃗k; γ) is the generating function of ^P^{(n)}_s (⃗k; γ), given by

^P_s(⃗k; γ) = ^P_s(⃗k; γ, γ). (3.12)

Similar to Eq. (3.7), provided ⃗v ∝ f, we obtain [66]

^P^{(n)}_s (⃗k) = ( i aHf ⃗k · n̂ )_n ∂^n ∂f^n ^P_s(⃗k). (3.13)

– 6 –

These expressions in Eqs. (3.9), (3.11), and (3.13) hold for any discrete objects and relate the density power spectrum to the LOS velocity power spectra in redshift space without the assumption of the pair conservation (see also Appendix A). The power spectra are derived from the ensemble average of their estimators: P^{(n)(m)}_s = ⟨ ^P^{(n)(m)}_s ⟩ and P^{(n)}_s = ⟨ ^P^{(n)}_s ⟩.

In measuring P^{(n)(m)}s from Eq. (3.8), the discreteness effect introduces a constant term, so-called the “shot-noise” term. The LOS velocity power spectrum without the shot-noise term is given by ~P^{(n)(m)} s (⃗k) = P^{(n)(m)}_s (⃗k) − 1 n̄ σ^{(n+m)} v , (3.14)

where σ^{(n+m)} v ≡ ⟨ 1 N N−1∑ i=0 [⃗v_i · n̂]^{n+m} ⟩ . (3.15)

It should be noted that the LOS pairwise velocity power spectrum P^{(n≥1)}s has no shot-noise term due to the relative velocity weighting factor [⃗v_i · n̂ − ⃗v_j · n̂]^n. As shown later in Sec. 3.4, the covariance matrix of P^{(n)} has contributions from shot-noise terms.

The LOS velocity power spectra, even in real space, have the angular-dependence. Statistically, these anisotropies are axially symmetric around the LOS in the distant-observer limit. Then, it is common to expand the power spectra in Legendre polynomials L_ℓ(μ), where μ is the cosine of the angle to the LOS μ ≡ k̂·n̂, and average the power spectra around the LOS to give multi-pole moments,

P^{(n)(m)} ℓ (k) = ⟨ 2ℓ + 1 4π ∫ dφ ∫ dμL_ℓ(μ) ^P^{(n)(m)}_s (⃗k) ⟩ , P^{(n)}_ℓ (k) = ⟨ 2ℓ + 1 4π ∫ dφ ∫ dμL_ℓ(μ) ^P^{(n)}_s (⃗k) ⟩ , (3.16)

where φ denotes the rotation angle around the LOS. The axial symmetry shows that the P^{(n)(m)}_ℓ for n + m = even and n + m = odd should be expanded by even- and odd-pole moments. Similarly, the P^{(n)}_ℓ for n = even and n = odd only contain even- and odd-pole moments.

The inverse Fourier transform of the LOS velocity power spectra in Eq. (3.16) leads to the analytic forms of LOS velocity correlation functions ξ^{(n)(m)} ℓ (s) = i^ℓ ∫ dkk^2 2π^2 j_ℓ(ks)P^{(n)(m)} ℓ (k), ξ^{(n)}_ℓ (s) = i^ℓ ∫ dkk^2 2π^2 j_ℓ(ks)P^{(n)}_ℓ (k). (3.17)

where j_ℓ(ks) are the spherical Bessel functions of order ℓ. The dipole of the first moment of the LOS relative pairwise velocity correlation function ξ^{(1)}_{ℓ=1}(s) is closely related to the numerator of the mean pairwise velocity v_{pair}(r). The ξ^{(1)}_{ℓ=1}(s) computes the LOS peculiar velocity in redshift space, while the v_{pair}(r) computes the full three-dimensional peculiar velocity in real space. We follow the convention that if two galaxy clusters are moving toward each other, their contribution to ξ^{(1)}_{ℓ=1}(s) is negative ξ^{(1)}_{ℓ=1}(s) < 0, and if moving apart, positive ξ^{(1)}_{ℓ=1}(s) > 0. Gravitational attraction predicts a slight tendency of any pair of galaxy clusters to be moving toward rather than away from each other at large scales, resulting in the negative value of ξ^{(1)}_{ℓ=1}(s). The linear RSD effect, known as the Kaiser effect, increases the amplitude of the pairwise velocity dipole at large scales. On the other hand, at non-linear small scales the RSD effect displaces the galaxy clusters away from each other, and in redshift space the sign of ξ^{(1)}_{ℓ=1}(s) thus changes around 30 h^{−1}Mpc from negative to positive [65, 66], which can be interpreted in analogy with the Finger-of-God effect in the quadrupole moment of the density power spectrum.

– 7 –

3.3 Geometric distortions All LOS velocity power spectra are measured relative to a fiducial cosmology. The difference between the fiducial and true values of an angular diameter distance D_A(z) and the Hubble parameter H(z) yields [75–77]

P^{(n)(m)} obs (k_{fid}, μ_{fid}) = 1 α^3

P^{(n)(m)}

true (ktrue, μtrue),

k_{true} = k_{fid}

1 + ε α [ 1 + μ^2_{fid} ( (1 + ε)^{−6} − 1

)] 1_2 , μ_{true} = μ_{fid} 1 (1 + ε)^3 [ 1 + μ^2_{fid} ( (1 + ε)^{−6} − 1

)]_− 1_2 , (3.18)

where “obs” stands for “observed” and “fid” stands for “fiducial”. Power spectrum measurements are labeled by k_{fid} and μ_{fid}, which are held fixed under numerical derivations with respect to parameters. As an intuitive parameterization of geometric distortions, we employ isotropic dilation α and anisotropic warping ε parameters, defined as [78]

α = [ D^2_A(z) D^2_{A,fid}(z)

H_{fid}(z) H(z) ] 1_3 ,

1 + ε = [ D_{A,fid}(z) D_A(z)

H_{fid}(z) H(z) ] 1_3

. (3.19)

Note that if there is no isotropic shift, then α = 1. Similarly, the lack of anisotropy implies ε = 0.

3.4 Covariance matrix We next turn to the covariance matrix between the LOS relative pairwise velocity power spectra, which describes statistical uncertainties of the power spectrum measurement. Using Eqs. (3.11) and (3.16), the covariance matrix of the LOS relative pairwise velocity power spectrum is derived from that of the density power spectrum by Cov ( ^P^{(n1 )}_{ℓ1} (k_1), ^P^{(n2)}_{ℓ2} (k_2) ) = ( 2ℓ_1 + 1 4π ) ( 2ℓ_2 + 1 4π ) ∫ dμ_1dφ_1 ∫ dμ_2dφ_2L_{ℓ1} (μ_1)L_{ℓ2} (μ_2) × ( i aH ⃗k_1 · n̂ )_{n1} ( i aH ⃗k_2 · n̂ )_{n2} d^{n1} dγ^{n1}_1 d^{n2} dγ^{n2}_2 Cov ( ^P_s(⃗k_1; γ_1), ^P_s(⃗k_2; γ_2) ) | |_{γ1=γ2=1}.

(3.20)

The covariance between the power spectra can be formally expressed in terms of unconnected and connected contributions in the cumulant expansion, so-called the Gaussian and non-Gaussian terms, respectively [79, 80]. The Gaussian term has only diagonal elements of the covariance matrix, and the power spectrum estimates of different scales (bins) are uncorrelated. On small scales, non-vanishing off-diagonal elements arise from the non-Gaussian term which is represented by the trispectrum [81– 84]. In this paper, we ignore these off-diagonal contributions, as these effects become important on smaller scales than the kSZ noise contributions (k ∼ 0.2 h Mpc^{−1}) discussed in Sec. 4. Then, using Eq. (3.20) we obtain Cov ( ^P^{(n1)}_{ℓ1} (k_1), ^P^{(n2)}_{ℓ2} (k_2) ) = δ^K_{k1 k2} N_{mode}(k_1)

C^{(n1 )(n2)}

ℓ_1 ℓ_2 (k1) (3.21)

where

C^{(n1 )(n2)}

ℓ_1 ℓ_2 (k) =

2 (2ℓ_1 + 1) (2ℓ_2 + 1) 4π ∫ dφ ∫ dμL_{ℓ1} (μ)L_{ℓ2} (μ) × ( i aH ⃗k · n̂ )_{n1 +n2} d^{n1} dγ^{n1}_1 d^{n2} dγ^{n2}_2 [ P_s ( ⃗k; γ_1, γ_2 ) P_s ( ⃗k; γ_2, γ_1 )] | | |_{γ1=γ2=1}. (3.22)

– 8 –

In the above expression, N_{mode}(k) =^{4πk2 ΔkV}_{(2π)3} is the number of independent Fourier modes in a bin with a bin width Δk, and δ^K denotes the Kronecker delta defined such that δ^K_{k1k2} = 1 if k_1 = k_2 within the bin width, otherwise zero.

The simplest analytic form of the covariance between the LOS relative pairwise velocity correlation functions assumes the Gaussian approximation, given by Cov ( ^ξ^{(n1)}_{ℓ1} (s_1), ^ξ^{(n2 )}_{ℓ2} (s_2) ) = i^{ℓ1+ℓ2} V ∫ dkk^2 2π^2 j_{ℓ1} (ks_1)j_{ℓ2} (ks_2)C^{(n1 )(n2)}_{ℓ1 ℓ2} (k), (3.23)

where we used Eqs. (3.17) and (3.22). Note that the covariance between the LOS relative pairwise velocity correlation function has off-diagonal elements even in the Gaussian approximation.

4 Noise estimation

For extracting the kSZ signal from data, the aperture photometry filter (the compensated top-hat filter) is applied at the position of each galaxy with a characteristic filter scale θ_F [23, 43]. Applying the aperture photometry filter consists in taking the average CMB temperature within a disk of radius θ_F and subtracting from it the average CMB temperature within an outer circular ring of equal area to reduce the effect of the primary CMB fluctuations on scales larger than the filter width. [23] has measured the kSZ effect at different filter scales by stacking the CMB temperature at the location of each halo, weighted by the corresponding reconstructed velocity, and has found that the aperture radii of θ_F = 2-3 arcmin, which are slightly larger than a typical halo size of the CMASS sample ∼ 1.4^′ for the ACTPol beam FWHM = 1.4^′, has the best performance. Therefore, we focus on the filter scale of θ_F = 2 arcmin in what follows. The optimal filter width will depend on both the experimental setup (beam size and detector noise level) and the electron distribution around the target galaxy population.

In the kSZ measurement, there are two primary sources of noise: detector noise and primary CMB anisotropies. For single frequency experiments, tSZ can also be a significant noise source. A CMB instrument noise level in Advanced ACTPol [85, 86] is ∼ 8 μK-arcmin for a single-frequency measurement using the 150 GHz channel, resulting in the detector noise of ∼ 3 μK on the kSZ signal for 2 arcmin aperture. CMB-S4 [68] aims to achieve an instrument noise level of ∼ 1 μK-arcmin, and the detector noise on the kSZ temperature reduces to ∼ 0.4 μK for the 2 arcmin aperture. In practice one could improve the significance by combining frequency channels, and we expect higher significance detection. The aperture photometry filtering should remove most of the primary CMB contribution to the kSZ temperature but unavoidably leave some residuals. This residual primary temperature is estimated by Figure 6 in [6], and the temperature is ∼ 2 μK for θ_F = 2 arcmin. Ultimately, a matched filter [71] optimized for the observed electron distribution would provide the highest S/N measurements of the kSZ signal.

According to the above discussion, we describe observed kSZ temperature fluctuations as follows δT_i = ( − T_0τ_T c ) ⃗v_i · n̂ + δT_{N,i} (4.1)

where δT_{N,i} denotes the total noise at object i which includes all of the noise components for the kSZ measurement: primary CMB anisotropies, detector noise, tSZ, and residual foregrounds. Here, we assume that the residual noise at the cluster positions is an uncorrelated, Gaussian field that satisfies

⟨δT_{N,i}⟩_c = μ_N, ⟨δT_{N,i}δT_{N,j} ⟩_c = σ^2_Nδ_{ij} , (4.2)

where ⟨· · · ⟩_c means the cumulants, and the cumulants beyond the first two are zero for the Gaussian distribution. The presence of the tSZ effect will yield non-zero mean value μ_N ≠ 0. For a properly designed experiment, the detector noise in the maps is close to white, so can be treated as an uncorrected random field. Even though there are atmospheric noises that could introduce large-scale noise

– 9 – correlations, the aperture photometry filter removes any large-scale background variations, so that they are no issue for kSZ measurements. The level of residual foreground contamination should also be uncorrelated between halos. While the primary CMB in the raw maps has significant large-scale correlation, the role of the aperture filter is to remove these correlations, so that the primary CMB signal in the filtered map is nearly uncorrelated on scales larger than those of the compensated filter function [23].

Under the above assumptions about the noise properties, the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum is proportional to the first moment of the LOS relative pairwise velocity power spectrum (Eq. (3.16))

P_{kSZ,ℓ}(k) = − ⟨ 2ℓ + 1 4π ∫ dφ ∫ dμL_ℓ(μ) V N^2 ∑ i,j [δT_i − δT_j ] e^{−i⃗k·(⃗si −⃗sj )} ⟩ = ( T_0τ_T c ) P^{(1)}_ℓ (k), (4.3)

which is unaffected by the noise. The covariance matrix of the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum is given by Cov ( ^P_{kSZ,ℓ1} (k_1), ^P_{kSZ,ℓ2} (k_2) ) = ( T_0τ_T c )_2 Cov ( ^P^{(1)}_{ℓ1} (k_1), ^P^{(1)}_{ℓ2} (k_2) )

+ 2ℓ_1 + 1 4π 2ℓ_2 + 1 4π ∫ dφ_1dμ_1 ∫ dφ_2dμ_2L_{ℓ1} (μ_1)L_{ℓ2} (μ_2) ( V N^2

)_2 ∑ ijkl ⟨[δT_{N,i} − δT_{N,j} ] [δT_{N,k} − δT_{N,l}]⟩ ⟨ e^{−i⃗k1·(⃗si −⃗sj )}e^{−i⃗k2 ·(⃗sk −⃗sl)} ⟩ , (4.4)

where we used the assumption that δT_N is uncorrelated with positions and velocities of objects. Using Eq. (4.2), the second term in Eq. (4.4), which represents the noise contribution to the covariance matrix, is given by

δ^K_{k1 k2} N_{mode}(k_1)

2 (2ℓ_1 + 1) (2ℓ_2 + 1) 4π ∫ dφdμL_{ℓ1} (μ)L_{ℓ2} (μ) [ −2 σ^2_N n̄ P_s(⃗k) ]

+ 2(2ℓ_1 + 1)(2ℓ_2 + 1) (4π)^2 1 V ∫ dφ_1dμ_1dφ_2dμ_2L_{ℓ1} (μ_1)L_{ℓ2} (μ_2) [ 2 σ^2_N n̄ B_s(⃗k_1, ⃗k_2) ] , (4.5)

where the first term is the Gaussian term, and the second term yields from the non-Gaussian term that is represented by the bispectrum B_s of the density field in redshift space, defined as

V B_s(⃗k_1, ⃗k_2) = ⟨ δ_s(−⃗k_1 − ⃗k_2)δ_s(⃗k_1)δ_s(⃗k_2) ⟩ . (4.6)

In this paper, we ignore the above non-Gaussian term and leave the study of the effect as future works. We note here that the mean value ⟨δT_N⟩ = μ_N does not appear in the covariance matrix expression, which means that tSZ contamination is likely not a dominant issue under the noise assumption in Eq. (4.2).

For computational convenience, we define the following inverse signal-to-noise ratio

R_N = σ_N σ_{kSZ}

(4.7)

where σ_{kSZ} is a typical kSZ temperature estimate, defined as

σ_{kSZ} ≡ ( T_0τ_T c ) √ σ^{(2)}v (4.8)

with (σ^{(2)}_v )^{1/2} being the LOS velocity dispersion in Eq. (3.15). Finally, using Eqs. (3.14), (3.22), (4.4), and (4.2), we derive the covariance matrix of the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum in the

– 10 –

Gaussian approximation as follows: Cov ( ^P_{kSZ,ℓ1} (k_1), ^P_{kSZ,ℓ2} (k_2) ) = δ^K_{k1 k2} N_{mode}(k_1)

C_{ℓ1 ℓ2} (k_1),

C_{ℓ1 ℓ2} (k) =

2 (2ℓ_1 + 1) (2ℓ_2 + 1) 4π ∫ dφ ∫ dμL_{ℓ1} (μ)L_{ℓ2} (μ) × ( T_0τ_T c )_2 [ 2 ( ~P^{(1)(0)} s (⃗k) )_2 − 2 ( ~P^{(1)(1)} s (⃗k) + ( 1 + R^2_N

) σ^{(2)}_v n̄ ) ( ~P_s(⃗k) + 1 n̄ ) ] , (4.9)

where we used ⟨σ^{(1)}_v ⟩ = 0. Throughout this paper, we adopt this simple noise model, and defer a more detailed noise treatment, e.g. tSZ contamination and non-Gaussian terms, for future studies. In particular, the uncorrelated Gaussian noise assumption in Eq. (4.2) is technically not fully satisfied for the tSZ contribution to the noise; therefore, we need a further extension of our noise model or should use a CMB map free of tSZ constructed from multiple frequency data.

In [87], we measure the pairwise kSZ power spectrum from a CMB map free of tSZ that jointly uses both Planck [88] and WMAP9 [89] data, so-called WPR2 [90], with the LOWZ and CMASS galaxy samples from BOSS DR12 [91]. There, we compare the standard deviations (the diagonal elements of the covariance matrix) computed from the noise model in Eq. (4.9) with internal error estimates from data itself using the jackknife [92, 93] and bootstrap [94] methods; we find a good agreement between the standard deviation estimates from the theory and the data. This fact validates our noise model in Eq. (4.9) and means that the uncorrelated Gaussian noise model in Eq. (4.2) can explain dominant contributions to the covariance matrix as expected.

We construct a model for the optical depth in [87] using the assumption that the projected electron profile is approximated by a Gaussian distribution [23]. The Gaussian profile is a simplifying approximation and might be become inadequate for future high significance detections of the kSZ effect; therefore, it will be necessary to study other gas profiles such as the β-profile [95] and the NFW profile [96] in future works. Our optical depth model depends on the halo mass M, the aperture photometry radius θ_F, the effective beam full-width at half-maximum (FWHM) of CMB experiments, and redshift z. Using the model, we estimate the optical depth values of τ_T = 5.1 × 10^{−5} for Planck (FWHM ∼ 5^′) and τ_T = 8.4 × 10^{−5} for future CMB measurements such as Advanced ACTPol and CMB-S4 (FWHM ∼ 1^′), where we assume a typical halo catalogue with the mean halo mass M = 5.0 × 10^{13} M_⊙ at a redshift of z = 0.35 that is similar to the LOWZ sample in BOSS. Then, for the LOWZ-like halo catalogue (see Sec. 5) we estimate typical kSZ temperatures of σ_{kSZ} = 0.14 μK for Planck and σ_{kSZ} = 0.24 μK for CMB-S4.

As rough estimates, the rms noise in the aperture filtered maps for Advanced ACTPol and CMB- S4 will be σ_N ∼ 2-5 μK (R_N ∼ 10-30) with a fixed aperture radius of θ_F = 2 arcmin. For simplicity, we set the inverse signal-to-noise ratio as

R_N = 0, 5, 10, and 15 (4.10)

and investigate the impact of the noise levels on cosmological information in the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum.

5 Simulations

To compute the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum and its covariance, we use N-body simulations. We have 48 independent simulations generated with the cosmological N-body simulations code Gadget2 [97, 98]. The simulations were all started from a redshift of z = 29 with initial conditions in the 2LPT approximation generated by the 2LP T code [99]. The fiducial cosmology corresponds to the best fitting parameters in the Planck2015 data [88]: Ω_m = 0.308, Ω_Λ = 0.692, Ω_b = 0.048, h = 0.678, σ_8 = 0.815, and n_s = 0.9608. Linear matter power spectra are generated with CLASS [100]. There are 512^3 particles in a box of L = 1024 h^{−1}Mpc which leads to a particle mass of m_p = 6.8×10^{11} h^{−1}M_⊙.

– 11 –

To compute the LOS velocity power spectrum, we use a fast Fourier transform (FFT) with an N_{grid} = 512 grid on an axis. Dark matter particles and halos in the N-body simulations are distributed on the FFT grid using the triangular-shaped cloud (TSC), and the LOS velocity power spectrum is estimated at each ⃗k by [101]

~P^{(n)(m)} s (⃗k) = ⟨_V N^2 [ p^{(n)}_{s,FFT}(⃗k) ] [ p^{(m)}_{s,FFT}(⃗k) ]_∗ − P^{(n)(m)} shot,TSC(⃗k)

W^2_{TSC}(⃗k) ⟩ sim=48 ,

^P^{(n)(m)} shot,TSC(⃗k) = ( 1 N N−1∑ i=0 [⃗v_i · n̂]^{n+m} ) 1 n̄ ∏ i=x,y,z [ 1 − sin^2 ( πk_i 2k_N ) + 2 15 sin^4 ( πk_i 2k_N )] ,

W_{TSC}(⃗k) = ∏ i=x,y,z [ sinc ( πk_i 2k_N )]_3 , (5.1)

where k_N = πN_{grid}/L is the Nyquist frequency, and ⟨· · · ⟩_{sim=48} denotes the mean of 48 simulations. We substitute the above 3-dimensional power spectrum into Eqs. (3.11) and (4.9) to compute the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum and its covariance. We set the bin width as Δk = 2π/L = 0.006 hMpc^{−1}, which is similar to the bin width used in the galaxy power spectrum analysis in BOSS: e.g., Δk = 0.005 hMpc^{−1} [102] and Δk = 0.01 hMpc^{−1} [103].

We assume that central galaxies exhibit the clustering properties similar to dark matter halos. Since some galaxy types used in clustering measurements are primarily central objects (e.g., luminous red galaxies), we compute the LOS relative pairwise velocity power spectrum for halos to evaluate the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum using Eq. (4.3). Similarly, we regard the halo density power spectrum as the galaxy power spectrum, where baryonic effects will be negligible on the scales of interest (k < 0.2 h Mpc^{−1}) [104]. Dark matter halos are identified using the friends-of-friends algorithm [105] with a linking length of 0.2 times the mean particle separation and at least 20 particles. Due to finite simulation snapshots, we focus on a result at z = 0.35, even though this redshift is somewhat lower than the effective redshift of the BOSS [42] and DESI [69] surveys. Since the kSZ and tSZ signals are comparable for the low-mass cluster (M ∼ 10^{13} M_⊙) which are far more abundant [39], we employ a mass range of 10^{13} h^{−1}M_⊙ < M < 10^{14} h^{−1}M_⊙. We fix the mean number density of halos to n̄ = 3.0 × 10^{−4} h^3Mpc^{−3}, which is similar to those assumed in BOSS and DESI, by randomly selecting halos from each simulation. Then, the linear bias value is b = 1.71, which is computed by the ratio between the halo and matter power spectra in real space at k = 0.006 hMpc^{−1}. These parameter choices are sufficient for our purpose, which investigates how the joint analysis of the galaxy and kSZ power spectra improve constrains on cosmological parameters compared to the galaxy-only analysis. Since the volume of simulations is V ∼ 1 h^{−3}Gpc^3, we can obtain rough error estimates of cosmological parameters for each survey in Sec. 6.3 by multiplying by √ h^{−3}Gpc^3/V_s, where V_s is a survey volume (e.g., V_s ∼ 10.5 h^{−3}Gpc^3 for DESI and V_s ∼ 3.5 h^{−3}Gpc^3 for BOSS).

6 Results

Having shown the power spectrum covariance of relative pairwise kSZ temperatures with the noise contributions (Eq. (4.9)), we now turn to our main goal, to understand how the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum provides cosmological information. To do this, we compute a cumulative signalto-noise ratio (cumulative information) and conduct a Fisher matrix analysis [106, 107] to see how cosmological information is lost from the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum on small scales due to the noise and how future kSZ measurements improve constraints on cosmological parameters, especially for the growth rate of structure f and the expansion rate of the Universe H.

6.1 Relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum

The first step to making parameter estimates from the simulations is to determine the galaxy and relative pairwise kSZ power spectra for each realization. In linear theory, using Eqs. (3.13) and (4.3),

– 12 –

Figure 1. Multi-pole moments of the galaxy (left) and relative pairwise kSZ (right) power spectra at a redshift of z = 0.35. The dotted lines are the theoretical predictions in linear theory, and the solid lines show the mean power spectra with errors on the mean in the simulations. The power spectra are computed for dark matter but not halos, and the errors are evaluated in the Gaussian approximation without the detector or residual CMB noise, RN = 0. As a fiducial parameter, we use the value of the effective optical depth τT = (1.4 ± 0.5) × 10^{−4} from the Planck result [43]. The deviations from linear theory predictions occur even around k ∼ 0.05 hMpc^{−1} in the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum.

we derive the pairwise kSZ power spectrum

P_{kSZ}(k, μ) = ( T_0τ_T c ) ( i aHf k̂ · n̂ ) ∂ ∂f ( b + fμ^2 )_2

D^2P_{lin}(k) = ( T_0τ_T c ) 2iaHfμ ( b + fμ^2 ) D^2

P_{lin}(k) k , (6.1)

where ( b + fμ^2 ) is the linear Kaiser factor [61], μ = k̂ · n̂, b is the linear bias, P_{lin} is the linear matter power spectrum, the linear growth function D is normalized to unity at present, f = d ln D/d ln a is the linear logarithmic growth rate. Then, the pairwise kSZ power multipoles are given by

P_{kSZ,ℓ=1}(k) = 2iaH ( T_0τ_T c ) ( fb + 3 5 f^2 ) P_{lin}(k) k P_{kSZ,ℓ=3}(k) = 2iaH ( T_0τ_T c ) ( 2 5 f^2 ) P_{lin}(k) k . (6.2)

It is common that the linear matter power spectrum is normalized by σ_8, which is the current rms linear matter fluctuation on scales of 8 h^{−1} Mpc, and that the linear bias b and the linear growth rate f are rewritten as bσ_8 and fσ_8. Thus, the pairwise kSZ power spectrum (correlation function) dipole and octopole are proportional to τ_T ( (fσ_8)(bσ_8) +^3_5 (fσ_8)^2 ) and τ_T(fσ_8)^2, respectively. For the kSZ-only analysis, there is strong degeneracy among bσ_8, fσ_8, and τ_T. We can define two parameters √ τ_Tbσ_8 and √ τ_Tfσ_8 and could constrain them from the kSZ-only analysis, but it would be difficult to extract cosmological information from them; therefore, we need the joint analysis of the galaxy and kSZ power spectra. In previous works (e.g., [10]), it is pointed out that the kSZ signal (dipole) is sensitive to fσ^2_8 and could be used to break the degeneracy between f and σ_8 in the RSD analysis if we can know the bias parameter b from galaxy clustering. However, since the RSD analysis probes bσ_8 and fσ_8, we can not break the degeneracy between f and σ_8 from the joint analysis of the galaxy and kSZ power spectrum. In what follows, we abbreviate bσ_8 and fσ_8 to b and f for brevity.

– 13 –

Figure 2. Cumulative signal-to-noise ratios as a function of kmax in redshift space for dark matter particles (left) and halos (right), where the power spectrum information over 2π/L ≤ k ≤ kmax is included (L is the box size). Note that the S/N amplitudes are for the simulation box volume V = 1 h^{−3}Gpc^3. The colored symbols show the S/N for the dipole term of the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum, while the black symbols in each panel show the S/N for the monopole and quadrupole of the galaxy power spectrum, which approximately scale as S/N ∝ k^{3/2}max due to ignoring non-Gaussian parts of the covariance matrices. The noise level of CMB-S4 roughly corresponds to RN = 10. The inverse of S/N of the kSZ dipole power estimates the uncertainty of the optical depth ΔτT/τT after fixing all the other parameters. The computed ΔτT/τT in our noise model (Eq. (4.3)) is consistent with the Planck result [43] that presents the 2.2σ detection using the pairwise momentum estimator for 8 arcmin aperture (see text for further details).

Figure 1 shows the multi-pole moment of the mean power spectra from the theoretical predictions in linear theory (dotted lines) and the mean measured power spectra (solid lines) in the simulations with error bars showing the scatter between individual realizations at a redshift of z = 0.35. To obtain the same signs and dimensions as the two-point correlation functions (Eq. (3.17)), in this figure we define and plot the following power spectra

Δ_ℓ(k) = i^ℓ k^3 2π^2 P_ℓ(k), Δ_{kSZ,ℓ}(k) = i^ℓ k^3 2π^2

P_{kSZ,ℓ}(k), (6.3)

where Δ_ℓ is dimensionless, and Δ_{kSZ,ℓ} has the dimension of temperature [μK]. The power spectra are computed for dark matter but not halos, and the errors are evaluated in the Gaussian approximation (Eqs. (3.22), (3.21), and (4.9)). While the monopole (P_{ℓ=0}) and the quadrupole (P_{ℓ=2}) of the galaxy power spectrum are often discussed in some recent studies of galaxy clustering [102, 108–110], it has been shown in [111] that including terms up to the hexadecapole (P_{ℓ=4}) recovers most of the information contained in the full 2-dimensional galaxy power spectrum. For the kSZ measurement, we consider the dipole (P_{kSZ,ℓ=1}) and the octopole (P_{kSZ,ℓ=3}) of the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum (Eq. (4.3)). We note that linear theory includes up to the hexadecapole (ℓ = 4) in the galaxy power spectrum and up to the octopole (ℓ = 3) in the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum, respectively. Since the deviations from linear theory predictions are clearly present around k ∼ 0.05 hMpc^{−1} at z = 0.35, at these scales linear theory will not be sufficient for an analysis of future high precision data. A few previous studies have proposed non-linear theories for the relative pairwise kSZ (LOS velocity) power spectrum [65, 66]. As discussed in the last paragraph of Sec. 3.2, the sign of Δ_{kSZ,ℓ=1} changes around k ∼ 0.2 hMpc^{−1} from negative to positive due to non-linear redshift space distortions.

– 14 –

Figure 3. Same plots as Figure 2. The black triangles are the same as those in Figure 2. These figures show the S/N for the quadrupole and hexadecapole of the galaxy power spectrum as well as the octopole of the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum.

6.2 Cumulative signal-to-noise ratio

As a useful way to quantify the impact of the noise in the kSZ measurement (Eq. (4.9)), we study the cumulative signal-to-noise ratio (S/N) for measuring the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum over a range of wavenumbers. The S/N is defined as ( S N )_2 = ∑ k_i,k_j <k_{max} P_{kSZ,ℓ}(k_i)Cov^{−1} ( ^P_{kSZ,ℓ}(k_i), ^P_{kSZ,ℓ}(k_j ) ) P_{kSZ,ℓ}(k_j ), (6.4)

where Cov^{−1} represents the inverse of the covariance matrix that is computed in the Gaussian approximation in Eq. (4.9), and the summation is up to a given maximum wavenumber k_{max}. As long as the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum do not vary rapidly within the bin widths Δk = 0.006 hMpc^{−1}, the S/N is independent of the bin widths. For comparison, we also compute the S/N for the galaxy power spectrum by replacing P_{kSZ,ℓ} in Eq. (6.4) by the galaxy power spectrum. The inverse of the S/N roughly estimates the uncertainty of a parameter θ if all other parameters are fixed: Δθ ∝ (S/N)^{−1}.

Figure 2 shows the S/N for dark matter particles (left) and halos (right) as a function of k_{max}

in redshift space at z = 0.35. The S/N scales with the survey volume V as S/N ∝ √ V/(h^{−3}Gpc^3), where the results of S/N shown here are for a volume of V = 1 h^{−3}Gpc^3. We plot the S/N for the dipole of the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum P_{kSZ,ℓ=1} (colored circles), and for comparison, also plot the S/N for the monopole (black circles) and quadrupole (black triangles) of the galaxy power spectrum, P_{ℓ=0} and P_{ℓ=2}, which approximately scale as S/N ∝ k^{3/2}max due to the Gaussian approximation of the covariance. In the left panel, the S/N for P_{kSZ,ℓ=1} and P_{ℓ=2} become flat around k_{max} = 0.1 hMpc^{−1} and k_{max} = 0.3 hMpc^{−1}, respectively, because their signals become from negative to positive around these scales, resulting in small contributions to the S/N (see also Figure 1). For the signal/noise levels likely for upcoming CMB experiments, the residual detector and primary CMB noise limits the S/N for P_{kSZ} for modes in the weakly non-linear regime (k ∼ 0.1-0.2 hMpc^{−1}). This is also the scale where non-Gaussian contributions to the covariance matrix begin to become important. The flat feature appears even if R_N = 0 due to the shot-noise σ^{(2)}v /n̄, and the CMB noise contribution, which is assumed as a Gaussian random field (Sec. 4), behaves as an enhanced shot-noise term R^2_Nσ^{(2)}_v /n̄ as shown in Eq. (4.9). Therefore, even in the limit of no detector noise,

– 15 –

Figure 4. Confidence contours (1- and 2-σ colored ellipses) placed on all pairs of parameters derived from our Fisher matrix analysis, assuming RN = 10 which roughly provides the forecasts of CMB-S4 for 2 arcmin aperture. Constraints from the galaxy+kSZ (red regions) and galaxy-only (green regions) information are shown. The galaxy power spectrum does not depend on the effective optical depth τT (bottom panels). The galaxy+kSZ information improves the galaxy-only constraints for the growth rate f(z), the expansion rate H(z), and the effective optical depth τT.

there is no S/N gain associated with using modes at smaller scales than k ∼ 0.1-0.2 hMpc^{−1}. The degradation becomes more significant with increasing the inverse signal-to-noise ratio R_N: for the result of R_N = 10, which roughly correspond to the forecasts for the CMB-S4 survey for 2 arcmin aperture, the S/N is degraded by up to a factor of 2 and 3, respectively, compared to the result without the detector or residual CMB noise R_N = 0. A remarkable feature in the right panel is that until the weakly non-linear regime (k ∼ 0.1-0.2 hMpc^{−1}) the S/N for P_{kSZ,ℓ=1} is larger than that for P_{ℓ=2} even if R_N = 0-15.

Figure 3 shows the S/N for the octopole of the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum P_{kSZ,ℓ=3} which yields from RSDs. For comparison, we also plot the S/N for the quadrupole and hexadecapole of the galaxy power spectrum, P_{ℓ=2} and P_{ℓ=4}. Similar to Figure 2, the noise degrades the S/N for P_{kSZ,ℓ=3} at smaller scales than k ∼ 0.1-0.2 hMpc^{−1}, and the S/N begins to become flat. It should be noting that the S/N for P_{kSZ,ℓ=3} is larger than that for P_{ℓ=4} until k ∼ 0.1-0.2 hMpc^{−1} for R_N = 0-10.

We note that in the covariance (Eq. (4.9)) the dominant noise contribution at large scales is (1/V )P_s(⃗k)R^2_N/n̄. This term is independent of survey volume; therefore, the noise contribution will decrease with increasing the mean number density with fixing survey volume.

6.3 Fisher analysis

The Fisher matrix formalism is a standard tool for forecasting constraints on parameters of interest around a fiducial cosmology. For the mean of a typical vector of measured quantities, X(θ), that is

– 16 –

Figure 5. Same H − DA and b − f planes as those of Figure 4. The green and red ellipses are the same as those plotted in Figure 4. Additional confidence contours (blue regions) from the joint analysis of the galaxyonly data set and the dipole of the pairwise kSZ power spectrum are shown. Compared to the galaxy-only constraints, including both the dipole and octopole reduces the marginalized 1-σ errors on H and f to ∼ 70% (from ΔH/H = 4.7% to 3.3%) and ∼ 60% (from Δf/f = 14% to 8.6%), respectively, for the same parameters as those in Figure 4.

predictable given parameters θ, and covariance C, the Fisher matrix is: F_{ij} = ∂X^T ∂θ_i C^{−1} ∂X ∂θ_j , (6.5)

where we assumed that the covariance matrix C is independent of the parameters, because the parameter dependence of C becomes a sub-dominant part of the likelihood function once the parameters are sufficiently precisely determined [112, 113]. The indices i and j run over parameters of interest. In the limit of Gaussian likelihood surface, the Cramer-Rao inequality shows that the Fisher matrix provides the minimum standard deviation on parameters, marginalized over all the other parameters: Δθ_i ≥ ( F^{−1} )_{1/2} ii . For simplicity, we assume the same fiducial cosmology as that of the simulations (see Sec. 5), and only allow the following five parameters to vary: θ = {D_A, H, f, b, τ_T}. The data set consists of X_{kSZ} = {P_{ℓ=0}, P_{ℓ=2}, P_{ℓ=4}, P_{kSZ,ℓ=1}, P_{kSZ,ℓ=3}}. The P_ℓ and P_{kSZ,ℓ} are the multi-pole moment of the galaxy and relative pairwise kSZ power spectra. We use broadband information of the galaxy and kSZ power spectra up to some quoted k_{max}. Therefore, we partially use information on the Baryon Acoustic Oscillations (BAO) in galaxy clustering up to k_{max}. For comparison, we also conduct a Fisher matrix analysis considering only the galaxy power spectrum data set X_{galaxy} = {P_{ℓ=0}, P_{ℓ=2}, P_{ℓ=4}} with the following four parameters θ = {D_A, H, f, b}. In what follows, we refer to the data sets X_{kSZ} and X_{galaxy} as “galaxy+kSZ” and “galaxy-only”, respectively. We evaluate partial derivatives of the galaxy and kSZ power spectra with respect to all parameters θ_i in Appendix B. For plotting of confidence ellipses in the Fisher analysis, we use the Python software “Fisher.py” that is available publicly [114]^3.

In Figure 4 we show the constraints possible on all pairs of parameters in our Fisher matrix analysis, assuming perfect knowledge of all the other parameters. We show the parameter constraints from the galaxy+kSZ (red regions) and galaxy-only (green regions) data sets. In this figure, it is intended to compare constraints from the galaxy-only and galaxy+kSZ measurements, but is not meant to provide complete forecasts for future surveys. Note that the constraints shown here are

3http://www.stsci.edu/~dcoe/Fisher/

– 17 –

Figure 6. Same H − DA and b − f planes as those of Figure 4. The green and red ellipses are the same as those plotted in Figure 4. Additional confidence contours (blue and black regions) from the galaxy-only and galaxy+kSZ analyses using broadband information up to kmax = 0.2 hMpc^{−1} are shown. Using up to kmax = 0.2 hMpc^{−1}, the galaxy+kSZ analysis reduces the marginalized 1-σ errors on H and f to ∼ 80% (from ΔH/H = 2.5% to 2%) and ∼ 66% (from Δf/f = 8.5% to 5.6%), respectively. The galaxy+kSZ analysis using up to kmax = 0.1 hMpc^{−1} (red regions) improves constraints on H and f by roughly the same amount as the galaxy-only analysis would have when using up to kmax = 0.2 hMpc^{−1} (blue regions).

for a volume of V = 1 h^{−3}Gpc^3, where the constraints scale as (h^{−3}Gpc^3/V )^{1/2}. Since the S/N for the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum becomes flat around k_{max} ∼ 0.1 hMpc^{−1}, we focus on k_{max} = 0.1 hMpc^{−1}. We assume that the inverse S/N per galaxy, R_N = 10. This is consistent with forecasts for the CMB-S4 survey. These plots can be compared to those in Figures 5, 6, and 7 which show confidence contours for different parameter values in the same plots as Figure 4. Since the galaxy power spectrum does not depend on the effective optical depth τ_T, the galaxy-only analysis does not constrain it (green regions in the bottom panels). The galaxy power information can break the strong degeneracy between f and τ_T in the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum. As expected, the galaxy+kSZ information improves the galaxy-only constraints for the growth rate f and the expansion rate H.

To illustrate the importance of the RSD effect in the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum, Figure 5 plots the constraints from the galaxy-only (green regions) and galaxy+kSZ analyses in the H − D_A (left) and b − f (right) planes, where kSZ information includes only the dipole (blue regions) or both the dipole and octopole (red regions). The octopole is more sensitive to the expansion rate H than the dipole in the sense that the octopole is a higher multi-pole moment than the dipole. Since the octopole does not depend on the linear bias parameter b (see Appendix B and [66]) like the hexadecapole of the galaxy power spectrum, the octopole is also sensitive to the growth rate f than the dipole whose amplitude depends on the growth rate, linear bias, and effective optical depth. Compared to the galaxy-only constraints (green regions), including both the dipole and octopole (red regions) reduces the marginalized 1-σ errors on H and f to ∼ 70% (from 4.7% to 3.3%) and ∼ 60% (from 14% to 8.6%), respectively, for the parameters used in Figure 4.

Figure 6 shows the dependence of maximum wavenumber k_{max} used for the Fisher analysis. The improvement from using broadband information depends strongly on the k_{max}, where we use two simple choices of k_{max}, 0.1 and 0.2 hMpc^{−1}. As well known, including small scale information improves the errors on all parameters. The galaxy+kSZ analysis using broadband information up to k_{max} = 0.1 hMpc^{−1} (red regions) improves constraints on H and f by roughly the same amount as the galaxy-only analysis would have when using up to k_{max} = 0.2 hMpc^{−1} (blue regions). While we

– 18 –

Figure 7. Same H − f and τT − f planes as those of Figure 4. The green and red ellipses are the same as those plotted in Figure 4. Additional confidence contours (grey, blue, and black regions) from the galaxy+kSZ analyses for RN = 0, 5, and 15 are shown. RN = 10 roughly provides the forecasts of the CMB-S4 survey. Compared to the galaxy-only analysis, the galaxy+kSZ analysis reduces the marginalized 1-σ errors on H and f to ∼ 50%, ∼ 60%, ∼ 70%, and ∼ 77% (from ΔH/H = 4.7% to 2.4%, 2.8%, 3.3%, and 3.6%), and ∼ 33%, ∼ 48%, ∼ 60%, and ∼ 73% (from Δf/f = 14% to 4.6%, 6.7%, 8.6%, and 10.2%), for RN = 0, 5, 10, and 15, respectively. The effective optical depth which includes information on the missing baryon is constrained as 3.9%, 5.8%, 7.6%, and 9.4% for RN = 0, 5, 10, and 15. Note that the constraints shown here adopted a volume of V = 1 h^{−3}Gpc^3. Since the constraints scale as V^{−1/2}, we can obtain the rough error estimates of cosmological parameters for the DESI (V ∼ 10.5 h^{−3}Gpc^3) and BOSS (V ∼ 3.5 h^{−3}Gpc^3) surveys by multiplying by 1/ √ 10.5 ∼ 0.3 and 1/ √ 3.5 ∼ 0.5, respectively.

ignored non-Gaussian parts in the covariance, there are non-vanishing contributions in the off-diagonal elements in the covariance from the non-Gaussian errors around k = 0.2 hMpc^{−1} [81–84, 115]. In this case, the Fisher ellipses using up to k_{max} = 0.2 hMpc^{−1} (blue and black regions) may become far wider than shown in Figure 6.

Also of interest is the potential benefit of more optimized measurements of the kSZ signal which may reduce the inverse signal-to-noise ratio, R_N. Figure 7 shows the constraints from the galaxy+kSZ analysis for R_N = 0, 5, 10, and 15 in the H − f (left) and τ_T − f (right) planes. Note that R_N = 10 roughly provides the forecast of the CMB-S4 survey for θ_F = 2 arcmin (Sec. 4). Compared to the galaxy-only analysis, the kSZ information leads to a reduction of the marginalized 1-σ errors on H by ∼ 50%, ∼ 60%, ∼ 70%, and ∼ 77% for R_N = 0, 5, 10, and 15, respectively. Similarly, the errors on f are reduced to ∼ 33%, ∼ 48%, ∼ 60%, and ∼ 73%. In addition to cosmologically interesting parameters, the effective optical depth which includes information on the missing baryon [22] can be constrained: Δτ_T/τ_T = 3.9%, 5.8%, 7.6%, and 9.4% for R_N = 0, 5, 10, and 15.

7 Conclusions

Over the past few years, cosmologists have been able to make the first detections of the kSZ effect by combining galaxy data with measurements from ACT, Planck and SPT [23, 39, 43, 45, 51]. With the sensitivity of CMB experiments improving in the next few years, we will soon be able to make accurate measurement of the kSZ power spectrum. This paper emphasizes the potential scientific return from these measurements. Unlike previous studies, our analysis emphasizes the important information in the anisotropy of the kSZ power spectrum.

– 19 –

For our analysis, we have derived a simple analytic form for the power spectrum covariance of the relative pairwise kSZ temperature in redshift space under the assumption that the noise in the filtered maps is uncorrelated between the positions of galaxies in the survey (Equation (4.9)).

For the upcoming CMB-S4 survey, we have estimated the cumulative S/N ratios for measuring the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum over 0.006 hMpc^{−1} < k < 0.4 hMpc^{−1} (Figures 2 and 3). The S/N reveals two striking features: the cumulative S/N becomes flat in weakly non-linear regime (k ∼ 0.1-0.2 hMpc^{−1}) due to the expected noise level of detector noise, residual primordial CMB contamination and residual foregrounds. For the CMB-S4 survey, the S/N for both the dipole and octopole of the kSZ power spectrum are degraded by a factor of 3 relative to the S/N for a noiseless sky map. Second remarkable feature is that the S/N for the dipole and octopole of the kSZ power spectrum are larger than those for the quadrupole and hexadecapole of the galaxy power spectrum until the weakly non-linear regime (k ∼ 0.1-0.2 hMpc^{−1}). Thus, on large scales we can use information on kSZ measurements in redshift surveys to constrain cosmological parameters complementary to galaxy clustering measurements.

Including the octopole has a significant improvement on the predicted cosmological constraints, especially for the growth rate of structure f and the expansion rate of the Universe H (Figure 7). For the CMB-S4 survey, the joint analysis of the galaxy and kSZ power spectra using broadband information up to k_{max} = 0.1 hMpc^{−1} reduces the marginalized 1-σ errors on H and f to ∼ 50-70% compared to a galaxy-only analysis that uses information at k < 0.1 hMpc^{−1} . On smaller scales, non-linearities, baryon feedback and non-Gaussian covariances become important for galaxy surveys.

Our analysis emphasizes the value of kSZ measurements for studies of dark energy. This strengthens the motivation for CMB-S4 making small scale measurement of CMB temperature fluctuations over regions of the sky covered by upcoming redshift surveys. While this paper emphasized the upcoming DESI survey, we anticipate that we would reach similar conclusions for the WFIRST and Euclid spectroscopic surveys.

Acknowledgments

We thank E.Schaan and A.Kusaka for useful comments. Numerical computations were carried out on Cray XC30 at Center for Computational Astrophysics, National Astronomical Observatory of Japan. NSS was supported by a grant from the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (JSPS) (No. 24- 3849 and No. 28-1890). NSS acknowledges financial support from Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research from the JSPS Promotion of Science (25287050) and from a MEXT project “Priority issue 9 to be tackled by using post-K computer”. T.O. was supported by Grant-in-Aid for Young Scientists (Startup) from the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (JSPS) (No. 26887012). D.N.S. was partially supported by NSF grant AST-1311756 and NASA grants NNX12AG72G and NNX14AH67G.

A Conservation law

We show the relation between two-point correlation function of density fluctuations and the mean pairwise velocity by the pair conservation equation and isotropic symmetry assumption [54–56].

In a discrete particle description, the number density is given by

ρ(t, ⃗x) = N−1∑ i=0 δ_D (⃗x − ⃗x_i(t)) , (A.1)

where ⃗x_i(t) is the three-dimensional position at object i. Generally, the number of objects N may be time-dependent: N = N(t). Assuming the conservation of the number of objects, N = const., the

– 20 – time-derivative of the number density field leads to the continuity equation ∂ ∂t ρ(t, ⃗x) = ∂ ∂t N−1∑ i=0 ∫ d^3k (2π)^3 e^{i⃗k·(⃗x−⃗xi(t))}

= N−1∑ i=0 ∫ d^3k (2π)^3 [ −i⃗k · ⃗v_i(t) ] e^{i⃗k·(⃗x−⃗xi(t))}

= −∇ · N−1∑ i=0 ∫ d^3k (2π)^3 ⃗v_i(t)e^{i⃗k·(⃗x−⃗xi(t))}

= −∇ · N−1∑ i=0 ⃗v_i(t)δ_D (⃗x − ⃗x_i(t)) = −∇ · (ρ(⃗x)⃗v(⃗x)) , (A.2) where we used δ_D(⃗x) =

∫_d3_k

(2π)^3 e i⃗k·⃗x and ⃗v i = ˙⃗x_i. The continuity equation relates the number density to the density-weighted velocity (momentum) ⃗p = ρ⃗v: ∂ ∂t ρ(⃗x) + ∇ · ⃗p(⃗x) = 0. (A.3) Similar to the density field, the particle description of the three-dimensional two-point correlation function of the density field is given by

1 + ξ(⃗r) = ∑ i,j δ_D (⃗r − (⃗x_i − ⃗x_j )) . (A.4)

Then, we assume the pair conservation and obtain [54–59] ∂ ∂t ξ(⃗r) = −∇ · ((1 + ξ(⃗r)) ⃗v_{pair}(⃗r)) (A.5)

where the mean relative peculiar velocity averaged over pairs at separation r, so-called mean pairwise velocity, v_{pair}(r) is defined as, ∑ i,j [⃗v_i − ⃗v_j ] δ_D (⃗r − (⃗x_i − ⃗x_j )) ≡ (1 + ξ(⃗r)) ⃗v_{pair}(⃗r). (A.6)

Finally, assuming isotropic symmetry ⃗v_{pair} = v_{pair}(⃗r)⃗r/r leads to ∂ ∂t ξ(⃗r) + 1 r^2 ∂ ∂r ( r^2 (1 + ξ(⃗r)) v_{pair}(⃗r) ) = 0, (A.7) and v_{pair}(⃗r) = − ∫_r 0 dr^′r^{′2 ∂}_{∂t} ξ(⃗r^′) r^2 (1 + ξ(⃗r))

. (A.8)

B Partial derivatives in a Fisher analysis

To conduct a Fisher matrix analysis, we evaluate partial derivatives of the galaxy and kSZ power spectra with respect to the following parameters: {D_A, H, f, b, τ_T}, where D_A, H, f, b, and τ_T are the diameter distance, expansion rate, linear growth rate of structure, linear bias, and the effective optical depth. For D_A, H, and τ_T, we can straightforwardly obtain the partial derivatives of the power spectra with respect to these parameters through Eqs. (3.18), (3.19), and (2.5). For the linear bias parameter b, we define the linear Kaiser factor for the n-th moment of the LOS relative pairwise

– 21 – velocity power spectrum K^{(n)}_ℓ as the ratio between the linear power spectra for halos in redshift space and for matter in real space:

K^{(n)}_ℓ =

P^{(n)}_{lin,ℓ}|_{halo,redshift} P^{(n)}_{lin,ℓ}|_{matter,real}

, (B.1)

where we obtain

K^{(1)}_{ℓ=1} = ( b + 3 5 f ) , K^{(1)}_{ℓ=3} = 2 5 f. (B.2)

Then, we evaluate the partial derivative of the galaxy and kSZ power spectra with respect to b using the following expression

∂P^{(n)}_ℓ (k) ∂ ln b = ∂ ln K^{(n)}_ℓ (b) ∂ ln b P^{(n)}_ℓ (k). (B.3)

Since we compute the galaxy and kSZ power spectra through the density and LOS velocity power spectra for halos in N-body simulations, we can ignore other bias parameters to represent the scaledependence of the power spectra for halos around a fiducial value of b. For the growth rate of structure f, we assume that the peculiar velocity is proportional to the growth rate ⃗v ∝ f, which is exact for f = Ω^{0.5}_m and is a good approximation in General Relativity [116]. Then, we derive the partial derivative with respect to f from Eqs. (3.9) and (3.11) ∂ ^P^{(n)(m)} s (⃗k) ∂ ln f = (n + m) ^P^{(n)(m)}_s + ( i aH k̂ · n̂ )_{−1} ( ^P^{(n+1)(m)} s (⃗k) − ^P^{(n)(m+1)} s (⃗k) ) , ∂ ^P^{(n)}_s (⃗k) ∂ ln f = n ^P^{(n)}_s (⃗k) + ( i aH ⃗k · n̂ )_{−1} ^P^{(n+1)} s (⃗k). (B.4)

Note that the right-hand-sides in the above expression are measurable in simulations. Therefore, we can directly evaluate the partial derivative of the LOS velocity power spectra with respect to f using simulations.

References

[1] R. A. Sunyaev and Y. B. Zeldovich, Small-Scale Fluctuations of Relic Radiation, Ap&SS 7 (Apr., 1970) 3–19.

[2] R. A. Sunyaev and Y. B. Zeldovich, The Observations of Relic Radiation as a Test of the Nature of X-Ray Radiation from the Clusters of Galaxies, Comments on Astrophysics and Space Physics 4 (Nov., 1972) 173.

[3] R. A. Sunyaev and I. B. Zeldovich, The velocity of clusters of galaxies relative to the microwave background - The possibility of its measurement, MNRAS 190 (Feb., 1980) 413–420.

[4] J. P. Ostriker and E. T. Vishniac, Generation of microwave background fluctuations from nonlinear perturbations at the ERA of galaxy formation, ApJ 306 (July, 1986) L51–L54.

[5] S. DeDeo, D. N. Spergel, and H. Trac, The kinetic Sunyaev-Zel’dovitch effect as a dark energy probe, ArXiv Astrophysics e-prints (Nov., 2005) [astro-ph/0511060].

[6] C. Hernández-Monteagudo, L. Verde, R. Jimenez, and D. N. Spergel, Correlation Properties of the Kinematic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich Effect and Implications for Dark Energy, ApJ 643 (June, 2006) 598–615, [astro-ph/0511061].

[7] S. Bhattacharya and A. Kosowsky, Cosmological Constraints from Galaxy Cluster Velocity Statistics, ApJ 659 (Apr., 2007) L83–L86, [astro-ph/0612555].

– 22 –

[8] S. Bhattacharya and A. Kosowsky, Dark energy constraints from galaxy cluster peculiar velocities, Phys. Rev. D 77 (Apr., 2008) 083004, [arXiv:0712.0034].

[9] A. Kosowsky and S. Bhattacharya, A future test of gravitation using galaxy cluster velocities, Phys. Rev. D 80 (Sept., 2009) 062003, [arXiv:0907.4202].

[10] R. Keisler and F. Schmidt, Prospects for Measuring the Relative Velocities of Galaxy Clusters in Photometric Surveys Using the Kinetic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich Effect, ApJ 765 (Mar., 2013) L32, [arXiv:1211.0668].

[11] Y.-Z. Ma and G.-B. Zhao, Dark energy imprints on the kinematic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich signal, Physics Letters B 735 (July, 2014) 402–411, [arXiv:1309.1163].

[12] E.-M. Mueller, F. de Bernardis, R. Bean, and M. D. Niemack, Constraints on Gravity and Dark Energy from the Pairwise Kinematic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich Effect, ApJ 808 (July, 2015) 47, [arXiv:1408.6248].

[13] D. Alonso, T. Louis, P. Bull, and P. G. Ferreira, Reconstructing cosmic growth with kSZ observations in the era of Stage IV experiments, ArXiv e-prints (Apr., 2016) [arXiv:1604.01382].

[14] P. Zhang and A. Stebbins, Confirmation of the Copernican Principle at Gpc Radial Scale and above from the Kinetic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich Effect Power Spectrum, Physical Review Letters 107 (July, 2011) 041301, [arXiv:1009.3967].

[15] Planck Collaboration, P. A. R. Ade, et al., Planck intermediate results. XIII. Constraints on peculiar velocities, A&A 561 (Jan., 2014) A97, [arXiv:1303.5090].

[16] E.-M. Mueller, F. de Bernardis, R. Bean, and M. D. Niemack, Constraints on massive neutrinos from the pairwise kinematic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich effect, Phys. Rev. D 92 (Sept., 2015) 063501, [arXiv:1412.0592].

[17] J. N. Bregman, The Search for the Missing Baryons at Low Redshift, ARA&A 45 (Sept., 2007) 221–259, [arXiv:0706.1787].

[18] C. Hernández-Monteagudo and R. A. Sunyaev, Missing baryons, bulk flows, and the E-mode polarization of the Cosmic Microwave Background, A&A 490 (Oct., 2008) 25–29, [arXiv:0805.3702].

[19] S. Ho, S. Dedeo, and D. Spergel, Finding the Missing Baryons Using CMB as a Backlight, ArXiv e-prints (Mar., 2009) [arXiv:0903.2845].

[20] C. Hernández-Monteagudo and S. Ho, On the peculiar momentum of baryons after reionization, MNRAS 398 (Sept., 2009) 790–806, [arXiv:0903.2814].

[21] J. Shao, P. Zhang, W. Lin, Y. Jing, and J. Pan, Kinetic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich tomography with spectroscopic redshift surveys, MNRAS 413 (May, 2011) 628–642, [arXiv:1004.1301].

[22] C. Hernández-Monteagudo, Y.-Z. Ma, F. S. Kitaura, W. Wang, R. Génova-Santos, J. Macías-Pérez, and D. Herranz, Evidence of the Missing Baryons from the Kinematic Sunyaev-Zeldovich Effect in Planck Data, Physical Review Letters 115 (Nov., 2015) 191301, [arXiv:1504.04011].

[23] E. Schaan et al., Evidence for the kinematic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich effect with the Atacama Cosmology Telescope and velocity reconstruction from the Baryon Oscillation Spectroscopic Survey, Phys. Rev. D 93 (Apr., 2016) 082002.

[24] S. Flender, L. Bleem, H. Finkel, S. Habib, K. Heitmann, and G. Holder, Simulations of the Pairwise Kinematic Sunyaev-Zeldovich Signal, ApJ 823 (June, 2016) 98, [arXiv:1511.02843].

[25] R. Cen and J. P. Ostriker, Where Are the Baryons? II. Feedback Effects, ApJ 650 (Oct., 2006) 560–572, [astro-ph/0601008].

[26] A. Kashlinsky, F. Atrio-Barandela, D. Kocevski, and H. Ebeling, A Measurement of Large-Scale Peculiar Velocities of Clusters of Galaxies: Results and Cosmological Implications, ApJ 686 (Oct., 2008) L49–L52, [arXiv:0809.3734].

[27] A. Kashlinsky, F. Atrio-Barandela, H. Ebeling, A. Edge, and D. Kocevski, A New Measurement of the Bulk Flow of X-Ray Luminous Clusters of Galaxies, ApJ 712 (Mar., 2010) L81–L85, [arXiv:0910.4958].

– 23 –

[28] A. Kashlinsky, F. Atrio-Barandela, and H. Ebeling, Measuring the Dark Flow with Public X-ray Cluster Data, ApJ 732 (May, 2011) 1, [arXiv:1012.3214].

[29] R. Keisler, The Statistical Significance of the ”Dark Flow”, ApJ 707 (Dec., 2009) L42–L44, [arXiv:0910.4233].

[30] S. J. Osborne, D. S. Y. Mak, S. E. Church, and E. Pierpaoli, Measuring the Galaxy Cluster Bulk Flow from WMAP Data, ApJ 737 (Aug., 2011) 98, [arXiv:1011.2781].

[31] K. Mody and A. Hajian, One Thousand and One Clusters: Measuring the Bulk Flow with the Planck ESZ and X-Ray-selected Galaxy Cluster Catalogs, ApJ 758 (Oct., 2012) 4, [arXiv:1202.1339].

[32] U. Feindt et al., Measuring cosmic bulk flows with Type Ia supernovae from the Nearby Supernova Factory, A&A 560 (Dec., 2013) A90, [arXiv:1310.4184].

[33] W. L. Holzapfel et al., Limits on the Peculiar Velocities of Two Distant Clusters Using the Kinematic Sunyaev-Zeldovich Effect, ApJ 481 (May, 1997) 35–48, [astro-ph/9702223].

[34] P. D. Mauskopf et al., A Determination of the Hubble Constant Using Measurements of X-Ray Emission and the Sunyaev-Zeldovich Effect at Millimeter Wavelengths in the Cluster Abell 1835, ApJ 538 (Aug., 2000) 505–516.

[35] B. A. Benson, S. E. Church, P. A. R. Ade, J. J. Bock, K. M. Ganga, J. R. Hinderks, P. D. Mauskopf, B. Philhour, M. C. Runyan, and K. L. Thompson, Peculiar Velocity Limits from Measurements of the Spectrum of the Sunyaev-Zeldovich Effect in Six Clusters of Galaxies, ApJ 592 (Aug., 2003) 674–691, [astro-ph/0303510].

[36] M. Zemcov, M. Halpern, C. Borys, S. Chapman, W. Holland, E. Pierpaoli, and D. Scott, Measurement of the Sunyaev-Zel’dovich increment in massive galaxy clusters, MNRAS 346 (Dec., 2003) 1179–1188, [astro-ph/0306300].

[37] P. D. Mauskopf, P. F. Horner, J. Aguirre, J. J. Bock, E. Egami, J. Glenn, S. R. Golwala, G. Laurent, H. T. Nguyen, and J. Sayers, A high signal-to-noise ratio map of the Sunyaev-Zel’dovich increment at 1.1-mm wavelength in Abell 1835, MNRAS 421 (Mar., 2012) 224–234.

[38] G. Lavaux, N. Afshordi, and M. J. Hudson, First measurement of the bulk flow of nearby galaxies using the cosmic microwave background, MNRAS 430 (Apr., 2013) 1617–1635, [arXiv:1207.1721].

[39] N. Hand et al., Evidence of Galaxy Cluster Motions with the Kinematic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich Effect, Physical Review Letters 109 (July, 2012) 041101, [arXiv:1203.4219].

[40] P. G. Ferreira, R. Juszkiewicz, H. A. Feldman, M. Davis, and A. H. Jaffe, Streaming Velocities as a Dynamical Estimator of Ω, ApJ 515 (Apr., 1999) L1–L4, [astro-ph/9812456].

[41] D. S. Swetz et al., Overview of the Atacama Cosmology Telescope: Receiver, Instrumentation, and Telescope Systems, ApJS 194 (June, 2011) 41, [arXiv:1007.0290].

[42] D. J. Eisenstein, D. H. Weinberg, E. Agol, H. Aihara, C. Allende Prieto, S. F. Anderson, J. A. Arns, É. Aubourg, S. Bailey, E. Balbinot, et al., SDSS-III: Massive Spectroscopic Surveys of the Distant Universe, the Milky Way, and Extra-Solar Planetary Systems, AJ 142 (Sept., 2011) 72, [arXiv:1101.1529].

[43] Planck Collaboration, P. A. R. Ade, et al., Planck intermediate results. XXXVII. Evidence of unbound gas from the kinetic Sunyaev-Zeldovich effect, A&A 586 (Feb., 2016) A140, [arXiv:1504.03339].

[44] K. N. Abazajian et al., The Seventh Data Release of the Sloan Digital Sky Survey, ApJS 182 (June, 2009) 543–558, [arXiv:0812.0649].

[45] B. Soergel et al., Detection of the kinematic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich effect with DES Year 1 and SPT, ArXiv e-prints (Mar., 2016) [arXiv:1603.03904].

[46] E. M. George, C. L. Reichardt, K. A. Aird, B. A. Benson, L. E. Bleem, J. E. Carlstrom, C. L. Chang, H.-M. Cho, T. M. Crawford, A. T. Crites, T. de Haan, M. A. Dobbs, J. Dudley, N. W. Halverson, N. L. Harrington, G. P. Holder, W. L. Holzapfel, Z. Hou, J. D. Hrubes, R. Keisler, L. Knox, A. T. Lee, E. M. Leitch, M. Lueker, D. Luong-Van, J. J. McMahon, J. Mehl, S. S. Meyer, M. Millea, L. M. Mocanu, J. J. Mohr, T. E. Montroy, S. Padin, T. Plagge, C. Pryke, J. E. Ruhl, K. K. Schaffer, L. Shaw, E. Shirokoff, H. G. Spieler, Z. Staniszewski, A. A. Stark, K. T. Story, A. van Engelen, K. Vanderlinde, J. D. Vieira, R. Williamson, and O. Zahn, A Measurement of Secondary Cosmic

– 24 –

Microwave Background Anisotropies from the 2500 Square-degree SPT-SZ Survey, ApJ 799 (Feb., 2015) 177, [arXiv:1408.3161].

[47] The Dark Energy Survey Collaboration, The Dark Energy Survey, ArXiv Astrophysics e-prints (Oct., 2005) [astro-ph/0510346].

[48] Dark Energy Survey Collaboration, T. Abbott, F. B. Abdalla, J. Aleksić, S. Allam, A. Amara, D. Bacon, E. Balbinot, M. Banerji, K. Bechtol, A. Benoit-Lévy, G. M. Bernstein, E. Bertin, J. Blazek, C. Bonnett, S. Bridle, D. Brooks, R. J. Brunner, E. Buckley-Geer, D. L. Burke, G. B. Caminha, D. Capozzi, J. Carlsen, A. Carnero-Rosell, M. Carollo, M. Carrasco-Kind, J. Carretero, F. J. Castander, L. Clerkin, T. Collett, C. Conselice, M. Crocce, C. E. Cunha, C. B. D’Andrea, L. N. da Costa, T. M. Davis, S. Desai, H. T. Diehl, J. P. Dietrich, S. Dodelson, P. Doel, A. Drlica-Wagner, J. Estrada, J. Etherington, A. E. Evrard, J. Fabbri, D. A. Finley, B. Flaugher, R. J. Foley, P. Fosalba, J. Frieman, J. García-Bellido, E. Gaztanaga, D. W. Gerdes, T. Giannantonio, D. A. Goldstein, D. Gruen, R. A. Gruendl, P. Guarnieri, G. Gutierrez, W. Hartley, K. Honscheid, B. Jain, D. J. James, T. Jeltema, S. Jouvel, R. Kessler, A. King, D. Kirk, R. Kron, K. Kuehn, N. Kuropatkin, O. Lahav, T. S. Li, M. Lima, H. Lin, M. A. G. Maia, M. Makler, M. Manera, C. Maraston, J. L. Marshall, P. Martini, R. G. McMahon, P. Melchior, A. Merson, C. J. Miller, R. Miquel, J. J. Mohr, X. Morice-Atkinson, K. Naidoo, E. Neilsen, R. C. Nichol, B. Nord, R. Ogando, F. Ostrovski, A. Palmese, A. Papadopoulos, H. V. Peiris, J. Peoples, W. J. Percival, A. A. Plazas, S. L. Reed, A. Refregier, A. K. Romer, A. Roodman, A. Ross, E. Rozo, E. S. Rykoff, I. Sadeh, M. Sako, C. Sánchez, E. Sanchez, B. Santiago, V. Scarpine, M. Schubnell, I. Sevilla-Noarbe, E. Sheldon, M. Smith, R. C. Smith, M. Soares-Santos, F. Sobreira, M. Soumagnac, E. Suchyta, M. Sullivan, M. Swanson, G. Tarle, J. Thaler, D. Thomas, R. C. Thomas, D. Tucker, J. D. Vieira, V. Vikram, A. R. Walker, R. H. Wechsler, J. Weller, W. Wester, L. Whiteway, H. Wilcox, B. Yanny, Y. Zhang, and J. Zuntz, The Dark Energy Survey: more than dark energy - an overview, MNRAS 460 (Aug., 2016) 1270–1299, [arXiv:1601.00329].

[49] S. Naess, M. Hasselfield, J. McMahon, M. D. Niemack, G. E. Addison, P. A. R. Ade, R. Allison, M. Amiri, N. Battaglia, J. A. Beall, F. de Bernardis, J. R. Bond, J. Britton, E. Calabrese, H.-m. Cho, K. Coughlin, D. Crichton, S. Das, R. Datta, M. J. Devlin, S. R. Dicker, J. Dunkley, R. Dünner, J. W. Fowler, A. E. Fox, P. Gallardo, E. Grace, M. Gralla, A. Hajian, M. Halpern, S. Henderson, J. C. Hill, G. C. Hilton, M. Hilton, A. D. Hincks, R. Hlozek, P. Ho, J. Hubmayr, K. M. Huffenberger, J. P. Hughes, L. Infante, K. Irwin, R. Jackson, S. Muya Kasanda, J. Klein, B. Koopman, A. Kosowsky, D. Li, T. Louis, M. Lungu, M. Madhavacheril, T. A. Marriage, L. Maurin, F. Menanteau, K. Moodley, C. Munson, L. Newburgh, J. Nibarger, M. R. Nolta, L. A. Page, C. Pappas, B. Partridge, F. Rojas, B. L. Schmitt, N. Sehgal, B. D. Sherwin, J. Sievers, S. Simon, D. N. Spergel, S. T. Staggs, E. R. Switzer, R. Thornton, H. Trac, C. Tucker, M. Uehara, A. Van Engelen, J. T. Ward, and E. J. Wollack, The Atacama Cosmology Telescope: CMB polarization at 200 ¡ l ¡ 9000, J. Cosmology Astropart. Phys. 10 (Oct., 2014) 007, [arXiv:1405.5524].

[50] J. Sayers et al., A Measurement of the Kinetic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich Signal Toward MACS J0717.5+3745, ApJ 778 (Nov., 2013) 52, [arXiv:1312.3680].

[51] J. C. Hill, S. Ferraro, N. Battaglia, J. Liu, and D. N. Spergel, The Kinematic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich Effect with Projected Fields: A Novel Probe of the Baryon Distribution with Planck, WMAP, and WISE Data, ArXiv e-prints (Mar., 2016) [arXiv:1603.01608].

[52] S. Ferraro, J. C. Hill, N. Battaglia, J. Liu, and D. N. Spergel, The Kinematic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich Effect with Projected Fields II: prospects, challenges, and comparison with simulations, ArXiv e-prints (May, 2016) [arXiv:1605.02722].

[53] E. L. Wright, P. R. M. Eisenhardt, A. K. Mainzer, M. E. Ressler, R. M. Cutri, T. Jarrett, J. D.

Kirkpatrick, D. Padgett, R. S. McMillan, M. Skrutskie, S. A. Stanford, M. Cohen, R. G. Walker, J. C. Mather, D. Leisawitz, T. N. Gautier, III, I. McLean, D. Benford, C. J. Lonsdale, A. Blain, B. Mendez, W. R. Irace, V. Duval, F. Liu, D. Royer, I. Heinrichsen, J. Howard, M. Shannon, M. Kendall, A. L. Walsh, M. Larsen, J. G. Cardon, S. Schick, M. Schwalm, M. Abid, B. Fabinsky, L. Naes, and C.-W. Tsai, The Wide-field Infrared Survey Explorer (WISE): Mission Description and Initial On-orbit Performance, AJ 140 (Dec., 2010) 1868–1881, [arXiv:1008.0031].

[54] P. J. E. Peebles, A cosmic virial theorem, Ap&SS 45 (Nov., 1976) 3–19.

– 25 –

[55] M. Davis and P. J. E. Peebles, On the integration of the BBGKY equations for the development of strongly nonlinear clustering in an expanding universe, ApJS 34 (Aug., 1977) 425–450.

[56] P. J. E. Peebles, The large-scale structure of the universe. 1980.

[57] K. B. Fisher, M. Davis, M. A. Strauss, A. Yahil, and J. P. Huchra, Clustering in the 1.2-JY IRAS Galaxy Redshift Survey - Part Two - Redshift Distortions and Xi/r/p, PI, MNRAS 267 (Apr., 1994) 927, [astro-ph/9308013].

[58] R. Juszkiewicz, K. B. Fisher, and I. Szapudi, Skewed Exponential Pairwise Velocities from Gaussian Initial Conditions, ApJ 504 (Sept., 1998) L1–L4, [astro-ph/9804277].

[59] R. Juszkiewicz, V. Springel, and R. Durrer, Dynamics of Pairwise Motions, ApJ 518 (June, 1999) L25–L28, [astro-ph/9812387].

[60] W. L. W. Sargent and E. L. Turner, A statistical method for determining the cosmological density parameter from the redshifts of a complete sample of galaxies, ApJ 212 (Feb., 1977) L3–L7.

[61] N. Kaiser, Clustering in real space and in redshift space, MNRAS 227 (July, 1987) 1–21.

[62] A. J. S. Hamilton, Linear Redshift Distortions: a Review, in The Evolving Universe (D. Hamilton, ed.), vol. 231 of Astrophysics and Space Science Library, p. 185, 1998. astro-ph/9708102.

[63] H. Feldman, R. Juszkiewicz, P. Ferreira, M. Davis, E. Gaztañaga, J. Fry, A. Jaffe, S. Chambers, L. da Costa, M. Bernardi, R. Giovanelli, M. Haynes, and G. Wegner, An Estimate of Ωm without Conventional Priors, ApJ 596 (Oct., 2003) L131–L134, [astro-ph/0305078].

[64] H. A. Feldman, R. Watkins, and M. J. Hudson, Cosmic flows on 100 h^{−1} Mpc scales: standardized minimum variance bulk flow, shear and octupole moments, MNRAS 407 (Oct., 2010) 2328–2338, [arXiv:0911.5516].

[65] T. Okumura, U. Seljak, Z. Vlah, and V. Desjacques, Peculiar velocities in redshift space: formalism, N-body simulations and perturbation theory, J. Cosmology Astropart. Phys. 5 (May, 2014) 003, [arXiv:1312.4214].

[66] N. S. Sugiyama, T. Okumura, and D. N. Spergel, Understanding redshift space distortions in density-weighted peculiar velocity, ArXiv e-prints (Sept., 2015) [arXiv:1509.08232].

[67] C. Alcock and B. Paczynski, An evolution free test for non-zero cosmological constant, Nature 281 (Oct., 1979) 358.

[68] K. N. Abazajian et al., Inflation physics from the cosmic microwave background and large scale structure, Astroparticle Physics 63 (Mar., 2015) 55–65, [arXiv:1309.5381].

[69] M. Levi, C. Bebek, T. Beers, R. Blum, R. Cahn, D. Eisenstein, B. Flaugher, K. Honscheid, R. Kron, O. Lahav, P. McDonald, N. Roe, D. Schlegel, and representing the DESI collaboration, The DESI Experiment, a whitepaper for Snowmass 2013, ArXiv e-prints (Aug., 2013) [arXiv:1308.0847].

[70] N. Hand et al., The Atacama Cosmology Telescope: Detection of Sunyaev-Zel’Dovich Decrement in Groups and Clusters Associated with Luminous Red Galaxies, ApJ 736 (July, 2011) 39, [arXiv:1101.1951].

[71] M. Li, R. E. Angulo, S. D. M. White, and J. Jasche, Matched filter optimization of kSZ measurements with a reconstructed cosmological flow field, MNRAS 443 (Sept., 2014) 2311–2326, [arXiv:1404.0007].

[72] P. Zhang, Y. Zheng, and Y. Jing, Sampling artifact in volume weighted velocity measurement. I.

Theoretical modeling, Phys. Rev. D 91 (Feb., 2015) 043522, [arXiv:1405.7125].

[73] Y. Yu, J. Zhang, Y. Jing, and P. Zhang, Kriging interpolating cosmic velocity field, Phys. Rev. D 92 (Oct., 2015) 083527, [arXiv:1505.06827].

[74] C.-P. Ma and J. N. Fry, Nonlinear Kinetic Sunyaev-Zeldovich Effect, Physical Review Letters 88 (May, 2002) 211301, [astro-ph/0106342].

[75] W. E. Ballinger, J. A. Peacock, and A. F. Heavens, Measuring the cosmological constant with redshift surveys, MNRAS 282 (Oct., 1996) 877, [astro-ph/9605017].

[76] T. Matsubara and Y. Suto, Cosmological Redshift Distortion of Correlation Functions as a Probe of the Density Parameter and the Cosmological Constant, ApJ 470 (Oct., 1996) L1, [astro-ph/9604142].

– 26 –

[77] J. Blazek, U. Seljak, Z. Vlah, and T. Okumura, Geometric and dynamic distortions in anisotropic galaxy clustering, J. Cosmology Astropart. Phys. 4 (Apr., 2014) 001, [arXiv:1311.5563].

[78] N. Padmanabhan and M. White, Constraining anisotropic baryon oscillations, Phys. Rev. D 77 (June, 2008) 123540, [arXiv:0804.0799].

[79] A. Meiksin and M. White, The growth of correlations in the matter power spectrum, MNRAS 308 (Oct., 1999) 1179–1184, [astro-ph/9812129].

[80] R. Scoccimarro, M. Zaldarriaga, and L. Hui, Power Spectrum Correlations Induced by Nonlinear Clustering, ApJ 527 (Dec., 1999) 1–15, [astro-ph/9901099].

[81] C. D. Rimes and A. J. S. Hamilton, Information content of the non-linear matter power spectrum, MNRAS 360 (June, 2005) L82–L86, [astro-ph/0502081].

[82] C. D. Rimes and A. J. S. Hamilton, Information content of the non-linear power spectrum: the effect of beat-coupling to large scales, MNRAS 371 (Sept., 2006) 1205–1215, [astro-ph/0511418].

[83] R. Takahashi, N. Yoshida, M. Takada, T. Matsubara, N. Sugiyama, I. Kayo, A. J. Nishizawa, T. Nishimichi, S. Saito, and A. Taruya, Simulations of Baryon Acoustic Oscillations. II. Covariance Matrix of the Matter Power Spectrum, ApJ 700 (July, 2009) 479–490, [arXiv:0902.0371].

[84] A. Kiessling, A. N. Taylor, and A. F. Heavens, Simulating the effect of non-linear mode coupling in cosmological parameter estimation, MNRAS 416 (Sept., 2011) 1045–1055, [arXiv:1103.3245].

[85] E. Calabrese et al., Precision epoch of reionization studies with next-generation cmb experiments, JCAP 1408 (2014) 010, [arXiv:1406.4794].

[86] S. W. Henderson et al., Advanced ACTPol Cryogenic Detector Arrays and Readout, ArXiv e-prints (Oct., 2015) [arXiv:1510.02809].

[87] N. S. Sugiyama, T. Okumura, and D. N. Spergel in prep. (2017).

[88] Planck Collaboration, P. A. R. Ade, N. Aghanim, M. Arnaud, M. Ashdown, J. Aumont, C. Baccigalupi, A. J. Banday, R. B. Barreiro, J. G. Bartlett, and et al., Planck 2015 results. XIII. Cosmological parameters, A&A 594 (Sept., 2016) A13, [arXiv:1502.01589].

[89] C. L. Bennett, D. Larson, J. L. Weiland, N. Jarosik, G. Hinshaw, N. Odegard, K. M. Smith, R. S.

Hill, B. Gold, M. Halpern, E. Komatsu, M. R. Nolta, L. Page, D. N. Spergel, E. Wollack, J. Dunkley, A. Kogut, M. Limon, S. S. Meyer, G. S. Tucker, and E. L. Wright, Nine-year Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) Observations: Final Maps and Results, ApJS 208 (Oct., 2013) 20, [arXiv:1212.5225].

[90] J. Bobin, F. Sureau, and J. L. Starck, Cosmic microwave background reconstruction from WMAP and Planck PR2 data, Astron. Astrophys. 591 (2016) A50, [arXiv:1511.08690].

[91] S. Alam et al., The Eleventh and Twelfth Data Releases of the Sloan Digital Sky Survey: Final Data from SDSS-III, ApJS 219 (July, 2015) 12, [arXiv:1501.00963].

[92] G. Quenouille Biometrika 43 (1956) 353.

[93] J. W. Tukey Ann. Math. Stat. 29 (1958) 614.

[94] B. Efron Annals of Statistics 7 (1979) 1.

[95] A. Cavaliere and R. Fusco-Femiano, X-rays from hot plasma in clusters of galaxies, A&A 49 (May, 1976) 137–144.

[96] J. F. Navarro, C. S. Frenk, and S. D. M. White, The Structure of Cold Dark Matter Halos, ApJ 462 (May, 1996) 563, [astro-ph/9508025].

[97] V. Springel, N. Yoshida, and S. D. White, GADGET: A Code for collisionless and gasdynamical cosmological simulations, New Astron. 6 (2001) 79, [astro-ph/0003162].

[98] V. Springel, The Cosmological simulation code GADGET-2, Mon.Not.Roy.Astron.Soc. 364 (2005) 1105–1134, [astro-ph/0505010].

[99] M. Crocce, S. Pueblas, and R. Scoccimarro, Transients from Initial Conditions in Cosmological Simulations, Mon.Not.Roy.Astron.Soc. 373 (2006) 369–381, [astro-ph/0606505].

– 27 –

[100] J. Lesgourgues, The Cosmic Linear Anisotropy Solving System (CLASS) I: Overview,

arXiv:1104.2932.

[101] Y. Jing, Correcting for the alias effect when measuring the power spectrum using FFT, Astrophys.J.

620 (2005) 559–563, [astro-ph/0409240].

[102] F. Beutler et al., The clustering of galaxies in the SDSS-III Baryon Oscillation Spectroscopic Survey:

testing gravity with redshift space distortions using the power spectrum multipoles, MNRAS 443 (Sept., 2014) 1065–1089, [arXiv:1312.4611].

[103] F. Beutler, H.-J. Seo, S. Saito, C.-H. Chuang, A. J. Cuesta, D. J. Eisenstein, H. Gil-Marín, J. N.

Grieb, N. Hand, F.-S. Kitaura, C. Modi, R. C. Nichol, M. D. Olmstead, W. J. Percival, F. Prada, A. G. Sánchez, S. Rodriguez-Torres, A. J. Ross, N. P. Ross, D. P. Schneider, J. Tinker, R. Tojeiro, and M. Vargas-Magaña, The clustering of galaxies in the completed SDSS-III Baryon Oscillation Spectroscopic Survey: Anisotropic galaxy clustering in Fourier-space, ArXiv e-prints (July, 2016) [arXiv:1607.03150].

[104] K. Osato, M. Shirasaki, and N. Yoshida, Impact of Baryonic Processes on Weak-lensing Cosmology:

Power Spectrum, Nonlocal Statistics, and Parameter Bias, ApJ 806 (June, 2015) 186, [arXiv:1501.02055].

[105] M. Davis, G. Efstathiou, C. S. Frenk, and S. D. M. White, The evolution of large-scale structure in a universe dominated by cold dark matter, ApJ 292 (May, 1985) 371–394.

[106] M. Tegmark, A. N. Taylor, and A. F. Heavens, Karhunen-Loève Eigenvalue Problems in Cosmology:

How Should We Tackle Large Data Sets?, ApJ 480 (May, 1997) 22–35, [astro-ph/9603021].

[107] A. Font-Ribera, P. McDonald, N. Mostek, B. A. Reid, H.-J. Seo, and A. Slosar, DESI and other Dark Energy experiments in the era of neutrino mass measurements, J. Cosmology Astropart. Phys. 5 (May, 2014) 023, [arXiv:1308.4164].

[108] B. A. Reid et al., The clustering of galaxies in the SDSS-III Baryon Oscillation Spectroscopic Survey:

measurements of the growth of structure and expansion rate at z = 0.57 from anisotropic clustering, MNRAS 426 (Nov., 2012) 2719–2737, [arXiv:1203.6641].

[109] X. Xu, A. J. Cuesta, N. Padmanabhan, D. J. Eisenstein, and C. K. McBride, Measuring DA and H at z=0.35 from the SDSS DR7 LRGs using baryon acoustic oscillations, MNRAS 431 (May, 2013) 2834–2860, [arXiv:1206.6732].

[110] L. Anderson et al., The clustering of galaxies in the SDSS-III Baryon Oscillation Spectroscopic Survey: measuring DA and H at z = 0.57 from the baryon acoustic peak in the Data Release 9 spectroscopic Galaxy sample, MNRAS 439 (Mar., 2014) 83–101, [arXiv:1303.4666].

[111] A. Taruya, S. Saito, and T. Nishimichi, Forecasting the cosmological constraints with anisotropic baryon acoustic oscillations from multipole expansion, Phys. Rev. D 83 (May, 2011) 103527, [arXiv:1101.4723].

[112] M. Kilbinger and D. Munshi, Designing weak lensing surveys: a generalized eigenmode analysis, MNRAS 366 (Mar., 2006) 983–995, [astro-ph/0509548].

[113] T. Eifler, P. Schneider, and J. Hartlap, Dependence of cosmic shear covariances on cosmology. Impact on parameter estimation, A&A 502 (Aug., 2009) 721–731, [arXiv:0810.4254].

[114] D. Coe, Fisher Matrices and Confidence Ellipses: A Quick-Start Guide and Software, ArXiv e-prints (June, 2009) [arXiv:0906.4123].

[115] E. Schaan, M. Takada, and D. N. Spergel, Joint likelihood function of cluster counts and n -point correlation functions: Improving their power through including halo sample variance, Phys. Rev. D 90 (Dec., 2014) 123523, [arXiv:1406.3330].

[116] E. V. Linder, Cosmic growth history and expansion history, Phys. Rev. D72 (2005) 043529, [astro-ph/0507263].

– 28 –