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Overview
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Large-scale structure
Spatial matter inhomogeneities over Mpc ~10^3 Mpc

Mpc=10^6 parsec ~3・10^6 light years

•Traditionally traced by galaxy redshift surveys

•Contain rich cosmological information

(other LSS probes are gravitational lensing,  Lyman-alpha forest)

•Hierarchical clustering of matter distribution:

(c.f., 40kpc for size of Milky Way )

galaxy group / cluster supercluster� �

primordial fluctuations, 

dynamics of cosmic expansion
structure formation
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Observing large-scale structure

Sloan Digital Sky Survey 
@ APO (New Mexico)

Blanco telescope 
@ CTIO (Chile)

Very Large Telescope (Chile)

3.6m

4m

8.2m

Canada-France-Hawaii 
Telescope (Hawaii)

Subaru Telescope (Hawaii)

8.2m

2.5m

http://subarutelescope.org/Information/Download/DImage/index.html
http://www.sdss.org/instruments/

http://www.cfht.hawaii.edu/en/news/CFHT30/#wallpaper
http://www.darkenergysurvey.org/DECam/index.shtml

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Very_Large_Telescope

Intensive use of telescope is necessary
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Redshift

SDSS SkyServer

Nearby galaxy

Distant galaxy

Ca H & K OIII HβNa Mg 

A key measurement to probe 3D view of large-scale structure

Distant galaxies looks redder than nearby galaxies
due to cosmic expansion

wavelength

z=0.146

E.Hubble

G. Lemaitre

recession ‘velocity’ distance to galaxy
(= c z) Hubble parameter

v = H d
Hubble law

Redshift 
parameter z = ��/�

v = H d
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Blue：young
Red  : old

2 G yrsEarth
(observer)

Redshift

(look back time)

http://www.sdss.org/science/#Cosmology

A Slice of galaxy catalog
by Sloan Digital Sky 

Color indicates age of galaxy

finished in 2008

6



http://www.mpa-garching.mpg.de/131601/hl201506

Yellow：SDSS-II main
Red：SDSS-II LRG

White：SDSS-III CMASS

A slice of galaxy catalog 
by Sloan Digital Sky 

Redshift

6 G yrs
(look back time)

finished in 2014

Earth
(observer)
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A section of 3D map

http://www.sdss.org/press-releases/astronomers-map-a-record-
breaking-1-2-million-galaxies-to-study-the-properties-of-dark-energy/

120,000 galaxies
redshift
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3D Map of galaxies

Sloan Digital Sky Survey III
Baryon Oscillation Spectroscopic Survey https://www.sdss3.org/press/dr9.php
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Cosmology with galaxy 3D map

Statistical properties

• Initial conditions for primordial fluctuations (cosmic inflation)

• Growth of structure

• Matter contents of the Universe

Gauging the scales of large-scale structure 

(��, z) �r

Angular position & redshift (comoving) distance

cosmology
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Power spectrum of matter fluctuations

3448 L. Anderson et al.

Figure 7. Histogram of (α − ⟨α⟩)/σα measured from ξ (r) of the post-
reconstruction mocks, where ⟨α⟩ is the mean. This quantity is a proxy
for the signal-to-noise ratio of our BAO measurement. We see that this
distribution is close to Gaussian as indicated by the near-zero K-S Dn. The
corresponding p-value indicates that we are 90 per cent certain our values
are drawn from a Gaussian distribution, indicating that the values of σα we
measure from the χ2 distribution are reasonable descriptors of the error on
α measured by fitting ξ (r).

also makes our distance estimates more robust to parameter choices
in our fitting algorithms and reduces the scatter between the distance
estimates from the the correlation function and the power spectrum.
We quantify these improvements further in the following sections.

We next compare the observed scatter in the best-fitting α in
the mocks to the σα estimated in each fit from the χ2(α) curve.
In Fig. 7, we plot a histogram of (α − ⟨α⟩)/σα from the mocks
and compare the result to the unit normal distribution. We find
excellent agreement; a Kolmogorov–Smirnov (K-S) test finds a
high likelihood that the observed distribution is drawn from a unit
normal. Hence the Gaussian probability distribution obtained from
the χ2 statistic is an appropriate characterization of the error on α.

6 TH E P OW E R SP E C T RU M

6.1 Measuring the power spectrum

The power spectra recovered from the CMASS DR9 data are shown
in Fig. 8 before (left) and after (right) reconstruction. The inset
shows the oscillations in these data, calculated by dividing by a
smooth model (see Section 6.2 for details). The effect of the re-
construction algorithm is clear – the large-scale power is decreased
corresponding to the removal of RSD effects, with the small-scale
power being further reduced by the reduction in non-linear power.
These data represent the most accurate measurement of a redshift-
space galaxy power spectrum ever obtained.

Power spectra were calculated using the Fourier method first de-
veloped by Feldman et al. (1994), as described in Percival et al.
(2007b) and Reid et al. (2010). We work in redshift-space as if ob-
served recession velocities solely arise from the Hubble expansion.
As we focus on measuring angle-averaged baryon acoustic oscilla-
tions, we do not convert from a galaxy density field to a halo density
field as in Reid et al. (2010), or apply corrections for Finger-of-God
effects. Given a weight wi for galaxy i at location r i , the overdensity
field can be written

F (r) = 1
N

!
"

i

wiδD(r i − r) − ⟨w(r)n(r)⟩
#

, (31)

where N is a normalization constant

N ≡
$%

d3r⟨w(r)n(r)⟩2
&1/2

, (32)

and ⟨w(r)n(r)⟩ is the expected weighted distribution of galaxies at
location r in the absence of clustering, and n(r) is the galaxy density.
The quantity δD is the standard Dirac-δ function. We do not apply
luminosity-dependent weights (as applied by Percival et al. 2007b
and Reid et al. 2010), as we are only interested in the BAO, and not
the overall shape of the power spectrum.

We chose to model the expected distribution of galaxies using a
random catalogue with points selected at the mean galaxy density

Figure 8. The CMASS DR9 power spectra before (left) and after (right) reconstruction with the best-fitting models overplotted. The vertical dotted lines
show the range of scales fitted (0.02 < k < 0.3 h Mpc−1), and the inset shows the BAO within this k-range, determined by dividing both model and data by
the best-fitting model calculated (including window function convolution) with no BAO. Error bars indicate

√
Cii for the power spectrum and the rms error

calculated from fitting BAO to the 600 mocks in the inset (see Section 4.2 for details).

C⃝ 2012 The Authors, MNRAS 427, 3435–3467
Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society C⃝ 2012 RAS
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Baryon acoustic oscillations (BAO)
• Characteristic scale of primeval baryon-photon fluid (~150Mpc)

(⇔ acoustic signal in CMB anisotropies)

7

FIG. 4: Measured power spectra for the full LRG and main galaxy samples. Errors are uncorrelated and full window functions are shown
in Figure 5. The solid curves correspond to the linear theory ΛCDM fits to WMAP3 alone from Table 5 of [7], normalized to galaxy bias
b = 1.9 (top) and b = 1.1 (bottom) relative to the z = 0 matter power. The dashed curves include the nonlinear correction of [29] for
A = 1.4, with Qnl = 30 for the LRGs and Qnl = 4.6 for the main galaxies; see equation (4). The onset of nonlinear corrections is clearly
visible for k ∼

> 0.09h/Mpc (vertical line).

Our Fourier convention is such that the dimensionless
power ∆2 of [77] is given by ∆2(k) = 4π(k/2π)3P (k).

Before using these measurements to constrain cosmo-
logical models, one faces important issues regarding their
interpretation, related to evolution, nonlinearities and
systematics.

B. Clustering evolution

The standard theoretical expectation is for matter
clustering to grow over time and for bias (the rela-
tive clustering of galaxies and matter) to decrease over
time [78–80] for a given class of galaxies. Bias is also

14 L. Anderson et al.

Figure 8. The CMASS DR9 power spectra before (left) and after (right) reconstruction with the best-fit models overplotted. The vertical dotted lines show
the range of scales fitted (0.02 < k < 0.3hMpc�1), and the inset shows the BAO within this k-range, determined by dividing both model and data by the
best-fit model calculated (including window function convolution) with no BAO. Error bars indicate

p

C
ii

for the power spectrum and the rms error calculated
from fitting BAO to the 600 mocks in the inset (see Section 4.2 for details).

an estimate of the “redshift-space” power, binned into bins in k of
width 0.04hMpc

�1.

6.2 Fitting the power spectrum

We fit the observed redshift-space power spectrum, calculated as
described in Section 6, with a two component model comprising a
smooth cubic spline multiplied by a model for the BAO, following
the procedure developed by Percival et al. (2007a,c, 2010). The
model power spectrum is given by

P (k)m = P (k)smooth ⇥B
m

(k/↵), (32)

where P (k)smooth is a smooth model that fits the overall shape
of the power spectrum, and the BAO model Bm(k), calculated for
our fiducial cosmology, is scaled by the dilation parameter ↵ as
defined in Eq. 21. The calculation of the BAO model is described
in detail below. This scaling of the acoustic signal is identical to
that used in the correlation function fits, although the differing non-
linear prescriptions in (Eqns 23 & 32) means that the non-linear
BAO damping is treated in a subtly different way.

Each power spectrum model to be fitted is convolved with the
survey window function, giving our final model power spectrum to
be compared with the data. The window function for this convolu-
tion is the normalised power in a Fourier transform of the weighted
survey coverage, as defined by the random catalogue, and is calcu-
lated using the same Fourier procedure described in Section 6 (e.g.
Percival et al. 2007c). This is then fitted to express the window
function as a matrix relating the model power spectrum evaluated
at 1000 wavenumbers, k

n

, equally spaced in 0 < k < 2hMpc

�1,
to the central wavenumbers of the observed bandpowers k

i

:

P (k
i

)fit =

X

n

W (k
i

, k
n

)P (k
n

)m �W (k
i

, 0). (33)

The final term W (k
i

, 0) arises because we estimate the average
galaxy density from the sample, and is related to the integral con-
straint in the correlation function. In fact this term is smooth (as

the power of the window function is smooth), and so can be ab-
sorbed into the smooth component of the fit, and we therefore do
not explicitly include this term in our fits.

To model the overall shape of the galaxy clustering power
spectrum we use a cubic spline (Press et al. 1992), with nine nodes
fixed empirically at k = 0.001, and 0.02 < k < 0.4 with
�k = 0.05, matching that adopted in Percival et al. (2007c, 2010).
This model was tested in these papers, but we show in Section B3
that it also provides an excellent fit to the overall shape of the DR9
CMASS mock catalogues, and that there is no evidence for devia-
tions for the fits to the data.

To calculate our fiducial BAO model, we start with a linear
matter power spectrum P (k)lin, calculated using CAMB (Lewis et
al. 2000), which numerically solves the Boltzman equation describ-
ing the physical processes in the Universe before the baryon-drag
epoch. We then evolve using the HALOFIT prescription (Smith
et al. 2003), giving an approximation to the evolved power spec-
trum at the effective redshift of the survey. To extract the BAO, this
power spectrum is fitted with a model as given by Eq. 32, where we
adopt a fixed BAO model (BEH) calculated using the Eisenstein &
Hu (1998) fitting formulae at the same fiducial cosmology. Divid-
ing P (k)lin by the best-fit smooth power spectrum component from
this fit produces our BAO model, which we denote BCAMB.

We damp the acoustic oscillations to allow for non-linear ef-
fects

B
m

= (BCAMB � 1)e�k

2⌃2
nl/2

+ 1, (34)

where the damping scale ⌃

nl

is a fitted parameter. We assume
a Gaussian prior on ⌃

nl

with width ±2h�1
Mpc, centred on

8.24h�1
Mpc for pre-reconstruction fits and 4.47h�1

Mpc for
post-reconstruction fits, matching the average recovered values
from fits to the 600 mock catalogs with no prior. The exact width of
the prior is not important, but if we do not include such a prior, then
the fit can become unstable with respect to local minima at extreme
values.
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Figure 15. As Figure 15, but for the DR11 LOWZ correlation function
transformed as defined by Eq. 46 with a = 0.39 and b = 0.04. As before,
these error bars are nearly independent, with a worst case of 12 per cent
and an r.m.s. of 3.4 per cent in the off-diagonal elements of the reduced
covariance matrix.

Figure 16. The CMASS BAO feature in the measured reconstructed power
spectrum of each of the BOSS data releases, DR9, DR10, and DR11. The
data are displayed with points and error-bars and the best-fit model is dis-
played with the curves. Both are divided by the best-fit smooth model. We
note that a finer binning was used in the DR9 analysis.

noted that transformations based on the symmetric square root of
the Fisher matrix had surprisingly compact support for their power
spectrum analysis. When we formed this matrix for the DR11
CMASS correlation function, we found that the first and second
off-diagonal terms are nearly constant and that subsequent off-
diagonals are small. This suggests that a basis transform of the pen-
tadiagonal form

X(si) =
xi � a (xi�1

+ xi+1

)� b (xi�2

+ xi+2

)

1� 2a� 2b
(46)

will approach a diagonal form. Here, xi = s2i ⇠0(si) and si is the

Figure 17. The BAO feature in the measured power spectrum of the DR11
reconstructed CMASS (top) and LOWZ (bottom) data. The data are dis-
played with black circles and the best-fit model is displayed with the curve.
Both are divided by the best-fit smooth model.

bin center of measurement bin i. We introduce the 1 � 2a � 2b
factor so as to normalize X such that it returns X = x for constant
x. For the first two and last two bins, the terms beyond the end of
the range are omitted and the normalization adjusted accordingly.

We find that for DR11 CMASS after reconstruction, values
of a = 0.3 and b = 0.1 sharply reduce the covariances between
the bins. The reduced covariance matrices for ⇠(r) and X(r) are
shown in Figure 13. The bins near the edge of the range retain some
covariances, but the off-diagonal terms of the central 10⇥ 10 sub-
matrix of the reduced covariance matrix have a mean and r.m.s. of
0.008 ± 0.044, with a worst value of 0.11. For display purposes,
this is a good approximation to a diagonal covariance matrix, yet
the definition of X(s) is well localized and easy to state. For com-
parison, the reduced covariance matrix of s2⇠

0

has typical first off-
diagonals values of 0.8 and second off-diagonals values of 0.6.

We display this function in Figure 14. One must also trans-
form the theory to the new estimator: we show the best-fit BAO
models with and without broadband marginalization, as well as the
best-fit non-BAO model without broadband marginalization. The
presence of the BAO is clear, but now the error bars are representa-
tive. For example, the significance of the detection as measured by
the ��2 of the best-fit BAO model to the best-fit non-BAO model
is 69.5 using only the diagonal of the covariance matrix of X , as
opposed to 74 with the full covariance matrix. We do not use this
transformation when fitting models, but we offer it as a pedagogical
view.

The same result is shown for DR11 LOWZ post-
reconstruction in Figure 15. Here we use a = 0.39 and b = 0.04.
The level of the off-diagonal terms is similarly reduced, with an
r.m.s. of 3.4 per cent and a worst value of 12 per cent.

It is expected that the best values of a and b will depend on
the data set, since data with more shot noise will have covariance
matrices of the correlation function that are more diagonally dom-
inant. Similarly, the choice of a pentadiagonal form may depend

c� 2014 RAS, MNRAS 000, 2–38

BOSS DR9
(SDSS-III)

k [h Mpc  ]-1

P(
k)

 [
(h

  M
pc

)^
3]

-1

Anderson et al. (’13)

DR9

DR10

DR11

• Can be used as standard ruler to measure cosmic expansion
(theoretical prior)
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Baryon acoustic oscillations (BAO)

���� z 

distant galaxies cosmic microwave background

 Redshift  z (=0~3)Angular diameter 
distance

 Redshift  z=1100

Acoustic 
oscillation 

scales

cosmic expansion 
changes the distances !!

• Characteristic scale of primeval baryon-photon fluid (~150Mpc)
(⇔ acoustic signal in CMB anisotropies)

• Can be used as standard ruler to measure cosmic expansion
(theoretical prior)
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Upcoming/on-going projects
Multi-purpose ground- & space-based experiments

Euclid (2020)

WFIRST
(2024++)

space

space

LSST
(2022++)

DES (2013~)

DESI
(2018+)

eBOSS (2014~)

HETDEX (2016+)

SuMIRe 
(2014~)

subaru
14



LLS as precision cosmological tools

Accurate theoretical description for LSS needs to be developed

7

FIG. 4: Measured power spectra for the full LRG and main galaxy samples. Errors are uncorrelated and full window functions are shown
in Figure 5. The solid curves correspond to the linear theory ΛCDM fits to WMAP3 alone from Table 5 of [7], normalized to galaxy bias
b = 1.9 (top) and b = 1.1 (bottom) relative to the z = 0 matter power. The dashed curves include the nonlinear correction of [29] for
A = 1.4, with Qnl = 30 for the LRGs and Qnl = 4.6 for the main galaxies; see equation (4). The onset of nonlinear corrections is clearly
visible for k ∼

> 0.09h/Mpc (vertical line).

Our Fourier convention is such that the dimensionless
power ∆2 of [77] is given by ∆2(k) = 4π(k/2π)3P (k).

Before using these measurements to constrain cosmo-
logical models, one faces important issues regarding their
interpretation, related to evolution, nonlinearities and
systematics.

B. Clustering evolution

The standard theoretical expectation is for matter
clustering to grow over time and for bias (the rela-
tive clustering of galaxies and matter) to decrease over
time [78–80] for a given class of galaxies. Bias is also
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interpretation, related to evolution, nonlinearities and
systematics.

B. Clustering evolution

The standard theoretical expectation is for matter
clustering to grow over time and for bias (the rela-
tive clustering of galaxies and matter) to decrease over
time [78–80] for a given class of galaxies. Bias is also

14 L. Anderson et al.

Figure 8. The CMASS DR9 power spectra before (left) and after (right) reconstruction with the best-fit models overplotted. The vertical dotted lines show
the range of scales fitted (0.02 < k < 0.3hMpc�1), and the inset shows the BAO within this k-range, determined by dividing both model and data by the
best-fit model calculated (including window function convolution) with no BAO. Error bars indicate

p

C
ii

for the power spectrum and the rms error calculated
from fitting BAO to the 600 mocks in the inset (see Section 4.2 for details).

an estimate of the “redshift-space” power, binned into bins in k of
width 0.04hMpc

�1.

6.2 Fitting the power spectrum

We fit the observed redshift-space power spectrum, calculated as
described in Section 6, with a two component model comprising a
smooth cubic spline multiplied by a model for the BAO, following
the procedure developed by Percival et al. (2007a,c, 2010). The
model power spectrum is given by

P (k)m = P (k)smooth ⇥B
m

(k/↵), (32)

where P (k)smooth is a smooth model that fits the overall shape
of the power spectrum, and the BAO model Bm(k), calculated for
our fiducial cosmology, is scaled by the dilation parameter ↵ as
defined in Eq. 21. The calculation of the BAO model is described
in detail below. This scaling of the acoustic signal is identical to
that used in the correlation function fits, although the differing non-
linear prescriptions in (Eqns 23 & 32) means that the non-linear
BAO damping is treated in a subtly different way.

Each power spectrum model to be fitted is convolved with the
survey window function, giving our final model power spectrum to
be compared with the data. The window function for this convolu-
tion is the normalised power in a Fourier transform of the weighted
survey coverage, as defined by the random catalogue, and is calcu-
lated using the same Fourier procedure described in Section 6 (e.g.
Percival et al. 2007c). This is then fitted to express the window
function as a matrix relating the model power spectrum evaluated
at 1000 wavenumbers, k

n

, equally spaced in 0 < k < 2hMpc

�1,
to the central wavenumbers of the observed bandpowers k

i

:

P (k
i

)fit =

X

n

W (k
i

, k
n

)P (k
n

)m �W (k
i

, 0). (33)

The final term W (k
i

, 0) arises because we estimate the average
galaxy density from the sample, and is related to the integral con-
straint in the correlation function. In fact this term is smooth (as

the power of the window function is smooth), and so can be ab-
sorbed into the smooth component of the fit, and we therefore do
not explicitly include this term in our fits.

To model the overall shape of the galaxy clustering power
spectrum we use a cubic spline (Press et al. 1992), with nine nodes
fixed empirically at k = 0.001, and 0.02 < k < 0.4 with
�k = 0.05, matching that adopted in Percival et al. (2007c, 2010).
This model was tested in these papers, but we show in Section B3
that it also provides an excellent fit to the overall shape of the DR9
CMASS mock catalogues, and that there is no evidence for devia-
tions for the fits to the data.

To calculate our fiducial BAO model, we start with a linear
matter power spectrum P (k)lin, calculated using CAMB (Lewis et
al. 2000), which numerically solves the Boltzman equation describ-
ing the physical processes in the Universe before the baryon-drag
epoch. We then evolve using the HALOFIT prescription (Smith
et al. 2003), giving an approximation to the evolved power spec-
trum at the effective redshift of the survey. To extract the BAO, this
power spectrum is fitted with a model as given by Eq. 32, where we
adopt a fixed BAO model (BEH) calculated using the Eisenstein &
Hu (1998) fitting formulae at the same fiducial cosmology. Divid-
ing P (k)lin by the best-fit smooth power spectrum component from
this fit produces our BAO model, which we denote BCAMB.

We damp the acoustic oscillations to allow for non-linear ef-
fects

B
m

= (BCAMB � 1)e�k

2⌃2
nl/2

+ 1, (34)

where the damping scale ⌃

nl

is a fitted parameter. We assume
a Gaussian prior on ⌃

nl

with width ±2h�1
Mpc, centred on

8.24h�1
Mpc for pre-reconstruction fits and 4.47h�1

Mpc for
post-reconstruction fits, matching the average recovered values
from fits to the 600 mock catalogs with no prior. The exact width of
the prior is not important, but if we do not include such a prior, then
the fit can become unstable with respect to local minima at extreme
values.

c
� 2011 RAS, MNRAS 000, 2–33

Tegmark et al. (’06) Anderson et al. (’12)

~1% precision
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2.6� 105 galaxies5.8� 104 galaxies

Large data set will reveal statistical properties of LSS at an 
unprecedented precision level (→ precision cosmology)

107 � 109 galaxies

New opportunity & scientific synergy :

• Testing general relativity on cosmological scales

• Weighing total mass of neutrinos

• Clarifying nature of dark energy (cosmic acceleration)
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Cosmological N-body simulation
z=18.3

z=5.7

z=1.4

http://www.mpa-garching.mpg.de/galform/millennium/

Formation of halos and 
filamentary structure

z=0

Self-gravitating many-body system 
in an expanding universe

�pi

dt
= �Gm2

a

N�

j �=i

�xi � �xj

|�xi � �xj |3 �pi = ma2 d�xi

dt

N ��

(i = 1, 2, · · · , N)
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Nonlinear power spectrum
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Linear
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Figure 9: The power spectrum of the dark matter distribution in the Millennium Simulation at various
epochs (blue lines). The gray lines show the power spectrum predicted for linear growth, while the dashed
line denotes the shot-noise limit expected if the simulation particles are a Poisson sampling from a smooth
underlying density field. In practice, the sampling is significantly sub-Poisson at early times and in low
density regions, but approaches the Poisson limit in nonlinear structures. Shot-noise subtraction allows us
to probe the spectrum slightly beyond the Poisson limit. Fluctuations around the linear input spectrum on
the largest scales are due to the small number of modes sampled at these wavelengths and the Rayleigh
distribution of individual mode amplitudes assumed in setting up the initial conditions. To indicate the bin
sizes and expected sample variance on these large scales, we have included symbols and error bars in the
z= 0 estimates. On smaller scales, the statistical error bars are negligibly small.

32

0.01 0.10 1.00 10.00 100.00
k [ h / Mpc ]

10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

100

101

102

103

104

Δ
2  (k

) 
z =  0.00

z =  0.98
z =  3.05

z =  7.02

z = 14.87

Figure 9: The power spectrum of the dark matter distribution in the Millennium Simulation at various
epochs (blue lines). The gray lines show the power spectrum predicted for linear growth, while the dashed
line denotes the shot-noise limit expected if the simulation particles are a Poisson sampling from a smooth
underlying density field. In practice, the sampling is significantly sub-Poisson at early times and in low
density regions, but approaches the Poisson limit in nonlinear structures. Shot-noise subtraction allows us
to probe the spectrum slightly beyond the Poisson limit. Fluctuations around the linear input spectrum on
the largest scales are due to the small number of modes sampled at these wavelengths and the Rayleigh
distribution of individual mode amplitudes assumed in setting up the initial conditions. To indicate the bin
sizes and expected sample variance on these large scales, we have included symbols and error bars in the
z= 0 estimates. On smaller scales, the statistical error bars are negligibly small.
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To what extent we can quantitatively understand statistical 
properties of large-scale structure?
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Goal of this lecture
Understanding of large-scale structure (LSS) 

as cosmology probe

•Theoretical basis of formation & evolution of LSS

•Theoretical tools to confront with precision observations of LSS
(mainly focusing on galaxy surveys)

- Cosmological information imprinted in LSS

- Structure formation Standard model (ΛCDM)

- Perturbation theory of LSS
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Plan

•Linear theory of structure formation

•Observational effects:

•Analytic approaches to nonlinear structure formation

•Summary of background cosmology

Redshift-space & geometric distortions

•Selected topics on statistics and dynamics of 
large-scale structure 

 26th June

27th June

28th June
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Note and supplements

http://www2.yukawa.kyoto-u.ac.jp/~atsushi.taruya/lecture.html

Lecture note and supplemental materials (PDF files) are found in:
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