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f (z)

Observational constraints on the growth and expansion 
history of the universe

• f(z) constraints 
• H(z) marginalized or fixed

DESI
[expected constraints]

Subaru PFS           
[expected constraints]



Outline

• Galaxy intrinsic alignment (IA) as a dynamical and geometric probe
• Kinetic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich (kSZ) effect as a dynamical and geometric probe
• Fisher matrix forecast with galaxy clustering + IA + kSZ
• Geometric and dynamical constraints
• Cosmological parameter constraints
• Deep vs wide galaxy surveys

• Measurement of IA of red galaxies at z > 1



Intrinsic alignment (IA) of galaxy/halo shapes
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Intrinsic ellipticity auto correlation (II) of elliptical galaxies 
and the host halos

measurement for 
ellipticals of SDSS

3D Galaxy pair separation r [Mpc/h]
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Cross-correlation function between ellipticity and density 
(GI)

measurement for 
ellipticals of SDSS

Projected pair separation rp [Mpc/h]
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Linear alignment (LA) model

• Relates linear tidal field with galaxy/halo shape

• ΨP: (Linear) Newton potential
• C1 has to be determined by 

observation/simulation      
(this parameter absorbs 
misalignment and other 
uncertainties)

Catelan, Kamionkowski & Blandford (2001)
Hirata & Seljak (2004)
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that the IA of the momentum correlation will vanish at
large scales.

Finally, assuming the Gaussian random fields, we can

derive for the density-weighted pairwise velocity disper-
sion,
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While we have angular dependences of cos (2✓), cos (4✓)
and cos (6✓), there is no linear-level contribution to IA in
the velocity dispersion.

C. Linear alignment model

One of the simplest models for the ellipticities/orienta-
tions of elliptical galaxies or halos is the linear alignment
(LA) model. In the LA model, the intrinsic ellipticity
(Eq. (1)) is assumed to follow the linear relation with
the Newtonian potential,  P , [4, 6],
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where G is the Newtonian gravitational constant and C1

parameterizes the strength of IA. S is a smoothing filter
that cuts o↵ fluctuations on halo scales. The x- and y-
axes are taken to be on the plane of the sky, and thus the
z-axis is along the line-of-sight. The potential is related
to the density field via the Poisson equation,
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where ⇢̄(z) is the mean density of the universe and
D̄(z) / (1 + z)D(z).

Denoting the density-weighted intrinsic ellipticity us-
ing tilde, e�(+,⇥) = (1 + �A)�(+,⇥), its Fourier transform
is described as,
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where �D(k) is the Dirac delta function. With this ex-
pression, the cross-correlation function between the den-

sity field and the ellipticity is given by:
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k). Likewise, the
velocity-ellipticity correlation is obtained as
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D. Linear theory limit

Under the linear theory, the density-density, density-
velocity, and velocity-velocity correlation functions are
given simply by:
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where ✓(x) = � r·v
aHf

is the velocity divergence, P✓✓ is
its power spectrum, and P�✓ is the cross spectrum of
the density and velocity divergence. In the linear theory
limit, P✓✓ = P�✓ = P��. bA is the linear bias parameter
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Testing galaxy-ellipticity correlation in LA 
model with observations

• LA model predicts the 
measurement of IA of the 
SDSS DR6 Luminous red 
galaxies by Okumura & Jing 
(2009)
• But this is the projected 

correlation function, not full 
3D correlation.

Blazek, McQuinn & Seljak (2011)

𝛿𝑒!"



Formulating the IA statistics in redshift space

• Galaxy shapes/orientations are observed 
on the sky as 2-d projection (θ)
• The line-of-sight component of velocity 

(1-d) modulates galaxy positions (RSD)
• On the other hand, separation between 

two galaxies is described as 3-d, r = (r, μ)
• Original formula for the galaxy-intrinsic 

ellipticity (GI) correlation function   
(Hirata & Seljak 2004, Blazek et al 2011)

observer

2 Okumura & Taruya

note ✓ 6= cos�1
µ). Sometimes the superscript I is added

to �+,⇥ to distinguish intrinsic ellipticities from the cos-
mic shear components in weak lensing surveys. However,
we omit it because lensing is not considered in this paper.

The II correlation of galaxies has four components, and
one of the four, ⇠++, is defined as (Heavens et al. 2000;
Croft & Metzler 2000)

1 + ⇠++(r) = h[1 + �g(x1)][1 + �g(x2)]�+(x1)�+(x2)i ,(2)

where r = x2 � x1. The other components, such as ⇠⇥⇥
and ⇠+⇥, are defined in the same way by replacing two
and one �+ in Equation (2) with �⇥, respectively. By
combining ⇠++ an ⇠⇥⇥, we can also define ⇠±(r) as

⇠±(r) = ⇠++(r) ± ⇠⇥⇥(r). (3)

The cross-correlation functions of density and elliptic-
ity fields, namely GI correlations, are defined as (Hirata
& Seljak 2004)

1 + ⇠gi(r) = h[1 + �g(x1)][1 + �g(x2)]�i(x2)i , (4)

where i = {+, ⇥}. Since the distances to objects are
measured through redshift in galaxy surveys, the density
field is a↵ected by their velocities, known as redshift-
space distortions (RSDs) (Kaiser 1987; Hamilton 1998).
Thus, the superscripts R and S are added to ⇠g+ to de-
note the GI correlation in real and redshift space, respec-
tively.

We also consider the velocity alignment statistic cor-
responding to the GI correlation, the density-weighted,
velocity-intrinsic ellipticity (VI) correlation (Okumura
et al. 2019b),

⇠vi(r) =
⌦
[1 + �g(x1)][1 + �g(x2)]vk(x1)�i(x2)

↵
, (5)

where i = {+, ⇥} and vk denotes the line-of-sight com-
ponent of the velocity field, vk(x) ⌘ v(x) · x̂ (hat denotes
a unit vector). As is the case with the ellipticity field,
the velocity field is not a↵ected by RSDs in linear theory,
⇠
S
v+ = ⇠

R
v+ (Okumura et al. 2014, 2017).

All the statistics above are anisotropic even in real
space because observable shapes of galaxies are the line-
of-sight projection. Moreover, RSDs induce further
anisotropies to the the GI correlation function. Thus, we
consider the multipole moments of the correlation func-
tions (Hamilton 1992):
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where X is any of the statistics introduced above, and
µ is the directional cosine between the vector r and the
line-of-sight direction x̂. Below, we use r? and rk to ex-
press respectively the separations perpendicular and par-
allel to the line-of-sight direction. These are related to r

and µ through r
2 = r

2
? + r

2
k and µ = rk/r. Throughout

this paper we assume the distant-observer approxima-
tion, and particularly take z-axis to be the line-of-sight
direction so that x̂1 = x̂2 ⌘ x̂.

3. LINEAR ALIGNMENT MODEL

The most commonly used model for IA studies on large
scales is the LA model (Catelan et al. 2001; Hirata & Sel-
jak 2004). In this model, the intrinsic ellipticity (Equa-
tion (1)) is assumed to follow the linear relation with the

Newtonian potential,  P ,
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y, 2rxry
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where G is the Newtonian gravitational constant, C1 pa-
rameterizes the strength of IA. The observed ellipticity
field is density-weighted, [1+�g(x)]�(+,⇥)(x) (Section 2).
However, the density-weighting term �g(x)�(x) is sub-
dominant on large scales and is usually ignored. We also
do not consider this term because we are interested in
the large-scale behaviors. In Fourier space, Equation (7)
becomes
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where eC1(z) ⌘ a
2
C1⇢̄(z)/D̄(z), ⇢̄ is the mean mass den-

sity of the Universe, D̄ / (1 + z)D(z), and D(z) is the
linear growth factor.

The 3-dimensional cross-correlation function between
the density field and the ellipticity is given in the LA
model as (Okumura et al. 2019b)
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where k
2
? = k

2
x + k

2
y, kk = kz, � is the azimuthal angle of

the projected separation vector on the celestial sphere,
measured from the x-axis, J2 is the Bessel function with
second order, P�� is the auto power spectrum of density
and bg is the linear galaxy bias parameter. Likewise, the
II and VI correlation functions are expressed using the
Bessel function function (see Blazek et al. (2011) and
Okumura et al. (2019b), respectively). Here and in what
follows, we keep the �-dependence explicitly for clarity
and completeness when a statistic is newly derived, and
we set � = 0 when the multipole moments are further
derived.

4. NEW FORMULAS FOR IA STATISTICS WITH
LINEAR ALIGNMENT MODEL

In this section we present formulas of the IA statistics,
namely the GI, II and VI correlation functions in the
LA model. We also show the results of the numerical
calculations at z = 0.3, for which we set the parameter
fC1 to fC1/a

2 = 1.5, as determined by Okumura et al.
(2019b) for dark matter halos with the mass greater than
1014 M�.

For later convenience, we newly introduce a quantity

⌅(n)
XY,`(r) defined by

⌅(n)
XY,`(r) = (aHf)n

Z 1

0

k
2�n

dk

2⇡2
PXY (k)j`(kr), (10)

where XY = {��, �⇥,⇥⇥}, ⇥ is the velocity-divergence
field defined by ⇥(x) = �r ·v/(aHf), H(a) is the Hub-
ble parameter and f is the linear growth rate, given by
f ⌘ d ln D/d ln a. The quantities P�⇥ and P⇥⇥ are the
cross power spectrum of density and velocity divergence
and the auto spectrum of the latter, respectively. In the
linear theory limit, P�� = P�⇥ = P⇥⇥.

So far, most of the studies on IAs have focused on the
alignments of the major axes of galaxies relative to the
overdensity field, such as the gravitational shear-intrinsic
ellipticity (GI) correlation [6] and alignment density
correlation function [48,49]. However, it is of fundamental
importance to consider the IA relative to the cosmic
velocity field for various reasons. Now the velocity field
at cosmic scales can be measured through several ways,
such as peculiar velocity [50] and kinematic Sunyaev-
Zel’dovich (kSZ) [51,52] surveys. Since the velocity field
in Fourier space is expressed as vðkÞ ∝ ðik=k2ÞδðkÞ in
linear theory, one expects that the velocity correlation
signal is amplified compared to the density counterpart
on large scales due to the prefactor of k=k2. This trend has
been seen in the measured pairwise velocity power spec-
trum in kSZ surveys [53,54]. References [55,56] have
studied how the large-scale velocity field is affected by the
presence of primordial non-Gaussianity. A method to
improve the local non-Gaussianity constraints has been
proposed with the velocity information from the kSZ
tomography [57]. In addition, it has been demonstrated
that velocities of infalling objects around clusters can be
potentially used to constrain modified gravity models
[58–60].
In the short article [61], we have simultaneously ana-

lyzed the large-scale IA> 100 h−1 Mpc in real and redshift
space and boundaries of massive dark-matter halos at
∼1 h−1Mpc using the phase-space information. The article
is unpublished and only the section on the splashback
radius has been significantly extended and published in
Ref. [62]. In this paper, we extend the section on the large-
scale IA in Ref. [61] and present the detailed study of IA
effects with the density and velocity fields. We introduce
the velocity-intrinsic ellipticity (VI) correlation function as
a natural extension of the GI correlation to phase space. We
then define the alignment velocity correlation statistics,
namely the alignment density-momentum and momentum-
momentum correlation functions, as well as the pairwise
velocity statistics, the alignment pairwise mean infall
momentum and density-weighted pairwise velocity dis-
persion. We derive comprehensive expressions for these
statistics in the linear regime by averaging the joint
probability distribution of density, velocity and ellipticity
fields. We obtain their explicit forms by utilizing the linear
tidal alignment (LA) model where the intrinsic ellipticity of
a galaxy is a linear function of the tidal field. The derived
alignment velocity statistics are tested by comparing with
the measurements from N-body simulations over a broad
range of scales, from the quasinonlinear regime to scales
beyond 100 h−1 Mpc.
This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly

review the statistics for IA with the density field, and then
extend to those for IAwith the velocity field. We derive the
theoretical predictions for the density and velocity IA
statistics in Sec. III. Section IV describes the N-body

simulations as well as the measurements of the IA statistics.
In Sec. V we compare the derived theoretical predictions to
the N-body measurements. We demonstrate that features of
BAOs can indeed be seen in the velocity IA statistics in
Sec. VI. Our conclusions are given in Sec. VII. The
Appendix provides useful analytic formulas for deriving
the theoretical predictions of the IA statistics for the
Gaussian random fields.
Throughout the paper, the following cosmological

parameters are assumed [63]: Ωm ¼ 1 −ΩΛ ¼ 0.315,
Ωb ¼ 0.0492, h ¼ 0.673, ns ¼ 0.965, and σ8 ¼ 0.8309.

II. INTRINSIC ALIGNMENT STATISTICS

In this section we introduce the statistics used in this
paper to quantify the IAs. They were presented in
Refs. [61,62], but here we provide a more detailed
derivation and explanation of the derived expressions.
Throughout this paper, we consider the IA statistics in
real space, taking the distant-observer or plane-parallel
limit. An extension of including redshift-space distortions
is rather straightforward, and will be reported in future
work. Our notations for the quantities used to define the
statistics are illustrated in Fig. 1. We are particularly
interested in the statistical correlation of the quantities
associated with a pair of objects A and B, taking special
care with their relative orientation. In Fig. 1, the objects B
are supposed to be halo or galaxy/cluster, and we assume
that their shapes are measured on the celestial sphere.
Based on this figure, we define various alignment statistics,
which are all summarized in Table I.

FIG. 1. Illustration of quantities used in this paper. The z axis is
the observer’s line of sight and the x-y plane corresponds to the
celestial sphere.
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• Original formula for real-space GI correlation

• New, equivalent formula
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note ✓ 6= cos�1
µ). Sometimes the superscript I is added

to �+,⇥ to distinguish intrinsic ellipticities from the cos-
mic shear components in weak lensing surveys. However,
we omit it because lensing is not considered in this paper.

The II correlation of galaxies has four components, and
one of the four, ⇠++, is defined as (Heavens et al. 2000;
Croft & Metzler 2000)

1 + ⇠++(r) = h[1 + �g(x1)][1 + �g(x2)]�+(x1)�+(x2)i ,(2)

where r = x2 � x1. The other components, such as ⇠⇥⇥
and ⇠+⇥, are defined in the same way by replacing two
and one �+ in Equation (2) with �⇥, respectively. By
combining ⇠++ an ⇠⇥⇥, we can also define ⇠±(r) as

⇠±(r) = ⇠++(r) ± ⇠⇥⇥(r). (3)

The cross-correlation functions of density and elliptic-
ity fields, namely GI correlations, are defined as (Hirata
& Seljak 2004)

1 + ⇠gi(r) = h[1 + �g(x1)][1 + �g(x2)]�i(x2)i , (4)

where i = {+, ⇥}. Since the distances to objects are
measured through redshift in galaxy surveys, the density
field is a↵ected by their velocities, known as redshift-
space distortions (RSDs) (Kaiser 1987; Hamilton 1998).
Thus, the superscripts R and S are added to ⇠g+ to de-
note the GI correlation in real and redshift space, respec-
tively.

We also consider the velocity alignment statistic cor-
responding to the GI correlation, the density-weighted,
velocity-intrinsic ellipticity (VI) correlation (Okumura
et al. 2019b),

⇠vi(r) =
⌦
[1 + �g(x1)][1 + �g(x2)]vk(x1)�i(x2)

↵
, (5)

where i = {+, ⇥} and vk denotes the line-of-sight com-
ponent of the velocity field, vk(x) ⌘ v(x) · x̂ (hat denotes
a unit vector). As is the case with the ellipticity field,
the velocity field is not a↵ected by RSDs in linear theory,
⇠
S
v+ = ⇠

R
v+ (Okumura et al. 2014, 2017).

All the statistics above are anisotropic even in real
space because observable shapes of galaxies are the line-
of-sight projection. Moreover, RSDs induce further
anisotropies to the the GI correlation function. Thus, we
consider the multipole moments of the correlation func-
tions (Hamilton 1992):
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dµX(r)P`(µ), (6)

where X is any of the statistics introduced above, and
µ is the directional cosine between the vector r and the
line-of-sight direction x̂. Below, we use r? and rk to ex-
press respectively the separations perpendicular and par-
allel to the line-of-sight direction. These are related to r

and µ through r
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k and µ = rk/r. Throughout

this paper we assume the distant-observer approxima-
tion, and particularly take z-axis to be the line-of-sight
direction so that x̂1 = x̂2 ⌘ x̂.

3. LINEAR ALIGNMENT MODEL

The most commonly used model for IA studies on large
scales is the LA model (Catelan et al. 2001; Hirata & Sel-
jak 2004). In this model, the intrinsic ellipticity (Equa-
tion (1)) is assumed to follow the linear relation with the

Newtonian potential,  P ,

�(+,⇥)(x) = � C1

4⇡G

�
r2

x � r2
y, 2rxry

�
 P , (7)

where G is the Newtonian gravitational constant, C1 pa-
rameterizes the strength of IA. The observed ellipticity
field is density-weighted, [1+�g(x)]�(+,⇥)(x) (Section 2).
However, the density-weighting term �g(x)�(x) is sub-
dominant on large scales and is usually ignored. We also
do not consider this term because we are interested in
the large-scale behaviors. In Fourier space, Equation (7)
becomes

�(+,⇥)(k)=� eC1

�
k
2
x � k

2
y, 2kxky

�

k2
�(k), (8)

where eC1(z) ⌘ a
2
C1⇢̄(z)/D̄(z), ⇢̄ is the mean mass den-

sity of the Universe, D̄ / (1 + z)D(z), and D(z) is the
linear growth factor.

The 3-dimensional cross-correlation function between
the density field and the ellipticity is given in the LA
model as (Okumura et al. 2019b)

⇠g+(r)= eC1bg cos (2�)

Z 1

0

k?dk?
2⇡2

J2(k?r?)

⇥
Z 1

0
dkk

k
2
?

k2
P��(k) cos (kkrk), (9)

where k
2
? = k

2
x + k

2
y, kk = kz, � is the azimuthal angle of

the projected separation vector on the celestial sphere,
measured from the x-axis, J2 is the Bessel function with
second order, P�� is the auto power spectrum of density
and bg is the linear galaxy bias parameter. Likewise, the
II and VI correlation functions are expressed using the
Bessel function function (see Blazek et al. (2011) and
Okumura et al. (2019b), respectively). Here and in what
follows, we keep the �-dependence explicitly for clarity
and completeness when a statistic is newly derived, and
we set � = 0 when the multipole moments are further
derived.

4. NEW FORMULAS FOR IA STATISTICS WITH
LINEAR ALIGNMENT MODEL

In this section we present formulas of the IA statistics,
namely the GI, II and VI correlation functions in the
LA model. We also show the results of the numerical
calculations at z = 0.3, for which we set the parameter
fC1 to fC1/a

2 = 1.5, as determined by Okumura et al.
(2019b) for dark matter halos with the mass greater than
1014 M�.

For later convenience, we newly introduce a quantity

⌅(n)
XY,`(r) defined by

⌅(n)
XY,`(r) = (aHf)n

Z 1

0

k
2�n

dk

2⇡2
PXY (k)j`(kr), (10)

where XY = {��, �⇥,⇥⇥}, ⇥ is the velocity-divergence
field defined by ⇥(x) = �r ·v/(aHf), H(a) is the Hub-
ble parameter and f is the linear growth rate, given by
f ⌘ d ln D/d ln a. The quantities P�⇥ and P⇥⇥ are the
cross power spectrum of density and velocity divergence
and the auto spectrum of the latter, respectively. In the
linear theory limit, P�� = P�⇥ = P⇥⇥.
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Figure 1. Left panel: GI correlation function as a function of separations perpendicular and parallel to the line of sight in real space
r2⇠R�+ (left) and in redshift space r2⇠S�+ (right). The di↵erence between the left and right hand sides is due to RSDs. Middle panel: Two

II correlation functions, r2⇠+ (left) and r2⇠� (right). Right panel: VI correlation function r⇠v+. The BAO scale, r ' 100 h�1 Mpc, is
denoted by the dashed gray circles in all the panels. All the statistics are calculated at z = 0.3.

4.1. GI correlation

The conventional expression of alignment statistics
in the LA model, such as Equation (9) for the GI
correlation, was derived by adopting cylindrical coor-
dinates. We rewrite all the angular dependences in
Fourier space by the spherical harmonics, e.g., (k2

x �
k
2
y)/k

2 =
p

2/3 (y2,2(k̂) � y2,�2(k̂)) where y`m(k̂) ⌘p
4⇡/(2` + 1)Y`m(k̂) is a normalized spherical harmonic

function, and utilize its orthogonality condition. The
angular integral then can be analytically performed. We
find that the GI correlation function in real space is re-
duced to a much simpler form:

⇠
R
g+(r) = eC1bg cos (2�)(1 � µ

2)⌅(0)
��,2(r). (11)

This is equivalent to Equation (9), but here the angular
dependence is explicitly given. Similarly, ⇠

R
g⇥ is described

by replacing cos (2�) in Equation (11) with sin (2�).
The resulting GI correlation function as a function

of r = (r?, rk) is shown in the left half of the left
panel in Figure 1. Here for simplicity we plot Equa-
tion (11) with bg = 1, which corresponds to the cross-
correlation between matter density and galaxy ellipticity
fields, ⇠

R
�+(r) = ⇠

R
g+(r)/bg. The ridge structures seen

around r ' 100 h
�1 Mpc are the baryon acoustic oscil-

lation (BAO) features (Sunyaev & Zeldovich 1970; Pee-
bles & Yu 1970; Eisenstein et al. 2005). Similarly to the
correlation function of the density field, the feature ap-
pears as a “BAO ring” (Matsubara 2004; Okumura et al.
2008), but interestingly, it shows up as a dip in the GI
correlation rather than a peak (Okumura et al. 2019b).

Obviously, the multipoles components of Equation
(11), ⇠

R
g+,`(r), become non-zero only if ` = 0 or ` = 2,

and

⇠
R
g+,0(r) = �⇠

R
g+,2(r) =

2

3
eC1bg⌅

(0)
��,2(r). (12)

This is shown as the red dashed curve in the upper-left
panel of Figure 2. It is equivalent with the red curve in
Figure 2 of Okumura et al. (2019b). The quadrupole-to-
monopole ratio being �1 is a natural consequence of the
LA model.

Figure 2. Multipole moments of correlation functions. The
upper-left panel shows the GI correlation function in real space
(dashed) and in redshift space (dotted), while the upper-right panel
presents the VI correlation function. The bottom panels show the
two components of the II correlation functions, ⇠+ (lower-left) and
⇠� (lower-right). The GI and II correlations are multiplied by r2,
while the VI correlation is multiplied by r and a factor of 10. All
the statistics are calculated at z = 0.3.

Next, let us extend the real-space formulation of
the GI correlation to redshift space. We consider the
Kaiser’s RSD model (Kaiser 1987), �

S
g (k) = �

R
g (k) +

2 Okumura & Taruya

note ✓ 6= cos�1
µ). Sometimes the superscript I is added

to �+,⇥ to distinguish intrinsic ellipticities from the cos-
mic shear components in weak lensing surveys. However,
we omit it because lensing is not considered in this paper.

The II correlation of galaxies has four components, and
one of the four, ⇠++, is defined as (Heavens et al. 2000;
Croft & Metzler 2000)

1 + ⇠++(r) = h[1 + �g(x1)][1 + �g(x2)]�+(x1)�+(x2)i ,(2)

where r = x2 � x1. The other components, such as ⇠⇥⇥
and ⇠+⇥, are defined in the same way by replacing two
and one �+ in Equation (2) with �⇥, respectively. By
combining ⇠++ an ⇠⇥⇥, we can also define ⇠±(r) as

⇠±(r) = ⇠++(r) ± ⇠⇥⇥(r). (3)

The cross-correlation functions of density and elliptic-
ity fields, namely GI correlations, are defined as (Hirata
& Seljak 2004)

1 + ⇠gi(r) = h[1 + �g(x1)][1 + �g(x2)]�i(x2)i , (4)

where i = {+, ⇥}. Since the distances to objects are
measured through redshift in galaxy surveys, the density
field is a↵ected by their velocities, known as redshift-
space distortions (RSDs) (Kaiser 1987; Hamilton 1998).
Thus, the superscripts R and S are added to ⇠g+ to de-
note the GI correlation in real and redshift space, respec-
tively.

We also consider the velocity alignment statistic cor-
responding to the GI correlation, the density-weighted,
velocity-intrinsic ellipticity (VI) correlation (Okumura
et al. 2019b),

⇠vi(r) =
⌦
[1 + �g(x1)][1 + �g(x2)]vk(x1)�i(x2)

↵
, (5)

where i = {+, ⇥} and vk denotes the line-of-sight com-
ponent of the velocity field, vk(x) ⌘ v(x) · x̂ (hat denotes
a unit vector). As is the case with the ellipticity field,
the velocity field is not a↵ected by RSDs in linear theory,
⇠
S
v+ = ⇠

R
v+ (Okumura et al. 2014, 2017).

All the statistics above are anisotropic even in real
space because observable shapes of galaxies are the line-
of-sight projection. Moreover, RSDs induce further
anisotropies to the the GI correlation function. Thus, we
consider the multipole moments of the correlation func-
tions (Hamilton 1992):
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2` + 1

2

Z 1

�1
dµX(r)P`(µ), (6)

where X is any of the statistics introduced above, and
µ is the directional cosine between the vector r and the
line-of-sight direction x̂. Below, we use r? and rk to ex-
press respectively the separations perpendicular and par-
allel to the line-of-sight direction. These are related to r

and µ through r
2 = r

2
? + r

2
k and µ = rk/r. Throughout

this paper we assume the distant-observer approxima-
tion, and particularly take z-axis to be the line-of-sight
direction so that x̂1 = x̂2 ⌘ x̂.

3. LINEAR ALIGNMENT MODEL

The most commonly used model for IA studies on large
scales is the LA model (Catelan et al. 2001; Hirata & Sel-
jak 2004). In this model, the intrinsic ellipticity (Equa-
tion (1)) is assumed to follow the linear relation with the

Newtonian potential,  P ,

�(+,⇥)(x) = � C1

4⇡G

�
r2

x � r2
y, 2rxry

�
 P , (7)

where G is the Newtonian gravitational constant, C1 pa-
rameterizes the strength of IA. The observed ellipticity
field is density-weighted, [1+�g(x)]�(+,⇥)(x) (Section 2).
However, the density-weighting term �g(x)�(x) is sub-
dominant on large scales and is usually ignored. We also
do not consider this term because we are interested in
the large-scale behaviors. In Fourier space, Equation (7)
becomes

�(+,⇥)(k)=� eC1

�
k
2
x � k

2
y, 2kxky

�

k2
�(k), (8)

where eC1(z) ⌘ a
2
C1⇢̄(z)/D̄(z), ⇢̄ is the mean mass den-

sity of the Universe, D̄ / (1 + z)D(z), and D(z) is the
linear growth factor.

The 3-dimensional cross-correlation function between
the density field and the ellipticity is given in the LA
model as (Okumura et al. 2019b)

⇠g+(r)= eC1bg cos (2�)
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where k
2
? = k

2
x + k

2
y, kk = kz, � is the azimuthal angle of

the projected separation vector on the celestial sphere,
measured from the x-axis, J2 is the Bessel function with
second order, P�� is the auto power spectrum of density
and bg is the linear galaxy bias parameter. Likewise, the
II and VI correlation functions are expressed using the
Bessel function function (see Blazek et al. (2011) and
Okumura et al. (2019b), respectively). Here and in what
follows, we keep the �-dependence explicitly for clarity
and completeness when a statistic is newly derived, and
we set � = 0 when the multipole moments are further
derived.

4. NEW FORMULAS FOR IA STATISTICS WITH
LINEAR ALIGNMENT MODEL

In this section we present formulas of the IA statistics,
namely the GI, II and VI correlation functions in the
LA model. We also show the results of the numerical
calculations at z = 0.3, for which we set the parameter
fC1 to fC1/a

2 = 1.5, as determined by Okumura et al.
(2019b) for dark matter halos with the mass greater than
1014 M�.

For later convenience, we newly introduce a quantity

⌅(n)
XY,`(r) defined by

⌅(n)
XY,`(r) = (aHf)n

Z 1

0

k
2�n

dk

2⇡2
PXY (k)j`(kr), (10)

where XY = {��, �⇥,⇥⇥}, ⇥ is the velocity-divergence
field defined by ⇥(x) = �r ·v/(aHf), H(a) is the Hub-
ble parameter and f is the linear growth rate, given by
f ⌘ d ln D/d ln a. The quantities P�⇥ and P⇥⇥ are the
cross power spectrum of density and velocity divergence
and the auto spectrum of the latter, respectively. In the
linear theory limit, P�� = P�⇥ = P⇥⇥.
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Figure 1. Left panel: GI correlation function as a function of separations perpendicular and parallel to the line of sight in real space
r2⇠R�+ (left) and in redshift space r2⇠S�+ (right). The di↵erence between the left and right hand sides is due to RSDs. Middle panel: Two

II correlation functions, r2⇠+ (left) and r2⇠� (right). Right panel: VI correlation function r⇠v+. The BAO scale, r ' 100 h�1 Mpc, is
denoted by the dashed gray circles in all the panels. All the statistics are calculated at z = 0.3.

4.1. GI correlation

The conventional expression of alignment statistics
in the LA model, such as Equation (9) for the GI
correlation, was derived by adopting cylindrical coor-
dinates. We rewrite all the angular dependences in
Fourier space by the spherical harmonics, e.g., (k2

x �
k
2
y)/k

2 =
p

2/3 (y2,2(k̂) � y2,�2(k̂)) where y`m(k̂) ⌘p
4⇡/(2` + 1)Y`m(k̂) is a normalized spherical harmonic

function, and utilize its orthogonality condition. The
angular integral then can be analytically performed. We
find that the GI correlation function in real space is re-
duced to a much simpler form:

⇠
R
g+(r) = eC1bg cos (2�)(1 � µ

2)⌅(0)
��,2(r). (11)

This is equivalent to Equation (9), but here the angular
dependence is explicitly given. Similarly, ⇠

R
g⇥ is described

by replacing cos (2�) in Equation (11) with sin (2�).
The resulting GI correlation function as a function

of r = (r?, rk) is shown in the left half of the left
panel in Figure 1. Here for simplicity we plot Equa-
tion (11) with bg = 1, which corresponds to the cross-
correlation between matter density and galaxy ellipticity
fields, ⇠

R
�+(r) = ⇠

R
g+(r)/bg. The ridge structures seen

around r ' 100 h
�1 Mpc are the baryon acoustic oscil-

lation (BAO) features (Sunyaev & Zeldovich 1970; Pee-
bles & Yu 1970; Eisenstein et al. 2005). Similarly to the
correlation function of the density field, the feature ap-
pears as a “BAO ring” (Matsubara 2004; Okumura et al.
2008), but interestingly, it shows up as a dip in the GI
correlation rather than a peak (Okumura et al. 2019b).

Obviously, the multipoles components of Equation
(11), ⇠

R
g+,`(r), become non-zero only if ` = 0 or ` = 2,

and

⇠
R
g+,0(r) = �⇠

R
g+,2(r) =

2

3
eC1bg⌅

(0)
��,2(r). (12)

This is shown as the red dashed curve in the upper-left
panel of Figure 2. It is equivalent with the red curve in
Figure 2 of Okumura et al. (2019b). The quadrupole-to-
monopole ratio being �1 is a natural consequence of the
LA model.

Figure 2. Multipole moments of correlation functions. The
upper-left panel shows the GI correlation function in real space
(dashed) and in redshift space (dotted), while the upper-right panel
presents the VI correlation function. The bottom panels show the
two components of the II correlation functions, ⇠+ (lower-left) and
⇠� (lower-right). The GI and II correlations are multiplied by r2,
while the VI correlation is multiplied by r and a factor of 10. All
the statistics are calculated at z = 0.3.

Next, let us extend the real-space formulation of
the GI correlation to redshift space. We consider the
Kaiser’s RSD model (Kaiser 1987), �

S
g (k) = �

R
g (k) +
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cylindrical coordinates. We rewrite all the angular dependences
in Fourier space by the spherical harmonics, e.g. (k2

x − k2
y)/k2 =√

2/3 [y2,2(k̂) − y2,−2(k̂)] where y!m(k̂) ≡
√

4π/(2! + 1)Y!m(k̂) is
a normalized spherical harmonic function, and utilize its orthog-
onality condition. The angular integral then can be analytically
performed. We find that the GI correlation function in real space is
reduced to a much simpler form:

ξR
g+(r) = C̃1bg cos (2φ)(1 − µ2)%(0)

δδ,2(r). (11)

This is equivalent to equation (9), but here the angular dependence
is explicitly given. Similarly, ξR

g× is described by replacing cos (2φ)
in equation (11) with sin (2φ).

The resulting GI correlation function as a function of r = (r⊥, r‖)
is shown in the left half of the left-hand panel in Fig. 1. Here for
simplicity we plot equation (11) with bg = 1, which corresponds to
the cross-correlation between matter density and galaxy ellipticity
fields, ξR

δ+(r) = ξR
g+(r)/bg. The ridge structures seen around r '

100 h−1 Mpc are the baryon acoustic oscillation (BAO) features
(Peebles & Yu 1970; Sunyaev & Zeldovich 1970; Eisenstein et al.
2005). Similarly to the correlation function of the density field, the
feature appears as a ‘BAO ring’ (Matsubara 2004; Okumura et al.
2008), but interestingly, it shows up as a dip in the GI correlation
rather than a peak (Okumura et al. 2019).

Obviously, the multipoles components of equation (11), ξR
g+,!(r),

become non-zero only if ! = 0 or ! = 2, and

ξR
g+,0(r) = −ξR

g+,2(r) = 2
3
C̃1bg%

(0)
δδ,2(r). (12)

This is shown as the red dashed curve in the upper-left panel of
Fig. 2. It is equivalent with the red curve in fig. 2 of Okumura et al.
(2019). The quadrupole-to-monopole ratio being −1 is a natural
consequence of the LA model.

Next, let us extend the real-space formulation of the GI correlation
to redshift space. We consider the Kaiser’s RSD model (Kaiser
1987), δS

g (k) = δR
g (k) + f (kz/k)2'(k), where '(k) is the Fourier

transform of the velocity divergence. We then have the additional
angular-dependent term, k2

z /k
2 = 2

3 y2,0(k̂) + 1
3 y0,0(k̂). We can per-

form the integral using the relation between the spherical har-
monics and Wigner’s 3-j symbols,

∫
d2k̂ y!m(k̂)y!1m1 (k̂)y!2m2 (k̂) =

4π

(
! !1 !2

0 0 0

)(
! !1 !2

m m1 m2

)
. The resulting GI correlation func-

tion in redshift space reads

ξ S
g+(r) = ξR

g+(r) + 1
7
C̃1f cos (2φ)

(
1 − µ2)

×
[
%

(0)
δ',2(r) −

(
7µ2 − 1

)
%

(0)
δ',4(r)

]
. (13)

The redshift-space GI correlation function is presented in the right
half of the left-hand panel of Fig. 1. Just like the density correlation
function, RSDs do not shift the scale of BAO peak in the alignment
correlation in linear theory. Thus, the alignment statistics can be
used for the Alcock–Paczynski test complimentarily to the galaxy
clustering statistics.

In redshift space, not only the monopole and quadrupole but
also hexadecapole are the non-vanishing multipoles for the GI
correlation function in the LA model:

ξ S
g+,0(r) = ξR

g+,0(r) + 2
105 C̃1f

[
5 %

(0)
δ',2(r) − 2 %

(0)
δ',4(r)

]
, (14)

ξ S
g+,2(r) = ξR

g+,2(r) − 2
21 C̃1 f

[
%

(0)
δ',2(r) + 2 %

(0)
δ',4(r)

]
, (15)

ξ S
g+,4(r) = 8

35 C̃1 f %
(0)
δ',4(r). (16)

In the presence of the RSD effect, the quadrupole-to-monopole
ratio is no longer −1 unlike the real-space case, and we have
ξ S

g+,2(r)/ξ S
g+,0(r) < −1. These three multipole moments are shown

as the dotted curves in the upper-left panel of Fig. 2.
It is interesting to note that the quadrupole and hexadecapole

moments of the redshift-space galaxy correlation function are given
by (Hamilton 1992)

ξ S
gg,2(r) = 4

3 f bg%
(0)
δ',2(r) + 4

7 f 2 %
(0)
'',2(r), (17)

ξ S
gg,4(r) = 8

35 f 2 %
(0)
δ',4(r). (18)

Namely, the GI correlation in real space has exactly the same shape
as the quadrupole of the density correlation in redshift space in
the linear theory limit, and likewise the GI correlation in redshift
space can be described by the combination of the quadrupole
and hexadecapole correlation functions. These features of the GI
correlation function are clarified for the first time by our simple
formulas.

4.2 II correlation

We can derive simple formulas for the II correlation in a similar
way, although the II correlation function has a bit intricate form
compared to the GI correlation. The angular-dependent terms in
ξ++ and ξ×× are respectively rewritten as 1

k4

(
(k2

x − k2
y)2, 4k2

xk
2
y

)
=

±
√

8
35

[
y4,4(k̂) + y4,−4(k̂)

]
+ 4

35 y4,0(k̂) − 8
21 y2,0(k̂) + 4

15 y0,0(k̂).
After applying the orthogonality condition of y!m, the two
components of the II correlation function, ξ±(r), are given as
(see Xia et al. 2017, for an similar expression for the monopole
moment)

ξ+(r) = 8
105

C̃2
1

[
7 P0(µ) %

(0)
δδ,0(r) + 10 P2(µ) %

(0)
δδ,2(r)

+3 P4(µ) %
(0)
δδ,4(r)

]
, (19)

ξ−(r) = C̃2
1 cos (4φ)

(
1 − µ2)2

%
(0)
δδ,4(r)

= 8
105

C̃2
1 cos (4φ)

× [7 P0(µ) + 10 P2(µ) + 3 P4(µ)] %
(0)
δδ,4(r). (20)

Since the II correlation function is not affected by RSDs in linear
theory, ξ S

± = ξR
± , we omit the superscript for this statistic. The

cross component, ξ+×, can be obtained by replacing cos (4φ) in
equation (20) with sin (4φ). The II correlations, ξ+ and ξ−, are
respectively presented in the left- and right-hand sides of the middle
panel of Fig. 1. Combining these two functions, one can also derive
ξ++ and ξ××, and our formula nicely explains the anisotropic feature
of ξ×× measured from N-body simulations by Croft & Metzler
(2000).

The multipole components of ξ±(r) are obvious from equa-
tions (19) and (20), and their hexadecapoles coincide with each
other. The resulting multipoles, ξ+, ! and ξ−, !, are respectively
shown in the lower left and lower right panels of Fig. 2. Since ξ−, 0

> ξ+, 0 beyond r ∼ 15 h−1 Mpc, ξ× ×(r) is negative at such scales, as
measured for haloes from simulations and galaxies from observation
(fig. 6 of Okumura, Jing & Li 2009). The II correlation function is
known to be harder to measure and noisier than the GI correlation
function. Moreover, the amplitude of ξ× × is even more suppressed
compared to ξ++ because of the large anisotropy (Croft & Metzler
2000; Okumura et al. 2009). Interestingly, however, the quadrupole
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Figure 1. Left-hand panel: GI correlation function as a function of separations perpendicular and parallel to the line of sight in real space r2ξR
δ+ (left) and in

redshift space r2ξS
δ+ (right). The difference between the left and right hand sides is due to RSDs. Middle panel: Two II correlation functions, r2ξ+ (left) and

r2ξ− (right). Right-hand panel: VI correlation function rξv +. The BAO scale, r " 100 h−1 Mpc, is denoted by the dashed grey circles in all the panels. All the
statistics are calculated at z = 0.3.
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Figure 2. Multipole moments of correlation functions. The upper-left panel
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The bottom panels show the two components of the II correlation functions,
ξ+ (lower left) and ξ− (lower right). The GI and II correlations are multiplied
by r2, while the VI correlation is multiplied by r and a factor of 10. All the
statistics are calculated at z = 0.3.

moment of ξ× × is larger than other II correlation components.
Probing the multipole moments may enable one to easily measure
the II correlation function rather than focusing on the monopole
alone.

4.3 VI correlation

Finally, we derive the simple expression of the VI correlation
function. Again, by writing kz/k = y1,0(k̂) and utilizing the rela-
tion between y#m and the Wigner’s 3-j symbols, the resulting VI
correlation function is expressed as

ξv+(r) = C̃1 cos (2φ)µ(1 − µ2)%(1)
δ&,3(r). (21)

Another component, ξ v ×, is also derived in the same manner as
equation (21), but cos (2φ) term is replaced with sin (2φ). Just
like the II correlation, the VI correlation is not affected by RSD
at linear order, and we omit the superscript S or R. We plot this
function as a function of r = (r⊥, r‖) in the right-hand panel of
Fig. 1. Although with the velocity field we can probe the structure
growth at larger scales than with the density field, the BAO features
in the VI correlation are much less prominent than those in the GI
and II correlations.

From equation (21), we can easily find non-zero multipoles which
are, # = 1 and # = 3, and

ξv+,1(r) = −ξv+,3(r) = 2
5 C̃1 %

(1)
δ&,3(r). (22)

Thus, there is a relation similar to the case of the GI function, but
here the octopole-to-dipole ratio becomes −1. This is shown in the
upper right panel of Fig. 2 (equivalent to the blue dotted curve in
fig. 12 of Okumura et al. 2019).

4.4 E mode auto- and cross-correlations

By analogy with weak lensing surveys, the above alignment statis-
tics can be decomposed into gradient type (E mode) and curl type
(B mode) components (Crittenden et al. 2002; Schneider 2006;
Troxel & Ishak 2015). Since weak lensing is known to produce
only E mode to the lowest order, it is useful to express our formulas
derived above with the ellipticities decomposed into E/B modes.

As shown by Blazek et al. (2011), in the LA model the E and B
mode auto correlations are simply ξEE(r) = ξ+(r) and ξBB (r) = 0
. The cross-correlation between galaxies and E modes in real space
is derived as

ξR
gE(r) = −2

3
C̃1 bg

[
P0(µ) %

(0)
δδ,0(r) + P2(µ) %

(0)
δδ,2(r)

]
. (23)
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3. N -BODY SIMULATIONS

3.1. Halo catalogs

As in our earlier studies (Okumura et al. 2018, 2019),
we use a series of large and high-resolution N -body simu-
lations of the ⇤CDM cosmology, run as a part of the DARK
QUEST project (Nishimichi et al. 2019). We employ np =
20483 particles of mass mp = 8.15875 ⇥ 1010 h

�1
M� in

a cubic box of side Lbox = 2 h
�1 Gpc. In total, eight in-

dependent realizations are simulated and the snapshots
at z = 0.306 are used.
Subhalos are identified using the ROCKSTAR algorithm

(Behroozi et al. 2013). The velocity of the (sub)halo
is determined by the average particle velocity within the
innermost 10% of the (sub)halo radius. We use the stan-
dard definition for the halo mass, Mh ⌘ M200m, defined
by a sphere with a radius R200m within which the en-
closed average density is 200 times the mean matter den-
sity. We select subhalos with Mh � 1014h�1

M� and
label such massive halos as “clusters.” We also create
mock “galaxy” catalogs using a halo occupation distri-
bution (HOD) model (Zheng et al. 2005) applied for the
LOWZ galaxy sample of the SDSS-III Baryon Oscillation
Spectroscopic Survey obtained by Parejko et al. (2013).
We populate halos with central and satellite galaxies ac-
cording to the best-fitting HOD N(Mh). Our cluster
and galaxy samples have the linear bias of bc = 3.11 and
bg = 1.70, respectively. We assume halos to have triaxial
shapes (Jing & Suto 2002) and estimate the orientations
of their major axes using the second moments of the dis-
tribution of member particles projected onto the celestial
plane. See Okumura et al. (2019) for more detail of our
mock catalogs.
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Figure 1. Galaxy-cluster GI correlation function in real space
(right) and in redshift space (left).

3.2. Estimators
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4. RESULTS

4.1. GI correlation

The left side of Figure 1 compares the measurement of
the GI correlation function in real space to the LA model
prediction.
The top panel of Figure 2 shows the comparison of

the multipole moments of the real-space GI correlation
function to the LA and NLA models. The bottom panel
presents the quadrupole-to-monopole ratio.

4.2. E↵ects of redshift-space distortions

In the bottom panels the red points show the ratio of
the GI correlation functions in redshift and real space.
The linear bias parameter of Sample A is determined
from bA(x) = (⇠RAA/⇠

R
m)1/2 on 20 < x < 80 [ h�1 Mpc]

where ⇠
R
m is the matter correlation function and here

we simply compute it using linear theory based on the
CAMB code (Lewis et al. 2000). The values of the bias
are shown in Table ??. The Kaiser prediction gives a
reasonable ratio around 1.2 for the density correlation on
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Figure 2. Multipole components of alignment statistics of subhaloes with mass Mh ≥ 1013 M", ξ (R,S)
h+," (upper left-hand set), ξ (R,S)

v+," (upper right-hand set), ξ (R,S)
+,"

(lower left-hand set), and ξ
(R,S)
−," (lower right-hand set). In each set, the left- and right-hand panels show the multipoles in real and redshift space, respectively.

While the points show the measurements from N-body simulations, the dotted and dashed curves are the corresponding LA and NLA model predictions,
respectively.

BAO features detected in real space are smeared out in redshift
space. Still, the octopole-to-dipole ratio is consistent with −1, as
predicted by the LA/NLA models (the lower left-hand panel of
Fig. 3), though the accuracy gets slightly worse, to ∼3 per cent. The
ratios of the VI correlation multipoles in redshift and real space are
shown in the upper right-hand panel of Fig. 4. We clearly see the
suppression of the redshift-space correlation at small scales. The
suppression of the VI correlation is due to the non-linear RSDs,
and it reaches ∼40 per cent at r = 30 h−1 Mpc. It qualitatively
makes sense because the density-weighted velocities are known to
be significantly affected by the FoG effect (Okumura et al. 2014).
However, the FoG effect appeared at scales much larger than we
expected. We will investigate it using non-linear perturbation theory
in future work.

4.4 Halo mass dependence of IA

So far, we have analysed only one subhalo sample, with mass Mh

≥ 1013 M". It is, however, well known that the amplitude of IAs
strongly depends on the halo mass (Jing 2002; see also Xia et al.

2017; Piras et al. 2018, for recent studies). Thus, we analyse a more
massive subhalo catalogue, with mass Mh ≥ 1014 M", and repeat
the above analysis. Since except for the amplitude, behaviours of
the alignment statistics are more or less the same as the results
presented so far, we will show only the results of the multipoles
correlation functions, not those of the two-dimensional correlation
functions.

First, we find that the parameter of the IA amplitude is C̃1/a
2 =

1.50. Compared to the subhalo sample with Mh ≥ 1013 M", the
amplitude is increased by a factor of 1.6 and it is less significant than
the bias (a factor of 1.9 enhancement). Fig. 5 shows the multipole
correlation functions in real and redshift space. The monopole of the
GI correlation function in real space has been presented in Okumura
et al. (2019) for this massive halo sample. The non-linearities of the
GI correlation are slightly more significant than those in the less
massive haloes in both real and redshift space. As already seen in
Okumura et al. (2019), the BAO features in the GI function are
more significant than the NLA model prediction because in peak
theory the BAO features are amplified for higher peaks (Desjacques
2008). The upper left-hand panel of Fig. 6 shows the ratios of
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Figure 3. Quadrupole-to-monopole ratio of the GI correlation function of
subhaloes (upper row) and octopole-to-dipole ratio of the VI correlation
of subhaloes (lower row). The mass range of the subhalo sample is Mh ≥
1013 M". In each row, left- and right-hand panels show the results in real
and redshift space, respectively. The dotted and dashed curves in the upper
right-hand panel are the LA and NLA models, respectively, and in the other
panels both the LA and NLA models predict simply −1 (red horizontal line).

Figure 4. Ratios of intrinsic alignment (IA) multipoles in redshift and real
space for subhaloes with M ≥ 1013 M". We show those for GI (ξS

h+,"/ξ
R
h+,")

in the upper left-hand panel, for VI (ξS
v+,"/ξ

R
v+,") in the upper right-hand

panel, and for II (ξS
+,"/ξ

R
+," and ξS

−,"/ξ
R
−,") in the lower left- and lower

right-hand panels, respectively. The result for the VI correlation function is
shifted vertically by 0.5, so the horizontal dotted line denotes unity.

the GI multipole correlation functions in redshift and real space,
ξS

h+,"/ξ
R
h+,". The enhancement of the GI correlation functions due

to RSDs is suppressed for massive haloes by the RSD parameter,
f/bh.

Next, one of the two II correlations, ξ
(R,S)
+," , for haloes with mass

Mh ≥ 1014 M" is shown in the lower left-hand set of Fig. 5.
Although the amplitude becomes larger due to the factor of C̃2

1 ,
the measurement itself becomes much noisier. We thus do not focus
on the BAO features although they are detected by all the multipole
components of ξ

(R,S)
+," . The ratios of the II correlations in redshift and

real space are shown in the lower left-hand panel of Fig. 6. Again,
while the measurements are noisy, they are consistent with unity.
Another of the two II correlations, ξ

(R,S)
−," , is shown in the lower

right-hand set of Fig. 5. Because of the fact that the ellipticity is
the density-weighted field, the measurements significantly deviate
from the LA and NLA models compared to the case of lower mass
haloes. However, the ratios of the correlation functions in redshift
and real space are consistent with unity even on small scales, in
agreement with the LA/NLA models.

Finally, the multipoles of the VI correlation function, ξ
(R,S)
v+,"

are presented in the upper right-hand set of Fig. 5. Since just
like the II correlation functions, both the measured ellipticity and
velocity fields are density weighted, the VI correlation function is
significantly affected by the non-linearities. On the other hand, the
VI correlation function is severely suppressed in redshift space. As
shown in the upper right-hand panel of Fig. 6, the ratios of the dipole
and octopole in redshift space to those in real space are more or less
equivalent, and the behaviours are also the same as those for less
massive haloes. Although the non-linear behaviours of the II and
VI correlation functions are interesting, understanding these effects
are beyond the scope of this paper and we will investigate them in
future work.

5 C O N C L U S I O N S

The IA of galaxy images can be utilized as a powerful cosmological
probe. However, whether or not the IA statistics can be useful for
this purpose entirely depends on the accuracy of the theoretical
modelling of the relevant statistics. In this paper, we test analytical
predictions of the tidal alignment model for IA statistics derived in
Okumura & Taruya (2020), using a large set of cosmological N-body
simulations. We measured various alignment statistics, the GI, II,
and VI correlation functions, in real and redshift space with the full
two-dimensional plane (Fig. 1) and with the multipole expansions
(Fig. 2). We find that both anisotropies of BAOs and RSDs are
accurately predicted by the LA model. This demonstrates that the
IA encoded in the large-scale structure of the Universe can be
used as geometric and dynamical probes to constrain cosmological
parameters.

In a companion paper, Taruya & Okumura (2020), we considered
the observations of the BOSS and DESI galaxy surveys and
indeed showed that combining IA statistics to the conventional
galaxy clustering statistics allows us to significantly tighten the
cosmological parameter constraints. IAs of galaxies in the BOSS
surveys have already been detected (Li et al. 2013; Singh et al. 2015;
van Uitert & Joachimi 2017). However, all these studies focused
on the angular-averaged components of the GI and II correlation
functions. We will present the cosmological analysis of IA statistics
in redshift space using the higher order multipoles in future
work.

In order to extract more information from the IA statistics, one
needs to develop a model at quasi-non-linear scales. In this paper, we
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Figure 2. Multipole components of alignment statistics of subhaloes with mass Mh ≥ 1013 M", ξ (R,S)
h+," (upper left-hand set), ξ (R,S)

v+," (upper right-hand set), ξ (R,S)
+,"

(lower left-hand set), and ξ
(R,S)
−," (lower right-hand set). In each set, the left- and right-hand panels show the multipoles in real and redshift space, respectively.

While the points show the measurements from N-body simulations, the dotted and dashed curves are the corresponding LA and NLA model predictions,
respectively.

BAO features detected in real space are smeared out in redshift
space. Still, the octopole-to-dipole ratio is consistent with −1, as
predicted by the LA/NLA models (the lower left-hand panel of
Fig. 3), though the accuracy gets slightly worse, to ∼3 per cent. The
ratios of the VI correlation multipoles in redshift and real space are
shown in the upper right-hand panel of Fig. 4. We clearly see the
suppression of the redshift-space correlation at small scales. The
suppression of the VI correlation is due to the non-linear RSDs,
and it reaches ∼40 per cent at r = 30 h−1 Mpc. It qualitatively
makes sense because the density-weighted velocities are known to
be significantly affected by the FoG effect (Okumura et al. 2014).
However, the FoG effect appeared at scales much larger than we
expected. We will investigate it using non-linear perturbation theory
in future work.

4.4 Halo mass dependence of IA

So far, we have analysed only one subhalo sample, with mass Mh

≥ 1013 M". It is, however, well known that the amplitude of IAs
strongly depends on the halo mass (Jing 2002; see also Xia et al.

2017; Piras et al. 2018, for recent studies). Thus, we analyse a more
massive subhalo catalogue, with mass Mh ≥ 1014 M", and repeat
the above analysis. Since except for the amplitude, behaviours of
the alignment statistics are more or less the same as the results
presented so far, we will show only the results of the multipoles
correlation functions, not those of the two-dimensional correlation
functions.

First, we find that the parameter of the IA amplitude is C̃1/a
2 =

1.50. Compared to the subhalo sample with Mh ≥ 1013 M", the
amplitude is increased by a factor of 1.6 and it is less significant than
the bias (a factor of 1.9 enhancement). Fig. 5 shows the multipole
correlation functions in real and redshift space. The monopole of the
GI correlation function in real space has been presented in Okumura
et al. (2019) for this massive halo sample. The non-linearities of the
GI correlation are slightly more significant than those in the less
massive haloes in both real and redshift space. As already seen in
Okumura et al. (2019), the BAO features in the GI function are
more significant than the NLA model prediction because in peak
theory the BAO features are amplified for higher peaks (Desjacques
2008). The upper left-hand panel of Fig. 6 shows the ratios of
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So far, most of the studies on IAs have focused on the
alignments of the major axes of galaxies relative to the
overdensity field, such as the gravitational shear-intrinsic
ellipticity (GI) correlation [6] and alignment density
correlation function [48,49]. However, it is of fundamental
importance to consider the IA relative to the cosmic
velocity field for various reasons. Now the velocity field
at cosmic scales can be measured through several ways,
such as peculiar velocity [50] and kinematic Sunyaev-
Zel’dovich (kSZ) [51,52] surveys. Since the velocity field
in Fourier space is expressed as vðkÞ ∝ ðik=k2ÞδðkÞ in
linear theory, one expects that the velocity correlation
signal is amplified compared to the density counterpart
on large scales due to the prefactor of k=k2. This trend has
been seen in the measured pairwise velocity power spec-
trum in kSZ surveys [53,54]. References [55,56] have
studied how the large-scale velocity field is affected by the
presence of primordial non-Gaussianity. A method to
improve the local non-Gaussianity constraints has been
proposed with the velocity information from the kSZ
tomography [57]. In addition, it has been demonstrated
that velocities of infalling objects around clusters can be
potentially used to constrain modified gravity models
[58–60].
In the short article [61], we have simultaneously ana-

lyzed the large-scale IA> 100 h−1 Mpc in real and redshift
space and boundaries of massive dark-matter halos at
∼1 h−1Mpc using the phase-space information. The article
is unpublished and only the section on the splashback
radius has been significantly extended and published in
Ref. [62]. In this paper, we extend the section on the large-
scale IA in Ref. [61] and present the detailed study of IA
effects with the density and velocity fields. We introduce
the velocity-intrinsic ellipticity (VI) correlation function as
a natural extension of the GI correlation to phase space. We
then define the alignment velocity correlation statistics,
namely the alignment density-momentum and momentum-
momentum correlation functions, as well as the pairwise
velocity statistics, the alignment pairwise mean infall
momentum and density-weighted pairwise velocity dis-
persion. We derive comprehensive expressions for these
statistics in the linear regime by averaging the joint
probability distribution of density, velocity and ellipticity
fields. We obtain their explicit forms by utilizing the linear
tidal alignment (LA) model where the intrinsic ellipticity of
a galaxy is a linear function of the tidal field. The derived
alignment velocity statistics are tested by comparing with
the measurements from N-body simulations over a broad
range of scales, from the quasinonlinear regime to scales
beyond 100 h−1 Mpc.
This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly

review the statistics for IA with the density field, and then
extend to those for IAwith the velocity field. We derive the
theoretical predictions for the density and velocity IA
statistics in Sec. III. Section IV describes the N-body

simulations as well as the measurements of the IA statistics.
In Sec. V we compare the derived theoretical predictions to
the N-body measurements. We demonstrate that features of
BAOs can indeed be seen in the velocity IA statistics in
Sec. VI. Our conclusions are given in Sec. VII. The
Appendix provides useful analytic formulas for deriving
the theoretical predictions of the IA statistics for the
Gaussian random fields.
Throughout the paper, the following cosmological

parameters are assumed [63]: Ωm ¼ 1 −ΩΛ ¼ 0.315,
Ωb ¼ 0.0492, h ¼ 0.673, ns ¼ 0.965, and σ8 ¼ 0.8309.

II. INTRINSIC ALIGNMENT STATISTICS

In this section we introduce the statistics used in this
paper to quantify the IAs. They were presented in
Refs. [61,62], but here we provide a more detailed
derivation and explanation of the derived expressions.
Throughout this paper, we consider the IA statistics in
real space, taking the distant-observer or plane-parallel
limit. An extension of including redshift-space distortions
is rather straightforward, and will be reported in future
work. Our notations for the quantities used to define the
statistics are illustrated in Fig. 1. We are particularly
interested in the statistical correlation of the quantities
associated with a pair of objects A and B, taking special
care with their relative orientation. In Fig. 1, the objects B
are supposed to be halo or galaxy/cluster, and we assume
that their shapes are measured on the celestial sphere.
Based on this figure, we define various alignment statistics,
which are all summarized in Table I.

FIG. 1. Illustration of quantities used in this paper. The z axis is
the observer’s line of sight and the x-y plane corresponds to the
celestial sphere.
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note ✓ 6= cos�1
µ). Sometimes the superscript I is added

to �+,⇥ to distinguish intrinsic ellipticities from the cos-
mic shear components in weak lensing surveys. However,
we omit it because lensing is not considered in this paper.

The II correlation of galaxies has four components, and
one of the four, ⇠++, is defined as (Heavens et al. 2000;
Croft & Metzler 2000)

1 + ⇠++(r) = h[1 + �g(x1)][1 + �g(x2)]�+(x1)�+(x2)i ,(2)

where r = x2 � x1. The other components, such as ⇠⇥⇥
and ⇠+⇥, are defined in the same way by replacing two
and one �+ in Equation (2) with �⇥, respectively. By
combining ⇠++ an ⇠⇥⇥, we can also define ⇠±(r) as

⇠±(r) = ⇠++(r) ± ⇠⇥⇥(r). (3)

The cross-correlation functions of density and elliptic-
ity fields, namely GI correlations, are defined as (Hirata
& Seljak 2004)

1 + ⇠gi(r) = h[1 + �g(x1)][1 + �g(x2)]�i(x2)i , (4)

where i = {+, ⇥}. Since the distances to objects are
measured through redshift in galaxy surveys, the density
field is a↵ected by their velocities, known as redshift-
space distortions (RSDs) (Kaiser 1987; Hamilton 1998).
Thus, the superscripts R and S are added to ⇠g+ to de-
note the GI correlation in real and redshift space, respec-
tively.

We also consider the velocity alignment statistic cor-
responding to the GI correlation, the density-weighted,
velocity-intrinsic ellipticity (VI) correlation (Okumura
et al. 2019b),

⇠vi(r) =
⌦
[1 + �g(x1)][1 + �g(x2)]vk(x1)�i(x2)

↵
, (5)

where i = {+, ⇥} and vk denotes the line-of-sight com-
ponent of the velocity field, vk(x) ⌘ v(x) · x̂ (hat denotes
a unit vector). As is the case with the ellipticity field,
the velocity field is not a↵ected by RSDs in linear theory,
⇠
S
v+ = ⇠

R
v+ (Okumura et al. 2014, 2017).

All the statistics above are anisotropic even in real
space because observable shapes of galaxies are the line-
of-sight projection. Moreover, RSDs induce further
anisotropies to the the GI correlation function. Thus, we
consider the multipole moments of the correlation func-
tions (Hamilton 1992):

X`(r) =
2` + 1

2

Z 1

�1
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where X is any of the statistics introduced above, and
µ is the directional cosine between the vector r and the
line-of-sight direction x̂. Below, we use r? and rk to ex-
press respectively the separations perpendicular and par-
allel to the line-of-sight direction. These are related to r

and µ through r
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k and µ = rk/r. Throughout

this paper we assume the distant-observer approxima-
tion, and particularly take z-axis to be the line-of-sight
direction so that x̂1 = x̂2 ⌘ x̂.

3. LINEAR ALIGNMENT MODEL

The most commonly used model for IA studies on large
scales is the LA model (Catelan et al. 2001; Hirata & Sel-
jak 2004). In this model, the intrinsic ellipticity (Equa-
tion (1)) is assumed to follow the linear relation with the
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where G is the Newtonian gravitational constant, C1 pa-
rameterizes the strength of IA. The observed ellipticity
field is density-weighted, [1+�g(x)]�(+,⇥)(x) (Section 2).
However, the density-weighting term �g(x)�(x) is sub-
dominant on large scales and is usually ignored. We also
do not consider this term because we are interested in
the large-scale behaviors. In Fourier space, Equation (7)
becomes
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where eC1(z) ⌘ a
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C1⇢̄(z)/D̄(z), ⇢̄ is the mean mass den-

sity of the Universe, D̄ / (1 + z)D(z), and D(z) is the
linear growth factor.

The 3-dimensional cross-correlation function between
the density field and the ellipticity is given in the LA
model as (Okumura et al. 2019b)
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y, kk = kz, � is the azimuthal angle of

the projected separation vector on the celestial sphere,
measured from the x-axis, J2 is the Bessel function with
second order, P�� is the auto power spectrum of density
and bg is the linear galaxy bias parameter. Likewise, the
II and VI correlation functions are expressed using the
Bessel function function (see Blazek et al. (2011) and
Okumura et al. (2019b), respectively). Here and in what
follows, we keep the �-dependence explicitly for clarity
and completeness when a statistic is newly derived, and
we set � = 0 when the multipole moments are further
derived.

4. NEW FORMULAS FOR IA STATISTICS WITH
LINEAR ALIGNMENT MODEL

In this section we present formulas of the IA statistics,
namely the GI, II and VI correlation functions in the
LA model. We also show the results of the numerical
calculations at z = 0.3, for which we set the parameter
fC1 to fC1/a

2 = 1.5, as determined by Okumura et al.
(2019b) for dark matter halos with the mass greater than
1014 M�.

For later convenience, we newly introduce a quantity
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field defined by ⇥(x) = �r ·v/(aHf), H(a) is the Hub-
ble parameter and f is the linear growth rate, given by
f ⌘ d ln D/d ln a. The quantities P�⇥ and P⇥⇥ are the
cross power spectrum of density and velocity divergence
and the auto spectrum of the latter, respectively. In the
linear theory limit, P�� = P�⇥ = P⇥⇥.
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f (kz/k)2⇥(k), where ⇥(k) is the Fourier transform of
the velocity divergence. We then have the additional
angular-dependent term, k
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The resulting GI correlation function in redshift space
reads
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The redshift-space GI correlation function is presented
in the right half of the left panel of Figure 1. Just like
the density correlation function, RSDs do not shift the
scale of BAO peak in the alignment correlation in linear
theory. Thus, the alignment statistics can be used for
the Alcock-Paczynski test complimentarily to the galaxy
clustering statistics.

In redshift space, not only the monopole and
quadrupole but also hexadecapole are the non-vanishing
multipoles for the GI correlation function in the LA
model:
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In the presence of the RSD e↵ect, the quadrupole-to-
monopole ratio is no longer �1 unlike the real-space case,
and we have ⇠

S
g+,2(r)/⇠

S
g+,0(r) < �1. These three mul-

tipole moments are shown as the dotted curves in the
upper-left panel of Figure 2.

It is interesting to note that the quadrupole and hex-
adecapole moments of the redshift-space galaxy correla-
tion function are given by (Hamilton 1992)
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Namely, the GI correlation in real space has exactly the
same shape as the quadrupole of the density correlation
in redshift space in the linear theory limit, and likewise
the GI correlation in redshift space can be described by
the combination of the quadrupole and hexadecapole cor-
relation functions. These features of the GI correlation
function are clarified for the first time by our simple for-
mulas.

4.2. II correlation

We can derive simple formulas for the II correlation
in a similar way, although the II correlation function
has a bit intricate form compared to the GI correla-
tion. The angular-dependent terms in ⇠++ and ⇠⇥⇥
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15y0,0(k̂). After applying the orthogonality condition of
y`m, the two components of the II correlation function,
⇠±(r), are given as
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Since the II correlation function is not a↵ected by RSDs
in linear theory, ⇠

S
± = ⇠

R
±, we omit the superscript for this

statistic. The cross component, ⇠+⇥, can be obtained by
replacing cos (4�) in Equation (20) with sin (4�). The II
correlations, ⇠+ and ⇠�, are respectively presented in the
left and right hand sides of the middle panel of Figure 1.
Combining these two functions, one can also derive ⇠++
and ⇠⇥⇥, and our formula nicely explains the anisotropic
feature of ⇠⇥⇥ measured from N -body simulations by
Croft & Metzler (2000).

The multipole components of ⇠±(r) are obvious from
Equations (19) and (20), and their hexadecapoles co-
incide with each other. The resulting multipoles, ⇠+,`
and ⇠�,`, are respectively shown in the lower-left and
lower-right panels of Figure 2. Since ⇠�,0 > ⇠+,0 beyond
r ⇠ 15 h

�1 Mpc, ⇠⇥⇥(r) is negative at such scales, as
measured for halos from simulations and galaxies from
observation (Figure 6 of Okumura et al. (2009)). The
II correlation function is known to be harder to measure
and noisier than the GI correlation function. Moreover,
the amplitude of ⇠⇥⇥ is even more suppressed compared
to ⇠++ because of the large anisotropy (Croft & Metzler
2000; Okumura et al. 2009). Interestingly, however, the
quadrupole moment of ⇠⇥⇥ is larger than other II corre-
lation components. Probing the multipole moments may
enable one to easily measure the II correlation function
rather than focusing on the monopole alone.

4.3. VI correlation

Finally, we derive the simple expression of the VI cor-
relation function. Again, by writing kz/k = y1,0(k̂) and
utilizing the relation between y`m and the Wigner’s 3-
j symbols, the resulting VI correlation function is ex-
pressed as

⇠v+(r) = eC1 cos (2�)µ(1 � µ
2)⌅(1)

�⇥,3(r). (21)

Another component, ⇠v⇥, is also derived in the same
manner as Equation (21), but cos (2�) term is replaced
with sin (2�). Just like the II correlation, the VI cor-
relation is not a↵ected by RSD at linear order, and we
omit the superscript S or R. We plot this function as
a function of r = (r?, rk) in the right panel of Figure
1. Although with the velocity field we can probe the
structure growth at larger scales than with the density
field, the BAO features in the VI correlation are much
less prominent than those in the GI and II correlations.
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note ✓ 6= cos�1
µ). Sometimes the superscript I is added

to �+,⇥ to distinguish intrinsic ellipticities from the cos-
mic shear components in weak lensing surveys. However,
we omit it because lensing is not considered in this paper.

The II correlation of galaxies has four components, and
one of the four, ⇠++, is defined as (Heavens et al. 2000;
Croft & Metzler 2000)

1 + ⇠++(r) = h[1 + �g(x1)][1 + �g(x2)]�+(x1)�+(x2)i ,(2)

where r = x2 � x1. The other components, such as ⇠⇥⇥
and ⇠+⇥, are defined in the same way by replacing two
and one �+ in Equation (2) with �⇥, respectively. By
combining ⇠++ an ⇠⇥⇥, we can also define ⇠±(r) as

⇠±(r) = ⇠++(r) ± ⇠⇥⇥(r). (3)

The cross-correlation functions of density and elliptic-
ity fields, namely GI correlations, are defined as (Hirata
& Seljak 2004)

1 + ⇠gi(r) = h[1 + �g(x1)][1 + �g(x2)]�i(x2)i , (4)

where i = {+, ⇥}. Since the distances to objects are
measured through redshift in galaxy surveys, the density
field is a↵ected by their velocities, known as redshift-
space distortions (RSDs) (Kaiser 1987; Hamilton 1998).
Thus, the superscripts R and S are added to ⇠g+ to de-
note the GI correlation in real and redshift space, respec-
tively.

We also consider the velocity alignment statistic cor-
responding to the GI correlation, the density-weighted,
velocity-intrinsic ellipticity (VI) correlation (Okumura
et al. 2019b),

⇠vi(r) =
⌦
[1 + �g(x1)][1 + �g(x2)]vk(x1)�i(x2)

↵
, (5)

where i = {+, ⇥} and vk denotes the line-of-sight com-
ponent of the velocity field, vk(x) ⌘ v(x) · x̂ (hat denotes
a unit vector). As is the case with the ellipticity field,
the velocity field is not a↵ected by RSDs in linear theory,
⇠
S
v+ = ⇠

R
v+ (Okumura et al. 2014, 2017).

All the statistics above are anisotropic even in real
space because observable shapes of galaxies are the line-
of-sight projection. Moreover, RSDs induce further
anisotropies to the the GI correlation function. Thus, we
consider the multipole moments of the correlation func-
tions (Hamilton 1992):

X`(r) =
2` + 1

2

Z 1

�1
dµX(r)P`(µ), (6)

where X is any of the statistics introduced above, and
µ is the directional cosine between the vector r and the
line-of-sight direction x̂. Below, we use r? and rk to ex-
press respectively the separations perpendicular and par-
allel to the line-of-sight direction. These are related to r

and µ through r
2 = r

2
? + r

2
k and µ = rk/r. Throughout

this paper we assume the distant-observer approxima-
tion, and particularly take z-axis to be the line-of-sight
direction so that x̂1 = x̂2 ⌘ x̂.

3. LINEAR ALIGNMENT MODEL

The most commonly used model for IA studies on large
scales is the LA model (Catelan et al. 2001; Hirata & Sel-
jak 2004). In this model, the intrinsic ellipticity (Equa-
tion (1)) is assumed to follow the linear relation with the

Newtonian potential,  P ,
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4⇡G
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y, 2rxry

�
 P , (7)

where G is the Newtonian gravitational constant, C1 pa-
rameterizes the strength of IA. The observed ellipticity
field is density-weighted, [1+�g(x)]�(+,⇥)(x) (Section 2).
However, the density-weighting term �g(x)�(x) is sub-
dominant on large scales and is usually ignored. We also
do not consider this term because we are interested in
the large-scale behaviors. In Fourier space, Equation (7)
becomes
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y, 2kxky

�
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where eC1(z) ⌘ a
2
C1⇢̄(z)/D̄(z), ⇢̄ is the mean mass den-

sity of the Universe, D̄ / (1 + z)D(z), and D(z) is the
linear growth factor.

The 3-dimensional cross-correlation function between
the density field and the ellipticity is given in the LA
model as (Okumura et al. 2019b)

⇠g+(r)= eC1bg cos (2�)
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where k
2
? = k

2
x + k

2
y, kk = kz, � is the azimuthal angle of

the projected separation vector on the celestial sphere,
measured from the x-axis, J2 is the Bessel function with
second order, P�� is the auto power spectrum of density
and bg is the linear galaxy bias parameter. Likewise, the
II and VI correlation functions are expressed using the
Bessel function function (see Blazek et al. (2011) and
Okumura et al. (2019b), respectively). Here and in what
follows, we keep the �-dependence explicitly for clarity
and completeness when a statistic is newly derived, and
we set � = 0 when the multipole moments are further
derived.

4. NEW FORMULAS FOR IA STATISTICS WITH
LINEAR ALIGNMENT MODEL

In this section we present formulas of the IA statistics,
namely the GI, II and VI correlation functions in the
LA model. We also show the results of the numerical
calculations at z = 0.3, for which we set the parameter
fC1 to fC1/a

2 = 1.5, as determined by Okumura et al.
(2019b) for dark matter halos with the mass greater than
1014 M�.

For later convenience, we newly introduce a quantity

⌅(n)
XY,`(r) defined by

⌅(n)
XY,`(r) = (aHf)n

Z 1

0

k
2�n

dk

2⇡2
PXY (k)j`(kr), (10)

where XY = {��, �⇥,⇥⇥}, ⇥ is the velocity-divergence
field defined by ⇥(x) = �r ·v/(aHf), H(a) is the Hub-
ble parameter and f is the linear growth rate, given by
f ⌘ d ln D/d ln a. The quantities P�⇥ and P⇥⇥ are the
cross power spectrum of density and velocity divergence
and the auto spectrum of the latter, respectively. In the
linear theory limit, P�� = P�⇥ = P⇥⇥.
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⇠
S
v+ = ⇠

R
v+ (Okumura et al. 2014, 2017).

All the statistics above are anisotropic even in real
space because observable shapes of galaxies are the line-
of-sight projection. Moreover, RSDs induce further
anisotropies to the the GI correlation function. Thus, we
consider the multipole moments of the correlation func-
tions (Hamilton 1992):

X`(r) =
2` + 1

2

Z 1

�1
dµX(r)P`(µ), (6)

where X is any of the statistics introduced above, and
µ is the directional cosine between the vector r and the
line-of-sight direction x̂. Below, we use r? and rk to ex-
press respectively the separations perpendicular and par-
allel to the line-of-sight direction. These are related to r

and µ through r
2 = r

2
? + r

2
k and µ = rk/r. Throughout

this paper we assume the distant-observer approxima-
tion, and particularly take z-axis to be the line-of-sight
direction so that x̂1 = x̂2 ⌘ x̂.

3. LINEAR ALIGNMENT MODEL

The most commonly used model for IA studies on large
scales is the LA model (Catelan et al. 2001; Hirata & Sel-
jak 2004). In this model, the intrinsic ellipticity (Equa-
tion (1)) is assumed to follow the linear relation with the

Newtonian potential,  P ,

�(+,⇥)(x) = � C1

4⇡G

�
r2

x � r2
y, 2rxry

�
 P , (7)

where G is the Newtonian gravitational constant, C1 pa-
rameterizes the strength of IA. The observed ellipticity
field is density-weighted, [1+�g(x)]�(+,⇥)(x) (Section 2).
However, the density-weighting term �g(x)�(x) is sub-
dominant on large scales and is usually ignored. We also
do not consider this term because we are interested in
the large-scale behaviors. In Fourier space, Equation (7)
becomes

�(+,⇥)(k)=� eC1

�
k
2
x � k

2
y, 2kxky

�

k2
�(k), (8)

where eC1(z) ⌘ a
2
C1⇢̄(z)/D̄(z), ⇢̄ is the mean mass den-

sity of the Universe, D̄ / (1 + z)D(z), and D(z) is the
linear growth factor.

The 3-dimensional cross-correlation function between
the density field and the ellipticity is given in the LA
model as (Okumura et al. 2019b)

⇠g+(r)= eC1bg cos (2�)

Z 1

0

k?dk?
2⇡2

J2(k?r?)

⇥
Z 1

0
dkk

k
2
?

k2
P��(k) cos (kkrk), (9)

where k
2
? = k

2
x + k

2
y, kk = kz, � is the azimuthal angle of

the projected separation vector on the celestial sphere,
measured from the x-axis, J2 is the Bessel function with
second order, P�� is the auto power spectrum of density
and bg is the linear galaxy bias parameter. Likewise, the
II and VI correlation functions are expressed using the
Bessel function function (see Blazek et al. (2011) and
Okumura et al. (2019b), respectively). Here and in what
follows, we keep the �-dependence explicitly for clarity
and completeness when a statistic is newly derived, and
we set � = 0 when the multipole moments are further
derived.

4. NEW FORMULAS FOR IA STATISTICS WITH
LINEAR ALIGNMENT MODEL

In this section we present formulas of the IA statistics,
namely the GI, II and VI correlation functions in the
LA model. We also show the results of the numerical
calculations at z = 0.3, for which we set the parameter
fC1 to fC1/a

2 = 1.5, as determined by Okumura et al.
(2019b) for dark matter halos with the mass greater than
1014 M�.

For later convenience, we newly introduce a quantity

⌅(n)
XY,`(r) defined by

⌅(n)
XY,`(r) = (aHf)n

Z 1

0

k
2�n

dk

2⇡2
PXY (k)j`(kr), (10)

where XY = {��, �⇥,⇥⇥}, ⇥ is the velocity-divergence
field defined by ⇥(x) = �r ·v/(aHf), H(a) is the Hub-
ble parameter and f is the linear growth rate, given by
f ⌘ d ln D/d ln a. The quantities P�⇥ and P⇥⇥ are the
cross power spectrum of density and velocity divergence
and the auto spectrum of the latter, respectively. In the
linear theory limit, P�� = P�⇥ = P⇥⇥.

DA(z)

H-1(z)

Okumura & Taruya (2020)

Anisotropies of galaxy ellipticity correlations L127

−100 −50 0

−100

−50

0

50

100

r ‖
[h

−
1
M

p
c]

r⊥ [h−1Mpc]

r2 ξRδ+ (r⊥, r‖)

0 50 100

r2 ξSδ+ (r⊥, r‖)

−60

−45

−30

−15

0

15

30

45

60

−100 −50 0

−100

−50

0

50

100

r⊥ [h−1Mpc]

r2 ξ+ (r⊥, r‖)

0 50 100

r2 ξ− (r⊥, r‖)

−60

−45

−30

−15

0

15

30

45

60

0 50 100
r⊥ [h−1Mpc]

−100

−50

0

50

100

r ξv+ (r⊥, r‖)

−3.6

−2.4

−1.2

0.0

1.2

2.4

3.6

Figure 1. Left-hand panel: GI correlation function as a function of separations perpendicular and parallel to the line of sight in real space r2ξR
δ+ (left) and in

redshift space r2ξS
δ+ (right). The difference between the left and right hand sides is due to RSDs. Middle panel: Two II correlation functions, r2ξ+ (left) and

r2ξ− (right). Right-hand panel: VI correlation function rξv +. The BAO scale, r " 100 h−1 Mpc, is denoted by the dashed grey circles in all the panels. All the
statistics are calculated at z = 0.3.
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Figure 2. Multipole moments of correlation functions. The upper-left panel
shows the GI correlation function in real space (dashed) and in redshift space
(dotted), while the upper-right panel presents the VI correlation function.
The bottom panels show the two components of the II correlation functions,
ξ+ (lower left) and ξ− (lower right). The GI and II correlations are multiplied
by r2, while the VI correlation is multiplied by r and a factor of 10. All the
statistics are calculated at z = 0.3.

moment of ξ× × is larger than other II correlation components.
Probing the multipole moments may enable one to easily measure
the II correlation function rather than focusing on the monopole
alone.

4.3 VI correlation

Finally, we derive the simple expression of the VI correlation
function. Again, by writing kz/k = y1,0(k̂) and utilizing the rela-
tion between y#m and the Wigner’s 3-j symbols, the resulting VI
correlation function is expressed as

ξv+(r) = C̃1 cos (2φ)µ(1 − µ2)%(1)
δ&,3(r). (21)

Another component, ξ v ×, is also derived in the same manner as
equation (21), but cos (2φ) term is replaced with sin (2φ). Just
like the II correlation, the VI correlation is not affected by RSD
at linear order, and we omit the superscript S or R. We plot this
function as a function of r = (r⊥, r‖) in the right-hand panel of
Fig. 1. Although with the velocity field we can probe the structure
growth at larger scales than with the density field, the BAO features
in the VI correlation are much less prominent than those in the GI
and II correlations.

From equation (21), we can easily find non-zero multipoles which
are, # = 1 and # = 3, and

ξv+,1(r) = −ξv+,3(r) = 2
5 C̃1 %

(1)
δ&,3(r). (22)

Thus, there is a relation similar to the case of the GI function, but
here the octopole-to-dipole ratio becomes −1. This is shown in the
upper right panel of Fig. 2 (equivalent to the blue dotted curve in
fig. 12 of Okumura et al. 2019).

4.4 E mode auto- and cross-correlations

By analogy with weak lensing surveys, the above alignment statis-
tics can be decomposed into gradient type (E mode) and curl type
(B mode) components (Crittenden et al. 2002; Schneider 2006;
Troxel & Ishak 2015). Since weak lensing is known to produce
only E mode to the lowest order, it is useful to express our formulas
derived above with the ellipticities decomposed into E/B modes.

As shown by Blazek et al. (2011), in the LA model the E and B
mode auto correlations are simply ξEE(r) = ξ+(r) and ξBB (r) = 0
. The cross-correlation between galaxies and E modes in real space
is derived as

ξR
gE(r) = −2

3
C̃1 bg

[
P0(µ) %

(0)
δδ,0(r) + P2(µ) %

(0)
δδ,2(r)

]
. (23)
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Comparison of II multipoles to simulations

Anisotropic correlations of halo ellipticities 699

Figure 2. Multipole components of alignment statistics of subhaloes with mass Mh ≥ 1013 M", ξ (R,S)
h+," (upper left-hand set), ξ (R,S)

v+," (upper right-hand set), ξ (R,S)
+,"

(lower left-hand set), and ξ
(R,S)
−," (lower right-hand set). In each set, the left- and right-hand panels show the multipoles in real and redshift space, respectively.

While the points show the measurements from N-body simulations, the dotted and dashed curves are the corresponding LA and NLA model predictions,
respectively.

BAO features detected in real space are smeared out in redshift
space. Still, the octopole-to-dipole ratio is consistent with −1, as
predicted by the LA/NLA models (the lower left-hand panel of
Fig. 3), though the accuracy gets slightly worse, to ∼3 per cent. The
ratios of the VI correlation multipoles in redshift and real space are
shown in the upper right-hand panel of Fig. 4. We clearly see the
suppression of the redshift-space correlation at small scales. The
suppression of the VI correlation is due to the non-linear RSDs,
and it reaches ∼40 per cent at r = 30 h−1 Mpc. It qualitatively
makes sense because the density-weighted velocities are known to
be significantly affected by the FoG effect (Okumura et al. 2014).
However, the FoG effect appeared at scales much larger than we
expected. We will investigate it using non-linear perturbation theory
in future work.

4.4 Halo mass dependence of IA

So far, we have analysed only one subhalo sample, with mass Mh

≥ 1013 M". It is, however, well known that the amplitude of IAs
strongly depends on the halo mass (Jing 2002; see also Xia et al.

2017; Piras et al. 2018, for recent studies). Thus, we analyse a more
massive subhalo catalogue, with mass Mh ≥ 1014 M", and repeat
the above analysis. Since except for the amplitude, behaviours of
the alignment statistics are more or less the same as the results
presented so far, we will show only the results of the multipoles
correlation functions, not those of the two-dimensional correlation
functions.

First, we find that the parameter of the IA amplitude is C̃1/a
2 =

1.50. Compared to the subhalo sample with Mh ≥ 1013 M", the
amplitude is increased by a factor of 1.6 and it is less significant than
the bias (a factor of 1.9 enhancement). Fig. 5 shows the multipole
correlation functions in real and redshift space. The monopole of the
GI correlation function in real space has been presented in Okumura
et al. (2019) for this massive halo sample. The non-linearities of the
GI correlation are slightly more significant than those in the less
massive haloes in both real and redshift space. As already seen in
Okumura et al. (2019), the BAO features in the GI function are
more significant than the NLA model prediction because in peak
theory the BAO features are amplified for higher peaks (Desjacques
2008). The upper left-hand panel of Fig. 6 shows the ratios of
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IA measurements enhance the science return 
from galaxy redshift surveys

• Under the assumption that the linear alignment model describes the IA perfectly, 

Taruya & Okumura (2020)Clustering σ8 and IA amplitude AIA are marginalized over.
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Figure 2. Joint constraints from BOSS and DESI on the dark en-
ergy EOS parameter w0, mass density parameter ⌦m, and Hubble
parameter H0, which are obtained by converting the marginalized
Fisher matrix for the geometric distances and growth of structure,
assuming a flat cosmology. Here, we fix wa, but no prior infor-
mation is added. In each panel, the error contours (68% C.L.) on
two parameters are plotted, marginalized over other parameters in-
cluding �8(0). The solid lines are the expected errors from BOSS
LOWZ and CMASS, while the shaded regions are the combined
constraints both from BOSS and DESI LRG. The cross symbol in
each panel indicates the fiducial value of the cosmological param-
eters.

Figure 3. Same as Figure 2, but the time-varying EOS parameter
for dark energy, wa, is allowed to vary. CMB prior information is
here added to enhance the scientific impact.

energy with the time-varying EOS parameter, w(a) =
w0+(1�a)wa (Chevallier & Polarski 2001; Linder 2003).
We then compute the statistical errors on the mass den-

sity parameter ⌦m, dark energy EOS parameters w0 and
wa, and the present Hubble parameter H0, marginaliz-
ing over the fluctuation amplitude at present time, �8(0).
The results are shown as two-dimensional error contours
(68%C.L.) in Figures 2 and 3. In deriving the cosmolog-
ical constraints, surveys at di↵erent z-slice are assumed
to be independent without any cross talk.
In Figure 2, we show the results for the constant dark

energy EOS, fixing wa. Since we do not here use the
prior information from the cosmic microwave background
(CMB) observations, only with the BOSS data, con-
straining power on cosmological parameters is restric-
tive. Nevertheless, combining the IA statistics gives a
substantial improvement, and the error volume for the
3 parameters is shrunk by a factor of 5. Adding the
DESI data now gives tighter constraints, and the frac-
tional errors on the Hubble parameter H0 and dark en-
ergy EOS parameter w0 are significantly reduced, down
to 1.5% and 12%, respectively. Although the relative
impact of combining the IA statistics is degraded due to
the redshift-dependent amplitude eC1, the error volume
for the 3 parameters is reduced by a factor of 3.5 com-
pared to the one from the galaxy clustering data, thus
typically a factor of 1.5 improvement on each parameter.
The benefit of combining the IA statistics still holds

even when adding the CMB prior information, shown in
Figure 3, where we assume the 0.2% and 0.9% errors
on the determination of CMB acoustic scale and ⌦mh

2,
respectively. These priors enable us to su�ciently pin
down the late-time cosmic expansion, and thus allow to
constrain the time variation of the dark energy EOS,
i.e., wa. Combining the IA statistics, we obtain the one-
dimensional marginalized error, �wa = 0.54, while the
errors on H0 and w0 remain almost the same as shown
in Figure 2. Even with the BOSS data, an excellent
performance is expected, and the combination of the IA
statistics improves the errors on each parameter by a
factor of 1.8� 3.
Note that the outcome of these Fisher matrix analyses

relies on our specific setup. In particular, the parameters
characterizing the amplitude and error of the measured
ellipticity fields, eC1 (or c1) and �� , change the benefit of
the IA statistics. To elucidate their impacts, we estimate

the figure-of-merit, defined by FoM ⌘ 1/
q
det(F�1

ab ),

where Fab is the sub-matrix of the Fisher matrix for the
geometric distances and growth of structure, or that of
the converted Fisher matrix for the cosmological param-
eters, marginalized over other parameters. Taking the
ratio of FoM for the combined data set of galaxy cluster-
ing and ellipticity field to that for the galaxy clustering
data alone, i.e., FoMGG+GI+II/FoMGG, in Figure 4, the
results for the BAO and RSD parameters (i.e., dA, H,
and f �8) and the cosmological parameters are plotted
as function of c1 (left) and �� (right). Also, in Table
1, the numerical values of the results for c1 = 0.5 and
�� = 0.5 are summarized, together with those for the
fiducial setup.
As anticipated, the benefit of combining IA correla-

tions largely depends on c1 and �� , and looking at the
BAO and RSD parameters, the relative impact varies a
lot at low-z slices. Nevertheless, we still see a sizable
improvement. Even with the suppressed amplitude of el-

Sigma8 is marginalized over.



Outline

• Galaxy intrinsic alignment (IA) as a dynamical and geometric probe
• Kinetic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich (kSZ) effect as a dynamical and geometric probe
• Fisher matrix forecast with galaxy clustering + IA + kSZ
• Geometric and dynamical constraints
• Cosmological parameter constraints
• Deep vs wide galaxy surveys

• Measurement of IA of red galaxies at z > 1



Synergies between galaxy redshift surveys and CMB

Redshift survey      
(galaxy density field)

Imaging survey      
(galaxy shape field)
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(galaxy velocity field)
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note ✓ 6= cos�1
µ). Sometimes the superscript I is added

to �+,⇥ to distinguish intrinsic ellipticities from the cos-
mic shear components in weak lensing surveys. However,
we omit it because lensing is not considered in this paper.

The II correlation of galaxies has four components, and
one of the four, ⇠++, is defined as (Heavens et al. 2000;
Croft & Metzler 2000)

1 + ⇠++(r) = h[1 + �g(x1)][1 + �g(x2)]�+(x1)�+(x2)i ,(2)

where r = x2 � x1. The other components, such as ⇠⇥⇥
and ⇠+⇥, are defined in the same way by replacing two
and one �+ in Equation (2) with �⇥, respectively. By
combining ⇠++ an ⇠⇥⇥, we can also define ⇠±(r) as

⇠±(r) = ⇠++(r) ± ⇠⇥⇥(r). (3)

The cross-correlation functions of density and elliptic-
ity fields, namely GI correlations, are defined as (Hirata
& Seljak 2004)

1 + ⇠gi(r) = h[1 + �g(x1)][1 + �g(x2)]�i(x2)i , (4)

where i = {+, ⇥}. Since the distances to objects are
measured through redshift in galaxy surveys, the density
field is a↵ected by their velocities, known as redshift-
space distortions (RSDs) (Kaiser 1987; Hamilton 1998).
Thus, the superscripts R and S are added to ⇠g+ to de-
note the GI correlation in real and redshift space, respec-
tively.

We also consider the velocity alignment statistic cor-
responding to the GI correlation, the density-weighted,
velocity-intrinsic ellipticity (VI) correlation (Okumura
et al. 2019b),

⇠vi(r) =
⌦
[1 + �g(x1)][1 + �g(x2)]vk(x1)�i(x2)

↵
, (5)

where i = {+, ⇥} and vk denotes the line-of-sight com-
ponent of the velocity field, vk(x) ⌘ v(x) · x̂ (hat denotes
a unit vector). As is the case with the ellipticity field,
the velocity field is not a↵ected by RSDs in linear theory,
⇠
S
v+ = ⇠

R
v+ (Okumura et al. 2014, 2017).

All the statistics above are anisotropic even in real
space because observable shapes of galaxies are the line-
of-sight projection. Moreover, RSDs induce further
anisotropies to the the GI correlation function. Thus, we
consider the multipole moments of the correlation func-
tions (Hamilton 1992):

X`(r) =
2` + 1

2

Z 1

�1
dµX(r)P`(µ), (6)

where X is any of the statistics introduced above, and
µ is the directional cosine between the vector r and the
line-of-sight direction x̂. Below, we use r? and rk to ex-
press respectively the separations perpendicular and par-
allel to the line-of-sight direction. These are related to r

and µ through r
2 = r

2
? + r

2
k and µ = rk/r. Throughout

this paper we assume the distant-observer approxima-
tion, and particularly take z-axis to be the line-of-sight
direction so that x̂1 = x̂2 ⌘ x̂.

3. LINEAR ALIGNMENT MODEL

The most commonly used model for IA studies on large
scales is the LA model (Catelan et al. 2001; Hirata & Sel-
jak 2004). In this model, the intrinsic ellipticity (Equa-
tion (1)) is assumed to follow the linear relation with the

Newtonian potential,  P ,

�(+,⇥)(x) = � C1

4⇡G

�
r2

x � r2
y, 2rxry

�
 P , (7)

where G is the Newtonian gravitational constant, C1 pa-
rameterizes the strength of IA. The observed ellipticity
field is density-weighted, [1+�g(x)]�(+,⇥)(x) (Section 2).
However, the density-weighting term �g(x)�(x) is sub-
dominant on large scales and is usually ignored. We also
do not consider this term because we are interested in
the large-scale behaviors. In Fourier space, Equation (7)
becomes

�(+,⇥)(k)=� eC1

�
k
2
x � k

2
y, 2kxky

�

k2
�(k), (8)

where eC1(z) ⌘ a
2
C1⇢̄(z)/D̄(z), ⇢̄ is the mean mass den-

sity of the Universe, D̄ / (1 + z)D(z), and D(z) is the
linear growth factor.

The 3-dimensional cross-correlation function between
the density field and the ellipticity is given in the LA
model as (Okumura et al. 2019b)

⇠g+(r)= eC1bg cos (2�)

Z 1

0

k?dk?
2⇡2

J2(k?r?)

⇥
Z 1

0
dkk

k
2
?

k2
P��(k) cos (kkrk), (9)

where k
2
? = k

2
x + k

2
y, kk = kz, � is the azimuthal angle of

the projected separation vector on the celestial sphere,
measured from the x-axis, J2 is the Bessel function with
second order, P�� is the auto power spectrum of density
and bg is the linear galaxy bias parameter. Likewise, the
II and VI correlation functions are expressed using the
Bessel function function (see Blazek et al. (2011) and
Okumura et al. (2019b), respectively). Here and in what
follows, we keep the �-dependence explicitly for clarity
and completeness when a statistic is newly derived, and
we set � = 0 when the multipole moments are further
derived.

4. NEW FORMULAS FOR IA STATISTICS WITH
LINEAR ALIGNMENT MODEL

In this section we present formulas of the IA statistics,
namely the GI, II and VI correlation functions in the
LA model. We also show the results of the numerical
calculations at z = 0.3, for which we set the parameter
fC1 to fC1/a

2 = 1.5, as determined by Okumura et al.
(2019b) for dark matter halos with the mass greater than
1014 M�.

For later convenience, we newly introduce a quantity

⌅(n)
XY,`(r) defined by

⌅(n)
XY,`(r) = (aHf)n

Z 1

0

k
2�n

dk

2⇡2
PXY (k)j`(kr), (10)

where XY = {��, �⇥,⇥⇥}, ⇥ is the velocity-divergence
field defined by ⇥(x) = �r ·v/(aHf), H(a) is the Hub-
ble parameter and f is the linear growth rate, given by
f ⌘ d ln D/d ln a. The quantities P�⇥ and P⇥⇥ are the
cross power spectrum of density and velocity divergence
and the auto spectrum of the latter, respectively. In the
linear theory limit, P�� = P�⇥ = P⇥⇥.

4 Okumura & Taruya

f (kz/k)2⇥(k), where ⇥(k) is the Fourier transform of
the velocity divergence. We then have the additional
angular-dependent term, k

2
z/k

2 = 2
3 y2,0(k̂) + 1

3 y0,0(k̂).
We can perform the integral using the relation be-
tween the spherical harmonics and Wigner’s 3-j symbols,R

d
2k̂ y`m(k̂)y`1m1(k̂)y`2m2(k̂) = 4⇡

�
` `1 `2
0 0 0

� �
` `1 `2
m m1 m2

�
.

The resulting GI correlation function in redshift space
reads

⇠
S
g+(r) = ⇠

R
g+(r) +

1

7
eC1f cos (2�)

�
1 � µ

2
�

⇥
h
⌅(0)
�⇥,2(r) �

�
7µ

2 � 1
�
⌅(0)
�⇥,4(r)

i
. (13)

The redshift-space GI correlation function is presented
in the right half of the left panel of Figure 1. Just like
the density correlation function, RSDs do not shift the
scale of BAO peak in the alignment correlation in linear
theory. Thus, the alignment statistics can be used for
the Alcock-Paczynski test complimentarily to the galaxy
clustering statistics.

In redshift space, not only the monopole and
quadrupole but also hexadecapole are the non-vanishing
multipoles for the GI correlation function in the LA
model:

⇠
S
g+,0(r) = ⇠

R
g+,0(r) +

2

105
eC1f

⇥
h
5 ⌅(0)

�⇥,2(r) � 2 ⌅(0)
�⇥,4(r)

i
, (14)

⇠
S
g+,2(r) = ⇠

R
g+,2(r) � 2

21
eC1 f

⇥
h
⌅(0)
�⇥,2(r) + 2 ⌅(0)

�⇥,4(r)
i
, (15)

⇠
S
g+,4(r) =

8

35
eC1 f ⌅(0)

�⇥,4(r). (16)

In the presence of the RSD e↵ect, the quadrupole-to-
monopole ratio is no longer �1 unlike the real-space case,
and we have ⇠

S
g+,2(r)/⇠

S
g+,0(r) < �1. These three mul-

tipole moments are shown as the dotted curves in the
upper-left panel of Figure 2.

It is interesting to note that the quadrupole and hex-
adecapole moments of the redshift-space galaxy correla-
tion function are given by (Hamilton 1992)

⇠
S
gg,2(r) =

4

3
f bg⌅

(0)
�⇥,2(r) +

4

7
f
2 ⌅(0)

⇥⇥,2(r), (17)

⇠
S
gg,4(r) =

8

35
f
2 ⌅(0)

�⇥,4(r). (18)

Namely, the GI correlation in real space has exactly the
same shape as the quadrupole of the density correlation
in redshift space in the linear theory limit, and likewise
the GI correlation in redshift space can be described by
the combination of the quadrupole and hexadecapole cor-
relation functions. These features of the GI correlation
function are clarified for the first time by our simple for-
mulas.

4.2. II correlation

We can derive simple formulas for the II correlation
in a similar way, although the II correlation function
has a bit intricate form compared to the GI correla-
tion. The angular-dependent terms in ⇠++ and ⇠⇥⇥

are respectively rewritten as 1
k4

�
(k2

x � k
2
y)

2
, 4k

2
xk

2
y

�
=

±
q

8
35

h
y4,4(k̂) + y4,�4(k̂)

i
+ 4

35y4,0(k̂) � 8
21y2,0(k̂) +

4
15y0,0(k̂). After applying the orthogonality condition of
y`m, the two components of the II correlation function,
⇠±(r), are given as

⇠+(r) =
8

105
eC2
1

h
7 P0(µ) ⌅(0)

��,0(r) + 10 P2(µ) ⌅(0)
��,2(r)

+3 P4(µ) ⌅(0)
��,4(r)

i
, (19)

⇠�(r) = eC2
1 cos (4�)

�
1 � µ

2
�2

⌅(0)
��,4(r)

=
8

105
eC2
1 cos (4�)

⇥ [7 P0(µ) + 10 P2(µ) + 3 P4(µ)] ⌅(0)
��,4(r). (20)

Since the II correlation function is not a↵ected by RSDs
in linear theory, ⇠

S
± = ⇠

R
±, we omit the superscript for this

statistic. The cross component, ⇠+⇥, can be obtained by
replacing cos (4�) in Equation (20) with sin (4�). The II
correlations, ⇠+ and ⇠�, are respectively presented in the
left and right hand sides of the middle panel of Figure 1.
Combining these two functions, one can also derive ⇠++
and ⇠⇥⇥, and our formula nicely explains the anisotropic
feature of ⇠⇥⇥ measured from N -body simulations by
Croft & Metzler (2000).

The multipole components of ⇠±(r) are obvious from
Equations (19) and (20), and their hexadecapoles co-
incide with each other. The resulting multipoles, ⇠+,`
and ⇠�,`, are respectively shown in the lower-left and
lower-right panels of Figure 2. Since ⇠�,0 > ⇠+,0 beyond
r ⇠ 15 h

�1 Mpc, ⇠⇥⇥(r) is negative at such scales, as
measured for halos from simulations and galaxies from
observation (Figure 6 of Okumura et al. (2009)). The
II correlation function is known to be harder to measure
and noisier than the GI correlation function. Moreover,
the amplitude of ⇠⇥⇥ is even more suppressed compared
to ⇠++ because of the large anisotropy (Croft & Metzler
2000; Okumura et al. 2009). Interestingly, however, the
quadrupole moment of ⇠⇥⇥ is larger than other II corre-
lation components. Probing the multipole moments may
enable one to easily measure the II correlation function
rather than focusing on the monopole alone.

4.3. VI correlation

Finally, we derive the simple expression of the VI cor-
relation function. Again, by writing kz/k = y1,0(k̂) and
utilizing the relation between y`m and the Wigner’s 3-
j symbols, the resulting VI correlation function is ex-
pressed as

⇠v+(r) = eC1 cos (2�)µ(1 � µ
2)⌅(1)

�⇥,3(r). (21)

Another component, ⇠v⇥, is also derived in the same
manner as Equation (21), but cos (2�) term is replaced
with sin (2�). Just like the II correlation, the VI cor-
relation is not a↵ected by RSD at linear order, and we
omit the superscript S or R. We plot this function as
a function of r = (r?, rk) in the right panel of Figure
1. Although with the velocity field we can probe the
structure growth at larger scales than with the density
field, the BAO features in the VI correlation are much
less prominent than those in the GI and II correlations.



Direct measurement of velocities: 
Kinetic Sunyaev-Zeld’ovich (kSZ) effect

• Kinetic SZ (kSZ) effect (1980)
• Doppler effect of cluster bulk velocity w.r.t. 

CMB rest frame

• By measuring the temperature distortion, 
one can directly measure the velocity field of 
galaxy clusters, so it is a powerful observable
to test modified gravity theories.
• However, this effect is very tiny and hard to 

measure in observation.

Cosmic microwave background

(v//	:	line-of-sight	velocity)



Direct measurement of velocities: 
Kinetic Sunyaev-Zeld’ovich (kSZ) effect

• Kinetic SZ (kSZ) effect (1980)
• First detection of kSZ effect (2012)

Cosmic microwave background

Observation (BOSS+ACT)
Simulation

separation [Mpc/h]

Hand+	(2012)



Large-scale velocity field probed via kSZ effect

• De	Bernardis et	al.	(2016)
• Configuration	space
• ACT	x	BOSS

• Sugiyama,	Okumura,	Spergel (2018)
• Fourier	space
• Planck	x	BOSS

𝑃!"#(𝑘) ∝ 𝑃$%(𝑘) ∝ 𝑃$$(𝑘)/𝑘

Okumura,	Seljak,	Vlah,	
Desjacques (2014)	
nonlinear	RSD	model
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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 galaxy-only 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 ∆H/H = 4.7% to 3.3%) and ∼ 60% (from ∆f/f = 14% to 8.6%),
respectively, for the same parameters as those in figure 4.

parameters, marginalized over all the other parameters: ∆θi ≥
(
F−1

)1/2
ii

. For simplicity, we
assume the same fiducial cosmology as that of the simulations (see section 5), and only allow
the following five parameters to vary: θ = {DA, H, f, b, τT}. The data set consists of XkSZ =
{P!=0, P!=2, P!=4, PkSZ,!=1, PkSZ,!=3}. The P! and PkSZ,! 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 kmax. Therefore, we partially use information on
the Baryon Acoustic Oscillations (BAO) in galaxy clustering up to kmax. For comparison,
we also conduct a Fisher matrix analysis considering only the galaxy power spectrum data
set Xgalaxy = {P!=0, P!=2, P!=4} with the following four parameters θ = {DA, H, f, b}. In
what follows, we refer to the data sets XkSZ and Xgalaxy as “galaxy+kSZ” and “galaxy-
only”, respectively. We evaluate partial derivatives of the galaxy and kSZ power spectra
with respect to all parameters θi 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 ma-
trix 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 mea-
surements, but is not meant to provide complete forecasts for future surveys. Note that the
constraints shown here are for a volume of V = 1 h−3Gpc3, where the constraints scale as
(h−3Gpc3/V )1/2. Since the S/N for the relative pairwise kSZ power spectrum becomes flat
around kmax ∼ 0.1 hMpc−1, we focus on kmax = 0.1 hMpc−1. We assume that the inverse S/N
per galaxy, RN = 10. This is consistent with forecasts for the CMB-S4 survey. These plots can

3http://www.stsci.edu/∼dcoe/Fisher/.
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kSZ measurements enhance the science return 
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Outline

• Galaxy intrinsic alignment (IA) as a dynamical and geometric probe
• Kinetic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich (kSZ) effect as a dynamical and geometric probe
• Fisher matrix forecast with galaxy clustering + IA + kSZ
• Geometric and dynamical constraints
• Cosmological parameter constraints
• Deep vs wide galaxy surveys

• Measurement of IA of red galaxies at z > 1



Galaxy density, velocity and ellipticity power spectra in linear theory
• Galaxy clustering: 

• kSZ:

• IA:

• Power spectra (6 in total)

• Geometric distortions  

• Fitting parameters

3.1 Density, velocity and ellipticity fields

The density field of galaxies in redshift space, which is a direct observable in galaxy redshift surveys,
is linearly related to the underlying density field of matter in real space on large scales, �S

g
(k; z) =

Kg(µ; z)�m(k; z), where the superscript S denotes a quantity defined in redshift space and �i(k; z) is
the Fourier counterpart of �i(x; z) in equation (2.6). The factor Kg is the linear RSD factor [5, 94, 95],

Kg(µ; z) = bg(z) + f(z)µ2
, (3.1)

where bg is the galaxy bias [96] and µ is the directional cosine between the wavevector and line-of-sight

direction, µ = k̂ · ẑ, with a hat denoting a unit vector.
Next, the cosmic velocity field is linearly related to the density field through the continuity

equation [97, 98]. The observable is the line-of-sight component of the velocity, vk, and we have
vk(k; z) = if(z)µaH�m(k; z)/k in Fourier space. Unlike the density field, the velocity field in redshift
space is not a↵ected by RSD in linear theory [27]. The kSZ e↵ect measures the temperature distortion
of CMB, �T (k; z) = (T0⌧/c)vk(k; z) = Kv(k; z)�m(k; z), where

Kv(k, µ; z) = i
T0⌧

c

f(z)µaH(z)

k
, (3.2)

with ⌧ being the optical depth. In peculiar velocity surveys, one can directly measure the velocity
field vk rather than the temperature distortion, so that the velocity field can uniquely constrain f(z)
[98]. We, however, do not consider observables from peculiar velocity surveys in this study because
the observation is limited to the nearby universe (z ⇡ 0) while we consider joint constraints with
other probes from a single observation of the LSS. Thus, throughout this paper we refer the velocity
field as the temperature distortion �T .

Finally, we use ellipticities of galaxies as a tracer of the tidal field. The two-component ellipticity
of galaxies is defined as

�(+,⇥)(x) =
1� q

1 + q
(cos (2�x), sin (2�x)) , (3.3)

where �x is the position angle of the major axis relative to the reference axis, defined on the plane
normal to the line-of-sight direction, and q is the minor-to-major axis ratio of a galaxy shape. We set
q to zero for simplicity [49]. The linear alignment (LA) model linearly relates the ellipticity field to
the tidal gravitational field [43, 45, 57, 72]. Adopting the LA model, the ellipticity is related to the
underlying density field in Fourier space as

�(+,⇥)(k; z) = bK(z)
�
k
2
x
� k

2
y
, 2kxky

� �m(k; z)

k2
. (3.4)

Just like the velocity field, the ellipticity field is not a↵ected by RSD in linear theory [57]. We then
define E-/B-modes, �E,B , which are the rotation-invariant decomposition of the ellipticity field [99],

�E(k; z) + i�B(k; z) = e
�2i�k {�+(k; z) + i�⇥(k; z)} , (3.5)

where �k is the azimuthal angle of the wavevector projected on the celestial sphere (Note that �k

has nothing to do with the directional cosine of the wavevector, and thus �k 6= cos�1
µ). By writing

�E(k; z) = KE(µ; z)�m(k; z), we have

KE(µ; z) = bK(z)(1� µ
2). (3.6)

We introduce a more convenient parameterization of the amplitude of IA, as [e.g., 100, 101]

bK(z) = 0.01344AIA(z)⌦m/D(z), (3.7)

where the parameter AIA depends on properties of the given galaxy population as well as redshift.
The analysis of numerical simulations, however, demonstrated that for fixed galaxy/halo properties,
AIA is nearly redshift-independent [101]. We thus treat AIA as a constant throughout this paper.
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Next, the cosmic velocity field is linearly related to the density field through the continuity

equation [97, 98]. The observable is the line-of-sight component of the velocity, vk, and we have
vk(k; z) = if(z)µaH�m(k; z)/k in Fourier space. Unlike the density field, the velocity field in redshift
space is not a↵ected by RSD in linear theory [27]. The kSZ e↵ect measures the temperature distortion
of CMB, �T (k; z) = (T0⌧/c)vk(k; z) = Kv(k; z)�m(k; z), where

Kv(k, µ; z) = i
T0⌧

c

f(z)µaH(z)

k
, (3.2)

with ⌧ being the optical depth. In peculiar velocity surveys, one can directly measure the velocity
field vk rather than the temperature distortion, so that the velocity field can uniquely constrain f(z)
[98]. We, however, do not consider observables from peculiar velocity surveys in this study because
the observation is limited to the nearby universe (z ⇡ 0) while we consider joint constraints with
other probes from a single observation of the LSS. Thus, throughout this paper we refer the velocity
field as the temperature distortion �T .

Finally, we use ellipticities of galaxies as a tracer of the tidal field. The two-component ellipticity
of galaxies is defined as

�(+,⇥)(x) =
1� q

1 + q
(cos (2�x), sin (2�x)) , (3.3)

where �x is the position angle of the major axis relative to the reference axis, defined on the plane
normal to the line-of-sight direction, and q is the minor-to-major axis ratio of a galaxy shape. We set
q to zero for simplicity [49]. The linear alignment (LA) model linearly relates the ellipticity field to
the tidal gravitational field [43, 45, 57, 72]. Adopting the LA model, the ellipticity is related to the
underlying density field in Fourier space as

�(+,⇥)(k; z) = bK(z)
�
k
2
x
� k

2
y
, 2kxky

� �m(k; z)

k2
. (3.4)

Just like the velocity field, the ellipticity field is not a↵ected by RSD in linear theory [57]. We then
define E-/B-modes, �E,B , which are the rotation-invariant decomposition of the ellipticity field [99],

�E(k; z) + i�B(k; z) = e
�2i�k {�+(k; z) + i�⇥(k; z)} , (3.5)

where �k is the azimuthal angle of the wavevector projected on the celestial sphere (Note that �k

has nothing to do with the directional cosine of the wavevector, and thus �k 6= cos�1
µ). By writing

�E(k; z) = KE(µ; z)�m(k; z), we have

KE(µ; z) = bK(z)(1� µ
2). (3.6)

We introduce a more convenient parameterization of the amplitude of IA, as [e.g., 100, 101]

bK(z) = 0.01344AIA(z)⌦m/D(z), (3.7)

where the parameter AIA depends on properties of the given galaxy population as well as redshift.
The analysis of numerical simulations, however, demonstrated that for fixed galaxy/halo properties,
AIA is nearly redshift-independent [101]. We thus treat AIA as a constant throughout this paper.

– 4 –

Probes Statistics Abbreviations
Clustering Pgg g

kSZ Pvv v

IA PEE E

Clustering+IA Pgg + PgE + PEE g + E

Clustering+kSZ Pgg + Pgv + Pvv g + v

IA+kSZ PEE + PvE + Pvv v + E

Clustering+IA+kSZ Pgg + Pgv + Pvv + PEE + PgE + PvE g + v + E

Table 1. Statistics and their abbreviations considered for given probes. When two e↵ects are considered, A
and B, we use not only the auto-correlations (PAA and PBB) but also the cross correlation, PAB .

3.2 Linear power spectra of the three fields

As summarized in the previous subsection, the three fields, density, velocity and ellipticity, are related
through the matter field linearly with the coe�cients, Kg, Kv and KE , respectively. With these we
can construct the auto-power spectra of these fields and their cross-power spectra. We have six power
spectra of galaxies in total, and the full 2-dimensional anisotropic power spectra in redshift space
[57, 102–104], Pij(k; z) = Pij(k, µ; z) with i, j = {g, v, E}, can then be described by a concise form,

Pij(k, µ; z) = Ki(k, µ; z)Kj(k, µ; z)Plin(k; z), (3.8)

where Plin(k; z) is the real-space matter power spectrum in linear theory. The normalization of the
density fluctuation is characterized by the �8 parameter, defined by the linear RMS density fluctuation
within a sphere of radius 8h�1Mpc, and thus Plin(k; z) / �

2
8(z). While each of the three auto-power

spectra, Pgg, Pvv and PEE , can be measured from each of the three individual probes, namely galaxy
clustering, kSZ and IA, respectively, the cross-power spectra become measurable only when two
probes are simultaneously considered.1 Particularly, the correlation between velocity and ellipticity
field, PvE , has been proposed recently by our earlier studies and it can be probed by the joint analysis
of the kSZ (or peculiar velocities) and IA e↵ects [57, 58, 70–72, 105]. Table 1 summarizes all the
statistics used in this paper.

To measure the power spectra, the observed redshift of each galaxy needs to be converted into
the comoving distance by assuming a reference cosmology in equation (2.1), which causes a geometric
distortion in the measured power spectra, known as the Alcock-Paczynski (AP) e↵ect [106]. This AP
e↵ect has been extensively investigated for the galaxy power spectrum in redshift space [102, 103, 107,
108]. The AP e↵ect on the kSZ and IA statistics has been studied relatively recently by Refs. [30]
and [59], respectively. All the six observed power spectra, P obs

ij
, are related to the true ones through

the relation,

P
obs
ij

⇣
k
fid
? , k

fid
k ; z

⌘
=

H(z)

Hfid(z)

⇢
D

fid
A (z)

DA(z)

�2

Pij

�
k?, kk; z

�
, (3.9)

where k? and kk are the wavenumber perpendicular and parallel to the line of sight, (k?, kk) =

k(
p

1� µ2, µ), Dfid
A (z) and H

fid are the angular diameter distance and expansion rate computed using
the assumed fiducial cosmological parameters, and k

fid
k = kkH

fid(z)/H(z) and k
fid
? = DA(z)/Dfid

A (z).

The prefactor H(z)
Hfid(z)

n
D

fid
A (z)

DA(z)

o2
accounts for the di↵erence in the cosmic volume in di↵erent cosmolo-

gies.
As formulated above, Kg, Kv and KE contain two (b, f), two (⌧, f), and one (AIA) parameters,

respectively, and all the power spectra depend on (H,DA). Thus, we have six parameters in total,
✓↵ = (b�8, AIA�8, ⌧, f�8, H,DA), where the first three are nuisance parameters that we want to
marginalize over and the latter three parameters contain cosmological information.

1Note that this terminology is di↵erent from that used in past studies: while in this paper the kSZ and IA power
spectra stand for only Pvv and PEE , respectively, the past studies included the cross-power spectrum with density field,
Pgv and PgE , into kSZ and IA spectra.
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Table 1. Statistics and their abbreviations considered for given probes. When two e↵ects are considered, A
and B, we use not only the auto-correlations (PAA and PBB) but also the cross correlation, PAB .

3.2 Linear power spectra of the three fields

As summarized in the previous subsection, the three fields, density, velocity and ellipticity, are related
through the matter field linearly with the coe�cients, Kg, Kv and KE , respectively. With these we
can construct the auto-power spectra of these fields and their cross-power spectra. We have six power
spectra of galaxies in total, and the full 2-dimensional anisotropic power spectra in redshift space
[57, 102–104], Pij(k; z) = Pij(k, µ; z) with i, j = {g, v, E}, can then be described by a concise form,

Pij(k, µ; z) = Ki(k, µ; z)Kj(k, µ; z)Plin(k; z), (3.8)

where Plin(k; z) is the real-space matter power spectrum in linear theory. The normalization of the
density fluctuation is characterized by the �8 parameter, defined by the linear RMS density fluctuation
within a sphere of radius 8h�1Mpc, and thus Plin(k; z) / �

2
8(z). While each of the three auto-power

spectra, Pgg, Pvv and PEE , can be measured from each of the three individual probes, namely galaxy
clustering, kSZ and IA, respectively, the cross-power spectra become measurable only when two
probes are simultaneously considered.1 Particularly, the correlation between velocity and ellipticity
field, PvE , has been proposed recently by our earlier studies and it can be probed by the joint analysis
of the kSZ (or peculiar velocities) and IA e↵ects [57, 58, 70–72, 105]. Table 1 summarizes all the
statistics used in this paper.

To measure the power spectra, the observed redshift of each galaxy needs to be converted into
the comoving distance by assuming a reference cosmology in equation (2.1), which causes a geometric
distortion in the measured power spectra, known as the Alcock-Paczynski (AP) e↵ect [106]. This AP
e↵ect has been extensively investigated for the galaxy power spectrum in redshift space [102, 103, 107,
108]. The AP e↵ect on the kSZ and IA statistics has been studied relatively recently by Refs. [30]
and [59], respectively. All the six observed power spectra, P obs
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, are related to the true ones through

the relation,
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where k? and kk are the wavenumber perpendicular and parallel to the line of sight, (k?, kk) =

k(
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1� µ2, µ), Dfid
A (z) and H

fid are the angular diameter distance and expansion rate computed using
the assumed fiducial cosmological parameters, and k
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The prefactor H(z)
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accounts for the di↵erence in the cosmic volume in di↵erent cosmolo-

gies.
As formulated above, Kg, Kv and KE contain two (b, f), two (⌧, f), and one (AIA) parameters,

respectively, and all the power spectra depend on (H,DA). Thus, we have six parameters in total,
✓↵ = (b�8, AIA�8, ⌧, f�8, H,DA), where the first three are nuisance parameters that we want to
marginalize over and the latter three parameters contain cosmological information.

1Note that this terminology is di↵erent from that used in past studies: while in this paper the kSZ and IA power
spectra stand for only Pvv and PEE , respectively, the past studies included the cross-power spectrum with density field,
Pgv and PgE , into kSZ and IA spectra.
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3.1 Density, velocity and ellipticity fields

The density field of galaxies in redshift space, which is a direct observable in galaxy redshift surveys,
is linearly related to the underlying density field of matter in real space on large scales, �S

g
(k; z) =

Kg(µ; z)�m(k; z), where the superscript S denotes a quantity defined in redshift space and �i(k; z) is
the Fourier counterpart of �i(x; z) in equation (2.6). The factor Kg is the linear RSD factor [5, 94, 95],

Kg(µ; z) = bg(z) + f(z)µ2
, (3.1)

where bg is the galaxy bias [96] and µ is the directional cosine between the wavevector and line-of-sight

direction, µ = k̂ · ẑ, with a hat denoting a unit vector.
Next, the cosmic velocity field is linearly related to the density field through the continuity

equation [97, 98]. The observable is the line-of-sight component of the velocity, vk, and we have
vk(k; z) = if(z)µaH�m(k; z)/k in Fourier space. Unlike the density field, the velocity field in redshift
space is not a↵ected by RSD in linear theory [27]. The kSZ e↵ect measures the temperature distortion
of CMB, �T (k; z) = (T0⌧/c)vk(k; z) = Kv(k; z)�m(k; z), where

Kv(k, µ; z) = i
T0⌧

c

f(z)µaH(z)

k
, (3.2)

with ⌧ being the optical depth. In peculiar velocity surveys, one can directly measure the velocity
field vk rather than the temperature distortion, so that the velocity field can uniquely constrain f(z)
[98]. We, however, do not consider observables from peculiar velocity surveys in this study because
the observation is limited to the nearby universe (z ⇡ 0) while we consider joint constraints with
other probes from a single observation of the LSS. Thus, throughout this paper we refer the velocity
field as the temperature distortion �T .

Finally, we use ellipticities of galaxies as a tracer of the tidal field. The two-component ellipticity
of galaxies is defined as

�(+,⇥)(x) =
1� q

1 + q
(cos (2�x), sin (2�x)) , (3.3)

where �x is the position angle of the major axis relative to the reference axis, defined on the plane
normal to the line-of-sight direction, and q is the minor-to-major axis ratio of a galaxy shape. We set
q to zero for simplicity [49]. The linear alignment (LA) model linearly relates the ellipticity field to
the tidal gravitational field [43, 45, 57, 72]. Adopting the LA model, the ellipticity is related to the
underlying density field in Fourier space as

�(+,⇥)(k; z) = bK(z)
�
k
2
x
� k
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, 2kxky

� �m(k; z)

k2
. (3.4)

Just like the velocity field, the ellipticity field is not a↵ected by RSD in linear theory [57]. We then
define E-/B-modes, �E,B , which are the rotation-invariant decomposition of the ellipticity field [99],

�E(k; z) + i�B(k; z) = e
�2i�k {�+(k; z) + i�⇥(k; z)} , (3.5)

where �k is the azimuthal angle of the wavevector projected on the celestial sphere (Note that �k

has nothing to do with the directional cosine of the wavevector, and thus �k 6= cos�1
µ). By writing

�E(k; z) = KE(µ; z)�m(k; z), we have

KE(µ; z) = bK(z)(1� µ
2). (3.6)

We introduce a more convenient parameterization of the amplitude of IA, as [e.g., 100, 101]

bK(z) = 0.01344AIA(z)⌦m/D(z), (3.7)

where the parameter AIA depends on properties of the given galaxy population as well as redshift.
The analysis of numerical simulations, however, demonstrated that for fixed galaxy/halo properties,
AIA is nearly redshift-independent [101]. We thus treat AIA as a constant throughout this paper.
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Probes Statistics Abbreviations
Clustering Pgg g

kSZ Pvv v

IA PEE E

Clustering+IA Pgg + PgE + PEE g + E

Clustering+kSZ Pgg + Pgv + Pvv g + v

IA+kSZ PEE + PvE + Pvv v + E

Clustering+IA+kSZ Pgg + Pgv + Pvv + PEE + PgE + PvE g + v + E

Table 1. Statistics and their abbreviations considered for given probes. When two e↵ects are considered, A
and B, we use not only the auto-correlations (PAA and PBB) but also the cross correlation, PAB .

3.2 Linear power spectra of the three fields

As summarized in the previous subsection, the three fields, density, velocity and ellipticity, are related
through the matter field linearly with the coe�cients, Kg, Kv and KE , respectively. With these we
can construct the auto-power spectra of these fields and their cross-power spectra. We have six power
spectra of galaxies in total, and the full 2-dimensional anisotropic power spectra in redshift space
[57, 102–104], Pij(k; z) = Pij(k, µ; z) with i, j = {g, v, E}, can then be described by a concise form,

Pij(k, µ; z) = Ki(k, µ; z)Kj(k, µ; z)Plin(k; z), (3.8)

where Plin(k; z) is the real-space matter power spectrum in linear theory. The normalization of the
density fluctuation is characterized by the �8 parameter, defined by the linear RMS density fluctuation
within a sphere of radius 8h�1Mpc, and thus Plin(k; z) / �

2
8(z). While each of the three auto-power

spectra, Pgg, Pvv and PEE , can be measured from each of the three individual probes, namely galaxy
clustering, kSZ and IA, respectively, the cross-power spectra become measurable only when two
probes are simultaneously considered.1 Particularly, the correlation between velocity and ellipticity
field, PvE , has been proposed recently by our earlier studies and it can be probed by the joint analysis
of the kSZ (or peculiar velocities) and IA e↵ects [57, 58, 70–72, 105]. Table 1 summarizes all the
statistics used in this paper.

To measure the power spectra, the observed redshift of each galaxy needs to be converted into
the comoving distance by assuming a reference cosmology in equation (2.1), which causes a geometric
distortion in the measured power spectra, known as the Alcock-Paczynski (AP) e↵ect [106]. This AP
e↵ect has been extensively investigated for the galaxy power spectrum in redshift space [102, 103, 107,
108]. The AP e↵ect on the kSZ and IA statistics has been studied relatively recently by Refs. [30]
and [59], respectively. All the six observed power spectra, P obs

ij
, are related to the true ones through

the relation,

P
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k
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⌘
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where k? and kk are the wavenumber perpendicular and parallel to the line of sight, (k?, kk) =

k(
p

1� µ2, µ), Dfid
A (z) and H

fid are the angular diameter distance and expansion rate computed using
the assumed fiducial cosmological parameters, and k

fid
k = kkH

fid(z)/H(z) and k
fid
? = DA(z)/Dfid

A (z).

The prefactor H(z)
Hfid(z)

n
D

fid
A (z)

DA(z)

o2
accounts for the di↵erence in the cosmic volume in di↵erent cosmolo-

gies.
As formulated above, Kg, Kv and KE contain two (b, f), two (⌧, f), and one (AIA) parameters,

respectively, and all the power spectra depend on (H,DA). Thus, we have six parameters in total,
✓↵ = (b�8, AIA�8, ⌧, f�8, H,DA), where the first three are nuisance parameters that we want to
marginalize over and the latter three parameters contain cosmological information.

1Note that this terminology is di↵erent from that used in past studies: while in this paper the kSZ and IA power
spectra stand for only Pvv and PEE , respectively, the past studies included the cross-power spectrum with density field,
Pgv and PgE , into kSZ and IA spectra.
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Probes Statistics Abbreviations
Clustering Pgg g

kSZ Pvv v

IA PEE E

Clustering+IA Pgg + PgE + PEE g + E

Clustering+kSZ Pgg + Pgv + Pvv g + v

IA+kSZ PEE + PvE + Pvv v + E

Clustering+IA+kSZ Pgg + Pgv + Pvv + PEE + PgE + PvE g + v + E

Table 1. Statistics and their abbreviations considered for given probes. When two e↵ects are considered, A
and B, we use not only the auto-correlations (PAA and PBB) but also the cross correlation, PAB .

3.2 Linear power spectra of the three fields

As summarized in the previous subsection, the three fields, density, velocity and ellipticity, are related
through the matter field linearly with the coe�cients, Kg, Kv and KE , respectively. With these we
can construct the auto-power spectra of these fields and their cross-power spectra. We have six power
spectra of galaxies in total, and the full 2-dimensional anisotropic power spectra in redshift space
[57, 102–104], Pij(k; z) = Pij(k, µ; z) with i, j = {g, v, E}, can then be described by a concise form,

Pij(k, µ; z) = Ki(k, µ; z)Kj(k, µ; z)Plin(k; z), (3.8)

where Plin(k; z) is the real-space matter power spectrum in linear theory. The normalization of the
density fluctuation is characterized by the �8 parameter, defined by the linear RMS density fluctuation
within a sphere of radius 8h�1Mpc, and thus Plin(k; z) / �

2
8(z). While each of the three auto-power

spectra, Pgg, Pvv and PEE , can be measured from each of the three individual probes, namely galaxy
clustering, kSZ and IA, respectively, the cross-power spectra become measurable only when two
probes are simultaneously considered.1 Particularly, the correlation between velocity and ellipticity
field, PvE , has been proposed recently by our earlier studies and it can be probed by the joint analysis
of the kSZ (or peculiar velocities) and IA e↵ects [57, 58, 70–72, 105]. Table 1 summarizes all the
statistics used in this paper.

To measure the power spectra, the observed redshift of each galaxy needs to be converted into
the comoving distance by assuming a reference cosmology in equation (2.1), which causes a geometric
distortion in the measured power spectra, known as the Alcock-Paczynski (AP) e↵ect [106]. This AP
e↵ect has been extensively investigated for the galaxy power spectrum in redshift space [102, 103, 107,
108]. The AP e↵ect on the kSZ and IA statistics has been studied relatively recently by Refs. [30]
and [59], respectively. All the six observed power spectra, P obs
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, are related to the true ones through

the relation,
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where k? and kk are the wavenumber perpendicular and parallel to the line of sight, (k?, kk) =

k(
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1� µ2, µ), Dfid
A (z) and H

fid are the angular diameter distance and expansion rate computed using
the assumed fiducial cosmological parameters, and k
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? = DA(z)/Dfid

A (z).

The prefactor H(z)
Hfid(z)
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accounts for the di↵erence in the cosmic volume in di↵erent cosmolo-

gies.
As formulated above, Kg, Kv and KE contain two (b, f), two (⌧, f), and one (AIA) parameters,

respectively, and all the power spectra depend on (H,DA). Thus, we have six parameters in total,
✓↵ = (b�8, AIA�8, ⌧, f�8, H,DA), where the first three are nuisance parameters that we want to
marginalize over and the latter three parameters contain cosmological information.

1Note that this terminology is di↵erent from that used in past studies: while in this paper the kSZ and IA power
spectra stand for only Pvv and PEE , respectively, the past studies included the cross-power spectrum with density field,
Pgv and PgE , into kSZ and IA spectra.
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Amplitude (nuisance) 
parameters

Dynamical and 
geometric quantities

Redshift survey      
(galaxy density field)

Imaging survey      
(galaxy shape field)

kSZ (CMB) map      
(galaxy velocity field)

Pgg PEE

Pvv

PgE

Pgv

PvE



Fisher matrix formalism

• 6 x 6 Gaussian covariance matrix

• Poisson shot noise

shot noise terms, �v in Pvv and �� in PEE , are the velocity dispersion and shape noise of galaxies,
respectively. Using perturbation theory, �v can be evaluated at z = 0 as

(fD�v)
2 =

1

3

Z
d
3
q

(2⇡)3
P✓✓(q; z)

q2
, (3.14)

where P✓✓ is the power spectrum of velocity divergence and linear theory predicts �v ' 600km/s [111].
The parameter RN is the inverse signal-to-noise ratio of the kSZ temperature fluctuations [30]. The
rms noise for the kSZ measurement of the CMB-S4 experiment is h�T i ⇠ 2µK, leading to RN ⇠ 10
[30].

3.4 Fisher matrix formalism

To quantify the constraining power for the dynamical and geometric parameters above and cosmo-
logical parameters, we use the Fisher matrix formalism, which has been widely used in cosmology
[103, 112, 113]. Among many references, the two most relevant works are Taruya & Okumura [59]
and Sugiyama, Okumura & Spergel [30], who performed forecast studies based on the observations of
IA and kSZ, respectively.

The Fisher matrix element for two parameters, ✓↵ and ✓� , can be calculated as

F↵� =
Vs

4⇡2

Z
kmax

kmin

dkk
2

Z 1

�1
dµ

NPX

a,b=1

@Pa(k, µ)

@✓↵

⇥
Cov�1

⇤
ab

@Pb(k, µ)

@✓�
, (3.15)

where Vs is the comoving survey volume for a given redshift range, zmin  z  zmax, and kmin and
kmax are the minimum and maximum wavenumbers for our analysis, respectively. When only one
power spectrum, Pgg, PEE or Pvv, is used for the analysis, namely when NP = 1, the covariance
matrix is reduced to the power spectrum squared (see equation (3.12)).

Error bounds of given parameters are obtained by inverting the Fisher matrix and take the
submatrix; for example, when one wants to extract the two-dimensional error contours for ✓↵ and ✓� ,
one can take the 2⇥2 submatrix, C↵� ⌘ [F ]�1

↵�
, and to obtain the one-dimensional marginalized error

bar on a parameter ✓↵, one can take �
2
↵
⌘ [F ]�1

↵↵
(see Ref. [103] for details).

The original Fisher matrix is defined for the parameters ✓ directly determined from the geometric
and dynamical distortions. We can project the matrix into new parameter space of interest,

SAB =
X

↵,�

@✓↵

@pA
F↵�

@✓�

@pB
, (3.16)

where pA is the set of parameters in new parameter space, i.e., model-dependent cosmological param-
eter space for our case. Once again, the uncertainties of the parameters can be obtained by taking
the submatrix, e.g., CAB ⌘ [S]�1

AB
, �2

A
⌘ [S]�1

AA
, etc.

For a further discussion of the performance in constraining power of parameters in given surveys,
let us define the Figure-of-merit (FoM) for a parameter set,

FoM =
�
det(F↵�)

 1/N✓
, FoM =

�
det(SAB)

 1/Np
, (3.17)

where quantities with the bar, F and S, denote N✓ ⇥ N✓ and Np ⇥ Np submatrices of F and S,
respectively, constructed through the inversion described above. In the definition provided in Ref.
[114], N✓ = Np = 2 and the obtained FoM describes the inverse of the area of the error contour in the
marginalized parameter plane for two parameters. Here, the FOM is defined for the arbitrary number
of parameters, and the obtained value corresponds to a mean radius of the N✓ (or Np) dimensional
volume of the errors.
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3.2.1 Contribution of gravitational lensing to PEE

In the presence of the lensing e↵ect, the observed E-mode ellipticity field �E(k; z) is divided into

two pieces, i.e., �E = �
(I)
E + �

(GL)
E , where the former is originated from the IA we introduced in the

previous section and the latter represents the lens-induced ellipticities. Then, the resultant (auto)
E-mode power spectrum at a given redshift z is expressed as

PEE(k; z) = P
(I)
EE

(k; z) + P
(GL)
EE

(k; z). (3.10)

In principle, there exists the cross talk between IA and lensing, i.e., the gravitational shear–intrinsic
ellipticity (GI) correlation. Also, the lens-induced ellipticities have some correlations with galaxy

density fields, P (GL)
gE

. However, these cross talks become non-vanishing only if we take the correlation
between di↵erent z-slices. Since the geometric and dynamical constraints considered in our paper are
obtained at each z-slice, we do not take the cross correlation between di↵erent z-slices, and thus the

impact of lensing contributions appears only through P
(GL)
EE

.
The lens-induced E-mode power spectrum is analytically expressed as an integral of the comoving

distance under the Limber approximation [e.g. 109, 110]

P
(GL)
EE

(k; z) =

✓
3

2

⌦mH
2
0

c2

◆2

|Wk(kk)|2
Z 1

0
d�

0�
w
�
�
0;�(z)

� 2
n
�(z)

�0

o2
Plin

✓
�(z)

�0 k?; z(�
0)

◆
, (3.11)

where the lensing kernel w(�0;�) is given by w(�0;�) = (���
0)�0

a(�0) � ⇥(���
0), ⇥(x) is the Heaviside step

function, and Wk(kk) is the Fourier counter part of the survey window function along the line-of-sight
direction,Wk(xk). This expression corresponds to Eq. (15) of Ref. [110], ignoring the transverse survey
window function W? and setting the factor (5s� 2) to unity. We discuss this lensing contribution to
our cosmological parameter estimation in section 5.2.

3.3 Covariance matrix

In total, we have six power spectra, Pa = (Pgg, PEE , Pvv, PgE , Pgv, PvE), from the three probes of
LSS, namely galaxy clustering, kSZ and IA. Thus, the number of the power spectra used in our
analysis, NP , is NP = 1, 3 or 6, depending on how many probes we want to consider simultaneously
(see table 1). Correspondingly, the covariance matrix Covab becomes a NP ⇥NP matrix, defined as
Covab = hPaPbi�hPai hPbi, for a given wavevector, k = (k, µ). The full 6⇥6 covariance matrix reads

Covab(k, µ) =
2

66666664

2{ ePgg}2 2{PgE}2 2{Pgv}2 2 ePggPgE 2 ePggPgv 2PgvPgE

2{PgE}2 2{ ePEE}2 2{PvE}2 2PgE
ePEE 2PgEPvE 2 ePEEPvE

2{Pgv}2 2{PvE}2 2{ ePvv}2 2PgvPvE 2 ePvvPgv 2PvE
ePvv

2 ePggPgE 2PgE
ePEE 2PgvPvE

ePgg
ePEE + {PgE}2 ePggPvE + PgEPgv Pgv

ePEE + PgEPvE

2 ePggPgv 2PgEPvE 2 ePvvPgv
ePggPvE + PgEPgv

ePgg
ePvv + {Pgv}2 PgE

ePvv + PgvPvE

2PgvPgE 2 ePEEPvE 2PvE
ePvv Pgv

ePEE + PgEPvE PgE
ePvv + PgvPvE

ePEE
ePvv + {PvE}2

3

77777775

,

(3.12)

where ePii = ePii(k, µ; z) denotes an auto-power spectrum (i = {g, v, E}) including the shot noise. If
we assume the Poisson shot noise, we have

ePgg = Pgg +
1

ng

, ePvv = Pvv +
�
1 +R

2
N

�✓T0⌧

c

◆2 (fD�v)2

nv

, ePEE = PEE +
�
2
�

n�

, (3.13)

where the quantities ng, nv and n� are the number density of the galaxy density, velocity and shape
samples, respectively. Though we explicitly use di↵erent notations for these three samples, ng =
nv = n� when one considers a single galaxy population for the analysis. The two � quantities in the
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where ePii = ePii(k, µ; z) denotes an auto-power spectrum (i = {g, v, E}) including the shot noise.
Assuming the Poisson shot noise, we have

ePgg = Pgg +
1

ng

, ePvv = Pvv +
�
1 +R

2
N

�✓T0⌧

c

◆2 (f�v)2

nv

, ePEE = PEE +
�
2
�

n�

, (3.11)

where the quantities ng, nv and n� are the number density of the galaxies obtained from galaxy
clustering, kSZ and IA observations, respectively. Though di↵erent notations are explicitly used for
these three samples, ng = nv = n� when one considers a single galaxy population for the analysis. In
the shot noise terms of Pvv and PEE , there appear factors �v and �� , which respectively represent
the velocity dispersion and shape noise of galaxies, respectively. Using perturbation theory, �v can
be evaluated as

(f�v)
2 =

1

3

Z
d
3
q

(2⇡)3
P✓✓(q; z)

q2
, (3.12)

where P✓✓ is the power spectrum of velocity divergence. In the limit of linear theory, we have P✓✓ =
Plin, and in the standard cosmological model, it is predicted to give �v,lin ' 600D(z) km/s [110].
Finally, the parameter RN is the inverse signal-to-noise ratio of the kSZ temperature fluctuations
[30]. The rms noise for the kSZ measurement of the CMB-S4 experiment is h�T i ⇠ 2µK, leading to
RN ⇠ 10 [30].

3.4 Fisher matrix formalism

To quantify the constraining power for the dynamical and geometric parameters above and cosmo-
logical parameters, we use the Fisher matrix formalism. Although forecast studies with the Fisher
matrix have been widely performed in cosmology, there is a limited number of relevant works that
consider the kSZ and IA observations to constrain cosmology, specifically through the RSD and AP
e↵ect. One is the paper by Sugiyama, Okumura & Spergel [30], who discussed a benefit of using kSZ
observations. Another paper is Taruya & Okumura [59], who demonstrated that combining galaxy
clustering with IA observations is beneficial and improves geometric and dynamical constraints. The
present paper complements these two previous works, and further put forward the forecast study by
combining all three probes.

Given a set of parameters to be estimated, {✓↵}, where ↵ = 1, · · · , N✓, and provided a set of
observed power spectra {Pa}, the Fisher matrix is evaluated with

F↵� =
Vs

4⇡2

Z
kmax

kmin

dkk
2

Z 1

�1
dµ

NPX

a,b=1

@Pa(k, µ)

@✓↵

⇥
Cov�1

⇤
ab

@Pb(k, µ)

@✓�
, (3.13)

where Vs is the comoving survey volume for a given redshift range, zmin  z  zmax, and kmin and
kmax are respectively the minimum and maximum wavenumbers used for cosmological data analysis,

the former of which is specified with the survey volume by kmin = 2⇡/V 1/3
s . Note that for the analysis

using a single probe (NP = 1), namely when we consider either of Pgg, PEE or Pvv, the covariance
matrix Covab is reduced to the power spectrum squared (see equation (3.10)).
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HSC
PFS

Subaru (NAOJ)

Survey setup
• Assume a PFS-like emission line galaxy (ELG) survey

• Parameters from PFS white 
paper (Takada et al 2014)

• Intrinsic alignment:
• Beautiful galaxy images are obtained thanks to Hyper Suprime-Cam 

(HSC), σγ=0.2.
• Shi et al (2021) proposed an estimator to directly detect IA of host 

halos using the observation of ELGs, AIA = 18.

• kSZ:
• CMB-S4, which is completely overlapped with the area of the PFS
• Fiducial values: linear theory for σv, and the inverse S/N of the kSZ 

temperature fluctuations RN = 10 (Sugiyama et al 2017).

Redshift Volume Vs 104n bg

zmin zmax (h�3Gpc3) (h3Mpc�3)
0.6 0.8 0.59 1.9 1.18
0.8 1.0 0.79 6.0 1.26
1.0 1.2 0.96 5.8 1.34
1.2 1.4 1.09 7.8 1.42
1.4 1.6 1.19 5.5 1.50
1.6 2.0 2.58 3.1 1.62
2.0 2.4 2.71 2.7 1.78

Table 2. Expected volume, number density and
bias of emission line galaxies for given redshift
ranges, zmin  z  zmax of the deep (PFS-like)
survey, taken from Ref. [18].

Redshift Volume Vs 104n bg

zmin zmax (h�3Gpc3) (h3Mpc�3)
0.9 1.1 7.94 6.86 1.46
1.1 1.3 9.15 5.58 1.61
1.3 1.5 10.05 4.21 1.75
1.5 1.8 16.22 2.61 1.90

Table 3. Same as table 2 but for the wide
(Euclid-like) survey, taken from Ref. [22].

from a galaxy survey, while the velocity field is inferred by observing the CMB temperature distortion
at the angular position of each galaxy.

As we mentioned in section 1, there are a number of planned spectroscopic galaxy surveys aiming
at constraining cosmology with a high precision. These surveys are generally categorized into the two
types: (narrow but) deep surveys and (shallow but) wide surveys. In the Fisher matrix analysis below,
we consider the Subaru PFS and Euclid as examples of deep and wide surveys, respectively, both of
which target emission line galaxies (ELG) as a tracer of the LSS. Tables 2 and 3 show the redshift
range, survey volume, and number density and bias of the ELG samples for the PFS [18] and Euclid
[22], respectively. Ref. [69] has proposed an estimator to directly detect IA of host halos using the
observation of the ELGs. In the forecast analysis presented below, we consider that the power spectra
related to the IA are measured with this estimator.2 Following the result of Ref. [69], we set the
fiducial value of the IA amplitude to AIA = 18, assuming its redshift independence. The PFS galaxy
sample provides high-quality shape information thanks to the imaging survey of the HSC [74, 75], and
we thus set the shape noise, �� , to �� = 0.2 for the deep survey [112]. For the wide survey, following
Ref. [22], we set it to �� = 0.3. We will discuss the e↵ect of changing the fiducial values of AIA and
�� in section 5.

Similarly to the forecast study of the kSZ e↵ect in Ref. [30], we consider CMB-S4 [76] as a
CMB experiment for the expected observation of the kSZ e↵ect. While the angular area of the PFS
is completely overlapped with that of the CMB-S4, the half of the Euclid area is covered by the
CMB-S4 [113]. Thus, when considering the statistics related to the kSZ e↵ect, namely Pvv, Pgv and
PvE , in the wide survey, the elements of the covariance matrix for these statistics are multiplied by
two. Furthermore, the values of kmin for these terms become larger by the factor of 21/3. We choose
RN = 10 as our fiducial choice, following Ref. [30]. For the velocity dispersion, we use the liner theory
value as a fiducial value, �v = �v,lin. The combination of (1 +R

2
N)�

2
v
contributes to the shot noise of

the kSZ power spectrum. We will test the e↵ect of these choices in section 5.
In the following analysis, we assume the spatially flat ⇤CDM model as our fiducial model [114]:

⌦m = 1�⌦DE = 0.315, ⌦K = 0, w0 = �1, wa = 0, H0 = 67.3 [km/s/Mpc] and the present-day value
of �8 to be �8 = 0.8309. For computation of the linear power spectrum in equation (3.8), Plin(k; z),
we use the publicly-available CAMB code [115]. When we consider the model which allows deviation
of the structure growth from GR prediction, we set the fiducial value of � in equation (2.8) to be
consistent with GR, � = 0.545.

Finally, the maximum wavenumber of the power spectra used for the cosmological analysis with
the Fisher matrix is set to kmax = 0.2hMpc�1. While forecast results with this choice, presented
below as our main results, give tight geometrical and dynamical constraints, we also consider in

2Even though we use elliptical galaxies as a tracer of the tidal field as in the conventional analysis, we can present
a similar analysis based on luminous red galaxy samples from, i.e., DESI, and the main results below will not change
qualitatively (e.g., [59]).
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3.1 Density, velocity and ellipticity fields

The density field of galaxies in redshift space, which is a direct observable in galaxy redshift surveys,
is linearly related to the underlying density field of matter in real space on large scales, �S

g
(k; z) =

Kg(µ; z)�m(k; z), where the superscript S denotes a quantity defined in redshift space and �i(k; z) is
the Fourier counterpart of �i(x; z) in equation (2.6). The factor Kg is the linear RSD factor [5, 94, 95],

Kg(µ; z) = bg(z) + f(z)µ2
, (3.1)

where bg is the galaxy bias [96] and µ is the directional cosine between the wavevector and line-of-sight

direction, µ = k̂ · ẑ, with a hat denoting a unit vector.
Next, the cosmic velocity field is linearly related to the density field through the continuity

equation [97, 98]. The observable is the line-of-sight component of the velocity, vk, and we have
vk(k; z) = if(z)µaH�m(k; z)/k in Fourier space. Unlike the density field, the velocity field in redshift
space is not a↵ected by RSD in linear theory [27]. The kSZ e↵ect measures the temperature distortion
of CMB, �T (k; z) = (T0⌧/c)vk(k; z) = Kv(k; z)�m(k; z), where

Kv(k, µ; z) = i
T0⌧

c

f(z)µaH(z)

k
, (3.2)

with ⌧ being the optical depth. In peculiar velocity surveys, one can directly measure the velocity
field vk rather than the temperature distortion, so that the velocity field can uniquely constrain f(z)
[98]. We, however, do not consider observables from peculiar velocity surveys in this study because
the observation is limited to the nearby universe (z ⇡ 0) while we consider joint constraints with
other probes from a single observation of the LSS. Thus, throughout this paper we refer the velocity
field as the temperature distortion �T .

Finally, we use ellipticities of galaxies as a tracer of the tidal field. The two-component ellipticity
of galaxies is defined as

�(+,⇥)(x) =
1� q

1 + q
(cos (2�x), sin (2�x)) , (3.3)

where �x is the position angle of the major axis relative to the reference axis, defined on the plane
normal to the line-of-sight direction, and q is the minor-to-major axis ratio of a galaxy shape. We set
q to zero for simplicity [49]. The linear alignment (LA) model linearly relates the ellipticity field to
the tidal gravitational field [43, 45, 57, 72]. Adopting the LA model, the ellipticity is related to the
underlying density field in Fourier space as

�(+,⇥)(k; z) = bK(z)
�
k
2
x
� k

2
y
, 2kxky

� �m(k; z)

k2
. (3.4)

Just like the velocity field, the ellipticity field is not a↵ected by RSD in linear theory [57]. We then
define E-/B-modes, �E,B , which are the rotation-invariant decomposition of the ellipticity field [99],

�E(k; z) + i�B(k; z) = e
�2i�k {�+(k; z) + i�⇥(k; z)} , (3.5)

where �k is the azimuthal angle of the wavevector projected on the celestial sphere (Note that �k

has nothing to do with the directional cosine of the wavevector, and thus �k 6= cos�1
µ). By writing

�E(k; z) = KE(µ; z)�m(k; z), we have

KE(µ; z) = bK(z)(1� µ
2). (3.6)

We introduce a more convenient parameterization of the amplitude of IA, as [e.g., 100, 101]

bK(z) = 0.01344AIA(z)⌦m/D(z), (3.7)

where the parameter AIA depends on properties of the given galaxy population as well as redshift.
The analysis of numerical simulations, however, demonstrated that for fixed galaxy/halo properties,
AIA is nearly redshift-independent [101]. We thus treat AIA as a constant throughout this paper.
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space is not a↵ected by RSD in linear theory [27]. The kSZ e↵ect measures the temperature distortion
of CMB, �T (k; z) = (T0⌧/c)vk(k; z) = Kv(k; z)�m(k; z), where

Kv(k, µ; z) = i
T0⌧

c

f(z)µaH(z)

k
, (3.2)

with ⌧ being the optical depth. In peculiar velocity surveys, one can directly measure the velocity
field vk rather than the temperature distortion, so that the velocity field can uniquely constrain f(z)
[98]. We, however, do not consider observables from peculiar velocity surveys in this study because
the observation is limited to the nearby universe (z ⇡ 0) while we consider joint constraints with
other probes from a single observation of the LSS. Thus, throughout this paper we refer the velocity
field as the temperature distortion �T .

Finally, we use ellipticities of galaxies as a tracer of the tidal field. The two-component ellipticity
of galaxies is defined as

�(+,⇥)(x) =
1� q

1 + q
(cos (2�x), sin (2�x)) , (3.3)

where �x is the position angle of the major axis relative to the reference axis, defined on the plane
normal to the line-of-sight direction, and q is the minor-to-major axis ratio of a galaxy shape. We set
q to zero for simplicity [49]. The linear alignment (LA) model linearly relates the ellipticity field to
the tidal gravitational field [43, 45, 57, 72]. Adopting the LA model, the ellipticity is related to the
underlying density field in Fourier space as

�(+,⇥)(k; z) = bK(z)
�
k
2
x
� k

2
y
, 2kxky

� �m(k; z)

k2
. (3.4)

Just like the velocity field, the ellipticity field is not a↵ected by RSD in linear theory [57]. We then
define E-/B-modes, �E,B , which are the rotation-invariant decomposition of the ellipticity field [99],

�E(k; z) + i�B(k; z) = e
�2i�k {�+(k; z) + i�⇥(k; z)} , (3.5)

where �k is the azimuthal angle of the wavevector projected on the celestial sphere (Note that �k

has nothing to do with the directional cosine of the wavevector, and thus �k 6= cos�1
µ). By writing

�E(k; z) = KE(µ; z)�m(k; z), we have

KE(µ; z) = bK(z)(1� µ
2). (3.6)

We introduce a more convenient parameterization of the amplitude of IA, as [e.g., 100, 101]

bK(z) = 0.01344AIA(z)⌦m/D(z), (3.7)

where the parameter AIA depends on properties of the given galaxy population as well as redshift.
The analysis of numerical simulations, however, demonstrated that for fixed galaxy/halo properties,
AIA is nearly redshift-independent [101]. We thus treat AIA as a constant throughout this paper.
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Cosmological 
constraints (1)

• Projection of the Fisher matrix 
to the cosmological parameter 
space:

à

constant w, flat (ΩK= 0) model

shot noise terms, �v in Pvv and �� in PEE , are the velocity dispersion and shape noise of galaxies,
respectively. Using perturbation theory, �v can be evaluated at z = 0 as

(fD�v)
2 =

1

3

Z
d
3
q

(2⇡)3
P✓✓(q; z)

q2
, (3.14)

where P✓✓ is the power spectrum of velocity divergence and linear theory predicts �v ' 600km/s [111].
The parameter RN is the inverse signal-to-noise ratio of the kSZ temperature fluctuations [30]. The
rms noise for the kSZ measurement of the CMB-S4 experiment is h�T i ⇠ 2µK, leading to RN ⇠ 10
[30].

3.4 Fisher matrix formalism

To quantify the constraining power for the dynamical and geometric parameters above and cosmo-
logical parameters, we use the Fisher matrix formalism, which has been widely used in cosmology
[103, 112, 113]. Among many references, the two most relevant works are Taruya & Okumura [59]
and Sugiyama, Okumura & Spergel [30], who performed forecast studies based on the observations of
IA and kSZ, respectively.

The Fisher matrix element for two parameters, ✓↵ and ✓� , can be calculated as

F↵� =
Vs

4⇡2

Z
kmax

kmin

dkk
2

Z 1

�1
dµ

NPX

a,b=1

@Pa(k, µ)

@✓↵

⇥
Cov�1

⇤
ab

@Pb(k, µ)

@✓�
, (3.15)

where Vs is the comoving survey volume for a given redshift range, zmin  z  zmax, and kmin and
kmax are the minimum and maximum wavenumbers for our analysis, respectively. When only one
power spectrum, Pgg, PEE or Pvv, is used for the analysis, namely when NP = 1, the covariance
matrix is reduced to the power spectrum squared (see equation (3.12)).

Error bounds of given parameters are obtained by inverting the Fisher matrix and take the
submatrix; for example, when one wants to extract the two-dimensional error contours for ✓↵ and ✓� ,
one can take the 2⇥2 submatrix, C↵� ⌘ [F ]�1

↵�
, and to obtain the one-dimensional marginalized error

bar on a parameter ✓↵, one can take �
2
↵
⌘ [F ]�1

↵↵
(see Ref. [103] for details).

The original Fisher matrix is defined for the parameters ✓ directly determined from the geometric
and dynamical distortions. We can project the matrix into new parameter space of interest,

SAB =
X

↵,�

@✓↵

@pA
F↵�

@✓�

@pB
, (3.16)

where pA is the set of parameters in new parameter space, i.e., model-dependent cosmological param-
eter space for our case. Once again, the uncertainties of the parameters can be obtained by taking
the submatrix, e.g., CAB ⌘ [S]�1

AB
, �2

A
⌘ [S]�1

AA
, etc.

For a further discussion of the performance in constraining power of parameters in given surveys,
let us define the Figure-of-merit (FoM) for a parameter set,

FoM =
�
det(F↵�)

 1/N✓
, FoM =

�
det(SAB)

 1/Np
, (3.17)

where quantities with the bar, F and S, denote N✓ ⇥ N✓ and Np ⇥ Np submatrices of F and S,
respectively, constructed through the inversion described above. In the definition provided in Ref.
[114], N✓ = Np = 2 and the obtained FoM describes the inverse of the area of the error contour in the
marginalized parameter plane for two parameters. Here, the FOM is defined for the arbitrary number
of parameters, and the obtained value corresponds to a mean radius of the N✓ (or Np) dimensional
volume of the errors.

– 7 –

Probes Statistics Abbreviations
Clustering Pgg g

kSZ Pvv v

IA PEE E

Clustering+IA Pgg + PgE + PEE g + E

Clustering+kSZ Pgg + Pgv + Pvv g + v

IA+kSZ PEE + PvE + Pvv v + E

Clustering+IA+kSZ Pgg + Pgv + Pvv + PEE + PgE + PvE g + v + E

Table 1. Statistics and their abbreviations considered for given probes. When two e↵ects are considered, A
and B, we use not only the auto-correlations (PAA and PBB) but also the cross correlation, PAB .

3.2 Linear power spectra of the three fields

As summarized in the previous subsection, the three fields, density, velocity and ellipticity, are related
through the matter field linearly with the coe�cients, Kg, Kv and KE , respectively. With these we
can construct the auto-power spectra of these fields and their cross-power spectra. We have six power
spectra of galaxies in total, and the full 2-dimensional anisotropic power spectra in redshift space
[57, 102–104], Pij(k; z) = Pij(k, µ; z) with i, j = {g, v, E}, can then be described by a concise form,

Pij(k, µ; z) = Ki(k, µ; z)Kj(k, µ; z)Plin(k; z), (3.8)

where Plin(k; z) is the real-space matter power spectrum in linear theory. The normalization of the
density fluctuation is characterized by the �8 parameter, defined by the linear RMS density fluctuation
within a sphere of radius 8h�1Mpc, and thus Plin(k; z) / �

2
8(z). While each of the three auto-power

spectra, Pgg, Pvv and PEE , can be measured from each of the three individual probes, namely galaxy
clustering, kSZ and IA, respectively, the cross-power spectra become measurable only when two
probes are simultaneously considered.1 Particularly, the correlation between velocity and ellipticity
field, PvE , has been proposed recently by our earlier studies and it can be probed by the joint analysis
of the kSZ (or peculiar velocities) and IA e↵ects [57, 58, 70–72, 105]. Table 1 summarizes all the
statistics used in this paper.

To measure the power spectra, the observed redshift of each galaxy needs to be converted into
the comoving distance by assuming a reference cosmology in equation (2.1), which causes a geometric
distortion in the measured power spectra, known as the Alcock-Paczynski (AP) e↵ect [106]. This AP
e↵ect has been extensively investigated for the galaxy power spectrum in redshift space [102, 103, 107,
108]. The AP e↵ect on the kSZ and IA statistics has been studied relatively recently by Refs. [30]
and [59], respectively. All the six observed power spectra, P obs

ij
, are related to the true ones through

the relation,

P
obs
ij

⇣
k
fid
? , k

fid
k ; z

⌘
=

H(z)

Hfid(z)

⇢
D

fid
A (z)

DA(z)

�2

Pij

�
k?, kk; z

�
, (3.9)

where k? and kk are the wavenumber perpendicular and parallel to the line of sight, (k?, kk) =

k(
p

1� µ2, µ), Dfid
A (z) and H

fid are the angular diameter distance and expansion rate computed using
the assumed fiducial cosmological parameters, and k

fid
k = kkH

fid(z)/H(z) and k
fid
? = DA(z)/Dfid

A (z).

The prefactor H(z)
Hfid(z)

n
D

fid
A (z)

DA(z)

o2
accounts for the di↵erence in the cosmic volume in di↵erent cosmolo-

gies.
As formulated above, Kg, Kv and KE contain two (b, f), two (⌧, f), and one (AIA) parameters,

respectively, and all the power spectra depend on (H,DA). Thus, we have six parameters in total,
✓↵ = (b�8, AIA�8, ⌧, f�8, H,DA), where the first three are nuisance parameters that we want to
marginalize over and the latter three parameters contain cosmological information.

1Note that this terminology is di↵erent from that used in past studies: while in this paper the kSZ and IA power
spectra stand for only Pvv and PEE , respectively, the past studies included the cross-power spectrum with density field,
Pgv and PgE , into kSZ and IA spectra.
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Figure 5. Same as figure 4 but for the w0wa non-flat
model.

Figure 6. Same as figure 4 but for the w0wa� flat
model.

Figure 7. Left: Same as figure 4 but for the w0wa� non-flat model from the deep (PFS-like) survey. Right:
Similar to the left panel but for the w0wa� non-flat model from the wide (Euclid-like) survey.

show the expected 2-dimensional constraints for di↵erent cosmological models. Table 5 and figure 8
show the 1-dimensional marginalized constraints. We will discuss all the results in detail in the rest
of this subsection. Except for figure 3, all the following results are obtained combining with the CMB
prior, as detailed in Appendix B, and thus the constraints are from the combination of the Fisher
matrices of the LSS and CMB, SAB = S

LSS
AB

+ S
CMB
AB

. For all the cases, the nuisance parameters
of amplitude on clustering, kSZ, and IA, namely b�8, ⌧ , and AIA�8, respectively, are marginalized
over. Comparisons of the obtained constraints with those from the wide, Euclid-like survey will be
presented in section 5.1.

Figure 3 shows the case for the model where we vary pA = (⌦m, w0, H0,�8), labeled as the w0

flat model. Only for this analysis, we do not add the CMB prior and use only our statistics of the
large-scale structure. As shown in Ref. [59], adding IA to galaxy clustering significantly improves
the constraints. If the kSZ measurement is added, one can achieve a similar (but slightly weaker)
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Cosmological 
constraints (2)

• Projection of the Fisher matrix 
to the cosmological parameter 
space:

à

time-varying w(a) = w0 + (1-a)wa, 
non-flat (ΩK≠0) model with 
modified gravity parameter γ

shot noise terms, �v in Pvv and �� in PEE , are the velocity dispersion and shape noise of galaxies,
respectively. Using perturbation theory, �v can be evaluated at z = 0 as

(fD�v)
2 =

1

3

Z
d
3
q

(2⇡)3
P✓✓(q; z)

q2
, (3.14)

where P✓✓ is the power spectrum of velocity divergence and linear theory predicts �v ' 600km/s [111].
The parameter RN is the inverse signal-to-noise ratio of the kSZ temperature fluctuations [30]. The
rms noise for the kSZ measurement of the CMB-S4 experiment is h�T i ⇠ 2µK, leading to RN ⇠ 10
[30].

3.4 Fisher matrix formalism

To quantify the constraining power for the dynamical and geometric parameters above and cosmo-
logical parameters, we use the Fisher matrix formalism, which has been widely used in cosmology
[103, 112, 113]. Among many references, the two most relevant works are Taruya & Okumura [59]
and Sugiyama, Okumura & Spergel [30], who performed forecast studies based on the observations of
IA and kSZ, respectively.

The Fisher matrix element for two parameters, ✓↵ and ✓� , can be calculated as

F↵� =
Vs

4⇡2

Z
kmax

kmin

dkk
2

Z 1

�1
dµ

NPX

a,b=1

@Pa(k, µ)

@✓↵

⇥
Cov�1

⇤
ab

@Pb(k, µ)

@✓�
, (3.15)

where Vs is the comoving survey volume for a given redshift range, zmin  z  zmax, and kmin and
kmax are the minimum and maximum wavenumbers for our analysis, respectively. When only one
power spectrum, Pgg, PEE or Pvv, is used for the analysis, namely when NP = 1, the covariance
matrix is reduced to the power spectrum squared (see equation (3.12)).

Error bounds of given parameters are obtained by inverting the Fisher matrix and take the
submatrix; for example, when one wants to extract the two-dimensional error contours for ✓↵ and ✓� ,
one can take the 2⇥2 submatrix, C↵� ⌘ [F ]�1

↵�
, and to obtain the one-dimensional marginalized error

bar on a parameter ✓↵, one can take �
2
↵
⌘ [F ]�1

↵↵
(see Ref. [103] for details).

The original Fisher matrix is defined for the parameters ✓ directly determined from the geometric
and dynamical distortions. We can project the matrix into new parameter space of interest,

SAB =
X

↵,�

@✓↵

@pA
F↵�

@✓�

@pB
, (3.16)

where pA is the set of parameters in new parameter space, i.e., model-dependent cosmological param-
eter space for our case. Once again, the uncertainties of the parameters can be obtained by taking
the submatrix, e.g., CAB ⌘ [S]�1

AB
, �2

A
⌘ [S]�1

AA
, etc.

For a further discussion of the performance in constraining power of parameters in given surveys,
let us define the Figure-of-merit (FoM) for a parameter set,

FoM =
�
det(F↵�)

 1/N✓
, FoM =

�
det(SAB)

 1/Np
, (3.17)

where quantities with the bar, F and S, denote N✓ ⇥ N✓ and Np ⇥ Np submatrices of F and S,
respectively, constructed through the inversion described above. In the definition provided in Ref.
[114], N✓ = Np = 2 and the obtained FoM describes the inverse of the area of the error contour in the
marginalized parameter plane for two parameters. Here, the FOM is defined for the arbitrary number
of parameters, and the obtained value corresponds to a mean radius of the N✓ (or Np) dimensional
volume of the errors.
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Probes Statistics Abbreviations
Clustering Pgg g

kSZ Pvv v

IA PEE E

Clustering+IA Pgg + PgE + PEE g + E

Clustering+kSZ Pgg + Pgv + Pvv g + v

IA+kSZ PEE + PvE + Pvv v + E

Clustering+IA+kSZ Pgg + Pgv + Pvv + PEE + PgE + PvE g + v + E

Table 1. Statistics and their abbreviations considered for given probes. When two e↵ects are considered, A
and B, we use not only the auto-correlations (PAA and PBB) but also the cross correlation, PAB .

3.2 Linear power spectra of the three fields

As summarized in the previous subsection, the three fields, density, velocity and ellipticity, are related
through the matter field linearly with the coe�cients, Kg, Kv and KE , respectively. With these we
can construct the auto-power spectra of these fields and their cross-power spectra. We have six power
spectra of galaxies in total, and the full 2-dimensional anisotropic power spectra in redshift space
[57, 102–104], Pij(k; z) = Pij(k, µ; z) with i, j = {g, v, E}, can then be described by a concise form,

Pij(k, µ; z) = Ki(k, µ; z)Kj(k, µ; z)Plin(k; z), (3.8)

where Plin(k; z) is the real-space matter power spectrum in linear theory. The normalization of the
density fluctuation is characterized by the �8 parameter, defined by the linear RMS density fluctuation
within a sphere of radius 8h�1Mpc, and thus Plin(k; z) / �

2
8(z). While each of the three auto-power

spectra, Pgg, Pvv and PEE , can be measured from each of the three individual probes, namely galaxy
clustering, kSZ and IA, respectively, the cross-power spectra become measurable only when two
probes are simultaneously considered.1 Particularly, the correlation between velocity and ellipticity
field, PvE , has been proposed recently by our earlier studies and it can be probed by the joint analysis
of the kSZ (or peculiar velocities) and IA e↵ects [57, 58, 70–72, 105]. Table 1 summarizes all the
statistics used in this paper.

To measure the power spectra, the observed redshift of each galaxy needs to be converted into
the comoving distance by assuming a reference cosmology in equation (2.1), which causes a geometric
distortion in the measured power spectra, known as the Alcock-Paczynski (AP) e↵ect [106]. This AP
e↵ect has been extensively investigated for the galaxy power spectrum in redshift space [102, 103, 107,
108]. The AP e↵ect on the kSZ and IA statistics has been studied relatively recently by Refs. [30]
and [59], respectively. All the six observed power spectra, P obs

ij
, are related to the true ones through

the relation,

P
obs
ij

⇣
k
fid
? , k

fid
k ; z

⌘
=

H(z)

Hfid(z)

⇢
D

fid
A (z)

DA(z)

�2

Pij

�
k?, kk; z

�
, (3.9)

where k? and kk are the wavenumber perpendicular and parallel to the line of sight, (k?, kk) =

k(
p

1� µ2, µ), Dfid
A (z) and H

fid are the angular diameter distance and expansion rate computed using
the assumed fiducial cosmological parameters, and k

fid
k = kkH

fid(z)/H(z) and k
fid
? = DA(z)/Dfid

A (z).

The prefactor H(z)
Hfid(z)

n
D

fid
A (z)

DA(z)

o2
accounts for the di↵erence in the cosmic volume in di↵erent cosmolo-

gies.
As formulated above, Kg, Kv and KE contain two (b, f), two (⌧, f), and one (AIA) parameters,

respectively, and all the power spectra depend on (H,DA). Thus, we have six parameters in total,
✓↵ = (b�8, AIA�8, ⌧, f�8, H,DA), where the first three are nuisance parameters that we want to
marginalize over and the latter three parameters contain cosmological information.

1Note that this terminology is di↵erent from that used in past studies: while in this paper the kSZ and IA power
spectra stand for only Pvv and PEE , respectively, the past studies included the cross-power spectrum with density field,
Pgv and PgE , into kSZ and IA spectra.
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Figure 9. FoM of cosmological impact for clustering only (gray), clustering + kSZ (green), clustering + IA
(red) and clustering + IA + kSZ (blue). The upper-left, upper-right, lower-left, and lower-right panels are
the results for the w0wa flat, w0wa non-flat, w0wa� flat, and w0wa� non-flat models, respectively. The CMB
prior information is added for all the results here. In each panel, the values of FoM are normalized by that for
clustering only with the PFS survey. The green, red and blue vertical lines indicate the FoM values obtained
in the upper-left panel for comparison.

significance is further enhanced by allowing the non-zero curvature (w0wa� non-flat model) with
pA = (⌦m,⌦K , w0, wa, H0, �,�8). The 2d error contours are shown in the left panel of figure 7. As
shown in table 5 and figure 8, by simultaneously analyzing the clustering, IA and kSZ, the constraint
on � is improved by 40% and others by > 50% except for ⌦K , compared to the clustering-only analysis.

5 Discussion

5.1 Deep vs wide surveys

So far, we have considered the PFS survey as an example of a deep galaxy survey. To see how the
constraining power of kSZ and IA measurements depends on types of galaxy surveys, here we perform
the forecast constraints from the Euclid survey as an example of wide galaxy survey. The right hand
side of figure 2 presents the example of the wide (Euclid-like) survey. Though the redshift range is
narrower than that for the PFS, constraints on f�8, DA and H at each redshift bin are much tighter
due to the large survey volumes (see table 3). Cosmological constraints are thus expected to be
stronger as well. To see it quantitatively, let us utilize the FoM introduced in equation (3.17). Indeed,
the FoM for cosmological parameters from the wide survey is always better, roughly by a factor of
two, than that from the PFS. The comparison is shown in figure 9.

Cosmological parameter constraints are the projection into lower dimension(s). The constraints
from the Euclid survey are summarized in the right hand side of table 5 and figure 8. If one uses only
the information of clustering, constraints from the wide survey considered here are always tighter than
those from the deep survey, by 30� 40%. However, it is not the case when we vary the � parameter.
The � parameter is constrained from the measurement of the growth rate f(z). Thus, the constraining
power in a wide survey does not gain as much as that in a deep survey by combining with additional
probes of kSZ and IA. Indeed, in the w0wa� flat model, if we perform a joint analysis of galaxy
clustering together with kSZ and IA for a deep survey, the constraining power can be stronger than
the conventional clustering-only analysis for a wide survey even though the FoM for the wide survey
is twice large. More interestingly, in the more general, w0wa� non-flat model, even combining either
IA or kSZ with clustering in the deep survey can beat the constraining power of the wide survey, as
shown in table 5 and figure 8. If one combines all the three probes in the deep survey, the constraints
become far stronger than the conventional clustering analysis in the wide survey. We also show the
2-d contours from the wide survey in the right panel of figure 7 which can be compared to those from
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Figure 5. Same as figure 4 but for the w0wa non-flat
model.

Figure 6. Same as figure 4 but for the w0wa� flat
model.

Figure 7. Left: Same as figure 4 but for the w0wa� non-flat model from the deep (PFS-like) survey. Right:
Similar to the left panel but for the w0wa� non-flat model from the wide (Euclid-like) survey.

show the expected 2-dimensional constraints for di↵erent cosmological models. Table 5 and figure 8
show the 1-dimensional marginalized constraints. We will discuss all the results in detail in the rest
of this subsection. Except for figure 3, all the following results are obtained combining with the CMB
prior, as detailed in Appendix B, and thus the constraints are from the combination of the Fisher
matrices of the LSS and CMB, SAB = S

LSS
AB

+ S
CMB
AB

. For all the cases, the nuisance parameters
of amplitude on clustering, kSZ, and IA, namely b�8, ⌧ , and AIA�8, respectively, are marginalized
over. Comparisons of the obtained constraints with those from the wide, Euclid-like survey will be
presented in section 5.1.

Figure 3 shows the case for the model where we vary pA = (⌦m, w0, H0,�8), labeled as the w0

flat model. Only for this analysis, we do not add the CMB prior and use only our statistics of the
large-scale structure. As shown in Ref. [59], adding IA to galaxy clustering significantly improves
the constraints. If the kSZ measurement is added, one can achieve a similar (but slightly weaker)
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• Figure-of-Merit (FoM)
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with PFS
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FIG. 2: Left: Normalized redshift distribution for the PFS-like survey. Right: Volumes probed by Euclid-like and PFS-like
surveys compared to the BOSS survey.

III. LOCAL PART OF THE CORRELATION FUNCTION

The local part of (6) is:

⇠loc(x1,x2) = h�loc(x1)�loc(x2)i. (18)

In this section we ignore the integrated part of ⇠ and focus on the local part.
We expand the correlation function in tripolar spherical harmonics S`1`2L [18, 21–23, 44]:

⇠loc(n1, z1,n2, z2) = b(z1)b(z2)
X

`1,`2,L,n

B
`1`2L
n (�1,�2)S`1`2L(n1,n2,n12) ⇠

n
L (�12; z1, z2), (19)

where x1 � x2 ⌘ �12n12. The correlation moments in this expansion are

⇠
n
L (�; z1, z2) =

Z
dk

k
2�n

2⇡2
jL(�k)P�(k; z1, z2), (20)

where P�(k; z1, z2) / h�(k, z1)�(k, z2)i is the matter power spectrum in synchronous-comoving gauge and jL are
spherical Bessel functions. The B coe�cients in (19) contain the functions ↵,�, � of (12)–(14) (the full expressions
are given in [23]).

The meaning of the functions ↵,�, � is as follows:

• � encodes the e↵ect of the matter overdensity � and redshift-space distortions. The first two terms (� terms)
in (8) appear in the Kaiser flat-sky approximation. (This Newtonian term is typically taken as “the standard
contribution”.)

• ↵ encodes the “mode-coupling” e↵ect, which mixes di↵erent modes of the wide-angle correlation. It depends
on the velocity dispersion and is related to the fact that local overdensity around each galaxy can a↵ect the
“apparent movement” of galaxies when going from real- to redshift-space, and can be thought of as a velocity
term [18, 22, 44]. In the case of very large separations, it acquires relativistic corrections [23]. The third term
(↵� term) in (8) thus describes geometry and also relativistic corrections [see (22)]. The standard flat-sky
(Kaiser) analysis includes only the first two terms of (8). In the Newtonian wide-angle generalization of the
Kaiser case, the third term of (8) appears, with the Newtonian approximation ↵nwt of ↵ [23]:
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(For a di↵erent and equivalent definition of ↵, see [32, 45].)
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Figure 9. FoM of cosmological impact for clustering only (gray), clustering + kSZ (green), clustering + IA
(red) and clustering + IA + kSZ (blue). The upper-left, upper-right, lower-left, and lower-right panels are
the results for the w0wa flat, w0wa non-flat, w0wa� flat, and w0wa� non-flat models, respectively. The CMB
prior information is added for all the results here. In each panel, the values of FoM are normalized by that for
clustering only with the PFS survey. The green, red and blue vertical lines indicate the FoM values obtained
in the upper-left panel for comparison.

significance is further enhanced by allowing the non-zero curvature (w0wa� non-flat model) with
pA = (⌦m,⌦K , w0, wa, H0, �,�8). The 2d error contours are shown in the left panel of figure 7. As
shown in table 5 and figure 8, by simultaneously analyzing the clustering, IA and kSZ, the constraint
on � is improved by 40% and others by > 50% except for ⌦K , compared to the clustering-only analysis.

5 Discussion

5.1 Deep vs wide surveys

So far, we have considered the PFS survey as an example of a deep galaxy survey. To see how the
constraining power of kSZ and IA measurements depends on types of galaxy surveys, here we perform
the forecast constraints from the Euclid survey as an example of wide galaxy survey. The right hand
side of figure 2 presents the example of the wide (Euclid-like) survey. Though the redshift range is
narrower than that for the PFS, constraints on f�8, DA and H at each redshift bin are much tighter
due to the large survey volumes (see table 3). Cosmological constraints are thus expected to be
stronger as well. To see it quantitatively, let us utilize the FoM introduced in equation (3.17). Indeed,
the FoM for cosmological parameters from the wide survey is always better, roughly by a factor of
two, than that from the PFS. The comparison is shown in figure 9.

Cosmological parameter constraints are the projection into lower dimension(s). The constraints
from the Euclid survey are summarized in the right hand side of table 5 and figure 8. If one uses only
the information of clustering, constraints from the wide survey considered here are always tighter than
those from the deep survey, by 30� 40%. However, it is not the case when we vary the � parameter.
The � parameter is constrained from the measurement of the growth rate f(z). Thus, the constraining
power in a wide survey does not gain as much as that in a deep survey by combining with additional
probes of kSZ and IA. Indeed, in the w0wa� flat model, if we perform a joint analysis of galaxy
clustering together with kSZ and IA for a deep survey, the constraining power can be stronger than
the conventional clustering-only analysis for a wide survey even though the FoM for the wide survey
is twice large. More interestingly, in the more general, w0wa� non-flat model, even combining either
IA or kSZ with clustering in the deep survey can beat the constraining power of the wide survey, as
shown in table 5 and figure 8. If one combines all the three probes in the deep survey, the constraints
become far stronger than the conventional clustering analysis in the wide survey. We also show the
2-d contours from the wide survey in the right panel of figure 7 which can be compared to those from
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shot noise terms, �v in Pvv and �� in PEE , are the velocity dispersion and shape noise of galaxies,
respectively. Using perturbation theory, �v can be evaluated at z = 0 as

(fD�v)
2 =

1

3

Z
d
3
q

(2⇡)3
P✓✓(q; z)

q2
, (3.14)

where P✓✓ is the power spectrum of velocity divergence and linear theory predicts �v ' 600km/s [111].
The parameter RN is the inverse signal-to-noise ratio of the kSZ temperature fluctuations [30]. The
rms noise for the kSZ measurement of the CMB-S4 experiment is h�T i ⇠ 2µK, leading to RN ⇠ 10
[30].

3.4 Fisher matrix formalism

To quantify the constraining power for the dynamical and geometric parameters above and cosmo-
logical parameters, we use the Fisher matrix formalism, which has been widely used in cosmology
[103, 112, 113]. Among many references, the two most relevant works are Taruya & Okumura [59]
and Sugiyama, Okumura & Spergel [30], who performed forecast studies based on the observations of
IA and kSZ, respectively.

The Fisher matrix element for two parameters, ✓↵ and ✓� , can be calculated as

F↵� =
Vs

4⇡2

Z
kmax

kmin

dkk
2

Z 1

�1
dµ

NPX
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@Pa(k, µ)

@✓↵

⇥
Cov�1

⇤
ab

@Pb(k, µ)

@✓�
, (3.15)

where Vs is the comoving survey volume for a given redshift range, zmin  z  zmax, and kmin and
kmax are the minimum and maximum wavenumbers for our analysis, respectively. When only one
power spectrum, Pgg, PEE or Pvv, is used for the analysis, namely when NP = 1, the covariance
matrix is reduced to the power spectrum squared (see equation (3.12)).

Error bounds of given parameters are obtained by inverting the Fisher matrix and take the
submatrix; for example, when one wants to extract the two-dimensional error contours for ✓↵ and ✓� ,
one can take the 2⇥2 submatrix, C↵� ⌘ [F ]�1

↵�
, and to obtain the one-dimensional marginalized error

bar on a parameter ✓↵, one can take �
2
↵
⌘ [F ]�1

↵↵
(see Ref. [103] for details).

The original Fisher matrix is defined for the parameters ✓ directly determined from the geometric
and dynamical distortions. We can project the matrix into new parameter space of interest,

SAB =
X

↵,�

@✓↵

@pA
F↵�

@✓�

@pB
, (3.16)

where pA is the set of parameters in new parameter space, i.e., model-dependent cosmological param-
eter space for our case. Once again, the uncertainties of the parameters can be obtained by taking
the submatrix, e.g., CAB ⌘ [S]�1

AB
, �2

A
⌘ [S]�1

AA
, etc.

For a further discussion of the performance in constraining power of parameters in given surveys,
let us define the Figure-of-merit (FoM) for a parameter set,

FoM =
�
det(F↵�)

 1/N✓
, FoM =

�
det(SAB)

 1/Np
, (3.17)

where quantities with the bar, F and S, denote N✓ ⇥ N✓ and Np ⇥ Np submatrices of F and S,
respectively, constructed through the inversion described above. In the definition provided in Ref.
[114], N✓ = Np = 2 and the obtained FoM describes the inverse of the area of the error contour in the
marginalized parameter plane for two parameters. Here, the FOM is defined for the arbitrary number
of parameters, and the obtained value corresponds to a mean radius of the N✓ (or Np) dimensional
volume of the errors.
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FIG. 2: Left: Normalized redshift distribution for the PFS-like survey. Right: Volumes probed by Euclid-like and PFS-like
surveys compared to the BOSS survey.

III. LOCAL PART OF THE CORRELATION FUNCTION

The local part of (6) is:

⇠loc(x1,x2) = h�loc(x1)�loc(x2)i. (18)

In this section we ignore the integrated part of ⇠ and focus on the local part.
We expand the correlation function in tripolar spherical harmonics S`1`2L [18, 21–23, 44]:

⇠loc(n1, z1,n2, z2) = b(z1)b(z2)
X

`1,`2,L,n

B
`1`2L
n (�1,�2)S`1`2L(n1,n2,n12) ⇠

n
L (�12; z1, z2), (19)

where x1 � x2 ⌘ �12n12. The correlation moments in this expansion are

⇠
n
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Z
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k
2�n

2⇡2
jL(�k)P�(k; z1, z2), (20)

where P�(k; z1, z2) / h�(k, z1)�(k, z2)i is the matter power spectrum in synchronous-comoving gauge and jL are
spherical Bessel functions. The B coe�cients in (19) contain the functions ↵,�, � of (12)–(14) (the full expressions
are given in [23]).

The meaning of the functions ↵,�, � is as follows:

• � encodes the e↵ect of the matter overdensity � and redshift-space distortions. The first two terms (� terms)
in (8) appear in the Kaiser flat-sky approximation. (This Newtonian term is typically taken as “the standard
contribution”.)

• ↵ encodes the “mode-coupling” e↵ect, which mixes di↵erent modes of the wide-angle correlation. It depends
on the velocity dispersion and is related to the fact that local overdensity around each galaxy can a↵ect the
“apparent movement” of galaxies when going from real- to redshift-space, and can be thought of as a velocity
term [18, 22, 44]. In the case of very large separations, it acquires relativistic corrections [23]. The third term
(↵� term) in (8) thus describes geometry and also relativistic corrections [see (22)]. The standard flat-sky
(Kaiser) analysis includes only the first two terms of (8). In the Newtonian wide-angle generalization of the
Kaiser case, the third term of (8) appears, with the Newtonian approximation ↵nwt of ↵ [23]:
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(For a di↵erent and equivalent definition of ↵, see [32, 45].)
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• Galaxy intrinsic alignment (IA) as a dynamical and geometric probe
• Kinetic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich (kSZ) effect as a dynamical and geometric probe
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• Measurement of IA of red galaxies at z > 1
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ABSTRACT

We report the first evidence of intrinsic alignment (IA) of red galaxies at z > 1. We measure the
gravitational shear-intrinsic ellipticity (GI) cross-correlation function at z ∼ 1.3 using galaxy positions
from the FastSound spectroscopic survey and galaxy shapes from Canada-Hawaii-France telescope
lensing survey data. Adopting the non-linear alignment model, we obtain a 2.4σ level detection of the
IA amplitude, ALA = 27.48+11.53

−11.54, larger than the value extrapolated from the constraints obtained
at lower redshifts. Our measured IA is translated into a ∼ 20% contamination to the weak lensing
power spectrum for the red galaxies. This marginal detection of IA for red galaxies at z > 1 motivates
the continuing investigation of the nature of IA for weak lensing studies. Furthermore, our result
provides the first step to utilize IA measurements in future high-z surveys as a cosmological probe,
complementary to galaxy clustering and lensing.

Keywords: Large-scale structure of the universe (902); Gravitational lensing (670)

1. INTRODUCTION

Intrinsic alignment (IA) is a coherent alignment
of galaxy orientations with the surrounding large-
scale structure caused by the local gravitational in-
teraction (Croft & Metzler 2000; Heavens et al. 2000;
Catelan et al. 2001; Hirata & Seljak 2004). IA has been
considered as one of the main contaminants of weak lens-
ing surveys, where the source galaxies are assumed to be
randomly oriented. While weak lensing is a major probe
to constrain cosmological parameters, it requires an ac-
curate modeling of IA to avoid constraints being biased
(Joachimi et al. 2015), and thus we need to understand
how large the IA effect is and how it depends on scales
and time. IA also contains useful information about
galaxy formation and evolution. Galaxies at higher red-
shifts could be either more strongly or weakly aligned
because of shorter time elapsed for internal and external
interactions, e.g., structure formations and mergers, to
boost or suppress IAs. Therefore, measuring the IA at
various redshifts will help constrain dynamical aspects
of galaxy evolution models.
Furthermore, due to the fact that galaxy shapes are

linearly related the gravitational potential on cosmologi-
cal scales, there is a growing interest of using IA as a new

tool to constrain cosmological models (Schmidt & Jeong
2012; Chisari & Dvorkin 2013; Okumura et al. 2019;
Taruya & Okumura 2020). Since ongoing and future
deep surveys provide high-quality galaxy images toward
high redshifts (e.g., Aihara et al. 2018), IA can be a
powerful cosmological probe complementary to galaxy
clustering and weak lensing.
The IA of elliptical galaxies has been observed at

z < 1 by measuring intrinsic ellipticity correlations
and shown to contaminate the weak-lensing power spec-
trum by ∼ 10% (Hirata et al. 2007; Mandelbaum et al.
2006; Okumura et al. 2009; Okumura & Jing 2009;
Singh et al. 2015; Johnston et al. 2021). Extending such
observations to higher redshifts is important to better
understand IA as a cosmological probe and as a source
of contamination to weak lensing studies.
Motivated by these, in this paper, we report the

first evidence of IA of red galaxies at z > 1 by cross-
correlating the shape sample selected from the Canada-
France-Hawaii Telescope Lensing Survey (CFHTLenS;
Erben et al. (2013)) data with the galaxy density sam-
ple from the Subaru FastSound survey (Tonegawa et al.
2015).

M. Tonegawa
(postdoc at 
APCTP, Korea)



GI correlation measurement from CFHTLens-FastSound
• z~1.2-1.5
• Shape	sample:	~12000	LRGs		from	CFHTLenS
• Density	sample:	~3000	Hα	from	FastSound



Previous result: 
No IA correlation for Hα

Projected separation
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Fig. 6. Constraints on the amplitude of the power-law model for IA of star-
forming galaxies, Ag+ (top) and A++ (bottom), as a function of redshift.
The constraint obtained from our FastSound sample at 1.19 < z < 1.55
is plotted as the purple point. The previous results at lower redshifts
from the SDSS and WiggleZ surveys are also plotted. (Color online)

halo occupation distribution modeling applied to the mea-
sured galaxy clustering, the constrained halo masses are also
in good agreement (Koda et al. 2016; Paper IV) and most
of the galaxies in these samples are central galaxies. There-
fore, these two samples comprise similar types of galaxies
residing in similar environments. On the other hand, as
pointed out by Mandelbaum et al. (2011), the SDSS L4
blue and WiggleZ samples may have different formation
histories because of their different color distributions. With
these points in mind, the null detection of IA at a redshift of
1.4 together with that at lower redshifts may imply that IA
do not exist for blue galaxies up to z > 1. This means that
physical processes such as galaxy mergers and interactions,
which tend to erase the alignment, might be effective for
the late-type galaxies.

Recently, the first-year results from the DES survey have
been released (Troxel et al. 2017). They obtained con-
straints on cosmological parameters and IA simultaneously
by fitting the observed shear correlation function using a
model which includes IA contributions as well as the pure

lensing contribution (Blazek et al. 2017). They reported the
detection of the GI signal with a positive amplitude of the
tidal alignment (A1) component and a negative amplitude
of the tidal torquing alignment (A2) component (Troxel
et al. 2017), which is in contrast to our null detection. It is,
however, difficult to make a detailed comparison because
the methods used in the DES analysis and ours are different
in the following three aspects: (1) they used photometric
redshifts rather than spectroscopic ones, (2) they did not
directly measure the correlation between galaxy shapes and
the three-dimensional matter distribution, and (3) they did
not differentiate blue/spiral and red/elliptical galaxies in the
analysis and it is not clear which galaxy type contributes to
each of the A1 and A2 signals.

The amplitude of IA strongly depends on the host halo
mass (Jing 2002; van Uitert & Joachimi 2017; Xia et al.
2017; Okumura et al. 2017). The analysis of Paper IV
found that the galaxies in our sample are so sparse that
the majority of them are central galaxies residing in low-
mass halos (see Kashino et al. 2017 for the result for the
denser sample). This could be the reason for the null detec-
tion of IA in our analysis, and emission-line galaxies in
different environments such as satellite galaxies in clusters
and galaxies along filaments may show significant IA sig-
nals. However, our null detection of IA could be just due
to the large error bars coming from both the limited size
and number density of the FastSound survey. These kinds
of possibilities can be tested by larger ongoing and future
surveys, such as PFS, which span wider redshift ranges (up
to z ∼ 2.4). These data will allow for precise measurements
and more detailed studies of IA, including the dependences
on galaxy classes, environments, and redshifts.

5.2 Linear alignment model

Another model that we attempt to use to analyze the
measurement is the linear alignment (LA) model (Catelan
et al. 2001; HS04). In this model, the cross-power spec-
trum between the matter density fluctuation and the galaxy-
density weighted intrinsic shear, Pδ,γ̃ I (k) [equation (4)], is
related to the linear matter power spectrum P lin

δ (k) through:

Pδ,γ̃ I (k) = C1ρ̄

D̄
a2 P lin

δ (k), (20)

where C1 is a normalization factor, ρ̄(z) is the mean matter
density, and D̄ ≡ (1 + z)D(z) is the growth factor normal-
ized to unity at the matter-dominant epoch. The normaliza-
tion factor C1 is of the order of 5 × 10−14 (h2 M% Mpc−3)−1

at low redshift (Bridle & King 2007). Note that this
equation is taken from Hirata and Seljak (2010) (hereafter
HS10) and is different from the original expression of HS04
by the factor of a2. We will use the corrected one of HS10
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• GI correlation function
• Galaxy shape: CFHTlenS photo-z LRG
• Galaxy position: FastSound spec-z Hα emitters 3

measured the correlation function using the estimator of
Joachimi et al. (2011) and confirmed that the two esti-
mators gave almost identical signals.
The covariance matrix for the GI correlation function

is estimated using 82 jackknifed realizations as done in
Tonegawa et al. (2018). The survey regions were split
into 33 (49) sub-regions for W2 (W3). The covariance
matrix is estimated for each of the W2 and W3 real-
izations and they are combined following the inverse-
variance weighting (see e.g., Okumura et al. 2021).
In the FastSound survey, some targets are not assigned

fibers due to their finite number and this affects the cor-
relation function measurement at an angular scale of
∼ 1′ (Okumura et al. 2016). However, this effect is sig-
nificantly alleviated by considering the cross-correlation
with a photo-z sample.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

4.1. The GI Correlation Functions

We show the GI cross-correlation function between
the FastSound galaxy positions and CFHT red galaxy
shapes, wg+, as the solid red line in the upper panel of
figure 1. We take nine logarithmic bins from r̄p = 1
to 100 h−1Mpc. The error bars represent 1 − σ uncer-
tainties estimated from the 82 jackknifed realizations.
We see a small but non-zero signal in the wg+ measure-
ment. The positive correlation means that the major
axes of CFHT red galaxies tend to point toward over-
densities. The bottom panel of figure 1 shows the other
GI cross-correlation function, wg×, which should vanish
on all scales. The signal of wg× is consistent with zero
beyond 3 h−1Mpc. We thus consider our measurements
free from observational systematics at r̄p > 3 h−1Mpc
and use this scale for the following analysis.
To see the detection significance for the IA sig-

nal, we fit a power-law model, wPL
g+(r̄p) = (1 −

fblund)APL
(

r̄p
20 h−1Mpc

)γ

, to the measured correlation

function. The parameter fblund is a fraction of redshift
blunders (noise lines and OIII doulets) and fblund =
0.071 for our FastSound sample (Okada et al. 2016;
Okumura et al. 2016). Taking account of the full co-
variance matrix, we calculate χ2 statistics in the range
of 3 < r̄p < 100 h−1Mpc, where wg× is consistent with
zero. We fix γ = −0.88, as obtained by Hirata et al.
(2007) for luminous red galaxies (LRGs) at z # 0.3.
This is a reasonable assumption because we obtain γ =
−0.75+0.42

−0.42 when we simultaneously determine APL and
γ. The resulting constraint on the amplitude parameter
is APL = 0.266+0.112

−0.116 (68% CL), corresponding to a 2.3σ
detection of IA.
Our finding is robust because a cross-correlation func-

tion is less sensitive to systematic effects because they

Figure 1. Projected correlation functions, wg+ (top) and
wg× (bottom) as a function of transverse separation r̄p. We
use the FastSound sample for the galaxy density field for
all the measurements presented here. We use the different
shape samples as the galaxy shape field for different lines:
red galaxies (red lines) and blue galaxies (blue solid lines).
The blue dashed line is the GI correlation of the FastSound
blue galaxies measured by Tonegawa et al. (2018). The dark
and light red shaded regions in the top panel indicate the
68% and 95% confidence intervals of the best-fitting NLA
model obtained for red galaxies at r̄p > 3 h

−1Mpc denoted
by the vertical lines. The error bars are obtained from the
diagonal elements of the covariance matrix, C1/2

ii .

tend to be uncorrelated between two independent sam-
ples. Furthermore, we have varied several parameters to
confirm that the signal is still detectable. Specifically,
we have applied r̄π,max = 200 h−1Mpc and confirmed
the signal at ∼ 2σ. Also, changing the TB threshold to
1.1 (selecting a redder population) resulted in a similar
detection significance. Therefore, we conclude that the
signal indeed indicates the evidence of IA.
Unlike red galaxies, we do not find non-zero GI cor-

relations for the CFHT blue galaxy shapes, selected by
the criteria of 2.0 < TB < 4.0, as seen as the solid blue
line in figure 1. This is consistent with the result of
Tonegawa et al. (2018), as shown as the blue dashed line
for comparison, who measured the GI auto-correlations

3
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Figure 1. Projected correlation functions, wg+ (top) and
wg× (bottom) as a function of transverse separation r̄p. We
use the FastSound sample for the galaxy density field for
all the measurements presented here. We use the different
shape samples as the galaxy shape field for different lines:
red galaxies (red lines) and blue galaxies (blue solid lines).
The blue dashed line is the GI correlation of the FastSound
blue galaxies measured by Tonegawa et al. (2018). The dark
and light red shaded regions in the top panel indicate the
68% and 95% confidence intervals of the best-fitting NLA
model obtained for red galaxies at r̄p > 3 h

−1Mpc denoted
by the vertical lines. The error bars are obtained from the
diagonal elements of the covariance matrix, C1/2

ii .

tend to be uncorrelated between two independent sam-
ples. Furthermore, we have varied several parameters to
confirm that the signal is still detectable. Specifically,
we have applied r̄π,max = 200 h−1Mpc and confirmed
the signal at ∼ 2σ. Also, changing the TB threshold to
1.1 (selecting a redder population) resulted in a similar
detection significance. Therefore, we conclude that the
signal indeed indicates the evidence of IA.
Unlike red galaxies, we do not find non-zero GI cor-

relations for the CFHT blue galaxy shapes, selected by
the criteria of 2.0 < TB < 4.0, as seen as the solid blue
line in figure 1. This is consistent with the result of
Tonegawa et al. (2018), as shown as the blue dashed line
for comparison, who measured the GI auto-correlations

2.4-σ detection of IA for LRGs at z>1
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• 2.4-σ (w/o shear and magnification)

• With gG and mG, the significance gets 
larger. 
• It is straightforward to extend the 

analysis to HSC LRG shape – PFS [OII] 
emitter position cross-correlation.
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of blue galaxies that are spectroscopically confirmed
from the FastSound at z ∼ 1.36. Other studies at
lower redshifts also have not found any GI signal for
blue galaxies (Mandelbaum et al. 2011; Johnston et al.
2021). IA of spiral galaxies are likely to be explained
by the quadratic alignment model (Catelan et al. 2001;
Hirata & Seljak 2004, 2010; Kirk et al. 2015), and the
model indeed predicts null GI signals for a Gaussian
density field.

4.2. Linear Alignment Model

Here we consider a more physically motivated pre-
diction of IA, the linear alignment (LA) model
(Catelan et al. 2001; Hirata & Seljak 2004) which re-
lates the shear field linearly to the gravitational poten-
tial. Under this model the density-ellipticity power spec-
trum at redshift z is given by

Pδ,γ(k, z) =
C1ρ̄(z)

(1 + z)D(z)
a2Pδ(k, z), (3)

where ρ̄(z) is the mean matter density, D(z) the growth
factor, and Pδ(k, z) the matter power spectrum. While
the original LA model used linear theory prediction for
Pδ (Hirata & Seljak 2004), using the non-linear matter
power spectrum was found to better explain the ob-
served IA (non-linear LA, NLA; Bridle & King 2007;
Blazek et al. 2011). Therefore, we use the non-linear
matter spectrum of Takahashi et al. (2012) to obtain the
theoretical prediction. The normalization parameter C1

varies much with given galaxy samples. Following the
convention, we introduce another parameter, ALA, as
ALA = C1ρcr/0.0134, where ρcr is the critical density.
The Hankel transform converts the power

spectrum into the 3-D GI correlation function
(Okumura & Taruya 2020; Okumura et al. 2020):

ξspecg+ (rp, rπ , z) = (1− µ2)bg

∫

∞

0

k2dk

2π2
Pδ,γ(k, z)j2(kr),

(4)

where µ = rπ/r with r =
√

r2p + r2π , j2 is the spherical

Bessel function of the second order and bg is the lin-
ear bias parameter of the FastSound galaxies, bg = 1.9
(Okumura et al. 2016). We use photo-z for the shape
sample, which modulates equation (4) due to the scat-
ter along the line-of-sight as (Joachimi et al. 2011)

ξg+(r̄p, r̄π, z̄m) =

∫

dz2 pε

(

z2|z̄m +
r̄πH(z̄m)

2c

)

× ξspecg+
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r̄p
χ(1

2
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χ(z̄m)
,

c |z2 − z1|

H(1
2
(z1 + z2))

,
1

2
(z1 + z2)

)

,

(5)

where z̄m denotes the mean of photo-z of the shape sam-
ple and spec-z of the density sample, a bar means a

Figure 2. Constraints on the amplitude of the NLA model
as a function of redshift. The points are color-coded ac-
cording to the mean sample luminosity, and different sym-
bols are assigned to different survey samples (see Table 1).
The dashed lines are the best-fitting model prediction at
z = 0.54 obtained by Joachimi et al. (2011) (equation (6))
for 〈Mr〉 = −21.5 (green) and −20.5 (blue).

quantity affected by photo-z, H is the Hubble param-
eter, c is the speed of light, χ(z) is the comoving dis-
tance, z1 = z̄m − r̄πH(z̄m)/2c, and pε(z|z̄) denotes the
probability distribution of the true redshift z under a
given photo-z, z̄, for the shape sample. We assume
that the error in photo-z follows the normal distribu-
tion with σz/(1 + z̄) = 0.04 (Hildebrandt et al. 2012).
We integrate ξg+(r̄p, r̄π , z̄m) along the line of sight to
obtain the projected correlation function wg+(r̄p), sim-
ilarly to equation (2). With our choice of r̄π,max,
r̄π,max = 160 h−1Mpc, we find the amplitude of wg+(r̄p)
becomes 76% of that determined with spec-z, wspec

g+ (rp).
As shown by Joachimi et al. (2011), the rp dependence
remains almost unchanged when photo-z are considered.
The LA model fitting to the measured wg+(r̄p) gives a
constraint on the amplitude asALA = 27.48+11.53

−11.54, show-
ing a 2.4σ deviation from zero similarly to the result
obtained in section 4.1. The dark and light red shaded
regions in the top panel of figure 1 indicate the 68% and
95% confidence levels of the NLA model.

4.3. IA of red galaxies as a function of redshift

Table 1 and figure 2 show the constraints on ALA ob-
tained from our analysis at z ∼ 1.3 together with the
previous studies at lower redshifts at z < 1. Since the
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Conclusions
• Conventionally, cosmological constraints on the growth and expansion history 

of the universe have been obtained from the measurements of RSD and BAO 
embedded in the galaxy distribution.
• We studied how well one can improve the cosmological constraints from the 

combination of the galaxy density field with velocity (kSZ) and ellipticity (IA) 
fields.
• For illustration, we consider the Subaru PFS whose survey footprint perfectly 

overlaps with the HSC and CMB-S4 experiment. 
• We found adding the kSZ and IA effects significantly improves cosmological 

constraints.
• We measured the GI cross-correlation at z>1 and found the 2.4σ evidence of 

IA of elliptical galaxies, which can be greatly improved by upcoming surveys 
like DESI.


