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The kinetic Sunyaev Zel’dovich (kSZ) effect is a blackbody cosmic microwave background (CMB)
temperature anisotropy induced by Thomson scattering off free electrons in bulk motion with re-
spect to the CMB rest frame. The statistically anisotropic cross-correlation between the CMB and
galaxy surveys encodes the radial bulk velocity (more generally, the remote dipole field), which
can be efficiently reconstructed using a quadratic estimator. Here, we develop and implement a
quadratic estimator for the remote dipole field to data from the Planck satellite and the unWISE
galaxy redshift catalog. With this data combination, we forecast a ∼ 1-σ detection within ΛCDM
assuming a simple model for the distribution of free electrons. Using reconstructions based on indi-
vidual frequency temperature maps, we characterize the impact of foregrounds, concluding that they
can be effectively mitigated by masking and removing the estimator monopole. We demonstrate
that reconstructions based on component-separated CMB maps have no detectable biases from fore-
grounds or systematics at the level of the expected statistical error. We use these reconstructions to
constrain the multiplicative optical depth bias to bv < 1.40 at 68% confidence. Our fiducial signal
model with bv = 1 is consistent with this measurement. Our results support an optimistic future
for kSZ velocity reconstruction with near-term datasets.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past three decades ever-more sensitive mea-
surements of the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB)
have allowed us to gain unparalleled insight into the
physics of the early universe. The Planck satellite [1]
has measured temperature anisotropies on the largest
angular scales, the ‘primary’ CMB, to their cosmic vari-
ance limit. These measurements firmly established the
standard cosmological model - ΛCDM. The new fron-
tier in CMB science lies in the high-resolution, low-noise
regime targeted by ground-based CMB experiments such
as Atacama Cosmology Telescope (ACT) [2], South Pole
Telescope (SPT) [3], Simons Observatory (SO) [4], and
CMB-S4 [5]. This regime is dominated by ‘secondary’
CMB temperature anisotropies, which arise from inter-
actions between CMB photons and large-scale structure
(LSS) along the line of sight. The dominant blackbody
component below arcminute angular scales is the kinetic
Sunyaev Zel’dovich (kSZ) effect [6] - Thomson scattering
of CMB photons from electrons in bulk motion. With
existing CMB datasets, the kSZ effect has been detected
at the > 5-σ level using a variety of techniques, e.g. [7–
10]. With future datasets from e.g. SO, the kSZ effect
will be detected with far higher significance.

The kSZ effect is proportional to a line-of-sight integral
over the product of the number density of free electrons
and the locally observed CMB dipole projected along the
line-of-sight - the remote dipole field. The kSZ effect
is both a probe of astrophysics through the (inhomoge-
neous) number density of electrons as well as cosmology
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through the remote dipole field. The astrophysical com-
ponent of the kSZ effect is an important probe of the
non-luminous ‘missing’ baryons in the Universe (e.g. [10–
13]), however the focus here will be on the cosmological
information contained in the remote dipole field.
The CMB dipole seen by an observer like us is primar-

ily sourced by peculiar velocities in non-linear structure
and has a magnitude of a few mK, corresponding to ve-
locities of order 102 − 103 km/s. This component has
a correlation length of order the size of galaxy groups
and clusters, extending to distances of up to ∼ 50 Mpc.
Coarse-graining on ∼ 100 Mpc to Gpc scales, well into
the linear regime, local velocities average down to the
level of tens of km/s. On ultra-large scales, of order
the cosmological horizon, the only contributions to the
dipole are from last-scattering and the late-time Inte-
grated Sachs-Wolfe effect, which are expected to be a few
km/s in magnitude within ΛCDM. We refer to this com-
ponent as the ‘primordial’ dipole 1. The dipole field on
these large scales has a correspondingly large correlation
length of order Gpc. The remote dipole field sourcing
the kSZ effect encodes both the local peculiar velocities
as well as the primordial dipole, although the dominant
component is from radial peculiar velocities. The remote
dipole field can be an exquisite probe of the homogene-
ity of the Universe on the largest physical scales. New
measurements on these scales can be used to probe e.g.
large voids [14, 15], pre-inflationary relics [16], anoma-
lies in the primary CMB anisotropies [17], primordial

1 This component is also known as the ‘intrinsic’ dipole. It is the
component of the CMB dipole that would be observed in the
rest frame of the CMB, e.g. as defined by the frame with zero
aberration of the temperature anisotropies.
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non-Gaussianity [18–20], dark energy [21], modified grav-
ity [22], and isocurvature [23, 24], among other scenarios.

In this paper we present a detailed analysis of a promis-
ing technique for extracting the remote dipole field: ‘kSZ
tomography’ or ‘kSZ velocity reconstruction’ [25–30].
This technique utilizes the non-Gaussian information
in the small angular-scale cross-correlation between the
kSZ component of CMB temperature anisotropies and a
tracer of LSS to reconstruct the remote dipole field on
large angular scales. Given tracers at a variety of red-
shifts, a tomographic reconstruction of the remote dipole
field along the past light cone is possible. The simplest
implementation of kSZ velocity reconstruction, which we
employ here, is the quadratic estimator first introduced
in Ref. [27] 2. This quadratic estimator was validated us-
ing N-body simulations [29, 33], and the potential impact
of foregrounds and systematics was assessed in Ref. [30].
This prior work forecasted a high signal to noise detection
with near-term ground-based CMB experiments such as
SO [4] and CMB-S4 [5] in combination with photometric
or spectroscopic galaxy redshift surveys such as the Vera
C. Rubin Observatory LSST [34] or DESI [35].

In preparation for this imminent flood of data, here
we implement kSZ velocity reconstruction using existing
data from the Planck CMB mission and galaxies from the
Wide-Field Survey Infrared Explorer [36, 37] (WISE) as-
sembled into the unWISE catalogue [38–41]. The Planck
CMB temperature maps are well-characterized and pro-
vide a variety of ancillary datasets to assess the impact
of foregrounds and instrumental systematics. The un-
WISE catalogue has ∼ 108 objects split into three sam-
ples of increasing median redshift. Here, we focus on the
‘blue’ sample of Ref. [42] which has ∼ 80 million objects
over nearly the full sky. This dataset was chosen because
large number densities and sky coverage are important
for detecting the remote dipole field on large scales. This
data combination has been used to detect the kSZ ef-
fect in Refs. [10, 12]. Previous work [30] forecasted a
total signal to noise of order unity for kSZ velocity re-
construction within ΛCDM with this data combination.
In the absence of a statistically significant detection, our
focus here is on demonstrating that systematics and fore-
grounds can be controlled at the level of statistical re-
construction noise - we find that they can! This result
demonstrates that the future is promising for kSZ veloc-
ity reconstruction.

We begin by tailoring the quadratic estimator intro-
duced in Ref. [27] to surveys with wide photometric red-
shift bins. The unWISE blue sample has a broad red-
shift distribution spanning 0.2 ≲ z ≲ 1. The quadratic
estimator yields a single two-dimensional map that is a
weighted average of the dipole field over the unWISE sur-
vey volume. A key element of the quadratic estimator is

2 At high signal-to-noise, a maximum likelihood estimator is supe-
rior [31, 32].

the theoretical modelling of the galaxy-optical depth cor-
relation function. If inaccurate, the estimator acquires a
multiplicative ’optical depth’ bias bv. We demonstrate
that photometric redshift uncertainties in the unWISE
sample, uncertainties in the mean number density of elec-
trons, and the degree of suppression of small-scale inho-
mogeneities in the electron distribution can in principle
make significant contributions to the optical depth bias.
We estimate that the optical depth bias can plausibly
vary over the range .5 ≲ bv ≲ 1.1. We include bv as
the only free parameter when comparing measurements
to the expected remote dipole signal, fixing other cosmo-
logical parameters.

We then apply our estimator to individual frequency
maps from Planck PR3 at 100, 143, 217, and 353 GHz
to explore the impact of CMB foregrounds. We find
that strong localized residuals in the reconstruction can
be removed by masking. Correlations between unWISE
and individual frequency maps in unmasked regions con-
tribute primarily to the estimator monopole. This is con-
sistent with the theoretical expectation [30] for a (nearly)
statistically isotropic cross-correlation. After masking
and removing the monopole and dipole, the reconstruc-
tions at all frequencies are consistent with the expected
level of reconsruction noise from the primary CMB and
instrumental noise only. This result demonstrates that
even strong CMB foregrounds do not significantly im-
pact the performance of the estimator.

Component-separated CMB maps in principle offer
the highest signal-to-noise reconstruction available from
Planck data. We apply our estimator to CMB maps pro-
duced using SMICA and Commander, which are based on
qualitatively different techniques. Again, we find strong
residuals mostly confined to regions falling within the un-
WISE mask. The estimator monopole has a far smaller
magnitude than the individual frequency maps, indicat-
ing that statistically isotropic correlations from CMB
foregrounds are greatly reduced, as expected. The recon-
struction in both cases is consistent with theoretical ex-
pectations for the signal and reconstruction noise. Com-
paring the reconstructions, we see strong correlations for
ℓ > 3, with Commander displaying an uncorrelated ex-
cess power at lower ℓ. For our bottom-line CMB-unWISE
reconstruction power spectrum, we use the cross-power
between SMICA and Commander reconstructions.

Because they are sourced by the same underlying grav-
itational potentials, the signal component of the recon-
struction is correlated with the unWISE galaxy density
on large angular scales (for our model of unWISE, the
correlation is significant for multipoles ℓ < 5). Measur-
ing this cross-power spectrum yields new information be-
yond the galaxy and estimator autospectra. The remote
dipole (radial velocity) field on large angular scales is es-
timated from the small-scale CMB and unWISE maps,
and therefore comes from independent data combina-
tions. At a deeper level, the cross-correlation of the es-
timator with galaxy density is the squeezed limit of the
galaxy-galaxy-temperature bispectrum. This data com-
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bination is particularly interesting since it can be used
to measure a scale-dependent bias induced by primordial
non-Gaussianity [18–20] or isocurvature [23, 24]. We find
that the measured cross-spectrum is consistent with the
expected sample variance. This is significant in light of
the fact that the unWISE autospectrum is dominated
by large-angular scale systematic effects on multipoles
ℓ ≲ 20, and provides strong evidence for the future suc-
cess of kSZ velocity reconstruction as a probe of non-
Gaussianity and isocurvature.

As a summary of the implications of our analysis for
the remote dipole field, we compute the posterior over the
optical depth bias bv given the reconstruction. We find
an upper limit of bv < 1.4 at 68% confidence. This is con-
sistent with our expectation that the total signal-to-noise
of the reconstruction is order one for this data combina-
tion. In a companion paper [43] we use the reconstructed
remote dipole field presented here to constrain a variety
of cosmological models.

The paper is laid out as follows. In Sec. II we review
kSZ velocity reconstruction and develop a quadratic esti-
mator for large photometric redshift bins characterizing
the unWISE sample. We outline the expected statistics
for this estimator and possible sources of systematic er-
ror. In Sec. III we describe the properties of the datasets
used as input for our reconstruction, various modelling
assumptions implicit in the quadratic estimator, and pre-
dictions for the estimator response with these datasets.
In Sec. IV we describe our analysis pipeline, and ana-
lyze reconstructions based on individual frequency and
component-separated CMB maps. We characterize fore-
grounds, and constrain the cross-correlation of the re-
construction with unWISE galaxy density. In Sec. V we
find the posterior probability distribution over the veloc-
ity bias bv. We conclude and discuss the implications of
our results in Sec. VI. We present a detailed assessment
of the optical depth bias in Appendix A.

II. KSZ VELOCITY RECONSTRUCTION

We begin by reviewing how kSZ velocity reconstruc-
tion can be used to reconstruct the remote dipole field -
the locally observed CMB dipole projected on our past
light cone. For a more detailed discussion of kSZ veloc-
ity reconstruction/kSZ tomography, we refer the reader
to Refs. [26–28, 30].

The kSZ contribution to the CMB temperature is a
line-of-sight integral:

ΘkSZ (n̂) = −
∫

dχ τ̇ (n̂, χ) v (n̂, χ) , (1)

where τ̇ is the differential optical depth in direction n̂
at comoving distance χ, and v is the remote dipole field

defined by

v (n̂, χ) = n̂ · v⃗(n̂, χ) +
1∑

m=−1

vm (n̂, χ)Y1m(n̂) , (2)

vm (n̂, χ) ≡
∫

d2n̂′ Θ(n̂, χ, n̂′)Y ∗
1m(n̂′) . (3)

The first contribution is from the peculiar velocity v⃗(n̂, χ)
projected along the line of sight n̂. This term is sourced
by local density perturbations. The second contribu-
tion is the primordial dipole, the local CMB dipole
observed at rest and determined by the CMB radia-
tion field Θ(n̂, χ, n̂′). It receives contributions from the
Sachs-Wolfe and integrated Sachs-Wolfe effects as well
as Doppler shifts due to the velocity of plasma at last
scattering. The primordial dipole directly probes the ho-
mogeneity of the Universe since it depends on the en-
tirety of the surface of last scattering, not just the two-
dimensional slice encoded in the primary CMB; for a de-
tailed discussion see [26, 27].

Our focus here will be on cross-correlations with a pho-
tometric galaxy redshift survey, where the observed over-
density field is:

δg (n̂) =

∫
dχ Wg (χ) δ

g (n̂, χ) , (4)

where δg (n̂, χ) is the three-dimensional galaxy overden-
sity field and Wg is the galaxy window function defining
the photometric sample.

The basis of kSZ velocity reconstruction is the sta-
tistically anisotropic cross-correlation between kSZ tem-
perature anisotropies and a tracer of LSS. Schemati-
cally, the kSZ effect is a product of density and veloc-
ity, and therefore ⟨δgΘkSZ⟩ ∼

∫
dχ⟨δg τ̇ v⟩. This three-

point function is dominated by ‘squeezed’ configurations
where velocity modes are far larger-scale than density
modes [27, 28]. Therefore, the velocity field modulates
small-scale power as ⟨δgΘkSZ⟩ ∼

∫
dχ⟨δg τ̇⟩ v, and we can

estimate the velocity from a quadratic estimator given by
v̂ ∼ δgΘ/

∫
dχ⟨δg τ̇⟩. Given multiple photometric redshift

bins, one can break-up the kSZ line-of-sight integral to
perform a tomographic reconstruction of v.

Since we have no direct measurement of the optical
depth, the quadratic estimator relies on a model for the
(statistical) correlation between the LSS tracer and the
optical depth as a function of redshift through

∫
dχ⟨δg τ̇⟩.

Mis-modelling this correlation leads to the ‘optical depth’
or ‘velocity’ bias (see e.g. [28, 44] for further discussion),
which can be due to incorrect assumptions about the
galaxy-halo connection and gas-halo connection, as well
as poor characterization of the redshift distribution of the
LSS tracer. Fortunately, previous work has demonstrated
that the optical depth bias is scale-independent on large
scales [30, 31, 33], and can therefore be described by a
manageable number of nuisance parameters. We discuss
the optical depth bias in detail in the analysis below.
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A. Harmonic-space quadratic estimator

The quadratic estimator used in our analysis is based
on off-diagonal correlations between CMB temperature
and galaxy density in harmonic space:

⟨Θℓmδgℓ′m′⟩ = −
∑
LM

wℓℓ′L
mm′−M (5)

×
∫

dχdχ′ [C τ̇g
ℓ′ (χ, χ′)]tvLM (χ) ,

where [C τ̇g
ℓ′ (χ, χ′)]t is the true cross-power between the

differential optical depth and galaxies on the past light
cone and

wLℓ1ℓ
Mm1−m = (−1)

m

√
(2L+ 1) (2ℓ1 + 1) (2ℓ+ 1)

4π

×
(
L ℓ1 ℓ
M m1 −m

)(
L ℓ1 ℓ
0 0 0

)
. (6)

To make progress, we make two crucial assumptions.
First, since most of the signal-to-noise in the recon-
struction comes from density modes on small angular
scales, we work in the Limber approximation. Next, we
expand the galaxy-optical depth cross-power spectrum
about some reference redshift χ = χ̄ (typically the me-
dian redshift of the bin) and a reference scale ℓ = ℓ̄
(typically ℓ̄ = 2 × 103; see discussion below). Defining

C̄τg
ℓ′ ≡ C τ̇g

ℓ′ (χ = χ̄)∆χ where ∆χ is a normalization fac-
tor representative of the width of the redshift bin (defined
more precisely below), we have

[C τ̇g
ℓ (χ, χ′)]t ≃ [C τ̇g

ℓ (χ)]tδ(χ′ − χ)

≃ [C̄τg
ℓ ]t

[C τ̇g

ℓ=ℓ̄
(χ)]t

[C̄τg

ℓ=ℓ̄
]t

δ(χ′ − χ) . (7)

With these assumptions,

⟨Θℓmδgℓ′m′⟩ ≃ −
∑
LM

wℓℓ′L
mm′−M [C̄τg

ℓ′ ]
t (8)

×
∫

dχ
[C τ̇g

ℓ=ℓ̄
(χ)]t

[C̄τg

ℓ=ℓ̄
]t

vLM (χ) .

When this approximation is valid, the scale- and redshift-
dependent factors in the cross-correlation can be sepa-
rated.

Given Eq. (8) we can write down a simple quadratic es-
timator in analogy with those first presented in Refs. [27,
28, 30]:

v̂ℓm = −Nℓ

∑
ℓ1m1;ℓ2m2

(−1)
m

(
ℓ1 ℓ2 ℓ
m1 m2 −m

)
(9)

×Gℓ1ℓ2ℓΘℓ1m1δℓ2m2 ,

where

Nℓ = (2ℓ+ 1)

(∑
ℓ1ℓ2

Gℓ1ℓ2ℓ fℓ1ℓ2ℓ

)−1

, (10)

and (neglecting significant cross-correlations between the
non-kSZ components of the CMB and the galaxy survey)

Gℓ1ℓ2ℓ ≡
fℓ1ℓ2ℓ

CTT
ℓ1

Cgg
ℓ2

. (11)

CTT
ℓ includes the primary CMB, instrumental noise, kSZ,

as well as galactic and extragalactic foregrounds. Cgg
ℓ is

the galaxy power spectrum including the clustering sig-
nal as well as shot noise and survey systematics. The
CMB and galaxy power spectra are ideally based on self-
consistent theoretical models; in practice it is acceptable
to use the empirically measured power spectra of the in-
put maps. The function fℓ1ℓ2ℓ is defined as:

fℓ1ℓ2ℓ ≡
√

(2ℓ1 + 1) (2ℓ2 + 1) (2ℓ+ 1)

4π

(
ℓ1 ℓ2 ℓ
0 0 0

)
C̄τg

ℓ2
,

(12)
where C̄τg

ℓ2
is a model for the galaxy-optical depth power

spectrum (denoted by the absence of the ‘t’ superscript).
Computing the estimator mean, we find:

⟨v̂ℓm⟩ =
∫

dχ Wv (χ) vℓm (χ) , (13)

where

Wv (χ) ≡
∑

ℓ1ℓ2
Gℓ1ℓ2ℓ fℓ1ℓ2ℓ [C τ̇g

ℓ2
(χ)]t/C̄τg

ℓ2∑
ℓ′1ℓ

′
2
Gℓ′1ℓ

′
2ℓ

fℓ′1ℓ′2ℓ
. (14)

The estimator variance is given by

⟨v̂∗ℓmv̂ℓ′m′⟩ = C v̂v̂
ℓ δℓℓ′δmm′ (15)

=

∫
dχdχ′ Wv (χ)Wv (χ

′)Cvv
ℓ (χ, χ′) δℓℓ′δmm′

+ Nℓ δℓℓ′δmm′ .

Within ΛCDM the power spectrum for the remote dipole
field is related to the primordial power spectrum P(k) by

Cvv
ℓ (χ, χ′) =

2

π

∫
dk

k
∆v

ℓ (k, χ)∆
v
ℓ (k, χ

′)P(k) . (16)

The transfer function for the remote dipole field is

∆v
ℓ (k, χ) =

iℓ

2ℓ+ 1

[
SLD(k, χ) + SP(k, χ)

]
× [ℓjℓ−1(kχ)− (ℓ+ 1)jℓ+1(kχ)] , (17)

where SLD(k, χ) is the ‘local Doppler’ source induced
by the radial peculiar velocity field and SP(k, χ) is
the source for the ‘primordial’ dipole field induced by
the Sachs-Wolfe, Integraged Sachs-Wolfe, and primordial
Doppler components. The full form of the source func-
tions can be found in Ref. [27].
Note that in general Wv (χ) is dependent on ℓ. How-

ever, this scale dependence is weak at low-ℓ (the case
of interest below), and therefore we have suppressed the
ℓ-dependence in the argument of this function. When
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the ratio [C τ̇g
ℓ2

(χ)]t/C̄τg
ℓ2

is independent of ℓ2, the ap-

proximation in the second line of Eq. (7) is exact, and

Wv = [C τ̇g

ℓ=ℓ̄
(χ)]t/C̄τg

ℓ=ℓ̄
. We find below that this is an

excellent approximation within our model. The velocity
window function and estimator weights depend on C̄τg

ℓ2
,

which comes from a model for the galaxy-optical depth
cross-correlation C τ̇g

ℓ2
(χ) ̸= [C τ̇g

ℓ2
(χ)]t. We must incor-

porate this model uncertainty when comparing a recon-
struction against theoretical expectations. We outline
how a mis-match between the true and fiducial optical
depth-galaxy cross-power contribute to the optical depth
bias in Appendix A. Finally, we fix the normalization
parameter ∆χ by

∆χ =

∫
dχ C τ̇g

ℓ=ℓ̄
(χ) /C τ̇g

ℓ=ℓ̄
(χ = χ̄) , (18)

given a model C τ̇g
ℓ2

(χ).

B. Pixel-space quadratic estimator

In the presence of incomplete sky coverage and mask-
ing, it is preferable to use a pixel-space form of the esti-
mator in Eq. (9). This takes a particularly simple form
when we neglect the scale dependence of Nℓ defined in
Eq. (10), which is an excellent approximation in the limit
where ℓ1, ℓ2 ≫ ℓ where :

Nℓ ≃ N ≡
[∑

ℓ1

2ℓ1 + 1

4π

(C̄τg
ℓ1
)2

CTT
ℓ1

Cgg
ℓ1

]−1

. (19)

We first define filtered CMB and galaxy fields:

ξ (n̂) =
∑
ℓm

Θℓm
1

CTT
ℓ

Yℓm(n̂), ζ (n̂) =
∑
ℓm

δℓm
C̄τg

ℓ

Cgg
ℓ

Yℓm(n̂) .

(20)
The filtering operation in ξ (n̂) acts as a high-pass filter
for the CMB, suppressing large-scale correlations. The
filtering operation in ζ (n̂) will in general preserve fluctu-
ations in the galaxy field on large scales where baryons
and galaxies trace the underlying dark matter distribu-
tion, while suppressing power on scales (∼ 1 − 10 Mpc)
affected by feedback processes. The pixel-space form of
the quadratic estimator is

v̂ (n̂) = −N ξ (n̂) ζ (n̂) . (21)

Due to the nature of the filtering, the product
ξ (n̂) ζ (n̂) is sensitive only to local correlations between
the CMB and galaxy survey. This property is advanta-
geous when dealing with masking and partial sky cover-
age.

The mean of the pixel-space estimator is

⟨v̂ (n̂)⟩ =
∫

dχWv(χ)v(n̂, χ) , (22)

which is consistent with Eq. (13). Turning to the pixel-
space estimator variance, the contribution from the re-
construction noise deserves some discussion. Assuming
that both ξ(n̂) and ζ(n̂) are Gaussian random fields, the
one-point function is a normal product distribution:

P (v̂) =
1

πNσξσζ
K0

[ |v̂|
Nσξσζ

]
, (23)

whereK0(x) is the modified Bessel function of the second
kind and

σ2
ξ = ⟨ξ(n̂)2⟩

=
∑
ℓ1

2ℓ1 + 1

4π

1

CTT
ℓ1

, (24)

and

σ2
ζ = ⟨ζ(n̂)2⟩

=
∑
ℓ2

2ℓ2 + 1

4π

(C̄τg
ℓ2
)2

Cgg
ℓ2

. (25)

The coincident two-point function is straightforward to
compute from the one-point function:

⟨v(n̂)2⟩ = N2σ2
ξσ

2
ζ . (26)

To the extent that Nℓ is independent of scale (which can
be viewed as a consequence of the primarily local cor-
relation of the filtered CMB and galaxy map), it is a
reasonable approximation to neglect pixel-pixel correla-
tions in the reconstruction noise. Upon coarse-graining,
by the Central Limit Theorem, the distribution in coarse-
grained pixels will be Gaussian. We can therefore treat
reconstruction noise on large angular scales, where our
signal lies, as Gaussian. However, retaining all scales, we
speculate that the non-Gaussian properties of the recon-
struction noise can be used as an additional method to
distinguish it from the underlying Gaussian dipole field
signal.

C. Possible sources of systematics

There are a number of potential systematic effects
that could lead to a biased reconstruction. Previous
work [29, 30] explored a variety of these effects using sim-
ulations, but the influence of systematics in an analysis
of real data has not yet been performed - this is among
the primary goals of this paper. Here, we present the
expected systematics at a qualitative level.
In general, we can classify potential systematics into

the following categories:

• Optical depth bias: When C τ̇g
ℓ2

(χ) ̸= [C τ̇g
ℓ2

(χ)]t,
the estimator mean will be biased against the true
remote dipole field - referred to as the ‘optical
depth’ or ‘velocity’ bias. This modelling error
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can arise because of a poor understanding of the
galaxy-halo and/or gas-halo connection, environ-
mental/selection effects, and inaccurate/uncertain
redshift distributions, among other factors arising
from our limited knowledge of the distribution of
baryons. Fortunately, so long as we focus on the
reconstruction on large scales, this bias is scale in-
dependent [30, 33]. In Appendix A we estimate the
possible magnitude of this bias by computing the
expected signal over a range of model assumptions,
finding that variations in the range 0.5 ≲ bv ≲ 1.1
are plausible.

• Statistically isotropic CMB-galaxy cross-
correlations: An isotropic correlation between the
CMB and galaxy survey, e.g. due to extragalac-
tic CMB foregrounds such as the Cosmic Infrared
Background (CIB) or thermal Sunyaev Zel’dovich
effect (tSZ), contributes to the estimator weights.
With a detailed model of the cross-correlation, this
can be incorporated into Gℓ1ℓ2ℓ defined in Eq. (11).
Neglecting these contributions yields a slightly sub-
optimal estimator (e.g. the variance is not as low as
possible). Additionally, statistically isotropic cor-
relations contribute to the monopole of the recon-
struction, yielding an additive bias.

• Statistically anisotropic CMB-galaxy cross-
correlations: The quadratic estimator in Eq. (9)
is in principle sensitive to any effect that modulates
the cross-correlation between the CMB and galax-
ies across the sky. Such effects lead to an additive
bias. For example, given a signal in the CMB tem-
perature ΘM = M(n̂)δM (n̂) where δM (n̂) is corre-
lated with LSS, the mean estimator response is

⟨v̂Mℓm⟩ =
∑

ℓ1ℓ2
Gℓ1ℓ2ℓ fℓ1ℓ2ℓ CMg

ℓ2
(χ) /C̄τg

ℓ2∑
ℓ′1ℓ

′
2
Gℓ′1ℓ

′
2ℓ

fℓ′1ℓ′2ℓ
Mℓm . (27)

This systematic can arise from physical effects such
as CMB or galaxy lensing as well as relativis-
tic effects modulating point source number counts
(e.g. [45]). It can also arise from instrumental sys-
tematics such as anisotropic beams or anisotropic
levels of foreground removal. Likewise, systemat-
ics and physical effects in the galaxy survey that
modulate a component correlated with the CMB
δP = P (n̂)ΘP (n̂) lead to a mean estimator re-
sponse:

⟨v̂Pℓm⟩ =
∑

ℓ1ℓ2
Gℓ1ℓ2ℓ fℓ1ℓ2ℓ CPT

ℓ2
(χ) /C̄τg

ℓ2∑
ℓ′1ℓ

′
2
Gℓ′1ℓ

′
2ℓ

fℓ′1ℓ′2ℓ
Pℓm . (28)

A physical effect leading to this is the relativis-
tic modulation of number counts. Systematic ef-
fects include extinction, redshift calibration errors,
anisotropic depth, and background effects where
e.g. the presence of nearby stars makes it difficult

to isolate extragalactic sources. A variety of poten-
tial foregrounds and systematics were considered
in Ref. [30] and shown to make only small contri-
butions to the estimator mean. Below, we evalu-
ate the estimator response to templates for various
physical and systematic effects.

• Higher order noise bias: There are additional
contributions to the estimator variance presented in
Eq. (15) beyond those we have considered here [33].
These arise from ⟨ΘkSZδgΘkSZδg⟩. The discon-
nected components of this correlator are referred
to, in analogy with CMB lensing, as the N (1) bias;
the connected component due to non-linear cluster-
ing is referred to as the N (3/2) bias. These effects
are only relevant in the high-signal-to-noise regime,
and will not be discussed further here.

III. DATA AND THEORETICAL MODELLING

Before proceeding, we review the properties of ideal
datasets for kSZ velocity reconstruction. The quadratic
estimator relies on reconstructing the remote dipole field
on large scales from anisotropic CMB-galaxy cross-power
on small angular scales. The performance of the estima-
tor therefore benefits from small-scale modes probed by
a high resolution, low-noise CMB dataset and a galaxy
survey that has a high number density of objects. Be-
cause the remote dipole field has power primarily on large
angular scales, it is also desirable to have large sky cover-
age. In addition to these factors influencing the expected
statistical error of the reconstruction, we must also worry
about a variety of potential systematics, as described in
the previous section. It is therefore desirable to utilize
surveys with well-characterized foregrounds and instru-
mental systematics. Finally, it is desirable to have many
redshift bins to perform a three-dimensional reconstruc-
tion of the dipole field along our past light cone.

In this paper, we use a data combination that has
many of these desirable properties: Planck temperature
anisotropies and galaxies from the unWISE ‘blue’ sample.
The main shortcoming of this combination is the limited
sensitivity of Planck and the lack of redshift resolution
in the unWISE sample. We describe in this section the
data products we utilize and our modelling assumptions.

A. Planck Temperature Maps

Our analysis utilizes temperature maps from the the
Planck Data Release 3 (PR3) [1]. We analyze both indi-
vidual frequency maps at 100, 143, 217, and 353 GHz as
well as the SMICA [46] and Commander [47] component-
separated CMB maps. In our assessment of various fore-
grounds and systematics, we additionally use a variety of
CMB-subtracted maps and other ancillary Planck data
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products. Here, we describe the relevant properties of
these data products.

We perform an analysis using PR3 individual fre-
quency maps at 100, 143, 217, and 353 GHz. Each
of these frequency maps have a corresponding CMB-
subtracted map for both SMICA and Commander esti-
mates of the CMB, providing an estimate of the sum of all
foregrounds and noise on the sky at each frequency. We
apply the estimator to each of these maps to determine
the influence of foregrounds on the reconstruction at each
frequency. Individual frequency maps are debeamed with
a Gaussian beam of FWHM 9.68, 7.30, 5.02, and 4.94
arcminutes for 100, 143, 217, and 353 GHz frequencies
respectively. We utilize simulated (galactic) foreground
maps produced using the 10th Planck full focal plane sim-
ulation set (FFP10) [48] including free-free, synchrotron,
and thermal dust components. We also utilize instru-
mental noise realizations from the FFP10 simulations.

For our 353 GHz analysis we employ the Planck-
derived 353 GHz Cosmic Infrared Background (CIB) map
of Ref. [49] to investigate the impact of CIB residuals on
the reconstruction. These maps are provided alongside
the window function intended for debeaming these maps
and we employ them as such.

We analyze maps produced using two different compo-
nent separation techniques, SMICA and Commander, de-
scribed in Ref. [46]. SMICA (Spectral Matching Indepen-
dent Component Analysis) is based on a linear weighting
of each Planck frequency map in harmonic space [50],
such that the variance of a desired spectral component
is minimized – here the blackbody spectrum, containing
the primary CMB and kSZ. On the small angular scales
relevant to the analysis presented below, the harmonic
weights are largest in magnitude at 217, 353, and 857
GHz. Also of potential relevance to the discussion be-
low, the SMICA map is itself a linear combination of two
different harmonic linear combinations with weights rel-
evant to foreground-free and sky-averaged regions. The
Commander CMB map is determined by sampling from
a posterior over a parametric model with a number of
components. The amplitude and spectral indices of var-
ious components is allowed to vary over the sky. The
resolution at which spectral indices are allowed to vary
influences power on small angular scales [46]. Both CMB
maps have an effective Gaussian beam with FWHM of 5
arcminutes, which we remove in our analysis; we work at
the Planck native resolution of Nside = 2048.

B. unWISE Galaxy Map

The unWISE [41] catalogue contains over 500 million
galaxies between 0 ≤ z ≤ 2 constructed from NEOWISE
data [36, 37]. unWISE provides among the largest cur-
rently available extragalactic catalogue with a measured
redshift distribution, making it a desirable dataset for
kSZ velocity reconstruction. Various catalogues derived
from WISE data have already been successfully utilized

FIG. 1. The unWISE blue sample galaxy density. Small den-
sity fluctuations are shown with a linear color scaling and
large density fluctuations are logarithmically scaled to en-
hance the cosmological signal compared with contaminants
in the galactic plane.

in a wide variety of CMB cross-correlation studies includ-
ing e.g. [10, 12, 13, 42, 51–58].
Here, we use the unWISE catalogue described in

Ref. [42]. Objects in the full unWISE catalogue were
cross-checked against Gaia DR2 [59] sources to reduce
stellar contamination and divided into three large red-
shift bins labeled ‘red’, ‘green’, and ‘blue’ in order of
descending median redshift. We focus on the blue sam-
ple for our analysis as it has the strongest confidence in
redshift measurements and has the highest number den-
sity of galaxies. Future analyses could utilize all three
samples to provide a true tomographic reconstruction of
the remote dipole field.
In Fig. 1 we show the galaxy number density of the

unWISE blue sample, defined from the number counts
Ng(n̂) by

δg(n̂) = (Ng(n̂)− N̄g)/N̄g , (29)

where Ng(n̂) is the number of objects per pixel and the
mean is defined by N̄g ≡ Ntot/Npix withNpix the number
of un-masked pixels at Nside = 2048 resolution and Ntot

the total number of objects in un-masked pixels. For
the unWISE blue sample with the mask defined in the
following subsection, this is N̄g = 2.8, corresponding to
a number density of 0.95 arcmin−2. Visible in Fig. 1 are
large over- and under-densities concentrated along the
galactic plane. The clustering signal is visible far from
the galactic plane.

C. Masking

To minimize the effect of a variety of galactic and ex-
tragalactic foregrounds in the Planck and unWISE maps,
we employ a set of masks in our analysis. First, we must
estimate the CMB power spectrum for use in the esti-
mator weights. This computation is performed for indi-
vidual frequency maps by applying the HFI point source
mask and a galactic cut retaining 70% of the sky at 100



8

Fiducial Reconstruction Mask (fsky = 0.58)

FIG. 2. The reconstruction mask applied to all reconstruc-
tions presented below. This mask is the union of the binary
unWISE mask from [42] and the Planck CMB temperature
confidence mask of Ref. [60]. The final uncut sky fraction for
this mask is fsky = 0.58.

GHz and 60% of the sky at 143, 217, and 353 GHz. Next,
we estimate the galaxy power spectrum by applying the
binary unWISE mask used in Ref. [42], composed of a
galactic plane cut retaining 70% of the sky as well as
masking of stars, planetary nebulae, and bright sources.
The resulting mask has an uncut sky fraction of 58%.
We also create a reconstruction mask which is the union
of the unWISE mask and the SMICA-based confidence
mask [60]. This mask, shown in Fig. 2, is applied to
the final reconstructions to find power spectra. The sky
coverage is nearly the same as the unWISE mask, also
preserving 58% of the sky. For the analysis of the 353
GHz CIB map, we utilize the union of the unWISE mask
and the mask of Ref. [49]. The resulting unmaksed sky
fraction is 18%.

D. Modelling assumptions

A necessary input to the quadratic estimator is the
optical depth-galaxy cross-power spectrum; see Eq. (5).
This is not currently measured from existing datasets
(though it may be in the future, e.g. [61]), and so we
must construct a model. Schematically, we connect un-
WISE galaxy number counts to electron density by mod-
elling the relation of both to the underlying dark matter
distribution.

A variety of previous works have attempted to con-
strain the relation between unWISE galaxies and dark
matter, e.g. [10, 42, 53–56, 58]. We adopt the simplest
linear-bias model used to model unWISE galaxies de-
scribed in Ref. [42]. The galaxy power spectrum is:

Cgg
ℓ =

∫
dχdχ′ Wg(χ)Wg(χ

′)Cmm
ℓ (χ, χ′)

+ Nshot , (30)

where Cmm
ℓ (χ, χ′) is the matter angular power spectrum

Cmm
ℓ (χ, χ′) =

2

π

∫
dk

k
∆g

ℓ (k, χ)∆
g
ℓ (k, χ

′)P(k) , (31)

with

∆g
ℓ (k, χ

′) = Sm(k, χ)jℓ(kχ) , (32)

where Sm(k, χ) is the source function for matter den-
sity. We neglect sub-dominant contributions from red-
shift space distortions and magnification that are rele-
vant mostly on large angular scales. The shot noise for
the unWISE blue sample is Nshot = 9.2× 10−8 (steradi-
ans) and the galaxy window function Wg is defined by:

Wg (χ) ≡ bg (z)
dN

dz
H (z) , bg (z) ≡ 0.8+1.2z . (33)

Here, bg (z) is the galaxy bias and dN/dz is the redshift
distribution; both were empirically determined for the
unWISE blue sample in Ref. [42]. The redshift distribu-
tion dN/dz was determined from matching sources with
deep photometric redshifts in COSMOS [62]; the galaxy
bias b(z) was determined through cross-correlation with
SDSS spectroscopic galaxies in narrow bins. Note that
some other works [53, 54, 56] using the unWISE catalogue
are based on a measurement of the product of galaxy
bias and the redshift distribution from cross-correlation
with SDSS alone. Within our model, the clustering sig-
nal dominates over shot noise for ℓ ≲ 103. In the limber
approximation, the galaxy-galaxy power spectrum in this
model is:

Cgg
ℓ =

∫
dχ

χ2
Pmm

(
χ, k =

ℓ+ 1
2

χ

)
W 2

g (χ) +Nshot ,

(34)

where Pmm is the non-linear matter power spectrum com-
puted using CAMB. The Limber approximation is accu-
rate on scales ℓ ≳ 100 for this model.
Uncertainty in the redshift distribution dN

dz for the un-
WISE blue sample is an important systematic in our
analysis. In Ref. [42] this was quantified by determining
the variance in the redshift distribution over 44 differ-
ent patches observed by HSC, each with the same area
as COSMOS, and then drawing 100 samples consistent
with this expected error. The 100 dN

dz realizations used in
Ref. [42] are shown in Fig. 3 as thin grey lines, with the
thick red line indicating the best-fit fiducial dN

dz . This
spread illustrates the degree of uncertainty in the un-
WISE blue redshift distribution, and will be important
in the discussion below.
The differential optical depth is proportional to the in-

homogeneous distributions of electrons. We relate this to
the dark matter distribution through a scale-dependent

linear bias δe(k⃗, χ) = be(k, χ)δm(k⃗, χ), employing the
model of Ref. [63]:

be (z, k) = b⋆ (z)

[
1 +

(
k

k⋆ (z)

)γ(z)
]− 1

2

, (35)
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FIG. 3. Normalized redshift distribution dN
dz

for the unWISE
blue sample. The thin grey lines are 100 individual samples
of dN

dz
consistent with the expected error. The thick red line

indicates the measured dN
dz

, taken to be the fiducial redshift
distribution used in our analysis.

where

b⋆ (z) =
√
−0.013z + 0.971 ,

γ (z) = 0.10z2 − 0.59z + 1.91 , (36)

k⋆ (z) = −0.42z3 + 3.10z2 − 3.24z + 4.36 .

Heuristically, b⋆ controls the redshift-dependence of the
amplitude, k⋆ controls the scale on which electron inho-
mogeneities are suppressed as compared to dark matter,
and γ controls the abruptness of this transition.
In the Limber approximation, the cross-power is

C τ̇g
ℓ (χ) =

1

χ2
Wg (χ)Wτ (χ) be

(
χ, k =

ℓ+ 1
2

χ

)
× Pmm

(
χ, k =

ℓ+ 1
2

χ

)
. (37)

Wτ is the optical depth window function:

Wτ (χ) ≡ σTn̄e,0(1 + z (χ))2 , (38)

where σT is the Thomson cross section, a (χ) is the scale
factor, and n̄e,0 is the average number density of electrons
today. We model n̄e,0 as

n̄e,0 =
fgasXΩb,0ρcrit,0

µemp
, (39)

where fgas is the mass fraction of baryons in ionized gas,
X is the fraction of the total number of electrons that
are ionized, µemp is the mean baryon mass per electron,
Ωb,0 is the present-day baryon density parameter, and
ρcrit,0 is the present-day critical density. Assuming a
primordial helium abundance of Yp = 0.24, and assum-
ing that all helium is doubly ionized within the redshifts

probed by unWISE (helium reionization is expected to
have happened at z ≳ 2.5 near the peak of quasar activ-
ity [64–70]), we have X = 1 3 and µe = 1.14. We assume
that 10% of baryonic matter by mass is cold (neutral) or
bound up in stars, yielding fgas = 0.9. We do not con-
sider redshift-evolution of the ionization state of Helium
in the intergalactic medium or the ionized gas fraction
over cosmological epochs probed by the unWISE blue
sample 4. With our fiducial cosmological parameters, we
have σT n̄e,0 ≃ 4.08× 10−7 Mpc−1.
Uncertainty in the distribution of electrons, here quan-

tified by the scale-dependent bias be(z, k), is an impor-
tant systematic to consider. Within our assumed model,
the bias is close to unity on large physical/angular scales,
where baryons trace the underlying distribution of dark
matter. Various feedback effects become relevant on
physical scales k > k∗, washing out baryon fluctuations;
this is modelled through a decrease in be(z, k). At the
median redshfit of the unWISE blue sample z̄ ≃ 0.6, this
transition corresponds to physical scales k ∼ 1 Mpc−1

and angular scales ℓ ≳ kχ ∼ 2300. At this angular scale
there is still significant signal-to-noise in the Planck CMB
and the clustering signal in unWISE, implying that there
will be some sensitivity to variations about the fiducial
model. In Appendix A we quantify the impact of vary-
ing the model parameters in be(z, k) on the optical depth
bias bv.
As described in Sec. II, the estimator mean has the

simplest interpretation when we can factorize the scale-
and redshift-dependence of the optical depth-galaxy
cross-power. This allows us to approximate C τ̇g

ℓ (χ) ≃
C̄τg

ℓ (C τ̇g

ℓ=ℓ̄
(χ)/C̄τg

ℓ=ℓ̄
) on small angular scales where the

estimator receives the greatest contributions. Within our
model, we can re-state this as testing the approximation

Pme

(
χ, k = ℓ+1/2

χ

)
Pme

(
χ, k = ℓ̄+1/2

χ

) ≃
Pme

(
χ̄, k = ℓ+1/2

χ̄

)
Pme

(
χ̄, k = ℓ̄+1/2

χ̄

) . (41)

For our fiducial model, we find that this approximation
is better than 90% accurate over the full range of scales
at redshifts near χ̄, and at worst 70% accurate on small
angular scales in the tails of the unWISE blue sample
redshift distribution. This validates the intuition behind
our construction of the estimator. In Fig. 4 we plot the
velocity window function computed using the approxi-
mate expression Wv ≃ C τ̇g

ℓ=ℓ̄
(χ) /C̄τg

ℓ=ℓ̄
(blue) against the

3 The fraction of ionized electrons is defined as

X ≡
1− Yp(1−NHe/4)

1− Yp/2
, (40)

where NHe = 0, 1, 2 for neutral, singly-ionized, and doubly-
ionized helium. For a primordial helium abundance of Yp = 0.24,
this takes values X = 0.86, 0.93, 1.0 for these three ionization
states, respectively.

4 With future surveys covering a broader range of redshifts, it will
be possible to measure Helium reionization using kSZ tomogra-
phy [71–73].
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FIG. 4. The velocity window function Wv(z) Eq. (14) (blue
solid) relating the estimator mean to the underlying veloci-
ties, the approximate window function used in our analysis
(orange), and the galaxy window function Wg(z) Eq. (33).

exact expression Eq. (14) (orange). The agreement is
excellent. The distribution is relatively flat over the red-
shift range 0.3 ≲ z ≲ 0.9, and covers the same redshift
range as the galaxy window function (which we plot for
comparison, dashed black), albeit with a different shape.

E. Predicted estimator variance

We now have everything necessary to compute the es-
timator variance defined in Eq. (15). We can estimate
the expected level of reconstruction noise from Eq. (19)
using the fiducial model for C̄τg

ℓ and Cgg
ℓ described above

and estimating CTT
ℓ as the the sum of the primary CMB

and an effective white noise level of 77.4, 33.0, 46.8, 153.6
µK-arcmin for the 100, 143, 217, and 353 GHz channels
respectively. In Fig. 5 we show the resulting summand in
Eq. (19). The larger the summand, the smaller the recon-
struction noise. The multipoles over which the summand
is significant determines which scales contribute most to
the estimator variance. From this plot, we see that the
217 GHz map is expected to yield the lowest reconstruc-
tion noise (before incorporating foregrounds) and that
scales ℓ ≃ 2000 are most relevant to the reconstruction.
This motivates our choice of ℓ̄ = 2000 as the reference
scale for our model of the galaxy-optical depth power
spectrum.

We compare the reconstruction noise expected for the
217 GHz Planck map against the expected signal contri-
butions in Fig. 6. The reconstruction noise computed as
described above (black solid) is comparable to the total
predicted signal (red solid, computed using Eq. (15) with
the fiducial velocity window function shown in Fig. 4)
at the very lowest ℓ, falling steeply on smaller scales.
The primordial component (green dashed; computed us-
ing the primordial dipole source term in Eq. (17)) does
not significantly contribute to the predicted signal for this

500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500
0.0
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0.4

0.6

0.8
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d(
N

1 )
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1e5
100 GHz
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FIG. 5. The predicted summand in Eq. (19) for reconstruc-
tions from individual frequency maps. The range in ℓ where
the summand is largest determines the scales that make the
largest contribution to the estimator variance.

data combination 5. The expected total signal-to-noise
of the map-level reconstruction defined as:

SN2 =
∑
ℓ

2ℓ+ 1

2
fsky

(
Cvv

ℓ

Nℓ

)2

, (42)

is SN = 0.89, with most of the contribution coming from
ℓ < 5 (and roughly half from ℓ = 1). Note that incor-
porating the mask as a factor of fsky is likely inaccurate
at such large angular scales (see e.g. Ref. [75] for a re-
lated discussion). Additionally, this forecast does not
incorporate any degradation from foregrounds and sys-
tematics. Therefore, we do not anticipate a conclusive
detection for this data combination within ΛCDM. Note
however that the statistical reach of the quadratic estima-
tor for bulk radial velocities on Gpc scales is an impres-
sive

√
N ∼ 25 km/s! Future CMB experiments such as

Simons Observatory have the statistical power to achieve
SN > 5 in cross-correlation with the unWISE blue sample
(and SN > 100 in combination with LSST) [30]; detec-
tion of the primordial dipole signal likely requires both
CMB-S4 and LSST [19].

F. Optical depth bias

Uncertainties in the modelling choices used to con-
struct C τ̇g

ℓ appear as a bias on the estimator mean and
variance, known as the optical depth bias (see Sec. II C).
We present a detailed computation and assessment of
the optical depth bias in Appendix A, collecting the

5 The suppression of power at ℓ = 1 is due to the cancellation of
contributions to the locally observed CMB dipole that occurs for
long-wavelength adiabatic modes. See Refs. [26, 74] for a detailed
discussion.
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FIG. 6. The predicted signal and noise power spectra for
the reconstructed remote dipole field. The full remote dipole
spectrum (red solid) is several orders of magnitude larger than
the spectrum associated with the primordial dipole (green
dashed); see Eq. (17) The expected reconstruction noise for
the 217 GHz map (black solid) is comparable to the expected
signal on the largest angular scales.

main results here. In general, we can define the opti-
cal depth bias by the estimator mean evaluated using
the true temperature-galaxy cross-correlation, but with
fiducial estimator weights:

⟨v̂ℓm⟩t =
∫

dχ bv(χ)Wv(χ)vℓm(χ) , (43)

where the ‘t’ superscript indicates this is evaluated
on the ‘truth’ values for the temperature-galaxy cross-
correlation. In Appendix A, we demonstrate that this
can be approximated by

bv(χ) ≃
∑

ℓ1
2ℓ1+1
4π

C̄τg
ℓ1

[C̄τg
ℓ1

]t

CTT
ℓ1

Cgg
ℓ1∑

ℓ2
2ℓ2+1
4π

(C̄τg
ℓ2

)2

CTT
ℓ2

Cgg
ℓ2

[C τ̇g

ℓ=ℓ̄
(χ)]t

C τ̇g

ℓ=ℓ̄
(χ)

C̄τg

ℓ=ℓ̄

[C̄τg

ℓ=ℓ̄
]t

.(44)

Given a range of possible models for the ’truth,’ we can
assess the range of bv we might plausibly expect. Note
that in general the optical depth bias is a χ−dependent
function. However, on large angular scales it manifests
as a multiplicative constant relating the reconstruction
and the true velocity. We define bv without the explicit
χ dependence as this constant multiplicative factor:

⟨v̂ℓm⟩t ≃ bv⟨v̂ℓm⟩, [C v̂v̂
ℓ ]t ≃ b2vC

v̂v̂
ℓ . (45)

Note that the reconstruction noise N is defined by the
fiducial model in the estimator, so using the reconstruc-
tion noise to place limits on any hypothetical underlying
signal requires an understanding of bv. For example, the
total expected signal-to-noise defined in Eq. (42) scales
as [SN ]t ≃ b2vSN .
In Appendix A we estimate the range of values that bv

could plausibly take by varying the unWISE photometric

redshift distribution (see Fig. 3), the model parameters
determining be, and the mean number density of elec-
trons. We find that all three of these uncertainties can
contribute to the optical depth bias at the O(10%)-level.
Under the variations we consider, we find that it is dif-
ficult to increase bv beyond bv ∼ 1.1. Under the largest
variations we consider in the scale and abruptness of elec-
tron power suppression determining be, we can obtain
values of bv as small as bv ∼ 0.5. Under the assump-
tion that our model is flexible enough to encompass the
true underlying spectrum, we can plausibly expect that
bv lies in the range 0.5 ≲ bv ≲ 1.1. Although we do not
pursue it here, we note that it is in principle possible to
derive a prior on bv using a variety of measurements and
upper-limits on e.g. the kSZ power spectrum [76], pair-
wise velocity [7] or projected field [10, 12, 13] kSZ estima-
tors, numerical simulations including baryonic feedback,
etc. Future analyses with more precisely calibrated pho-
tometric or spectroscopic redshifts will also mitigate the
optical depth bias.

G. Galaxy-reconstruction cross-correlation

The reconstructed remote dipole field is correlated
with the galaxy density on large angular scales. This
cross-correlation is equivalent to the squeezed limit
of the temperature-galaxy-galaxy bispectrum [28] (e.g.
⟨TSδ

g
Sδ

g
L⟩ where S denotes small angular scales and L

denotes large angular scales). We can estimate the pre-
dicted signal from our theoretical models for the estima-
tor mean and the galaxy density

C v̂g
ℓ =

∫
dχ

∫
dχ′Wv(χ)Wg(χ

′)Cvg
ℓ (χ, χ′) . (46)

The galaxy-velocity cross-correlation is

Cvg
ℓ (χ, χ′) =

2

π

∫
dk

k
∆v

ℓ (k, χ)∆
g
ℓ (k, χ

′)P(k) , (47)

where ∆v
ℓ and ∆g

ℓ are defined in Eq. (17) and (32) re-
spectively. This is shown in Fig. 7. There is a significant
positive correlation for ℓ < 5, and a slowly decreasing
anti-correlation for ℓ > 10. The expected variance on
the cross-spectrum based on the theoretical model for
the galaxy power spectrum and remote dipole estimator
variance is

⟨(C v̂g
ℓ )2⟩ = Cgg

ℓ C v̂v̂
ℓ

2ℓ+ 1
. (48)

We discuss this in detail in the next subsection. The
variance is roughly twice the expected signal at ℓ = 1 and
and more than an order of magnitude larger at ℓ ∼ 10,
with the ratio growing roughly linearly with ℓ thereafter.
We therefore do not expect a detection of the signal in
the cross-power.
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FIG. 7. The predicted cross-correlation between the galaxy
density and estimator mean (red solid; see Eq. (46)) and the
expected covariance based on the theoretical reconstruction
and galaxy auto spectra (black solid; see Eq. 48).

H. Likelihood and posterior

Assuming that the reconstructed dipole field and un-
WISE galaxy density are Gaussian random fields (a good
approximation on large angular scales), the likelihood for

the observed spectra Ĉℓ given theory spectra Cℓ is at
each ℓ given by a Wishart distribution:

p(Ĉℓ|Cℓ) ∝

[
det(Ĉℓ)

](ν−3)/2

[det(Cℓ)]
ν/2

(49)

× exp
[
−ν

2
Tr
(
C−1

ℓ · Ĉℓ

)]
,

where ν ≡ 2ℓ + 1, the measured spectra are assembled
into the matrix

Ĉℓ =

(
Ĉ v̂v̂

ℓ Ĉ v̂g
ℓ

Ĉ v̂g
ℓ Ĉgg

ℓ

)
, (50)

and the theory spectra are assembled into

Cℓ =

(
C v̂v̂

ℓ C v̂g
ℓ

C v̂g
ℓ Cgg

ℓ

)
. (51)

For large-ℓ, the Wishart distribution approaches a multi-
variate Gaussian distribution over the spectra. By

marginalizing over Ĉgg
ℓ and Ĉ v̂g

ℓ (e.g. discluding these
observables from our data vector) we obtain the likeli-

hood for Ĉ v̂v̂
ℓ which is a Gamma function:

p(Ĉ v̂v̂
ℓ |C v̂v̂

ℓ ) =
(ν
2

)ν/2 (Ĉ v̂v̂)ν/2−1

2ν/2Γ(ν/2)
exp

[
−νĈ v̂v̂

ℓ

2C v̂v̂
ℓ

]
. (52)

The mean is C v̂v̂
ℓ and the variance 2C v̂v̂

ℓ

2
/ν; at high ℓ this

approaches a Gaussian with this mean and variance. We

will also be interested below in the likelihood over Ĉ v̂g
ℓ

given a set of theory spectra. Marginalizing Eq. (49) over

Ĉ v̂v̂
ℓ and Ĉgg

ℓ we have

p(Ĉ v̂g
ℓ |Cℓ) =

ν2(1−ν)/2

√
πΓ(ν/2)[det(Cℓ)]1/2

[
(νĈ v̂g

ℓ )2

C v̂v̂
ℓ Cgg

ℓ

](ν−1)/4

(53)

× exp

[
νĈ v̂g

ℓ C v̂g
ℓ

det(Cℓ)

]
K ν−1

2

ν|Ĉ v̂g
ℓ |
√
C v̂v̂

ℓ Cgg
ℓ

det(Cℓ)

 .

The mean is C v̂g
ℓ and the variance for small C v̂g

ℓ is ap-

proximately equal to C v̂v̂
ℓ Cgg

ℓ /ν; at high ℓ this approaches
a Gaussian with this mean and variance.
On the full sky, the spectra at different multipoles ℓ are

independent, and the joint likelihood for the full spec-
trum can be constructed by simply multiplying the like-
lihood at each ℓ:

p(Ĉ|C) ∝
ℓmax∏

ℓ=ℓmin

p(Ĉℓ|Cℓ) . (54)

Below, we must introduce sky cuts to mitigate foreground
contamination in the reconstruction and unWISE galaxy
density. We can employ the likelihood functions de-
scribed above if we have an estimate for the full-sky
spectra Ĉℓ from the pseudo-Cℓ spectra we measure on
the cut-sky. We expect the measured dipole field to be
dominated by reconstruction noise, with a flat angular
power spectrum. In this special case, a good approxi-
mation to the full-sky power spectrum can be obtained
by simply dividing the measured pseudo-Cℓ spectra by a
factor of fsky. We assume this is the case in our anal-
ysis and defer a more careful implementation of power
spectrum estimation to future work.

Below, we consider variations in the velocity bias, em-
ploying the model

C v̂v̂
ℓ = b2vC

vv
ℓ +N . (55)

We fix the reconstruciton noise N as well as all cosmo-
logical parameters determining Cvv

ℓ . The velocity bias
bv encodes the uncertainty in the galaxy-optical depth
cross-power. Assuming a flat prior on the model spec-
tra, we can use the measured spectra Ĉ v̂v̂

ℓ to obtain the
posterior distribution over bv:

p(bv|Ĉ v̂v̂) ∝
ℓmax∏

ℓ=ℓmin

p(Ĉ v̂v̂
ℓ |C v̂v̂

ℓ (bv)) , (56)

where the likelihood function p(Ĉ v̂v̂
ℓ |C v̂v̂

ℓ (bv)) defined in
Eq. (52) is evaluated over 0 < bv < ∞; normalizing the
distribution over bv, we obtain the posterior.

IV. RESULTS

We now proceed to describe our analysis using Planck
individual frequency and component-separated maps and
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the unWISE blue sample number counts. We begin by
describing the analysis pipeline. We then present the
dipole field reconstruction based on individual frequency
maps, and investigate the impact of various foregrounds
and systematics, followed by an analysis of reconstruc-
tions based on the SMICA and Commander CMB maps.
Finally, we measure the cross-correlation of the recon-
struction and unWISE galaxy density on large angular
scales.

A. Anaysis pipeline

The analysis pipeline proceeds as follows:

1. Compute input spectra: We first pre-compute
the various quantities necessary to construct the
estimator. The galaxy-optical depth cross-power
C̄τg

ℓ is computed from the model (Eq. (37)) eval-
uated at the reference redshift z̄ = 0.68, cor-
responding to χ̄ = 2505 Mpc. Where spec-
tra are computed at a reference multipole, we
use ℓ̄ = 2000. We estimate CTT

ℓ by comput-
ing the power spectrum of the masked temper-
ature map, re-scaling by f−1

sky and dividing by a

Gaussian beam of the appropriate width: CTT
ℓ =

[CTT
ℓ ]masked map/fsky/Bℓ(θFWHM)2. The choices of

mask, fsky, and θFWHM used in our analysis are
recorded in Table I. This spectrum is used in the es-
timator normalization (Eq. (19)) and in the inverse-
variance filtering operation (Eq. (20)). We then es-
timate the unWISE blue galaxy power spectrum by
computing the power spectrum of the masked un-
WISE blue number density map re-scaled by fsky:
Cgg

ℓ = [Cgg
ℓ ]masked map/fsky. We use the unWISE

mask described in Sec. III C, with fsky = 0.58. The
power spectra described above are used to compute
the estimator normalization in Eq. (19).

2. Filter: The inputs to the pixel-space quadratic es-
timator are the filtered CMB field ξ(n̂) and galaxy
field ζ(n̂) defined in Eq. (20). To construct ξ(n̂)
we perform a forward spherical harmonic trans-
form of the unmasked maps at healpix resolution
Nside = 2048. We then apply a high- and low-pass
filter that nulls all harmonic coefficients ℓ < 100
and ℓ > 4000. From Fig. 5 this range of scales
should include all significant contributions to the
estimator variance, while mitigating the impact of
foregrounds and systematics on very large and very
small angular scales. We divide by the power spec-
trum CTT

ℓ computed as described above, which
is representative of the expected CMB power in
un-masked regions of the sky. We then perform
an inverse spherical harmonic transform to obtain
ξ(n̂). To construct ζ(n̂) we perform a forward
spherical harmonic transform of the unmasked un-
WISE blue number density map at healpix reso-
lution Nside = 2048. We then apply a high- and

Temperature Map Mask fsky θFWHM

100 GHz Pt Src & 70% Gal 0.696 9.68
143 GHz Pt Src & 60% Gal 0.598 7.30
217 GHz Pt Src & 60% Gal 0.598 5.02
353 GHz Pt Src & 60% Gal 0.598 4.94
SMICA CMB 0.779 5.0
Commander CMB 0.779 5.0

TABLE I. Analysis choices for estimating the
CMB temperature autospectrum through CTT

ℓ =
[CTT

ℓ ]masked map/fsky/Bℓ(θFWHM)2. This quantity is used in
Eq. (19) and (20). Pt Src refers to the PR3 HFI point source
mask at the corresponding frequency, Gal refers to the PR3
HFI galactic mask, and CMB refers to the PR3 common
CMB mask.

low-pass filter that nulls all harmonic coefficients
ℓ < 100 and ℓ > 4000. We filter in harmonic space
by the ratio C̄τg

ℓ /Cgg
ℓ where C̄τg

ℓ and Cgg
ℓ are com-

puted as described above. We inverse spherical har-
monic transform to obtain ζ(n̂).

3. Assemble and analyze the reconstruction:
The quadratic estimator for the dipole field Eq. (21)
is simply the product of the ξ(n̂) and ζ(n̂) maps
at full resolution of Nside = 2048, rescaled by N
defined in Eq. (19). For visualization purposes, be-
low we filter maps with a Gaussian kernel of width
σFWHM = 10◦. For analysis, we apply the recon-
struction mask described in Sec. III C with fsky =
0.58, and then estimate/remove the monopole and
dipole from the unmasked pixels (using the healpix
function fit dipole).

This analysis pipeline is followed to produce a total
of 6 reconstructions of the remote dipole field, shown in
Figs. 8 and 9.

B. Reconstruction from Individual Frequency
Maps

The remote dipole field reconstructed from Planck in-
dividual frequency maps at 100, 143, 217, and 353 GHz
and unWISE blue galaxies are shown in Fig. 8. All maps
contain localized features with an amplitude orders of
magnitude larger than the typical fluctuations away from
the galactic plane (note the non-linear color scaling in
the figures - small amplitudes are linear while large am-
plitudes are logarithmic). One such feature is a negative
amplitude band encompassing the galactic plane. The
other are localized spots with a large positive amplitude,
confined near the galactic plane. These features are cor-
related among the different frequencies - the negative am-
plitude band has nearly the same width/morphology and
the positive amplitude features are located at the same
positions. The presence of foreground artifacts concen-
trated near the galactic plane is not surprising given the
strong galactic emission in the Planck maps as well as
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(Updated)

FIG. 8. Dipole field reconstructions based on the Planck 100, 143, 217, and 353 GHz individual frequency maps and the
unWISE blue sample in units of v/c and smoothed with a 10◦ Gaussian beam. Unmasked maps (top row and bottom left) are
plotted on a linear scale at low amplitudes and a logarithmic scale at high amplitude. Masked maps (middle row and bottom
right) are plotted on a linear scale. Large-amplitude features in the reconstruction confined to the galactic plane are effectively
removed by masking. A large monopole (positive for low frequency, negative for high frequency) is visible in the unmasked
maps. Masked maps are shown with the dipole and monopole removed. The amplitude of fluctuations is visibly lowest for the
masked 217 GHz reconstruction - this is the cleanest channel for kSZ velocity reconstruction.
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FIG. 9. Dipole field reconstructions based on the Planck SMICA and Commander CMB maps and the unWISE blue sample
in units of v/c and smoothed with a 10◦ Gaussian beam. Unmasked (top row) and masked maps (bottom row) are plotted
on a linear scale. As for the individual frequency maps in Fig. 8, large-amplitude features in the reconstruction are effectively
removed by masking. A small, positive monopole is visible in the unmasked maps; masked maps are shown with the dipole
and monopole removed. Comparing the reconstructions, they are visually highly correlated.
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the visible galactic contamination in the unWISE galaxy
density (see Fig. 1). The large amplitude features at any
frequency are within the reconstruction mask, as seen in
Fig. 8 (middle row and bottom-right). The quadratic
estimator is highly local (it relies on the small angular-
scale cross-correlations), so there is little leakage between
contaminated and uncontaminated regions; we conclude
that galactic foregrounds can be effectively mitigated by
masking.

For further analysis, we apply the reconstruction mask
described in Sec. III C. Clearly visible in the individual
unmasked frequency maps is a large monopole, which is
positive at 100 GHz, almost null at 143 GHz, and in-
creasingly negative at 217 and 353 GHz. As our first
step, we therefore use the healpix function fit dipole
to estimate and remove the best-fit monopole and dipole
from the masked maps. The magnitude of the monopole
as well as the magnitude and direction of the dipole are
recorded in Table II.

After subtracting the monopole and dipole, we com-
pute the angular power spectra of the masked maps and
divide by the fsky of the reconstruction mask to estimate
the full-sky power spectrum. As discussed in Sec. IIIH,
for a relization from a purely flat power spectrum, di-
viding by fsky is the appropriate factor to translate be-
tween the cut-sky pseudo-Cℓ spectrum to the angular
power spectrum on the full-sky. The results at each fre-
quency are shown in Fig. 10. Comparing the reconstruc-
tion power spectrum (blue) to the expected reconstruc-
tion noise (black dashed) computed from Eq. (19) we
find good general agreement. Comparing the level of re-
construction noise against the expected signal amplitude
(see Fig. 6), our results are consistent with the expecta-
tion that our measurements are in the noise-dominated
regime.

To investigate the reconstruction power spectrum in
greater detail, in Fig. 11 we show the power spectrum
of the reconstruction over the full range of multipoles
2 < ℓ < 4000 for the reconstruction based on the 217
GHz channel. The reconstruction power spectrum is very
nearly flat for ℓ < 103, consistent with our expectation of
a scale-invariant reconstruction noise. However, there is
a notable offset between the predicted estimator variance
(black solid) and the level of reconstruction power at low
ℓ. An offset of a similar magnitude is found across all
frequency and component-separated CMB maps.

To determine the origin of this offset, we perform a
simple set of simulations as follows. We create random
Gaussian realizations of the 217 GHz temperature map
and the unWISE galaxy density map from their observed
power spectra, rescaled to the expected full-sky values by
f−1
sky. We then create an optical depth map by filtering the
unWISE galaxy density realization in harmonic space by
the factor C̄τg

ℓ /Cgg
ℓ and multiply this by a random Gaus-

sian realization of the remote dipole field at the expected
amplitude. This approximates the expected kSZ contri-
bution to the CMB from the component of LSS correlated
with unWISE. This mock kSZ map is added to the ran-

dom Gaussian primary CMB map. We pass the mock
maps through the quadratic estimator pipeline, both on
the full sky and with masks corresponding to the 217
GHz analysis.
First, we confirm that the simulations behave as ex-

pected on the full sky, producing the correct estimator
mean and variance. We find a similar offset to the 217
GHz estimator variance in our simulations only when
the power spectra used to filter the temperature and
galaxy density in Eq. (20) are empirically determined
from masked input maps rather than full-sky empirical
or theory spectra. This implies that our analysis could
be improved at the O(10%)-level by a more careful treat-
ment of the filtering operation and the spectra therein.
We defer this to future work. Here, we apply an em-
pirical correction to the estimator normalization taking
N → αN such that the measured estimator variance
equals C v̂v̂

ℓ = αN at high-ℓ. The necessary correction
factors are listed in Table III, which is the best-fit nor-
malization over the multipole range 2 ≤ ℓ ≤ 200 where
the estimator variance is scale independent.

C. Foreground characterization

Comparing the reconstructions produced from differ-
ent frequency maps, we can characterize the ways that
foregrounds contribute. The clearest impact of fore-
grounds is on the reconstruction monopole. As discussed
in Sec. II C, statistically isotropic cross-correlations be-
tween the temperature and galaxy map contribute only
to the reconstruction monopole. To estimate the con-
tribution from foregrounds, we perform a reconstruction
using CMB-subtracted maps obtained using the Com-
mander component separation technique. To estimate
the contribution from CMB detector noise, we perform
a reconstruction using noise realizations from the FFP10
simulations. In the left panel of Fig. 12, we compare the
monopole for the reconstruction based on the tempera-
ture maps (blue), CMB-subtracted maps (red), and noise
simulations (black). First, we see that detector noise does
not contribute to the monopole. At 217 and 353 GHz we
obtain a nearly identical monopole from the temperature
and CMB-subtracted maps, implying that the measured
monopole can be entirely accounted for by foregrounds at
high frequency. At 100 GHz, foregrounds do not entirely
account for the observed monopole, though it is unclear
how significant this offset is.
Similarly, we assess the impact of foregrounds and

detector noise on the dipole and higher multipole mo-
ments by comparing reconstructions based on tempera-
ture, CMB-subtracted, and noise maps in Fig. 12 (right
panel) and Fig. 10 respectively. As discussed in detail in
Sec. II C, statistically anisotropic cross-correlations be-
tween the temperature and galaxy maps are necessary to
influence the estimator beyond the monopole. Uncorre-
lated foregrounds and systematics contribute to the esti-
mator variance only through their impact on the recon-
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Temperature Map Monopole [v/c] Dipole [v/c] Dipole Direction (l, b)

100 GHz 1.40× 10−3 1.34× 10−4 (231.9◦,−71.4◦)
143 GHz 3.84× 10−4 7.18× 10−5 (54.5◦, 46.5◦)
217 GHz −2.52× 10−3 6.39× 10−5 (304.0◦,−21.1◦)
353 GHz −2.10× 10−2 3.03× 10−4 (52.8◦,−29.4◦)
SMICA 5.42× 10−4 2.88× 10−5 (275.3◦, 57.0◦)
Commander −3.41× 10−5 1.63× 10−4 (208.9◦, 41.3◦)
SMICA x Commander 2.54× 10−4 5.81× 10−5 N/A

TABLE II. The best-fit monopole and dipole (found using the healpix function fit dipole) for the masked reconstructed
dipole field based on various temperature maps correlated with unWISE galaxies. The monopole is defined as the average of
the unmasked pixels. The dipole magnitude is defined as the maximum value of the dipolar contribution to the map Dmax; this
is related to the ℓ = 1 harmonic coefficients by C v̂v̂

ℓ=1 = (a2
11 + a2

10 + a2
1−1)/3 = 4πD2

max/3. The dipole direction is the galactic
longitude and latitude of the dipole maximum in degrees. For reference, the primary CMB dipole is at (264◦, 48◦).
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FIG. 10. Power spectra of the masked reconstructed dipole field after the monopole and dipole have been subtracted. The
reconstruction power produced using each individual frequency map (blue) is compared to the predicted reconstruction noise N
(black dashed) from Eq. (19) that is used to normalize the estimator. To determine how much the primary CMB, foregrounds,
and CMB detector noise contribute to the reconstruction variance, we also plot reconstructions using CMB-subtracted maps
(red) and a noise realization from the Planck FFP10 simulation suite (black).

Temperature Map α αN [v2/c2]

100 GHz 1.076 5.71× 10−8

143 GHz 1.090 1.66× 10−8

217 GHz 1.083 1.13× 10−8

353 GHz 0.935 1.74× 10−7

SMICA 1.118 7.39× 10−9

Commander 0.934 6.21× 10−9

SMICA x Commander 1.022 6.11× 10−9

TABLE III. The correction α to the estimator normalization
N necessary for the normalization to equal the estimator vari-
ance, and the resulting variance after the correction is applied.
The value of α is determined by fitting the reconstruction
power spectra to a constant over the range 2 ≤ ℓ ≤ 200 as
described in the text.

struction noise. In the right panel of Fig. 12, we see that
reconstructions based on temperature, CMB-subtracted,
and noise maps yield a dipole of similar magnitude with

similar frequency dependence. Further, the magnitude
and frequency dependence is comparable to what would
be expected from the reconstruction noise. Note that
cosmic variance at ℓ = 1 on the reconstruction noise is
80% of the RMS (including the fractional sky coverage).
The contribution of foregrounds to the dipole amplitude
through N can be estimated by comparing the black and
green dashed curves in Fig. 12 - it is only significant at the
highest frequencies. Finally, we note that the direction of
the best-fit dipole recorded in Table II has a strong fre-
quency dependence. This provides further evidence that
foregrounds contribute significantly to the dipole.

Turning to the higher multipoles, the power spectra in
Fig. 10 are broadly consistent with reconstruction noise.
At 100 and 217 GHz, the reconstruction power spectra
based on the CMB subtracted and noise maps yield con-
tributions of a similar magnitude, significantly below the
full reconstruction power. We conclude from this that
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217 GHz

(Updated)

FIG. 11. Power spectrum of the masked, monopole/dipole
subtracted, and fsky re-scaled reconstructed dipole field found
using the 217 GHz temperature map (blue). The power is
nearly flat for ℓ < 103, consistent with the expectation of a
constant reconstruction noise. Note however that there is
a slight offset in the predicted reconstruction noise (black
dashed) and the level of power in the reconstruction. The
correction to the estimator normalization that brings these
into agreement is recorded in Table III.

the primary CMB is contributing significantly to the es-
timator variance at these frequencies. At 143 GHz, the
power generated by noise is larger than foregrounds, and
explains most of the estimator variance. At 353 GHz,
foregrounds account for essentially all of the estimator
variance - though this is accurately captured by the level
of reconstruction noise.

Based on these observations, there is no evidence for
an additive bias from foregrounds or systematics of the
type introduced in Eqs. (27) and (28) in the data. We
conclude that foregrounds can effectively be mitigated
by masking, removing the map monopole, and properly
accounting for all contributions to temperature maps in
the estimator weights and normalization. We stress that
this is an extremely optimistic conclusion for the future
of kSZ velocity reconstruction/kSZ tomography.

The FFP10 suite of simulations also provide templates
for various individual foreground components. By per-
forming the reconstruction on these templates, we can
determine the foreground that contributes the most to
the estimator response at each frequency. For all FFP10
simulated foreground maps the dominant foreground at
100, 143, 217, and 353 GHz is galactic thermal dust,
increasing sharply from small contributions at 100 GHz
to large contributions accounting for most of the recon-
struction variance at 217 and 353 GHz. At 217 and 353
GHz no other simulated foregrounds are within an or-
der of magnitude of the thermal dust reconstructions at
low-ℓ. At 100 and 143 GHz there is some contribution
from faint radio point sources, with a larger contribution
at 100 GHz where these radio sources are louder than at
143 GHz.

We perform a reconstruction using the 353 GHz CIB
maps of Ref. [49] to examine the impact of the CIB on the
velocity reconstruction. We apply the union of the un-
WISE mask and the CIB mask of Ref. [49], which results

in an unmasked sky fraction of fsky = 0.18 concentrated
near the galactic poles. Applying this mask also to the
FFP10 thermal dust simulation at 353 GHz, we find that
the CIB is the dominant foreground by an order of mag-
nitude. For example, the monopole associated with the
CIB reconstruction is −3.6 × 10−3 (measured in dimen-
sionless units of v/c) while the monopole associated with
the thermal dust reconstruction is −2.5 × 10−4. This is
roughly an order of magnitude smaller than the monopole
for thermal dust at 353 GHz using the fiducial mask (see
Table II), implying that masking effectively removes the
galactic thermal dust contribution to the estimator but
the contribution from the CIB remains.

D. Reconstruction from SMICA and Commander
CMB maps

The reconstructions using the SMICA and Comman-
der CMB maps are shown in Fig. 9. In contrast to the
individual frequency maps, the monopole is rather small
for both maps; the best-fit values are recorded in Ta-
ble II. The SMICA monopole is an order of magnitude
larger than the Commander reconstruction monopole (it
is visible in the unmasked SMICA map in Fig. 9), but
this is still far smaller than the reconstruction monopole
found for all frequency maps besides 143 GHz. A rela-
tively small monopole is consistent with the interpreta-
tion that SMICA and Commander have smaller statis-
tically isotropic cross-power with unWISE due to fore-
ground removal. In Table II we additionally present the
SMICA x Commander (e.g. the average) monopole cross-
power.
Turning to the dipole, we find that the SMICA dipole

is comparable in magnitude to the expected level of re-
construction noise. The Commander dipole is roughly
five times larger. The dot product of the SMICA and
Commander dipoles is closer to SMICA (the ’SMICA x
Commander’ entry in Table II). The direction of both
dipoles is similar, and near the direction of the primary
CMB dipole at galactic coordinates (264◦, 48◦). From
the present analysis, it is unclear if this is a coincidence
or indicates the presence of a systematic or a signal cor-
related with the CMB dipole.
In Fig. 13 we show the reconstruction spectra for

SMICA, Commander, and their cross-power. We include
the cross-power to isolate which features in the SMICA
and Commander power spectra might arise from sys-
tematics associated with the component separation tech-
niques. The spectra have been rescaled by a factor of
α2f−1

sky to approximate the full-sky power spectrum and
ensure the observed estimator variance over the range
2 ≤ ℓ ≤ 200 is consistent with the estimator pre-factor.
The appropriate values of α are recorded in Table III.
We have also removed the monopole and dipole described
above from the masked map. The spectra are all broadly
consistent, sharing distinct features in the power spectra.
The consistency is also visible at the map-level - the fea-
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FIG. 12. The monopole (left) and dipole magnitude (right) for masked reconstructions at each frequency (blue) compared with
what is obtained from CMB-subtracted maps (red) and simulated CMB detector noise (black). In the right panel, we also plot

the expected dipole amplitude from the RMS expected level of reconstruction noise
√

3N/4π for the frequency maps (black
dashed) as well as the expected value based on only primary CMB and detector noise (green dashed). The monopole at 217
and 353 GHz is nearly identical for the temperature and CMB-subtracted maps, indicating that foregrounds are dominating
the measured monopole at these frequencies. For the dipole, the reconstructions based on temperature, CMB-subtracted, and
noise maps contribute at similar levels. Further, the amplitude is consistent with the expected level of reconstruction noise.
There is no evidence for additive biases to the estimator.
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FIG. 13. Power spectra for reconstructions based on SMICA
(black), Commander (red), and the cross-power spectrum be-
tween SMCIA and Commander (blue). The spectra were com-
puted on the masked sky, re-scaled by f−1

sky to approximate the
power on the full sky, and corrected by the appropriate factor
of α2 from Table III that ensures the estimator variance over
the range 2 ≤ ℓ ≤ 200 is consistent with the estimator pre-
factor. We also show the estimator pre-factor αN for SMICA
(black dashed), Commander (red dashed) as well as the best-
fit cross-power (blue dashed).

tures in the masked reconstructions in Fig. 9 are visibly
highly correlated.

The most notable difference between the SMICA and
Commander reconstructions is at the very lowest ℓ: Com-
mander has a significantly larger dipole, quadrupole, and
octupole than SMICA. Power at these multipoles also lies
on the upper range of what might be expected from cos-
mic variance based on the reconstruction noise. Assess-
ing the significance of this difference is important since
a signal at the expected amplitude (see Fig. 6) would
produce an excess of power at low-ℓ. If the excess were
due to a signal, we might expect that it would appear in
the SMICA-Commander cross-spectrum. In Fig. 13, the

cross-spectrum (blue) does not include an excess power
at low-ℓ. We therefore take the conservative approach of
interpreting the low-ℓ excess in Commander as an artifact
of the component separation technique. A less conserva-
tive possibility is that Commander preserves a real signal,
while SMICA removes it. We defer a full exploration of
how the various component separation techniques might
bias our estimator to future work. Here, we advocate for
the most conservative approach: wherever possible, use
SMICA x Commander spectra when exploring possible
constraints on cosmology from our reconstructions.

We can also examine the one-point statistics of the
reconstruction and compare with the theoretical expec-
tation that it should follow the normal product distribu-
tion (Eq. (23)). The one-point function for the SMICA
and Commander reconstructions is shown in Fig. 14 as
compared with the expected normal product distribution
using empirical measurements of the pixel variance of the
ξ(n̂) and ζ(n̂) input filtered fields. Overall, the agreement
is quite good, at the O(10%) level as shown in the inset.
We note that some difference between the empirical one-
point function and the normal product distribution is to
be expected, since the filtered fields ξ(n̂) and ζ(n̂) re-
tain some pixel-pixel correlations and are not themselves
Gaussian fields. Coarse-graining to large angular scales,
the distribution of pixel values approaches a Gaussian.
On the angular scales we consider, it is therefore an ex-
cellent approximation to treat the reconstruction as a
random Gaussian field that, in the absence of a signal, is
fully characterized by the constant estimator variance.
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FIG. 14. The one-point function of the dipole field reconstruction plotted against the predicted normal product distribution
computed using the filtered map variances (see Eq. (23)). An inset shows the percent difference between the actual and expected
one-point distributions; this is smallest near the peak.

E. Cross-correlating the remote dipole
reconstruction and unWISE galaxies

As discussed in Sec. IIIG, the cross-power between the
reconstructed remote dipole field and the galaxy density
contains additional information about the signal. The
cross-power between the SMICA and Commander recon-
structions and the unWISE galaxies is shown in Fig. 15.
As for the remote dipole autospectra, we have rescaled
the remote dipole by the appropriate factor of α, and
rescaled the cross-power by a factor of f−1

sky to approx-

imate the full-sky cross-power. We also show (dashed
lines) the expected variance based on the likelihood for
the cross-power (Eq. (15)). For ℓ = 2, 6 the measured
cross-spectra lie outside the plotted range. For ℓ = 2,
the SMICA reconstruction is within the expected vari-
ance and positive, while for Commander it is roughly
twice the expected power and negative. For ℓ = 6, both
SMICA and Commander are positive and have roughly
3-4 times the expected power.

The measured cross-spectra are generally in agreement
with the expected sample variance which is itself large
due to large amplitude systematics at low ℓ in the un-
WISE blue sample. Comparing with Fig. 7, these sys-
tematics increase the sample variance on the cross-power
by roughly a factor of 5 for ℓ < 10. Note that our ap-
proximation of the full-sky multipoles by multiplying by
a simple factor of f−1

sky will be sub-optimal on large angu-
lar scales. This is in contrast to the reconstruction au-
tospectrum, which does not have significant pixel-pixel
correlations. We defer to future work a detailed exam-
ination of the cross-spectrum using more sophisticated
techniques for power spectrum estimation on the masked
sky.
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FIG. 15. The cross-power between SMICA (black) and Com-
mander (red) reconstructed dipole fields and the unWISE
galaxy density. The cut-sky spectra are scaled by a factor of α
and f−1

sky to approximate the full-sky cross-power. Data points
for ℓ = 2 and ℓ = 6 lie outside the plotted range. Also shown
are the expected variances (dashed black and red) based on
the distribution of Eq. (53) using the empirical unWISE and
reconstruction power spectra.

V. CONSTRAINING THE OPTICAL DEPTH
BIAS

We now attempt to model and constrain the signal
component of the reconstructed remote dipole field. As
described in Sec. IIIH we can find the posterior over bv
(Eq. (56)) by evaluating the product of likelihood func-
tions for the reconstruction power at each multipole over
a grid of values for bv. The result is shown in Fig. 16
for SMICA, Commander, and SMICA x Commander re-
construction spectra, where we have made the follow-
ing choices in our analysis. We choose ℓmin = 2 and
ℓmax = 25, corresponding to the range of multipoles
shown in Fig.13. We input reconstruction power spec-
tra on the cut-sky rescaled by α2f−1

sky to approximate the
full-sky spectra. Our theoretical model for the observed
spectra (Eq. (55)) uses the computation of the signal Cvv

ℓ
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FIG. 16. The posterior probability distribution over bv from
the SMICA (black), Commander (red), and SMICA x Com-
mander (blue) dipole field reconstruction power spectra.

at the fiducial cosmology, unWISE redshift distribution,
and galaxy-optical depth cross-power with fixed N set
by the α-rescaled estimator prefactor values listed in Ta-
ble III. We evaluate the posterior in Eq. (56) over a dense
grid of values for bv in the range 0 < bv < 10 and com-
pute the normalization by integrating over bv.

Interpreting the results, we see that the extra power at
the first few multipoles in the Commander reconstruction
noted in Sec. IVD translates into a peak at non-zero bv.
The posterior for the SMICA and SMICA x Commander
reconstructions, with less power at low-ℓ, have a far less-
pronounced peak at non-zero bv. Comparing the ratio
of the posterior at its maximum to its value at bv = 0,
none of the reconstructions significantly prefers a non-
zero value of bv. This posterior ratio can be equated to
the evidence ratio for this simple nested model (e.g. the
Savage-Dickey Density Ratio), which yields a result on
the Jeffery’s scale corresponding to ‘weak evidence’ for
non-zero bv.

We note that the shape of the distributions are all in-
sensitive to small changes in ℓmax. Changes in ℓmin have a
larger effect on the distributions. Adding the dipole from
Commander has little effect, while adding it for SMICA
sharpens the peak around bv = 0 (since the magnitude
of the SMICA dipole is relatively small, see Table II).
Increasing ℓmin broadens the distributions as expected,
since the signal falls rapidly with ℓ.

We can set an upper limit on bv by finding the values
that encompass 68% and 95% of the posterior; values are
recorded in Table IV. As our bottom-line limit on bv, we
choose SMICA x Commander, since this should in princi-
ple be the least contaminated by systematic effects. The
limit bv < 1.40 at 68% confidence is roughly consistent
with our original expectations for an O(1) total signal-
to-noise, as forecasted in Sec III E – the contraint on sig-
nal amplitude scales inversely with signal-to-noise. More
sensitive data combinations are necessary to establish the
detection of a signal.

Temperature Map 68% limit bv 95% limit bv

SMICA 1.71 2.90
Commander 2.26 3.22
SMICA x Commander 1.40 2.43

TABLE IV. The correction α to the estimator normalization
necessary for the normalization to equal the estimator vari-
ance, and the resulting variance after the correction is applied.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have attempted to recover the remote
dipole field using kSZ velocity reconstruction applied to
CMB temperature data from Planck and galaxy density
from the unWISE survey. We adapted the quadratic es-
timator formalism of Refs. [26–30] to large photomet-
ric redshift bins characterizing the unWISE blue sample.
We characterized the expected signal, and the impact of
possible systematics on the optical depth bias - a multi-
plicative bias on the estimator mean compared to the ex-
pected underlying signal. We applied our reconstruction
pipeline to single-frequency Planck temperature maps as
well as CMB maps produced from the SMCIA and Com-
mander component separation techniques. The recon-
structions were used to constrain the amplitude of the
velocity bias to bv < 1.4 at 68% confidence, where the
fiducial value within ΛCDM with our modelling assump-
tions is bv = 1.0. This constraint is consistent with our
forecasted signal-to-noise of O(1) for kSZ velocity recon-
struction using Planck and the unWISE blue sample.

An important component of our analysis was to char-
acterize the impact of foregrounds and systematics on the
reconstruction. A large estimator response is found in the
galactic plane across all CMB data products; this can be
mitigated by masking. For reconstructions from individ-
ual frequency maps, we find a large, frequency-dependent
reconstruction monopole in unmasked sky regions. A sig-
nificant monopole is absent from reconstructions based
on component-separated CMB maps. This is consis-
tent with a statistically isotropic cross-correlation be-
tween non-blackbody CMB foregrounds and the unWISE
galaxy density. Beyond the monopole, there is no statis-
tically significant evidence for additive estimator biases
arising from statistically anisotropic cross-correlations
between CMB foregrounds and unWISE galaxy den-
sity. We therefore conclude that for individual frequency
maps, foregrounds can largely be mitigated by masking,
accounting for them in the estimator weights and pre-
factors, and removing the reconstruction monopole.

The masked reconstructions based on different CMB
component separation techniques are largely consistent,
but with Commander yielding slightly more power than
SMICA at multipoles ℓ < 3. Cross-correlating the recon-
structions based on SMICA and Commander yields no
excess, indicating that it could be due to low-level sys-
tematics associated with the CMB component separation
technique. Overall, we conclude that the reconstructions
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based on component-separated CMB maps are largely
free of systematics and foregrounds, and their spectra –
including the monopole and dipole – can be used to con-
strain the properties of the dipole field.

We quantify the concordance of these reconstructions
and a model including a free signal amplitude, the op-
tical depth bias bv, by computing the posterior shown
in Fig. 16. The posteriors based on the individual com-
ponent separation techniques and their cross-correlation
show a mild preference for non-zero bv, but do not sup-
port a claim of detection. We use the posterior based
on the cross-correlation between SMICA and Comman-
der reconstructions to derive our bottom-line constraint
of bv < 1.40 at 68% confidence.

Even in the absence of a detection, this data is use-
ful for a wide variety of cosmological constraints. The
measured reconstruction monopole is sensitive to bulk
radial motion, as expected in e.g. void models. The ob-
served reconstruction monopole can thus be seen as a
constraint on homogeneity. The reconstruction dipole is
the volume-average of the locally observed CMB dipole
seen throughout the unWISE survey volume, and is sen-
sitive to large bulk-flows and isocurvature modes. The
observed reconstruction dipole can therefore be seen as
a measurement of the difference between the rest frame
of large-scale structure and the rest frame of the CMB.
The cross-correlation between the reconstruction and a
galaxy survey can be used to make inferences on large
angular scales that are impossibly buried below system-
atics in the galaxy autopower spectrum. This can place
constraints on primordial non-Gaussianity and isocurva-
ture. We explore the constraints on these scenarios in a
companion paper [43].

There are several avenues for improving the cur-
rent analysis. Moving from inverse-variance filtering to
Wiener filtering the CMB on the cut sky may address the
O(10%) offset between the predicted and empirical esti-
mator variance. Another improvement is to utilize bet-
ter models of the galaxy-optical depth connection (with
data-derived constraints on model parameters), and go
beyond the linear filtering used to obtain the inferred op-
tical depth map from the galaxy density. We have used
only the unWISE blue sample, but applying our pipeline
to the green and red samples is straightforward. One
could then perform actual ‘tomography’ by using the dif-
ferent redshift distributions to constrain the dipole field
at different redshift. Finally, the techniques outlined here
can be applied to other existing CMB and galaxy sur-
vey datasets. The total signal-to-noise with various data
combinations, e.g. ACT and DES, is comparable to the
current analysis when trade-offs like sky coverage, CMB
detector noise, and galaxy density are taken into account.
However, these data combinations allow a more complete
exploration of possible systematic effects.

Overall, our results strongly support the future pro-
gram of kSZ velocity reconstruction/kSZ tomography.
We have demonstrated that it is straightforward to mit-
igate the effects of systematics and foreground in the

quadratic estimator formalism with Planck and unWISE-
quality data. Looking ahead to data from Simons Obser-
vatory and large photometric surveys such as LSST and
SPHEREx, we can expect dramatic improvements. Us-
ing spectroscopic surveys such as DESI and in the future
MegaMapper, even more dramatic gains in information
are possible. In preparation for these new datasets, it will
be crucial to refine the analysis pipeline presented here
using simulations and also to compare and integrate with
complementary techniques and other kSZ estimators (see
e.g. the overview in Ref. [28]). We can look forward to
a bright future for exploring the most fundamental ques-
tions in cosmology using kSZ tomography.
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Appendix A: Estimating the magnitude of the
optical depth bais

In this appendix we explore the plausible range over
which the optical depth bias is expected to vary. We be-
gin by deriving a formal expression for the optical depth
bias. Taking the ensemble-average of the harmonic space
quadratic estimator in Eq. (9) we have

⟨v̂ℓm⟩ = −Nℓ

∑
ℓ1m1;ℓ2m2

(−1)
m

(
ℓ1 ℓ2 ℓ
m1 m2 −m

)
Gℓ1ℓ2ℓ

× ⟨Θℓ1m1
δℓ2m2

⟩ (A1)

Substituting with Eq. (8) and utilizing the properties of
the Wigner 3j symbols we have

⟨v̂ℓm⟩t = Nℓ

2ℓ+ 1

∑
ℓ1;ℓ2

Gℓ1ℓ2ℓ[fℓ1ℓ2ℓ]
t

×
∫

dχ
[C τ̇g

ℓ=ℓ̄
(χ)]t

[C̄τg

ℓ=ℓ̄
]t

vℓm(χ) (A2)

where we have explicitly labeled quantities that depend
on the true underlying quantities by the ‘t’ superscript.
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Re-arranging this slightly, we have

⟨v̂ℓm⟩t =
∫

dχ bv(χ, ℓ)Wv(χ)vℓm(χ) (A3)

where bv is the optical depth bias, which in general de-
pends on χ and on scale ℓ, and which is defined as

bv(χ, ℓ) ≡
∑

ℓ1;ℓ2
Gℓ1ℓ2ℓfℓ1ℓ2ℓ[C̄

τg
ℓ2
]t/C̄τg

ℓ2∑
ℓ1;ℓ2

Gℓ1ℓ2ℓfℓ1ℓ2ℓ

×
[C τ̇g

ℓ=ℓ̄
(χ)]t

C τ̇g

ℓ=ℓ̄
(χ)

C̄τg

ℓ=ℓ̄

[C̄τg

ℓ=ℓ̄
]t

(A4)

≃
∑

ℓ1
2ℓ1+1
4π

C̄τg
ℓ1

[C̄τg
ℓ1

]t

CTT
ℓ1

Cgg
ℓ1∑

ℓ2
2ℓ2+1
4π

(C̄τg
ℓ2

)2

CTT
ℓ2

Cgg
ℓ2

[C τ̇g

ℓ=ℓ̄
(χ)]t

C τ̇g

ℓ=ℓ̄
(χ)

C̄τg

ℓ=ℓ̄

[C̄τg

ℓ=ℓ̄
]t

The approximation in the last line is valid in the limit
where ℓ ≪ ℓ1, ℓ2, which removes the scale-dependence of
bv.

If the true cross-spectra are well-described by our
model with different parameter choices, we can use
Eq. A4 to estimate the range of values we might plau-
sibly expect the optical depth to take. Specializing to
spectra described by Eq. (37), we can write Eq. A4 as

bv(χ) ≃ [n̄e,0]
t

n̄e,0

be(χ̄, ℓ̄)

[be(χ̄, ℓ̄)]t

∑
ℓ1

2ℓ1+1
4π

(C̄τg
ℓ2

)2

CTT
ℓ1

Cgg
ℓ1

[be(χ̄,ℓ1)]
t

be(χ̄,ℓ1)∑
ℓ2

2ℓ2+1
4π

(C̄τg
ℓ2

)2

CTT
ℓ2

Cgg
ℓ2

× [be(χ, ℓ̄)]
t

be(χ, ℓ̄)

[Wg(χ)]
t

Wg(χ)
(A5)

The factors on the first row are constant, while the factors
on the second row depend on χ. For the model variations
considered below, it is a reasonable approximation to re-
place bv(χ) by a weighted average over the fiducialWv(χ)
and neglect the χ-dependence. We define

bv ≡
∫

dχ Wv(χ)bv(χ) (A6)

It is straightforward to determine the impact of the var-
ious factors contributing to bv, and to assess their ex-
pected relative importance.

• [n̄e,0]
t

n̄e,0
: The mean electron density today is defined

in Eq. (39). Since the baryon abundance is well-
measured, the most uncertain parameters in this
expression are the gas fraction fgas and the frac-
tion of electrons that are ionized X. In our fiducial
model we chose fgas = 0.9, which is plausible based
on observational baryon inventories e.g. [11, 78, 79].
We also chose X = 1, corresponding to the scenario

where helium is completely ionized in the present
Universe. Allowing for the gas fraction to be as
low as ∼ 80% and allowing for the scenario where
helium is not completely ionized, this factor alone
could produce an optical depth bias as small as 0.8.

• Factors involving be: The bias factor be defined in
Eq. (35) depends on three redshift-dependent func-
tions: b⋆, k⋆, and γ, which control the overall-
amplitude, the scale at which feedback processes
suppress structure, and how abrupt this suppres-
sion occurs, respectively. Among the model pa-
rameters, we expect bv to be most sensitive to k⋆
and γ since b⋆ is a multiplicative constant that does
not vary strongly over the redshifts spanned by un-
WISE. To provide a simple estimate of the sensitiv-
ity of bv, we retain the fiducial b⋆(z) and multiply
the redshift-dependent parameters by a constant f
in the range 0.2 ≤ f ≤ 2 such that k⋆(z) → fk⋆(z)
and γ → fγ(z). The result is shown in Fig. 17.
Qualitatively, bv > 1 when there is less suppres-
sion of structure in the electron distrubution than
the fiducial model over the relevant scales/redshifts
and bv < 1 when there is more. If we consider
these model variations as representative of the ex-
pected mis-match between our fiducial model and
the ‘truth’, then a plausible range we might expect
due to modelling the electron-galaxy connection is
0.6 ≲ bv ≲ 1.1.

• [Wg(χ)]
t

Wg(χ)
: As discussed in Sec. IIID, there is signif-

icant uncertainty in the redshift distribution char-
acterizing the unWISE blue sample. Here, we
model [Wg(χ)]

t by the individual realizations of the
galaxy window function plotted in Fig. 3. Keep-
ing the other factors that contribute to bv(χ) in
Eq. (A5) fixed, note that bv(χ)Wv(χ) is simply
given by Wv(χ) as computed with the realizations
of the galaxy window function. Because the real-
izations vary strongly in redshift, we estimate bv by
comparing C v̂v̂

ℓ computed from the fiducial window
function and [C v̂v̂

ℓ ]t computed from the individual
galaxy window function realizations. These spectra
are shown in Fig. 18. At low-ℓ, it can be seen that
the shape of the power spectrum is retained, and
we can estimate bv ≃ ([C v̂v̂

ℓ ]t/C v̂v̂
ℓ )1/2. This yields

a range 0.9 ≲ bv ≲ 1.1.

From the investigation above, it appears difficult to
increase the optical depth bias beyond bv ∼ 1.1. The
strongest influence in the context of our model is be,
which can yield an optical depth bias as small as bv ∼ 0.5
when there is significant extra suppression in small-scale
electron power. We therefore take our conservative,
bottom-line plausible range of optical depth bias to be
0.5 < bv < 1.1.
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