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42Instituto de Astrof́ısica de Andalućıa (CSIC), Glorieta de la Astronomı́a, s/n, E-18008 Granada, Spain
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ABSTRACT

We calibrate the Tully-Fisher relation (TFR) using observations of spiral galaxies taken during the

first year (DR1) of the DESI galaxy redshift survey. The rotational velocities of 10,262 galaxies are

measured at 0.4R26 by comparing the redshifts at 0.4R26 with those at the galaxy centers of spatially-

resolved galaxies targeted as part of the DESI Peculiar Velocity Survey. The DESI DR1 TFR slope is

calibrated by separating the spiral galaxies into redshift bins of width ∆z = 0.005 from 0.03 < z < 0.1

and jointly fitting the TFR across all bins. We find a slope of −7.22± 0.01 AB mag in the r-band for

the TFR, with an intrinsic scatter of 0.466± 0.001 AB mag. We present a catalog of the distances and

peculiar velocities to these 10,262 galaxies using our calibrated TFR. For cosmological analyses, we

also present a clustering catalog and associated random catalogs using a subset of 6807 of the DESI

DR1 TF galaxies.

1. INTRODUCTION

Measuring distances to objects in the universe is a

persistent challenge, but one that is necessary to tackle

to progress the study of most areas of astrophysics and

cosmology. Many methods for measuring distances to

different types of objects have been developed, the most

universal of which is Hubble’s Law (E. Hubble 1929) for

extragalactic objects. While Hubble’s Law was almost

immediately recognized as the ultimate distance indi-

cator due to the ease with which one can measure an

object’s redshift, its distances are plagued at low red-

shifts due to galaxies’ peculiar motions contributing to

the observed redshift.

The interaction of the galaxy with its local gravi-

tational potential due to the matter over- or under-

densities produces the peculiar velocity (PV) of the

galaxy (T. M. Davis & M. I. Scrimgeour 2014). The

cosmological redshift of a galaxy, zcosmo, and that due

to its peculiar motion, zpec, relate to the observed red-

shift, zobs, as (E. R. Harrison 1974):

1 + zobs = (1 + zcosmo)(1 + zpec). (1)

Disentangling a galaxy’s PV from its cosmological red-

shift requires a redshift-independent distance metric, of-

ten in the form of an empirically-calibrated distance in-

dicator that relates a distance-independent quantity of

the galaxy with a distance-dependent property. Popular

redshift-independent distance indicators include Type

Ia supernovae (M. M. Phillips 1993), Surface Bright-

ness Fluctuations (J. Tonry & D. P. Schneider 1988),

the Fundamental Plane relation (FP; S. Djorgovski &

M. Davis 1987; A. Dressler et al. 1987), and the Tully-

Fisher relation (TFR; R. B. Tully & J. R. Fisher 1977).

The TFR relates the rotational velocity and luminos-

ity of a galaxy. This relation thus applies to spiral galax-

ies: rotationally-supported systems where rotational ve-

locity and luminosity are intrinsically related. While the

physical origins of the TFR are not fully understood, a

reasonable model for their behavior results from Newto-

nian dynamics. Assuming that the mass distribution of

a galaxy is spherically symmetric, the centripetal accel-

eration in an object in circular orbit at radius r is equal

to its gravitational acceleration from the interior mass

of the sphere:

V 2
rot ∝

M(r)

r
. (2)

In the case of a constant mean surface brightness and

mass-to-light ratio for spiral galaxies, this relation be-

comes

L ∝ V 4
rot. (3)

Many studies have found power-law exponents deviating

from 4 both empirically (e.g., A. Sandage & G. A. Tam-
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mann 1976; D. Burstein 1982; L. Bottinelli et al. 1983;

M. J. Pierce & R. B. Tully 1988), and observationally

(e.g., A. A. Ponomareva et al. 2017; E. Kourkchi et al.

2020a; K. Douglass et al. 2025). These deviations are

often attributed to flaws in the assumption of a uniform

mass-to-light ratio (J. Mould 2020).

In Tully-Fisher analyses, it is common to determine

the rotational velocity of a galaxy based on the width

of spectral lines such as the 21 cm H I line profile or

the Hα emission line. The H I profile allows for perhaps

the most direct measurement of the maximum rotational

velocity of a galaxy when there is sufficient neutral hy-

drogen present for its detection. The Hα emission line

is the most prominent in galaxy spectra at visible wave-

lengths, so it is the primary choice as a tracer of the

rotational velocity of a spiral galaxy in the visible. It is

more difficult to extract the maximum rotational veloc-

ity of a galaxy using Hα emission lines, as measurements

must be made at sufficiently large radii from the galaxy

center to measure a flat rotation curve, a region where

the Hα surface brightness decreases rapidly and may be

weak (Y. Sofue & V. Rubin 2001). This may result in a

systematic underestimation of the maximum rotational

velocity.

Once determined, the rotational velocity of a galaxy

allows the luminosity, or absolute magnitude, to be

estimated. The distance modulus is then determined

by comparing this with the apparent magnitude of the

galaxy. Previous TF distance catalogs produced include

K. L. Masters et al. (2006), which used a mixture of

H I line widths and optical rotation curves to measure

the distance to ∼5000 galaxies, and CosmicFlows (R. B.

Tully & H. M. Courtois 2012; E. Kourkchi et al. 2020b),

which relied on H I line widths to measure the distance

to ∼10,000 galaxies.

In this work, we expand on the TFR analysis per-

formed on the DESI Early Data Release described in K.

Douglass et al. (2025). We present a catalog of 10,262

PV measurements obtained with the TFR using the

publicly available DESI Data Release 1 (DR1), repre-

senting ∼20% of the data expected to be included in

the final DESI data release. Alongside this, we present

a clustering catalog, and associated random catalogs,

using a subset of 6807 of these galaxies that are used

in combination with the DESI DR1 Fundamental Plane

sample (C. Ross et al. in prep.) and DESI DR1 mock PV

catalogs (J. Bautista et al. in prep.) in the accompany-

ing cosmological analyses of R. Turner et al. (in prep.);

F. Qin et al. (in prep.); Y. Lai et al. (in prep.), and A.

Carr et al. (in prep.). The TF catalog presented here

is comparable in size to the TF catalog using H I line

widths produced by Cosmicflows-4 (CF4; E. Kourkchi

et al. 2020b), currently the largest catalog of distances

determined by the TFR. It covers a much smaller area of

the sky (3580 sq. deg. relative to CF4’s almost full-sky

coverage), but it more than doubles the redshift range

(z ≲ 0.1 relative to CF4’s z < 0.05) due to the use of

the Hα emission line instead of H I.

The layout of this paper is as follows. We first de-

scribe the DESI instrument, the DESI Peculiar Velocity

Survey, and the DESI Data Release 1 (DR1) in Sec-

tion 2. A description of our Tully-Fisher measurements,

our quality selection criteria, and our estimated system-

atic uncertainties follow in Section 3. Section 4 discusses

the calibration of the slope of the Tully-Fisher relation

using data from DESI DR1. The measured Tully-Fisher

relation for 10,262 galaxies in the DESI DR1 is presented

in Section 5. We compare our results to previously pub-

lished TFRs in Section 6, and we conclude in Section 7.

When needed, we assume a flat ΛCDM cosmology

with ΩM = 0.3151 and H0 = 100h km/s/Mpc.

2. DARK ENERGY SPECTROSCOPIC

INSTRUMENT

A multi-object fiber spectrograph installed on the

Mayall 4-meter telescope at Kitt Peak National Observa-

tory, the Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI;

DESI Collaboration et al. 2022) is designed to efficiently

conduct a large-scale redshift survey, collecting ∼63 mil-

lion redshifts over at least 17,000 sq. deg. of the sky in

8 years ( DESI Collaboration et al. 2016a). DESI con-

tains 5000 robotic fibers covering ∼ 8 deg2, enabling it

to measure up to 5,000 spectra with a wavelength range

of 3600–9800 Å in a single exposure ( DESI Collabora-

tion et al. 2016b; J. H. Silber et al. 2023; T. N. Miller

et al. 2024; C. Poppett et al. 2024). The instrument was

designed to allow each fiber to move anywhere within a

patrol radius with minimal overlap of its neighboring

fibers. DESI’s measured spectra are processed with Re-

drock48, an offline spectroscopic pipeline using template-

matching to extract redshifts (J. Guy et al. 2023).

We use the DESI Data Release 1 (DR1; DESI Col-

laboration et al. 2025) in this analysis, which contains

the spectroscopic observations of 18.7 million objects

made during the first year of DESI (Y1). DESI ob-

serves objects within one of three programs according

to the current sky conditions and brightness of the sky

(e.g., twilight, moon phase, dark sky); the programs are

named “bright,” “dark,” and “backup” and are essen-

tially treated independently. Because DESI is following

a depth-first strategy, DR1 contains 41.3% of the bright

survey (9739 sq. deg.) and and 29.0% of the dark survey

48 https://github.com/desihub/redrock

https://github.com/desihub/redrock
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(9528 sq. deg.). For more details, see DESI Collabora-

tion et al. (2025).

DESI was designed to make the most precise measure-

ment of the expansion history of the Universe to deter-

mine the nature of dark energy using Baryonic Acoustic

Oscillations (BAO; M. Levi et al. 2013; A. G. Adame

et al. 2025a,b). To do so, it makes use of several tar-

get classes/tracers in the main survey, selected from the

DESI Legacy Imaging Surveys (A. Dey et al. 2019) with

the DESI target selection pipeline (A. D. Myers et al.

2023): Bright Galaxies (BGS; C. Hahn et al. 2023), Lu-

minous Red Galaxies (LRG; R. Zhou et al. 2023), Emis-

sion Line Galaxies (ELG; A. Raichoor et al. 2023), and

Quasi-Stellar Objects (QSO; E. Chaussidon et al. 2023),

as well as Milky Way stars (MWS; A. P. Cooper et al.

2023). These primary targets often do not make use

of all 5000 fibers in a single tile (constructed using the

optimized survey operations pipeline of E. F. Schlafly

et al. 2023), so DESI fills the spare fibers with a number

of secondary targeting programs designed by members

of the DESI collaboration (A. D. Myers et al. 2023), in-

creasing the scientific output. One of these programs

is the DESI Peculiar Velocity Survey (C. Saulder et al.

2023).

2.1. The DESI Peculiar Velocity Survey

The DESI Peculiar Velocity (PV) Survey (C. Saulder

et al. 2023) is a secondary targeting program of DESI

that was designed to measure the peculiar velocities of

galaxies in the local universe (z ≲ 0.15). The addi-

tion of these peculiar motions will increase the preci-

sion of DESI’s measurement of fσ8, the product of the

redshift-dependent growth rate of stucture (f) and the

amplitude of the linear power spectrum on the scale of

8 Mpc/h (σ8). As described in Sec. 1, peculiar velocities

can be measured when we know the galaxy’s observed

redshift and its distance through some other, redshift-

independent, method. The DESI PV Survey targets

galaxies whose distances can be measured either via the

Tully-Fisher Relation (late-type galaxies) or the Fun-

damental Plane (early-type galaxies). We focus on the

DESI DR1 Tully-Fisher sample here; see C. Ross et al.

(in prep.) for a complementary discussion of the DESI

DR1 Fundamental Plane sample and its calibration, and

see C. Saulder et al. (2023) for the DESI PV Survey’s

target design.

Similar to K. Douglass et al. (2025), the late-type

galaxies that comprise the TF sample are selected from

the Siena Galaxy Atlas 2020 (SGA 2020; J. Moustakas

et al. 2023). Constructed with the DESI Legacy Imag-

ing Surveys DR9 (A. Dey et al. 2019) north of −30◦

declination, the SGA 2020 is a size-limited catalog con-

taining galaxies with diameters of the 25th magnitude

arcsec−2 isophote, D(25), greater than 20′′. Galaxies in

the SGA 2020 are included in the TF sample if they have

a Sersic index n < 2 (indicative of a spiral galaxy; M. R.

Blanton & J. Moustakas 2009) and an inclination angle

> 20◦ (an axis ratio, b/a < 0.940) as measured in the

r-band. For each galaxy, the DESI PV Survey positions

a fiber on the galaxy center and at a distance of 0.4R26

along the semimajor axis of the galaxy on either side

of the center; R26 is the radius of the 26 mag arcsec−2

r-band isophote reported in the SGA 2020.

2.2. Photometric corrections

Similar to K. Douglass et al. (2025), we adjust the ap-

parent magnitude of the galaxies to account for various

systematics. If mr is the magnitude within the 26-mag

arcsec−2 isophote in the r-band as reported by the SGA-

2020, then the corrected magnitude, mr,corr is

mr,corr = mr−AMW dust−Ainternal dust+Ak+Asys. (4)

Here, AMW dust is the Milky Way dust attenuation,

Ainternal dust corrects for internal dust extinction, Ak is

the k-correction, and Asys adjusts for the offset between

the two photometric surveys that comprise the DESI

Legacy Surveys.

The extinction correction due to dust in the Milky

Way is defined as

AMW dust = RrE(B − V ), (5)

where Rr = 2.165 and E(B − V ) is taken from the up-

dated dust maps by R. Zhou et al. (2024). This cor-

rection is identical to that used in the DESI EDR TF

calibration by K. Douglass et al. (2025).

We correct for the extinction due to internal dust

within the target galaxy by removing the observed cor-
relation between the apparent magnitude and axis ratio

(shown in Fig. 1). The correction is defined as

Ainternal dust = d

(
b

a
− 1

)
(6)

where d = −0.90+0.15
−0.18 is the slope of the line fit to the

median magnitudes binned by the axis ratio. This is an

updated correction to that used in the DESI EDR TF

calibration K. Douglass et al. (2025), using the full DR1

TF sample.

Identical to K. Douglass et al. (2025), we adjust for

the zero-point offset reported in K. Said et al. (2024)

between the Beijing-Arizona Sky Survey (BASS; H.

Zou et al. 2017) and the Mayall z-band Legacy Sur-

vey (MzLS; A. Dey et al. 2019, at Dec ≥ +32.375◦)

and the Dark Energy Camera Legacy Survey (DECaLS;
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Figure 1. Observed correlation between r-band apparent
magnitude and axis ratio. A linear fit to the median magni-
tudes in each bin (dark blue crosses) is shown in the black
line.

B. Flaugher et al. 2015, for Dec ≥ +32.375◦), the two

photometric surveys that are used in the SGA 2020:

mr,BASS −mr,DECaLS = 0.0234 (7)

with a root mean square (RMS) deviation of 0.02 mag

and an error on the mean of 0.00049. As in K. Douglass

et al. (2025), we adjust the BASS magnitudes to shift

them into the DECaLS frame.

Finally, we K-correct the SGA 2020 magnitudes to

a redshift of 0.1 using the kcorrect Python package

(M. R. Blanton & S. Roweis 2007). Note that this is

a different redshift than was used in the DESI EDR

TF calibration (K. Douglass et al. 2025), but matches

that used by C. Ross et al. (in prep.) in the DR1 FP

calibration.

3. MEASURING THE ROTATIONAL VELOCITY

We compare the redshifts observed at the galaxy’s cen-

ter and at 0.4R26 to estimate the rotational velocity of

the galaxy, one of the two quantities in the TFR. For

each galaxy, we measure the component of the rotational

velocity along our line of sight, V ′(0.4R26), by removing

the galaxy’s systemic motion (the redshift measured at

the center of the galaxy) from the measured redshift at

0.4R26:

V ′(0.4R26)

c
=

1 + z(0.4R26)

1 + zcenter
− 1 (8)

The redshifts are measured from the spectra using Re-

drock, DESI’s redshift pipeline. Similar to the DESI

EDR TF analysis (K. Douglass et al. 2025), we add a

7 km/s uncertainty in quadrature to each redshift uncer-

tainty reported by Redrock to account for its precision

Figure 2. Left: Pull distribution of the difference in
V (0.4R26) for pairs of observations on the same galaxy (on
the same or opposite side of the galaxy center). Right: Dis-
tribution in ∆V/Vmin for galaxies with multiple measures of
V (0.4R26). For a given galaxy, all its pairs must fall to the
left of the dotted orange line for the galaxy to be in the final
sample; those that do are shown in the black hashed his-
tograms.

uncertainty. To recover the tangential rotational veloc-

ity at 0.4R26 from the component that we observe along

the line of sight, we correct each measure of V ′(0.4R26)

with the galaxy’s inclination angle:

V (0.4R26) =
V ′(0.4R26)

sin i
. (9)

We convert the galaxy’s photometric axis ratio from the

SGA 2020, b/a, to the inclination angle as

cos2 i =
(b/a)2 − q20

1− q20
, (10)

with q0 = 0.2 (R. B. Tully & M. J. Pierce 2000).

We use the same quality criteria as with the DESI

EDR TF calibration (K. Douglass et al. 2025):

• Center redshifts must have DELTACHI2 > 25 and

ZWARN = 0;

• Measured rotational velocities V (0.4R26) must be

between 10–1000 km/s;

• When there are multiple measures of V (0.4R26)

for a given galaxy, only rotational velocities with

DELTACHI2 > 25 that also satisfy ∆V/Vmin < 5

are used, where ∆V is the difference between any

two of the V (0.4R26) and Vmin is the minimum

V (0.4R26) in that galaxy.

Uncertainties in V (0.4R26) are estimated by propagat-

ing the redshifts uncertainties through Eqns. 8–9. Fig. 2
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shows the pull distribution for ∆V (on the left) and

∆V/Vmin (on the right). As the inset on the left shows,

our estimates on the velocity uncertainties are appropri-

ate.

If a galaxy has multiple measures of V (0.4R26) that

pass all quality cuts, we use the weighted average of all

the V (0.4R26) as that galaxy’s rotational velocity.

3.1. Rotational velocity systematics

To confirm the accuracy with which we are recover-

ing the rotational velocity with a single measurement

along a galaxy’s major axis, we compare the velocities

at 0.4R26 as measured in the DESI PV Survey to the

rotational velocities at 0.4R26 based on models of Hα

velocity fields from the SDSS Mapping Nearby Galaxies

at APO Survey (K. Bundy et al. 2015, MaNGA). We

investigate the differences in velocities for 207 galaxies

that are in the DR1 TF sample and are observed in

SDSS MaNGA DR17 and modeled by N. Ravi et al.

(2023), in order to evaluate the systematics associated

with measuring velocities at 0.4R26.

3.1.1. SDSS MaNGA

SDSS MaNGA DR17 ( Abdurro’uf et al. 2022) was

the final data relase of MaNGA, an integral field spec-

troscopy survey of ∼10,000 galaxies. The MaNGA in-

tegral field units (IFUs) contain between 19 and 127

fibers covering 12.5′′ to 32.5′′ in diameter. The light re-

ceived by the IFU was fed to two spectrographs with

wavelength ranges of 3600–10,300 Å with a resolution

of λ/∆λ ∼ 2000 (S. A. Smee et al. 2013). The SDSS

MaNGA sample contains galaxies observed out to 1.5Re

or 2.5Re, where Re is the half-light radius of a galaxy.

Using two-dimensional Hα velocity fields from SDSS

MaNGA, N. Ravi et al. (2023) model the rotational ve-

locity of ∼5500 disk galaxies.

N. Ravi et al. (2023) fit the Hα velocity maps from

SDSS MaNGA to the following rotation curve parame-

terization (J. K. Barrera-Ballesteros et al. 2018):

V (r) =
Vmaxr

(Rα
turn + rα)1/α

. (11)

V (r) is the rotational velocity at distance r from the

center of each galaxy. The parameterization describes a

rotation curve where the velocity increases until distance

Rturn from the center of the galaxy, turns with sharpness

α, and plateaus at velocity Vmax. Vmax, Rturn, α, as

well as the inclination angle i, the kinematic position

angle ϕ, and the kinematic center of the galaxy are free

parameters in the fit. See N. Ravi et al. (2023) for details

of the modeling procedure.

Figure 3. Difference in the velocity at 0.4R26 as measured in
the DESI PV Survey and calculated from the SDSS MaNGA
velocity field fits from N. Ravi et al. (2023) as a function
of the difference in the photometric position angle from the
SGA and the kinematic position angle from the velocity field
fits from N. Ravi et al. (2023).

3.1.2. Kinematic v. photometric position angle

We investigate if the velocity measurements at 0.4R26

are affected by incorrect position angles by examining

the difference between the velocity at 0.4R26 measured

in the DESI PV survey and modeled by N. Ravi et al.

(2023) as a function of the difference in the photometric

position angle used for targeting in the DESI PV survey

and the kinematic position angle from N. Ravi et al.

(2023).

The DESI PV Survey uses the SGA’s photometric po-

sition angles ϕ, defined as the position of a galaxy’s ma-

jor axis east of north, to place a DESI fiber at galacto-
centric radius 0.4R26 along a galaxy’s major axis. The

rotational velocity calculated with Eqn. 9 needs to be

corrected for the difference between the kinematic and

photometric position angles.

In Fig. 3, we show the difference between the rota-

tional velocity measurements at 0.4R26 from the DESI

PV Survey and the rotational velocities at 0.4R26 ob-

tained from the SDSS MaNGA velocity field modeling,

∆V (0.4R26), as a function of the difference between the

photometric position angle from the SGA and the kine-

matic position angle from the fit by N. Ravi et al. (2023),

∆ϕ. We see no correlation between the difference in po-

sition angles and the difference in velocities. There are

three galaxies with ∆V (0.4R26) > 100 km/s. Of these

three, one galaxy has a velocity map that appears to

be affected by the presence of an AGN. The other two

galaxies are small in angular size compared with the
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size of the DESI fiber, which may affect the velocity

measurement.

3.1.3. Velocity dispersion introduced with DESI

We can compare the observed velocity at 0.4R26 in

the DESI PV Survey to the predicted velocity at 0.4R26

from the rotation curve fits of N. Ravi et al. (2023)

for galaxies observed in both the DESI PV Survey and

SDSS MaNGA in order to understand the the dispersion

due to measuring the velocity at a single radius rather

than over the face of each galaxy.

To remove the differences in velocities due to differ-

ences in the position angle and inclination angle between

the SGA photometric fits and the best-fit values of N.

Ravi et al. (2023), we first correct the predicted veloc-

ities at 0.4R26, VMaNGA, from the SDSS MaNGA rota-

tion curve fits. The corrected velocity VMaNGA,expected,

the velocity at 0.4R26 from the rotation curve fits using

the orientation of the galaxy provided by the SGA, is

calculated as follows.

VMaNGA, expected = A(Q sin i)B(∆ϕ)VMaNGA, (12)

where

A(Q sin i) =
sin iMaNGA

sin iSGA
, (13)

and

B(∆ϕ) = cos(|ϕMaNGA − ϕSGA|). (14)

Here, iMaNGA and ϕMaNGA are the best-fit inclination

position angle from N. Ravi et al. (2023) respectively.

The photometric inclination angle and position angle

from the SGA are denotes as iSGA and ϕSGA.

In Fig. 4, we compare the velocity measured at 0.4R26

in the DESI PV Survey and the expected velocity from

the SDSS MaNGA rotation curve fits. The velocities lie

along the y = x line with some scatter in the relation.

We measure this scatter by calculating the perpendicu-

lar distance of each point to the y = x line. The center

figure of Fig. 4 shows the distribution of these distances

normalized by the expected position on the y = x line.

The standard deviation of this distribution is 0.15.

4. CALIBRATING THE TULLY-FISHER

RELATION

We calibrate the TFR (Eqn. 3) in the form

Mr = a log

(
V

V0

)
+ b (15)

where Mr is the absolute magnitude of the galaxy in the

r-band within the 26-mag isophote, log V0 = 2.18 is the

median value of log V (0.4R26) of the subset of galaxies

used in the calibration, a is the slope of the TFR, and b is

the zero-point. As done in K. Douglass et al. (2025) with

the DESI EDR TF relation, we use a non-zero value for

log V0 to minimize the correlation between the calibrated

slope and y-intercepts of the TFR.

Similar to K. Douglass et al. (2025), we calibrate the

TFR using a subset of the full DR1 TF sample. To

ensure that we have a reasonable estimate of V (0.4R26),

we require all calibration galaxies to:

• Have an inclination angle i > 45◦,

• Have a rotational velocity 70 km/s < V (0.4R26) <

300 km/s and log V (0.4R26) < 0.3(µ(zCMB)−34−
5 log h) + 2,

• Have an apparent magnitude mr larger than the

minimum of (17.75, µ(zCMB)− 17 + 5 log h),

• Have a spiral morphology (described in detail in

Sec. 4.1 below), and

• Pass visual inspection,

where µ(zCMB) is the distance modulus based off the

observed DESI redshift in the CMB frame. Introduc-

ing quality cuts that depend on an assumed cosmology

does not affect our calibration because, as described in

Sec. 4.2, we calibrate in redshift bins, so these criteria

translate to a uniform cut in each bin that is consis-

tent across all bins. The visual inspection is used to, for

example, remove galaxies with either obvious tidal fea-

tures or are overlapping another galaxy, or observations

which are close to a bright star.

4.1. Identifying galaxy morphology

As the TFR is applicable only to galaxies supported

against gravitational collapse by rotation (usually late-

type spiral galaxies), we apply machine learning to de-

velop an automated morphological classification sys-

tem for the DESI DR1 TF galaxy sample to iden-

tify spiral galaxies. Using imaging from the DESI

Legacy Surveys Data Release 9 (DR9; A. Dey et al.

2019), we adapt the pre-trained self-supervised model

ssl legacysurvey (G. Stein et al. 2021), which em-

beds galaxies in a high-dimensional latent space based

on their color and morphology. The similarity search

algorithm sorts images based on representations created

from multiple augmentations of the original image, al-

lowing the model to learn different morphological fea-

tures. These learned representations are then projected

to two dimensions using a Uniform Manifold Approxi-

mation and Projection (UMAP; L. McInnes et al. 2018),

as shown in Fig. 5, to visualize morphological similarity.

To assign morphological classes to each galaxy, we

construct a labeled anchor sample of 4,000 galaxies from
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Figure 4. Rotational velocities at 0.4R26 as measured in the DESI PV Survey and calculated from the the SDSS MaNGA
velocity field fits from N. Ravi et al. (2023) corrected for the differences in inclination and position angle between the two
measurements. The left figure compares the two velocities with the black dotted line indicating where the velocities are equal.
The center histogram shows the perpendicular distance of each galaxy to y = x, ∆V (0.4R26), normalized by the average of the
two velocity measurements, the expected value on y = x. The right histogram shows the pull distribution of ∆V (0.4R26). The
black dashed line shown a Gaussian fit to the pull distribution with a mean of −0.07 and standard deviation of 1.25.

the SGA 2020, consisting of 1,000 visually-inspected

galaxies for each of the following morphological types:

Spiral, Elliptical, Lenticular, and Irregular. Galaxies

were randomly selected from the SGA sample that had

existing classifications in the HyperLeda catalog (D.

Makarov et al. 2014). We visually inspected each se-

lected galaxy to confirm its classification, building up

an anchor sample of 1,000 galaxies of each type. Dur-

ing visual inspection, we use qualitative morphological

criteria:

Spiral: The presence of a disk with visible spiral arms,

and often a central bulge;

Elliptical: Smooth centrally concentrated light profiles

with round or ellipsoidal shapes, and no visible

spiral arms;

Lenticular: Smooth disk that lacks spiral arms and has

a prominent central bulge;

Irregular: Disturbed asymmetric structure without a

clear disk or bulge.

We then project the 10,262 unclassified galaxies from

the DESI DR1 TF sample into the same UMAP space,

shown in Fig. 5. Since morphological labels are assigned

prior to the VI-based quality cuts, some of the UMAP

cutouts may include bright stars or tidal features. We

note that dwarf galaxies may also be present, but are re-

moved from the final sample, as described in Sec. 5.1; the

anchor galaxies were manually screened to avoid these

cases. Next, we apply four separate binary k-nearest

neighbor classifiers (k-NN; T. Cover & P. Hart 1967),

each trained to recognize one of the four morphological

types. Each k-NN classifier evaluates whether a galaxy

belonged to its target class by identifying the most sim-

ilar labeled galaxies in the embedding and assigning a

label based on the majority class among those neighbors.

We combine the four predictions to identify cases of

agreement. Galaxies that receive a positive prediction

from exactly one classifier were confidently assigned that

morphological type, while ambiguous cases (those re-

ceiving multiple or no positive predictions) are left un-

labeled. To improve coverage, we implement an iterative

process. After each classification round, the remaining

unclassified galaxies are re-projected using a new UMAP
embedding alongside the fixed anchor set, and the k-NN

classification is repeated. We performed three iterations

in this analysis, with 5% remaining unclassified, typi-

cally due to their location near morphological bound-

aries in the embedding space.

Using this method, we achieve a mean classification

accuracy of 82%, estimated via 5-fold cross-validation

against the anchor point labels, and a completeness of

95% for the DESI DR1 TF sample. As described in

the next section, galaxies must be positively identified

as spirals with this classification technique to be used

to calibrate the TFR. As described in C. Saulder et al.

(2023), our sample selection for galaxies in the TF sam-

ple of the DESI PV Survey was designed to preferentially

select spiral galaxies, so most of our sample is late-type

spirals. However, there are some interloping lenticular

galaxies, as well as some ellipticals and irregular galax-
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Figure 5. Uniform Manifold Approximation and Projection (UMAP) of the DESI DR1 TF sample. Top: We show the
cutouts of a random subset of 1,718 galaxies from the full sample of 10,262 DESI DR1 TF galaxies + 4000 anchor galaxies,
to demonstrate how the classifier sorts the galaxies by similar appearance. This subset of galaxies are a mix of galaxies with
unknown classifications and anchor galaxies of Elliptical, Spiral, Lenticular, or Irregular classifications, as shown in the bottom
left plot. Bottom left: Complete UMAP of the full 10,262 DESI DR1 TF sample (shown as black points) along with the 4000
anchor galaxies with known morphological classifications (Irregulars in pink, Lenticulars in blue, spirals in olive, and ellipticals
in brown). A random subset of this projection is shown on top with cutouts of the galaxy images to show how the classifier
shorts the images based on their appearance. We see that the anchor ellipticals are found grouped together towards the top
right, anchor lenticulars in the top left, anchor irregulars in the bottom left, and anchor spirals are spread across the middle
and right. The galaxies being classified (black points) sit primarily across the central and right regions of this projection, where
the anchor spirals also sit, so the vast majority of the DESI DR1 TF sample are spiral galaxies. Bottom right: Result after the
first classification iteration, showing the anchor galaxies and the newly classified galaxies in their corresponding colors. Those
galaxies which have multiple potential classifications (because they sit in the overlap regions between the anchor points) are
shown in black and will be evaluated in the second iteration.
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ies. These comprise a relatively small fraction of the full

DESI Y1 TF sample of 10,262 galaxies; we provide the

SSL morphology classifications if a science application

requires a pure spiral galaxy sample.

4.2. Defining galaxy samples for calibration

The TFR can be calibrated using either apparent or

absolute magnitudes. To calibrate using apparent mag-

nitudes requires knowing or assuming a distance to the

galaxies a priori, severely limiting the sample size. Us-

ing the apparent magnitudes typically allows a larger

sample of the galaxies to be used for calibration, but it

requires grouping the galaxies so that all galaxies within

a given subset are the same distance from us. This is

typically done by assigning galaxies to clusters (e.g., E.

Kourkchi et al. 2020a; K. Douglass et al. 2025), which

requires a reliable cluster catalog and assumes that the

TFR is the same in clusters as in the field (see, e.g.,

B. Milvang-Jensen et al. 2003; B. L. Ziegler et al. 2003;

S. P. Bamford et al. 2005; O. Nakamura et al. 2006; P.

Mocz et al. 2012, for studies assessing the accuracy of

this assumption).

To avoid these requirements and use the largest pos-

sible set of galaxies for calibrating, we separate the

galaxies into redshift bins of width ∆z = 0.005 from

0.03 ≤ zCMB ≤ 0.1. The lower limit of our redshift

range is chosen to avoid calibrating with galaxies whose

peculiar velocities potentially comprise a significant frac-

tion of their observed redshifts, and the upper limit is

selected based on the maximum redshift used for the as-

sociated cosmological analysis. There are a total of 4050

galaxies among these 14 redshift bins, with between 116

and 356 galaxies in each bin. See Table 1 for the number

of galaxies in each redshift bin.

4.3. Joint calibration of the Tully-Fisher Relation

We perform a joint fit of the galaxies in each of the red-

shift bins, requiring all bins to share the same slope, but

each to have its own y-intercept. (The y-intercepts will

vary from bin to bin as they are in apparent-magnitude

space, which is a function of distance.) We use the sub-

classed HyperFit49 package (A. S. G. Robotham & D.

Obreschkow 2015) that was used in K. Douglass et al.

(2025) to perform the fit so that we can account for the

residual scatter in the TFR. We are fitting a hybrid of

both the TFR and inverse TFR, as HyperFit minimizes

the distance perpendicular to the best-fit line:

mr = a log

(
V

V0

)
+ bi, (16)

49 Available at https://github.com/CullanHowlett/HyperFit

Table 1. Number of calibration galaxies in
each redshift bin

Redshift range Number rms scatter

of galaxies [AB mag]

0.030–0.035 338 0.55

0.035–0.040 309 0.60

0.040–0.045 323 0.56

0.045–0.050 350 0.60

0.050–0.055 356 0.60

0.055–0.060 312 0.57

0.060–0.065 328 0.61

0.065–0.070 317 0.60

0.070–0.075 294 0.56

0.075–0.080 297 0.61

0.080–0.085 303 0.59

0.085–0.090 242 0.50

0.090–0.095 165 0.66

0.095–0.100 116 0.46

where bi is the y-intercept for the ith redshift bin, by

maximizing the log-likelihood

lnL =
1

2

14∑
i=1

Ni∑
j=1

[
ln

(
a2 + 1

s2j

)

−

(
a log

(
Vj

V0

)
+ bi −mr,j

)2
s2j

 , (17)

where s2j = σ2 + σ2
log(Vj)

a2 + σ2
mr,j

and Ni is the num-

ber of galaxies in the ith redshift bin. We have 16 free

parameters: the slope a, the y-intercepts b1···14 for each

of the 14 redshift bins, and the intrinsic scatter of the

TFR, σ.

Fig. 6 shows the TFR for our 4050 calibration galax-

ies in the 14 redshift bins, with a best-fit slope value of

−7.22 ± 0.01 AB mag. The intrinsic scatter along the

magnitude axis for the sample of calibration galaxies is

0.466±0.001 AB mag, comparable to that found in ear-

lier TF calibrations (e.g., 0.41 mag and 0.49 mag in R. B.

Tully & H. M. Courtois 2012; E. Kourkchi et al. 2020a,

respectively). The corner plot for the TFR calibration

is shown in Fig. 7.

5. MEASURING PECULIAR VELOCITIES

The peculiar velocity of a galaxy alters its observed

redshift, so the difference between the inferred and pre-

dicted galaxy distance moduli can be attributed to the

https://github.com/CullanHowlett/HyperFit
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Figure 6. The 4050 DESI DR1 galaxies used for calibrating the TFR, shown in redshift bins 0.03 < zCMB < 0.1 of width
∆z = 0.005. The calibrated TFR for each redshift bin is drawn with the colored solid lines. The slope of the TFR is the same
across all bins, but each redshift bin has its own y-intercept. The apparent magnitudes used for calibration are from Eqn. 4,
which have been K-corrected to z = 0.1.

peculiar velocity, along with some scatter that averages

out over a large enough sample. We use the calibrated

TFR to estimate the distance modulus, µTF, given a

galaxy’s observed rotational velocity. We convert the

calibrated y-intercepts of the TFR in each redshift bin

to an absolute magnitude using the central redshift of

the bin, zc,i, so that

Bi = bi − µ(zc,i) (18)

A galaxy’s predicted absolute magnitude is then calcu-

lated from the calibrated TFR as

Mr = a log

(
V (0.4R26)

V0

)
+Bi (19)

using the Bi of the redshift bin within which the galaxy

falls. We use the Bi of the lowest redshift bin for those

galaxies with z < 0.03, and we use the Bi of the highest

redshift bin for those galaxies with z > 0.1. The TFR for

the 10,262 galaxies in the DESI DR1 TF sample is shown

in Fig. 8, where the absolute magnitudes for each object

are calculated using the proper distance for a flat ΛCDM

cosmology with ΩM = 0.3151, H0 = 100h km/s/Mpc

using the DESI DR1 redshift of the center of the galaxy.

The effect of peculiar velocities directly on the ob-

served magnitude of the galaxy is subdominant to the

effect on redshift and intrinsic scatter of the TFR. We

extract the PV information by comparing the inferred

distance modulus, µ(zCMB), with that predicted by the

TFR, µTF, where

µTF = mr,corr −Mr,TF, (20)

to compute the log distance ratio,

η = 0.2 (µ(zCMB)− µTF) . (21)

We choose to quantify the peculiar velocities with

the log distance ratio because its errors are Gaussian-

distributed. In Fig. 9, we show the weighted mean log

distance ratio as a function of the redshift for the DESI

DR1 TF sample. The distance moduli and log distance

ratios for the DESI DR1 TF sample are shown in Ta-

ble 2, and the distributions of the log distance ratios and

their uncertainties are shown in Fig. 10.

5.1. Defining the main TF sample

As is apparent in Fig. 8, the DESI DR1 TF sample has

significant scatter, particularly above and to the left of

the TFR. These correspond to lower rotational veloc-

ities measured than what one would expect from the

observed redshift and apparent magnitude. One possi-

bility for their underestimated rotational velocities is if

their rotation curves have not reached the maximum ve-

locity by 0.4R26. As these objects will bias some studies

using this sample, we extend a subset of our require-

ments for the calibration sample to the full TF sample,

defining the main cosmology sample as those with

• A rotational velocity 70 km/s < V (0.4R26) <

300 km/s and log V (0.4R26) < 0.3(µ(zCMB)−34−
5 log h) + 2, and

• An apparent magnitude mr larger than the mini-

mum of (17.75, µ(zCMB)− 17 + 5 log h) (i.e., non-

dwarf galaxies).
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Figure 7. Corner plot of the linear fits to the galaxies in the redshift bins shown in Fig. 6, where a is the slope, bi for i = 1 . . . 14
is the y-intercept of the each bin’s TFR, and σ is the intrinsic scatter along the magnitude axis.

Galaxies in the DESI DR1 TF sample which are part of

this main population are shown in the colored density

bins in Fig. 8, while those that are not are shown as grey

points. The distribution of the TF galaxies in DESI DR1

on the sky is shown in Fig. 11, and the N(z) distribution

of the DESI DR1 TF sample is shown in Fig. 12.

5.2. Constructing the clustering catalogs

The positions and velocities of the DESI DR1 TF

galaxy sample are used in subsequent analysis to con-

strain the growth rate of structure (R. Turner et al. in

prep.; F. Qin et al. in prep.; Y. Lai et al. in prep.). For

the purposes of these clustering measurements, we define

a subsample of the DR1 TF catalog that is restricted to

the most reliable peculiar velocity measurements, and
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Figure 8. TFR of the DESI DR1 PV Survey galaxies, using
the corrected absolute magnitudes described by Eqn. 4 that
have been k-corrected to z = 0.1. Our calibrated TFRs are
shown in the thick solid black line, and the intrinsic disper-
sion of the calibrated TFR is shown with the black dotted
lines. Galaxies shown in gray are those which are not part
of the main cosmological sample, due either to being consid-
ered dwarfs or not satisfying the velocity criteria described
in Sec. 5.1. Galaxies are scattered vertically in this diagram
due to their peculiar motion.

those where we have better knowledge of the systematic

impact of the DESI fiber-assignment process, density

variations in the imaging used for target selection, and

redshift failures.

We do this by first restricting to galaxies in the main

TF sample (i.e., those shown in the colored density bins

in Figs. 8–9 and described in Sec. 5.1). We then cross-

match these TF galaxies to a z < 0.1 sample of the

BGS large-scale structure (LSS) catalogs presented in

A. J. Ross et al. (2025) using each galaxy’s TARGETID.

This restricts the TF data to only those objects within

the well-defined angular mask of the LSS catalogs and al-

lows us to borrow from those catalogs systematic weights

accounting for completeness, imaging density fluctua-

tions, and redshift success. In doing this cross-match,

we identify 31 galaxies where the redshifts reported for



14 Douglass et al.

Figure 9. The weighted average log-distance ratio versus
redshift for the DESI DR1 PV Survey TF sample. Lines of
constant peculiar velocity are shown in shades of orange/red.

Figure 10. Distributions of the log-distance ratio (left) and
uncertainty in the log-distance ratio (right) for the DESI
DR1 PV Survey TF sample. Galaxies shown in gray are
those which are not part of the main cosmological sample as
defined in Sec. 5.1.

the galaxy in the BGS LSS catalogs differ by more than

10−4 from that given in the TF sample — these arise

because the redshift reported in the TF catalog is an

average over all measurements taken at the center of

that galaxy in both bright and dark conditions, while

those in the BGS LSS catalog use only bright time mea-

surements. We elect to remove these galaxies from the

clustering catalog rather than adopt either choice of red-

shift.

The end result is a subset of 6,807 galaxies (out of

the full 10,262) that we use for subsequent clustering

measurements. For this subset, we also produce ran-

dom unclustered catalogs, with 20, 200, and 400× the

number of real galaxies with the same angular, redshift,

and peculiar velocity error distributions. These are used

to calculate and report the number density of BGS red-

shifts and TF-based peculiar velocity measurements at

each TF galaxy’s position in the clustering catalog (used

e.g., for measurements of the density and velocity power

spectra in F. Qin et al. in prep.). The clustering catalog

and associated random catalogs are released along with

the full TF sample.

6. DISCUSSION

6.1. Comparison with CosmicFlows-4

We can compare our TFR calibration with the

Cosmicflows-4 TFR (CF4; E. Kourkchi et al. 2020a)

for those objects in our sample that have velocity

widths measured in the ALFALFA H I survey (M. P.

Haynes et al. 2018). While each of these catalogs con-

tains ∼10,000 galaxies, ours covers a much smaller por-

tion of the sky and extends to much higher redshifts

(3580 sq. deg., z ≲ 0.1) than CF4 (almost full-sky,

z < 0.05). We show how our distance moduli com-

pare with those assigned distance moduli in E. Kourkchi

et al. (2020b) in Fig. 13 for the 299 galaxies which are

in both samples (96 of which are in our main cosmol-

ogy sample), and we include the cross-matched sample

in Table 3. The error bars shown in the figure, both

the statistical (object-dependent) and systematic, reveal

that our uncertainties are comparable to those of CF4.

After accounting for the different H0 values used in the

two catalogs, we find relatively good agreement with the

CF4 TFR. We note a slight bias of 0.21± 0.71 towards

our TFR predicting larger distance moduli, which we at-

tribute to an offset in the zero-pointing of the two TFRs.

Of the three extreme outliers seen in Fig. 13, we find

one to have a significantly different redshift (∆z > 0.05)

between CF4 and DESI; the other two appear to have

much larger H I velocities relative to V (0.4R26), making

them outliers in the H I TFR. Visual inspection of their

Legacy Surveys images and DESI DR1 spectra reveal no

anomalies.

6.2. Anchoring the zero-point of the TFR

The final step of calibrating the TFR is tying the

zero-points in each redshift bin of the TFR to exter-

nal calibrators with known independent distances. The

zero-points Bi are unanchored and set such that the

redshift-binned average distance modulus is 0 under the

assumption that there is no average radial peculiar ve-

locity over large sky areas. This global zero-pointing

results in an offset

b0pt = ∆µ0pt = ⟨µ⟩TF − ⟨µ⟩ext (22)
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Figure 11. The distribution of Tully Fisher galaxies within the DESI DR1 dataset, presented here in a Mollweide projection.
The purple shaded region corresponds to the ALFALFA (M. P. Haynes et al. 2018) footprint, and the red solid line represents
the plane of the Milky Way. The main DESI DR1 TF sample is shown in dark blue, with those that do not satisfy the more
stringent velocity and/or magnitude requirements shown in grey.

Figure 12. Redshift distribution of galaxies in the DESI
DR1 PV Survey TF sample. The main DESI DR1 TF sample
is shown in dark blue, with those that do not satisfy the more
stringent velocity and/or magnitude requirements shown in
gray.

to the TF Hubble diagram. A joint fit of the DESI

DR1 TF, FP, and supernova Ia distances from the

SH0ES/Pantheon+ sample (A. G. Riess et al. 2022; D.

Brout et al. 2022) is performed to find the global zero-

point. To improve the statistical uncertainty of the zero-

point, we take advantage of galaxy groups to increase the

overlap of supernova distance measurements with DESI

Figure 13. A comparison between the distance moduli
from our calibrated TFR and that of Cosmicflows-4 (CF4;
E. Kourkchi et al. 2020a). Galaxies that are not part of our
main sample (defined in Sec. 5.1) are shown in gray. y = x
is shown in the black dashed line, adjusted for the value of
H0 used in both catalogs. We find relatively good agreement
with CF4, with a slight bias towards larger distance moduli
(0.21± 0.71).

DR1 PV Survey galaxies. The method of zero-pointing

the TF and FP samples is described in detail in A. Carr

et al. (in prep.), including a description of the galaxy

group catalog and H0 constraints that follow from the

zero-pointed distance-redshift relation.
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7. CONCLUSION

We calibrate the Tully-Fisher relation (TFR) using

galaxies observed in the first data release (DR1) of

DESI’s eight year survey, targeted as part of DESI’s

Peculiar Velocity Survey. This secondary targeting pro-

gram measures the rotational velocities of 10,262 galax-

ies at 0.4R26 by placing fibers on the centers and ma-

jor axes of spatially-resolved galaxies (primarily spirals)

within the DESI footprint.

We fit for the TFR using 4050 galaxies across 14 red-

shift bins of width ∆z = 0.005 from 0.03 < z < 0.10

with 16 free parameters: the slope, y-intercepts of each

of the 14 bins, and the intrinsic scatter in the TFR. We

find a slope of −7.22 ± 0.01 AB mag in the r-band for

velocities at 0.4R26, and an intrinsic scatter of the TFR

of 0.466± 0.001 AB mag.

Our calibrated TFR allows us to measure the pecu-

liar velocity of 10,262 galaxies observed as part of the

DESI PV Survey DR1 TF sample. While the target

selection used to define this sample of 10,262 galaxies

was designed to identify late-type spiral galaxies, we

find some interloping ellipticals, lenticulars, and irreg-

ular galaxies. We provide morphological classifications

from a self-supervised learning algorithm for the 10,262

galaxies for further sample refinement. Along with the

Fundamental Plane sample of the DESI PV Survey DR1

(C. Ross et al. in prep.), we use these peculiar velocities

to study the growth rate of structure (R. Turner et al. in

prep.; F. Qin et al. in prep.; Y. Lai et al. in prep.) and

estimate the value of the Hubble constant, H0 (A. Carr

et al. in prep.). This TF catalog comprises ∼20% of the

full catalog expected by the completion of the full 8-year

DESI PV Survey, which will comprise the largest cata-

log of TF distances to date. The substantial increase in

sample size will greatly reduce the statistical uncertain-

ties in the measured PVs of the sample, significantly

contributing to the overall increase in precision of the

growth rate of structure forecast for the DESI PV Sur-

vey (C. Saulder et al. 2023) in the local universe. We

will also be able to study the systematics of the TFR

in unprecedented detail with these future samples, in-

creasing our understanding of the TFR and its use in

measuring distances.

DATA AVAILABILITY

Data shown in figures, as well as example Python code

to generate the figures, will be available on Zenodo upon

acceptance.
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