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Current and forthcoming galaxy surveys will map the observable Universe with unprecedented depth, sky
coverage, and precision. These maps are affected by relativistic redshift-space distortions (RSDs), which be-
come increasingly relevant on ultra-large scales. Accurate modelling of these relativistic RSDs is essential to
avoid systematic biases in key cosmological measurements, such as primordial non-Gaussianity (PNG). To ad-
dress this, we introduce an updated implementation of the LIGER method, LIGER4GAL, which incorporates all
linear-order relativistic RSDs directly at the tracer level of high-resolution N-body simulations. We demonstrate
that LIGER4GAL improves upon previous iterations of the LIGER method by reproducing the expected non-linear
clustering while maintaining accuracy for relativistic RSDs on large scales. We use the updated code to gener-
ate a DESI-like sample of luminous red galaxies from the Huge MultiDark Planck simulation. By measuring
the power spectrum multipoles of this sample with and without the imprint of relativistic RSDs, we assess the
impact of relativistic effects on measurements of the local PNG signal (f,). We find that the omission of the
“finger-of-the-observer” (sourced by the peculiar velocity of the observer) effect in the power spectrum mod-
elling can bias measurements of f by more than 1 (0.25) o, in 40% (80%) of the possible realizations of the
universe if scales down to ki, = 0.0015 4/Mpc are included.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Forthcoming and ongoing surveys such as DESI [4], Euclid
[76], and SPHEREXx [41]] are designed to map the large-scale
structure of the Universe in unprecedented volume, depth, and
precision. These missions aim to advance our understanding
of fundamental physics by probing the nature of Dark Energy
(DE) and Dark Matter (DM), constraining the initial condi-
tions of the Universe, and testing the validity of general rela-
tivity on cosmological scales.

Typically in galaxy redshift surveys, we assume a ho-
mogenous and isotropic universe, modelled by a Friedmann-
Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric, to convert from
redshifts to distances. However, the inhomogeneities of the
observed Universe arising from structure formation introduce
additional contributions to the observed redshift beyond the
purely cosmological component, which are collectively re-
ferred to as redshift-space distortions (RSDs). RSDs are typi-
cally divided into two categories. The first comprises local ef-
fects, such as the leading-order contribution from the peculiar
velocities of source and observer galaxies, first identified by
Kaiser [61], as well as distortions arising from the local gravi-
tational potential at both the emitter and the observer. The sec-
ond category concerns line-of-sight integrated effects, such as
weak lensing [72,[73191]], which is the dominant integral con-
tribution. Furthermore, there are other integrated terms such
as the integrated Sachs-Wolfe effect [90]] and the Shapiro time
delay [94]]. We collectively refer to all contributions beyond
the source peculiar velocity term (which is routinely included
in cosmological analyses) as relativistic RSDs. The impact of
relativistic RSDs on the galaxy overdensity has been inves-
tigated both at linear order [e.g. [17, 22} 33 |60l [104] and at
second order [e.g. [14} |16} 40, [100} [105]. In particular, sev-
eral studies have quantified their effect on observables such
as the multipoles of the power spectrum [31}, 145) [82]] and the
two-point correlation function [16} 2446/ |67, 86} 98]].

The main aim of this study is the quantitative analysis
of systematic biases in key cosmological measurements that
arise from neglecting the impact of relativistic RSDs. Firstly,
we focus on measurements of primordial non-Gaussianity
(PNG) derived from large-scale-structure (LSS) analyses.
PNG serves as a pivotal probe of the physics of the early Uni-
verse, offering a direct window into the inflationary mecha-
nisms that generate the primordial fluctuations, which in turn
seed structure formation [6, [L1]. In the local form (typically
described by the non-linearity parameter f;), PNG induces
a scale-dependent correction to the bias of tracers of the un-
derlying DM field, which becomes most prominent on large
scales [136} 1381153, [71,197]]. However, relativistic effects impact
the observed power-spectrum signal in this same scale regime,
where some of the contributions follow a similar scale depen-
dence as the PNG signature [e.g. 26, 29, |51} |87]. Ignoring
these effects can thus lead to systematic biases in f,; measure-
ments [e.g. 827, 55].

Secondly, we focus on constraints of the growth rate of
structure obtained through standard RSD analyses [83]]. These
studies extract cosmological information by analysing the n-
point statistics of tracers using perturbative models that in-

corporate structure formation, biasing, and velocity-induced
RSDs up to linear and quasi-linear scales. One widely adopted
approach is the Effective Field Theory of LSS [EFT, for a
review, see [59]], which has been applied to datasets such as
the BOSS survey [42] and, more recently, in the DESI col-
laboration [74]. However, in its standard formulation, EFT-
based RSD modelling accounts only for the velocity contribu-
tion, neglecting relativistic RSDs. In this work, we examine
the validity of that assumption and quantify the potential im-
pact of missing contributions, focusing on constraints of the
power spectrum amplitude (Ag), the DM density parameter
(w.) and the dimensionless Hubble parameters (#) within a
vanilla ACDM model.

To measure the impact of relativistic RSDs on these anal-
yses, we generate mock galaxy catalogues that include rel-
ativisitic RSDs up to linear order using the LIGER method
and use these catalogues for cosmological analysis. To that
end, we implement a new version of the method, hereafter
LIGER4GAL, designed to generate lightcones with improved
accuracy at non-linear scales of the matter overdensity while
maintaining the linear implementation of relativistic RSDs.

Previous iterations of the LIGER method [23, 145! 46| relied
on large, low-resolution simulations and employed a simple
linear biasing scheme to construct galaxy mocks tailored to
specific surveys. While this approach was effective at repro-
ducing the clustering statistics on large scales, it failed in de-
scribing the clustering on smaller scales due to the resolution
of the underlying simulations, and to the biasing scheme im-
plemented. In contrast, LIGER4GAL is applied directly to halo
catalogues, enabling the use of high-resolution simulations
and significantly extending the validity of the resulting mock
catalogues into the non-linear regime, which allows us to per-
form realistic cosmological analysis of the dataset. To popu-
late haloes with galaxies, we also provide a toolkit (which is
compatible with the halotools framework [57]]) that ensures
consistency with the relativistic treatment of LIGER4GAL, by
imprinting the relativistic corrections on each galaxy’s posi-
tion and magnification, accounting also for their peculiar ve-
locities with respect to the host halo.

In this work, we apply the new code to one realization from
the MultiDark simulation suite [62,/85,88]], to generate galaxy
catalogues that follow the expected distribution of DESI lumi-
nous red galaxies (LRGs) in both full-sky and partial-coverage
configurations. Specifically, we make use of the Huge Multi-
Dark Planck (HMDPL) simulation, which is a DM-only sim-
ulation with a box size of 4 Gpc/h and a mass resolution of
m = 7.9 x 101°Mg/h. These catalogues allow us to assess
the impact of not accounting for relativistic RSDs on inferred
cosmological parameters in two contexts: (i) full-shape fits of
the power spectrum multipoles using the EFT model, and (ii)
PNG analyses of the power spectrum multipoles.

This paper is structured as follows. In Sect. we first
review the theoretical framework for relativistic RSDs and
their implementation in LIGER, then introduce LIGER4GAL,
highlighting its improvements over the earlier low-resolution
version. In Sect. we describe the LIGER4GAL approach,
and its application to the HMDPL simulation, producing
DESI-like LRG catalogues. Sect. presents the valida-



tion of LIGER4GAL against theoretical predictions and the pre-
vious version of the LIGER method (hereafter LIGER4DM),
followed by an assessment of the impact of relativistic ef-
fects—particularly the FOTO signal—on the inference of var-
ious cosmological parameters. We summarize and conclude
in Sect.[V]

Throughout this paper, we adopt Einstein’s summation con-
vention and define the space-time metric tensor to have the
signature (—, +, +, +). Greek indices refer to space-time com-
ponents (i.e. run from O to 3), while Latin indices label
spatial components (i.e. run from 1 to 3). Furthermore,
the Dirac delta and the Kronecker delta functions are de-
noted by the symbols 6 and 6X, respectively. Our Fourier-
transform convention is f(k) = f fx)e ®**d3x, and f(x) =
1/2n)3 f f(k)e*™®* d*k. Finally, the symbol ¢ denotes the
speed of light in vacuum.

II. THE LIGER METHOD
A. Relativistic redshift space distortions

Assuming a homogeneous and isotropic  Fried-
mann-Lemaitre-Robertson—-Walker =~ (FLRW)  universe,
we can use the redshift measured in galaxy surveys, zZops, as a
proxy for the comoving distance. This relation can be written
as

Z
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where H(z) denotes the Hubble parameter. Combined with
the observed angular positions on the sky, n = x/x, we are
able to construct maps of the Universe. Such maps, which
are model dependent due to Eq. (I)), are then used for various
cosmological statistical studies.

However, Eq. (I) neglects the impact of inhomogeneities
encountered by light along its trajectory from source to ob-
server. These inhomogeneities alter the apparent position of
the source, as first demonstrated in the seminal work of Kaiser
[61]. Using linear perturbation theory, Kaiser has shown that
the leading-order correction on large scales — arising from the
peculiar velocities of the source galaxies — induces a line-of-
sight-dependent distortion to the observed galaxy overdensity
04, with respect to the (unobservable) real-space galaxy over-
density d,,. Nevertheless, the fact that we observe galaxies on
our past light cone implies that the photons are not influenced
only by local peculiar velocities but also by the entire distri-
bution of matter they encounter. Relativistic linear treatments
have shown that additional effects—such as the integrated
Sachs—Wolfe effect, weak gravitational lensing, and Shapiro
time delay—also affect 6,. These corrections typically be-
come significant at large scales [e.g., see [22] [33] |60l [104].
The numerical modelling of these effects, collectively called
relativistic RSDs is the object of this study. We summarize
the linear theoretical treatment of these effects in this section.
We limit the implementation of relativistic corrections at lin-
ear order, as we are mainly interested in their impact on the

two-point statistics of galaxy clustering, where linear theory
suffices.

To explicitly quantify the impact of relativistic RSDs, a spe-
cific gauge choice is required. In this work, we adopt the
scalar-restricted Poisson gauge, i.e.

ds? = () [-(1 +2¥) 2 dn? + (1 - 20) 8K dx' dx’ |, (2)
where 7 is the conformal time, a is the scale factor, the two
potentials @ and ¥ are the (dimensionless) Bardeen poten-
tials [9]. Using the perturbed geodesic equation, it is possi-
ble to define a coordinate map that relates the observed four-

vector, x5, to the real-space four-vector, x'. The coordinate
map Ax* = ¥/ — x{, is given by [22, 33 [60 [104]
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Here v' denotes the peculiar velocity vector, H = dplna is
the conformal Hubble parameter and the subscripts ’0” and
”e” refer to quantities evaluated at the observer’s and emitter’s
positions, respectively. E]

Cosmological perturbations also alter the solid angle under
which galaxies are seen by distant observers, thus enhancing,
or decreasing their apparent flux [e.g.[25]. In terms of the lu-
minosity distance, di, the magnification of a galaxy is defined

as
M= (_671_) , (5)

where di. denotes the luminosity distance in the background
model universe evaluated at z,s. At linear order [e.g. 16} 33]],

M(x) =1 + 20, — 2(1 - i) Slna—22 . n,;
Hx c

5 [ (6)
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where « is the weak-lensing convergence
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k(x) = = (x=%)-Vi(D®+¥)dx. @)
2 0 X

! Equation E]ignores corrections at the observer’s location of the scale factor
a, as they only impact the mean number density and have no effect on the
observed overdensity [[15].



Equipped with the distortions in the observed position and
flux, we are able to derive how the observed galaxy over-
density of a catalogue of a particular tracer is affected. To
that end, let us define the average comoving density assuming
flux-limited tracer

ﬁg(Z) =n (Llim(Z), Z) P (8)

where Ly (z) is the luminosity limit associated with a flux cut
Jeu at a given redshift z.

Following the definitions in [16} 45]], we can then quantify
the rate of change with redshift and the luminosity limit of the
survey via the evolution

OIni(Liin, 2
&(z) = - ®
OnG+1) |,
and magnification
01n (L,
R - A "
0ln Ly Luvin=Lonin(2)

biases, respectively. Putting all the distortions together, the
impact on the observed overdensity can be written as [22] 33}
60, [104]
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where we denote the linear velocity potential by ¢,. Equa-
tion (TT)) analytically describes the impact of relativistic RSDs
on the observed overdensity. The second term denotes the
standard Kaiser correction and represents the leading-order
contribution. The next-to-leading order is the weak lensing
term [e.g. (72l 91]], which is particularly significant in photo-
metric surveys [68]. Of particular relevance to this study is
the subsequent term, sourced by peculiar velocity of the ob-
server. This contribution has received increasing attention due
to its potential to be isolated and used as a probe of the ob-
server’s motion [8] [15, 46], thereby offering insight into the
apparent tension between the kinematic dipole inferred from
early-Universe CMB measurements [5]], and the one measured
from late-Universe quasar and radio catalogues [e.g., 21} [93].
The remaining terms are proportional to the gravitational po-
tential and are sub-leading in the standard clustering statistics
[i.e, the power spectrum and two-point-correlation function
47]]. However, several studies have explored the possibility of
isolating these contributions, including the Doppler velocity
term [23.(79].

B. LIGER

The LIGER [LIght cones with GEneral Relativity, 23| 44,
45] method is a numerical technique for generating galaxy cat-
alogues of the Universe on the past light cone of an observer
with a ACDM cosmology. The method uses the coordinate
transformation between real and redshift space (see Egs. [3)
and the magnification (see Eq. [6) to calculate the observed
positions and fluxes of tracers in Newtonian N-body simu-
lations. In this section, we present an updated version of the
LIGER method for generating light cones from high-resolution
simulations after briefly reviewing the low-resolution imple-
mentation of LIGER employed in previous studies (hereafter
LIGER4DN).

1. LIGER4DM

In this section, we summarise the field-based methodology
introduced in Elkhashab et al. [4546]. This approach was de-
signed to generate galaxy mocks that span very large volumes
while keeping computational costs low, yet still preserving the
accuracy of large-scale clustering statistics. LIGER4DM applies
the coordinate map to the DM particles of a given simulation.
For each particle, it computes its perturbed position, magnifi-
cation as well as the change in redshift (see Eq.[d). The ac-
companying buildcone toolkit then uses a cloud-in-cell al-
gorithm to construct the matter density contrasts opm (X, z)
and dpm(x, z) out of the real and redshift-space positions, re-
spectively. At linear order, we can also construct field-level
functions for M and ¢ In a mass-weighted averages [see ap-
pendix A2 in 45]. Equipped with these four functions, we
create a galaxy density field usingE]

ng (x) = Ag(x) [(b1(x) = 1) Spms(X) + Spm(x)
+ &) dInalx) + Qx) Mx) - 1], (12)

which can be directly derived from Eq. (TI)) by replacing the
real-space galaxy overdensity by the product of the dpp(x)
and the linear bias b;(x). Equation (I2) permits the use of
the same DM light cone to produce multiple galaxy maps
tailor-made for distinct surveys by changing the functions
fig, b, Q and &, which we denote as “survey functions”. A
flowchart of this procedure is shown on the left side of Fig. [I}

2. LIGER4GAL

The approach described in Sect. performs well for
studies at large-scale structures. However, by design it is less
accurate in describing the clustering signal on quasi-linear
scales. This limitation arises from the use of the linear relation
outlined in Eq. (I2), which neglects the non-linear contribu-
tions that arise in the matter-tracer bias relation.

2 With a slight abuse of notation, we equate the composite functions
b1(z(x)), Q(z(x)) & E(z(x)) and the functions by (x), Q(x) & E(x).
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FIG. 1: Left: Field approach schematic of LIGER4DM. Right: LIGER4GAL approach implemented in this work.

To circumvent this issue, in this work we apply the LIGER
method directly to biased tracers of the DM field, without re-
lying on Eq. (I2), which integrates easily with our numerical
framework and facilitates the implementation of relativistic
effects in standard analyses, where significantly more infor-
mation about tracers is retained compared to DM. We thus
present a new version of the LIGER method (LIGER4GAL) that
directly post-processes large, high-resolution Newtonian sim-
ulations, avoiding the need to rely on the biasing procedure.
By shifting directly the tracer under study (instead of the sim-
ulation particles), we can generate a catalogue that is consis-
tent with both the large-scale signature arising from relativis-
tic RSDs, and with the clustering signal of the input simula-
tion up to non-linear scales.

The general workflow of LIGER4GAL is as follows. Starting
from a halo catalogue, we reconstruct the corresponding halo
merger tree (see appendix [A T) and the gravitational potential
field using the available DM snapshots (see appendix [A72).
Subsequently, LIGER4GAL employs the merger tree and the
gravitational potential to produce a halo catalogue in redshift
space by evaluating Eqs. (3), (@), and (@), in accordance
with the LIGER method, i.e., by interpolating the redshift-
space position of each particle to the intersection between the
halo worldline and the observer’s past light cone. Lastly, for
a given HOD model, we populate each halo with galaxies,
correcting for their peculiar velocities by applying the shifts
described in Eqgs. and (T7) to their positions and magnifi-
cations. This procedure, detailed in Sect. yields the final
galaxy catalogue. The right side of Fig. [T|shows the flowchart

of this procedure.

Similar to previous applications of the LIGER method, we
construct series of mock catalogues that include subsets of the
full set of relativistic RSDs, which allows us to assess the im-
portance of individual corrections. The catalogues are labelled
as follows.

The label R denotes real-space catalogue, where no RSDs
are included, V implies that only the peculiar-velocity terms
of the tracers are applied. G indicates that all effects are ap-
plied, however, the observer is assumed to be at rest with re-
spect to the cosmic microwave background rest frame, which
we will label as Cosmic Rest Frame (CRF), i.e. v, = 0. Fi-
nally O: all effects are applied including the observer’s veloc-
ity terms, which in this work we assume to have magnitude
and direction as measured by the Planck satellite [J5].

III. HIGH-RES MOCKS

In this section, we discuss our application of LIGER4GAL
on the HMDPL simulation [[62, |85 [88]], which we use to gen-
erate a halo catalogue in redshift space with the full imprint of
linear relativistic RSDs. We then describe how we populate
this halo catalogue with galaxies, generating a Luminous Red
Galaxy mock catalogue that is consistent with our relativistic
treatment.



A. HMDPL simulation

Simulation boxes large enough to encompass the full foot-
print of Stage-IV galaxy surveys often lack the resolution nec-
essary to support the construction of semi-analytic galaxy cat-
alogues. One possible solution to circumvent that problem
is to replicate smaller boxes to cover larger volumes. How-
ever, replications can introduce artificial periodicity, leading
to spurious features in the clustering signal - particularly at
the large scales relevant for probing relativistic effects [78].
In this work, we instead follow an approach based on the
construction of DM halo lightcone catalogues, which are then
populated with galaxies using the Halo Occupation Distribu-
tion framework [HOD, [13]. Specifically, we make use of the
HMDPL simulation, part of the MultiDark simulation suite
[85. 188]. HMDPL is a DM-only simulation with a box size
of 4Gpc/h, comprising 4096 particles with a mass reso-
lution of m = 7.9 x 10'°Mgy/h. The simulation adopts a
Planck 2014 cosmology [3] with (Qp,, Qy, Qp, 08, 05,h) =
(0.307,0.048,0.693,0.829, 0.96, 0.678).

From the HMDPL simulation, we import the two available
DM particle snapshots at the redshifts z = 0.49 and z = 0.00
as well as the ROCKSTAR halo catalogues [12] from the Cos-
moSim [88] database. The halo catalogues are available in
a series of snapshots, roughly uniformly distributed in the
scale factor a in the range 0.1 < a < 1 (corresponding to
858 >72>0).

We construct halo trajectories from the merger tree by
tracking them across snapshots accounting for mergers and in-
terruptions. Once each trajectory is identified, we determine
its intersection with the observer’s light cone and use a cubic
spline to interpolate the computed shifts and magnifications
at the intersection point. We use the virial mass definition
of Bryan & Norman [28]] as a proxy for the halo mass. We
consider all halos with masses that exceed the threshold mass
Moy = 10'2 Mg /h at any redshif{’| (see Appendix[A 1] for fur-
ther details). We denote the resulting fullsky halo lightcone
by H-FS.

The other ingredient necessary for LIGER4GAL is the gravi-
tational potential field. Since the HMDPL simulation provides
only two DM snapshots, we compute the gravitational poten-
tial at these snapshots using spectral methods and employ lin-
ear theory to evolve it temporally to any redshift required by
the code (see appendix [A 2| for more details and validation of
this approach). After constructing the trajectories of all halos
and calculating the gravitational potential field, we employ
LIGER4GAL to generate four halo catalogues that incorporate
relativistic RSDs at varying levels (see Sect. [IB2). In ad-
dition to the galaxy catalogues derived from these halo cata-
logues (see Sect. , we also construct a mass-selected halo
catalogue (see Appendix [AT] for details), used in the valida-
tion exercises (see Sect. [[V A).

3 This requires some care, as a halo near the threshold may initially have a
lower mass and later grow to exceed M. To account for such cases, we
first apply a lower threshold of 5 x 10'! My /h, identify the trajectories of
all haloes, and then impose the final mass cut of 1012 Mg /h.

B. Galaxy assignment

In this section, we describe how these halos are then popu-
lated with galaxies. As relativistic effects become relevant on
scales larger than the size of DM haloes, a Newtonian treat-
ment of this process is sufficient. The key requirement is to
maintain consistency with the relativistic RSDs treatment of
LIGER4GAL, which primarily requires accounting for the addi-
tional distortions arising from the fact that populated galaxies
do not necessarily share the exact velocities or line-of-sight
positions of their parent halos.

We populate the halo catalogues with luminous red galax-
ies (LRGs), as their observed distribution in the DESI spec-
troscopic survey mostly lies within the redshift range covered
by our halo catalogues [1]]. For the LRG sample we adopt
the HOD model used by the DESI collaboration [[106]. This
HOD model [originally introduced in [108]] relates the mean
occupation of central galaxies to the mass of a given halo, M,
via

1 1 My /M
ARO(M) = fieserfe M] BENGE)
2 \/zo-logM
while the satellite occupation is given by
_ M- M|
RO (M) = [Tl()] R (M) (14)

Here, the HOD model is characterized by six parameters,
fie» Mcut, Tiogm, @, M1, Mo, whose values are taken from the
vanilla model fit listed in Table 3 of Yuan et al. [107]. These
values are extracted from the DESI 1% data at the redshift
bins z € [0.4,0.6] and z € [0.6,0.8]. We, however, interpo-
late their values for each redshift when populating the halo
lightcomﬂ following the approach described in Hadzhiyska
et al. [56]. We stress that for the procedure of populating
haloes with galaxies we rely on the cosmological redshifts of
the haloes, not the observed ones, as in this context z is inter-
preted as a time coordinate of the Universe evolution, and not
as an observable.

After assigning a central galaxy and a number of satellite
galaxies to each halo, we generate their phase-space (pre-
cisely, coordinate and velocity) positions as follows. Each
central galaxy is assigned the same phase-space position as
its host halo. For the satellites, we assume an isotropic
spatial distribution within the halo, following a Navarro-
Frenk-White [NFW, [81] radial profile without bias. The
mass—concentration relation is adopted from [538]], via the
COLOSSUS code [39]. For simplicity, we further assume that
the satellites are in virial equilibrium within the host halo po-
tential and follow isotropic orbits. Under these assumptions,

4 We apply the parameter f., which accounts for potential incompleteness
in the dataset by effectively reducing the average occupation number of
each halo, slightly differently in our pipeline. Rather than modifying the
average occupation directly, we implement incompleteness by randomly
subsampling the galaxy sample after generation, retaining only a fraction
fic of the galaxies



the satellite galaxies’ radial velocity distribution can be char-
acterized by its second moment, which is obtained by solv-
ing the Jeans equation [see Eq. 24 in [80]]. Allowing us to
assign positions X, and velocities V, to each of the satellite
galaxies relative to their respective host haloes. Although the
choice of satellite occupation can significantly affect the clus-
tering signal on scales where the one-halo term is important
[impacting both the overall clustering and nonlinear RSDs,
see e.g., 35, it has negligible effect on the large-scale regime
where the two-halo term dominates, which is the primary fo-
cus of this work. We note, however, that the consistency of
the LIGER4GAL pipeline is independent of this stage in the cat-
alogue production. In principle, more sophisticated methods
for assigning phase-space positions can be easily incorporated
and implemented. In fact, the numerical implementation of
the HOD on the LIGER4GAL catalogues relies heavily on the
HaloTools library [57], which allows for the straightforward
implementation of complex occupation models.

Equipped with X, and V,, we correct the observed posi-
tions of satellite galaxies using

(nps - vp)
Xgs =Xps + Xy — ————
H
(15)
[R5 - (Vg +00)]
+ gy Mes

where the subscripts g & h denote the galaxies and halos, re-
spectively. In particular, since this correction is purely radial,
the observed galaxy angular positions in the sky ng ¢ can be
obtained before the shift is applied, i.e.,

Xhs + Xg

S i T (16)
|xh,s + Xg|

g

Similarly, for the satellite galaxy magnification, we imple-
ment the correction

21 )

H |xh,s| c

_ol1- c ng,s'(Vg+vh)
H |xg sl c '

In deriving Egs. and (T7), we assume that the potential-
related terms are the same for all members of a given halo. We
then account for the velocity terms by removing only the halo
peculiar velocity contributions from Eqgs. (3) and (I7), to then
re-add them with the velocity and line of sight of the mem-
ber galaxy. We show a schematic of this procedure in Figure
(2). Since in this work we do not probe scales smaller than
~ 40 Mpc/h, and the maximum virial radius of haloes appear-
ing in the simulation is = 2.5 Mpc/h, this is an appropriate
approximation.

We incorporate magnification bias through a weighting
scheme applied to all galaxies [S6]. E] Specifically, for a given

a7

5 Another possible approach is to explicitly sample galaxy luminosities [e.g.,
through subhalo abundance matching techniques, |64]], compute the magni-
fied flux, and then apply a flux cut. For a simple flux-limited selection, both
approaches yield the same effect on clustering statistics. The more detailed
approach becomes relevant only for complex selection functions.

Ny
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FIG. 2: Schematic summarising how the haloes (Section
[TB2) and then galaxies (Section are shifted to build
the light cones. We first apply the shift Ax; (shown with a
green arrow, see Eq. [3) to the halo positions, including both
local and integrated terms. Then, we perform the peculiar ve-
locity correction Ax,, (red arrows) described by Eq.@ to
each galaxy. In an analogue way, we produce a global mag-
nification term My for each halo (see Eq. @) that is applied
to each galaxy inhabiting it after correcting for the individual
galaxy peculiar velocities with Eq..

population with magnification bias @, each galaxy is assigned
a weight

Wg = [1 + (Mg,obs - 1)@] , (18)

when computing the N-point statistics of the sample. We note
that this weighting approach differs from the LIGER4DM ap-
proach used in Eq. (I2). The latter relates the magnification
field [computed from DM particles using a mass-assignment
scheme, see appendix A2 in 45] to the observed overdensity
field, whereas in our case the weights are applied directly to
individual galaxies.

As for the magnification bias function @, we adopt the val-
ues for the LRG sample reported in Zhou et al. [109f] for
the two redshift bins, following the same procedure as for the
HOD parameters.

At the end of this procedure, we obtain four full-sky LRG-
like galaxy catalogues in the redshift bin z € [0.4,0.8] which
include varying levels of relativistic RSDs while preserv-
ing the nonlinear clustering accuracy of the HMDPL simu-
lation. We use the LRG galaxy catalogues to produce DESI-
like ones by applying the angular mask shown in Fig. 3] as
well as accounting for the incompleteness parameter f;c which
is set to one in the full-sky case. For clarity, we adopt
the following nomenclature to differentiate the catalogues:
TYPE-MASK-RSDs. The first entry specifies the type of

6 Zhou et al. [T09] define the magnification bias as s = d log;, Ny /dm, where
m is the apparent magnitude. That parametrization can be related to our
definition viaQ = 5/2 s.



0 100 200 300 400 500 600
-2
N, [deg™?]

FIG. 3: Mollweide projection in ecliptic coordinates of the
DESI Year-5 like sample we generated , used to construct
the LRG-DESI and BCLRG-DESI catalogues. The blue cross
marks the direction of the observer’s velocity adopted in this
work [5]], while the opposite direction is indicated by the red
square. The galactic plane is shown as a dashed black line.

tracer (H for the halo catalogue, and LRG for galaxies), the
second denotes the geometrical footprint (FS for full-sky and
DESI for the DESI footprint), and the third indicates the type
of RSDs applied, with RSDs € {0, V, G, R} (see Sect.[[[B2).

To ensure that our catalogues accurately depict a DESI-like
LRG sample, we compare various properties of the LRG-FS
to the LRG sample published in the DESI 1% data [see Ta-
ble 3 in[107]]. The comparison is presented in Table |l Both
the linear bias parameter b, (see appendix [B2]for how the
parameter is estimated) and the satellite fraction f;, are com-
patible between the two DESI 1% data and the LRG-DESI
catalogues. For the average host mass log,, M), our values
are slightly larger than those of the DESI 1% data, in particu-
lar in the later bin. This discrepancy is most likely sourced by
the mass resolution of the HMDPL simulations that lead to an
underestimation in the Halo Mass function (HMF) in the low-
mass end (see appendix [AT). As for the average number den-
sity, after accounting for the sample incompleteness, we find
that 7 ~ 5.4 x 10~* > Mpc = for the LRG-DESI catalogues,
which is consistent with typical expectations for this redshift
range [see, e.g., [109]]. Alongside the LIGER4GAL version of
the code, we make available the toolkit that implements the
galaxy generation pipeline: starting from a LIGER halo cat-
alogue as input, it produces tracer populations, allowing the
selection of different HOD models.

C. Low resolution light cones

To compare the LIGER4GAL version of the code with the
LIGER4DM version, we generate a set of light cones fol-
lowing the procedure described in Sect. For the re-
quired DM-only simulations, we utilise the MONOFONIC
code [77] to produce the simulation snapshots using third-
order Lagrangian perturbation theory (3LPT). We run 64 sim-
ulations, adopting the same cosmological parameters as the
HMDPL run (see Sect. [T A), each using 256° particles of

FIG. 4: Halo and LRG galaxies survey functions. With a grey
dotted line we show the radial density and the linear and evo-
lution biases of the full sky halo sample H, while with a black
continuous line and a red-dashed line we show the same quan-
tities along with the magnification bias, for the LRG-like sam-
ples in the full-sky (FS) and DESI setting respectively. The
radial densities of the two LRG samples differ due to the ap-
plication of the incompleteness factor of Eq. (T13) only to the
latter. As mentioned in Sect. the halo magnification bias
is null, thus not shown.

mass mgm = 3.25 X 10'* My/h within a periodic box of side
length 4000 Mpc/h. For each simulation, snapshots are stored
at the same redshifts as in the HMDPL run, to ensure consis-
tency with the HMDPL catalogues.

We then use LIGER4DM to generate a mock catalogue of
the halo sample (hereafter BCH-FSﬂ and of the LRG galaxy
sample. We estimate the survey functions of the two tracers
from their number counts power spectrum and radial selec-
tion function, following the approach described in Appendix
[Bl In Fig. [i] we show the survey functions for the BCH-FS
halo sample (grey dotted line), the LRG-FS (black continuos
line), and LRG-DESI (red dashed line) catalogues. The halo
catalogues do not constitute a flux-selected sample, so the se-
lection function 7i(z) does not depend on any luminosity cut
L. As a consequence, the magnification bias is zero for the
halo catalogues.

7 We add the label BC (for buildcone) to differentiate between the low-
resolution and high-resolution catalogues.



Redshift bin  Model i, [/*Mpc™] by fa logi (Ma/(Mo/h)

- € 04.0.6) PEST1% — 1.947004 008970013 13.42+002
LRG-FS 55x10* 190  0.100 13.46

< € [06.0.8) PEST1% — 2117093 0.1040913 1326002
LRG-FS 64x10* 201  0.122 13.34

TABLE I: The DESI 1% LRG sample parameters [as reported in Table 5 of [107]] are compared to the values derived from our
mock catalogues (LRG-FS). Specifically, we report the linear bias, by, satellite fraction f,, and the average halo mass per galaxy
log,, M}, (in units of My /h). Additionally, for the mock catalogue, the average galaxy number density 7i, in each redshift bin is

provided.

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we outline the main results of this work.
Firstly, we quantify the improvements of our LIGER4GAL
implementation through a comparison with the LIGER4DM
method and with theoretical predictions. Secondly, by per-
forming a standard f;; inference from the power spectrum of
our galaxy catalogues, we quantify the bias in the measure-
ments of local primordial non-Gaussianity that arises from
neglecting relativistic RSDs and - in particular - our peculiar
velocity in the theoretical modelling of the galaxy power spec-
trum. Lastly, we perform a full-shape analysis of the power
spectrum to assess the extent of the bias sourced by relativistic
RSDs in the inference of cosmological parameters in a ACDM
universe.

A. Validation
1. Angular clustering

Following the approach adopted in Elkhashab et al. [45],
we use the angular power spectrum, Cy, to validate the clus-
tering properties of our mocks against the theoretical predic-
tions, which we calculate using the CAMB [70] code. We
measure the C, for both the H-FS and BCH-FS halo samples
in the redshift bin z € [0.5,0.6] , using the pseudo-C, (PCL)
estimator [84] see also@]for a brief summary]. We consider
a full-sky survey, generating HEALPIX maps with 12 x 1024?
pixels, which allows us to access the C, far beyond the scales
of interest. For the CAMB prediction, we include linear bias-
ing as well as all linear relativistic RSDs (the latter only for
comparison with O mocks) through the survey functions of
BCH-FS shown in Fig. [}

We show the C; comparison for the R (left panel) and O
(right panel) mocks in Fig. [5] The top panels show the C; pre-
dicted by the CAMB linear model (grey dotted line) and its
non-linear [75] counterpart. Theoretical lines are compared
with the spectra estimated from the H-FS (black dashed line)
and BCH-FS catalogues. For the latter, we display the aver-
age spectrum with its R.M.S. scatter (red dashed line and pink
shaded region). The bottom panels show the residuals with
respect to the non-linear theoretical prediction. In both cases,

the large-scale signal is consistent between the two LIGER im-
plementations, showing residuals comparable to the scatter of
the BCH-FS catalogues. At smaller scales, the LIGER4DM ap-
proach overestimates the clustering signal due to the limited
resolution of the linear biasing procedure on which it relies,
whereas the LIGER4GAL implementation continues to provide
an accurate description. As we reach ¢ = 300, the non-linear
model also ceases to reproduce the halo power spectrum, as
expected.

2. The FOTO signal

The FOTO signal is an oscillatory imprint in the power
spectrum sourced by the v, term in Eq. (TI). Its contribution
to the monopole of the power spectrum for a full-sky survey
is given by [45] 146]

1672 v2 Ilz(k)
Pororo(k) = —= v , (19)
3 H} 47rfrl2 r’ng dr
where
nw= % G (20)
1 = ; aH/Hojl r)dar,

with the integration limits corresponding to the boundaries of
the redshift shell, and

din H
din(1 + z)

rH
c1+2)°

() =21-@Q+|3-& 21

We present the FOTO signal for our galaxy catalogues in
Fig. [6] obtained by taking the difference between the Po(k)
measurements from the O and G catalogues, i.e APy =
Pyroro. The spectra are computed by embedding the cata-
logues in a box with side length of Lgrr = 16000 Mpc/h,
ensuring that the large-scale behaviour is adequately cap-
tured. We estimate the spectra using the pypower code [2]
that implements the standard Feldman-Peacock-Kaiser [here-
after, FKP, [50, [103| see appendix E] for more details]. We
show the signal of the LRG-FS catalogues as red dots, with
the pink-shaded region is bordered by the 16th and 84th per-
centiles (hereafter, o¢g region ) of the FOTO signal computed
from the BCLRG-FS catalogues. For the masked-sky case,
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FIG. 5: Upper : We show the halo angular power spectra of the H-FS catalogues (black dashed lines) and of the low-resolution
BCH-FS catalogues, where mean of the mocks is shown with a red dashed line and the R.M.S. with a pink-shaded region).
Spectra are shown for the z € [0.5, 0.6] bin, with R and O mocks in the left and right panels. CAMB linear (grey dotted lines)
and halofit (grey dash-dotted) predictions are overplotted. Lower : Residuals relative to the CAMB non-linear prediction.

the spectrum of the LRG-DESI catalogue is shown as black
crosses, while the corresponding ogg region derived from the
BCLRG-DESI mocks is represented by the grey-shaded re-
gion. We also select two realizations from the BCLRG-FS
mocks that exhibit a “typical” and a strong FOTO signal are
illustrated with dotted and solid lines, respectively. For com-
parison, we also include the theoretical prediction (see Eq.[T9)
for the full-sky case. It is clear from the figure that the theo-
retical prediction is consistent with the numerical signal from
both catalogues.

The signal has interesting features in the masked sky case.
Firstly, the survey mask modifies the oscillatory pattern by
shifting both the amplitudes and the peak positions as it mixes
between the k-modes. Secondly, a higher fraction of the re-
alizations produces a negative FOTO signal w.r.t. the full-
sky case, because the survey mask also induces mixing be-
tween the multipoles of the power spectrum [e.g., [102], and
the higher multipoles of the FOTO signal, which are not pos-
itive definite [46]. Additionally, the incompleteness factor fi.
applied only to masked mocks introduces a different redshift
dependence, further modifying the signal.

The comparison clearly indicates a stronger FOTO effect in
full-sky mocks, where the mean signal is larger and the uncer-
tainties are smaller, due to the larger volume coverage. How-
ever, the signal of individual realizations in the masked-case
varies strongly. Consequently, for the forthcoming analysis,
we adopt the LRG-FS signal as a “typical” scenario, since
it is an accurate description of the average signal. For the
masked-sky case, we consider three spectra: the first is com-
puted from the LRG-DESI-O catalogue, which exhibits a very
weak FOTO signal. In addition, we construct two distinct

e LRG-FS-O

X LRG-DESI-O
—— BCLRG-DESI-O,
BCLRG-DESI-O; 7

1 1 1 1
0.004 0.005 0.006 0.007

k[h/Mpc]

1 1
0.002 0.003

FIG. 6: We plot the FOTO signal for the power spectrum
monopole of different LRG samples. The full-sky LRG-FS
measurement is shown as red dots, while the ogg region de-
rived from the low-resolution BCLRG-FS catalogues is shown
as the pink-shaded area. The corresponding masked-sky case
LRG-DESI and BCLRG-DESI are represented respectively
by black crosses and grey-shaded regions. Additionally, a typ-
ical and a strong masked-sky FOTO signals are shown as dot-
ted and solid lines, respectively. Finally, the theoretical pre-
diction for the full-sky case is plotted as a dash-dotted line.

power spectrum measurements by imprinting the FOTO sig-
nature from a “typical” BCLRG-DESI realization (i.e. within



TABLE II: Different labels for the mocks used in this work.
While R, V, G and O refer to the different levels of GR cor-
rections that we implement in each sample, O, and O, indicate
two specific realizations of the full treatment O that we have
chosen to analyse more in depth.

Mock
R Real space

Description

Vv Peculiar velocities only
G Full GR in the CRF
o Full GR with vy from Aghanim et al. [5]

O, Selected typical realization of O
O, Selected strong realization of O

the 1o range of the possible realizations in the scales of in-
terest) and a strong BCLRG-DESI realization onto the G cat-
alogue of the LRG-DESI mocks. The power spectrum multi-
poles after this imprint are then

PY(k) = PS(k) + APi(k), (22)

where Pf are the power spectrum multipoles of the LRG-
DESI-G catalogue, and AP} is the FOTO signals obtained
from one of the two BCLRG-DESI realizations considered.
We denote these two signals as LRG-DESI-O, and LRG-
DESI-O;, respectively. In Table [II, we show the different
types of mocks that are used in the analysis of the LRG-DESI
sample as well as the relativistic RSDs included in these cata-

logues (see also Sect. |[[I B 2).

B. Impact of Relativistic RSDs on cosmological parameters

We now turn to the central aim of this work: evaluating the
impact of relativistic RSDs on cosmological parameter mea-
surements using the galaxy catalogues we generated. As these
effects affect the large-scale galaxy clustering signal, neglect-
ing them in the theoretical modelling of the observables can
bias measurements of cosmological parameters and lead to
false detection of certain signatures. In particular, we focus
on the FOTO signal and the bias it induces in estimates of Lo-
cal PNG, as well as its influence on parameters inferred from
the full-shape fit of the power spectrum, when not properly ac-
counted for in the theoretical modelling of the galaxy power
spectrum.

1. Local PNG

In this section, we measure the bias in measurements of lo-
cal PNG from the observed power spectrum due to relativistic
RSDs. We characterize the deviation from Gaussianity of a
random field ¢ng by the following parametrization [see e.g.
63]:

InG = ¢ + AL(@® — (9D, (23)
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where ¢ is a Gaussian random field and fyp denotes the am-
plitude of the deviation from a Gaussian distribution. The lo-
cal PNG contribution at the initial conditions modifies the ob-
served power spectrum through its impact on the linear bias
of tracers of DM [see e.g. [71,197]]. Our approach to measur-
ing the induced bias in fy; is as follows. We extract f,; from
the LRG-FS and LRG-DESI catalogues w/o relativistic RSDs
(from the O and “V catalogues), using standard modelling that
accounts only for velocity distortions.

Since the base HMDPL simulations (see Sec. are gen-
erated with Gaussian initial conditions, i.e., fy = 0, any sig-
nificant detection of fy; in the O catalogues w.r.t. the V cata-
logues is attributed to systematic biases due to neglecting rel-
ativistic RSDs in the theoretical model. Comparing to the V
catalogues, rather than directly to the fiducial value, f;; = 0,
allows us to disentangle relativistic RSDs from other possible
large-scale systematics, such as wide angle effects or the ra-
dial integral constraint [see e.g.[2,[37, for methods to account
for this effect]. We thus define the quantity

Afu = f9-f7, (24)

where fﬁ V' are measured from the O and V catalogues re-
spectively.

We adopt the following parametrization for the redshift-
space power spectrum previously used in measurements of f;
[321[34]:

(b1 et + [bozer) Tomsths ze0)] fu + et 12
[1+ Jkuz|

X Piin(k, zefr) + sno P35

Pk, ) =

(25)

where Pji,(k, zer) 1s the linear matter power spectrum evalu-
ated at the effective redshift z.¢, Tgp_s 1S the transfer function
between the primordial gravitational field ® and dpwm,, and b
is the non-Gaussian contribution to the bias of the tracer. The
velocity RSD contribution is included in the model via the
Kaiser correction, f 2, for RSDs [61]], where f is the growth
rate of structures, and y is the cosine of the angle between the
k-mode considered and a constant line-of-sight. The param-
eter s, captures deviations from Poissonian shot-noise and
PSN is the shotnoise of the measurement (see appendix .
Finally, a finger-of-god (FoG) damping factor is included to
partially account for non-linear RSDs modulated by the pa-
rameter X.
We parametrize by as

by =26 [b1(z) - pl, (26)

where 6, = 1.686 is the critical overdensity in the spherical
collapse model [see e.g.195], and p encodes the merger history.
The appropriate value of p remains a subject of debate [see
e.g.10]. As this work adopts an HOD that depends solely on
halo-mass, we assume p = 1, following the approach used
for the LRG sample in the DESI DR1 analysis by Chaussidon
et al. [34]. Regardless of this choice, we will quantify the
biases in fy in units of its uncertainty oy,. Since both these



quantities scale with 1/bg, we therefore expect our results to
be independent from this assumption.
We estimate z.¢ using

eff = 5> 27

where z; is the redshift of the i — th galaxy, 7, is the sample
selection function, and w; are the FKP weights (see Eq. @
evaluated at the galaxy positions. We note that, in analyses
of fu, the standard FKP weights are often replaced with op-
timal weights to enhance the constraining power on fy [see
32]. However, we adopt the FKP weights in this work, as the
redshift-dependent weighting scheme has been shown to have
a negligible impact on the f;; constraints for the LRG sample
[see Figs. 8 and 9a in(34]).

We account for the different geometries of the LRG-FS and
LRG-DESI through the mixing matrix formalism. That ap-
proach uses the random catalogue to calculate a mixing matrix
W, which relates the observed power spectrum multipoles
to the theoretical model via [18}119, 47, [102]]

Pac® = Y [P W) PRE K
[7 0

'=0,2,4
P (k)
PO,

f K> W, (0,k") PINK) di .
120,24 V0
(28)

Where the first term accounts for the mixing between the dif-
ferent modes due to the survey geometry and the second term
corrects for the global integral constraint. We compute the
mixing matrices from the random catalogues using the CONVO
code[ﬁ(Salvalaggio et al. in prep.). Finally, the theoretical
model multipoles are obtained by the Legendre expansion of

Eq. (23)

2041 (!
P = T+ f P™(k, ) Le(p) duc. 29)
-1

We implement the model of Eq. (Z8) and fit it to our mea-
surements of the power spectrum monopole and quadrupole,
varying four parameters § = [by, fu, Sn,0, Zp]. For this anal-
ysis, we focus on the full redshift bin of our mock cata-
logue, z € [0.4,,0.8], as it offers the strongest constrain-
ing power. The power spectra are estimated using an FFT
box of size 8§ 000 Mpc/h, with a k-binning of approximately
Ak ~ 1073 h/Mpc. Following [34], we restrict the analysis
to scales up to kyax = 8 X 1072 h/Mpc, in order to mitigate
non-linear effects that may not be adequately captured by the
simple FOG model adopted in this work. For the parameter
inference, we employ the importance nested sampling algo-
rithm for Bayesian posterior reconstruction, implemented in
the Nautilus package [65]]. The resulting parameter chains
are then analysed and visualized using the Python package

8 Available at https://gitlab.com/jacoposalvalaggio/convo.

12

TABLE III: Priors used in this work for the parameter infer-
ence of the primordial non-Gaussianity. The symbol U repre-
sents a uniform distribution.

Parameter Prior
by U(0.25,6.0)
fa U(-500, +500)
Sn.0 U-1,2)
2, [Mpch™] U(0,20.0)

getdist [69]. We assume a Gaussian likelihood and com-
pute the covariance using the THECOV code [/, see appendix
[C]for more details]. Finally, we adopt wide uniform priors for
the model parameters, shown in Table

For the data vectors, we repeat the fits under multiple sce-
narios. First, we fit the spectra of the the V and O realizations
of LRG-FS catalogues. Second, we consider the partial-sky
LRG-DESI catalogues, analysing the V, O, and Oy realiza-
tions. All data vectors employed in the fits are shown in Fig-
ure[7] with the LRG-FS spectra presented in the left panel and
the LRG-DESI spectra presented in the right panel. The er-
ror bars are derived from the analytical covariance, under the
assumption that the covariance is unaffected by the inclusion
of relativistic effects. However, the error bars differ between
the LRG-FS and LRG-DESI spectra due to the different vol-
umes of the two catalogues. In the LRG-FS case (left panel),
we notice that the difference between the O and V measure-
ments becomes increasingly evident as we decrease k, while
for k > 1072 h/Mpc they overlap. In the LRG-DESI on the
other hand, the O and V overlap for most of the k-range, while
the O, has a higher signal at small k. We note an apparent dis-
crepancy between the LRG-DESI measurements and the best-
fit model around k = 1072 #/Mpc. This feature appears con-
sistently in all mock measurements for the masked-sky case
but is absent in the full-sky (LRG-FS) case. However, both the
masked- and full-sky analyses yield comparable goodness-of-
fit values ()(2), indicating that this deviation is consistent with
statistical fluctuations. Furthermore, because the feature per-
sists independently of the level of relativistic effects included,
it does not bias our constraints on fy.

Figure [] presents the estimated posterior distributions in
the fu — b1 plane. In the LRG-FS case (upper-right panel),
the power spectrum multipoles constrain f;; with a half-width
of the 68% credibility interval of oy, ~ 9. Including rel-
ativistic effects in the mocks (comparing the solid blue and
solid green curves) induces a bias of Afy ~ 18 = 207, in
the marginalized posterior means. For the partial-sky LRG-
DESI case (lower-left panel), the f;; parameter is constrained
with o, = 16. The weaker constraint results from the re-
duced sky coverage. We test two realizations of the FOTO
signal: the O case (green dashed line), corresponding to a
weaker FOTO signal (see blue crosses in Fig. [7), and the
LRG-DESI case (red dashed line), corresponding to a stronger
FOTO signal (see blue stars in Fig. [7). While the former
leads to negligible bias in the f;;; measurement (where the
bias is negative, consistent with the fact that for that realiza-
tion APy < 0 at large scales, see Fig. @, the latter induces
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FIG. 7: Upper : The power spectrum monopole (upper panels) and quadrupole (middle panels) measurements are shown for
the full-sky LRG-FS catalogues (left panels) and the masked-sky LRG-DESI catalogues (right panels). The spectra of both the
O (crosses) and V (barred points) are shown as well as the “strong” LRG-DESI-O; (stars) realization in the partial sky case
on the right. The error bars are identical for all realizations with the same geometry and are displayed only for the O mocks.
Solid, dashed, and dotted lines indicate the best-fit models for the O, V, and O (right panel only) mocks, respectively. Lower :
Residuals of the measurements and their corresponding best-fit models in units of standard deviation.

a shift of Afy =~ 24 = 1.50,. We compare the measure-
ments of each catalogue with their respective best-fit model in
Fig.[/] The lower panel shows the residuals between the data
and the model in units of the standard deviation. In all cases,
the data remain within 30~ over most of the k-range, except at
the largest scales of the LRG-FS-O and LRG-DESI-O; mea-
surements, where the residuals are driven by the high FOTO
signal.

The amplitude of the FOTO signal is both oscillatory and
rapidly decreasing with k. To assess the scale at which the
bias induced by this signal is removed, we repeat the param-
eter inference while varying only the minimum wavenum-
ber k, included in the analysis. We compute the quantity
Afu/oy, for the different pairs shown in Fig. [g] as a func-
tion of kmin. The resulting biases are displayed in Fig. [J]
for LRG-FS-O (red points), LRG-DESI-O (grey crosses), and
LRG-DESI-O; (black stars). We also present the relative con-
straining power of the measurements, quantified as o, /oo,
shown with lines following the same colour scheme, where
oo = 0y, (kpin = 1073) in the lower panel. For the LRG-FS
case, the bias falls below 0.5 oz, for kyin > 2 % 107 h/Mpc,
while it remains negligible at all scales for the LRG-DESI-O
realization. In contrast, for the partial-sky LRG-DESI-O re-
alization, the bias persists up to kpin ~ 4 X 1073, i/Mpc. We
emphasize that this behaviour depends on the survey selection
(see Eq. and the redshift bin considered; thus, for different
selection, a dedicated study is required to establish the appro-
priate ki, However, increasing the kpy;, to avoid this bias
entirely nearly doubles the size of the constraints on the f;, as

shown in the lower panel of Fig.[9]

As illustrated in Figs. [f|and [0] different realizations of the
FOTO signal can produce significantly different biases in the
Jfa1 measurements. To account for this, we repeat the analy-
sis across all 64 FOTO realizations, each time imprinting the
signal onto the G-sample power spectrum multipoles of the
LRG-DESI measurements. In Fig. we present the frac-
tional percentage of realizations, R(x,knyin), that result in a
bias in fy exceeding x,0, as a function of kpi,. For x = 1
(blue dotted line), we find that approximately 20% of the re-
alizations produce a bias larger than the measurement error
when including scales below 0.003 2/Mpc. As progressively
larger modes are excluded, R(x, kn,) converges to zero. Sim-
ilar behaviour is observed for the x = 0.5 (red dashed line)
and x = 0.25 (black solid line) cases, with higher values of
R(x, knin) that decay less rapidly as x decreases. In particular,
for all values of x, the convergence of R(x, kyi,) towards zero
is not monotonic. This is consistent with Fig. [0} where the
oscillatory nature of the FOTO signal implies that including
larger scales can, in some cases, slightly reduce the bias in f;.

Several remarks help contextualize the interpretation of the
preceding results. Firstly, we ignore the impact of various
angular systematics [e.g., Milky Way extinction and varia-
tions of the photometric zero-point 48| 49| 66| [89], which
strongly affect power-spectrum measurements on large scales,
as our goal is to demonstrate the significance of the FOTO
signal even in the best-case scenario. Secondly, Chaussi-
don et al. [34] found that the geometrical systematic miti-
gation techniques of the DESI LRG sample remained valid
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FIG. 8: Constraints on fy and b; obtained from the full-sky
LRG-FS (top right, solid lines) and masked-sky LRG-DESI
(bottom left, dashed lines) catalogues, with all relativistic ef-
fects (blue) and velocity-only (green) mocks. The fiducial
Jfu = 0 value is marked by the grey dotted line. Moreover,
for the partial sky case, we also show the constraints obtained
from the “strong” LRG-DESI-O; realization in red.

down to ky,, = 1073 h/Mpc, and the imaging systematics
mitigation down to kpj, = 3 X 1073 h/Mpc. However, in
their measurements they conservatively limited the analysis
t0 kmin = 6 x 1073 A/Mpc. Since for this scale cut we find
that there is a probability ~ 20% to present biases larger than
0.20y,, and taking into account that the DR1 sky coverage
they probed is smaller than the Y5-like mask used in this
work, we do not expect the FOTO to have substantially biased
their LRG measurements. Thirdly, in this analysis, we choose
to vary the type of mocks while keeping the model restricted
to the peculiar velocity contributions, rather than using only
the O mocks and explicitly adding the FOTO effect in the
model. This approach is motivated by two considerations: (i)
it allows us to explore different realizations of the FOTO sig-
nal, rather than only its expectation value, and (ii) accounting
analytically for the survey geometry is complex [see46]], since
the FOTO effect generates both odd and even multipoles that
extend beyond £ = 4. Nevertheless, for a Gaussian likelihood
with the same covariance, the average shift in f; computed
by varying the mocks is equivalent to the shift that would be
induced by including the FOTO effect directly in the model.
Finally, we note that the FOTO signal of our sample has an
average signal-to-noise ratio (S/N) of around 1 for the partial-
sky case. A higher S/N [as shown for the Euclid Spectroscopic
Sample, where S/N =~ 4,145]] would lead to stronger biases in
the f; constraints.
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FIG. 9: Upper: Bias in the f;; measurement due to the FOTO
signal plotted as a function of the minimum k employed in the
analysis, for the full-sky sample LRG-FS-O (red dots), and the
masked-sky samples LRG-DESI-O (black crosses) and LRG-
DESI-O; (black stars). The bias is shown in units of the stan-
dard deviation of the measurement, which differ between the
DESI-like and full-sky samples. Lower: Change in constrain-
ing power as a function of ky;, presented as o, /0, where
0o = 0 (kmin = 1073). The colour scheme matches the upper
panel.
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FIG. 10: Fraction of masked-sky BCLRG-DESI mock real-
izations yielding a bias [Afy /o g, | > x for different thresholds
x, as a function of the ki, adopted in the analysis. The grey
vertical line shows the ki, used for the LRG f;,; constraints of
Chaussidon et al. [34].

2. Relativistic effects impact on full-shape analysis

In this subsection we examine the impact of relativistic
RSDs on the cosmological parameters inferred from the full-
shape analysis of the power spectrum. To that end, we infer
the cosmological parameters from the LRG-DESI catalogue



TABLE IV: The prior distributions used for parameter infer-
ence in the EFT model. Cosmological parameters are sepa-
rated by a horizontal line from the bias and nuisance parame-
ters. The symbols N and U represent Gaussian and uniform
distributions, respectively.

Parameter Prior
h U0.5,1.0)
we U(0.085,0.155)
A, U(1.4,2.6)
ng N(0.96,0.0041)
wy N(0.02218,0.00055)
b U(0.25,4.0)
b, U(-5,5)
72 U-5,5)
Y21 Coevolution
co [Mpc?] N(0, 50)
> [Mpc?] N(0,50)
¢4 [Mpc?] N(0,50)
cao [Mpc?] N(0, 50)
NP N(0,3)
NZ [Mpc?] N(0, 50)

both with and without relativistic RSDs, directly measuring
their impact parameter inference. For the theoretical model-
ing of the power spectrum, we adopt the effective field theory
(EFT) of the large-scale structure, which describes the observ-
ables of the galaxy clustering through perturbative expansions
of the nonlinear density and velocity fields [for a recent re-
view, see 59]. The EFT model divides the theoretical power
spectrum into three main contributions. The first contribution
stems from the dynamical, bias, and RSD terms computed at
the leading and next-to-leading order in standard perturbation
theory (SPT). That contribution is parameterized by the cos-
mological parameters {&, w., wy, As, 15} and the bias param-
eters {by,bz,7%2,7¥21}. The second arises from the stochastic
components of the density and velocity fields, represented by
the stochastic shot-noise parameters: {N; , N5, N3,} . Whereas
the previous contributions are already present in SPT, EFT in-
troduces a set of parameters that encode small-scale correc-
tions no captured by SPT. These corrections are implemented
via “counterterms”, cg, 2, C4, Cnlo-

We compute the model predictions via the Gaussian-
process emulator comet [43]], with priors summarized in Ta-

ble All parameters are varied except y,; and Ngz, with
set by the coevolution relation
2 6
=—Mb -1+ =y, 30
Y21 =53 b1 -1 772 (30)

and N§2 fixed to zero. We perform parameter inference per-
formed using the importance nested sampling algorithm im-
plemented in Nautilus, and the chains are analyzed and vi-
sualized with getdist.

We perform parameter inference using the monopole and
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quadrupole of the LRG-DESI power spectrum over the range
k € (2 x 1073,0.15) h/Mpc, with bin width dk = 3 x
1073 h/Mpc. We employ the V, and O catalogues to mea-
sure the impact of all relativistic RSDs, along with two vari-
ations of the O catalogue in which we imprint a typical (O,)
and a strong (O;) FOTO signal (dotted and solid black lines
in Fig. [TT). We show the inferred cosmological parameters
in Fig.[IT] We can deduce from the figure that adding rela-
tivistic RSDs with a weak FOTO signal has little impact on
the parameter constraints, as we can see from the overlapping
contours of the V and O mocks. The typical and strong FOTO
signal, on the other hand, induce a systematic shift in all three
parameters shown. That shift increases in amplitude as the
FOTO signal strength increases. We note that the posterior
means are consistent with the maximum-likelihood estimate
derived from the MCMC chain at the few-percent level, sug-
gesting that prior-volume effects are negligible [e.g. 30} 96].
To identify the k-range at which this bias is significant, we use
the Figure-of-Bias (FoB).
We define the FoB as

FoB = [(8, - 04) 5" (8, - 19(v)T]1/2 , €2))

where, 6, are vectors containing the posterior means of the
three cosmological parameters, the subscript denotes the type
of catalogue a € {0, 0, O}, and S, is the parameter covari-
ance matrix, computed from each MCMC chain using the
getdist package. Assuming that the covariance does not
change between the different chains and that the posterior is
a Gaussian distribution, the FoB quantifies the covariance-
weighted difference between the posterior means of the mocks
with relativistic RSDs and their velocity-only counterpart.

The covariance matrix converts the parameter differ-
ences into levels of significance, such that a value of
FoB= 1.88(2.83) can be interpreted as corresponding to
the 68% (95%) credibility levels. We recompute the chains
varying the minimum scales considered and plot the FoB in
Fig.[I2] As seen from the figure, the FOTO signal leads to a
20 bias at the largest scales considered for the LRG-DESI-O;
mocks. However, that bias is removed by excluding the largest
scales from parameter inference, showing that as we consider
the typical range of scales for a full-shape analysis, the impact
of the FOTO is negligible.

V. CONCLUSIONS

Stage-IV galaxy surveys will measure redshifts and angu-
lar positions for tens of millions of galaxies over a large frac-
tion of the sky, spanning redshift ranges that allow us to probe
clustering on previously inaccessible scales. In constructing
galaxy maps from these surveys, it is standard to assume
that galaxies populate an unperturbed background universe
when converting redshifts into comoving distances. However,
galaxy positions and fluxes are influenced by the inhomo-
geneities encountered by the light along its path from source
to observer, leading to various RSDs. While the leading
RSD effect, arising from peculiar velocity differences between
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straints due to different relativistic effects from the LRG-DESI
catalogues.
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FIG. 12: FoB values obtained from different catalogues w.r.t.
the V mocks are plotted against the minimum scale included
in the parameter inference.

sources and the observer Kaiser [61], is routinely accounted
for, additional relativistic contributions—including Doppler
terms, gravitational lensing, Sachs—Wolfe effects, and time
delays—have often been neglected. These corrections be-
come increasingly relevant on scales approaching the Hub-
ble radius. In this work, we present a new implementation of
the LIGER method, LIGER4GAL, that incorporates relativistic
effects directly at the tracer level in mock halo/galaxy cata-
logues derived from high-resolution Newtonian N-body sim-
ulations. Our method makes it possible to post-process high-
resolution simulations by imprinting relativistic RSDs by us-
ing the halo merger tree to produce a halo catalogue with the
effects included.

We also developed a toolkit that populates the generated
halo catalogue with galaxies or other tracers, consistently
with the relativistic RSDs imprinted by LIGER. For a chosen
halo population model (such as HOD) the toolkit generates
galaxy positions that incorporate the full relativistic treatment
of super-halo scales, while accounting for peculiar velocity
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distortions of individual galaxies, on sub-halo scales. These
contributions affect not only their line-of-sight positions but
also the Doppler-induced contribution to magnification bias,
as described in equations [I3]and[T7]

We designed this approach to align with the formalism of
the HaloTools library, ensuring straightforward adaptability
to a variety of halo population models%

We applied our method to the HMDPL simulation, con-
structing a full-sky halo catalogue that reaches z = 0.8.
We compared the LIGER4GAL implementation to the previ-
ous field-based one (LIGER4DM), and showed that we can ex-
tend the accuracy of the produced catalogues to capture the
non-linearities of the halo clustering signal, where LIGER4DM
fails. Having access to the non-linear scales allowed us to per-
form realistic measurements of clustering observables, such as
the galaxy power spectrum, which we in turn used to perform
standard cosmological inference analyses, to assess the impact
of large-scale relativistic effects in the inference process.

Then, relying on the HOD formalism, we generated a
DESI-like LRG sample that presents the imprint of relativistic
RSDs at large scales. We utilised a full-sky and a partial-sky
sample of that catalogue incorporated with different levels of
relativistic RSDs to assess the impact of relativistic contribu-
tions which are generally not accounted for in the power spec-
trum models used in the standard full-shape analysis, as well
as PNG inference via galaxy clustering.

In particular, we assessed the impact of the observer’s pe-
culiar motion (the FOTO effect) on the inference of the f;
parameter. By focusing directly on the bias Afy caused
by the FOTO, we were able to disentangle our results from
other possible effects that could impact the analysis, such as
the radial integral constraint [37]], or exploring different val-
ues of the frue underlying f,;. We found that this contribu-
tion leads to a bias in the measurement of f;,; both for the
full- and partial-sky surveys, which varies with the largest
scale included in the analysis. In particular, we found that
for a DESI-like (partial sky) analysis, the FOTO signal bi-
ases fy by more than loy, in approximately 40% of the
realizations of the universe when including scales down to
kmin = 1.5 X 1073 h/Mpc; this probability drops to 10% if
scales below kmin < 5 x 1073 h/Mpc are excluded. Full-shape
analyses of the power spectrum monopole and quadrupole us-
ing the EFT model indicate that A, w., and & are biased when
including scales below kpin, < 4 X 1073 h/Mpc, but this bias
disappears if these large scales are excluded. Due to the size
of available simulations, our analysis was limited to an LRG-
like sample up to z = 0.8. Extending to higher-redshift popu-
lations requires larger simulations capable of producing wide
light-cone catalogues. We note that the FOTO signal can vary
substantially with survey selection, and consequently, the bi-
ases discussed here may be amplified for different populations
or redshift ranges. Nonetheless, the toolkit introduced here
can be applied directly to generate light-cones with relativis-
tic RSDs, provided sufficiently large simulations with halo
merger trees are available.

9 Available at: https://gitlab.com/liger-cosmo/liger-hod
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Since upcoming measurements of fy will probe larger re-
gions of the Universe and include increasingly larger scales
(e.g. DESI Y5, Euclid DR3), the FOTO contribution will be-
come progressively more significant. It is therefore important
to incorporate this signal into both the power-spectrum model
and the covariance matrices, along with other wide-angle sys-
tematics such as Milky Way extinction, and large-scale flux
variations. Incorporating these effects into mock catalogues
is relatively straightforward, allowing for a robust estimation
of their impact on parameter constraints. Applying the same
treatment in analytic models is more challenging, as it re-
quires careful accounting of the mixing between scales and
multipoles—including odd multipoles—induced by the sur-
vey geometry. Nevertheless, analytic approaches to the FOTO
signal could offer the additional advantage of simultaneously
constraining the observer’s velocity and PNG, or of marginal-
izing over the velocity parameters. We leave the development
of such strategies to future work.
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Appendix A: Lightcone construction

In this appendix, we outline the procedure for constructing
the halo lightcone and computing the gravitational potential at
the relevant redshifts for the LIGER4GAL method.

1. Halo trajectories

To construct the observed past light cone from the simu-
lation, we implement a cubic spline interpolation procedure
for halo positions as they intersect with the observer’s light-
cone. We first select an observer position at the z = 0 snapshot
and assign it a peculiar velocity; if none is specified, the code
adopts the velocity of the nearest halo to ensure consistency
with the local environment. For each halo, we reconstruct its
full trajectory across all simulation timesteps, starting from
the earliest snapshots until a merger occurs or the trajectory
is interrupted. Subsequently, we identify the instant at which
the halo intersects the observer’s past light cone and apply the
interpolation scheme of [45], while additionally tracking the
halo mass evolution between snapshots.

Regarding the definition of halo trajectories, several caveats
are considered to ensure a consistent catalogue. When a
merger between two halos occurs at snapshot i (where i = 0
corresponds to z = 0 and z; > z;—1) we treat the Most Massive
Progenitor (MMP) and the secondary merging halos differ-
ently. For the MMP, we continue to follow the evolution of
its descendant in snapshot i — 1. For non-MMP halos, we add
a final step to their trajectory in snapshot i — 1, keeping their
mass fixed but assigning them the position and velocity of the
descendant. Although the halo merger occurred in between
the two snapshot, it is not possible to determine if it occurred
before or after the lightcone intersection. In this work, we
assume the former case, so that the two haloes intersect the
lightcone as a single halo.

Another situation of interest occurs when halos without
progenitors are first identified in a given snapshot i and do
not intersect the light cone in subsequent snapshots. In such
cases, no information is available on whether they may have
crossed the light cone between snapshots i and i+ 1 (z; < zj4+1)-
This can happen either because the halo actually formed in
snapshot i, or because the halo finder failed to correctly link
it to its progenitor in snapshot i + 1. To address this issue,
we initially excluded these halos; however, this approach sys-
tematically underestimated the radial density of halos with
M,;; > 5% 102, My /h compared to snapshot-based estimates.
The actual importance of this effect depends on the merger-
tree definition of the simulation under consideration and may
be less impactful in other simulations. Consequently, we opt
to always account for the possibility of a light-cone intersec-
tion between i and i + 1. We do so by extrapolating the halo
position at the snapshot i + 1 by assuming a motion with con-
stant velocity v;, taken to be the halo’s velocity at the snapshot
i. Under this prescription, the extrapolated position assigned
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FIG. 13: In the upper panel, we compare the halo radial num-
ber density of the H-FS within the redshift bin z € [0.2,0.7]
(red dashed curve) to the values computed at each simulation
snapshot (dotted markers). The lower panel shows the relative
difference between these quantities.

to these halos is x4 = x;+v;-(t;+; — #;) , where ¢; is the proper
time of the snapshot. To validate the latter approach, we com-
pare the radial densities of the H-FS with the radial densities
obtained from the halo snapshots. The results are shown in
Fig. [I3] Each red dot corresponds to the radial density of a
snapshot halo catalogue at the corresponding radial distance,
and they agree (within a few percent) with the dashed curve,
which represents the radial density of the H-FS catalogue.

Finally, we validate our halo mass interpolation procedure
in Fig. where we compare the halo mass function (HMF)
obtained from a thin shell of the H-FS (black solid line) with
the HMF estimated from a snapshot of the simulation at the
mean redshift of the shell (gray dashed line). For comparison,
we also plot the HMF model of Tinker et al. [99] (hereafter
Tinker10) evaluated at the snapshot redshift. As evident in
the figure, the LRG-FS1 HMF agrees with the snapshot HMF
across the entire mass range. Both HMFs deviate from Tin-
ker10 at the low-mass end due to the mass resolution limit of
the HMDPL simulation.

2. Gravitational potential computation

The underlying principle of the LIGER method is that, in a
ACDM cosmology at linear order, the Bardeen potentials (see
Eq.[3) coincide, i.e. ® = ¥, and can be computed by solving
the Poisson equation, with the matter overdensity from the in-
put simulations serving as the source term [see 23| 46]]. As
the HMDPL simulation provides only two publicly available
particle snapshots, we used linear theory to model the time
evolution of the gravitational potential, allowing us to derive
the potential at the redshifts of the available halo snapshots.
The procedure is as follows. First, we computed the potential
at one of the matter snapshots using spectral methods imple-
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FIG. 14: In the upper panel, we compare the HMF of H-FS
lightcone (black solid) computed within a narrow redshift bin
centred at z = 0.46 with thickness Az = 0.06 to the snapshot
HMF at z = 0.46 (grey dashed). We also plot the correspond-
ing Tinker10 model prediction (red dashed line). In the bot-
tom, we show ratio of the between the lightcone and snapshot
HMFs.

mented with the FFTW library [52]]. The potential can then
be obtained at any scale factor a in a given grid cell located at
position x;, we use the linear relation

ap D™ (a)

D(x;,a) = 2 DD (ag)

O(x; ap), (AL)

where D) is the linear growth factor of density perturbations
and ag denotes the reference scale factor of one of the avail-
able snapshots.

We test the validity of the linear approximation using the
simulation data by computing the gravitational potential from
the two available particle snapshots on a grid with Ngiq =
2563, and comparing the average of their ratio with the the-
oretical prediction from Eq. (AT). The mean ratio, estimated
over all grid cells where neither of the two potentials vanishes,
is

D
P = <ﬂ> = 1.15496, (A2)
D(22) [ o). 020
while the theoretical prediction reads
D™
_D@la g7, (A3)

po 2 AE
D™(az) a;

that implies a sub-percent fractional error of (7 — r)/r =
0.016% .

We also test whether the linear solution accurately recovers
the potential power spectrum, Pg(k), at different redshifts. In
Fig. we compare the power spectrum of the gravitational
potential computed directly from the snapshot at redshift z,
(black solid line) with the linear extrapolation (red dashed
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FIG. 15: Power spectrum comparison of the gravitational po-
tential @ obtained respectively from the particle distribution
at the HMDPL snapshot z = 0.49 (black-continuous line) and
from the linear theory extrapolation of equation starting
from the z = 0.0 snapshot (red-dashed line). In grey we show
the Nyquist frequency of the measurement.

line) obtained using Eq.[AT] The two estimates show excel-
lent agreement across all scales up to the Nyquist frequency
of the grid, kny = 0.20 hMpc~!. We therefore conclude that
the linear approximation is sufficient for our purposes. Con-
sequently, we extrapolate the potential to all redshifts by uti-
lizing the potential at z = 0 and applying Eq. Finally, we
note that this assumption is not strict: the potential extrapo-
lation is not required for the implementation of our approach
and can be relaxed when full particle snapshots (or sufficiently
large subsamples) are available at each redshift.

Appendix B: Survey functions numerical estimation

In this appendix, we briefly describe the procedure imple-
mented to estimate the survey functions of the H-FS, LRG-FS,
and LRG-DESI. These survey functions [precisely 7(z), b1(z),
&E(z) and Q(z)]. In particular, for the H-FS catalogue, we com-
pute the survey functions from the simulation snapshots, while
for the LRG-FS and LRG-DESI sample we work directly with
the lightcone data.

1. H-FS Catalogue

As the halos are available in snapshot format, we can com-
pute the survey functions directly at each redshift from the
snapshots. We compute the 71(z;) (Where i runs over the dif-
ferent snapshots) simply by counting the haloes belonging to
the sample and dividing by the simulation comoving volume.
For the linear bias, we compute from the power spectra ra-
tio. For a given snapshot at a redshift z;, and a sample of
mass-selected halos, we use the linearly evolved matter power



spectrum P, (k;, z;) (see appendix [A2)) and estimate the halo
power spectrum Py, (k;, z;), where k; are the discrete wavenum-
bers at which the power spectrum is sampled. Then, we esti-
mate the linear halo bias using an average of the power spectra
ratio

kj <k()

Ph(k ,Zz
l(Zl - Z —r=

m(kja Zz (Bl)

where kj is an upper limit for k that we choose so that the
k,‘<k0
k/ :

For the magnification and evolution bias, we use [see ap-
pendix B in 45]

linear bias relation holds and N; =

_ _dIni(z)
din(1+2)

(1+2)
T HOQ

As for the halo sample Q(z) =
rectly note that

+&(2). (B2)

0 by construction, we di-

___dna(z)
&= " Tha+a (3)

2. LRG-FS catalogue

We use an analogous approach to construct the survey func-
tions for the LRG-FS and LRG-DESI catalogues, albeit ap-
plied directly on the lightcone, since the galaxies are painted
directly onto the lightcone halo catalogue. To compute 71, we
count the galaxies in redshift bins of size 6z = 0.04, and divide
by the comoving volume associated with each corresponding
spherical shell.

For the linear bias, we use the angular power spectra ratio.
Specifically, we compute the ratio between the angular power
spectra of the LRG-FS-R catalogues in tomographic redshift
bins, C¢(z;) (where z; is the median redshift of the bin), and
a theoretical linear angular power spectrum computed using
CAMB. The linear bias is then obtained by averaging over a
range of multipoles:

<ty

bi(z) = Z

where £ is the maximum multipole chosen such that the linear
biasing relation holds, and N, = gd"

For the magnification bias, we use the estimates from Zhou
et al. [109], where the complex selection function of the LRGs
is already taken into account. We interpolate their measure-
ments to each galaxy’s redshift.

There is, however, a slight subtlety in the computation of
the evolution bias. Since the LRG galaxies are selected using
flux cuts across several bands, we account for magnification
effects through a weighting scheme (see Eq.[I8). This implies
that the logarithmic derivative in Eq. must be applied to
ng = W,(2)ile(z), where 7iy(z) denotes the average density of
the catalogues without the magnification weights, and w,(z2) is

CLmear (B4)
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the average value of the weight w(x) at a given redshift. Con-
sequently, we estimate &(z) from the logarithmic total deriva-
tive of the galaxy number density before applying the magni-
fication weights.

Appendix C: Estimators

In this appendix, we review the estimators utilised the two-
point statistics studied in this work.

1. Angular power spectrum

For the estimation the angular power spectrum, we make
use of the HEALPix algorithm [Hierarchical Equal Area iso-
Latitude Pixelisation 154] to partition the sky into Npx =
12 x sti 4o Dixels. For each tracer sample i, we compute the
projected counts within a redshift bin, N;(Q), and then esti-
mate the projected density contrast as

Ny(Q)

Ny

T(Q) =

-1, ChH

where N g, is the average of the projected counts over the sur-
vey footprint. Then, exploiting the fast spherical harmonic
decomposition of HEALPix, we compute

d,, = f Q) Y;, (Q)d*Q (C2)
which we use to estimate the auto and cross angular power
spectra with the pseudo-C, estimator [84]

N 1 ! . iJ

Ve a, al S , (C3)
LWl Dy Z N

where fy is the sky fraction covered by the survey footprint,
and wy, is a pixelisation correction factor.

2. 3D power spectrum

For the (3D) power spectrum multipoles, we first construct
the FKP field [50]:

w(x)
F(x) = — |n.(x) —an(x)|, (C4)
9 10 an)
where A = f w?(x) 7% d3x is a normalization factor, and the

fields n, & n, denote the number density of the data and ran-
dom catalogues, respectively. Moreover,

~ [ w(x) ng(x)d3x
[ wo) meyda]

rescales the random density to match the data catalogue num-
ber densities. Finally, the FKP weights w are given by

(€5

w(x) = T(x) [1 + ()Pl (Co)



where 7(x) is the mean density of tracers in our catalogue at
a distance x, 7 is the indicator function, equal to 1 inside the
survey volume and to O elsewhere, and the parameter P rep-
resents an approximate value of the power spectrum at the
scales under study. In this work, we estimate 7(x) from our
random catalogue, evaluating it within radial bins of thickness
or = 15Mpc/h and interpolating it with a cubic spline. For
each of our samples, we generate random catalogues 50X as
dense as our data (@ =~ 1/50), sampling their distribution using
the shuffling method, which assigns randomly selected red-
shifts from the original dataset and uniformly distributed an-
gular positions within the survey mask. For the typical value
of the power spectrum, we adopt Py = 10000 Mpc? 473,

To compute the power spectrum, we use the pypower code,
employed in recent DESI data analyses. This implementation
follows the FFT-based Yamamoto—Bianchi formalism [20} 92,
103]:

d2Q
4; - PNy, (€7

Pl = 20+ 1) f Ful)Fo(—k)

where

Fo(k) = f F(x)e ** Lok - &) dx, (C8)
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and

PN(k) = d

;0‘) f WAx) ngx) Lk - ) dx. (C9)

Lastly, for all likelihood evaluations in the various parame-
ter inference tests, we estimate the covariance matrices of the
power spectra following the analytical approach of Wadekar
& Scoccimarro [101]]. In particular, using the THECOV code
[[7], we compute the covariance matrices for our power spec-
trum measurements, including the effects of the survey geom-
etry. For simplicity, we only consider the Gaussian compo-
nent of the covariance. We compute the covariance matrices
for both the LRG-FS and LRG-DESI catalogues. We note
that these covariance matrices do not account for the imprint
of relativistic RSDs present in our dataset as the aim of our
analysis is to investigate the biases that arise when neglecting
such effects.
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