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ABSTRACT

We present the largest Wiener reconstruction of the cosensity field made to date. The
reconstruction is based on the Sloan Digital Sky Survey delease 6 covering the north-
ern Galactic cap. We use a novel supersampling algorithmppress aliasing effects and a
Krylov-space inversion method to enable high performanitie migh resolution. These tech-
niques are implemented in tAa Go computer code. We reconstruct the field over a 500 Mpc
cube with Mpc grid-resolution while accounting both for #Hregular and radial selection func-
tions of the SDSS, and the shot noise giving an effectivduéiso of the order o~~10 Mpc.

In addition, we correct for the redshift distortions in tleelar and nonlinear regimes in an
approximate way. We show that the commonly used method efsaaveighting the galaxies
by the corresponding selection function heads to excesenniregions where the density
of the observed galaxies is small. It is more accurate andegoative to adopt a Bayesian
framework in which we model the galaxy selection/detectimtess to be Poisson-binomial.
This results in heavier smoothing in regions of reduced s$iagpplensity. Our results show
a complex cosmic web structure with huge void regions irntdigathat the recovered mat-
ter distribution is highly non-Gaussian. Filamentary stanes are clearly visible on scales
up to ~20 Mpc. We also calculate the statistical distribution ofigity after smoothing the
reconstruction with Gaussian kernels of different radiiand find good agreement with a
log-normal distribution fod 0 Mpc < rs < 30 Mpc.

Key words: large-scale structure of Universe — galaxies: clustemsegd — methods: data
analysis — methods: statistical

1 INTRODUCTION DEEP?2 or Baryon Oscillation Spectroscopic Survey (BOS3) wi
cover higher and higher redshifts (see for example Daviflet a
2005%;| Schlegel et al. 2007). They are designed to trace @mpl
structures in the Universe and to study the environment Iaixga
ies and their evolution.

We carry a reconstruction of the density field dealing
with statistical and systematic errors of the galaxy distibns
with the ArRcd] computer code described In_Kitaura & Eni3lin
(2008). ARGO is a high-performance implementation of a three-
dimensional Wiener-filter, permitting treatments of andmntoge-
neous and incomplete window function acting on the galastridi
bution. It exploits the power of fast Fourier transforms TBfFand

Measuring the Large-Scale Structure (LSS) of the Univem® h

become a major task in cosmology in recent years. The refics o

the seed fluctuations, originating from the inflationarygehaf the

early Universe, are mainly encoded in the linear regime i8S

in which structure formation has not significantly degratteslpri-

mordial phase information. In particular there has regehden

a focus on measuring the baryon acoustic signal imprintetien

galaxy distribution which has been suggested as a powednt s

dard ruler for our Universe (see for example Eisenstein/p005
Upcoming and ongoing galaxy redshift surveys such as

* E-mail: kitaura@sissa.it, kitaura@mpa-garching.mpg.de L Algorithm for theReconstruction of th&alaxy-tracedOverdensity field

(© 0000 RAS


http://arxiv.org/abs/0906.3978v2

2 Kitaura et al.

iterative Krylov-space based inversion schemes for theratise
intractable data inversion step.

Reconstructions permit us to characterize the large-scale

structure, helping to deepen our understanding of stradarma-
tion, to gain insight into the physical processes involvedgon-
struct signal templates for the detection of weak physiffalces.

and radial selection functions. The expression we find assum
binomial model for the galaxy selection/detection process

We show that including our proposed noise covariance matrix
in the Wiener-filter leads to a more conservative reconstn®f
matter structures than using the inverse weighting schévaalso

These can be used to study the cosmic microwave backgroundcompare the linear WF expression which is derived from atleas

and to reveal signals ranging from the Integrated Sachg$e\/édt
fect (see for example Frommert et al. 2008), over the Sunyaev
Zel'dovich effect in the diffuse gas, to metal absorptiamel. An
interesting further application would be to constrain thastoe-
tween luminous and dark matter using reconstructions mgde b
ARGO and correlating them with simulations and reconstructions
of the matter distribution coming from other observablks liveak
lensing, Lyman alpha forest, etc. Topological studies ddog
made from the reconstructed data, leading to a geometiizal ¢
acterization of the actual large-scale structure (see famgle
Sheth & Sahni 2005). It is also interesting to study how thgsph
cal properties of galaxies depend on their large-scale@mvient
Liet all (2006b)| Lee & Leel (2008) and Lee & Li (2008). The re-
constructed structures of a galaxy catalogue can be traaek b
in time with various methods, like those based onlthe Zeltov
(1970) approximation (see for example Nusser & Dekel 1992).
These early matter density fluctuations can be used asl ioitia
ditions for N-body simulations. The results of such a caistrd
simulation have a wide application in structure formatibedry
(see for example Mathis etlal. 2002). A joint estimation &f mhat-

ter field and its power-spectrum would also be a natural next s
given the technology we develop below (for similar work in 8M
analysis see, for example, Wandelt et al. 2004; Jewell 20414
Eriksen et al. 2007).

We present the first application @fRGO to observational
data. In particular we have applied our method to recover the
galaxy density field based on data fropample dré6fix of
the New York University Value Added Catalogue (NYU-VAGC),
which was constructed from the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SPS
York et al.l 2000) Data Release 6 (DR6; Adelman-McCarthy et al
2008). This leads to the largest Wiener-reconstruction haf t
Large-Scale Structure made so far effectively requiring th
inversion of a matrix with about0® x 10® entries. The use
of optimized iterative inversion schemes within an opearato
formalism (se€_Kitaura & Enf3lin_2008) together with a cakefu
treatment of aliasing effects (see Jasche et al.|2009) teumsi
to recover the overdensity field on Mpc scales (for previous
Wiener reconstructions see Fisher etlal. 1994; Hoffrnan 11994
Lahav et al! 1994; Lahav 1994; Zaroubi etlal. 1995; Fisheketa
1995%5; | Webster et all._1997; Zaroubi et al. 1999; Schmoldtlet al
1999;| Erdogdu et al. 2004, 2006). Note, that alternativesity
reconstruction techniques like Voronoi and Delaunay tatises
(see e.gl_Icke & van de Weygaert 1991; Ebeling & Wiedenmann

1993; Zaninetti 1995; Bernardeau & van de Weygaert
1996; Doroshkevich et al. 1997; Meurs & Wilkinson

1999; |Kimetal. | 2000; | Schaap & van de Weygaert 2000;
van de Weygaert & Schaap 2001; Ramella et al. 2001;

Panko & Flin 12004;| Zaninetti 2006) are tuned to optimally
represent the density field from a geometrical point of vibut,
are not explicit in the statistical assumptions made on tilaxy

or matter distribution, which is an important aspect of aualgsis
here.

We investigate in detail the statistical problem of finding a
expression for a noise covariance which includes the swarngular

squares approach and the non-linear WF which uses a sigrethde
dent noise covariance (see appendix A in Kitaura & ENRIinE}00
The latter shows to be even more conservative than the livar
since it strongly suppresses the cells with higher numbentso

Due to the fine mesh of the reconstructien { Mpc) a treat-
ment of the redshift distortion in the linear and non-linesgime is
required. We choose a redshift distortion deconvolutiotho, as
presented by Erdogdu et &l. (2004), which aims to correbbi
regimes. This treatment only corrects the power and negbaty
phase information. For this reason, the effective resmutf the
reconstruction is lower than the resolution of the grd10 Mpc).

Our paper is structured as follows. We start by describirg th
input galaxy sample of the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSSpDa
Release 6 (DR6) in sectidd 2. Then we present the methodology
used to perform an estimation of the matter field (se¢flotnje-
tail, the galaxy distribution is first transformed into themmoving
frame (sectiofi 3.1]11) and then assigned to a grid using omlyne
developedsupersamplingnethod (described in Jasche et al. 2009)
to correct for aliasing effects, ensuring a correct spectpre-
sentation of the galaxy distribution even up to the highesties
contained in the grid (sectién_3.1.2). Completeness onkheusd
radial galaxy selection function are then translated intiorae di-
mensional mask, which will be part of the response operatedu
in the filtering step (sectidn_3.1.3). Then, an observedxyataer-
density field is calculated which fulfils the statistical ueg@ments
we want to impose on the matter field (section] 3.2). Taking the
observed galaxy field as the data vector we finally apply a @fien
filtering step with theRG o computer code (secti¢n 3.8.1) followed
by a deconvolution step, effectively correcting for thedfitt dis-
tortion (sectio 3.312). Here, we distinguish between edimwWF
expression which is derived from a least squares approadtaan
non-linear WF which uses a signal-dependent noise covaian
Both WF formulations are tested with mock data and quaivtétit
compared to a simple procedure in which the galaxies aresave
weighted with the completeness, then gridded and finallyosheal
to give a matter field estimate.

We present a reconstruction of the density field for the DR6
main sample in sectidnl 5. First, we analyze the survey skykmas
(sectior[5.11). Results for the Sloan Great Wall are theneprtes!
in detail. Some other prominent structures, for examplkeGbma,
the Leo, and the Hercules clusters are also discussedaisg&c)
together with the detection of a large void region (sedfid).5The
proper implementation of the filter enables us to deal withglex
masks which include unobserved regions. We demonstraienthe
proved detection of overdensity regions close to edgeseofithisk
and the prediction of structures in gaps, as demonstratembiny
paring with data from the Data Release 7 (DR7) where those gap
are filled (sectioi’514). In section 5.5 we analyze the siedisdis-
tribution of the density field and find good agreement with gk lo
normal distribution for smoothing radii in a Gaussian filterthe
rangel0 Mpc < rs < 30 Mpc. Finally, we make a summary of the
work, and present our conclusions and future outlook.
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2 INPUT GALAXY SAMPLE This is defined as the fraction of the photometrically defiterd

. get galaxies in the polygon for which usable spectra weraioéd.

' The average completeness over our sample galaxies is h86aT
dial selection function gives the fraction of galaxies ia #bsolute
magnitude range being consideree28 < Mo.1,, < —17 in our
case) that are within the apparent magnitude range of thelsam
(14.5 < m < 17.6 in our case) at a given redshift.

In certain cases we also work with a sample of galaxies drawn

from SDSS data release 7 (DR7; Abazajian et al. 2009) for lwhic
the galaxy positions, redshifts and fluxes are publicly latde

In this study we use data from the sixth data release (DR6
Adelman-McCarthy et al. 2008) of the Sloan Digital Sky Syrve
(SDSS; York et al. 2000). The survey contains images of a-quar
ter of the sky obtained using a drift-scan camera (Gunn! 408i8)

in theu, g, r, i, zbands [(Fukugita et al. 1996; Smith etlal. 2002;
Ivezic et al. 2004), together with spectra of almost a williob-
jects obtained with a fibre-fed double spectrograph (Gurati et
2006). Both instruments were mounted on a special-purpose
2.5 meter telescope (Gunn et al. 2006) at Apache Point Obser-

vatory. The imaging data are photometrically (Hogg et aD120
Tucker et al. 2006) and astrometrically (Pier et al. 2008pczted,
and were used to select spectroscopic targets for the miiryga

sample |(Strauss etlal. 2002), the luminous red galaxy sample

(Eisenstein et al._2001), and the quasar sample (Richaals et
2002). Spectroscopic fibres are assigned to the targetg usin
an efficient tiling algorithm designed to optimize compieiss
(Blanton et al.| 2003c). The details of the survey strategyg ca
be found in| Yorketal. [(2000) and an overview of the data
pipelines and products is provided in the Early Data Relpager
(Stoughton et al. 2002). More details on the photometrielpig

from the SDSS webslfbut the survey completeness as described
above was not released at the moment this work started. Wih t
sample we apply only a gridding scheme and a subsequent Gaus-
sian smoothing, without accounting for any selection éfeia or-

der toqualitativelycheck for overdense regions present in the gap
in the SDSS DR6.

3 METHODOLOGY

In this section, we describe the main algorithms requiredee
form a Wiener-filter reconstruction of the matter field asadésd

can be found irl_Lupton etall (2001) and on the spectroscopic in|Kitaura & EnRlin (2008) (see also the pioneering waorks iiie

pipeline in SubbaRao etlal. (2002).

We take data fronsample dré6fix of the New York Uni-
versity Value Added Catalogue (NYU-VAGC). This is an updaite
the catalogue constructed by Blanton etlal. (2005) and ischan
the SDSS DR6 data and publicly available selection nfhsksrt-
ing from sample dré6fix, we construct a magnitude-limited
sample of galaxies with spectroscopically measured rédsimi
the range0.001 < z < 0.4, r-band Petrosian apparent mag-
nitudes14.5 < m < 17.6, and r-band absolute magnitudes
—23 < Mo.1,, < —17. Herem is corrected for Galactic extinc-
tion, and the apparent magnitude limits are chosen in oalget
a sample that is uniform and complete over the entire areheof t
survey. The absolute magnitudéo..,. is corrected to itz = 0.1
value using the K-correction codelof Blanton et lal. (2003w the
luminosity evolution model aof Blanton etlal. (2003b). Weaate-
strict ourselves to galaxies located in the main area of tineey
in the northern Galactic cap, excluding the three survapssin
the southern cap, i.e. we include galaxies with right asoen@)
and declination d) in the following ranges105° < « < 270°
and —5° < § < 70°. In addition, we considered only galaxies
which are inside a comoving cube of side 500 Mpc (with equi# si
lengths:Lx x Ly x Lz), as we describe below. These restrictions
result in a final sample of 255,818 galaxies.

In order to correct for incompleteness in our spectroscopic
sample, we need to have complete knowledge of its selecfion e
fects. A detailed account of the observational selectifeces ac-

companies the NYU-VAGC release. These include two parts: a

mask on the sky and a radial selection function along thedine
sight. The mask shows which areas of the sky have been tdrgete

1949;| Rybicki & Press 1992; Zaroubi et al. 1995). We starhwit
the preparation of the data followed by a filtering step and a fi
nal deconvolution. Detailed descriptions of the methodgglased
for each step are described in the following subsections.

3.1 Preparation of the data

Reconstructing a signal like the matter density field from dip-
served galaxy sample requires a model which relates therlynde
ing matter field to the galaxy distribution. This model wikfthe
the inverse problem, which can be solved with a reconstdl-
gorithm. In this subsection, we describe how to prepare ripati
data in such a way that it is consistent with the data modeérind
lying the ARGO-code.

3.1.1 Transformation of the data into comoving coordinates

To apply a reconstruction algorithm which uses the cori@iat
function in comoving space, we first have to transform thehét
distances into comoving distances for each galaxy by perfay

the integral:
B 1
"= /dch(z)7 @)
with H(z) being the Hubble parameter given by:
H(z) = Ho/Qm(1+2)3 + Qxc(1+2)2+Qa, (2

where we chose the concordant€DM-cosmology withQ2,,
0.24, Qx = 0 andQx = 0.76 (Spergel et al. 2007). In addition,

and which have not, either because they are outside theysurve e assumed a Hubble constafl; = hkm/s/Mpc with h = 73.

boundary, because they contain a bright confusing sourcke-o
cause observing conditions were too poor to obtain all thaired
data. The effective area of the survey on the sky defined Isy thi

mask is 5314 square degrees for the sample we use here. 1t is di

vided into a large number of smaller subareas, caldgigons for
each of which the NYU-VAGC lists a spectroscopic complessne

2 http://sdss.physics.nyu.edu/vagc/
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With this definition the three-dimensional galaxy positon
(X,Y,Z) in comoving space are calculated as follows:
r - cos(d) - cos()
Y
Z

r - cos(d) - sin(a)
r - sin(d).

(©)

3 http://www.sdss.org/dr7
4 Not to be confused with the-band.
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3.1.2 Supersampling step

Now, we can sort the galaxies onto a grid witls@persampling
scheme, which will permit us to apply a reconstruction solem
based on FFTs. The much lower computational costs of FFTs
permits us to tackle much more ambitious matter reconstmgt
than have been attempted previously with Wiener-filteriacht
nigues. The main difficulty in signal processing via FFT td@ghes
arises from the need to represent a continuous signal which e
tends to infinity on a finite discrete grid. Various methodsas
proximate the real continuous signal by a discrete reptaten
have been proposed in literature, e.g. Nearest Grid PoiGP(\
Cloud In Cell (CIC) or Triangular Shaped Clouds (TSC) (seg e.
Hockney & Eastwood 1981). However, all of these methods are
only approximations to the ideal low-pass filter, and introel dis-
cretisation artifacts such as aliasing. For a detailedudision see
e.g..Hockney & Eastwood (1981); Jing (2005); Cui etlal. (2008
Jasche et al. (2009). In recent years a number of method$kave
proposed to correct for these artifacts, especially foptimpose of
power-spectrum estimation (Jing 2005; Cui et al. 2008). &l@x,
common methods to suppress these artifacts in the dissuetig-
nals, tend to be numerically expensive.

To circumvent this problem, Jasche et al. (2009) proposed a

supersampling technique, which is able to provide discsigpal
representations with strongly suppressed aliasing ¢auions at
reasonable computational cost. This method relies on astejo-
filtering process, where in the first step the signal is pteréd by
sampling the signal via the TSC method to a grid with twice the
target resolution. In our case we us&24® grid. In a second step
the ideal discrete low-pass filter is applied to the prefidesignal,
allowing us to sample the low-pass filtered field at the lowegét
resolution. In this fashion we obtain an aliasing free sigaapled
at a target resolution af123 cells (with equal number of cells in
each axisNz x Ny x Nz).

equidistantx x §-grid with 165000 x 75000 cells having a reso-
lution of 36" both in right ascension and declination (see panel (a)
in Fig.[d). Then, we project the sky mask on a comoving Caatesi
X x Y x Z-grid containing5122 cells.

This is done with the transformation given by Egk. 3 taking
projected values of the mask every 0.25 Mpc in the radiattiva
which are then assigned on the grid using the Nearest Griat Poi
(NGP) method and normalized by the number of mask counts at
that grid cell. The analogous procedure is done with theatadim-
pletenessu-(z), i.e. the selection function which is available as a
function of redshift.

Finally, we obtain the three dimensional masks) as a prod-
uct of the projected two dimensional mask, i.e. the compk=te
on the skywsky («, §) and the projected selection functian (s)

(see Fig[l and panels a in figures 6, 8, 9 and 10 in selction 5). We
definew(s) < 1.

3.2 Definition of the data model
Let us define the observed galaxy overdensity fidi as
n°(s)

n

5;(5) = - w(s)7
with 7 being the mean galaxy number density.
The mean galaxy number density on the ggiés defined by

the quotient of the total number of observed galaxi&sand the
observed volum&°. Note, that this assumes that the observed vol-
ume is afair sample of the Universe. We can then write:

Ve = [drw(r)’

(6)

@)

n=

with N2, being the number of observed galaxies at ¢elNy
Zﬁil N¢;, Neens being the total number of cells and the observed

Let us define the observed galaxy sample as a point sourcevolume being defined by the integral® = [ dr w(r). The rela-

distributionn; (s) with coordinates

NS
np(s) = dp(s — i), )
=1
with N being the total observed galaxy number count &ndhe
Dirac-delta function. The process of putting the galaxiesgeg-
ular grid is equivalent to a convolution in real-space faibadl by a
grid-point selection step according to Hockney & Eastwd#8(l)

)/ds' Ks(s —s")n2(s"),

with TI(r) = >, ., dp(s — n), H being the grid-spacing aniis
the supersampling kernel. We define the resulting field a®lhe
served galaxy number density (s). The observed galaxy number
density is a function of the Cartesian position in comovipgce,
but includes redshift distortion. For this reason, we say tihe dis-
tribution is in redshift-space denoted by the coordinate

S

H(H

©)

3.1.3 Calculation of the three-dimensional mask: compless
on the sky and selection function

To define the data vector we need to model the three dimen-
sional mask. We do this by processing the two-dimensional sk

tion between the expected galaxy number density in a smialine
AV around positiorr pg(r) and the mean galaxy number density
in the whole volume under consideratidhis given by:

pg(r) =71 (14 dg(r)), ®)

wheredg(7) is the galaxy overdensity field, which describes the
spatial density distribution of galaxies. Here we assuragedfiects
due to galaxy evolution are negligible in the observed negamd,
especially, that the mean number density is redshift indeget.

The observed quanti@f (s) defined in Eq.b has to be related
to the signal, we seek to recover, via a data model. Thisioel&
to be inverted by the reconstruction algorithm.

3.2.1 Physical model

In this section we describe the physical model which willldaa
us to apply linear reconstruction methods and obtain amei

of the matter field valid on large-scales1 Mpc). Let us assume
a continuous matter fieldl,, () in comoving space: as well as a
continuous galaxy field;. We model the actual galaxies as being
Poisson distributed according to this field with an expéataden-
sity of @ (1 + d¢(r)). In general, the relation between the galaxy
overdensity fieldg and the underlying matter fielgh, will be given

by a non-local and nonlinear bias operator. However, theétism

mask in several steps. First, the sky mask or completeness on

the skywsky («, d) is evaluated using the survey mask provided
in sample dr6fix of the NYU-VAGC (see Sectiohl2) on an

5 Not to be confused with the declinatidn
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we present here, without any further development, allow® @e-
count only for a non-local linear translation-invariana®operator
B(r — r') of the form:

Og(r) = /dr' B(r —r")ém(r"). 9)

Note, that this linear operator is known to fail at least dt-Mpc
scales. Several non-local biasing models are describdebifitér-
ature, which are mainly used to correct for the shape of tinepo
spectrum on large-scales (Tegmark etlal. 2004; Hamann et al.
2008). We will carry this general bias through the algebrat with
culations. However, in this work we consider the galaxy fielte
a fair sample of the matter field. Thus, we assume the speas@l ¢~ Pg;, (NS () | Ne(r), w(r))
of a linear constant bias equal to unif§(r, r') = ép(r — '), so No(r) No () (N (1) N© (1)
thaté, = dm. Nevertheless, any non-local bias scheme of the form = <NCO(T)) (w(r)) e (1 —w(r)) ™ N .
of Eq.[9 can be adapted without the need to repeat the filteWileg
show that one can easily deal with non-local bias models ina fi ~ The expected mean observed number of galaxies in the valuvhie
deconvolution step (see Hql30). As a result, various piosteias- is:
ing assumptions can be applied based on this reconstructiest o _
different biasing models. (N () = wlr)Ne(r), (A7)
We will also assume the existence of a redshift distortion op  where({ })w = ({ })(vo|Nesw) = 2no—o PBin(NG | Ne,w){ }
eratofl Z (s, r), which transforms the density field from real-space represents the ensemble average over the binomial disoribwith
into redshift-space. Note, that the redshift distortioernapor can- a selection probabilityw. Consequently, one can model the ob-
not be a linear operator, since it depends on the matterdigld). served number of galaxies, as a single Poissonian process:
However, we will approximate it with a linear redshift digion o o o
operatorZ(s, r) here: NE(r) ~ Prois(Ne (7)[A° (7)), (18)

0g(s) = /d’r Z(s,7)0g(r), (10)

and postpone a matter field dependent treatment, sampkngeth
culiar velocity field as proposed in_(Kitaura & Enf3lin 200&)r
later work.

Let us further assume an additive noise term resulting irta da
model for the observed galaxy overdensity as:

53" (s) = w(s) / dr Z(s,r) / dr’ B(r —7")ém(r') + €(s), Let us define the noise covariance matrix, according to therap-
(11) tions made in the previous section, as the shot noise negdiftbm
with ¢ being the noise term. The corresponding vector representa- aninhomogeneous Poisson distributiorfor the galaxy distribu-
tion of the data model can be approximated as: tionn(s), and abinomial distribution for describing the observa-
o.th tion process which reduces the fraction of observed gaakie
Ogis =WsZsrBromr + €5, (12) lowing the selection function. We then obtain an expresfothe
with the subscripts ands denoting real-space and redshift-space, noise covarianf
respectively. The response operator can be defined by NSD(Sl, 52) = (e(51)e(52) ) eipmpy = {e(s1)e(52))g)uo

Rs,r = WSZS,’I‘BTy (13) 1

where the expected number of galaxy counts is given by the Poi
sonian ensemble averagg{r) = (N.(7))g and is directly re-
lated to the expected galaxy density at that position;pg(r) =
(Ne(r))e/AV. Here({ })g = ({ }vein) = 22K, —0 Prois (Ve |

A){ } denotes an ensemble average over the Poissonian distribu-
tion. We further model the observational selection\gf(r) galax-

ies out of theV, present within the small volumA&YV to be a bino-

mial selection with an acceptance raiér). We then can write:

N (r) ~ Pain(NE (1) [Ne (1), w(r)), (16)

with mean
A°(r) = w(r)A(r) = w(r)(Ne(r))g = ((N(r))g)w.  (19)

Note, that the Poissonian and the binomial distributiomaroote
with each other.

3.2.3 Noise covariance and data autocorrelation matrix

with W, being the three dimensional mask operator defined in con- = ?(«n (3)n"(82))e)w = (" (81))e)w{(n"(82))e)w)
tinuous space by (s, s’) = w(s)dp (s —s’), Zs,» being the red- _ Lo 5 B
shift distortion operator, anB, being the bias operator. Now we n? {(n”(s1))e)wdn(81 = 82)

. . 1
need to specify a model for the noise term. _ %w(&)(n(&))g%(& —82), (20)
where we have used the properties of the variance and mean of

3.2.2 Statistical model
these distribution functions and have added the supets&iipto

Assuming that the galaxy distribution is generated by animbge-
neous Poissonian distribution, the number galaxy cddntvithin
a volumeAV around positionr is distributed as:

Ne(r) ~ Peois(Ne(r)|A(r)). (14)
with
/\(T)NC(T)

PPois(NC(T)P‘(r)) = W

exp(=A(r)),  (15)

6 Not to be confused with the Z-axis in our Cartesian grid.
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denote that this covariance matrix is signal-dependet gsetion
2.5.3 and appendix A in Kitaura & Enflin 2008). Note, thasthi
noise covariance is defined as the ensemble average of ttedacor
tion matrix of the noise over all possible noise realizasidenoted
by the subscrip{e | dm,pc) with p. being a set of parameters
which determine the noise. Here, we have neglected theccedlit
correlation introduced by the gridding scheme we have US8&)
as the first step in owsupersamplingcheme.

7 Not to be confused with the galaxy number couMts
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Having defined the data model, together with the noise model,
we can calculate the expected data autocorrelation mathich
is defined as the ensemble average over all possible galaky re
izations and density realizations (cosmic variance) leqdo the
following expression:

(55" (81)05 " (82))w) ) m
'LU(Sl)'LU(SQ)/dTl Z(sl,rl)/d'rg Z(82,72)

(21)

X /dr'l B(ri — r;)/drg B(ra — 15) (6m(r1)0m(72))m
+(N(s1, 82))m,

with ({ Hm = ({ } 6mlp,,) = J d0mP(dm | p,,) being the en-

semble average over all possible matter density realizsitwaith

some prior distribution? (6w | p,,) With p,, being a set of pa-

rameters which determine the matter field, say the cosnuabgi

parameters. Note, that this equation is only valid in theaxima-

tion where the bias and the redshift distortion operatcediaear.
The noise term is the in EQ. P21 has the following form:

NYQ(sy, 89) = (N®P

1
%w(sl)st(Sl — 82),

(81,82))m = (€(81)€(82)) (5,0.¢1p)

= (22)
since({n(r))g)m = (M (1 + 6 (r')))m = 7, assuming again, that
the observed volume is fair sample of the Universe. The noise
covariance has been denoted with the superscript LSQ bedaus
corresponds to the expression which is obtained by perfaittie
LSQ approach to derive the WF, i.e. minimising the ensemble a
erage of the squared difference between the real underténg
sity field 6., and the LSQ estimatai->< over all possible signal
Sm and noisee realizations:((6m — 05°%)%) (5,.,¢(p) With p be-
ing the joint set of parametergr = {p,,,p.} (for a derivation
see appendix B in Kitaura & Enf3lin 2008). We have also assumed
that the cross terms between the noise and the signal angineg|
ble: (§me’)m = 0. This should be further analyzed in future work.
Higher order correlations between noise and signal in fést,eand
can be exploited using schemes like the Poissonian scheoae pr
posed in Kitaura & Enf3lin (2008). Note, however that we cdesi
a signal-dependent noise for the WF Ed. 20 which requiresdemo
for the expected observed galaxy number denéfiy’(s1))g)w
(for differences in the derivation see Kitaura & Enfslin 2D08/e
restrict ourselves to the LSQ noise covariance made?< given
by Eq[22 in our application to the SDSS data (sedtion 5). Nbé
the LSQ representation of the Wiener-filter is a linear ofmeran
contrast to the alternative formulation which depends erstnal
and thus is a nonlinear filter. We explore methods to deal thith
signal-dependent noise formulation with mock galaxy cafaés
and compare the results to the LSQ version of the Wiener-filte
(see sectionl4).

Note, that by construction the data autocorrelation medric
for the observed galaxy overdensity field and the theoreticar-
density field are identical given the noise model in[Eq. 20:

(05" (51)05 ™" (52))s)w)m = {((6F (82))g)w)m-

(23)

(81)d;

3.3 Reconstruction algorithm

In this section we propose a two step reconstruction profiesisa
Wiener-filter step and second a deconvolution step.

3.3.1 Wiener-filtering

First, we recover the galaxy field in redshift-spaée {) applying
the Wiener-filter. The version of the Wiener-filter we use t&n
derived as follows. Let us approximate the posterior distion
assuming a Gaussian prior and a Gaussian likelihood:

P(8ys | 85.0.p) ox
1 — o — o
o (L[5 50 160+ 52 Wt N5 - W)

with the signal autocorrelation matri . = (84,:(dg.:)") being
the inverse Fourier transform of the assumed model galawepo
spectrum in redshift-spacs . (k, k') = (27)° Ps (k')dp (k—k')
and the hats denoting the Fourier transform of the signalcaute-
lation matrix. Note, that the posterior distribution degermlso on
a set of parametegs which determine the power-spectrufj (k).
The log-posterior distribution is then given by:

10g P(ég&‘ | 6§,s7p) X

Ogs'Sus 10gs 4 (050 — Wb s) N1 (05 — Wby,
= 0,5 'Seys 105+ 0gs WING "W,y s — 0, s TWING 02,

o ¥} —1 o —1go0

69 NG T Wb + 62, TN, 7182

The first two terms can be combined to one
3gst(0%r) 10ss, using the Wiener-varianceio
(St + WIN;'W,)~!. To find the mean of the posterior

distribution we seek an expression for the log-posterioithef
form:

(25)

term:

log P(‘sg,s | 52,5717) X (Jg,s - 71(5&8 - <5g,S>WF)7
(26)

with (6..s)wr = Fwrdg , being the mean after applying the

Wiener-filter Fwr to the data. Now the third and the fourth term

of eq. [26) can be identified with the terms in €q.](26) as:

(0g.s)wr) (owr?)

— 8, 'WIN, 7100 . = =0, (or) 'Fwrdo.,  (27)
and
- 5§,sTN371Wség,s = _5§,sTFINF(U%VF)715g,Sa (28)

respectively. The remaining term depends only on the daddsan
thus factorized in the posterior distribution function astpf the
evidence. From both ed_(P7) and €q.](28) we conclude that the
Wiener-filter has the form

Fwr = owrWIN, ' = (ST +WINS W) T'WIN, 7L (29)

The meand,, s )wr of the posterior distribution defined by Hql24
can be obtained by:
—1

(Oewr = (SoA+WINT'WL) T WINT'6L.. (30)
We favor this signal-space representﬂomf the Wiener-filter
with respect to the equivalent and more frequently used-data
space representation in LSS reconstructio8y,s)wr
Se.sWI (WS, Wi+ N)71 2. (see for example Zaroubi etlal.
1995), because it avoids instabilities which otherwisseam our
rapid algorithm for evaluating the filter.

Let us distinguish between the linear LSQ and the nonlin-
ear signal-dependent noise formulation of the Wienerfiltde
first takes the matter field averaged noise, covariancé BN 22

8 We use here the terminology introduced_in Kitaura & Enflia0g).

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASD0OO, 000—-000
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NSQ and is used below when analyzing the SDSS data (see sec-Egs.:

tion[H). In the case of a signal-dependent noi¥e= NP one

needs an estimate of the expected observed galaxy numtstyden
w(s)A(s) = ((n°(s))s)w (see EqC20 and sectibn 34.2). Such an
approach was done by Erdogdu et lal. (2004).

3.3.2 Deconvolution step

In the second reconstruction step, we deconvolve the gdiaky
(6g,s)wr from the assumed redshift distortion and galaxy bias op-
erators, obtaining an estimate for the underlying mattét firereal-
space:

(8m,rywr = B 'Z; 1 (85,5 ) wr. (31)

In this approximation, we can easily transform the recaomséd
galaxy field into the matter field by just performing a final dec

volution with some scale-dependent bias of the fofdk, k') =
b(k)dp(k — k). As already mentioned above, our result should
not be restricted to a single arbitrary chosen bias modelthéfee-

fore choose to recover the galaxy field by assuming a biasl equa
to unity from which matter reconstructions for all possibiear
(and invertible) bias schemes can easily be constructeByiZ1.
Note, that an alternative representation of the Wiene¥filthich
regularizes the bias and the redshift distortion operateemthey

are not be invertible, consists of including them in the cese
operator (Eq[I3) when calculating the Wiener-filter, legdto:

<6m,'r>WF = (S;x,l'r + RI,SN;1R3,7)71 RI‘,SN;16§7S'

3.3.3 Redshift distortion operator

Following |Erdogdu et al.| (2004) we define the power-spestru
in redshift-space as the product of the power-spectrum af re
space and an effective redshift distortion factor givenhgyangle-
averaged Kaiser facﬂrK(k:M) times the damping Lorentzian
factor D(k, p):

Pr (k)

(K(k, 1) D(k, 1)) u P (),

with u = k - r/(|k||r|). The Kaiser factor is given by (see Kalser
1987):

(32

K(k,p) = (1+ ),

with 3 being the redshift distortion parameter which can be approx
imated by:5 ~ Q%5 assuming a constant bias equal to unity and
neglecting dark energy dependences (see Lahavlet al. 1D8d).
Lorentzian damping factor is based on an exponential Higitn

in real-space for the pairwise peculiar velocity field angiven by:

1
1+ (k202u2)/2

with £ = |k| ando, being the average dispersion velocity of the
galaxies, which we assume to bg = 500 km s 'H; ' (see
for example_Ballinger et al. 1996; Jing etal. 1998; Jing &rf3Er
2004 Li et all 20064a).

We refer tol Erdogdu et al. (2004) for the angle-average ex-
pression of the product of the Kaiser factor and the dampzntpf.
Consequently, we introduce the angular averaged redshkifired
tion operator defined as the square root of the factor in teeiqus

(33)

D(k, ) = (34)

9 Not to be confused with the supersampling kerig).
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2(k k') = KK, 1) DOK' )00 (K — k).
By construction, this operator yields the correct poweresum
modification for the translation from real- to redshift sﬂ:

Note, that this approximation is valid up to second orddissta
tics, and gives only an effective solution to the redshifitai-
tion due to the angular averaging. A proper solution woukd re
quire a phase and direction dependent redshift distortjper-o
ator. If we assume that the galaxy bias is unity, we then can
write the galaxy power-spectrum in redshift space BS{k') =
(K(k,)D(k, 1)) Pr (k). Note, that this reduces the validity of
our reconstruction to scales larger than the mesh resolutioch
is of about 1 Mpc to scales of about 10 Mpc. The power spectrum i
real-spaceP,, is given by a nonlinear power-spectrum that also de-
scribes the effects of virialised structures with a halotes given
by|Smith et al.|(2003) at redshift = 0. In addition to the cosmo-
logical parameters presented in secfion 3.1.1, we assupectral
indexns = 1. With each of the required operators defined, we can
now apply our reconstruction algorithm as we demonstrathen
next section.

(35)

3.4 Signal-dependent noise formulation of the Wiener-filte

To apply the signal-dependent noise formulation of the \&fien
filter one needs to find estimators for the expected density ifie
the signal-dependent noise covariance [EY. 20). We regqitirer a
good estimator foA°(r) = ((N(7))g)w Or for A(r) = (Ne(r))g
sinceX’(r) = w(r)A\(r).

3.4.1 Flat prior assumption

The inverse weighting estimator used in previous works tée es
mate the noise covariance (see for example Erdogdu let @£)20
can be derived from the frequentist approach by assumingt a fla
prior for the overdensity distribution or equivalently imife cos-
mic variance.

Let us start with Bayes theorem:

P(NSIX?)P(X°)

POVING = =255

(36)

The flat prior is defined as?(\°) = ¢, with ¢ being a constant.
The evidence is then given by

P(Ng):/ d\° P(NZ|X%)e = ¢, (37)
0
since
o oo © o (AN N (NS +1)
d)\° P(N2|\°) = d\ - -1
/O (N2A%) / - =
(38)

Consequently, we obtain that the posterior distributioagaal to
the likelihood

P(A’INS) = P(NSIA®). 39)

10 Note, that we deviate here from Erdogdu éetlal. (2004) in toewof the
angular averaging and square root. An inspection of the pepectrum
corresponding to the reconstructions shows, however thwtloe prescrip-
tion as implemented here leads to agreement with the nemlBmith et al.
(2003) power-spectrum.
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Figure 1. Radial selection functions used for the mock tests. Not, tthe selection function used for the first mock t@stock is identical to the radial
completeness of the DR6 catalogug,rs. The second selection functianyiocke is calculated by weightingupgre () with the factor 100 Mpaf for

r > 100 Mpc.

The maximum likelihood estimatormax is obtained by looking at
the extrema:
OP (Amax|NS)

0 =
8)\m'en,x

(40)

—wWAmax

(U))\max)Ng €
ol

= (N2(WAmax) ' — w)
- N((:))‘r;;x —w,
leading to:
NS
.
Note, that the maximum estimator,.. iS not a valid estimator
for the noise covariance matrix, since it can become zereli ¢
in which no galaxy count is present even if the cell belongthé&o

observed region. The mean estimaidr,.,, can be found by per-
forming the following integral:

(41)

Amax =

3.4.2 Statistically unbiased Jackknife-like scheme

The Jackknife-like scheme we present here and test in thesaex
tion produces subsamples from a galaxy distribution witbction
function effects which are statistically unbiased with threlerly-
ing mean number density having a noise term with a structure-f
tion depending only on\(r). The first step of the scheme consists
of generating a subsample using the binomial distributieargthe
observed number counts and the selection probability(r) with

a tunable parameter < min(w(r)):

i~ {P (wetr) | 2. )
PPois(Nc(T) | O‘)‘(T))

In the second step the subsamplg(r) is inverse weighted with
a:

N(r) = S NU(r). (44)

Aon = /oo dX° X° P(\°|NY) (42) One can notice, that the ensemble average over all possitdel-
0 izations leads to the mean number dengity):
_ /Ood)\ow(]v°+1) " 1 ,
A (Ne+1)l Ve n {UN () (veny)a = — (UNe(P)) (veny)e = (Ne(T)) (vel ) = AlT)-
Thus, we have: ) . ) ) (45)
o 1 Here, ({_})a is a binomial average with acceptance frequeqcy
Amean = % = E(Ng +1). (43) The estimator fol\°(r)) sk = w(r)N! (r), with the subscript

The mean estimatokmcan gives a regularized solution with re-
spect to the maximum estimatar,.x overcoming the problem of
having zero noise at cells with zero observed number coBoth

estimators however, rely on the flat prior assumption whiah ¢
be dominated by the shot-noise for low completeness. Thisea

a problem when the reconstruction is performed on a fine mesh

with extremely low completeness. For this reason, we tesSih
Wiener-filter with an alternative scheme presented in the sec-
tion.

JK standing for the Jackknife estimator. We test the estimator
posed here to sample the noise covariance (see sEttion 4).

4 QUALITY VALIDATION OF THE RADIAL
SELECTION FUNCTION TREATMENT

In this section, we evaluate the quality of the reconstamcthethod
under several incompleteness conditions. We restrictttiiy o a
mesh of1283 cells for a cube with 500 Mpc side length and ignore

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASD0O, 000—-000
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Figure 2. Mock test 1 usingunocki- Input galaxy samplew 20% of the complete galaxy sample. Slices around 270 Mpc through a 500 Mpc cube
box with a1283 grid for different quantities without smoothing. Panel: @)served mock galaxy overdensity field before correctorghie incompleteness.
Panel (b): DR6 radial completeness corresponding to thisRanel (c): underlying complete mock galaxy field. Padglifverse weighting scheme applied
to the sample represented in (a). Note, that panels (a)n(tjd) were created taking the mean over 10 neighboringssticeund the slice at¥ 270 Mpc,
corresponding to a thickness of 40 Mpc.

bias and redshift distortion effects. The necessity ofgrering a Fig.[). This is done by drawing random uniform numbers betwe
reconstruction step to make further studies of the largéesstruc- 0 and 1 for each mock galaxy and selecting the galaxies demend
ture is addressed. More simple schemes in which the galakéees  on whether the drawn number is above or below the value of the
just gridded and the resulting field smoothed are shown @ tea completeness at the corresponding distance to the obsblves,
significantly worse estimates of the matter field. that this ensures a perfect binomial observation proceasing all
. . 6 the galaxies independent of their luminosity and thus amgithe

For this study, we consider a homogeneous subsample®of  ,\hjem of galaxy biasing. The observer is defined in botesas
galaxies in a 500 Mpc cube box from the mock galaxy catalogue b 5, oqyivalent position in the box to the real observer in fgia
Qe Luc!a & Bllalzot (2907) selected at random bfised on theglll cation to the observed DR6 data (secfidn 5), namely at X=0,Mpc
nium Simulation (Springel et 1. 2005). We define the galaxy Y=250 Mpc, and Z=20 Mpc. Note, that the arbitrary coordisaié
sample as our complete sample. Then, we generate two ine®npl o mock data range from 0 to 500 Mpc in each direction X, Y, and
samples by radially selecting the galaxies according to difo
ferent radial completeness functionsiock: andwmockz (see

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASDOQ, 000-000
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Figure 3. Mock test 1 usingunocki - Input galaxy sample- 20% of the complete galaxy sample. Slices around ¥70 Mpc through a 500 Mpc cube box
with a1283 grid for different quantities without smoothing. Panel (a$Q Wiener reconstruction to correct for the shot noiséhefrhock galaxy field taking
the complete sample. Panel (b): LSQ Wiener reconstructidgheoincomplete mock galaxy field taking into account theraged shot noise and the radial
selection function. Panel (c): mean over 200 Bayesian Wiergdnstructions to correct for the shot noise of the modogefield taking the complete sample.
Panel (d): mean over 200 SD Wiener reconstruction of thenmdete mock galaxy field taking into account shot noise arddhlial selection function. Note,
that all the panels were created taking the mean over 10 ity slices around the slice atY270 Mpc, i.e. over a slice of thickness 40 Mpc.

We consider the LSQ formulation of the Wiener-filter, which ing field is convolved with different smoothing kernels. Thirst
is a linear filter with a homogeneous noise term multipliedhwi  part of this scheme, leaving the smoothing for a later step,be

a structure function given by the selection function Eg. 22 summarized by the following Eq.:
the signal-dependent noise formulation, which is a noaliriiter r ) 1 )
as it depends on the signal (see Eg. 20),and the inverse tivejgh (n(r))w = H(ﬁ) /dT Ks(r—r )mn?) (r), (46)

scheme. In addition, to the Wiener-reconstruction methogsde- ] )
fine an inverse weighting scheme (IW) to estimate the unifeyly where we have denoted the corresponding estimator by tHesang

matter field as follows: first each galaxy is weighted with ife ({ })rw. Note, that the completeness cannot be zero at a position
verse of the completeness at its location, then the galaxyplssis in which a galaxy was observed. In order to make a quantétativ
gridded according to the corresponding particle massesiweur ~ COmparison between the two Wiener-filtering methods andrthe
supersampling scheme to suppress aliasing), and finallethgt- verse weighting method, taue underlying fields*™® needs to be

defined. Since the inverse weighting scheme does not cdorebe

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASD0O, 000—-000
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Figure 4. Statistical cell to cell correlation between the mawle density fieldst™¢ and the reconstructed density figlt© at different scales for our first test
case usinguniocki - Input galaxy samples 20% of the complete galaxy sample. Also indicated: the stadistorrelation coeficient r, the Euclidean distance
Dgrue and the Kullback-Leibler distanced, first for all the sample (black dots), then for the sample e tadial comoving radius range between 200 and
400 Mpc (green dots), and finally in the range between 0 and\2@9 (red dots) away from the observer. The upper panels gorel to the comparison
without smoothing and the lower panels after smoothing wigmoothing radius afs = 5 Mpc. Comparison between the complete mock galaxy field (in
this cases*°) and the inverse weighting scheme applied to the incomptateple (in this case&i*e) without smoothing (a) and after smoothing panel (d).
Panel (b) and (e) represent the comparison between thegavenat noise corrected complete mock galaxy field (in thig:ed™¢) and the LSQ Wiener
reconstruction of the incomplete sample (in this cas#?) with the corresponding scale at bottom or top. Panel (c)(Bnépresent the comparison between
the local shot noise corrected complete mock galaxy fielth{gicases®™¢) and the SD Wiener reconstruction of the incomplete samgiteguithe Jackknife

estimator (in this cas@”c°) with the corresponding scale at bottom or top.

shot noise, we will compare with the complete mock galaxygam
(see panel (c) in Fid.l2) after smoothing on different scalase,
that a consistent comparison for this case is difficult, esite shot
noise varies with the different galaxy samples and with ikadce
to the observer. For the Wiener reconstruction case studyefiee
thetrue underlying matter field*""° as the resulting Wiener recon-
struction taking the complete mock galaxy sample (see gahéet
Fig.[2). Note that therue field thus also differs between our two
Wiener filtering schemes. We will denote the reconstructeldigi
with each method a&™°.

4.1 Statistical correlation measures

To give a quantitative measurement of the quality of the meco
structions, we define the correlation coefficierttetween the re-
constructed and theue density field bﬂ

Zﬁ\fcells 5Z§rue§£ec
\/Z;Ncells (6Zprue)2 \/Zj_\fcells (5;%) 2

r(arec’ 6true) (47)

11 Not to be confused with the comoving distance

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASDOQ, 000-000

The cell to cell plot of the reconstruction against tinee den-
sity field is highly informative because the scatter in thigral
ment of the cells around the line of perfect correlation’(d®pe)
gives a qualitative goodness of the reconstruction. In igénthe
quality of the recovered density map is better represenyethd
Euclidean distance between three and the reconstructed signal
(see Kitaura & EnRlin 2008). The ensemble average of this-qua
tity over all possible density realizations can also be mgc as
an action or loss function that leads to the Wiener-filteotigh
minimization (see Kitaura & Enflin 2008). Here we introdube
Euclidean distance:

N,

cells

1 rec __
Ncclls zz: (61

DEuc ((slrec7 6true) (5§rue))27

(48)

with  Neens 1283 for the mock tests). Let us, in ad-
dition, define the normalized Kullback-Leibler distﬂe(see

12 also called relative entropy in information theory
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Figure 5. Same as Fid.]4, but usingyiockaz-
KKullback & Leiblef|1951) as density field for the inverse weighting scheme. The corrediry
Neotte e noise corrected fields using the LSQ WF (panel (a) in [Hig. 8) an
D1 (1467, 146") = 1 Z (1467°°) log <1+7‘ilm) the SD WF (panell (b) in Figl3) are.defined as thee galaxy dgn-
Neens 1+6; sity field for the Wiener reconstructions. Thrae dark matter field

(49)

is approximately related to this via EHd. 9, however, here \aatvio

In our analysis we also compute smoothed versions of the den- exclude the complication of galaxy biasing.

sity field convolving it with a Gaussian kernel given by:

G(r,rs) = exp <ﬁ> ,

2
2rg

with rs being the smoothing radius.

(50)

4.2 First mock test

In the first mock test we try to emulate the same completer@ss c
ditions as given in the observed DR6 sample. For that, wetteke
complete mock galaxy catalogugof galaxies) and select accord-
ing to the DR6 radial selection function{rock1 = wpre) a Sub-
sample leaving about 20% of the total number of galaxies2@3
(see Fig[R). The DR6 radial selection function can be seeheas
black line in Fig[l. A section through the box showing the eom
pleteness can be also seen in panel (b) of[Big. 2. The obseawer
be identified as being at the center of the spherical sheitsegjual
completeness. The resulting overdensity field after applthis se-
lection function to the complete mock sample can be seenrialpa

Panel (d) in FigCR shows the result after applying the irerers
weighting scheme. Panels (b) and (d) of Eig. 3 show the réispec
reconstructions using the LSQ and the SD WF. One can cleegly s
the noisy reconstruction produced by the inverse weigtgatigme
for structures located at large distances to the observeoritrast
to the smoother estimation made by the Wiener-filtering swse
The SD WF was applied for the complete galaxy sample using our
statistically unbiased Jackknife-like scheme withngparameter of
10~3. The means after 200 reconstructions are shown in panels (c)
and (d) for the complete and the selected samples resgdgciive
corresponding statistical analysis can be seen infig. &.ceH to
cell correlation plots show the tendency of the inverse g
scheme to overestimate the density while the opposite ésitra
significantly more moderate way when applying the Wienéefil
In the case without smoothing (a mesh of size3.9 Mpc) (pan-
els (a) and (d) in Fid.]4)) the qualitative and quantitatiifeecence
between the methods is very large, showing significantliebebr-
relation coefficient and lower Euclidean and Kullback-Leidis-

(a) of Fig.[2. Note, that we show here the mock observed galaxy tances for the Wiener reconstructions than for the inversiglt-

field settingw = 1 in Eq.[@ in order to clearly see the selection ef-
fects. In the following, the discrete galaxy field (inclugiRoisson
noise) is represented with red color and the noise corrdiztetis
represented in blue color. We will define the complete modiga
field including Poisson noise (panel (c) in Hig). 2) asttiue galaxy

ing scheme. Only when the fields are smoothed with a Gaustian o
radiusrs = 5 Mpc does the difference between the matter field
estimators drop. With this smoothing the statistical datien co-
efficient are similar for the Wiener-filter and the inversegiging
scheme. However, the Euclidean and Kullback-Leibler dista
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remain being lower for the Wiener-filter (WF) reconstruosdsee
Fig.[4).

4.3 Second mock test

For the second mock test results we modify the DR6 selectioc-f
tion to drop faster towards larger radii leaving less thath 10 the
galaxies (87220) by weightingpre () with the factor 100 Mpa/
for » > 100 Mpc. The corresponding radial selection function

[@,[I0 and panel (e) of Fifl] 9. In these plots one can see how the
selection function leads to a decrease of the completenesg® i
radial direction. Note, that the observer is located at, (), our
Cartesian coordinate system. We can see in panel (a) dflftigt8

the completeness rapidly reaches its maximum at around 30 M
distance from the observer and decreases at larger radiilties/
below 10%. In the next section we show how remarkably homoge-
neous structures are recovered in our reconstructionperdient

of the distance from the observer and despite the low coempdss

(wnockz) can be seen as the dashed line in Flg. 1. The dramatic \{alues gt large distances. We confirmed wiFh additionalnsitac- .
difference from DR6 completeness can be seen. using LSQ andtions with larger volumes the same behavior for boxes upde si

SD formulations respectively. The noisy reconstructioadpiced
by the inverse weighting scheme for structures locatedge ldis-
tances to the observer is now even more visible than in theque
test. Cells far away from the observed are excessively weigh
The Wiener-filter in contrast gives a smoother and more gense
vative estimation in regions in which the data are more irgete.
However, it remains sharp in regions where the informatmrtent

is high (see structures close to the observer).

The corresponding statistical analysis can be seen if(Fig. 5
The tendency to overestimate the density of the inverse hireig
ing scheme is now extreme. Smoothing helps to raise thelaerre
tion coefficient values and to decrease the Euclidean and&akii-
Leibler distances. They remain, however, clearly aboveaihes
achieved with the Wiener-filter schemes.

5 MATTER FIELD RECONSTRUCTIONS OF THE SDSS
DR6

This work presents the first application of theGo-code to ob-
servational data. This yields the matter field reconstonctf the
SDSS DR6 in the main area of the survey which is located in the
northern Galactic cap on a comoving cube of side 500 Mpc and
5123 cells.

In this section we describe a few remarkable features in the
reconstructed matter field, demonstrating the quality efrédton-
struction and the scientific potential for future applioas. First,
we discuss the mask and the projected three dimensionah-reco
struction without smoothing and after smoothing with a Géars
kernel with a smoothing radius of =5 Mpc andrs =10 Mpc as
displayed in Fig[b. We then describe the largest structinr¢ise
nearby Universe, in particular the Sloan and CfA2 Great ¥\(ske
Gott et all 2005; Geller & Huchra 1989). Later, we analyzehai
cluster detections which can be made with this kind of woik. F
nally, we analyze the statistical distribution of matter.

5.1 Mask and completeness

The sky mask for the region is shown in panel (a) of Eig. 6. The
high resolution 6" in both & and ) permits us to visualize the
plates of the SDSS with the intersection of several platzditey to
higher completeness. The mask is divided into three patcmes
small beam at high declination and right ascension angld<vem
wide regions. All the patches together cover almost a quaftie
sky. Between the two wider regions there is a large gap ane the
are several additional smaller gaps inside the patche$ &oom-
plex mask is an interesting problem for taeGco-code. It allows

us to test, whether it can properly handle unobserved regigtin
zero completeness. Slices of the three dimensional masulasdd

as the product of the completeness on the sky and the selectio
function (see sectiop_3.1.3) are presented in panel (a)gs.[8,

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASDOQ, 000-000

lengths of around 750 Mpc. For even larger volumes of 1 G siz
not shown here, however, the main sample becomes too spatse a
only the large-scale structures are recovered. Includiagtree di-
mensional completeness for the SDSS DR6 data (see seclid@) 3.
in Eq.[7 we obtain a mean galaxy density of about 0.05.

5.2 Mapping the Sloan and the CfA2 Great Wall

The Sloan Great Wall is one of the largest structure knowruin o
local Universe although it is not a gravitationally boundealb (see
Gott et al. 2005). It extends for abBt400 Mpc (for a detailed
study seé Deng et ial. 2006) and is located around 300 Mpmtlista
from Earth. In Fig[¥ we represent different radial sheliskimg
out the structures of the Sloan Great Wall, which extendmfro
about 140 to 21C (-15C° in Fig.[8) in right ascension and ex-
tends within a few degrees around declinatiomz 0°. In these
shells other complex structures can be observed at higloéinde
tions, showing filaments, voids and clusters of galaxiestddeer,
the region which has not been observed, lying outside th& (sas
panel (a) in Fig.b) is predicted to be filled with structurgshe re-
construction method according to our assumed correlatioction
(see sectioh 3.3.3). The Sloan Great Wall can also be sedg.[# F
almost in its full extent. We can see, hemrGo recovers the matter
field, balancing the structures with low signal to noisearaftjainst
those with a higher signal, leading to a homogeneouslyibliged
field, meaning that clusters close to and far from the obsexe
both well represented. Only where the signal to noise drefsb
unity, do structures tend tolur, as can be observed in the upper
parts of the reconstruction shown in Hig. 9.

The CfA2 Great Wall is also one of the largest structure known
in our local Universe and contains the Coma Cluster (Abeli6)6
at its center (see_Geller & Huchra 1989). We can clearly see th
Coma Cluster in the projected reconstruction without simogt
being the big spot at right ascensian~ 195° (-165" in Fig.[d)
and declinationy ~ 28° in panel (b) of Fig[B, located at a dis-
tance of~ 100 Mpc from the observer (see Thomsen et al. 1997;
Carter et al. 2008). The CfA2 Great Wall cannot be seen iruits f
extent in Fig[8 because it reaches higher declination arigén se-
lected in the plot. However, it can be partially seen as angzlted
matter structure at about 100 Mpc distance to the obsereert
around -100 Mpc in the X-axis in Figl 8. Large filamentary stru
tures are present even after smoothing with a Gaussian|keithe
a smoothing radius ofs =10 Mpc (see panel (d) in Fif] 8). The
second major cluster of the Coma super-cluster is the Lest€liu
(Abell 1367) at a distance- 94 Mpc (z ~ 0.022), with galac-
tic coordinatesy =~ 176° andd = 20°. It is weakly detected in

13 Note, that the extension of the Sloan Great Wall is usuairgmgin lu-
minosity distance, which can be around 40 Mpc larger tharomaving
distance as we represent it here.
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Figure 6. Panel (a): completeness of the observed patches on therslynSare projections on the sky of the three dimensionalené#ld reconstruction,
including the deconvolution with a redshift distortionseogtor and divided by the number of line-of sight grid-psinsed for the calculation to obtain a
mean density field on the sky: without smoothing (panel @ffer a convolution with a Gaussian kernel with a smoothadjus ofrs =5 Mpc (panel (c))
andrs =10 Mpc (panel (d)). Note, that the longitude angles°;802(@, -150° and -180 correspond to 270 24(°, 21®° and 180 right ascension angles,
respectively, with the positive angles being equal. Forreegd right ascension angte the longitude is calculated as-360° for o > 180°. The latitude
angles are identical to the declination angles.
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supercluster cluster Abell number ~ right ascensionx [degrees] ~ declinationé [degrees] ~ redshift

Coma Coma A1656 195(-165°) 28° 0.0231

Coma Leo A1367 176(176°) 20° 0.0220
Hercules A2040 228(-132) 7° 0.0448
Hercules A2052 229(-131°) 7° 0.0338
Hercules A2063 231(-129°) 9° 0.0341
Hercules Hercules A2151 241-119°) 18° 0.0354
Hercules A2147 241 (-119°) 16° 0.0338
Hercules A2152 241 (-119°) 16° 0.0398
Hercules A2148 241 (-119°) 25° 0.0418
Hercules A2162 243(-117) 29° 0.0310
Hercules A2197 247 (-113) 41° 0.0296
Hercules A2199 247 (-113) 40° 0.0287

Table 1. Some of the most prominent clusters in the reconstructidh thieir corresponding right ascension and declinatioregreles and redshift. Note, that
the right ascension angle in Fid. 6 is indicated in parergheasd can be calculated as:360° for o > 180°.

our reconstruction as can be seen in panel (b) of[Rig. 6, sirise
partially located in the major gap of DR6 and should be thowreef
better detected with DR7.

later work. The large overdensity region found in the unolesg
region at about: -30 Mpe& Y < 30 Mpc and 370 Mp&< Z < 430
Mpc results from the correlation with a huge cluster regidricl

The Hercules supercluster also belongs to the CfA2 Great extends in the range: -30 Mpc Y < 30 Mpc and 350 Mp& Z <

Wall. Most of the clusters which belong this supercluster ba
identified in the reconstructed area. Since the spatiakrafithese
clusters is large, we have listed in table 1 the groups ofetasvith
their respective localisation in the sky which appear ag@sfly
prominent overdensity regions in the projected recontitmdfor
references see Abell etlal. 1989; Struble & Rood 1999). Nuaé t
close-by structures such as the Virgo Cluster, which is atsa d
tance of only about 18 Mpc distance to us, cannot be detented i
our reconstruction, because the lower limit of our samplkeeisat

z = 0.01.

5.3 Detection of a great void region

The scorpionlike form of the matter distribution spanning the
whole observed region in Figl 9 (see mask in panel (a)) shangs |
connected filamentary structures with many clusters. distergly,

an extremely large void is spanned in the region with -150 Mpc
<Y < 30 Mpc and 70 Mpc< Z < 220 Mpc (see panels (a), (b)
and (c) in Fig[®). In order to evaluate the confidence of the de
tection one should check how deeply this region has beemesdan
by SDSS. By inspection of the three dimensional mask we eanfir
a fairly high completeness ranging from about 30% to abo@b 65
(see panel (a) of Fifl] 9). The extension in the X-axis is stitflear,
since the gap in the mask grows in the void region to larger dis
tances to the observexRGO predicts an extension of about -250
Mpc < X < -450 Mpc. From our results, we can tell that it is one
of the largest voids in the reconstructed volume, havingaandier

of about 150 Mpc. Conclusive results can only be obtaineer aft
investigating DR7, which fills the main gaps. Since, in thise,

a proper treatment of the DR7 mask is required and this mask wa
not public at the time this project started, we postponesthidy for

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASDOQ, 000-000

450 Mpc and which can be best seen at about XL70 Mpc (see
panels (e) anf (f) in Fid.]9).

5.4 Cluster prediction

The signal-space representation of the Wiener-filter (sstion
[3:373) enables us to deal with unobserved regions, i.es ugth
zero completeness. Note, that for those cells the noise vam
ishes in the Wiener-filter expression (Eqg] 30). The filter theam

be regarded as a convolution with the non-diagonal autelzsrr
tion matrix of the underlying signal propagating the infation
from the windowed region into the unobserved cells. Thisgiv
a prediction for the Large-Scale Structure in these regiSush

an extrapolationcan be clearly seen in panels (b), (c) and (d) of
Fig.[d. These show the projected three dimensional reaariin

on the sky without smoothing and after a convolution with aa
sian with a smoothing radius; of 5 and 10 Mpc, respectively. In
these plots the gaps are hardly distinguishable, due toigimals
prediction given by the Wiener-filter. We have chosen a slice
which the propagation of the information through gaps caarbe
alyzed. In panel (a) of Fig. 10 we can see the three-dimeakion
mask through our selected slice. The main gap crosses the ent
box through the Y-axis and reaches about 50 Mpc width in the Z-
axis. Several other smaller gaps are distributed in the slicthe
reconstruction in panel (b) we can see how the main gap imepart
filled with somediffuseoverdensity structures which are produced
precisely as described above. Panel (c) shows the samesteaon
tion smoothed with a Gaussian kernel with a smoothing radfus
rs =5 Mpc. Overplotted is the mask showing the regions in which
it was observed. We identify seven clusters close to gapndxt
ing into unobserved regions at a slice around -265 MpX <
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(a) 0.5 E— 100 14 (b) 0.5 E— 100 14

(C) 0.5 E— 100 14 (d) 0.5 E— 100 14

Figure 7. Different radial slices around the Sloan Great Wall. Shovenpojections of the three dimensional matter field reqotibn on the sky considering
only cells with a comoving distance between 290 Mpc and 310 {panel (a)), 300 Mpc and 320 Mpc (panel (b)), 310 Mpc and 3@ fpanel (c)), and 320
Mpc and 340 Mpc (panel (d)). Note, that the longitude ang€8,--120°, -15¢° and -180 correspond to 27Q 240°, 210 and 180 right ascension angles,
respectively, with the positive angles being equal. Forreegd right ascension angte the longitude is calculated as-360° for o > 180°. The latitude
angles are identical to the declination angles.
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Figure 8. Slices around the Sloan and the CfA2 Great Wall. Panel (&g girough the three dimensional mask multiplied with thlection function at-7
Mpc in the Z-axis. Panels (b), (c), and (d) show slices thhoting reconstruction after taking the mean over 20 neighgaiices around the slice at7 Mpc
in the Z-axis, without smoothing, convolved with a Gausdiamel with a smoothing radius e =5 Mpc andrg =10 Mpc, respectively. Note, that panel

(b) represents lod(+ §), whereas panels (c), and (d) shéw

-245 Mpc (see clusters &7 in Tab[2). In addition, there are some
weaker detections (see clustegsao in Tab.[2). The gap which

Though, faint features like the filaments lying at around0-28c
<Y < -130 Mpc cannot be recovered, stronger features like the

cluster g extends into, and the largest gap, are the ones in which clusters located at -100 Mpc Y < 0 Mpc show that there is indeed

more information propagation occurs. There is an espgdiair-
esting region in the main gap around -140 Mp¢Y < 30 Mpc in
which the algorithm predicts a high chance to find overdetrse-s
tures. The rest of the gaps remains with low density valueseso
prominent structures are in their vicinity. We investigtte public
DR?7 archive (see Secti@n 2) to check for overdense regiotisein
gap. Note, that without a full angular and radial selectiamction
treatment a quantitative comparison is not possible. Weicesur
study by gridding the galaxy sample with NGP, ignoring mask o
selection function effects, and convolving it with a Gaaadiernel
with a smoothing radius ofs =10 Mpc (see panel (d) in Fif.110).

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASDOQ, 000-000

an overdense region in the gap confirming our predictiondase
DR&. In particular the extension of the clustersand ¢ are very

well predicted by our algorithm. Clustefcis weakly predicted.
The filament connecting clusters and Gy is predicted byARGO,
perhaps by chance, but the resemblance in the gap of the-recon
struction to the real underlying distribution shows thag o$ the
correlation function of the LSS allows for plausible praitins.
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Figure 9. Panel (a): slice through the three dimensional mask migtiphith the selection function at-109 Mpc in the X-axis. Panels (b), (c), and (d) show
slices through the reconstruction after taking the mean 20aeighboring slices around the slice~atl09 Mpc in the X-axis, without smoothing, convolved
with a Gaussian kernel with a smoothing radius-@f=5 Mpc andrs =10 Mpc, respectively. Panel (e): slice through the threeedisional mask multiplied
with the selection function at-168 Mpc in the X-axis. Panel (f) shows a slice through th@mstruction after taking the mean over 20 neighboring slice
around the slice at-168 Mpc in the X-axis without smoothing. Note, that panélsgnd (f) represent log(+ J), whereas panels (c), and (d) shéw
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C1

-220 Mpc< Y < -200 Mpc

140 Mpc< Z < 180 Mpc

C2

-140 Mpc< Y < -100 Mpc

120 Mpc< Z < 160 Mpc

C3

10 Mpc< Y < 20 Mpc

120 Mpc< Z < 160 Mpc

Cq

10 Mpc< Y < 30 Mpc

70 Mpc< Z < 90 Mpc

Cs

60 Mpc< 'Y < 70 Mpc

70 Mpc< Z < 90 Mpc

Ce

150 Mpc< Y < 160 Mpc

60 Mpc< Z < 70 Mpc

(%4

220 Mpc< Y < 240 Mpc

90 Mpc< Z < 110 Mpc

C8

-210 Mpc< Y < -200 Mpc

70 Mpc< Z < 90 Mpc

Cg

-110 Mpc< Y < -90 Mpc

70 Mpc< Z < 90 Mpc

Ci0

-40 Mpc< Y < -60 Mpc

70 Mpc< Z < 90 Mpc

Table 2. Approximate positions of cluster candidatgs(with ¢ ranging from 1 to 10) at a slice around -265 MgacX < -245 Mpc in the reconstructed box

which are located close to gaps (see[Eily 10).

5.5 Statistics of the density field

From a physical point of view, one would expect a log-normal
distribution of smoothed density for a certain range of sthing
scales, if one assumes an initial Gaussian velocity fieldeatrehp-
olates the continuity equation for the matter flow into thalimear
regime with linear velocity fluctuations (see Coles & Jon@81)).
Since the log-normal field is not able to describe caustieexpect
this distribution to fail below a threshold smoothing scalbere
should also be a transition at a certain scale between thisi-qu
linear regime and the linear regime where the matter fieldilis s
Gaussian distributed. Due to use of the Wiener-filter whimtsad-
ers only the correlation function to reconstruct the dgrfgtd and
the Gaussian smoothing, we expect the density field to belglos
Gaussian distributed in the unobserved regions. Here, alysm
the statistical distribution of the density field by cougtihe num-
ber of cells at different densities with a density binnindddd3 in
(1+ dm) at different scales, defined by convolving the reconstruc-
tion with a Gaussian kernel with smoothing radiiof: 10, 20, and
30 Mpc. We performed the analysis for different radial shillthe
Al rangesD < r < 200 Mpc, 200 < r < 400 Mpc, r > 400
Mpc, and0 < r < 600 Mpc, separating observed (> 0) and
unobserved = 0) regions (see Fig. 11 ahd]12). Note, that due
to shot noise, we are missing power in the filtered reconstmic
on small scales. Moreover, the discrete Fourier representaf
the signal implies negative densities (see Jasche et &) 208is
obliges us to perform this statistical analysis on scalegelathan
the smallest grid scales. We can see this in the excess ofdbsitgt
cells for the dashed black curves(=5 Mpc). In addition to that,
we are also limited by the size of the box, having less infdioma
as we go to larger and larger scales. This effect can be dpfeéc
in the stronger deviation from the log-normal fit around tlealp
for the green linex®s =30 Mpc). For this reason, we restrict this
analysis to the range of scales given above. The plots in Elfys
andI2 show how the distribution tends towards Gaussiasityea
go to larger and larger scales.

We calculated the skewness and kurtosis to quantify the devi
ation from Gaussianity. Let us define here the statisticahtjties
required for our analysis. The number of cells containedshell

14 Note, that we considered the density at the center of the bins
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of radial rangeAr is given by the sum of the number counts in each
density binfX, ;:

Ar
Niins

The mean overdensity it\r which is very close to zero, is calcu-
lated as:

A
1 Niins
B _ 2 : B B
5A7« = NAT fAr',i(sAr',iv (52)
cells i

with the superscript standing for bin. These two previously de-
fined quantities permitted us to calculate the centrelomentsu,,
of the distribution with:

Ar
bins

1 B B < \"
dar) = —— > R (%08 (53
pn(AT) Na 2 fA,(A, A) (53)

Note, that the variance is just the second momeft= 2. Now,
we can define the skewnEés

s= % (54)

and the kurtosigl:
p=H 3 (55)
g

Let us also introduce Pearson’s skewness defined as the dfean
minus the modé,?,ax(f) (overdensity bin with the maximum num-

ber of countsnax(f)) normalized by the square root of the vari-
ance:

sB B

5A7“ - 6max(fB (Ar))

o(Ar)

The results are shown in Figs]11 12 demonstrating langa-d
tions from Gaussianity in the observed regions and nedéiglbvi-
ations for the unobserved regions. Since the Wiener filtes osly
the first two moments of the matter distribution, we do notestp

sp(Ar) = (56)

15 Note, that for a Gaussian distribution:= 0.
16 Note, that for a Gaussian distribution; /o*=3 and therebyk = 0.
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Figure 10.Panel (a): slice through the three dimensional mask migtpkith the selection function at-256 Mpc in the X-axis. Panels (b) and (c) show slices
through the reconstruction after taking the mean over 2@hieiring slices around the slice #t256 Mpc in the X-axis, without smoothing and convolved
with a Gaussian kernel with a smoothing radiug-9f=5 Mpc, respectively. Panel (d): DR7 sample gridded with NG& eonvolved with a Gaussian kernel
with a smoothing radius afs =5 Mpc. In panels (c) and (d) the DR6 mask is over-plotted. Nibi@t there is some correspondance between the structures
predicted in the gap from thieample dré6fix and the observed galaxy distribution there in DR7. Note, ghael (b) represents log¢- §), whereas panels

(c), and (d) shows.

large deviations from Gaussianity in the unobserved regidmere a large deviation from Gaussianty even at that scale. Lagke s

there is almost no data constraining the result. Note, thaigs [11 structures like the Sloan Great Wall can be responsible Hisr t
and12 the skewness and kurtosis are also given (skewnessios Furthermore, we analyzed in great detail the matter digioh in
S30, Kurtosis: Ko, ka0, k3o, Pearson’s skewness:9, Sp20, Sp3o, the region0 < r < 600 Mpc which has better statistics. On the

with the subscript denoting the smoothing radius in MpclarPe  right panel of Fig[ZIR we can see the statistics for the unobse
son’s skewness is always larger for the observed regiomsftira region. The dashed curves show the measured distributtatit a

the unobserved regions after smoothing with=10 andrs =20 ferent scales (blackis =10 Mpc, redrs =20 Mpc, greenrs =30
Mpc and all distributions show a positive skewness. The skss Mpc). We calculated the means and the variances for eaafbdist
and kurtosis values show that the matter distribution sttartbe tion and plotted the corresponding Gaussian distributiattslight
closely Gaussian distributed after smoothing with a radiusf 30 dashed-dotted lines.

Mpc. Nevertheless, for the regi@®d0 < r < 400 Mpc we find
On the left panel of Fig. 12 we can see the statistics for the ob
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Figure 11. Statistical distribution of cells at different densitiesttwa density binning of 0.03 irf1 + ). The curves represent the distribution for the
reconstructed matter field at different scales: continuous: 10 Mpc, dashed: 20 Mpc, dotted: 30 Mpc). Theeupgnels show the statistics at different radial
shells in the observed regiom (> 0), and the lower panels show the same in the unobserved régiea 0). The corresponding skewnessy ss20, S30,
kurtosis: ko, ka0, k3o, and Pearson’s skewnessg:1§, Sp20, Sp3o are also given.
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Figure 12. Statistical distribution of cells at different densitiegiwa density binning of 0.03 i1 + d. ). The dashed curves represent the distribution for the
reconstructed matter field at different scales: plack: 10 Mpc, red: 20 Mpc, green: 30 Mpc). The correspogdikewness: 9, S20, S30, kurtosis: ko, ko,

k3o, and Pearson’s skewnessi1§, Sp20, Sp3o are also given. On the left: (observed regianz> 0) continuous lines: best fit lognormal distributions using
a nonlinear least squares fit based on a gradient-expanigjorittm, dashed-dotted curves: Gaussian distributiongtfe measured means and variances.
On the right: (unobserved region: = 0) continuous lines: Gaussian distributions for the meabsuneans and variances with the corresponding statistical
correlation coefficientssq, 740, andrgg.
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served region with the dashed curves showing again the mezhsu
distributions at different scales (blacks =10 Mpc, red:rs =20
Mpc, greenrs =30 Mpc). We modelled the distribution by a log-
normal (see_Coles & Jones 1991) and calculated the besttiig usi
a nonlinear least squares fit based on a gradient-expanigjon a
rithn{"]. For that, we parameterized the log-normal distributian as

P(dm|p)

_a
~ log(1 + 0m)

with p = [a, b, ¢] being a set of parameters. The results of the best
fits normalized with the number of cells are shown as the nenti
uous lines on the left panel in Fig.J12. One can appreciatdl in a
curves forw > 0 small tails towards low densities and long tails
towards high densities showing a clear deviation from Gauody.
The measured distributions are well fitted by the log-nordistri-
bution of smoothed density for smoothing radii of 10, 20, and
30 Mpc. We also calculated the mean and the variance aneglott
the corresponding Gaussian distributions with light desthetted
lines. We conclude therefore, that the distribution of theter field

is in good agreement with the log-normal distribution astéa the
scale range from abowd Mpc < rs < 30 Mpc. This resultis espe-
cially strong, since we did not assume a log-normal priotridis-
tion in the reconstruction method. From a frequentist apgindhe
Wiener-filter just gives the least squares estimator witlropos-
ing any statistical distribution to the matter distributid he picture
from a Bayesian perspective is more precise: a Gaussiangisio
tribution for the underlying density field is assumed. Thetpdor
distribution, however, is conditioned on the data, whiclklfinim-
poses its statistical behavior onto the reconstructiongade seen
in our results.

exp [b(log(1 + 6m) — 6)2)} , (B7)

6 CONCLUSIONS

We have presented the first application of Ames 0 computer code
to observational data. In particular, we have performedcarre
struction of the density field based on data freample dré6fix
of the New York University Value Added Catalogue (NYU-VAGC)
(see sectionl?). This yielded the largest Wiener-recoactiti of
the Large-Scale Structure made to date requiring the aféeirt-
version of a matrix with about0® x 10® entries. The use of op-
timized iterative inversion schemes within an operatomfalism
(see Kitaura & Enflin 2008), together with a careful treattref
aliasing effects (see Jasche €t al. 2009) permitted us tveethe
field on a Mpc mesh with an effective resolution of the order of
~10 Mpc. Furthermore, we have investigated in detail thasstat
tical problem in particular the noise covariance employadpler-
forming Wiener-reconstructions.

We have demonstrated that Wiener-filtering leads to differ-

Our results also show the detection of overdensity regitosedo
edges of the mask and predictions for structures in withjpsga

the mask which compare well with the DR7 data in which the gaps
are filled (see sectidn 3.4). Finally, we have analyzed thigssical
distribution of the density field finding a good agreementtiite
log-normal distribution for Gaussian smoothing with radiithe
range10 Mpc < rs < 30 Mpc. We hope that this work highlights
the potential of Bayesian large-scale structure recocttmns for
cosmology and is helpful in establishing them as a widelyduse
technique.
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