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Compensated isocurvature perturbations (CIPs) are relative density perturbations in which a
baryon-density fluctuation is accompanied by a dark matter density fluctuation such that the total-
matter density is unperturbed. These fluctuations can be produced primordially if multiple fields
are present during inflation, and therefore they can be used to differentiate between different models
for the early Universe. Kinetic Sunyaev-Zeldovich (kSZ) tomography allows for the reconstruction
of the radial-velocity field of matter as a function of redshift. This technique can be used to
reconstruct the total-matter-overdensity field, independent of the galaxy-density field obtained from
large-scale galaxy surveys. We leverage the ability to measure the galaxy- and matter-overdensity
fields independently to construct a minimum-variance estimator for the primordial CIP amplitude,
based on a mode-by-mode comparison of the two measurements. We forecast that a configuration
corresponding to CMB-S4 and VRO will be able to detect (at 2σ) a CIP amplitude A (for a scale-
invariant power spectrum) as small as A ' 5 × 10−9. Similarly, a configuration corresponding to
SO and DESI will be sensitive to a CIP amplitude A ' 1× 10−7. These values are to be compared
to current constraints A ≤ O(0.01).

I. INTRODUCTION

Improving our understanding of the statistical charac-
teristics of the primordial density fluctuations of our Uni-
verse is one of the primary goals of upcoming large-scale
structure surveys and cosmic microwave background
(CMB) experiments. The current observations of the
small-amplitude [O(10−5)] temperature and polarization
fluctuations in the CMB are consistent with Gaussian
adiabatic fluctuations, as predicted by single-field mod-
els of inflation. Nevertheless, the search for small devia-
tions from adiabaticity or Gaussianity remains a promis-
ing direction of research that can allow us to effectively
distinguish between different models of inflation and de-
termine the number of degrees of freedom governing the
dynamics of the early Universe [e.g., 1–14].

One such deviation that is particularly difficult to
probe with CMB data alone is the class of isocurva-
ture perturbations that leave the total-matter density
unchanged [15–17]. These compensated isocurvature per-
turbations (CIPs) may arise in various models of inflation
with multiple fields [15, 16, 18–22] and also during baryo-
genesis [23]. In the multfield models, the CIP fluctuations
may be fully correlated with the adiabatic perturbation,
completely uncorrelated, or (most generally) somewhere
in between. Specifically, uncorrelated CIPs are a charac-
teristic of the baryogenesis model [23].

Because CIPs leave the total matter distribution un-
changed, they give rise to no CMB fluctuations at linear
order. Instead, they induce higher-order effects on the
CMB power spectrum [24–28], and the CMB trispectrum
[29–31]. On small-distance scales, the effects of CIPs may
be manifest in CMB spectral distortions [32, 33] or the
recombination history [34]. Because these higher-order
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effects are harder to measure, CIPs are rather poorly con-
strained by the CMB data, with the recent constraints al-
lowing for fairly large-amplitude perturbations. However,
there are various other prospects to probe different mod-
els of CIPs. For example, the effects of CIPs on baryon
acoustic oscillations have been studied in Ref. [35–37].
The effects of CIPs on 21-cm fluctuations were consid-
ered in Ref. [16], and their implications for the velocity
acoustic oscillations [38, 39] in the 21-cm power spectrum
are discussed in Ref. [40]. Finally, Refs. [41, 42] assessed
the sensitivity of galaxy clustering to the amplitude of
CIPs through the measurement of the scale-dependent
galaxy bias induced due to CIPs.

Here, we study the prospects to use kinetic Sunyaev-
Zeldovich (kSZ) tomography to seek uncorrelated CIPs.
kSZ tomography [43–49] allows for the reconstruction
of the line-of-sight component of the peculiar-velocity
field in a 3-dimensional volume. This is accomplished by
cross-correlating the peculiar velocity-induced tempera-
ture fluctuation (the kSZ effect [50–54]), in a CMB map,
with a large-scale galaxy survey, allowing for a measure-
ment of the kSZ contribution as a function of redshift.
Given that the total-matter field can be reconstructed
from the velocity field, kSZ tomography provides the
ideal arena for testing models, like those with CIPs, in
which baryons and dark matter may be set apart from
each other. In recent works [55, 56], the improvement
coming from the addition of this independent tracer was
explored for models of correlated CIPs in which the CIP
is fully correlated with the adiabatic perturbation.

The above methodology allows us to compare the kSZ
tomography-based matter reconstruction field to galaxy
survey data to obtain excellent constraints on the ampli-
tude of the CIP power spectrum. In fact, because these
two tracers of the large-scale matter distribution are ob-
tained independently, we can construct an estimator that
compares the amplitude of the galaxy-density fluctua-
tion with that of the matter-density fluctuation for each
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Fourier amplitude. This estimator is thus not cosmic-
variance limited and can, in principle (in the limit of per-
fect measurements), probe an arbitrarily small CIP am-
plitude. Given that the estimator works on a mode-by-
mode basis, it also works for correlated CIPs, although
it does not capitalize upon additional effects induced by
the correlation [55].

In this paper, we explain the construction of this es-
timator and make forecasts on the sensitivity of kSZ to-
mography to the CIP power-spectrum amplitude A. We
construct the estimator assuming that the CIP is a pri-
mordial perturbation field. We note that the CIP am-
plitude is, strictly speaking, degenerate with a CIP bias
that relates the CIP perturbation to the galaxy-density
perturbation it induces. This CIP bias is, however, ex-
pected to be of order unity and can be obtained from
simulations [41, 42]. Furthermore, in the event that the
effects of CIPs are detected in the CMB, their effects in
kSZ tomography can then be used to establish the CIP
bias.

In our forecasts, we consider two baseline experiment
configurations: ‘baseline 1’ matching the expected spec-
ifications of the Vera Rubin Observatory (VRO) [57]
and CMB-S4 [58], and ‘baseline 2’ corresponding to the
Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI) [59] and
Simons Observatory (SO) [60, 61]. We find that base-
line 1 results in a sensitivity of σÂ ≈ 2.3 × 10−9, where
the errors represent the root variance with which the
CIP power spectrum amplitude A can be determined.
Similarly, we forecast that the expected sensitivity of
baseline 2, based on our minimum variance estimator,
is σÂ ≈ 5.4×10−8. These results indicate that it may be
possible to probe CIP perturbations with an amplitude
comparable to the amplitude of the primordial power
spectrum As. More specifically, we find a relative un-
certainty of σÂ/As ≈ 1.0 and σÂ/As ≈ 25 for each of
the baselines, respectively, where we use the value of As
quoted by the Planck 2018 CMB analysis [28].

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we
introduce our parameterization of the CIP model, and
in Sec. III, we derive the minimum-variance estimator
for the CIP amplitude. We detail the relevant mod-
els for the noise and power spectra used in our analy-
sis in Sec. IV. We then present our results in Sec. V.
For all our analysis we adopt the ΛCDM Cosmology as
the fiducial model with the following parameter values,
taken from Planck 2018 [28]: reduced Hubble constant
h = 0.67, baryon density parameter Ωb = 0.049, cold
dark matter density parameter Ωcdm = 0.264, spectral
index ns = 0.965 and amplitude of the primordial scalar
power spectrum As = 2.2× 10−9. These forecasts repre-
sent a considerable improvement over current constraints
A . 0.01 from the CMB [28, 31] and galaxy clusters
[17, 31], although should be viewed as complementary to
the cluster constraint which probes wave numbers pri-
marily around k ∼ 0.1 Mpc−1 as opposed to Hubble
scales k ∼ 10−4 Mpc−1.

II. COMPENSATED ISOCURVATURE
PERTURBATIONS

A. Definitions and conventions

We define the CIP field ∆(~x) to be the primordial frac-
tional baryon overdensity through

ρb(~x, z) = ρ̄b(z) [1 + ∆(~x)] , (1)

which is then accompanied by a compensating dark-
matter underdensity,

ρc(~x, z) = ρ̄c(z) [1− fb∆(~x)] . (2)

Here ρ̄b(z) and ρ̄c(z) are respectively the mean baryon
and dark matter densities at redshift z, and fb is the ra-
tio Ωb/Ωc today. These defining relations are understood
to be valid at sufficiently early times, such that the dark
matter and baryons have not moved significantly, either
due to nonlinear evolution at late times or before recom-
bination due to the tight coupling of baryons to photons.
Therefore, this setup leads to a modulation of the rela-
tive fraction of baryons and dark matter on large scales,
while keeping the total matter density fixed.

The CIP perturbation ∆(~x) is a realization of a random
field with power spectrum P∆∆(k) = AF (k), which we
have written in terms of an amplitude A and fiducial k de-
pendence F (k). Under the assumption of Gaussian, slow-
roll inflation, the canonical choice for the k dependence
is the scale-invariant power spectrum F (k) = 1/k3 (see,
for example, Ref. [62]). This choice is also consistent
with the latest Planck satellite CMB analysis presented
in Ref. [28]. In this case, the CIP variance, smoothed in
spheres of radius R, is [26]

∆2
rms(R) =

1

2π2

∫
k2 dk [3j1(kR)/(kR)]

2
P∆∆(k), (3)

where j1(x) is the spherical Bessel function. If we take
R to be the CMB scale considered in Ref. [26], then
∆2

rms ' A/4. The current constraints to this amplitude
(for uncorrelated CIPs) are ∆2

rms = 0.0037+0.0016
−0.0021 from

Planck [28], ∆2
rms . 0.012 (95% C.L.) from the WMAP

trispectrum [31], and ∆2
rms . 0.006 from baryon fractions

in galaxy clusters [17, 31].

B. CIPs and the galaxy perturbation

Following Ref. [42], the linear-order expression for the
fractional galaxy-density perturbation at comoving posi-
tion x and redshift z can be written

δg(x, z) = bg(z)δm(x, z) + bCIP(z)∆(x), (4)

where bg(z) is the usual linear galaxy bias, and bCIP(z)
is a CIP bias that parametrizes the contribution of the
CIP to the galaxy-density perturbation. The fractional
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matter-density perturbation δm(x, z) is taken to be the
large-scale matter perturbation which grows proportional
to the linear-theory growth factor. Given that the CIP
generates no gravitational-potential perturbation, ∆(x)
will remain approximately constant on large-distance
scales and so has no redshift dependence.

The relation between ∆(x) and δg(x, z), parameter-
ized by the CIP bias bCIP(z), can be obtained through
simulations. This bias is determined by two competing
effects: (1) the effect on the halo mass function, which de-
creases with increasing ∆; and (2) the ratio of the stellar
mass to the halo mass, which increases with ∆. Simula-
tion results for bCIP depend on whether the galaxies are
selected by halo mass or stellar mass. Further details can
be found in Refs. [41, 42].

Given Eq. (4), the galaxy power spectrum for uncorre-
lated CIPs will be

Pgg(k, z) = b2g(z)Pmm(k, z) + b2CIP(z)P∆∆(k). (5)

Thus, the CIPs show up as an additional contribution
to the galaxy power spectrum. In principle (and in
practice), the CIP contribution b2CIP(z)P∆∆(k) to the
galaxy power spectrum can be inferred by comparing the
observed galaxy power spectrum to the matter power
spectrum obtained from the peculiar velocity field de-
termined from kSZ tomography. However, the measure-
ments of both of the power spectra, Pgg(k) and Pmm(k),
are cosmic-variance limited i.e.; they are both indepen-
dently limited by the number of Fourier modes of the
galaxy and velocity fields that can be obtained with high
signal to noise. Therefore, using the above model to con-
strain the CIP amplitude will be limited by the effects of
cosmic variance on each of the measured power spectra.

III. MINIMUM-VARIANCE ESTIMATOR

With kSZ tomography, the CIP perturbation ampli-
tude can be obtained on a mode-by-mode basis, under
(relative) cosmic-variance cancellation. In Fourier space,
the estimator for the amplitude ∆k is then

∆̂k =
(
δ̂g,k − bg δ̂m,k

)
/bCIP, (6)

where the overhat denotes an estimator, and we have
dropped any redshift dependence for ease of notation.
This estimator has a variance (under the null hypothesis
∆ = 0),

PN∆∆(k) =
[〈
|∆k|2

〉]
= b−2

CIP

[
Ngg(k) + b2gNmm(k)

]
,

(7)
where Ngg(k) and Nmm(k) are the noise contributions to
the galaxy and matter power spectra, respectively.

The detectability of CIPs can be assessed by deter-
mining the error σÂ with which the amplitude A for the
CIP power spectrum can be measured. The minimum-

variance estimator Â for the amplitude is then obtained

by adding the estimators from each Fourier mode with
inverse-variance weighting:

Â = b2CIPσ
2
Â

∑
k

∣∣∣δ̂g,k − bg δ̂m,k∣∣∣2 /F (k)

2 [N∆∆(k)/F (k)]
2 . (8)

Here,

σ2
Â

= b−4
CIP

[
1

2

∑
k

[F (k)/N∆∆(k)]
2

]−1

, (9)

is the variance with which the CIP amplitude A can be
determined, and we have defined N∆∆(k) ≡ Ngg(k) +
b2gNmm(k) to make explicit the bCIP dependence of the
estimator. Since this method relies on measurements of
δ̂g,k and δ̂m,k, we no longer have two independent terms
carrying the cosmic-variance limitations. Therefore, us-
ing this estimator method, we can decrease the effects
of sample variance and increase sensitivity to the CIP
amplitude, in comparison to the methodology presented
below Eq. (5).

IV. NOISE MODELS

We model the noise in the galaxy autopower spec-
trum assuming that the primary contribution comes from
galaxy shot noise along with photo-z errors. Photo-z er-
rors can be implemented by a convolution of the galaxy
density field with a Gaussian kernel in the radial direc-
tion. The galaxy noise power spectrum is then given by:

Ngg(k, µ) =
1

W 2(k, µ)ngal
, (10)

where ngal is the average galaxy number density of the
specific survey, and Gaussian kernel W (k, µ) is defined
as

W 2(k, µ) = e−k
2µ2σ2(z)/H2(z), (11)

with redshift scattering σ(z).
The noise in the independently-calculated matter-

overdensity field is derived from the kSZ velocity recon-
struction noise. As shown in Ref. [48], the noise in
the kSZ-tomography-based reconstruction of the veloc-
ity field is given by

Nvv(kL, µL) = µ−2
L

2πχ2
∗

K2
∗

[∫
dkS

kSP
NL
ge (kS)2

PNL
gg (kS) Ctot

`=kSχ∗

]−1

,

(12)
where χ∗ refers to the comoving distance to the redshift of
consideration z∗, kL refers to the long-wavelength mode,
kS refers to the short-wavelength mode, and µL refers
to the angle of the large-scale mode with respect to the

line of sight, i.e., µL = k̂L · n̂. Furthermore, PNL
gg (kS , µS)

refers to the small-scale galaxy-galaxy autopower spec-
trum and PNL

ge (kS , µS) is the small-scale galaxy-electron
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power spectrum. Finally, in the above equation we use
the radial weight function K∗ given by

K∗ ≡ −TCMBσT n̄e,0e
−τ(χ∗)(1 + z∗)2, (13)

where n̄e,0 is the mean electron density today, and τ is the
optical depth. It is important to note that the velocity
reconstruction noise is independent of the magnitude of
kL.

Using the late-time, linearized, continuity-equation-
based relation between the peculiar-velocity field and
matter-overdensity field, we can write the noise in the
matter reconstruction as

Nmm(kL, µ) =
k2
L

(faH)2
∗
Nvv(kL, µ), (14)

where f refers to the linear growth rate d lnG/d ln a, H
is the Hubble parameter, and a is the scale factor at the
redshift of interest. Since Nvv is independent of the mag-
nitude of kL, the above relation implies that the noise in
the reconstructed matter power spectrum is proportional
to kL; i.e., the noise is lowest on the largest scales.

The small-scale galaxy-galaxy and galaxy-electron
power spectra appearing in Eq. (12) are calculated within
the halo model including the halo occupation distribu-
tion (HOD) [63, 64]. The specific modeling assumptions
and parameter values used to construct the small-scale
spectra can be found in Appendix A of Ref. [65]. To
ensure that the computed small-scale spectra under the
HOD model are consistent with the assumed experiment
specifications, we use the following prescription. In the
HOD model, the galaxy sample is specified by imposing
a particular threshold stellar mass mthresh

? of observable
galaxies. For each configuration, we choose an mthresh

?

such that the total predicted number density of observed
galaxies matches the number density for the given exper-
iment.

Finally, in order to complete the model of the velocity-
reconstruction noise, we define the CMB contribution as
follows. The total CMB contribution Ctot

` , appearing in
Eq. (12), is assumed to be

Ctot
` = CTT` + CkSZ-late-time

` +N`, (15)

where CTT` is the lensed CMB temperature power spec-
trum, CkSZ-late-time

` is the low-redshift contribution to
kSZ, and finally, N` is the instrumental-noise power spec-
trum of the CMB map, which is modeled as

N(`) = s2exp

[
`(`+ 1)θ2

FWHM

8 ln2

]
. (16)

Here, s labels the sensitivity of the instrument, and
θFWHM is the resolution. We do not include a contri-
bution from atmospheric noise since it is expected to be
subdominant to the instrument and kSZ contributions at
the relevant high multipoles of ` > 3000.

TABLE I. Baseline configurations for the cross-correlated
CMB and LSS experiments. Values for baseline 1 match the
specifications of the VRO survey and CMB-S4. The values
for baseline 2 are similar to those expected for DESI and SO.
The chosen values for the CIP bias are taken from Table 1 of
Ref. [42]. The survey volumes are the same across the two
configurations to emphasize the dependence of the results on
galaxy number density and photo-z errors.

baseline 1 baseline 2
redshift z 1.0 1.0

survey volume V 100 Gpc3 100 Gpc3

halo bias bh 1.6 1.6
galaxy density ngal 10−2 Mpc−3 2× 10−4 Mpc−3

photo-z error σz 0.06 -
threshold mass mthresh

? 109.5 M� 1011 M�
CIP bias bCIP 0.32 0.40

CMB resolution θFWHM 1.5 arcmin 1.5 arcmin
CMB sensitivity s 1 µK−arcmin 5 µK−arcmin

V. RESULTS

In this section, we provide forecasts for two different
experimental configurations, choosing a fixed, fiducial set
of values for the survey parameters to model the noise ex-
pected in each case. We then present the dependence of
σÂ on the survey parameters by varying each indepen-
dently, to better establish the direction for improvements
to future surveys.

A. Baseline forecasts

We forecast future sensitivity to the amplitude of the
CIP by evaluating Eq (9) for two experimental configu-
rations: (1) a high galaxy-number density, photometric
survey similar to VRO [57] along with a CMB exper-
iment with specifications that match CMB-S4 [58], and
(2) a low galaxy number density, spectroscopic survey like
DESI [59] with a CMB experiment like SO [60]. The set
of experimental survey parameters used in our calcula-
tion have been taken from Ref. [65], and are summarized
in Table I.

It is important to note that the CIP bias bCIP is degen-
erate with the CIP amplitude. Despite this degeneracy,
in our constructed estimator Â, and the associated vari-
ance σÂ, we continue to treat A and bCIP as separate
parameters to clearly establish the dependence of σÂ on
the chosen value of the bias. The exact value bCIP can
be computed using simulations, and is expected to be of
order unity, as presented in Refs. [41, 42]. To remain con-
sistent with our previous definitions, for these forecasts,
we fix the value of bCIP, assuming that the galaxy sam-
ples are selected by a threshold stellar mass mthresh

? . The
mthresh
? values are chosen to match the predicted galaxy

number density of each survey and are consistent with
the small-scale galaxy power spectra used to compute the
velocity reconstruction noise for each experimental con-
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FIG. 1. Left: σÂ as a function of kmin for each of the baselines. The lower cutoff for kmin, on the left, is defined by the
survey volume V . For lower kmin baseline 1 performs better due to VROs higher ngal. For larger values of kmin, photo-z
errors dominate the noise in baseline 1, and baseline 2 performs better, in comparison. Right: σÂ as a function of ngal for

each of the baselines. The significant increase in sensitivity to the CIP power-spectrum amplitude Â with increasing galaxy
number density occurs to the lowered shot noise which allows for a better reconstruction of the large-scale galaxy and matter
overdensity modes. Baseline 2 performs better at lower ngal due to spectroscopic redshift measurements, however, the increased
CMB noise for this configuration causes results to plateau at larger ngal.

figuration. The assumed value of mthresh
? for each survey

along with the corresponding value of bCIP, estimated
from the results in [41, 42], have also been included in
Table I.

Instead of discretely summing over the Fourier modes,
to compute σÂ, we evaluate Eq. (9) in the continuous
limit as follows:

σ2
Â

= b−4
CIP

[
V

2

∫
dk3

(2π)3

(
F (k)

N∆∆(k)

)2
]−1

,

= b−4
CIP

[
V

2

∫ kmax

kmin

∫ 1

−1

k2dk dµ

(2π)2

(
F (k)

N∆∆(k)

)2
]−1

,

(17)

where we have accounted for the fact that the variance
N∆∆ is only dependent on k and µ, with the latter being
induced by the kSZ-based velocity reconstruction and the
inclusion of photo-z errors. The value of bg is completely
defined by our choices for ngal and halo bias bh, given the
HOD model specifications from Ref. [65]. Furthermore,
on large scales, where we expect the signal to be dom-
inant, we can approximate bg ≈ bh. For our forecasts,
we adopt the canonical choice F (k) = 1/k3. The inte-
gral over Fourier modes is performed from a lower limit
kmin ≡ π/V 1/3, restricted by the survey volume V , to an
upper limit kmax ≈ 10−1 Mpc−1.

Through our analysis, we find that for the configura-
tion of VRO and CMB-S4, σÂ ≈ 2.3 × 10−9 which cor-
responds to a relative sensitivity of σÂ/As ≈ 1.0, where
As is the amplitude of the primordial power spectrum.
Similarly, for the configuration of DESI and an SO-like
CMB experiment, we find that σÂ ≈ 5.4 × 10−8 with a
relative uncertainty of σÂ/As ≈ 25. For these relative

uncertainty estimates, we use the value As = 2.2× 10−9

determined by the most recent Planck 2018 CMB anal-
ysis [28].

B. Experiment parameter variations

In order to assess which experimental limitations have
the most significant impact on our ability to measure the
CIP power spectrum amplitude, we isolate the effects of
certain experimental parameters from Table I by varying
each individually and holding all other elements of the
configuration constant. The results of these variations
are discussed below.

First, to highlight the scales that most prominently
contribute to the signal, we plot the value of σÂ as a
function of the smallest measurable Fourier mode kmin.
This variation corresponds to changing the largest recov-
erable wave number from (fixed) survey volume V , and
directly impacts the lower limit of ‘summation’ evalu-
ated via Eq. (17). The results for both baselines have
been presented in Fig. 1 (left). The displayed results in-
dicate that the inclusion of larger scales increases survey
sensitivity to the CIP power spectrum amplitude. This
is an expected result, not only because the CIP signal is
largest at small k [since we have chosen F (k) ∼ 1/k3 for
this analysis], but also because the noise in the recon-
structed matter overdensity field is smallest on largest
scales [see Eq. (14)]. At lower values of kmin, baseline 1
performs better than baseline 2, likely due to the lowered
shot noise (higher ngal). However, baseline 2 performs
better at higher kmin, where the effects of shot noise are
minimized and the photo-z errors become dominant in
the baseline 1 estimates.
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Next, we focus on highlighting the effects of increasing
galaxy number density ngal on the value of σÂ. The re-
sults for this variation for each of the baselines (holding
all other experimental parameters constant, for each indi-
vidual baseline) can be seen in Fig. 1 (right). The results
displayed show that an increasing galaxy number den-
sity allows for higher survey sensitivity to the CIP power
spectrum amplitude A. This behavior is a direct result
of the fact that a higher galaxy number density equates
to a lower shot noise, which not only allows for the mea-
surement of the larger-scale galaxy modes but also de-
creases the matter reconstruction noise (through a lower
overall Nvv). The two curves are relatively parallel for
10−4 Mpc−3 < ngal < 10−2 Mpc−3, with baseline 2 per-
forming better in this region due to spectroscopic redshift
measurements. However, baseline 1 (VRO+CMB-S4)
performs better at a higher galaxy number density, while
the results from baseline 2 (DESI+CMB-SO) plateau,
likely due to the difference in CMB resolutions.

What is more interesting to analyze is the effect of
galaxy number density on the relation between σÂ and
kmin. Figure 2 displays σÂ as a function of kmin for dif-
ferent values of ngal. For these curves, we assume the
baseline 1 configuration for all other survey parameters
and keep the value of bCIP fixed. The displayed results
indicate that a higher galaxy number density results in a
steeper decrease of σÂ with decreasing kmin i.e., a higher
ngal allows for a greater order-of-magnitude improvement
in σÂ with a fixed increase in survey volume. This ef-

fect is particularly evident for 10−3 Mpc−1 < kmin <
10−2 Mpc−1. The black dashed line, labeled ‘No Noise’,
portrays the dependence of σÂ on kmin in the absence of
shot noise (ngal → ∞) and photo-z errors. In this ideal
case, we see that σÂ approximately scales as k3.5

min. This
behavior is explained by the chosen model for P∆∆(k)
[with F (k) = 1/k3] along with the k2 scale dependence
of the matter reconstruction noise [Eq. (14)].

On the contrary, assuming the same baseline config-
uration as above, we found that varying kmin between
10−3 Mpc−1 and 10−2 Mpc−1 has a minimal impact on
the steepness of the dependence of σÂ on the galaxy num-
ber density. That is, even though a decreased kmin im-
proves sensitivity to the CIP power-spectrum amplitude,
a fixed increase in the galaxy number density consistently
leads to a fixed order-of-magnitude improvement in σÂ
for 10−3 Mpc−1 < kmin < 10−2 Mpc−1. The results only
significantly diverge for ngal > 10−1.75 Mpc−3, which is
likely due to the shot noise becoming sub-dominant at
these higher values of galaxy number density.

Finally, to highlight the effects of CMB noise on sur-
vey sensitivity to A, for each of the discussed baseline
configurations, we varied the CMB telescope sensitivity
s, and resolution θFWHM individually, holding all other
experimental parameters constant. We found that, once
again, the difference in galaxy number density across the
two baselines severely impacts the order of magnitude
improvement in σÂ, given a fixed improvement in CMB
noise parameters. We vary the CMB sensitivity from

10 3 10 2

kmin [Mpc 1]

10 11

10 9

10 7

10 5

10 3

10 1

A

ngal = 10 1

ngal = 10 2

ngal = 10 3

ngal = 10 4

ngal

FIG. 2. σÂ as a function of kmin for various values of ngal

(in Mpc−3). The results indicate that an increasing galaxy
number density improves the steepness of decrease in σÂ with
decreasing kmin, most evidently for 10−3 Mpc−1 < kmin <
10−2 Mpc−1. The dashed line displays the ‘ideal’ case in
which ngal is infinitely large i.e., the shot noise is zero.

0.25 µK-arcmin to 10 µK-arcmin and find a steady in-
crease in σÂ by a factor of 3 for the baseline 1 configura-
tion and a factor of 1.1 for the baseline 2 configuration.
Similarly, we vary CMB telescope resolution from 0.1 ar-
cmin to 10 arcmin and find a relatively steady increase
in both cases, by a factor of 250 for the baseline 1 config-
uration and a factor of 40 for baseline 2. This indicates
that, at a higher value of ngal, surveys are more sensitive
to increases in CMB instrument noise.

For completeness, we also varied the photo-z error as-
sumed for baseline 1, holding all other experiment pa-
rameters fixed. Varying the value of σz from 0.0 to 2.0
resulted in an increase in σÂ by a factor of 3.5. This mini-
mal effect from increasing photo-z is expected, given that
we are primarily reliant on the signal from the largest
scales for the measurement. We also varied the assumed
value of the Gaussian galaxy bias bg for both the base-
line configurations (holding ngal fixed) to conclude that
its effect on survey sensitivity to σÂ is negligible.

VI. DISCUSSION

In this paper, we forecast future survey sensitivity to
the amplitude of the CIP power spectrum A, assuming
that the compensated perturbations are sourced primor-
dially. The compensated nature of these isocurvature
perturbations causes CIPs to contribute only at second
order to the CMB, leading to poor constraints that allow
for the CIP amplitude to be over five orders of magni-
tude larger than that of the primordial adiabatic per-
turbation. In contrast, the CIP amplitude is expected
to contribute at leading order to the galaxy overdensity
field [see Eq. (4)], making it a valuable statistic to in-
vestigate the CIP amplitude. Therefore, in our work, we
construct a minimum variance estimator that compares
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the amplitude of the galaxy density fluctuation to the in-
dependently obtained matter overdensity amplitude, on
a mode-by-mode basis. We show that leveraging the abil-
ity to measure the matter over-density field using kSZ to-
mography, independently of the galaxy over-density field,
allows one to probe CIP amplitudes as small as that
of the primordial adiabatic perturbation, under sample
variance cancellation.

We use the minimum-variance estimator to forecast
that a survey configuration corresponding to CMB-S4
and VRO results in a sensitivity of σÂ ≈ 2.3 × 10−9.
Similarly, a configuration corresponding to SO and DESI
results in a sensitivity of σÂ ≈ 5.4×10−8. These sensitiv-
ities correspond to relative uncertainties of σÂ/As ≈ 1.0
and σÂ/As ≈ 25 for each of the combinations, respec-
tively, where As represents the amplitude of the primor-
dial power spectrum. For these forecasts, we assume a
fixed value for the CIP bias bCIP for each configuration,
drawing from the simulation-based results presented in
Refs. [41, 42]. Although the CIP bias is, strictly speak-
ing, perfectly degenerate with the CIP perturbation am-
plitude, we choose not to consolidate these two parame-
ters into a single amplitude term to make explicit the de-
pendence of σÂ on the value of bCIP. Furthermore, since
this dependence is just a factor of scale, it is straightfor-
ward to map the sensitivities quoted in this paper to a
different value of bCIP or to a constraint on a consolidated
amplitude parameter b2CIP ×A.

The dramatic improvement in sensitivity to CIPs de-
rives from the possibility, enabled by kSZ tomography,
to measure the galaxy and total-matter fields indepen-
dently and thereby circumvent the cosmic-variance limit
in many other probes. Thus, even one very well-measured
Fourier mode allows the CIP to be probed. Our results
indicate, moreover, that the sensitivity comes primar-
ily from measurements at the largest scales, a conse-
quence largely of the k dependence of the relation be-
tween the total-matter perturbation and the peculiar
velocity probed by the kSZ effect. We thus conclude
that in order for the promising statistical errors forecast
here to be achieved, systematic effects that might affect
the measurement of the galaxy-density field and CMB-
temperature perturbations on the largest distance scales
must be well under control. We also surmise that rela-
tivistic effects will need to be included in the analysis.

The sensitivity to the CIP amplitude we forecast here
compares well (within a factor of ∼ 4) with Ref. [55],
where authors evaluated the prospects to probe corre-
lated CIP fluctuations with kSZ tomography. Most re-
cent upper limits on CIPs amplitude are provided by the
scale-dependent mass-to-light ratio from measurements
of BAOs [36, 66], which are comparable to the constraints
from the CMB [26], of the order σA ∼ O(10−4). These

constraints also compare well with forecasted sensitivi-
ties on the BAO phase shift, induced by spatially vary-
ing correlated CIP fluctuations, explored in Ref. [37].
More recently, Ref. [40] proposed using measurements of
the velocity acoustic oscillations (VAOs) during cosmic
dawn [38, 39] to probe both correlated and uncorrelated
CIPs fluctuations at a sensitivity reaching σA ∼ O(10−5)
in the foreseeable future. These studies find that the
sensitivity of the kSZ tomography studied here and in
Ref. [55] will likely remain orders of magnitude better
compared to that of CMB, BAO, and the VAO signals.

Constraining the CIP amplitude at higher order will
not only allow for a better understanding of whether
baryon and CDM fluctuations trace the matter density
but also will help rule out different, nontrivial models
of many-field inflation. In fact, to accurately probe sig-
natures of deviations from adiabaticity and Gaussianity
of the early Universe, accounting for CIPs may be es-
sential. For example, Ref. [42] shows that, depending
on the degree of correlation of the CIP with the pri-
mordial adiabatic perturbation, the CIP signal may ex-
actly match the scale-dependent signal from the fNL term
when probing scale-dependent bias for signatures of pri-
mordial non-Gaussianity in the single field scenario. In
the curvaton scenario, depending on the correlation coef-
ficient assumed between the CIP and the inflaton or the
curvaton, we would expect similar degeneracies to arise
when using the galaxy bias to simultaneously probe fNL

and τNL. Such degeneracies may also affect the fidelity
of lensing data extracted from the CMB, due to similari-
ties between the effects of lensing and CIPs on the CMB
two-point statistics [25].

This emphasizes the importance of considering CIPs
to make unbiased measurements of early Universe char-
acteristics. Although we do not consider the effects of
non-Gaussianities in our current estimator construction
and make a simple set of forecasts under the null hy-
pothesis, we highlight the effectiveness of kSZ tomog-
raphy as a probe for early universe cosmology. When
considering more complicated models including the CIP,
we expect cross-correlation tools such as the kSZ tomog-
raphy, multi-tracer analysis with different populations of
galaxies and haloes, CMB lensing, and many others to be
essential in obtaining tighter constraints under sample
variance cancellation and breaking degeneracies across
the varying signatures of the inflationary Universe.
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[26] T. L. Smith, J. B. Muñoz, R. Smith, K. Yee, and D. Grin,
Baryons still trace dark matter: probing CMB lensing
maps for hidden isocurvature, Phys. Rev. D 96, 083508
(2017), arXiv:1704.03461 [astro-ph.CO].

[27] J. Valiviita, Power Spectra Based Planck Constraints
on Compensated Isocurvature, and Forecasts for Lite-
BIRD and CORE Space Missions, JCAP 04, 014,
arXiv:1701.07039 [astro-ph.CO].

[28] Y. Akrami et al. (Planck), Planck 2018 results. X. Con-
straints on inflation, Astron. Astrophys. 641, A10 (2020),
arXiv:1807.06211 [astro-ph.CO].

[29] D. Grin, O. Dore, and M. Kamionkowski, Compen-
sated Isocurvature Perturbations and the Cosmic Mi-
crowave Background, Phys. Rev. D 84, 123003 (2011),
arXiv:1107.5047 [astro-ph.CO].

[30] D. Grin, O. Dore, and M. Kamionkowski, Do baryons
trace dark matter in the early universe?, Phys. Rev. Lett.
107, 261301 (2011), arXiv:1107.1716 [astro-ph.CO].

[31] D. Grin, D. Hanson, G. P. Holder, O. Doré, and
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