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ABSTRACT
The cosmological principle states that our Universe is statistically homogeneous and
isotropic at large scales. However, due to the relative motion of the Solar System,
an additional kinematic dipole can be detected in the distribution of galaxies, which
should be consistent with the dipole observed in the cosmic microwave background
(CMB) temperature. In this paper, we forecast the mock number count maps from the
China Space Station Telescope photometric survey to reconstruct the kinematic dipole.
Using the whole photometric mock data, we obtain a positive evidence for the dipole
signal detection at 3σ confidence level, and the significance would be increased to 4σ

when we only use the high-redshift samples with z = 1.8∼ 4. This result can provide
a good consistency check between the kinematic dipoles measured in the CMB and
that from the large scale structure, which can help us to verify the basic cosmological
principle.

Key words: cosmology: observations; cosmology: theory; large-scale structure of uni-
verse

1 INTRODUCTION

A fundamental hypothes of the current standard cos-
mological model is that our Universe is statistically homo-
geneous and isotropic at large scales. This is called cosmo-
logical principle and it applies for the cosmic rest-frame.
Such a hypothesis would promote the development of the
modern cosmological model. Due to the motion of the So-
lar System relative to the cosmic rest-frame, the CMB
temperature has an additional kinematic dipole. Thus, our
relative velocity can be measured with high accuracy by
the dipole anisotropy in the CMB temperature, which cor-
responds to v = 369.82± 0.11 km/s towards the direction
(l,b) = (264.021± 0.011◦,48.253± 0.005◦) in galactic coordi-
nates (Aghanim et al. 2020a).

In the past few decades, the kinematic dipole in the
distribution of extragalactic sources has been checked in-
dependently. It was firstly proposed by Ellis & Baldwin
(1984) and tested by Baleisis et al. (1998) using the Green
Bank 1987 and Parkes-MIT-NRAO catalogues. Blake &
Wall (2002) used the radio sources from NRAO VLA Sky
Survey (NVSS), which has five times more samples than
that used in Baleisis et al. (1998)’s work, and they found a
detection of our relative motion at more than 2σ confidence
level (C.L.). The result was consistent with the CMB dipole

? E-mail: xiajq@bnu.edu.cn

within 2σ C.L. for both amplitude and direction. Later, the
analyses of NVSS radio galaxies are revisited in many other
works (Singal 2011; Rubart & Schwarz 2013; Tiwari et al.
2014; Fernández-Cobos et al. 2014; Tiwari & Jain 2015; Ben-
galy et al. 2018), and they found consistent dipole directions
with the one in the CMB but the dipole amplitudes were
larger than that seen in the CMB. There are also some ex-
planations for this large dipole amplitudes, such as the con-
tamination from local structure (Colin et al. 2017; Tiwari
& Nusser 2016), or the existence of a large void (Rubart
et al. 2014). Recent work showed the dipole amplitude is
consistent with the CMB result using the extragalactic ra-
dio sources from the Very Large Array Sky Survey (VLASS)
combined with the Rapid Australian Square Kilometer Ar-
ray Pathfinder Continuum Survey (RACS) (Darling 2022).
Siewert et al. (2021) analysed the TIFR GMRT Sky Surveys
(TGSS), Westerbork Northern Sky Survey (WENSS), Syd-
ney University Molonglo Sky Survey (SUMSS) and NVSS
radio source catalogues, and they found an increasing dipole
amplitude with decreasing frequency. Except for the radio
sources, there are also some works probing the kinematic
dipole by visible and infrared catalogues (Itoh et al. 2010;
Gibelyou & Huterer 2012; Yoon et al. 2014; Alonso et al.
2015; Javanmardi & Kroupa 2017; Rameez et al. 2018), and
they did not find significant evidence for anomalous dipole.
Recently, Secrest et al. (2021) used 1.36 million quasars ob-
served by the Wide-field Infrared Survey Explorer (WISE)
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2 Xu et al.

to study the kinematic dipole and they found its amplitude
is over twice as large as expected. Yoon & Huterer (2015)
forecasted that an optical survey covering ∼ 75% of the sky
in both hemispheres and having ∼ 30 million galaxies can
detect the kinematic dipole at 5σ C.L., while its median
redshift should be at least z ∼ 0.75 for negligible bias from
the local structure.

In this work, we focus on the China Space Station Tele-
scope (CSST) photometric survey to reconstruct the kine-
matic dipole direction and amplitude. The CSST is a 2-
meter space telescope in the same orbit of the China Manned
Space Station (Lin et al. 2022). The CSST survey will cover
17,500 deg2 sky area with the field of view 1.1 deg2. It will
carry multiple scientific equipments, that allow it to collect
photometric images and spectroscopic data in the meantime.
It has seven photometric and three spectroscopic bands from
near-UV to near-IR covering 255-1000 nm. The CSST photo-
metric survey can observe billions of galaxies in the redshift
range of z = 0∼ 4, which is expected to give a tight constraint
on the kinematic dipole in the future.

This paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we gen-
erate the mock CSST number count maps and include the
effect of the fiducial kinematic dipole. Section 3 introduces
the estimators used in this paper and exhibits the recon-
struction results. Finally, we summarize the conclusions and
give relevant discussions in Section 4.

2 MOCK DATA

2.1 The angular power spectrum of galaxies

To obtain the number count maps of the CSST pho-
tometric survey, we first need to compute the theoretical
angular power spectrum of the survey. The observed galaxy
density contrast in a given direction n̂nn1 is

δg (n̂nn1) =
∫

bg(z)n(z)δm (n̂nn1,z)dz, (1)

where bg(z) is the bias factor relating the galaxy overdensity
to the mass overdensity, δg = bgδm, n(z) is the normalized
windows function of the survey. So the angular power spec-
trum can be easily expressed in the harmonic space:〈
δg (n̂nn1)δg (n̂nn2)

〉
=
∫

bg(z)n(z)D(z)dz
∫

bg
(
z′
)

n
(
z′
)

D
(
z′
)

dz′

×
∫ dkk2

(2π)3 Pm(k,z = 0)
∫

dΩkeikkk·n̂nn1η1 e−ikkk·n̂nn2η ′ .

(2)

Here, we used〈
δm(kkk)δm

(
kkk′
)〉

= (2π)3
δD
(
kkk + kkk′

)
Pm(k). (3)

D(z) is the growth factor, Pm(k) is the matter power spec-
trum, and η is the comoving distance. Expanding out the
exponentials yields:∫

dΩkeikkk·n̂nn1η1 e−ikkk·n̂nn2η ′ = 4π ∑
`

(2`+ 1) j`(kη) j`
(
kη
′) P̀ (n̂nn1 · n̂nn2) ,

(4)

where j` are the spherical Bessel functions and P̀ (n̂nn1 · n̂nn2) are
the Legendre functions. Thus we can rewrite Eq.(2) as〈
δg (n̂nn1)δg (n̂nn2)

〉
= ∑

`

(2`+ 1)

4π
Cgg
` P̀ (n̂nn1 · n̂nn2) , (5)
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Figure 1. The selection function of the CSST photometric survey.

The black solid curve shows the total redshift distribution, and
the colored dotted curves show the ni(z) for the four tomographic

bins.

and the angular power spectra Cgg
` is given by

Cgg
` =

2
π

∫
k2dkPm(k,z = 0)

[
Ig
` (k)

]2
, (6)

where Ig
` (k) are

Ig
` (k) =

∫
bg(z)n(z)D(z) j`[kη(z)]dz. (7)

2.2 The generation of mock data

According to Eq.(6), we can see the main differences
in the theoretical angular power spectrum come from the
different selection functions and bias factors, so we have to
explicit these parameters to generate the mock data of the
CSST photometric survey. Cao et al. (2018) have studied the
selection function of the CSST photometric survey based
on the COSMOS catalog (Capak et al. 2007; Ilbert et al.
2009). They found the selection function has a peak around
z = 0.6, and the range can extend to z∼ 4. For analytical use,
we simply adopt a smooth function proposed by Lin et al.
(2022), which takes the form of

n(z) ∝ z2e−z/z? , (8)

where z? = 0.3. In Figure 1, we show the normalized n(z) in
black solid curve.

We divide the redshift distribution into four tomo-
graphic bins to explore the differences between the recon-
structed kinematic dipoles using different redshift ranges.
The lower and upper limits of the four tomographic bins
are: [0, 0.6], [0.6, 1.2], [1,2, 1.8], [1.8, 4], respectively. The
real galaxy selection function in the ith tomographic bin
can be expressed as (Gong et al. 2019)

ni(z) =
∫ zi

p,u

zi
p,l

dzpn(zp)p
(
zp | z

)
, (9)

where zi
p,l and zi

p,u are the lower and upper limits of the ith
tomographic bin, respectively. p

(
zp | z

)
is the photo-z distri-

bution function given the real redshift z. We assume it takes

MNRAS 000, 1–7 (2022)
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Figure 2. The galaxy bias as a function of redshift used in our

work.
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Figure 3. The angular power spectrum obtained from the full red-

shift distribution. The red and blue solid curve show the theoreti-
cal power spectra without and with considering the pixel windows

function. And the green dotted line shows the recovered result

from the mock data. Here, the other cosmological parameters are
set to Planck’s best fit results (Aghanim et al. 2020b).

the form of

p
(
zp | z

)
=

1√
2πσz

exp

[
−
(
z− zp−∆z

)2

2σ2
z

]
, (10)

where ∆z and σz are the redshift bias and scatter, respec-
tively. In our work, we assume ∆z = 0 and σz = 0.05, which
are also used in Gong et al. (2019) and Lin et al. (2022).

As for the bias factor, we assume galaxies form in dark
matter halos, so we can express the galaxy bias using the
halo model, at least at large scales. We use the the fitting
formula from Tinker et al. (2010) in our work, and choose
the minimal halo mass as M = 1012 h−1M�. The resulting
bias factor is shown in Figure 2.

Using the selection function and bias factor mentioned
above, we compute the theoretical angular power spectrum
of the CSST photometric survey and show the results in Fig-

74058 98445

Figure 4. The simulated CSST number count map of the full red-

shift samples.

ure 3. The red solid curve shows the angular power spectrum
obtained from the full redshift distribution.

Next, we need to explicit the survey area of the CSST
photometric survey. It will observe the sky where the lati-
tude of the zodiac |β |> 20◦, and we also mask the low galac-
tic latitudes (|b| < 20◦) to remove Milky Way objects. This
amounts to effective sky area of fsky ' 41%. The CSST pho-
tometric survey is expected to observe billions of galaxies in
the the redshift range of z = 0 ∼ 4, and the surface galaxy
density of the four tomographic bins are 7.9, 11.5, 4.6, 3.7
arcmin−2 (Gong et al. 2019), respectively, therefore, the shot
noise is not significant affect the angular power spectrum
at large scales. Spatially varying dust extinction or instru-
mentation effects may arise additional systematic noise Csys,
we follow Gong et al. (2019)’s work and assume Csys = 10−8,
which is independent to tomographic bins or scales. From
Figure 3, we can see the systematic noise is insignificant at
` < 200.

Finally, we input the theoretical angular power spec-
trum and the redshift distribution of galaxies to the public
log-normal code FLASK (Xavier et al. 2016) to generate
mock CSST number count maps. We use Nside = 64 for com-
putational efficiency. Since we are mainly concerned with
large scale information, this choice is sufficient for our calcu-
lation. The simulated number count map of the full redshift
samples is shown in Figure 4.

We can also compute the angular power spectrum from
the mock data to ensure the accuracy of our calculation.
The recovered spectrum is shown in Figure 3 with the green
dotted line. It is depressed at small scales due to the pixel
windows function. If we include this effect in our theoretical
spectrum, the recovered spectrum is well matched with the
theoretical spectrum.

2.3 Including the effect of the fiducial kinematic dipole

We include the effect of the kinematic dipole through
a dipole modulation of the number counts. The modified
source counts can be expressed as (Bengaly et al. 2018,
2019):

Nobs (n̂nniii) = Nrest (n̂nniii)[1 + An̂nniii · β̂ββ ], (11)

MNRAS 000, 1–7 (2022)



4 Xu et al.

where n̂nniii is the direction of ith HEALPix cell in the map, β̂ββ

is the direction of the kinematic dipole observed by Planck,
which is (l,b)' (264◦,48◦) (Aghanim et al. 2020a), and A is
the amplitude of kinematic dipole signal amplitude which is
given by (Burles & Rappaport 2006; Itoh et al. 2010; Yoon
& Huterer 2015)

A = 2[1 + 1.25x(1− p)]β , (12)

where β = v/c' 0.00123 is measured with high accuracy by
the Planck collaboration (Aghanim et al. 2020a). The con-
tribution 2β comes from relativistic aberration. The cor-
rection [1 + 1.25x(1− p)] corresponds to the Doppler ef-
fect, where x is the faint-end slope of the source counts,
x≡ dlog10[n(m < mlim)]/dmlim, and p is the logarithmic slope
of the intrinsic flux density power-law, Srest(ν) ∝ ν p. March-
esini et al. (2012) found that the faint end of the V-band
galaxy luminosity function does not vary much and is equal
to x = 0.11±0.02. We use the mean value of 0.11 in our work.
Moreover, for optical sources, the flux density slope p varies
significantly with the age of the source. For simplicity, we
choose p = 0 as Yoon & Huterer (2015) used. Finally, Ap-
plying all these values to Eq.(12), we get the amplitude of
kinematic dipole signal amplitude

A' 0.0028. (13)

Using Eq.(11) and Eq.(13), we can include the kine-
matic dipole to mock number count maps by a dipole mod-
ulation in pixelized source counts. Bengaly et al. (2019) also
individually modulated each source according to the fidu-
cial dipole signal, and they found these two methods lead to
negligible differences in the dipole reconstruction.

3 RECONSTRUCTION RESULTS

3.1 Estimator

Following Bengaly et al. (2019), we reconstruct the
kinematic dipole using both the linear estimator and the
quadratic estimator. When considering the linear estimator,
we can decompose the sky into 49152 HEALPix cells (Nside
= 64), and counting the difference in the number of sources
contained in opposite hemispheres whose symmetry axes are
provided by these cell centres. Therefore, we can construct
a ∆-map, defined by

∆(n̂nniii)≡
σU(n̂nniii)−σD(n̂nniii)

σ
= Acos(θ), (14)

where n̂nniii is the direction of ith HEALPix cell, σU(n̂nniii) and
σD

i (n̂nniii) are the galaxy density of the ‘up’ and ‘down’ hemi-
spheres divided by the axis direction n̂nniii, σ is the galaxy
density of the whole map, θ is the angle between the ith
cell centre and the kinematic dipole direction. In Figure 5
we show the ∆-map from a mock data after including the
kinematic dipole, and the black star indicates the direction
of the fiducial kinematic dipole. From Figure 5, we can see
when n̂nniii is closer to β̂ , the value of ∆(n̂nniii) is larger. The re-
sult can also be verified from Eq.(14). Therefore, we can
regard the maximum ∆(n̂nniii) value and its corresponding n̂nniii as
the reconstructed kinematic dipole amplitude and direction,
respectively.

Rubart & Schwarz (2013) pointed the linear estimator
suffers from bias, so we also adopt a quadratic estimator.

-0.007 0.007

Figure 5. The ∆-map from a mock data after including the kine-

matic dipole, and the black star indicates the direction of the
fiducial kinematic dipole.

Mollweide view

Linear

Quadratic

Fiducial

-1 1

Figure 6. The reconstructed dipole directions using the full red-

shift samples. The purple and orange dots are obtained from the
linear and quadratic estimators using 1000 simulations, and the

black star is the fiducial value.

The main idea is to vary the dipole amplitude and direction
to find the minimum of

∑
i

[
Nobs(n̂nniii)− N̄

(
1 + Ãcos θ̃

)]2
N̄
(
1 + Ãcos θ̃

) . (15)

The sum is taken over all unmasked pixels, and N̄ is the
average number density of the whole map. Ã and θ̃ are the
parameters to vary. In our work, we use a two-dimensional
grid of dimensions with N

θ̃
×NÃ as our parameter space.

The dipole direction is probed along the pixel centres, so
N

θ̃
= 49152. For the dipole amplitudes, we choose the range

[0.0005,0.006] with 20 bins uniformly spaced in it, which
means NÃ = 20.

3.2 The reconstruction results using the full redshift
samples

To obtain the statistical results, we simulate 1000 mock
maps with the effect of the kinematic dipole using Eq.(11).
We use both the linear and quadratic estimators to recon-
struct their dipole directions and amplitudes, and the results
are shown in Figures 6 and 7. For the latitude b and the am-
plitude A, we can directly calculate their mean values and
standard deviations from the 1000 simulations. But for the

MNRAS 000, 1–7 (2022)
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Figure 7. The one-dimensional distributions of reconstructed

dipole amplitudes using the full redshift samples. The purple and

orange lines are obtained from the linear and quadratic estima-
tors, and the black dotted line is the fiducial value.

Table 1. The reconstructed dipole directions and amplitudes using

the full redshift samples. Here we list the results obtained from
both the linear and quadratic estimators.

Method b(◦) l(◦) A(×10−3)

Linear estimator 55.6±12.7 259.2±50.3 3.52±0.85
Quadratic estimator 51.1±8.5 265.1±30.8 2.96±0.92

Fiducial value 48.0 264.0 2.8

longitude l, we have to account for the fact that close to
the pole, a small shift can lead to a large difference in l.
We therefore use a weighted mean and standard deviation
(Bengaly et al. 2019):

l̄ =
1
n ∑

i
wili; σ

2
l =

1
n−1 ∑

i
wi(li− l̄)2, (16)

where n = 1000 is the number of mock maps, and wi are
weights,

wi =
nsinbi

∑i sinbi
. (17)

We list the quantitative results in Table 1. We can see
the reconstructed dipole direction obtained from the linear
estimator is (l,b) = (259.2± 50.3◦,55.6± 12.7◦), and the re-
sult is (l,b) = (265.1±30.8◦,51.1±8.5◦) using the quadratic
estimator. These two results are consistent with the fidu-
cial value, but the errors from the quadratic estimator are
smaller than the ones from the linear estimator. For the
dipole amplitude, the linear estimator gives a result larger
than the fiducial value: A = 0.00352±0.00085, which is also
verified by Rubart & Schwarz (2013). This bias can be elim-
inated using the quadratic estimator. The reconstructed re-
sult is A = 0.00296±0.00092, which means we can detect the
kinematic dipole signal at 3σ C.L. using CSST photometric
survey.

Comparing the linear and quadratic estimators, we find
the latter method is better in our analysis, so we only focus
on the quadratic estimator in the following work. However,

Mollweide view

Bin1
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Bin3

Bin4

Fiducial

-1 1

Figure 8. The reconstructed dipole directions with different red-
shift bins. The green, blue, red and cyan dots indicate results

from the first to the fourth redshift bin, respectively. The black

star is the fiducial value.
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Figure 9. The one-dimensional distributions of reconstructed
dipole amplitudes with different redshift bins. The green, blue,

red and cyan lines indicate the results from the first to the fourth

redshift bin, respectively. The black dotted line is the fiducial
value.

the linear estimator is less compute-intense and easier to
implement. It can be used to obtain fast order-of-magnitude
checks.

3.3 The reconstruction results with different redshift bins

At low redshifts, the kinematic dipole is contaminated
by the dipole induced by the nonlinear influence of local
large scale structures, and this effect decays with redshift.
Since the CSST photometric survey can measure the pre-
cise photometric redshifts, we can use different redshift bins
to reconstruct the kinematic dipole. In this subsection, we
use the four tomographic bins discussed in Sec.2.2. Firstly,
we simulate 1000 mock maps using their selection functions
(Eq.(9)) and include the kinematic dipole through a dipole
modulation of the number counts (Eq.(11)). Then we can re-
construct the dipole signal using the quadratic estimator as
the last section did. We show the reconstruction results from
different redshift bins in Figures 8 and 9. The corresponding
quantitative results are listed in Table 2.

MNRAS 000, 1–7 (2022)
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Table 2. The reconstructed dipole directions and amplitudes with
different redshift bins.

Redshift bins b(◦) l(◦) A(×10−3)

Bin1 65.6±20.5 241.1±81.1 4.08±1.86
Bin2 51.6±9.2 263.8±35.6 2.99±1.01
Bin3 49.9±7.2 265.7±24.1 2.91±0.82
Bin4 49.2±5.9 265.5±17.2 2.87±0.67

Fiducial value 48.0 264.0 2.8

We start with the first redshift bin whose samples span
between z = 0 ∼ 0.6. The reconstructed dipole direction is
(l,b) = (241.1± 81.1◦,65.6± 20.5◦). The errors are signifi-
cantly greater than those from the full redshift samples,
and the distribution is more dispersed, as shown in Fig-
ure 8. Besides, the reconstructed dipole amplitude, which
is A = 0.00408±0.00186, is weaker than the result from the
full redshift samples. As we say, the local structure dipole
at low redshifts is a serious contaminant to the cosmic kine-
matic signal.

Then we use the second redshift bin (z = 0.6 ∼ 1.2)
to reconstruct the kinematic dipole signal, and the recon-
struction results are (l,b) = (263.8± 35.6◦,51.6± 9.2◦) and
A = 0.00299± 0.00101. The errors are smaller than the re-
sults from the first bin since we use higher redshift samples,
but due to the lack of samples at z > 1.2, the reconstruc-
tion results are still slightly weaker than the results from
full samples.

Finally, the reconstruction results obtained from the
third redshift bin (z = 1.2 ∼ 1.8) are (l,b) = (265.7 ±
24.1◦,49.9±7.2◦), A = 0.00291±0.00082, and the results are
(l,b) = (265.5± 17.2◦,49.2± 5.9◦), A = 0.00287± 0.00067 us-
ing the fourth redshift bin (z = 1.8∼ 4). The reconstructions
from the third and fourth redshift bins are stronger than
the results from the full redshift samples. We can see, at
z = 0 ∼ 4, higher redshift samples are less affected by the
local structure dipole. Using the fourth redshift bin, we can
detect the kinematic dipole signal at 4σ confidence level.
Our errors are slightly larger than the reconstruction results
using the future SKA (Bengaly et al. 2019). The reason is the
SKA can detect higher redshift samples and the dipole am-
plitude A of radio sources are larger than the optical sources.
Nevertheless, we can still use the results from optical mea-
surements as a consistency check.

It should be emphasized that although we can obtain
better reconstruction results with higher redshift samples,
we cannot use a narrow range at very high redshifts, such
as z = 3.5∼ 4. The reason is there are fewer samples, which
may lead to large variations in the number density of sources
across the sky.

3.4 Signal to noise estimate

Finally, we can make an estimate of the signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) for the kinematic dipole detection, using the ex-
pression in Baleisis et al. (1998); Itoh et al. (2010); Bengaly
et al. (2018)

SNR =
Akin√

A2
LSS + A2

PN

, (18)

Table 3. Akin, ALSS, APN and SNR estimated from the four redshift
bins and the full redshift.

Redshift bins Akin(×10−3) ALSS(×10−3) APN(×10−3) SNR

Bin1 4.08 3.17 0.087 1.29
Bin2 2.99 1.29 0.072 2.31

Bin3 2.91 1.01 0.114 2.86
Bin4 2.87 0.78 0.127 3.63

Total 2.96 1.25 0.046 2.37

where Akin, ALSS, APN are the dipole amplitudes from kine-
matic effect, large-scale structure and Poisson noise, respec-
tively. Here Akin is given by the mean value obtained from
the quadratic estimator (listed in Tables 1 and 2). ALSS is
obtained using the same estimator but we input mock maps
without dipole modulation. APN is given by (Bengaly et al.
2018):

APN =
3
2

√
4 fsky

Ntotal
. (19)

There are 477, 695, 278, 224 million galaxies in the four red-
shift bins, respectively, so the contributions of APN is puny.

In Table 3, we list Akin, ALSS, APN and SNR estimated
from the four redshift bins and the full redshift. We can see
the SNR increases with redshift, and the last bin gives SNR =
3.63. This result indicates that the CSST photometric survey
can help us extract the kinematic dipole signal effectively.

4 DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

The cosmological principle is a fundamental hypothesis
of the standard model of cosmology, and it is crucial to take
the validity test. Due to the relative motion between the
Solar System and the cosmic rest-frame, we can probe the
consistency between the kinematic dipoles measured in the
CMB and the large scale structure. A mismatch between
these dipoles may indicate a violation of the cosmological
principle or a sign of new features on the large scales.

In this paper, we investigate the capacity of the future
CSST photometric survey to reconstruct the dipole direction
and amplitude by simulating CSST number count maps. We
find that the CSST photometric survey can detect the kine-
matic dipole signal at 3σ C.L. and (∆l,∆b)∼ (30.8◦,8.5◦) on
the direction using the full redshift samples.

Since the kinematic dipole at low redshifts is contami-
nated by the local structures, we reassess our analysis with
different redshift bins. We find the reconstruction results
get better with higher redshift samples. Using the samples
span between z = 1.8∼ 4, we can detect the kinematic dipole
signal at 4σ C.L., and the standard deviation of direction
is (∆l,∆b) ∼ (17.2◦,5.9◦). We also estimate the SNR for the
kinematic dipole detection, and we obtain SNR = 3.63 using
the samples at z = 1.8∼ 4.

In our analysis, we assume p = 0 and x = 0.11 as Yoon
& Huterer (2015) did, which leads to A = 0.0028. Yoon &
Huterer (2015) pointed the standard cosmology theory pre-
dicts the actual value of A takes our fiducial value, plus
or minus O(20%) changes depending on the source popula-
tion selected, and it gives Aactual = 0.00224∼ 0.00336. Based
on the possible values of A, we get σ(A)/A = 0.184 ∼ 0.265
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using the fourth redshift bin and the quadratic estimator,
which means we can detect the kinematic dipole signal at
3.77σ ∼ 5.43σ confidence level. We can also calculate the
SNR using Eq.(18), and the results is SNR = 2.97∼ 4.33.

Finally, we must emphasize that the galaxy bias may
affect the reconstruction results. As a check, we calculate
another case with halo mass M = 1013 h−1M�. The resulting
bias is 1.5-2 times larger than the bias used in our work.
Using the full redshift samples and the quadratic estimator,
we get (l,b) = (256.2±50.2◦,55.6±13.2◦) and A = 0.00329±
0.00127. Clearly, a larger bias can make it harder to detect
the kinematic dipole signal. Due to the bias factor bg(z) in-
creases with redshifts, the reconstruction accuracy of the
dipole cannot always improve with the increase of redshifts.
Besides, since we do not know the detailed evolution of bias,
we also redo our analysis with a constant bias b(z) = 1.5. This
constant bias is larger than the halo bias used in our work at
z< 1.25, which leads to larger reconstruction errors using the
first two bins. On the contrary, the third and the fourth bin
can give tighter reconstructions using the constant bias. The
results show σ(A)|constant/σ(A)|halo = 1.46,1.15,0.87,0.64 for
the first bin to the last bin, respectively. The last bin gives
the best reconstruction: (l,b) = (263.6± 11.4◦,48.7± 3.9◦)
and A = 0.00286±0.00043. Since kinematic dipole is contam-
inated by the low redshift samples, the reconstructed results
using constant bias are weaker when we consider the full red-
shift samples, which are (l,b) = (267.1± 48.6◦,55.4± 12.9◦)
and A = 0.00327±0.00122.

5 DATA AVAILABILITY

The mock number count maps of CSST will be shared
on reasonable request to the corresponding author.
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