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Intensity mapping of 21cm emission from neutral hydrogen (Hi) promises to be a powerful probe
of large-scale structure in the post-reionisation epoch. However, Hi intensity mapping (IM) ex-
periments will suffer the loss of long-wavelength line-of-sight Hi modes in the galactic foreground
subtraction process. The loss of these modes is particularly problematic for Hi IM cross-correlations
with projected large-scale structure tracers, such as CMB secondary anisotropies, with the con-
straining power of the cross-correlation power spectrum being significantly reduced by this mode
loss. Here we propose a cross-bispectrum estimator to recover the cross-correlation of the Hi IM
field, δT21, with the CMB lensing field, κ, constructed by correlating the position-dependent Hi
power spectrum with the mean overdensity traced by CMB lensing.

We study the cross-bispectrum estimator, Bκ̄δT21δT21 , in the squeezed limit and forecast its de-
tectability based on Hi IM measurements from the Hydrogen Intensity mapping and Realtime Anal-
ysis eXperiment (HIRAX) and CMB lensing measurements from the Atacama Cosmology Telescope
(Advanced ACT). When the HI-CMB lensing cross-bispectrum is combined with the Hi IM and
CMB lensing auto-power spectra, the combined constraint on the Hi-density weighted growth rate
of fluctuations, fΩHI , is at the sub-percent level, independent of the small-scale amplitude of fluc-
tuations, σ8, which is constrained at the 0.02% level. The degeneracy between these two parameters
is broken by the cross-bispectrum and HI power spectrum probing different combinations of these
parameters.

The cross-bispectrum improves constraints on cosmological parameters; in particular, the con-
straint on the dark energy equation-of-state parameter, w0, improves on the Hi IM auto-power
spectra constraint by 44% (to 0.014), while the constraint on wa improves by 33% (to 0.08), assum-
ing Planck priors in each case. Even when varying the spatial curvature, we find that the constraint
on w0 improves on the Hi IM auto-power spectra constraint by 29% (to 0.022) while the constraint
on wa improves by 31% (to 0.09). These results are robust to Hi IM foreground removal because
they largely derive from small-scale Hi modes. The Hi-Hi-κ cross-bispectrum thus provides a novel
way to recover Hi correlations with CMB lensing and constrain cosmological parameters at a level
that is competitive with next-generation galaxy redshift surveys. As a striking example of this, we
find that the combined constraint on the sum of the neutrino masses, while varying all redshift and
standard cosmological parameters within a w0waΩKCDM model, is 5.5 meV.

PACS numbers:

INTRODUCTION

Intensity mapping of the cosmic microwave back-
ground has provided exquisite measurements of linear
cosmological modes projected along the line of sight,
thereby enabling the most precise constraints on the
cosmological model to date [1–4]. Going beyond these
constraints will require probes of the three-dimensional
large-scale structure that measure this much larger set of
cosmological modes to high precision. Galaxy redshift
surveys [5–7] and post-reionisation hydrogen intensity
mapping experiments [8–14] targeting the baryon acous-
tic oscillation (BAO) signal as a probe of dark energy
[15–17], will map the large-scale structure distribution
out to high redshift and over large survey areas, thereby
expanding our access to three-dimensional cosmological

modes.

Intensity mapping surveys of the 21cm hydrogen line
[15, 18] promise to be a relatively efficient probe for map-
ping large-scale structure using a single tracer over a large
redshift range and large sky area; HI redshifts are mea-
sured simultaneously when imaging unlike optical and in-
frared tracers, HI is ubiquitous in the universe out to the
redshift of reionisation, and in the case of dish interfer-
ometer experiments the survey speed benefits from both
a large number of relatively inexpensive dishes, scaling as
the square of the collecting area, and the low-resolution
of the compact array that has a wider field-of-view and
excellent brightness sensitivity to large scales [19].

HI intensity mapping experiments face unique chal-
lenges, though. The galactic synchrotron and extragalac-
tic point source signals are several orders of magnitude
larger than the cosmological HI signal [20]. The proposed
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solution to this is to take advantage of the smooth power
law frequency spectra of these contaminants by high-pass
filtering the data in the frequency domain [16, 21], leav-
ing behind the HI signal that is correlated in frequency
over smaller separations, corresponding to the BAO scale
along the line of sight. However, imperfect data calibra-
tion from a strongly chromatic interferometer threatens
to leak power from smooth line-of-sight foreground modes
into higher frequency Himodes [22, 23] so the focus in the
field has primarily been on overcoming these systematic
effects.

These challenges have meant that the HI intensity
mapping signal has not yet been detected in auto-
correlation (though see [24] for a recently reported de-
tection on small-scales). However, we know the signal is
present as it has been detected in cross-correlation with
spectroscopic galaxy surveys [25–28]. Going beyond the
current HI cross-correlation detections, the astrophysi-
cal and cosmological constraints that could be provided
by future HI cross-correlations has been studied in the
literature [29–32]. These studies have utilised the sim-
plest 2-point cross-correlation statistics of HI with either
galaxy, cosmic shear or CMB lensing surveys.

Cross-correlations of HI intensity mapping with CMB
secondary anisotropies are interesting because of the
unique physics, either gravitational or scattering, im-
printed on the CMB by large-scale structure [33–36].
However, due to the absence of large-scale line-of-sight
modes in the HI signal as a result of foreground filtering,
the cross-power spectrum between HI intensity mapping
and the CMB is significantly reduced, as we argue in this
letter. The loss of cross-correlation signal with HI is also
relevant, to an extent, for photometric galaxy surveys,
which have relatively broad redshift bins compared to
spectroscopic redshift surveys. To recover the correla-
tion between HI intensity mapping and CMB secondary
anisotropies, we propose the use of a higher-order corre-
lation that takes advantage of the modulation of small-
scale HI modes by a large-scale density mode. An alter-
native, but related, approach is to reconstruct the long
wavelength density modes using the small-scale HI modes
and then correlate this field with the projected CMB field
[37–39]. In this letter, we specifically present a HI-CMB
lensing cross-bispectrum estimator that comprises two HI
fields, which have well-measured small-scale modes, and a
CMB lensing convergence field, and study the constrain-
ing power of this cross-bispectrum in combination with
the corresponding auto-power spectra.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. In
section 1, we discuss why the HI-CMB lensing cross-
spectrum vanishes. In section 2, we present the HI-CMB
lensing cross-bispectrum estimator. Finally, in section
3, we study cosmological parameter constraints from the
HI-CMB lensing cross-bispectrum using the Fisher ma-
trix. In our analysis, we assume the Planck 2018 cosmol-
ogy and priors [40]: h = 0.67, ΩM = 0.315, ΩΛ = 0.684,

Ωk = 0.0, ns = 0.965, σ8 = 0.811, w0 = −1.03 and
Neff = 2.99. All distances and scales are expressed in
physical (Mpc), rather than h−1Mpc, units.

WHY THE TWO-POINT CORRELATION OF HI
INTENSITY AND A CMB SECONDARY SIGNAL

IS NEGLIGIBLE

We show here that the cross-correlation between a pro-
jected CMB secondary signal, which has a broad redshift
kernel, and an HI intensity map, which has been cleaned
of foregrounds and thus lacking long-wavelength radial
modes, is negligible due to the lack of overlap in large-
scale radial modes. Specifically, we consider the cross-
correlation between the Hi intensity mapping signal and
the CMB lensing convergence signal in a periodic comov-
ing volume, Vp(zi) = χ2

i rν,i, spanning a redshift slice
centred at redshift zi, with width ∆z (∼ 0.5) correspond-
ing to a dimensionless bandwidth, ∆ν̃i, and subtending
a solid angle, Ωi, on the sky. Working in this “snapshot”
geometry [15, 41] we have χi and rν,i = χi/ν̃i (where
ν̃i = νi/ν21) defining the transverse and line-of-sight co-
moving distances, which project physical wavenumbers
within the volume to angular and radial wavenumbers as
k⊥ = ℓ/χi and k∥ = y/rν,i, respectively.
The angular Hi signal in this volume is given by [15]

δT21(ℓ, y; zi) = T̄b(zi)ZHI(k; zi) δm(k, zi)/Vp(zi),

where T̄b is the mean brightness temperature,

ZHI(k; zi) = b
(1)
HI(zi) + f(zi)µ

2
k includes the linear

bias and redshift space distortion terms that relate
the Hi density field to the underlying matter density
field, δm. The Hi signal is swamped by galactic and
extragalactic foregrounds [20] though these can be
filtered out by taking advantage of the smooth frequency
dependence of the foregrounds [22, 42] to recover the Hi
signal. However, the consequence of foreground filtering
is that low k∥ modes in the Hi signal are removed,
typically below a wavenumber k∥ ∼ 0.01 Mpc−1 [15].
The CMB lensing convergence, κ(θ) =

∫
dχκ(r), is

the projection of the matter density along the line-of-
sight [43], where κ(r) = Wκ(χ)δm(r) is given in terms
of the lensing convergence redshift kernel, Wκ(χ) =
3
2Ωm0(H0χ/c)

2(1 + z)
(

χ∗−χ
χ∗χ

)
, and χ∗ is the comoving

distance to the last scattering surface. We will find it
convenient to define the lensing contribution within the
redshift bin zi as κ(θ; zi) =

∫
dχκ(r; zi).

In harmonic space, the lensing convergence is given by

κ(ℓ) =

∫
dk∥

(2π)

∫
dχ eik∥χ Kκ(χ)

δm
(
ℓ/χ, k∥, z = 0

)
χ2

,

where Kκ(χ) = D(χ)Wκ(χ) and D is the growth func-
tion. The CMB lensing kernel has broad redshift sup-
port between today and last scattering, which means that
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FIG. 1: Hi -CMB lensing cross-correlation signal (solid lines)
as a function of angular wavenumber for three different values
of k∥,cut computed in the zi = 1.27 redshift bin. The corre-
sponding dashed lines show the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR)
for each case. In the inset plot, we show the CMB lensing
kernel in Fourier space, which rapidly falls off with increasing
k∥, and the nominal value of k∥,cut that we use in this paper.

most of the lensing signal is contained in low k∥ ∼ χ−1
∗

modes, as shown in the Figure 1 inset.
Note that our description of the CMB lensing signal

in terms of k∥ modes is approximate, due to evolution

within the broad redshift bin. However, K̃κ(k∥), the ra-
dial transform of Kκ(χ), is only used here for concep-
tual value and a more precise treatment would require a
light-cone decomposition into suitable angular and radial
modes.

The lensing convergence and Hi IM cross-correlation
spectrum in redshift bin zi is given by

CκδT21

S,i (ℓ, y) = T̄b(zi)ZHI(k; zi)Kκ

(
y

rν,i

) Pm,0

(
ℓ
χi
, y
rν,i

)
Vp(zi)/D(zi)

where Pm,0 is the matter power spectrum at redshift zero
and Kκ(y/rν,i) is the real part (due to the power spec-

trum symmetry) of K̃κ. The key point here is that the
lensing kernel is a function of y modes probed by the Hi
field, which do not include the lowest frequency modes
(k∥ ≲ k∥,cut) removed in the foreground cleaning pro-
cess. Indeed, in Figure 1 we see that for higher values of
k∥,cut the cross-spectrum is significantly reduced due to
the rapid fall-off in Kκ with increasing y.
We can quantify this loss of signal in terms of the re-

duced signal-to-noise for the CMB and Hi IM experi-
ments considered in this paper, specifically AdvACT [44]
and HIRAX [45], which will overlap over ∼ 15,000 deg2,
and defer the study of future surveys to a follow-up paper
[46]. HIRAX is a radio interferometer array of 6m dishes
currently under construction in South Africa, which will
measure the Hi intensity mapping signal in the 400-800
MHz band, while AdvACT was a 6m mm-wave telescope
operating in Chile that made arcminute resolution maps

of the CMB. The instrument and survey specifications
for these experiments given in Table I are used to specify
the power spectrum noise for each experiment. For the
Hi IM survey the noise is given by [15]

CδT21

N,i (ℓ, y) =
T 2
sys(ν̃i) Sareaλ

4

ν21 npol tobsFOV(ν̃i)A2
e n (u = ℓ/2π)

,

where Tsys is the system temperature, Sarea is the total

survey area, FOV ≈
(

λ
Ddish

)2

is the frequency-dependent

field of view, Ae is the dish collecting area, npol = 2 as
HIRAX will have dual polarization feeds, tobs = feff ttot is
the effective survey time, and n(u) is the baseline density
in uv coordinates. The CMB lensing noise is given by [47]

Cκ
N (ℓ) =

ℓ4

4

[∫
d2ℓ′

(2π)2
×

[ℓ′.ℓCEB
S (ℓ) + (ℓ− ℓ′).ℓCEB

S (|ℓ′ − ℓ|)]2 sin2(2ϕ)
CEB

tot (ℓ)C
EB
tot (|ℓ′ − ℓ|)

]−1

where CEB
tot (ℓ) = CEB

S (ℓ) + CEB
N (ℓ) and ϕ is the angle

between ℓ and ℓ−ℓ′. We only consider the EB estimator
since it provides a close to optimal reconstruction [48]
but will consider the full lensing constraining power of
more sensitive CMB surveys in a follow-up paper [46].

HIRAX Hi IM AdvACT CMB lensing

Sarea = 15,000 deg2 Sarea = 15,000 deg2

ttot =4yrs; feff = 0.5 Channel: 150 GHz

Bandwidth=0.4-0.8GHz Beam FWHM = 1.4 arcmin

Tsys = 50K Tmap = 7 µK-arcmin

Ndish = 1024; Ddish =6m Pmap = 10 µK-arcmin

TABLE I: Experimental specifications for the AdvACT [44]
and HIRAX [45] surveys considered in this paper.

The signal-to-noise ratio in redshift bin zi,

(SNRi)
2 =

∆ν̃iSarea

2

∫ ymax

ymin

dy

(2π)

∫ ℓmax

ℓmin

ℓdℓ

(2π)

Si(ℓ, y)
2

Vi(ℓ, y)
(1)

is obtained by integrating over independent transverse
and radial modes with relevant volume factors. For
the Hi IM-CMB lensing cross-correlation the integrand,
Si(ℓ, y)

2
/Vi(ℓ, y), is given by

CκδT21

S,i (ℓ, y)
2

CκδT21

S,i (ℓ, y)
2
+ [Cκ

S(ℓ) + Cκ
N (ℓ)]

[
CδT21

S,i (ℓ, y) + CδT21

N,i (ℓ, y)
] ,

where the lensing convergence and Hi IM angular power
spectra are given by

CδT21

S,i (ℓ, y) = T̄ 2
b (zi)Z

2
HI (k; zi)Pm (k, zi) / Vp(zi),

Cκ
S(ℓ) =

∫
dχWκ(χ)

2Pm(k, χ)

χ2
,
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FIG. 2: Binned signal-to noise ratio (SNR) in the k⊥-k∥ plane
for the z = 1.27 redshift bin. Top panel: SNR for the Hi power
spectrum measured by HIRAX. Bottom panel: SNR for the
cross-bispectrum measured by HIRAX and AdvACT.

and the Limber approximation is used for the CMB lens-
ing power spectrum expression. We restrict the ℓ and y
integration ranges used in this paper to the linear scales
accessible by the HIRAX HI and AdvACT CMB lensing
surveys, as described in more detail in [46]. Specifically,
we find that over the HIRAX redshift range, ℓmin varies
from about 60 to 100, ymin from about 90 to 120, ℓmax

from about 800 to 1100, and ymax from about 1400 to
2000. We note that our maximum wavenumber cut-offs
are chosen such that we restrict our analysis strictly to
the linear regime.

In Figure 1 we show the cumulative cross-correlation
SN in a given redshift bin as a function of angular modes
and integrated over all radial modes, for different fore-
ground cuts. We note that for k∥,cut = 0.01 Mpc−1 the
cross-correlation SNR drops by several orders of magni-
tude, thereby severely degrading its detectability.

A CROSS-BISPECTRUM ESTIMATOR TO
RECOVER THE CROSS-CORRELATION OF HI
INTENSITY MAPPING WITH CMB LENSING

We can recover the long wavelength Hi modes required
for the CMB lensing convergence cross-correlation by go-
ing to second order in the Hi field and taking advantage
of the fact that short wavelength modes are correlated
in the presence of a long wavelength mode [49–51]. This
density modulation effect results in small scale fluctua-
tions being correlated with the large scale Hi background
density, which is correlated with the CMB lensing conver-
gence. In the large-scale structure literature, this effect
has been well studied in terms of super-sample modes
that contribute to super-sample variance in galaxy sur-
veys (see [52] and references therein).

In order to recover this higher order correlation with
reasonable significance we require short wavelength Hi
modes that are well measured. This is the case for
HIRAX, as seen in the top panel of Figure 2, which
shows that Hi power spectrum modes in the range
0.05 ≲ k/Mpc−1 ≲ 0.15 are well measured, with
SNR ≳ 30 in (k∥,k⊥) bins of width 0.01Mpc−1. Here
the Hi power spectrum SNR is given by Equation
1, with SδT21

i (ℓ, y) = CδT21

S,i (ℓ, y) and VδT21
i (ℓ, y) =[

CδT21

S,i (ℓ, y) + CδT21

N,i (ℓ, y)
]2

. For reference, the lensing

convergence SNR is given by Equation 1, but with no
y and zi dependence, such that Sκ

i (ℓ) = Cκ
S(ℓ) and

Vκ
i (ℓ) = [Cκ

S(ℓ) + Cκ
N (ℓ)]

2
.

The cross-bispectrum estimator presented here relies
on gravity-induced higher order correlations between the
density field to recover the long-wavelength Hi modes
[49]. The bispectrum of first-order Gaussian fields
vanishes, so at second order, we have δT21(k; zi) =

δT
(1)
21 (k; zi) + δT

(2)
21 (k; zi)/T̄b(zi), where

δT
(2)
21 (k, χ) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3
Z

(2)
HI(q,k− q, χ)×

δT
(1)
21 (k− q, χ)

ZHI(k− q, χ)

δT
(1)
21 (q, χ)

ZHI(q, χ)
.

The second order redshift-space Hi kernel is given by
[49]

Z
(2)
HI(q,k− q, χ) =

1

2
b
(2)
HI(χ) +

1

2
f(χ)k∥ ×[

µ1

q1

(
b
(1)
HI(χ) + f(χ)µ2

2

)
+

µ2

q2

(
b
(1)
HI(χ) + f(χ)µ2

1

)]
+b

(1)
HI(χ)F2(q,k− q) + f(χ)

(
k∥

k

)2

G2(q,k− q)
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with

µ1 =
q∥
q1
, q1 = |q| ; µ2 =

k∥−q∥
q2

, q2 = |k− q|,

F2(k1,k2) =
5
7 + 2

7
(k1·k2)

2

k2
1 k2

2
+ 1

2
k1·k2

k1 k2

(
k1

k2
+ k2

k1

)
,

G2(k1,k2) =
3
7 + 4

7
(k1·k2)

2

k2
1 k2

2
+ 1

2
k1·k2

k1 k2

(
k1

k2
+ k2

k1

)
,

where the F2 kernel given in [49] has been corrected (see
e.g., [53]). For the Hi bias we use the redshift depen-

dent form for b
(1)
HI and b

(2)
HI from [54]. In the above we

ignore higher order non-linear corrections to Z
(2)
HI [49, 55]

as these effects are sub-dominant for the linear scales we
consider here and in the squeezed limit these terms, in-
cluding the tidal bias, vanish exactly [46]. As indicated
above, in this study we restrict ourselves to linear Hi and
CMB lensing modes that contribute to the bispectrum.

We choose to correlate the power spectrum of the local
Hi temperature field, the so-called position-dependent Hi
power spectrum,

P21(k; zi)|r =
1

VL
δT21 (k; zi)|r δT

∗
21 (k; zi)|r

in some volume, VL(zi) = L∥L
2
⊥ = Ωi∆ν̃iVp(zi), centred

at position r in redshift bin zi, with the mean density
of that volume, as traced by the CMB lensing conver-
gence field, κ. As discussed in [50], this correlation de-
fines an integrated bispectrum. The position-dependent
power spectrum probes coupling between large-scale and
small-scale modes by measuring the local power spec-
trum, which is correlated with the mean density in that
volume.

Here the local Hi field in the volume (up to second
order) is given by

δT21(k; zi)|r = VL

∫
d3k1
(2π)3

e−ik1·rW 21
L (k1)δT21 (k− k1; zi)

where we choose top-hat window functions in position
space, corresponding to sinc functions in harmonic space,
WL(q) = sinc(q). The average CMB lensing convergence
in the volume is obtained by transforming the lensing
convergence, κ(θ; zi), and taking the ℓ = 0 mode, which
gives

κ̄(zi)|r =
VLWκ(χi)

χ2
i

∫
d3q′

(2π)3
e−ir·q′

Wκ
L(q

′)δm(−q′; zi).

The correlation of the Hi position-dependent power
spectrum with the average CMB convergence within the
volume defines the Hi-Hi-κ cross-bispectrum

Bκ̄δT21δT21

S,i (ℓ, y; zi) = ⟨P21(k; zi)|r κ̄(zi)|r⟩ .

where the expectation value is taken over all sub-volumes
across the survey region in a given redshift bin. The Hi-
Hi-κ cross-bispectrum is dominated by squeezed config-
urations [50] for the large Hi wavenumbers of interest to

us. In [46] we derive the expression for the full cross-
bispectrum, but here we focus on its squeezed limit ana-
logue. We find that in the squeezed limit the Hi-Hi-κ
cross-bispectrum in redshift bin, zi, reduces to [46]

Bκ̄δT21δT21

S,i (ℓ, y) =
Ωi∆ν̃iWκ(χi)

χ2
i

P21(k, zi)

{
1 + f(χi)µ

2
k

2
×(

3− d logPm

d log k

)
+

b
(2)
HI(χi) +

(
4µ2

k − 2
) (

f(χi) + f2(χi)µ
2
k

)
b
(1)
HI(χi) + f(χi)µ2

k

}

×
∫

d3q

(2π)3
Wκ

L(q)W
21
L (q)Pm(q; zi).

As noted in the literature [50, 56], the squeezed-limit
bispectrum probes the linear response of the small-scale
power spectrum, P21, to the variance of the large-scale
fluctuations, captured by the integral over Pm, with the
response function for the Hi-Hi-κ cross-bispectrum given
in curly brackets above, and the overall normalisation set
by appropriate projection and volume factors.
The Hi-Hi-κ cross-bispectrum signal-to-noise ratio is

given by Equation 1, where Si(ℓ, y) = Bκ̄δT21δT21

S,i (ℓ, y; zi)

and Vi(ℓ, y) = 2VδT21
i (ℓ, y)Vκ

i (ℓ) is the variance. We have
found that the Gaussian contribution dominates the diag-
onal covariance, over the diagonal covariance term con-
taining the HI-κ two-point correlation, which we have
shown is negligible, and over the diagonal contributions
from the non-Gaussian ‘BB’ and ‘PT’ covariance terms,
which can be significant for squeezed bispectra [57–59].
These terms are smaller than the Gaussian covariance
term on large angular scales due to the Gaussian signal
term dominating, as can be seen in [57], and on small
angular scales due to the dominant lensing reconstruc-
tion and HI noise [46]. Off-diagonal contributions from
the ‘BB’ and ‘PT’ terms are also small relative to the
diagonal Gaussian contribution, but could affect cosmo-
logical parameter correlations in a nontrivial way. We
have perturbatively included the off-diagonal contribu-
tion from the ‘BB’ term (which dominates over the ‘PT’
term on the scales we are interested in) and found neg-
ligible changes to the parameter constraints presented in
the next section. A more detailed study of the cross-
bispectrum covariance is presented in [46].
From the bottom panel of Figure 2 we see that the

Hi-Hi-κ cross-bispectrum is detectable with high signifi-
cance, assuming HIRAX and AdvACT specifications, for
a large range of radial and transverse modes. This is true
even in the presence of the Hi foreground cut, unlike the
cross-power spectrum. Furthermore, it is evident from
the bottom panel of Figure 2 that the cross-bispectrum
estimator is fairly robust to the removal of foreground
modes since the SNR is mainly contributed by scales
outside the foreground wedge [60]. Even when a conser-
vative horizon-scale foreground wedge cut is applied we
find that the total SNR in the z = 1.27 bin only drops
by about 10% (from 156 to 139).
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PARAMETER FORECASTS

We forecast parameter constraints using the Fisher ma-
trix given by

Fab,i =
1

2
Sarea∆ν̃i

∫
d2ℓ

(2π)2

∫
dy

(2π)

∂paSi(ℓ, y)∂pb
Si(ℓ, y)

Vi(ℓ, y)

in redshift bin, zi [15, 61]. The signal spectra are
Si = {CδT21

S,i (ℓ, y), Cκ
S(ℓ), B

κ̄δT21δT21

S,i (ℓ, y)} and we use the
diagonal covariance Vi(ℓ, y) for each of the probes given
in the previous section. We combine constraints from
the different power spectra and bispectra signals, and in
different redshift bins, by adding the relevant Fisher ma-
trices, because the cross-probe covariances are negligible,
as argued above.

Given the Fisher matrix, Fab, the marginalised error
on parameter a is given by δpa =

√
(F−1)aa. We in-

clude Planck priors from the temperature and polariza-
tion power spectra (not including lensing) with all our
combined probes. The covariance between CMB lens-
ing and the temperature and polarization constraints is
negligible [62]. We pre-marginalize over τ in the Planck
priors.

Redshift-dependent quantities

We first vary the redshift-dependent quantities,

Abao, σ8, fΩHi, b
(1)
Hi ΩHi, b

(2)
Hi ΩHi, dA, and H, but focus on

constraints on f and σ8 below, marginalizing over the
other quantities in each redshift bin. We allow these func-
tions to vary in each redshift bin with their fiducial value
fixed by its functional form. The amplitude of the baryon
acoustic oscillations, Abao, we obtain by defining fbao(k)
such that P (k) = [1 +Abaofbao(k)]Psmooth(k) [15]. We
vary the amplitude of the matter power spectrum, σ8,
such that Pm(k) = (σ8/σ

fid
8 )2P fid

m (k). The linear growth
function is given by f(z) = Ωm(z)γ , where the growth
index parameter is γ = 0.55 for the ΛCDM model within
general relativity [63], which we use as our fiducial model.
The combination of the Hi intensity mapping and lens-
ing convergence is unable to constrain ΩHi independently,
hence the factor, ΩHi, is included in combination with
some of our parameters. The constraints in this section
include a k∥,cut foreground cut.
The top panel of Figure 3 shows the constraints on

fΩHI and σ8 in a single redshift bin (centred at z = 1.27)
from the Hi and lensing convergence power spectra and
the cross-bispectrum, where we have marginalized over
the bias parameters. The cross-bispectrum helps to break
the degeneracy between fΩHI and σ8 in the Hi power
spectrum, because the bispectrum signal contains added
information on σ8 from the CMB lensing contribution.
This contribution to the bispectrum signal adds a fourth
power dependence on σ8 in the bispectrum expression

FIG. 3: Forecast 1σ and 2σ constraints on f and σ8 (top
panel), and Ωm and σ8 (bottom panel), from HIRAX Hi and
AdvACT lensing, in the redshift bin centred at z = 1.27, for
different power spectrum and cross-bispectrum combinations.
This is one of four redshift bins spanning the HIRAX redshift
range. The bispectrum has a different degeneracy direction to
the Hi power spectrum in the f -σ8 plane. The lensing power
spectrum further constrains σ8.

versus the squared dependence on σ8 present in Hi auto-
correlation expression. The lensing power spectrum also
provides a constraint on σ8 that further helps to break
this degeneracy.

Measurements of f and σ8 have been reported in
[64, 65]. In these respective references, they combine
galaxy counts and galaxy-galaxy lensing to break the
f and σ8 degeneracy. The state-of-the-art constraints
from these measurements place an error of 0.22 on f and
0.06 on σ8. In contrast, our forecasts are 36 times bet-
ter on fΩHI and 300 times better on σ8 in the redshift
bin centred at z = 1.27. Our forecasts improve on these
measurements and the forecast constraints given in Ref.
[66] where the BOSS galaxy bispectrum and power spec-
trum have been used in combination to break the f -σ8

parameter degeneracy placing ∼ 4% errors on these pa-
rameters. More recent forecasts have been presented in
Refs. [67] and [68], where they combine the galaxy power
spectrum with phased redshift-space correlations or the
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galaxy bispectrum, respectively, to break the f -σ8 degen-
eracy, obtaining 3% and 1% errors on f and 0.5% and 1%
errors on σ8 respectively. We can achieve constraints of
1.6% on fΩHI and 0.2% on σ8 in the above redshift bin
by combining the bispectrum information with the Hi
power spectrum. Adding lensing and considering all four
redshift bins, z = (0.81, 0.95, 1.27, 1.95), reduces these
to sub-percent constraints of (0.8%, 0.75%, 0.6%, 0.7%)
on fΩHI and (0.023%, 0.031%, 0.02%, 0.038%) on σ8,
respectively.

ΛCDM parameters

The parameter set we consider for the vanilla ΛCDM
case is {Ωm, σ8, h, ns,Ωb}, where we marginalize over the
HI biases and Abao in each redshift bin, retaining con-
straints on f, dA, H and σ8. We use the width of the
Planck 2018 priors from the corresponding model [40].
For cosmological constraints, we introduce the dis-

tance scale parameters, α⊥ = Dfid
A (z)/DA(z) and α∥ =

H(z)/Hfid(z), [69], where the angular diameter distance,
DA, and the expansion rate, H, respectively, measure the
distance in the transverse and radial directions. We then
introduce distance scale parameters into our model by
re-scaling the harmonic wavenumbers such that ℓ → α⊥ℓ
and y → α∥y. We can then transform the Fisher ma-
trix with the implicit redshift dependent functions and
distance scale parameters, Fij , to the Fisher matrix con-
taining the cosmological parameters, F ′

ij , by[
F ′
ij

]
= [Mij ]

T
[Fij ] [Mij ] (2)

where Mij = ∂pi
/∂p′

j
is the transformation matrix. The

constraints on Ωm,0 and σ8,0, dropping the subscript ‘0’
hereafter, after marginalizing over the other parameters
are shown in the bottom panel of Figure 3. The Ωm-
σ8 figure of merit [70] for this constraint is FOMΩmσ8 =
80000. This can be compared to the DES Y3 constraints,
which have FOMΩmσ8

∼ 2000− 3000 for DES data alone
and FOMΩmσ8

∼ 34041 for the DES Y3 3x2pt analysis
combined with external data [70]. We would therefore
improve by a factor of two over current constraints.

The errors on the ΛCDM parameters are shown in Ta-
ble II. The constraint on Ωm can be converted to a con-
straint on ΩΛ. The biggest improvements from HI data
alone are for σ8 and ns, although constraints on Ωm and h
also improve. Adding the bispectrum and lensing power
spectrum makes the most significant difference to σ8 and
ns. These constraints include a k∥,cut foreground cut.

Dark Energy Equation of State

In addition to the ΛCDM parameters we now in-
clude a parameterization of a varying dark energy equa-
tion of state [71, 72], w = w0 + wa(1 − a), where

Ωm σ8 h ns ωb

Planck 0.0074 0.0060 0.0054 0.0042 0.00015

HIRAX Hi + Planck 0.0041 0.00073 0.0031 0.0012 0.00012

Combined + Planck 0.0022 0.00020 0.0017 0.00059 0.00011

TABLE II: Marginalized 68% cosmological parameter fore-
casts for the HI power spectrum and the combined constraint,
that includes, in addition, the CMB lensing power spectrum
and HI-CMB lensing cross-bispectrum, all with Planck priors.

FIG. 4: Forecast 1σ and 2σ constraints on w0 and wa from
HIRAX Hi and AdvACT lensing for different power spec-
trum and cross-bispectrum combinations. Top panel: Flat
w0waCDM model with fixed ΩK = 0. Bottom panel: Non-
flat w0waCDM model, marginalizing over ΩK .

a is the scale factor. We vary the parameter set
{w0, wa,Ωm, σ8, h, ns, ωb}, where we marginalize over the
HI biases in each redshift bin. We again incorporate
Planck 2018 priors.

In Table III we quote the marginalised errors on a sub-
set of cosmological parameters, assuming Planck priors.
We again see significant improvement in the parame-
ter forecasts by combining all probes compared to the
HI case. These constraints include a k∥,cut foreground
cut and a wedge cut, showing that our estimator is in-
deed robust to foregrounds, because small-scale HI modes
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contribute most to the cross-bispectrum SNR. We have
confirmed that the results without a k∥,cut foreground
cut are only marginally (∼ 0.1%) better. The combined
cross-bispectrum probes are able to constrain dark en-
ergy equation of state parameters w0 and wa at the 1.4%
and 6% level, respectively, without curvature, and at
the 2.2% and 9% level, respectively, when varying cur-
vature. The current state-of-the-art constraints obtained
from the eBOSS cosmology analysis, combined with con-
straints from Planck, Pantheon SNe Ia and DES Y1 on
dark energy equation of state parameters are 7% and 50%
constraints on w0 and wa, respectively [73].

Figure 4 shows the marginalized forecasts for the dark
energy equation of state parameters, where we have
quoted constraints on ΩΛ in place of Ωm. The top panel
shows the dark energy constraints if the curvature ΩK is
fixed to its fiducial value rather than marginalized over.
The constraints on dark energy are not severely degraded
when ΩK is varied. As seen in the bottom panel of Figure
4, the dark energy FoM of ∼ 500 (Hi power spectrum and
bispectrum) and ∼ 700 (all probes combined) improves
significantly on current constraints, even without prior
knowledge of curvature.

Combining the auto-correlation probes with the cross-
bispectrum produces tighter parameter constraints as
there is a slight offset in the w0−wa degeneracy directions
between the probes, caused by the differing contributions
of growth and distance scale parameters to each probe.
The cross-bispectrum helps break CMB lensing degen-
eracies, improving CMB lensing constraints by a factor
of two on w0, wa, and ΩΛ in the flat model and on ΩK in
the curved model.

Our combined dark energy constraints are competitive
with other large-scale structure forecasts such as SKA
[74], and DESI [75], where we note that our combined
figure of merit is larger by at least a factor of 3. Fore-
casts on joint SKA1-Mid surveys with Planck priors [74]
yield a 7% and 34% constraint on these parameters, re-
spectively. Forecasts for DESI [76] place a 1% error on
wp, the pivot value for w(a). Forecasts for Euclid [77] in-
cluding Planck and future CMB lensing priors, which are
the most competitive with our constraints, quote 2.1%
and 7.3% flat-model constraints on w0 and wa, respec-
tively, with curved model constraints at the 2.1% and
8.6% level.

DISCUSSION

In this paper we have developed a new cross-
bispectrum estimator that recovers correlations between
HI intensity mapping surveys and projected cosmolog-
ical fields like CMB secondary anisotropies, which are
negligible for the cross-power spectrum due to removal
of foreground modes in the 21cm maps. We have ap-
plied this estimator to the cross-correlation between HI

ΩK ΩΛ w0 wa h

HIRAX Hi + Planck – 0.0022 0.025 0.09 0.0022

AdvACT lensing + Planck – 0.0041 0.028 0.11 0.0027

Combined + Planck – 0.0020 0.014 0.06 0.0021

HIRAX Hi + Planck 0.0037 0.0058 0.031 0.13 0.0044

AdvACT lensing + Planck 0.0063 0.0062 0.039 0.11 0.0056

Combined + Planck 0.0031 0.0056 0.022 0.09 0.0042

TABLE III: Marginalized 68% cosmological parameter fore-
casts for the HI power spectrum, the CMB lensing power
spectrum and the combined constraint, that includes, in ad-
dition to these two power spectra, the HI-CMB lensing cross-
bispectrum. All forecasts include Planck priors.

intensity mapping and CMB lensing, and studied the
cross-bispectrum detectability and resulting cosmological
parameter constraints, specifically for HIRAX and Ad-
vACT. We found that the cross-bispectrum is detected
with high significance and provides complementary infor-
mation to the HI IM auto and CMB lensing power spectra
that breaks degeneracies between key cosmological pa-
rameters. When combined with these probes, it provides
cosmological parameter constraints that are very compet-
itive with future surveys, in particular on the dark energy
equation of state, the growth function and amplitude of
small-scale fluctuations. Moreover, we established that
the HI-CMB lensing cross-bispectrum is robust to fore-
ground removal, including the removal of wedge modes,
as it relies primarily on well-measured small-scale line-
of-sight HI modes, which HIRAX will provide.

In addition to constraints on the standard cosmologi-
cal parameters, the bispectrum also provides competitive
constraints on extended model parameters beyond the
w0waCDM model considered above, which we explore in
more detail in [46]. Here, we extend the w0waΩKCDM
model to include the sum of neutrino masses as a pa-
rameter that we vary in the Fisher matrix, and find a
1-σ constraint on the neutrino mass sum of 5.5 meV.
This is very competitive with combined bispectrum and
power spectrum constraints from future large-scale struc-
ture and CMB surveys, or multi-tracer power spectrum
constraints from these surveys. In [78] they forecast a 16
meV neutrino mass constraint using CMB-S4 combined
with a DESI BAO survey, while power spectrum forecasts
from a multi-tracer HI IM and CMB survey constrains
the neutrino mass at 11 meV [79], in models with a more
restricted parameter set. This indicates that the cross-
bispectrum is a powerful probe of cosmology in combi-
nation with its corresponding auto spectra, and will be
even more so [46] if one uses future Hi IM surveys e.g.
PUMA [80] and CMB lensing surveys e.g. from Simons
Observatory (SO) and CMB-S4 (S4) [81, 82].

There are a few assumptions we have made in this pa-
per that could be explored further. We have restricted
our analysis to linear scales but there is additional infor-
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mation in nonlinear modes beyond these scales, however,
the modelling and interpretation become more compli-
cated. Apart from the second-order bias correction, we
have ignored non-linear corrections to the HI signal, in-
cluding the non-local tidal term, but we include these
terms in a follow-up paper [46], where we show that, un-
der the squeezed approximation, these higher-order terms
vanish. Including nonlinear modes also necessitates a
more detailed modelling of the signal covariance terms.
For simplicity, we have only considered the squeezed limit
of the cross-bispectrum. In principle, more information
exists in other bispectrum configurations but in [51] the
authors have shown that the squeezed limit dominates
the information content of the cross-bispectrum. We have
used a specific model for the HI bias from [54] but could
explore the impact of other models for the HI bias.

There are various future avenues of research related to
the HI cross-bispectrum correlation with CMB or LSS
probes. In a follow-up paper [46], we study the bispec-
trum signal and covariance in detail, and consider how
well future HI IM surveys, such as SKA and PUMA, and
future CMB lensing surveys such as SO and S4, will mea-
sure the HI-CMB lensing cross-bispectrum and constrain
parameters, including constraints on non-standard cos-
mological parameters such as primordial non-gaussianity,
the sum of neutrino masses, and modified gravity models.
In a separate paper [83], we study the HI-CMB lensing
cross-bispectrum signal in the epoch of reionisation. We
also leave for future work studies of HI bispectrum cross-
correlations with other large-scale structure probes, such
as photometric galaxy and cosmic shear surveys [84], and
CMB secondary signals such as the Sunyaev-Zel’dovich
effect [85] and the cosmic infrared background [86].
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[38] N. G. Karaçaylı and N. Padmanabhan, Monthly Notices
of the Royal Astronomical Society 486, 3864 (2019).

[39] H.-M. Zhu, T.-X. Mao, and U.-L. Pen, The Astrophysical
Journal 929, 5 (2022).

[40] N. Aghanim, Y. Akrami, M. Ashdown, J. Aumont,
C. Baccigalupi, M. Ballardini, A. Banday, R. Barreiro,
N. Bartolo, S. Basak, et al., Astronomy & Astrophysics
641, A6 (2020).

[41] K. M. Smith, M. S. Madhavacheril, M. Münchmeyer,
S. Ferraro, U. Giri, and M. C. Johnson, arXiv preprint
arXiv:1810.13423 (2018).

[42] X. Wang, M. Tegmark, M. G. Santos, and L. Knox, The
Astrophysical Journal 650, 529 (2006).

[43] A. Lewis and A. Challinor, Physics Reports 429, 1
(2006).

[44] S. W. Henderson, R. Allison, J. Austermann, T. Baildon,
N. Battaglia, J. A. Beall, D. Becker, F. De Bernardis,
J. R. Bond, E. Calabrese, et al., Journal of Low Tempera-
ture Physics 184, 772–779 (2016), ISSN 1573-7357, URL
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10909-016-1575-z.

[45] L. Newburgh, K. Bandura, M. Bucher, T.-C. Chang,
H. Chiang, J. Cliche, R. Davé, M. Dobbs, C. Clarkson,
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