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Abstract: We conducted a review of the fundamental aspects of describing and detecting
the Baryon Acoustic Oscillation (BAO) feature in galaxy surveys, emphasizing the optimal
tools for constraining this probe based on the type of observation. Additionally, we included
new results with two spectroscopic datasets to determine the best-fit model for the power
spectrum, P (k). Using the framework described in a previous analysis, we applied this to a
different sub-sample of the BOSS survey, specifically galaxies with redshifts 0.3 < z < 0.65.
We also examined the eBOSS dataset with redshifts 0.6 < z < 1.0, adjusting the number
of parameters in the traditional polynomial fit to account for the higher redshift range.
Our results showed that the dilation scale parameter α derived from the BOSS dataset had
smaller error bars compared to the eBOSS dataset, attributable to the larger number of
luminous red galaxies (LRGs) in the BOSS sample. We also compared our findings with
other surveys such as WiggleZ, DES Y6, and DESI III, noting that photometric surveys
typically yield larger error bars due to their lower precision. The DESI III results were in
good agreement with ours within 1σ, with most bins close to unity. The variation of α with
respect to the redshift is an unresolved issue in the field, appearing in both three-dimensional
and angular tomographic analyses.
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1 Introduction
The cosmological standard model states that the universe was hot and dense in the past and has been
expanding since then. During this early epoch, matter was completely ionised and tightly coupled to
radiation, which is relativistic matter. As the Universe expanded and cooled down, matter arranged
itself in neutral atoms in the so-called recombination process and decoupled from radiation.

The imprinted pattern left by the sound waves in the baryon-photon fluid on the last scattered
photons is observed today as the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB). Such waves are characterised
by compression imposed gravitationally by baryons and expansion due to the pressure carried by photons
that, due to their high temperatures in the primordial universe, acted like a fluid. Only after the
decoupling from radiation could the baryonic matter fall into the gravitational potential of Cold Dark
Matter (CDM), and the structures continued to grow to form today’s observable universe with clusters
of galaxies. The last known phase of evolution is the accelerating expansion due to the domination of
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dark energy (Λ) whose equation of state is a constant. The ΛCDM model describes the evolution of the
universe from a hot dense period to the cooler state observed today.

Before decoupling, small perturbations, due to quantum fluctuations amplified by inflation, trav-
elled through the baryon-photon fluid as sound waves. After decoupling, the sound speed in the baryon
fluid effectively went to zero due to negligible pressure, and the wavefronts were frozen as a pattern in the
cosmic structure. The maximum distance travelled by these waves is the sound horizon rs. The sound
horizon at the drag epoch is called rs, the scale on which the pressure of photons no longer overcomes
the baryon gravitational instability. If we consider the ΛCDM model with the inflationary scenario, we
have rs ≈ 150 Mpc. This is the Baryon Acoustic Oscillations (BAO) scale, where the photon instability
can no longer deter the baryons gravitational force [37], [50].

Two statistical methods to detect the BAO scale are the two-point correlation function and its
Fourier transform, the power spectrum [36]. The two-point correlation function measures the excess
probability of finding a pair of galaxies separated by a given distance, while the power spectrum assesses
the contributions of the energy density inhomogeneities on different scales [18]. The BAO scale appears
as a bump in the two-point correlation function and as a series of wiggles in the matter power spectrum.

The first detection from a relatively large survey was made by [20]. The data comprised the first
sample of Luminous Red Galaxies (LRG) from the Sloan Digital Sky Server (SDSS). The detection shown
was the first evidence using the two-point correlation function, and the result indicated the position of the
BAO peak at z = 0.35, the effective redshift of the sample. At the same time, the 2dF Galaxy Redshift
Survey (2dFGRS) [14] found the BAO signal using the power spectrum, and they showed the results to
constrain the matter content in the universe using this type of probe for the first time.

[51] used the power spectra of the same data set from [20] and compared the findings to the
Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) [26], which detected the acoustic scale through the
Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) power spectra. The LRG proved to agree with some of the
WMAP’s cosmological constraints. It is important to note that, although the power spectrum is the
Fourier transform of the correlation function and would carry the same information in theory, this is not
exactly the case for the observations since we cannot access all scales.

The current state of the art in CMB measurements is the successor of the WMAP, the Planck
satellite [40]. This measurement combined with the most precise measurements of BAO using LRG from
SDSS DR12 [44], [52], and [9]; each with effective redshifts 0.38, 0.51, and 0.61.

The matter power spectrum estimator was proposed by [21], it uses the galaxy density field which
is a function of the galaxy’s and random catalog’s number density. This method relies on the weighted
galaxy fluctuation field F (r⃗). To optimise the power spectrum estimator, a weight function w(r⃗) is
introduced. These weights are constructed to get the least biased mean number density n̄(r⃗).

An error term appears in the power spectrum estimation from [21], the shot noise. The pattern
expected to represent the BAO echo will only be detected if there is a sufficient number of targets. As
the number of galaxies increases, the echo becomes clearer. The shot noise error decreases as the number
of galaxies increases, making it sensitive to the volume of the survey.

This work covers various aspects of finding the BAO. We divided in a reviewing part and new results
from a different sub-sample never used before. The first consists of 993,228 galaxies with a redshift range
of 0.3 < z < 0.65, while the second has 174, 816 galaxies with 0.6 < z < 1.0. We provide the steps
to obtain the galaxy power spectrum using the SDSS-III DR12 and DR16 catalogs. We performed the
analysis with nbodykit’s [25] open source code to compute the power spectrum. The BAO distance is
obtained with [6] similar methodology, in which we find the scale parameter α and compare it with those
found in the different redshift bins from other publications.

The study is organised as follows. In section 2, we introduce the equations that describe the BAO
from the ΛCDM model. Next, in section 3 we describe some observables and estimators of the BAO
feature. In section 4, we explain the reasons and uses of mock catalogs. Then, we give the details of the
methods and the results to compute P(k) with BOSS and eBOSS in section 6 and 7, respectively. Finally,
we conclude in section 8.
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Figure 1: BAO representation from point sources. Each point can be thought of as a galaxy. The blue
ones are found in the BAO feature, while the white ones are clustered due to Dark Matter after decoupling
from photons.

2 Theoretical background
In the ΛCDM model, the formation of the LSS was possible due to inhomogeneities that grew to the
observed structure in the universe. Inflation was a period of accelerated expansion that could explain
how quantum fluctuations stretched to form the inhomogeneities capable of growing and forming galaxies
and galaxy clusters. The theory was developed by [24] and today has its sophistication in detail in [8].

The perturbed continuity equation and the Euler equation combined lead to the result of a photon-
baryon fluid, represented by the subscript γb, we obtain

1

4
δ′′γb +

1

4

R′

1 +R
δ′γb +

1

4
k2c2sδγb = Fk , (1)

Fγb ≡ −k2

3
+

R′

1 +R
Φ′

b +Φ′′
b , (2)

c2s =
1

3(1 +R)
, (3)

R ≡ 3ρb
4ργ

, (4)

where Fk, defined in Eq. (2), and acts as a driving term, cs is the sound speed as in Eq. (3) and R is
the baryon-photon ratio written in Eq. (4).

Eq. (2) shows the relation between photons and baryons during a tight coupling epoch. When
cs varies slowly (2) becomes a forced oscillator. Such coupling is sufficient for the photon-baryon fluid
to oscillate as a sound wave. This oscillation is between under-dense and dense regions of photons and
baryons as a spherical wave. Even though dark matter is also present at z ≈ 1000, its interaction is
essentially gravitational, thus it remains at the centre of the oscillation. The solution of (2) is

1

4
δγb = Aγb(η) +Bγb(η)cos(krs) + Cγb(η)sin(krs) , (5)
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where rs is the sound horizon. Aγb, Bγb, and Cγb are coefficients which vary slowly with η, in which Aγb

represents the perturbation being outside the centre of the spherical wave. After decoupling, the diffusion
of the photons left a pressure on the system and shells of baryons were released. The first shell released
has a characteristic scale, rs and it represents the sound wave travelling from η = 0 until some conformal
time η,

rs =

∫ η

0

csdη. (6)

With R ≈ 0, cs = 1/
√
3 thus, rs = csη. As η increases R increases following the equation

R(η) =
3

4
fb(1−Rν)

−1 zeq
z(η)

, (7)

where zeq is the redshift at equality between matter and radiation (1+ zeq = Ωm0/Ωr0), fb = ρb/ρm and
Rν = ρν/ρr.

By rewriting the Friedmann equation in terms of aeq as written as

H2 =
1

2
H2

eq

[(aeq
a

)3
+
(aeq

a

)4]
, (8)

if we integrate it in terms of conformal time the result is

a(η)

aeq
= (2

√
2− 2)

(
η

ηeq

)
+ (1− 2

√
2 + 2)

(
η

ηeq

)2

. (9)

The use of equations (9), (3), (4), and (6) leads to rs(η), written below. The sound horizon at
the drag epoch corresponds to rs(ηdrag) when baryons were free from Compton drag. In other words,
photons no longer deter the gravitational force from baryons,

rs(η) =
3

4

√(
6

Req

)
ln

(√
1 +R(η) +

√
R(η) +Req

1 +
√
Req

)
. (10)

If we consider the ΛCDM model with the inflationary scenario, zdrag ≈ 1000, thus rs(zdrag) ≈ 150 Mpc.
This is the BAO scale, at zdrag photons’ instabilities can no longer deter the gravitational force from
baryons.

The BAO feature is imprinted in the LSS as the frozen last spherical wave-front with radius
rs ≃ 150 Mpc. This can be observed in galaxy surveys because due to that wavefront, galaxies have a
preferred scale to cluster in the shape of this feature. An example is shown in Figure 1, the dots represent
one galaxy, and the blue signals are the BAO with their characteristic shape. In the centre of each BAO,
there is the clustering of galaxies due to Dark Matter after decoupling from radiation.

3 Observables and estimators

3.1 Two point correlation function
In order to pursue evidence of the previous results, we need to estimate the number of objects clustered
in the observable sky. For that we require an estimator which measures excess or lack of clustering.

Considering N points in a volume V , its number density is n = N/V . In order to describe the
distributions of points better, let us consider the infinitesimal volume dV , thus, ndV is the average
numbers in an infinitesimal volume. Taking the separation of a pair of points, rab one can find the
average number of pairs in the volumes dVa and dVb, which is dNab,

dNab = ⟨dnadnb⟩ = n2dVadVb[1 + ξ(rab)]. (11)

Eq. (11) shows the average in a pair ab with the two point correlation function ξ(rab), [4]. If ξ is
zero, the distribution of particles is described by a Poisson distribution and the average of pairs is the
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same as the product of the average of the two volumes separately, ⟨dnadnb⟩ = ⟨dna⟩⟨dnb⟩. Therefore,
the particles are uncorrelated and perfectly represent a Poissonian density field (δ). On the other hand,
when the particles show correlation, ξ is different than zero, [4]. The correlation function depends on the
separation of the pairs and can be written as

ξab =
dNab

n2dVadVb
− 1 = ⟨δ(ra)δ(rb)⟩ . (12)

Eq. (12) means that there is an excess probability of finding a pair separated by the distance rab
in a distribution. The most practical way of obtaining it is setting ndVa = 1 and rewrite Eq. (12) to get

ξab =
dN

ndV
− 1. (13)

Real data comes with discrete values of the position of galaxies. One must use an unbiased
estimator with minimum variance, which describes the pair counts. The optimal estimator was proposed
by Landy and Szalay (1993) [31]. The Landy-Szalay estimator estimator has the following form:

ξLS =

(
Nrand

Ndata

)2
DD(rab)

RR(rab)
− 2

Nrand

Ndata

DR(rab)

RR(rab)
+ 1 . (14)

The estimator is made of the number of pairs in the real catalog, DD, the random one, RR, and
the galaxy-random pair DR. RR is a pair of an artificial galaxy catalog that forms a Poisson sampling,
it is distributed in the same boundaries as the real catalog.

Nrand is the number of galaxies in the random catalog, while Ndata is the number of galaxies in
the real catalog, they are inserted in order to normalize the pair counts when the catalogs have different
size. Moreover, the lack of distribution of real data could lead to a poor representation of the BAO echo,
it then is advantageous to have Nrand > Ndata.

3.2 Matter Power Spectrum
It is possible to obtain the matter distribution of the universe by either calculating the matter power
spectrum or the correlation function. As δ has zero average, it is convenient to carry statistics of quadratic
functions. The quadratic functions of the perturbations(δ) are called power spectrum P (k), which are
simply the variances(⟨δ(k⃗)δ(k⃗′)⟩) of the Fourier modes.

The variance can be written as follows:

⟨δ(k⃗)δ(k⃗′)⟩ = (2π)3δ(3)(k⃗ − k⃗′)P (k) . (15)

The reader should note that δ(k⃗) should lead to P (k⃗); however, when considering isotropy these
quantities should depend on the module of the vectors k⃗ and r⃗. Furthermore, the power spectrum is the
Fourier transform of the correlation function, which is

P (k) =

∫
ξ(r⃗)e−ir⃗·⃗kdV =

∫
ξ(r)e−ir·kdV . (16)

The power spectrum and ξ are equivalent to each other in theory. However, in terms of observa-
tional data, they are not the same, since the estimators are susceptible to the errors of the observations
and we do not have access to all scales. The two-point correlation function measures the excess prob-
ability of finding a pair of galaxies separated by some distance, while the power spectrum assesses the
contributions of δ on different scales.

In the physical world, the BAO is a 3D feature, but when the power spectrum monopole is used,
one can extract the 1D information of the BAO. The isotropic, one-dimensional version of the scale, DV ,
was described by [20]. Depending on where to look at the literature, DV is called the dilation scale or
1D BAO scale or isotropic BAO distance, and is given by

DV (z) =

[
(1 + z)2DA(z)

2 cz

H(z)

]1/3
, (17)

where z is the redshift, DA(z) is the angular diameter distance, and H(z) is the Hubble parameter.
DV (z) can be thought of as a geometric mean of the distances in independent directions in 3D space, two
transverse and one along line-of-sight.
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3.3 Angular quantities
Instead of analysing the BAO feature as a three-dimensional probe, one can observe its transverse to the
line-of-sight scale. The relation between an angular power spectrum and the matter power spectrum is
written as follows:

CA,B
ℓ =

2

π

∫
dkk2P (k)∆ℓ(k)∆ℓ(k), (18)

where ∆ℓ(k) is
∆ℓ(k) = ⟨δδ∗⟩. (19)

These terms depend on the cosmological parameters of interest.

w(θ) = ⟨δ(n̂)δ(n̂′)⟩ (20)

here n̂ · n̂′ = θ, the angular separation between a pair of objects. δ(n̂), δ(n̂′) are the density
fluctuations in of a particular pixel n̂. Using properties of spherical harmonics,

δ(n̂) =
∑
ℓm

aℓmYℓm(Θ,Φ). (21)

aℓm are multipole moments. Because the angular power spectrum is Cℓ =
∑ℓ

m=−ℓ |aℓm|2/(2ℓ + 1), its
Fourier transform is written as

wij(θ) =
∑
ℓ

(2ℓ+ 1)

4π
Cij

ℓ Pℓ(cos θ), (22)

3.4 Galaxy bias
Galaxies are a good representation of baryonic matter, but we are ultimately interested in the CDM
distribution which is not directly observable via electromagnetic signals. A way of compensating for the
lack of information is the introduction of a quantity to estimate the difference between the two types
of matter. The galaxy bias b was introduced to estimate the distribution of galaxies in terms of total
matter. The concept was introduced by Kaiser (1984) [27]. Once galaxies and CDM are not the same,
the matter power spectrum of galaxies needs this estimation.

The power spectrum of galaxies can be written as

Pg = b2Pδm , (23)

b is the galaxy bias and it implies that the galaxy density is not exactly equal to the matter density since
the galaxies tend to form in regions of higher CDM density. The same can be implied in the two-point
correlation function ξ:

b2 =
ξg
ξm

. (24)

The galaxy bias is a statistical relation destined to indicate whether the mean galaxy density(n̄g(r))
is linearly proportional to the matter-energy density(ρm(r)). If b < 1, galaxies are less clustered than
dark matter. The equation with such a relation is written as

δg(r) ≡
ng(r)
n̄g

− 1 = bδ(r) = b

(
ρm(r)
ρ̄m

− 1

)
, (25)

where ng(r) is the galaxy number density within a radius r, n̄g is the mean number density.
There are more sophisticated models in the literature, including a possible variation with redshift.

In this work, we will consider the simplest description, with a constant bias.
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4 Mock catalogs
Surveys have their own characteristics, either because of their precision or because of the type of objects
used. Each analysis carries the necessity to validate their methods. To do so, we need a model, like
any physics phenomenon. In the case of surveys, the perfect model would be the impossible task of
simulating the formation of the universe and the LSS. The closest we can get to such a task is through
N-body simulations.

The universe’s four fundamental forces are not well understood yet, even though there is strong
evidence for them, with solid experiments to prove them. However, their role in each phase of the
formation of the LSS is too complex to be carried in a numerical simulation. N-body simulations try to
find the closest to a simulated universe by accounting mostly for dark matter’s contribution to the LSS.

Assuming CDM as the main species in the universe, it is simple to reduce the Friedman equations
to a final equation of motion [7]. Modern simulations also take advantage of observations made in the last
decades. The Millennium Simulation [49] is the main example of the combination of increasing knowledge
with models, simulating 2, 1603 dark matter particles from redshift z = 127 to z = 0.

To validate the algorithms that detect BAO in surveys, we require a good representation of a survey
from simulations. The N-body simulations do not have galaxy bias due to their dark matter construction,
so it is important to construct mock catalogues from the N-body simulations using functions that mimic
the properties of real surveys.

An important "biasing" effect is the position of the observer. Depending on the location of the
observer, whether in a rich galaxy cluster or not. This was described at [13] for the 2dF mock catalog.

The mocks for the SDSS-III generation were built from the MultiDark Simulations [30]. The
MultiDark Patchy Mocks [29] presents an accurate galaxy bias, growth of structures, and RSDs which
resulted in accurate BAO reconstruction.

For the SDSS-IV generation, the SDSS Collaboration chose less computationally expensive mock
sets. The LRG, QSO, and ELG mocks are made from the effective Zel’Dovich approximation mock
(EZmock) algorithm based on the Z’eldovich approximation [54] described at [55].

5 Spectroscopic and photometric surveys
The spectroscopic redshift (z) is based on the actual frequency shift in the lines of the spectrum emitted
from any source. They offer precise measurements of the redshift, providing crucial results for cosmo-
logical analysis. The light passes through slits that ensure a limit to the number of spectra detected.
Spectrographs split light from sources into many frequencies and then send them to a photo-detector.
Splitting the light and the reflection from the mirrors of the telescope makes faint objects difficult to
observe, so they usually need a longer exposure time to be measured.

The first detection of BAO was made by [19]. The data comprised the first sample of Luminous
Red Galaxies (LRG) from the Sloan Digital Sky Server (SDSS) spectroscopic survey. The evidence was
collected through the two-point correlation function, and the result indicated the position of the BAO
peak at z = 0.35, the effective redshift of the sample. At the same time, the 2dF Galaxy Redshift Survey
(2dFGRS) [14] found the BAO signal using the 3D power spectrum, being the first results with matter
content in the universe using this type of probe.

Since then, the SDSS cumulative mission has observed more objects. The latest results were from
SDSS-IV Data Release 17 (DR17) [2]. The Extended Baryon Oscillation Spectroscopic Survey (eBOSS)
sample includes LRG, emission line galaxies (ELG), and quasi-stellar objects (QSO). The DR16 [53]
results of LRG and ELG for z = 0.77 found an angular diameter distance of DA/rs = 18.85± 0.38.

The WiggleZ Dark Energy Survey is another spectroscopic survey of ELG [17]. [10] obtained the
DA = 1205± 114, 1380± 95, 1534± 107 Mpc for z = 0.44, 0.6 and 0.73.

Due to the nature of the BAO signal, it is important to have as many galaxies as possible to
constrain the feature. Photometric surveys have the advantage of collecting large samples of old galaxies.

Photometric observations are collected from filters sensitive to certain wavelengths. Each object
observed has a flux/magnitude value for each filter. This is called the photometry of an object. The
information is then used to estimate the redshift of each object called the photometric redshift (photo-z).
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Figure 2: BAO representation from point sources measured by photometric redshift. Each point can be
thought of as a galaxy. The blue ones are found in the BAO feature, while the white ones are clustered
due to Dark Matter after decoupling from photons.

However, photometric redshifts (photo-z) are not as precise as spectroscopic measurements due to
the reliability of integrated fluxes from the filters and a representative spectroscopic sample [45], used
to train the photo-z algorithms. This leads to redshift uncertainties. Usually, a survey’s accuracy is
σ = σsurvey(1 + z), the Dark Energy Survey (DES) uncertainty is about σ ∼ 0.03(1 + z) [15].

High redshift uncertainties weaken the BAO signal in the line of sight. The BAO feature is smeared
by photometric redshift, this is illustrated in Figure 2. The exact positions of the galaxies are now fuzzy
because the photo-zs could be underestimated or overestimated. An example of this problem is shown
in Figure 3. in white there are sources from spectroscopic surveys and in blue, the same sources from
the Dark Energy Survey (DES) Year 3 BAO sample [43]. The spectroscopic information was matched
with the VIMOS Public Extragalactic Redshift Survey Data Release 2 (PDR-2) [48] both W1 and W4
equatorial fields, DEEP2 Galaxy Redshift Survey [35], VIMOS VLT Deep Survey (VVDS) [32], and the
SDSS eBOSS LRG pCMASS [53]. We see that the galaxies do not match the photo-z to their respective
precise spec-z. Thankfully, the BAO is a three-dimensional feature, the transverse part is not impacted
by the redshift uncertainty. The usual solution is to use angular clustering to find the BAO scale either
the two-point angular correlation function or the angular power spectrum.

6 Constraining the BAO in 3D

6.1 Data and mocks
The data used for this work are the DR12 from the SDSS, which includes an LSS catalog of BOSS
spectroscopic observations. These observations were obtained through two target selections: the LOWZ
sample targets luminous red galaxies with z < 0.4 and CMASS targets massive galaxies with 0.4 < z <
0.7, [41]. We used both LOWZ and CMASS v5 , comprising a total number of galaxies observed is 993,228
with 0.3 < z < 0.65.

0BOSS data: https://data.sdss.org/sas/dr12/boss/lss/
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Figure 3: Example of photometric redshift estimation. In white, there are sources from spectroscopic
surveys and in blue, the same sources from the Dark Energy Survey (DES) Year 3 BAO sample [43].
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In order to calculate the power spectrum covariance matrix, we need simulations of the BOSS
dataset. Each simulation, called mock catalog, represents a simulated universe that is distributed in the
sky as the real data, assuming a fiducial cosmological model and with the same redshift distribution.
Here, the set used combines CMASS and LOWZ. The data is available in the FITS format which is
what is required for nbodykit’s environment, while the mocks are in the CSV format, which needs to be
converted before use.

We used 500 mocks from [29, 42], the MultiDark-Patchy mocks. The same random set for both
Northern (NGC) and Southern (SGC) Galactic Caps was used for all simulations, 50 times the size of
the mocks. The catalogs were generated with the following cosmological parameters consistent to [39]
cosmology.

6.2 Power Spectrum
One needs to calculate a comoving distance r, since the data set is measured in the redshift space. The
distance r is only obtained assuming a fiducial cosmological model, for which we chose a flat ΛCDM model
with the Planck 18 results [40]. The same model was applied to the mocks, which is summarized in the
table 1 together with other important quantities, such as the mean temperature of the CMB (TCMB),
the spectral index ns and the number of ultra-relativistic neutrinos(Nur).

We show the 3D distribution of the galaxies in Mpc, including the redshift information in a colour
scale, the larger the redshift, the lighter the blue and the higher the distance from the centre, which is
the observer. The smaller portion is the SGC and the larger portion is the NGC. Because we are using
a slice of DR12, the galaxies are concentrated in two slices of spherical cones. The entire data set would
display two cones in each galactic cap.

To obtain the matter power spectrum of a galaxy catalog, we perform the calculation with
nbodykit’s FKPCatalog class to convert the catalog into an FKP catalog which is the same catalog
in Fourier space according to a fiducial model. Then, the ConvolvedFFTPower class uses the method to
estimate the power spectrum of [21]. The procedure involves computing the Fourier transform of the
weighted galaxy fluctuation field F (k⃗). From F (k⃗), the estimator obtains the power spectrum from the
data P̂ (k⃗) by subtracting the contribution from the shot noise (Pshot) which is described in [21].

The power spectrum is calculated using a 5123 grid with the following characteristics, shown in
Table 2 ([56] used 10243 cubic cells for the same volume). The size of the boxes, in comoving coordinates,
of the NGC is 1596 Mpc h−1 × 3012 Mpc h−1 × 1666 Mpc h−1, and the SGC is 1082 Mpc h−1 × 2328
Mpc h−1 × 1308 Mpc h−1. Furthermore, the wave number ranges from k = 0.01h Mpc−1 to k = 0.3h
Mpc−1.

Table 1: Fiducial model used to calculate comoving distances.
ΩΛ = 1− ΩCDM − Ωb

ΩCDM = 0.179
Ωb = 0.033
h = 0.6727
ns = 0.9649

TCMB = 2.7255 K
Nur = 2.0328

gauge = synchronous

The power spectrum obtained for the SGC and NGC has the following attributes: the wave number
separation (dk), the Poisson shot noise, the number of points, the number of random points, the size of
each box and caps, for which we consider only the monopole. The values are summarised in table 2.

It is important to distinguish the Poisson shot noise from shot noise (Pshot). The poisson shot noise
is the ratio between the volume of the simulation box and the number of objects, assuming a perfectly
Poissonian distribution. The Pshot is the actual result of this error obtained from a given sample. It

0MultiDark-Patchy mocks: http://www.skiesanduniverses.org/page/page-3/page-15/
0The algorithm is described in nbodykit’s website: https://nbodykit.readthedocs.io/en/latest/results/algorithms/

survey-power.html?highlight=fft%20convolved#the-algorithm.
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Table 2: Attributes obtained after calculating the power spectrum of each galactic cap.
NGC BOSS SGC BOSS eBOSS

dk(h Mpc−1) 0.01 0.01 0.01
Poisson shot noise(h/Mpc3) 4240.56 4201.62 16,070.32
Number of points 720,113 273,115 174,816
Number of randoms 37,115,901 13,647,332 8,914,172
Nmesh 5123 5123 5123

Size of box(Mpc/h) 1596, 3012, 1666 1082, 2328, 1308 4373, 4030, 2308
Poles P0(k) P0(k) P0(k)

requires a weighted estimation of the shot noise, considering the volume of the box and the individual
galaxies’ weights (wtot,i):

Pshot = V

∑
i w

2
tot,i

(
∑

i wtot,i)2
. (26)

The same routine was applied to mocks whose attributes will not be explicitly shown, since there
are 500 mocks from [29] and [42]. Each has its own attributes similar to the data set.

6.3 The BAO feature with the matter power spectrum monopole
It is common to use a polynomial fit for the wiggles of the power spectrum. To do so, it is useful to
write two functions, a smoothing model representing a power spectrum without the BAO and the other
including the BAO in the power spectrum using the same fiducial model used to obtain the comoving
distance. This method is the same as the one used in [6].

The smooth model is defined as

Psm(k) = b2PnoBAO,lin(k) +A1k +A2 +
A3

k
+

A4

k2
+

A5

k3
(27)

where A1, A2, A3, A4, A5 are the polynomial coefficients that do not have an explicit physical meaning,
and the parameter b is the constant large-scale bias. The polynomial parameters are used to fit small-scale
effects [6]. The linear power spectrum without BAO PnoBAO,lin(k) is based on the fitting formulae from
[18], as implemented in nbodykit. b is the galaxy bias, the parameter is ideally close to one, which we
kept as a free parameter in our study.

The model that contains the oscillations is described as

Pfit(k) = Psm(k)[1 + (Osclin(k/α)− 1)e−0.5k2Σ2
nl ], (28)

where Osclin is the purely oscillating part of the power spectrum , also calculated using [18] fitting
formulae in nbodykit. The additional parameter Σnl is related to the damping scale of the oscillations,
while α is the scale dilation parameter given by

α =
DV (z)

DV,fid(z)
, (29)

where DV and DV,fid are the dilation scales of Eq. (17), both from the data set and the fiducial model.
We fit the model for α, Σnl, bias, and the five polynomial coefficients using flat priors. In particular,

we chose 0.8 < α < 1.2, as in [6], and 0h−1Mpc < Σnl < 20h−1 Mpc, given the CMASS and LOWZ
samples characteristics as described by [6].

6.4 Covariance matrix
The mock catalogs were used to compute the covariance matrix, which is used later for fitting a model to
the data. The mocks are a means of evaluating the model of the power spectrum and a way to estimate
its error bars. Given a set of survey realizations, how much of the model we fit deviates from the mean.
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They represent a statistical distribution of universes of the observed region of our data set with the same
fiducial model. Thus, a better statistical representation of the galaxy survey requires a larger number of
mocks.

The covariance matrix of the Nmock = 500 mocks is

Cij =
1

Nmock − 1

Nmock∑
p=1

[Pp(ki)− P̄ (ki)]× [Pp(kj)− P̄ (kj)] (30)

where p to represent each mock the term P̄ (ki) is the average value of the power spectrum of all mocks
used and it is written as

P̄ (ki) =
1

Nmock

Nmock∑
p=1

Pp(ki) (31)

7 Results

7.1 Best-fit
After implementing the methodology of [6], the BAO feature can be obtained. Firstly, the estimated
power spectrum obtained from the DR12 data is shown in Figure 4, the covariance matrix of SGC and
NGC is represented in the left and right panels of the BOSS set. The correlated values of the wave number
are represented in blue, the uncorrelated values are represented in yellow, and the negative correlation
is depicted in red. The difference between the results for each galactic cap may be explained by sample
size. The SGC is noisy due to the smaller number of objects. The possible reason for so many highly
correlated/anticorrelated values outside the diagonal is that we performed a computation with only 500
mocks as used in [33]. The SDSS Collaboration used 2048 mocks to calculate their covariance matrices
in [56] which is computationally expansive. It is also evident that the correlation is on smaller scales in
the bottom right of both panels; this shows that a smaller sample of catalog data will display small-scale
effects.

The same visual representation was applied to the eBOSS set in Figure 5, this time, there is much
less correlation in off-diagonal elements, this is because the redshift range is higher and less susceptible
to non-linear effects.

To obtain the best fit, we use the Monte Carlo Markov Chain (MCMC) method, as implemented
in the python package emcee[23]. Equations (27) and (28) together depend on 8 parameters, 6 nuisance
ones (b, A1, A2, A3, A4, A5) and the remaining with flat priors (α and ΣNL). For the eBOSS dataset, we
dropped the parameter A5 because this dataset has a higher redshift range, so it requires fewer nonlinear
corrections. The resulting fitted power spectrum is shown in Figure 6. We know from the definition in
Eq. (15) that P (k) ∝ 1 − 1

(1+z)6 , so the higher effective redshift has the smaller P (k), this is evident in
Figure 6.

The MCMC method used here had 2,000 walkers in the ensemble; 10,000 steps in which the
initial state comes from the minimisation of the chi-squared function of the model using the minimiser
iminuit[16]. We fitted power spectra for the combined galactic caps. The result for the whole sample
was the best fit with the chi-squared χ2 ≃ 93, while the number of degrees of freedom is dof = 50 for
the combined caps, while NGC and SGC got χ2/dof ≃ 33/21 and χ2/dof ≃ 35/21, respectively. eBOSS
had a χ2 = 21.59/35, and visually, the fit seems superior to BOSS’s. The same wave-number spacing was
applied.

The χ2 is not as good as found in the tomographic measurements of the BOSS DR12 in [56].
The reason for this is the lack of points, once our wave-number spacing is large ∆k = 0.01 h Mpc−1.
Furthermore, we used fewer points to form a mesh grid compared to the SDSS team, they used Nmesh =
10243. Another important difference is the number of mocks used in this study, 500, while [56] used all
the 2048 mocks from [29] and [42].
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Figure 4: The correlation matrix relative to the covariance matrix of the power spectrum of 500 mocks.
Correlated values approach the blue colour, uncorrelated values are in yellow, and negative correlation is
in red.
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7.2 Physical results
Figure 7 shows the results of the likelihood distribution of the physical parameters b, α, and ΣNL when
using both galactic caps. Given the MCMC posterior distributions, we estimate the errors of each
parameter. The diagonal plots show the one-dimensional distributions of each parameter in the 68%
confidence level. The off-diagonal plots are the correlations between the parameters, the internal contours
are the 1σ interval of the two-dimensional likelihood distribution, the external contours are the 2σ ones.

The parameter α, defined in Eq. 29, represents how much the results deviate from a fiducial model
where the ideal result is α ∼ 1. We chose to compare this parameter with other publications instead of
computing DV which is common in the literature, the dilation scale requires a fiducial model of choice
which is not as independent as it should be.

ΣNL shows the strength of the wiggles dampening and lastly, b shows how much of the results
are close to the linear regime. In blue, we see that the two samples agree in 1σ for the three physical
parameters, but they present a few differences. BOSS has a larger sample, so the precision in α and ΣNL

is higher than eBOSS. However, for smaller redshifts, the bias precision is smaller than eBOSS’s.
One interesting aspect is that we had to include a fiducial model to compute comoving distances

and obtain k. Moreover, the mocks themselves had to be constructed based on a fiducial model. This
could include systematics in the resulting BAO feature, but in most works the main argument is that the
survey statistics ensure robustness to the estimation. A recent test by [38] confirmed that a Dark Energy
Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI) like survey has enough statistics to overcome this systematics.

In the literature, there are attempts to constrain the BAO feature without any fiducial model
using the correlation function as a function of redshift/redshift separation like in [47], [46], [33], [34],
[22]. [33] and [22] studied the possibility of getting the parameter results without using a mock catalog,
but instead a covariance matrix from the data set. In terms of the main parameter, α, [11] proposed
using [47] polynomial to fit the function and then correcting to the BAO angular feature using α as a
deviation between binning and not binning the survey. Later, [22] made use of thin bins to make a similar
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correction based on statistical information from a α distribution. Attempts to avoid too much fiducial
information are still in progress among the community.

We compared our results with a collection of α from many surveys, shown in Figure 8. The
blue point belongs to the latest spectroscopic BAO analysis the Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument
(DESI) III [3] which includes the BGS, LRG1, LRG2, LRG3, ELG1, LRG3+ELG1, QSO. The Dark
Energy Survey(DES) [1] final result is shown in red, it has larger error bars than DESI because it is a
photometric sample. Another photometric result comes from the WiggleZ Dark Energy Survey [28] with
even larger error bars than DES because it has fewer objects.

Our results are the stars in black. The smaller z star is the BOSS dataset α, it has smaller error
bars because it has many more galaxies than the eBOSS LRG set. Compared to the expected α = 1,
eBOSS agrees in 1σ, but BOSS is in tension with the expected result. Most points agree in 2σ with
α = 1, but they vary whether they are bigger or smaller than such value. This problematic variation
w.r.t. the redshift is not yet understood, it appears with the same surveys with the same method. It has
been shown in 3D and 2D analysis by [55], [11], [12], [3], [22].

8 Summary
We discussed the basics of describing and finding the BAO feature from galaxy surveys. Depending on
the observation, there are better tools to constrain this probe. When the galaxy’s redshift is photometric
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it is ideal to use the transverse part of the BAO radius because it is not dependent on the line of sight.
Spectroscopic surveys, on the other hand, are the key to studying the BAO in 3D. The problem

is the amount of objects observed, because it requires a higher exposure time than the photometric
observations, we end up with fewer galaxies within a smaller redshift range.

In this study, we used two spectroscopic datasets to find the best-fit model to P (k). We used [5]
description of P (k) to find the best-fit model. Here, we are using a different sub-sample compared to
the original publication, we got BOSS’s 0.3 < z < 0.65 instead of slicing in many bins. This was the
same sample chosen by [33] which computed the correlation function in redshift space. The other sample
0.6 < z < 1.0, eBOSS, had fewer galaxies. We changed the number of polynomial parameters since it has
a higher z range.

Finally, we compared the dilation scale parameter α with results from other surveys. The result
from BOSS’s fit had smaller error bars than eBOSS’s because of the number of LRGs in the sample.
WiggleZ and DES Y6 also present big error bars, but the reason is due to the type of observation,
photometric surveys are less precise. However, DESI III results match ours in 1σ and most of their bins
are close to unit.

The modulation of α w.r.t. z is not yet understood by the community. It appears both in three-
dimensional and angular tomographic analysis. Whether or not the reason is statistical, we require more
bins by different surveys to understand such behaviour.
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