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ABSTRACT

Observationally mapping the relation between galaxies and the intergalactic medium (IGM)
is of key interest for studies of cosmic reionization. Diffuse hydrogen gas has typically been
observed in HI Lyman-a (Lya) absorption in the spectra of bright background quasars. How-
ever, it is important to extend these measurements to background galaxies as quasars become
increasingly rare at high redshift and rarely probe closely separated sight-lines. Here we use
deep integral field spectroscopy in the MUSE eXtremely Deep Field to demonstrate the mea-
surement of the Lya transmission at z = 4 in absorption to a background galaxy at z = 4.77.
The HI transmission is consistent with independent quasar sight-lines at similar redshifts. Ex-
ploiting the high number of spectroscopic redshifts of faint galaxies (500 between z = 4.0—-4.7
within a radius of 8 arcmin) that are tracers of the density field, we show that Ly« transmission
is inversely correlated with galaxy density, i.e. transparent regions in the Lya forest mark
under-dense regions at z = 4. Due to large-scale clustering, galaxies are surrounded by excess
HI absorption over the cosmic mean out to 4 cMpc/h;g. We also find that redshifts from the
peak of the Lya line are typically offset from the systemic redshift by +170 km s~!. This
work extends results from z = 2 — 3 to higher redshifts and demonstrates the power of deep
integral field spectroscopy to simultaneously measure the ionization structure of the IGM and
the large-scale density field in the early Universe.
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1 INTRODUCTION Tumlinson et al. 2017) that is observable through Lyman-a (Lya,
A1215.67A) absorption in the spectra of bright distant (background)

Galaxies form in the peaks of the large scale density distribution sources such as quasars (e.g. Gunn & Peterson 1965; Steidel et al.

of matter in the Universe. The visible light from stars and ionised
gas in galaxies however only constitutes a fraction of the baryons
in such over-densities. The majority of baryonic gas is diffuse and
resides in the inter- and circumgalactic medium (IGM, CGM; e.g.
Cen & Ostriker 2006; van de Voort & Schaye 2012; McQuinn 2016;
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2010).

Itis of key interest to observationally map the interplay between
variations in the Lya transmission and the distance to galaxies. The
Lya transmission is modulated both by density effects and ionization
effects. A higher neutral gas density leads to a lower transmission,
whereas a higher ionization fraction increases the transmission.
The cross-correlation between galaxies and the Ly transmission
is therefore sensitive to the impact of feedback from star and su-
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permassive black hole formation and growth on intergalactic gas
(e.g. Theuns et al. 2002; Kollmeier et al. 2003; Viel et al. 2013;
Nagamine et al. 2021) and local enhancements in the ionization
field around galaxies and quasars (e.g. Worseck & Wisotzki 2006;
Meyer et al. 2020; Christenson et al. 2021; Ishimoto et al. 2022;
Kashino et al. 2023; Kakiichi et al. 2023).

Various observational campaigns have focused on observing
the redshift z = 2 — 3 window, where quasars are abundant, the Ly
forest can efficiently be observed with ground-based telescopes and
galaxies can be identified with the well-known Lyman-break (e.g.
Adelberger et al. 2005; Crighton et al. 2011; Hayashino et al. 2019).
Excess HI absorption has been detected out to several megaparsecs
from typical L* galaxies and quasars (Steidel et al. 2010; Rakic
et al. 2012; Rudie et al. 2012; Prochaska et al. 2013; Tummuang-
pak et al. 2014; Mukae et al. 2020; Liang et al. 2021; Muzahid
et al. 2021; Horowitz et al. 2022; Lofthouse et al. 2023) indicating
that density effects dominate the cross-correlation signal between
galaxy distance and Ly« transmission at z = 2 — 3. Consequentially,
the presence of strong excess HI absorption has also been used to
identify over-densities of hypothetical dusty galaxies that are chal-
lenging to find with typical Lyman-break or Ly« selection methods
(Newman et al. 2022).

However, due to local variations in the cosmic ionizing back-
ground at the end stages of cosmic reionization that are spatially
correlated with galaxies, it is expected that the cross-correlation
signal between galaxies and the Ly« transmission may show an op-
posite sign at a specific distance scale during or just after the epoch
of reionization (e.g. Kakiichi et al. 2018; Garaldi et al. 2022). This
effect is somewhat similar to the stronger proximity effect that has
been seen around quasars (e.g. Bajtlik et al. 1988; Schirber et al.
2004; Gongalves et al. 2008), but its excess transmission over the
cosmic mean is likely much lower. Based on JWST data in a single
quasar sight-line, Kashino et al. (2023) recently reported a detec-
tion of excess transmission at high-redshift z ~ 6 on distances ~ 5
cMpc/h from galaxies with UV luminosities Myy ~ —19. Whether
the excess ionization is due to the detected galaxies, or undetected
galaxies that are clustered around the brighter ones, is unclear.

Measuring the cross-correlation signal between the density
field and the IGM transmission at intermediate redshifts z ~ 3 — 5
could help to better differentiate density effects from (excess) ioniza-
tion effects. This could in turn help to better characterise the timing
of reionization and the properties of the ionizing sources by improv-
ing our interpretation of z ~ 6 measurements. Low mass galaxies
are the least biased tracers of the density field and at z ~ 3 — 5 most
effectively identified with deep Integral Field Spectroscopy of their
Lya line, for example with the wide-field Multi Unit Spectroscopic
Explorer (MUSE; Bacon et al. 2010) on the Very Large Telescope.
Recent MUSE observations targeting bright z ~ 3 quasars have
been very efficient in picking up on the order of 100 faint galaxies
through their Lya emission (e.g. Mackenzie et al. 2019; Muzahid
et al. 2021; Lofthouse et al. 2023), but very deep MUSE observa-
tions of quasars at z ~ 5 do not yet exist.

In this paper, we use data from the blank MUSE eXtremely
Deep Field (MXDF; Bacon et al. 2021, 2023) to measure the Ly«
transmission in the spectrum of a background galaxy at z = 5
(magnitude ~ 25.5) instead, and cross-correlate the transmission
with the projected and line of sight distance to foreground galaxies
at z ~ 4. The MXDF is the deepest IFU observation to date (140
hrs of exposure time; 30~ point source sensitivity of 10719 erg
s~ cm~2) and offers a glimpse of the capabilities of future 40m-
class telescopes. The data are particularly suited to obtain sensitive
continuum spectra of bright galaxies with intermediate resolution

(R = 3000) and simultaneously for identifying galaxies down to
UV luminosities Myy =~ —15 (Maseda et al. 2018). The MXDF
field is roughly located in the middle of a larger mosaic of MUSE
pointings with a wedding-cake layered exposure time ranging from
1 to 30 hrs (Bacon et al. 2017), which further provides foreground
galaxies at somewhat larger impact parameters.

The background galaxy, ID53 at z = 4.77 (Matthee et al. 2022),
is the continuum-brightest galaxy at z > 3 in the MXDF while it
has a typical L{}V luminosity. The deep spectrum and the avail-
able infrared photometry allowed detailed modeling of the young
stellar population and dust attenuation, yielding a good fit with the
first estimate of the stellar metallicity in such a high-redshift galaxy
(Matthee et al. 2022). The accurate SED fit simultaneously provides
the intrinsic spectrum in the g = 1026 — 1216 A region without at-
tenuation through the intergalactic medium (e.g. Inoue et al. 2014)
allowing us to measure the Ly transmission at z = 3.9 — 4.7.
Thus, the combination of this spectrum and the very large number
of known spectroscopic redshifts of UV faint galaxies in the fore-
ground at z =~ 4, yields the opportunity to extend Lya forest mea-
surements using galaxies and foreground galaxy cross-correlation
studies to higher redshifts, paving the way for more extensive studies
in the future.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we describe how
we measured the Lya transmission from the background spectrum
(§2.1), the foreground galaxy sample (§2.2) and we describe how
we reconstructed the 3D galaxy density field using the foreground
sample (§2.3). In Section 3 we present our measured HI optical
depth and compare it to independent measurements based on quasar
sight-lines. We investigate the relation between the HI transmission
and the density along our sight-line in Section 4. In Section 5
we present the cross-correlation between HI transmission and the
distance to galaxies. We summarise our results in Section 6.

Throughout the paper we use a flat ADM cosmology with Hy =
70kms™! Mpc_1 and Qps = 0.3. Magnitudes are in the AB system.
Transverse distances are typically written in cMpc/h;g where hyg =
0.7. Atredshift z = 4.3, the average redshift of our sample, an impact
parameter of 40 arcsec (approximately distance between the edge of
the MXDF and the background galaxy) corresponds to 270 pkpc (1
cMpc/hyg), while the spectral resolution of R ~ 3000 corresponds
to 100 km s~!, or a line-of-sight distance of ~ 1 cMpc/h7g under
the Hubble flow.

2 METHODS

The analysis in this paper is based on the spectrum of a relatively
bright background galaxy (= 25.5 AB magnitude) at z = 4.774
(Matthee et al. 2022), which we use to measure the HI Ly« optical
depth at z = 3.95 — 4.72, and a catalog of 504 spectroscopically
confirmed foreground galaxies in this redshift range (Urrutia et al.
2019; Bacon et al. 2023). Here we detail the spectrum of the back-
ground galaxy and the intrinsic (i.e. pre-IGM) model that we use to
measure the opacity, followed by the presentation of the properties
of the foreground galaxy sample.

2.1 Transmission measurement in the background galaxy

The background galaxy ‘ID53’ (ID number in the MUSE UDF cat-
alog; Bacon et al. 2017) is the continuum-brightest galaxy at z > 3
in the deepest 140 hr MXDF coverage of the MUSE surveys in the
Extended Chandra Deep Field South (see Fig. 1). It has an L* UV
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Figure 1. The spatial distribution of galaxies at z = 3.95 — 4.75 in the
foreground of ID53. Galaxies detected in the 1hr MUSE Wide footprint
are shown in purple, those in the 10-31hr UDF region are shown blue and
the galaxies in the deepest 140 hr MXDF region are shown in green. The
coordinates are with respect to the background galaxy (R.A. = 03:32:37.95,
Dec. = -27:47:10.94 in the J2000 reference frame) which is approximately
in the center of the 3’ x 3’ UDF region. The two dashed-dotted and dotted

circles illustrate impact parameters of 4 and 10 cMpc/hy, respectively.

luminosity (m = 25.2) and lies at a redshift of z = 4.7745 (mea-
sured through fine-structure ISM lines and consistent with the red-
shift from fitting high resolution stellar population models; Matthee
etal. 2022). As detailed in Matthee et al. (2022), the 1D spectrum is
extracted using an optimal weighting based on its slightly extended
continuum spatial profile at the MUSE resolution of ~ 0.5”. The
typical signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of the flux density in the wave-
length region of interest for measuring the Ly« forest (1 ~ 600—-700
nm) is 5 per resolution element (~ 2.5 A, see Bacon et al. 2023 for
details), up to 20 for the regions with highest transmission. The S/N
is higher in the wavelength regions redder than the Lyman break
that were used to fit the spectral energy distribution (SED) of the
galaxy.

In Matthee et al. (2022), we showed that the detailed rest-frame
UV (g = 1220 — 1600 A) spectrum and its rest-frame optical pho-
tometry measured with HST/WFC3 and Spitzer/IRAC can be well
described by a combination of star-light described by BPASS stel-
lar population models (Stanway & Eldridge 2018) with a Chabrier
(2003) initial mass function and a flexible star formation history.
The star formation history was varied between a single burst and
a continuous age distribution and the stellar metallicity was varied
as well. The stellar SED models were attenuated by a uniform dust
screen (with a Reddy et al. 2016 attenuation law. The Ly« forest
region was not included in the fit due to the unknown and stochastic
impact of the IGM. The SED models well-match the general shape
of the spectrum and the strength of metal sensitive wind features
such as the NV P Cygni feature with young ages (logo(age/yr)=6.5-
7.6) and low metallicities ([Z/H]=-2.15 to -1.15). The low age and
metallicity imply that the spectrum is relatively free of (strong) stel-
lar absorption lines (see also Cullen et al. 2020). This minimizes
uncertainties in the identification or strength of Ly« forest features
due to contamination or overlap with photospheric absorption. In
our estimate of the Lya transmission, we propagate the uncertainty
in the intrinsic spectrum using all models explored in Matthee et al.
(2022) that have a A Xz < 1 from the best-fit model of the

reduced
rest-frame UV spectrum. These model uncertainties therefore also
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include further variations in the star formation histories, initial mass
function and the inclusion of binary stars or not, in addition to statis-
tical uncertainties. We notice that the uncertainty in the SED models
has a few local maxima around the position of metal absorption lines
such as CIIL ;1 175. We mask these regions in our analysis.

The HI Lya transmission, 7, measured in the spectrum of our
background galaxy is defined as

T = Fobs/ Finodels (D

where Fopg is the observed flux and Fioqe) the modeled galaxy
spectrum before IGM absorption as described above. The bottom
panel of Fig. 2 shows the HI Ly« transmission in our sight-line as a
function of redshift. The uncertainties in the transmission account
for both measurement uncertainties and the uncertainties in the SED
fit. The lower redshift limit for our Ly« transmission measurements
is z = 3.95, driven by the observed wavelength range that is blocked
because of the laser used for the ground-layer adaptive optics correc-
tions and. The upper redshift limit is z = 4.72 in order to avoid any
line of sight effects associated to the presence of the background
galaxy itself. This line of sight velocity distance corresponds to
> 2800 km s~!, or = 22 cMpc/h7g. We mask redshifts regions that
are impacted by atmospheric skylines, possible interstellar (Fell,
Sill, Silll) and stellar absorption lines from the background galaxy,
but we note that including these data would have little impact on
our results.

2.2 Foreground galaxy sample

The foreground galaxies that we investigate are spectroscopically
confirmed galaxies identified by MUSE surveys in the Extended
Chandra Deep Field South. The redshifts of the galaxies are deter-
mined using the bright Lye line (i.e. these are Ly« emitters; LAEs).
The sample originates from a combination of two catalogues: the
DR2 UDF catalog that combines data from MOSAIC (10 hour),
UDF-10 (30 hour) and MXDF (140 hour; see Bacon et al. 2023),
and the MUSE Wide (MW, 1 hour) catalog (Herenz et al. 2017;
Urrutia et al. 2019), which is shallower, but covers a larger area
(see Fig. 1). The background galaxy is located roughly in the mid-
dle of the UDF. We note that a significant region of the UDF-10
is superseded by the deeper MXDF survey. In total there are 291
galaxies in the UDF field and 213 galaxies in the MW field between
2=3.95-4.72.

Fig. 3 shows the Ly and UV luminosities (top panel) and im-
pact parameters (bottom panel) of the sample. The Lya luminosities
are measured from the MUSE data and UV luminosities are deter-
mined using tabulated HST/ACS F850LP magnitudes (Guo et al.
2013), where the limiting magnitude corresponds to Myy ~ —15.
A significant fraction of the Lya-selected galaxies are undetected
in the HST data, even down to a magnitude ~ 30 (see Maseda
et al. 2018), explaining the pile-up in the top-left corner in Fig. 3.
Our sample spans a large dynamic range of 0.004-2.5 LI’}V and a
factor ~ 1000 in Lye luminosity, with a median Myy = —-17.9,
Liye = 6.5 X% 1041 erg s~! and rest-frame Lya EW ~ 50 A. Most
galaxies in our sample (92 %) are Lya emitters with a rest-frame
Lya equivalent width (EW) above 20 A. The median impact param-
eter is 93 arcsec which corresponds to 620 pkpc or 2.3 cMpc/hyg
at z = 4.3. This is roughly 50 times the virial radius of halos with
mass ~ 101911 Mg which these galaxies are expected to reside in
(Herrero Alonso et al. 2023) at z ~ 4. This means that most of the
gas we observe in absorption is not physically related to the detected
galaxies at an individual level, but rather traces the large-scale dis-
tribution where the galaxies reside in. The distribution of impact
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Figure 2. The HI Ly transmission in the spectrum of background galaxy ID53 at z = 4.774 (blue, bottom) compared to the foreground galaxy redshift
distribution within the full field of view of MUSE surveys (red, top; the maximum impact parameter is 14 cMpc/hy). Grey stripes highlight the regions masked
due to skylines, relatively large SED model uncertainties (which are larger at metallicity-sensitive features), the locations of possible interstellar absorption lines
and vicinity to ID53. Masked data were not included in measurements of the transmission or the cross-correlation between transmission and galaxy properties.
The blue shaded region shows the uncertainty on the transmission which propagates both uncertainties on the intrinsic SED of ID53 and the measurement

errors of the spectrum.

parameters depends on Lya luminosity due to the tiered survey de-
sign. In Section 5, we adopt the limiting luminosities of our samples
to control for any impact this design has on the cross-correlation .

Due to resonant scattering in the interstellar medium, the
emerging Ly« line profile from galaxies is typically asymmetric
(e.g. Wehrse & Peraiah 1979; Verhamme et al. 2006; Gronke 2017;
Dijkstra 2019) with a dominant peak that is redshifted with respect
to the systemic redshift (e.g. Pettini et al. 1998; McLinden et al.
2011; Rakic etal. 2011; Erb et al. 2014; Trainor et al. 2015; Cassata
et al. 2020; Muzahid et al. 2020; Matthee et al. 2021). The velocity
offset is typically measured to be ~ +200 km s~! for Lya-selected
galaxies and it depends on Ly EW (Adelberger et al. 2003; Naka-
jima et al. 2018) and the Ly« line width (Verhamme et al. 2018). As
described in Bacon et al. (2023), the UDF-DR2 catalog provides an
estimate of the systemic redshift of the galaxies based on the em-
pirical relation between Ly line width and the velocity offset from
Verhamme et al. (2018), in case the systemic redshift could not be
measured directly (which is the case for almost all galaxies in our
sample). The intrinsic uncertainty on this method is ~ 90 km 71
(Verhamme et al. 2018), which corresponds to about 1 cMpc/hyg
at z = 4.3 under the Hubble flow. The MW catalog only reports
Lya redshifts for the galaxies in our sample (Herenz et al. 2017).
In our cross-correlation analysis, we use refined estimates of the
systemic redshifts based on the stacked HI absorption data around
galaxies (e.g. Rakic et al. 2011; Muzahid et al. 2020) as identified
and discussed in detail in §5.

2.3 3D galaxy density field

The MUSE UDF region is the field with the highest sky-density
of spectroscopic redshifts (Inami et al. 2017). We use this high
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Figure 3. The Ly @ and UV luminosities (top) and impact parameters (bot-
tom) of the foreground galaxy sample. The limiting sensitivity of the HST

data corresponds to Myy ~

—15.5 at z ~ 4.3. Non-detections in the HST

density of redshifts to construct a three dimensional map of the
galaxy density around the sight-line to the galaxy ID53, enabling

us to directly compare density and HI transmission.

The density field is constructed using a kernel density estimator

data are shown with upward pointing triangles. In the top panel, we illustrate
the demarcation of galaxies with a rest-frame Ly @ EW above and below 20
Aassuming a UV slope of B = —2. In the bottom panel, the dashed lines
illustrate the limiting sensitivity at z = 4.3 and field of view of the MXDF,
UDF and MW surveys, respectively.

as follows. We create a cube with a grid with cells of size 0.2
cMpc/hyg (ignoring any impact of motions along the line of sight
on galaxy redshifts and using self-refined estimates of systemic
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redshift detailed in §5) spanning +5 cMpc in the transverse distance
from ID53 and z = 3.8 — 4.9 in the line of sight direction. We limit
ourselves to investigating the density field in the UDF region in
order not to be impacted too much by varying survey depth. The
grid extends beyond the UDF region such that boundary effects do
not impact the smoothing (see below). In order to overcome biases
due to the variations in the depth within the central UDF region
(see Fig. 3) we also limit the galaxy sample to those with a Lya
luminosity above 10411 erg s~! which is roughly the detection
limit of the UDF region (Drake et al. 2017), see Fig. 3, and for
which their luminosity function can be used. We count the number
of galaxies in each cell, ignore cells that correspond to masked
volumes (illustrated in Fig. 2) and we derive the excess density:

6gal = Ngal,observed /Ngal,expected -1, ()

where 0y is the excess density, Nyl observed the observed number
of galaxies per cell and Ngyj expected the expected number of galaxies
per cell based on the Lya luminosity function at z = 4 — 5 from
Drake et al. (2017), which agrees with the mean density that we
measure in this line of sight. We assume that there is no redshift
evolution in the luminosity function over z = 3.8 — 4.9 (e.g. Sobral
etal. 2018; Herenz et al. 2019). Finally, we smooth the density cube
with a spherical kernel of 2 cMpc/h7g (see e.g. Darvish et al. 2017).
We have varied the smoothing kernel by a factor of two and find
little impact on our results.

3 THE EVOLVING HI OPACITY IN THE MXDF

We use our transmission data to measure the evolution of the HI
opacity in terms of an effective optical depth, 7o (z) = —In(T),
where 7 is defined as in Eq. 3. Following typical measurements in
quasar sight-lines (e.g. Fan et al. 2006; Becker et al. 2015), we bin
our data in subsets of 50 cMpc/h7q along the line of sight. The spe-
cific positions of the bin edges are chosen to maximise the number
of bins in our data and we mask various data-points around skylines
and more uncertain estimates of the intrinsinc emission as detailed
in §2. The highest redshift bin (z = 4.71 + 0.06) may be affected
by the presence of the bright background galaxy at z = 4.7745 that
lies in an over-density and should therefore be interpreted with cau-
tion. Table 1 lists our measurements. The 10 uncertainties on these
measurements have been derived by propagating the errors on the
transmission data.

As shown in Fig. 4, the normalisation and redshift evolution
of the HI opacity in the MXDF averaged over these 50 cMpc/hy
scales is in good agreement with the opacity measured in quasar
sight-lines (from Becker et al. 2015). This consistency yields a first
and useful verification of completely independent methods for es-
timating the HI transmission at high redshift that are subject to
different systematics. While our method relies on dust attenuation
curves (Reddy et al. 2016) and (theoretical) stellar population mod-
els that have been shown to provide good fits to continuum spectra
of high-redshift galaxies (e.g. Steidel et al. 2016; Cullen et al. 2019;
Matthee et al. 2022), quasar transmission measurements at these
redshifts mostly rely on spline fits of the continuum that are sub-
ject to renormalisation corrections (as even voids have a relatively
high opacity and the precise continuum level is therefore challeng-
ing to determine; Becker et al. 2011). We note that the MXDF
measurements scatter lies well within the range sampled by quasar
sight-lines. Our measurement errors are too small to explain the
scatter within our own data, suggesting a physical origin.

MNRAS 000, 1-13 (2023)

Excess HI absorption around 7 ~ 4 galaxies 5

Table 1. The HI Ly @ transmission 7 and optical depth 7.g measured as a
function of redshift, in bins of 50 cMpc/h7g in the sight-line to galaxy ID53
in the MXDF.

z T Teft
392 0.447+0.015 0.806 +0.034
402 0.430+0.010 0.843 +0.023
413  0.455+0.012 0.787 £0.026
424 0.335+0.010 1.093 +0.031
435 0.350+0.012 1.051+0.034
446 0.292+0.008 1.230 +0.026
458 0.333£0.010  1.099 + 0.029
471 0.164+0.012 1.810+0.071
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Figure 4. HI Ly« transmission (measured in bins of 50 cMpc/hyq; cor-
responding 7. on the right) versus redshift. Orange data-points are mea-
sured in quasar sight-lines (Becker et al. 2015). The blue hexagons show
our measurements in the sight-line to the galaxy ID53 in the MXDF. Our
highest-redshift data-point (open symbol) may be impacted by the proxim-
ity to the background galaxy (and its associated over-density, see Fig. 2).
The polynomial fit to the data in quasar sight-lines is shown as a black line
(Equation 3).

In the remainder of the paper, we investigate excess transmis-
sion with respect to the average transmission at a certain redshift
(i.e. the intergalactic mean). As the typical transmission evolves
significantly with redshift at z > 4, we fit the simple polynomial
shown in Fig. 4 as a baseline. In order not to bias our results, we
only use the quasar data to derive the average transmission. While
we only study the z = 3.95 — 4.72 redshift interval, we fit over the
longer z = 3.8 — 5.2 baseline. The best-fit polynomial is:

(T(z)) = 2.372 - 0.663z +0.043972, 3)

where we note that the average transmission in the redshift range
of interest is uncertain by ~ 0.03 (i.e. about 10 %). We measure
an average transmission of 0.348 in the MXDF sight-line, which is
2 Y% higher than the transmission expected based on this Equation
(0.340) and thus well within the uncertainties.
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4 THE DENSITY - HI TRANSMISSION RELATION AT
z~4

‘We now combine our transmission measurements with the estimated
galaxy density (§2.3) along the sight-line and investigate whether
and how the two are correlated. This approach allows us to probe
the full dynamic range of over and under-dense regions, as opposed
to the galaxy centric approach that we undertake in §5. In order to
control for the strong redshift evolution of the transmission, we focus
on the excess transmission 7/{T(z)) — 1, where (T'(z)) is described
by Equation 3. We do not include transmission datapoints that are
more uncertain as discussed in §2.1 and illustrated in Fig. 2.

Fig. 5 shows that we detect an anti-correlation between the
excess transmission and galaxy over-density. Over-dense regions
are associated with regions with a low transmission such that a
region that is over-dense by a factor ~ 2 on 2 cMpc/hyq scales has
a two times lower transmission than average. Under-dense regions
likewise have a relatively high transmission. This is qualitatively
consistent with results from Bielby et al. (2020) in a shallower
z ~ 4 — 5 MUSE survey in a quasar field. In our data, the relation
has a Spearman rank correlation coefficient of r¢ = —0.42, which
implies a 6.2¢ significance considering the number of data-points.
As a check, we have split our data into two redshift samples above
and below z = 4.35 and we find a similar trend in both sub-sets
suggesting little redshift evolution within this range. The strength
and significance of the anti-correlation depends on the kernel size
over which the galaxy density is smoothed, ranging from ry =
-0.34,-0.37,-0.42, -0.27, —0.22 for kernel sizes of 0.5, 1, 2, 3
and 4 cMpc/hyq, respectively. The weakest anti-correlation (for 4
cMpc/hyg kernels) is still detected at 30 significance. We note
that redshift uncertainties of 90 km s~! (see §2.2) correspond to
uncertainties of ~ 1cMpc/h7g in the line of sight direction assuming
that the Hubble expansion dominates the apparent velocities, which
likely yield a resolution floor of ~ 1 cMpc/h7( for the galaxy density
map. It is therefore possible that the real correlation between the
transmission and density could be stronger on scales < 1 cMpc/hyg,
but more accurate redshifts (i.e. systemic redshifts) are required to
test this.

5 EXCESS HI ABSORPTION AROUND GALAXIES

We use a stacking analysis of the Lya absorption to study the prop-
erties of HI gas as a function of distance from foreground galaxies
(either in the line of sight or projected direction, or combined). Be-
cause the absorption is measured in a single background spectrum,
each piece of information (i.e. Lya absorption signal) enters the
stack multiple times, but at different projected or velocity distances
depending on the galaxy used as a reference frame. We use the stack
to validate — and where needed refine — Ly« redshift corrections that
are available in the literature.

5.1 Stacking methodology

Averaged 1D renormalised transmission spectra and their uncer-
tainties are obtained as follows. We re-normalise the transmission
spectrum by the average transmission at a redshift z (T(z), Eq. 3).
We then shift the transmission spectrum to the rest-frame of the
foreground galaxies, sample the shifted spectrum on a 80 km s1
grid and compute the stacked mean transmission averaging over the
galaxies in the sample. This grid is coarser than the native MUSE
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Figure 5. The relation between the galaxy density (smoothed over 2
cMpc/hyg scales, see §2.3) and the HI Ly« transmission measured along
the MXDF sight-line over z = 3.95 — 4.72. Black data-points show binned
averages, each averaging over the same number of data-points. We find
an anti-correlation between galaxy density and transmission at 6.20" confi-
dence. Over-dense regions are associated to regions with a low transmission,
and vice versa. We note that individual data-points are relatively uncertain,
explaining some values below -1.

sampling (~ 50 km s~1), but similar to the full width half maxi-
mum of the line-spread function at the typical wavelength of the
absorption spectrum and the redshift errors.

Our set-up of having ~ 300 foreground galaxies and only a
single background spectrum is quite different from typical surveys
that use multiple quasar sight-lines (e.g. Bielby et al. 2011; Rakic
etal. 2012; Muzahid et al. 2021) or (stacks of) multiple background
galaxies (Steidel et al. 2010; Chen et al. 2020). A consequence
is that individual transmission data-points are often repeatedly in-
cluded in stacks (at different velocities). Further, the clustering of
the Lya forest and galaxy populations induces relatively strongly
correlated signal in the 1D spectrum on scales significantly larger
than the line spread function. It is therefore challenging to properly
estimate uncertainties on our stacked spectra. While surveys with
multiple background sources typically estimate errors using boot-
strap samples of their galaxy samples, we choose to use 1000 block-
bootstrapped samples of the transmission data (with replacement)
to account for such correlated noise in the spectral direction (e.g.
Schaye et al. 2003; Loh 2008). Bootstrapping the data in blocks of
adjacent data-points leads to a higher noise estimate. While conver-
gence is poor (noise estimates continue to increase with increasing
block lengths; e.g. Rollinde et al. 2013), we choose a block-length of
7 transmission bins (combined 560 km s~!, or ~ 5 cMpc/hyg at the
average redshift of the sample) as we find that this is the block length
where the second derivative of the relation between block length
and the noise becomes negative. For a block-length of 7, the noise
estimate is about 26 % higher compared to a block-length of 1. A
block-length of 14 would have yielded 30 % higher noise compared
to standard. Besides the noise, we also use the bootstrap samples to
assess biases in our transmission measurement. We find that the av-
erage excess transmission (at random velocity offsets with respect to
galaxies) is 0.03, which is due to the entire sight-line having slightly
higher transmission than our best-fit to the transmission in quasar
sight-lines (see §3). We correct for this bias in our equivalent width
measurements.
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5.2 Refined Ly« emission-based redshifts

Cross-correlation studies between HI absorption and galaxies re-
quire accurate systemic redshifts of galaxies (e.g. Adelberger et al.
2005; Steidel et al. 2010; Bielby et al. 2011). As detailed in §2.2,
the redshifts of the galaxies are measured using the Lya emission-
line, which is known to be typically redshifted with respect to the
systemic redshift. An estimate of the systemic redshift is available
for the majority of our galaxy sample (i.e. the 291 objects in the
UDF+MXDF coverage at impact parameters < 3 cMpc/hyg), see
Bacon et al. (2023). This estimate is based on the theoretically mo-
tivated observed correlation between the offset of the red Ly« line
and the systemic redshift and the line-width of the red Ly« line (Ver-
hamme et al. 2018). The average correction that is applied to obtain
the systemic redshift is —240 km s~!. The estimated uncertainty of
this correction method is 90 km s~! (Verhamme et al. 2018).

Inspired by the approach from Rakic et al. (2011) (see also
Muzahid et al. 2020; Mukae et al. 2020), we can use our absorption
line data to test the estimates of the systemic redshifts of our galaxy
sample, and possibly refine them. The average HI absorption profile
around our sample of LAEs should be symmetric if galaxy ori-
entations are randomly distributed with respect to the background
galaxy. Note that Momose et al. (2021) argue that LAEs at z ~ 2
may have anisotoropic distribution in the LOS direction relative to
the HI gas. Such anisotropy may arise due to selection biases that
impact the visibility of Ly« emission from galaxies, i.e. LAEs tend
to locate in front of the HI gas relative to the observer, or have
any specific preferred direction of peculiar motion. Such possible
selection biases are ignored with our methodology. This method
means that we shift the average systematic redshift until the ab-
sorption signal is symmetric around zero velocity. Compared to e.g.
Rakic et al. (2011), this method is more challenging to perform
with our single background spectrum due to the lower signal to
noise and resolution compared to analyses using multiple quasar
spectra, but as we show the method is still applicable. In Fig. 6
we show the stacked HI absorption profile for galaxies within the
UDF coverage, shifted to their estimated systemic redshift using the
Verhamme et al. (2018) method and split by Lya luminosity, where
each subset contains the same number of galaxies. We split by Ly«
luminosity as this is the property that impacts the selection of the
galaxies in our sample and that is most reliably and self-consistently
measured (as opposed to any quantity related to the continuum lu-
minosity). Errors and (small) renormalisations are estimated using
block bootstrapping as described above. We quantify the asymme-
try a as a = EWyye/ EWyeq, Where the blue and red subscipts refer
to the EWs integrated over —500 to 0 and 0 to +500 km s~! with
respect to the estimated systemic redshift.

As Fig. 6 shows, we find that the estimated systemic red-
shifts are fairly accurate for the faintest LAEs in the sample
(Liya < 10413 erg s~1) as the maximum absorption is detected
at zero velocity and the absorption profile is fairly symmetric
(a = 1.08 £ 0.10). For the two brighter subsets of LAEs, the es-
timated systemic redshifts are somewhat offset with respect to the
velocity of maximum absorption (in particular the most luminous
subset) and their profiles are also more asymmetric (@ = 1.26+0.10
and a = 1.12 £ 0.10, respectively). This suggests that the offsets
between the Ly« line and the systemic redshifts are over-corrected
by the Verhamme et al. (2018) method for these brightest subsets.
Indeed, we iteratively find that we can refine the systemic redshifts
of these two subsets by applying the average of +100 and +120
km s~! corrections to the subsets with Ly luminosities in the
range 1041-3-417 erg s~! and above. The application of these off-
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Figure 7. Stacked HI Lya transmission spectrum for galaxies well within
the UDF centered on the Ly« redshifts (top) and our refined estimates of
the systemic reshifts (bottom). The noise is indicated by the shading and

estimated using block-bootstrapping.

sets also leads to more symmetric stacked profiles for these subsets
(a =1.05+0.10 and a = 0.97 £ 0.10, respectively).

As a result, these refined velocity offsets for a sub-set of the
sample imply that the average offset between the Lya line and
the systemic redshift is +170 km s~! for our sample under the
assumption that LAE’s zgyg is the same as the zsys of the average
absorbing HI gas in the associated large scale overdensity, with little
dependence on luminosity. This average offset is in agreement with
results at lower redshifts (e.g. Erb et al. 2014; Matthee et al. 2021).
Fig. 7 shows that the average absorption profile now centers on the
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systemic redshift and is symmetric (¢ = 1.01 £ 0.05), in particular
compared to the average absorption profile when centering galaxies
on their Lya redshifts (a = 1.17+0.07). The average rest-frame EW
of the excess HI absorption (within +500 km s~! from the systemic
reshift) is 0.74J:%'32?1 A. The excess absorption EW is fully consistent
with the results at z = 3 (Chen et al. 2020; Muzahid et al. 2021)
using a similar strategy, but with quasars as background sources.
Based on these results, we also apply the average correction of 170
km s~ to the redshifts for the LAEs from the MUSE Wide catalog

that we use at the largest impact parameters.

5.3 How far out do we detect excess absorption?

In order to address out to what scales excess absorption can be
detected, we now create a mean stacked 2D map of the excess trans-
mission as a function of impact parameter and line-of-sight (LOS)
separation. We create a map with a grid-size of 80 km s~! in the
LOS and 0.62 cMpc/hyq (corresponding to ~ 80 km s~! under the
Hubble flow) in the transverse direction. Then, for each cell, we first
select all galaxies in the corresponding range of impact parameters
b + Ab/2 (where Ab = 0.62 cMpc/hyg). Over the selected galax-
ies, we average the quantity 7'(z + Az)/(T(z)) — 1, where z is the
systemic redshift of each galaxy based on Section 5.2, (T(z)) the
average transmission at redshift z (Equation 3) and Az corresponds
to the grid binning of 80 km s~!. We include all foreground galax-
ies in our sample that span impact parameters out to 14 cMpc/hyg.
The uncertainty in each grid-cell is obtained through 1000 block-
bootstrap samples in each impact parameter bin, similar to the 1D
stacks described in §5.2. The result is shown in Fig. 8, which demon-
strates that the excess absorption is significantly detected out to ~ 4
cMpc/hyg from galaxies. The excess absorption is similar in the
transverse and LOS directions.

Due to our survey design, the number of foreground galaxies
is a strong function of impact parameter: more than 50 per impact
parameter bin within impact parameters of ~ 4 cMpc/hyq, but only
~ 10-20 per bin at larger impact parameters. As a consequence, the
uncertainty on the excess transmission is a strong function of impact
parameter. Due to cosmological isotropy considerations, any real
excess signal should be symmetric in the positive and negative LOS
velocities. The indicative excess transmission/absorption in various
regions at ~ 5 — 10 cMpc/hyq (Fig. 8) is therefore implausible, and
is likely due to the cosmic variance of a single sight-line. We note
that we have verified that our results are not strongly impacted by
the large variation in survey depth as a function of impact parameter
due to the change from the UDF to the MUSE Wide region at ~ 4
cMpc/hyg. If we limit our sample to galaxies with Lya luminosities
> 1042 ergs” I which are detectable across the entire field of view,
we still find significant excess absorption at distances < 4 cMpc/h7g
from galaxies. As illustrated in Fig. 1, scales of ~ 4 cMpc/hy( are
already larger than the size of the UDF, demonstrating the value of
the larger area of the MUSE Wide data.

Fig. 8 also suggests that there is somewhat less excess absorp-
tion at the smallest impact parameters (corresponding to < 150-200
pkpc). While the number of galaxies with these impact parameters is
lower, leading to higher uncertainties, we speculate that the lowered
excess absorption could partly be due the contribution from a prox-
imity effect around galaxies (e.g. Kashino et al. 2023), emission-
infilling from extended Ly« halos around galaxies (e.g. Wisotzki
et al. 2018; Chen et al. 2020), or around their clustered satellites
(Kikuchihara et al. 2022).

The similarity of the dependence of the excess absorption on
LOS and transverse distance suggests that we can safely ignore
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Figure 8. The excess transmission as a function of the impact parameter
and the LOS velocity. Contours are at the 2,3 o level. In the top panel we
show the histogram of impact parameters of the foreground galaxies. In the
main panel, we highlight the maximum impact parameters corresponding to
the deeper MXDF and UDF regions. The labels on the y-axis on the right
translate the LOS velocity into a LOS distance for the average redshift of
our sample (z = 4.3) ignoring peculiar velocities.

peculiar velocities with the resolution of our data. We therefore de-
rive the relation between the excess transmission and 3D distance
and show this in Fig. 9, where we use logarithmically spaced bins
and measure the errors with bootstrapping as described above. Fig. 9
shows excess absorption is detected out to 4 cMpc/hy( from galaxies
and further illustrates the slight bias towards an excess transmission
of 0.03 compared to our fit to the transmission in quasar spectra
at these redshifts. The absorption profile is compared to measure-
ments around UV-bright galaxies at z ~ 2—3 (Adelberger et al. 2005;
Tummuangpak et al. 2014; Turner et al. 2014), which indicates that
the profile appears somewhat shallower at high-redshift, with par-
ticularly stronger absorption at distances of ~ 2 — 3 cMpc/hyg. It
is unclear whether this finding can be fully ascribed to a genuine
redshift evolution, as the considered samples also have other differ-
ences: while our LAEs have typical UV luminosities Myy ~ —18,
the typical galaxy in the LBG samples is ~30 times much more
luminous with Myy =~ —21.5 (Adelberger et al. 2003; Bielby et al.
2011). Moreover, while our shot noise is relatively low due to the
large number of foreground galaxies, cosmic variance may be sub-
stantial in our single sight-line (see e.g. the discussion in Garel et al.
2016), and our comparatively large redshift uncertainties have the
possible effect to flatten the real profile on scales < 2 cMpc/hyg
(e.g. Adelberger et al. 2003).

In Appendix A, we show how the inhomogeneous nature of the
survey (in terms of sensitivity and coverage of the foreground sam-
ple) impacts the excess transmission measurements. As we show,
the detection of excess absorption within ~ 3 cMpc/hy is robust to
the gaps in the survey design as well as the varying sensitivity. A
jackknife error estimate shows that there is some uncertainty in the
relative transmission at large impact parameters (> 5 cMpc/hyg).
However, we note that relatively large 3D distances (e.g. in Fig. 9)
are not only probed by high impact parameters, but also by large
velocity offsets at small impact parameters where we have much
larger statistics.
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Figure 9. The excess HI transmission as a function of 3D distance for our
full sample of foreground galaxies. Excess absorption is detected out to
4 cMpc/hyg from galaxies. Uncertainties at small distances are large due
to the limited number of sources and susceptibility to redshift errors. We
do not subtract the slight bias in our excess transmission and illustrate it
with a dotted line. The black dashed line (corrected for this bias) shows the
typical excess transmission around LBGs at z = 3 (Tummuangpak et al.
2014), whereas purple squares and red dots show other measurements (from
Turner et al. 2014 and Adelberger et al. 2005, respectively) in LBGs at
z ~ 2.5 corroborating this curve.

5.4 Wider applicability and Future developments

The wedding-cake layered mosaic of exposure times in the MUSE
Wide, UDF and MXDF yields a high number of galaxies at small im-
pact parameters around the objects for which background spectra are
measured, which is greatly beneficial for various cross-correlation
measurements. For example, there are (17, 59, 205) foreground —
background galaxy pairs (based on 505 unique galaxies) at im-
pact parameters within (100, 200, 500) pkpc, respectively, which is
more than in the KBSS survey (Chen et al. 2020), which has (10, 26,
90) foreground — background pairs (based on ~ 3000 galaxies) at
these separations. However, the relatively large number of galaxies
at small impact parameters cannot be fully exploited for measure-
ments of the excess absorption within < 1 cMpc/hyg when the
systematic redshifts uncertainties are ~ 100 km s~1 due to the scat-
ter in Ly« velocity offset corrections (e.g. Verhamme et al. 2018).
This could be addressed with a complete spectroscopic redshift sur-
vey of the foreground population at z ~ 4 with rest-frame optical
lines, e.g. using JWST’s NIRCam grism mode that can cover Ha
and HB+[OIII] at these redshifts (e.g. Matthee et al. 2023), which
would also mitigate any possible concerns of the Ly« line selection
missing the most massive (and dusty) galaxies. It will be particularly
important to investigate how well the galaxy over-density probed by
Lya-selected samples (which are known to avoid the most massive
star forming galaxies due to their low Lya escape fraction; e.g.
Matthee et al. 2016) traces the galaxy density from other probes.
The position of the MXDF was not chosen for this particular
measurement. In fact, while ID53 is the brightest galaxy at z > 3 in
the deepest MUSE coverage (including all areas observed by more
than 30 hours; Bacon et al. 2023), the region with 10 hr MUSE
coverage contains three more galaxies at z = 4.7 — 5.8 that are
equally bright or brighter and are young galaxies similarly to ID53.
The larger MUSE Wide region contains seven high-redshift galaxies
brighter than ID53, including one with magnitude 23.3 at z = 4.84.
While we discuss these galaxies in more detail in Appendix B, we
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note here that, in addition to being UV bright, the best galaxies
for tomography studies are those with a young age and a low dust
attenuation similar to ID53, as this type of galaxies have a relatively
featureless (blue) continuum in the Lyman-« forest region.

By experimenting with the spectrum of ID53, we find that a
S/N decrease of a factor of ~ 1.7 would still yield a comfortable
detection of the presence of excess absorption, suggesting the anal-
ysis could be extended to somewhat fainter sources. A specifically
designed deep IFU pointing (or observations with a multi-object
spectrograph) could therefore technically already obtain transmis-
sion measurements in about three background galaxies within a
single MUSE pointing, yielding valuable information of the varia-
tion of the Lya transmission at small transverse distances.

In the future era of the unprecedented spectroscopic sensitivity
that the Extremely Large Telescopes will bring in the 4 ~ 0.5 -2
micron regime, galaxy — HI transmission cross-correlations using
multiple closely separated sight-lines could feasibly be extended to
higher redshifts z ~ 6, where the Ly fluctuations are substantial
at the end stages of cosmic reionization (e.g. Bosman et al. 2022),
and may be able to target the weaker metal absorption lines such as
CIV, which is also sensitive to the shape of the ionizing spectrum.

6 SUMMARY

In this paper we have used deep spectroscopic data from MUSE
surveys in the Extended Chandra Deep Field South to measure
the Ly IGM transmission and perform cross-correlation with the
spectroscopically identified foreground galaxy density at z = 3.95—
4.72 in the spectrum of an L* background galaxy at z = 4.77, for
the first time using a galaxy spectrum at such high redshift. This
serves as a proof of concept for future studies where the use of
galaxies as background source will become common to perform
IGM tomography out to the epoch of reionization with a high spatial
sampling. Our results can be summarised as follows:

e We measure the evolution of the effective HI IGM opacity
Teff = 0.8 — 1.8 in bins of 50 cMpc/hyq over the redshift interval
z = 3.9 — 4.7 in the MXDF. We show that these measurements
are consistent with independent measurements in quasar sight-lines
that have been performed with a different technique, providing a
useful cross-validation of state-of-the art modelling of both galaxy
and quasar continua at this redshift. (Fig. 4).

e Thanks to the high sky density of galaxies with known spec-
troscopic redshifts between z ~ 4 — 5, we construct the galaxy
density map along the Lya transmission sight-line and we show
that the galaxy density in the MXDF (smoothed with a spheri-
cal 2 cMpc/hyg kernel) anti-correlates (at the 60~ confidence level)
with the excess Lya transmission compared to the average cos-
mic transmission (7' (z)). This measurement (unlike galaxy-centric
stacks) reveals that under-densities are associated to regions with
a higher transmission compared to the average. Our results con-
firm that density effects dominate the (excess) transmission over
ionization effects out to at least z =~ 4.5. (Fig. 5).

e By stacking the Lya transmission spectra centered on the red-
shifts of foreground galaxies and assuming that the HI absorption
profile should center symmetrically around galaxy systemic red-
shifts, we show that — on average — Ly« emission-line redshifts are
redshifted by +170 km s~! with respect to the systemic redshift, in
good agreement with other measurements at slightly lower redshifts.

e Within 3 cMpc/h;g from galaxies, the excess HI absorption
around faint Myy =~ —18 galaxies at z ~ 4 has a comparable
strength as measured around brighter galaxies at z ~ 3 (Fig. 9).
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Excess HI absorption around galaxies is detected out to 4 cMpc/hyg,
similarly in the line-of-sight and the transverse directions. There is
an indication that the excess absorption at z =~ 4 is stronger at
distances =~ 2-3 cMpc compared to measurements at z ~ 2 — 3, but
given the various differences between studies it is challenging to
pinpoint the origin of this difference, which may also simply be due
to cosmic variance.

Our results demonstrate the feasibility of using extremely deep
spectroscopy to measure the Ly transmission in the spectra of rel-
atively typical background galaxies at high-redshift, extending the
redshift range to z ~ 5. In particular, galaxies that are characterised
by young ages, low metallicities and low dust attenuation have a rel-
atively flat and bright UV continuum in the Ay = 912—1216 A range
(e.g. Cullen et al. 2019; Matthee et al. 2022), making these partic-
ularly useful for such measurements. Determining the redshift and
physical scales at which there is the transition from density to ion-
ization effects that determine the cross-correlation signal between
Lya transmission and galaxies may help constraining the properties
and distribution of ionizing sources at or just after the epoch of
reionization (e.g. Garaldi et al. 2022). In a future dedicated survey,
for example with MOSAIC on the Extremely Large Telescope, one
could perform such measurement on a region on the sky with mul-
tiple closely separated background sources at z ~ 6 — 7, such as a
high-redshift quasar surrounded by relatively bright, young galax-
ies, that will yield multiple closely separated sight-lines. Identifying
such regions is a task for in the meantime.
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A Impact of the inhomogeneous survey design

As shown in Fig. 1, our survey design is rather inhomogeneous in
terms of sensitivity and coverage. This impacts the distribution of
impact parameters of the foreground galaxies (and their luminosi-
ties). In this section, we investigate the robustness of the measured
cross-correlation signal to effects related to this inhomogeneity. To
test the gaps and holes in the survey design, we have split our
foreground sample in four quadrants whose division lines center on
ID53 and are orthogonal and parallel to the major extent of the larger
MUSE-Wide region (see Fig. 1). We then redo the cross-correlation
analysis in each of these quadrants individually. In Fig. A1 we show
the excess HI transmission as a function of 3D distance for each of
these four quadrants. There are no significant differences between
the quadrants within 10 cMpc/h;g. In Figures A2, we separate the
transverse and the line of sight distances. The excess absorption is
consistently detected within ~ 3 cMpc/h7g and ~ 200 km s~! along
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Figure Al. The excess HI transmission as a function of 3D distance to the
foreground galaxies (as in Fig. 9) where the foreground sample is split in
four quadrants (each with a different colour), compared to the full sample
(black).

the line of sight. In Fig. A3, we show the largest absolute differ-
ence in the excess transmission among the four quadrants at each
distance. This illustrates that the scatter due to the survey design
is largest at impact parameters ~ 10 cMpc/h7q, precisely the range
where the survey layout is most patchy. Nevertheless, the main result
of excess absorption within < 3 cMpc/hyg from galaxies is robust.

We also test the impact of the varying sensitivity of the fore-
ground sample (see bottom panel in Fig. 3). In Fig. A4, we show the
excess transmission as a function of 3D distance for the full sample
(the result shown in Fig. 9), and limiting our sample to Lya lumi-
nosities > 10%2 erg s~ which are detectable over the full survey
field. While in the second case the uncertainty increases substan-
tially at the smallest impact parameters due to the lower number
density of foreground galaxies, the general trend is fully consistent
with the one derived from the full sample.

B Other possible background sources

As mentioned in §5.4, there are several other galaxies with a com-
parable continuum UV magnitude to our main target at redshifts
z ~ 5 in the MUSE coverage. While the MUSE Wide region has a
particularly bright galaxy at z = 4.84 with m; 500 = 23.3, this galaxy
has a relatively red UV continuum slope (the F105W-F125W colour
is +0.5) that indicates significant dust attenuation in the ISM of the
galaxy. As a consequence of this and the mere lhr exposure time
of the MUSE Wide survey, the intrinsic flux of the galaxy in the
Lyman-« forest region is too faint for this galaxy to be useful for
Lyman-a absorption studies.

In the texp = 10 hr MOSAIC regions, there are two galaxies
(IDs 1185 and 1264) at z = 4.5 and z = 4.8, respectively, which are
0.1 and 0.4 magnitudes more luminous than ID53. However, one
of these galaxies is strongly contaminated by a foreground galaxy,
while the other has a red SED with various absorption features,
similar to the MUSE Wide galaxy.

Within the deep MXDF region, there is a galaxy (ID68, at z =
4.94; Bacon et al. 2023) which is 0.4 magnitude fainter than ID53.
It is separated to ID53 by 22’ on sky (~ 0.8 cMpc/hyg). In Fig. B1,
we compare the Lya forest spectrum of this galaxy to the spectrum
of ID53, both simply normalised to their rest-frame median flux
at A = 1250 — 1450 A. It appears that the Lyman-¢ transmission
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Figure A2. The excess transmission as a function of the impact parameter and the LOS velocity (as in Fig. 8), where the foreground sample is split in four

quadrants.
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Figure A3. The maximum absolute difference among the excess transmis-
sion in the four quadrants as a function of the impact parameter and the LOS
velocity (as Fig. 8). The inhomogeneity of the survey design impacts the
results most at the impact parameters ~ 10 cMpc/h7g.

in the two spectra correlates quite well at observed wavelengths
Aobs = 6200 — 6600 A (which corresponds to z = 4.1 — 4.4).
The correlation between the absorption spectra weaken at higher
redshifts, which could be real, but also due to the relatively higher
noise in the spectrum (caused by skylines). With a more detailed
analysis (in particular of the intrinsic SED model), our tomographic
experiment could independently be repeated, albeit with somewhat
higher uncertainties. One could use the combination of the two

o.2f
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Figure A4. The excess HI transmission as a function of 3D distance from
the foreground galaxies (as in Fig. 9) when the full sample is considered
(blue points with error bars) and when adopting a uniform luminosity cut
Liye > 10%2 erg s7! (red points with error bars).

sight-lines to attempt to constrain the coherence of individual IGM
structures over the ~ 1 cMpc/hyq scale, which we leave for future
work.

These comparisons highlight that, in addition to being UV
bright, the best galaxies for comparable tomography studies are
those with a young age and a low dust attenuation as they have a
relatively featureless (blue) continuum in the Lyman-a forest region.
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Figure B1. The Ly a forest transmission and Ly @ emission spectrum of the galaxy ID53 (main paper, blue) compared to galaxy ID68, which is a slightly fainter
galaxy at z = 4.9 within the MXDF coverage (red). The line-style is changed to dashed for regions that are impacted by Ly/3 forest absorption. Spectra are
binned to facilitate the visual comparisons. The shaded regions show the noise levels. Here, for simplicity, spectra are normalised to the median flux at their
respective rest-frame wavelength 1250-1450 A.
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