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For which tasks are ML methods in 
cosmology applied? 



ML adoption in Cosmology
What are the dominant tasks to which the community applies ML? 

Physical Parameter  
Estimation

̂z = fθ(x)
• Photometric redshift estimation, 

stellar mass estimation, etc. 


• Necessary for sub-sample 
definitions (e.g. tomography)


• Machine learning is motivated 
over conventional methods  
(e.g. template fitting) 
predominantly due to speed



ML adoption in Cosmology
What are the dominant tasks to which the community applies ML? 

Physical Parameter 
Estimation

̂z = fθ(x)

Classification &  
Systematics Correction

pt(z |x) pt(x) ≠
pv(z |x) pv(x)

• Crucial for redshift distribution, , estimation.

• Machine learning is ideal due to unsupervised classification 

N(z)
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Classification &  
Systematics Correction

pt(z |x) pt(x) ≠
pv(z |x) pv(x) Model Emulation

fθ(ϕ) ≈ ℳ(ϕ)

• Used primarily in sampling, to increase runtime efficiency  

• Machine learning grants speed without sacrificing accuracy 
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• Used when objective likelihood formulation is intractable  

• Machine learning grants speed without sacrificing 

accuracy 
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ML adoption in Cosmology
What are the dominant tasks to which the community applies ML? 

Model Emulation

fθ(ϕ) ≈ ℳ(ϕ)

Physical Parameter 
Estimation

̂z = fθ(x)
Classification &  

Systematics Correction

pt(z |x) pt(x) ≠
pv(z |x) pv(x)

Simulation Based  
Inference

q ̂θ(ϕ ∣ x)
p(ϕ ∣ x) ≈

Photo-z & 
Tomographic Binning  estimationN(z)

Evaluation of the 
matter power 

spectrum

Map-based  
Inference



A brief introduction to Cosmological analyses with images 
The “3x2pt” probes

Shear-position  
correlation function: 


galaxy-galaxy lensing 

Position-position 
correlation function:


photometric clustering

Shear-Shear 
correlation function:  

cosmic shear



Fundamentals of Cosmic Shear
Lensing by large-scale structures 

Image Credit: Ruhr-University Bochum 

Galaxies in the distant 
universe have (mostly) 
randomly distributed 

shapes  

Light is distorted along the 
line-of-sight by massive 

structures  
 

Propagation through 
similar structures imprints 
coherent distortions on 

galaxy shapes



Fundamentals of Cosmic Shear
The Shear-Shear Correlation Function 

• Observed shear-shear correlation 
function relates observed 
tangential- and cross-shears

• Shear correlations directly relate 
to the matter power-spectrum

• Requires knowledge of the 
source redshift distribution
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γ̂(ℓ) =

(
ℓ21 − ℓ22 + 2iℓ1ℓ2

|ℓ|2

)
κ̂(ℓ) = e2iβ κ̂(ℓ) , (12.19)

where β is the polar angle of the vector ℓ; this follows directly from (6.11) and (6.16). Eq. (12.19) implies that

〈
γ̂(ℓ)γ̂∗(ℓ′)

〉
= (2π)2 δD(ℓ − ℓ′)Pκ(ℓ). (12.20)

Hence, the power spectrum of the shear is the same as that of the surface mass density.

12.3.1 Shear correlation functions

Consider a pair of points (i.e., galaxy images); their separation direction ϕ (i.e. the polar angle of the separation
vector θ) is used to define the tangential and cross-component of the shear at these positions for this pair,
γt = −Re

(
γ e−2iϕ

)
, γ× = −Im

(
γ e−2iϕ

)
, as in (7.18). Using these two shear components, one can then define

the correlation functions ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ) and ⟨γ×γ×⟩ (θ), as well as the mixed correlator. However, it turns out to be
more convenient to define the following combinations,

ξ±(θ) = ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ) ± ⟨γ×γ×⟩ (θ) , ξ×(θ) = ⟨γtγ×⟩ (θ) . (12.21)

Due to parity symmetry, ξ×(θ) is expected to vanish, since under such a transformation, γt → γt, but γ× →
−γ×. Next we relate the shear correlation functions to the power spectrum Pκ: Using the definition of ξ±,
replacing γ in terms of γ̂, and making use of relation between γ̂ and κ̂, one finds

ξ+(θ) =

∫ ∞

0

dℓ ℓ

2π
J0(ℓθ)Pκ(ℓ) ; ξ−(θ) =

∫ ∞

0

dℓ ℓ

2π
J4(ℓθ)Pκ(ℓ) , (12.22)

where Jn(x) is the n-th order Bessel function of first kind. ξ± can be measured as follows: on a data field,
select all pairs of faint galaxies with separation within ∆θ of θ and then take the average ⟨ϵti ϵtj⟩ over all these

pairs; since ϵi = ϵ(s)i + γ(θi), the expectation value of ⟨ϵti ϵtj⟩ is ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ), provided source ellipticities are
uncorrelated. Similarly, the correlation for the cross-components is obtained.

12.3.2 The shear dispersion

Consider a circular aperture of radius θ; the mean shear in this aperture is γ̄. Averaging over many such
apertures, one defines the shear dispersion

〈
|γ̄|2

〉
(θ). It is related to the power spectrum through

〈
|γ̄|2

〉
(θ) =

1

2π

∫
dℓ ℓPκ(ℓ)WTH(ℓθ) , where WTH(η) =

4J2
1(η)

η2
(12.23)

is the top-hat filter function. A practical unbiased estimator of the mean shear in the aperture is ˆ̄γ =
N−1

∑N
i=1 ϵi, where N is the number of galaxies in the aperture. However, the square of this expression is

not an unbiased estimator of
〈
|γ̄|2

〉
, since the diagonal terms of the resulting double sum yield additional

terms, since E (ϵiϵ∗i ) = |γ(θi)|2 +σ2
ϵ . An unbiased estimate for the shear dispersion is obtained by omitting the

diagonal terms,

̂〈
|γ̄|2

〉
=

1

N(N − 1)

N∑

i̸=j

ϵi ϵ∗j . (12.24)

This expression is then averaged over many aperture placed on the data field. Again, the generalization to allow
for weighting of galaxy images is obvious. Note in particular that this estimator is not positive semi-definite.

12.3.3 The aperture mass

Consider a circular aperture of radius θ; for a point inside the aperture, define the tangential and cross-
components of the shear relative to the center of the aperture (as before); then define

Map(θ) =

∫
d2ϑ Q(|ϑ|) γt(ϑ) , (12.25)

where Q is a weight function with support ϑ ∈ [0, θ]. If we use the function
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1. To obtain κ = ∇2ψ/2, take the 2-D Laplacian of ψ, and add the term Φ,33 in the resulting integrand; this
latter term vanishes in the line-of-sight integration, as can be seen by integration by parts.

2. We make use of the 3-D Poisson equation in comoving coordinates (8.18) to obtain

κ(θ,χ) =
3H2

0Ωm

2c2

∫ χ

0
dχ′ fK(χ′)fK(χ − χ′)

fK(χ)

δ (fK(χ′)θ,χ′)

a(χ′)
. (12.9)

Note that κ is proportional to Ωm, since lensing is sensitive to ∆ρ ∝ Ωm δ, not just to the density contrast
δ = ∆ρ/ρ̄ itself.

3. For a redshift distribution of sources with pz(z) dz = pχ(χ) dχ, the effective surface mass density becomes

κ(θ) =

∫
dχ pχ(χ)κ(θ,χ)

=
3H2

0Ωm

2c2

∫ χh

0
dχ g(χ) fK(χ)

δ (fK(χ)θ,χ)

a(χ)
, (12.10)

with

g(χ) =

∫ χh

χ
dχ′ pχ(χ′)

fK(χ′ − χ)

fK(χ′)
, (12.11)

which is the source-redshift weighted lens efficiency factor Dds/Ds for a density fluctuation at distance χ,
and χh is the comoving horizon distance, obtained from χ(a) by letting a → 0.

The expression (12.9) for the effective surface mass density can be interpreted in a very simple way. Consider
a redshift interval of width dz around z, corresponding to the proper radial distance interval dDprop = |cdt| =
H−1(z)(1 + z)−1 cdz. The surface mass density in this interval is ∆ρ dDprop, where only the density contrast
∆ρ = ρ− ρ̄ acts as a lens (the ‘lensing effect’ of the mean matter density of the Universe is accounted for by the
relations between angular diameter distance and redshift; see Schneider & Weiss 1988a). Dividing this surface
mass density by the corresponding critical surface mass density, and integrating along the line-of-sight to the
sources, one finds

κ =

∫ zs

0
dz

4πG

c2

DdDds

Ds

dDprop

dz
∆ρ . (12.12)

This expression is equivalent to (12.9); see Problem 12.1.

12.2.2 Limber’s equation

Since the projected density κ is a projection of δ, which is a homogeneous, isotropic random field, so is κ. The
power spectrum of κ is then related to that of δ, in a similar way as encountered already in Sect. 9.4.5 for the
projected galaxy distribution. More generally, the projections

gi(θ) =

∫
dχ qi(χ) δ (fK(χ)θ,χ) (12.13)

are (2-D) homogeneous and isotropic random fields, where the qi are weight functions. In particular, the
correlation function

C12 = ⟨g1(ϕ1) g2(ϕ2)⟩ ≡ C12(|ϕ1 − ϕ2|) (12.14)

depends only on the modulus of the separation vector. The original form of the Limber (1953) equation relates
C12 to the correlation function of δ which is a line-of-sight projection. Alternatively, one can consider the
Fourier-space analogy of this relation: The power spectrum P12(ℓ) – the Fourier transform of C12(θ) – depends
linearly on Pδ(k) (Kaiser 1992, 1998),

P12(ℓ) =

∫
dχ

q1(χ) q2(χ)

f2
K(χ)

Pδ

(
ℓ

fK(χ)
,χ

)
, (12.15)

if the largest-scale structures in δ are much smaller than the effective range ∆χ of the projection. Hence, we
obtain the (very reasonable) result that the 2-D power at angular scale 1/ℓ is obtained from the 3-D power at
length scale fK(χ) (1/ℓ), integrated over χ.

Comparing (12.10) with (12.15), one sees that κ(θ) is such a projection of δ with the weights q1(χ) =
q2(χ) = (3/2)(H0/c)2Ωmg(χ)fK(χ)/a(χ), so that

Pκ(ℓ) =
9H4

0Ω2
m

4c4

∫ χh

0
dχ

g2(χ)

a2(χ)
Pδ

(
ℓ

fK(χ)
,χ

)
. (12.16)
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γ̂(ℓ) =

(
ℓ21 − ℓ22 + 2iℓ1ℓ2

|ℓ|2

)
κ̂(ℓ) = e2iβ κ̂(ℓ) , (12.19)

where β is the polar angle of the vector ℓ; this follows directly from (6.11) and (6.16). Eq. (12.19) implies that

〈
γ̂(ℓ)γ̂∗(ℓ′)

〉
= (2π)2 δD(ℓ − ℓ′)Pκ(ℓ). (12.20)

Hence, the power spectrum of the shear is the same as that of the surface mass density.
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)
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γ e−2iϕ

)
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Due to parity symmetry, ξ×(θ) is expected to vanish, since under such a transformation, γt → γt, but γ× →
−γ×. Next we relate the shear correlation functions to the power spectrum Pκ: Using the definition of ξ±,
replacing γ in terms of γ̂, and making use of relation between γ̂ and κ̂, one finds

ξ+(θ) =

∫ ∞

0

dℓ ℓ

2π
J0(ℓθ)Pκ(ℓ) ; ξ−(θ) =

∫ ∞

0

dℓ ℓ

2π
J4(ℓθ)Pκ(ℓ) , (12.22)

where Jn(x) is the n-th order Bessel function of first kind. ξ± can be measured as follows: on a data field,
select all pairs of faint galaxies with separation within ∆θ of θ and then take the average ⟨ϵti ϵtj⟩ over all these

pairs; since ϵi = ϵ(s)i + γ(θi), the expectation value of ⟨ϵti ϵtj⟩ is ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ), provided source ellipticities are
uncorrelated. Similarly, the correlation for the cross-components is obtained.

12.3.2 The shear dispersion

Consider a circular aperture of radius θ; the mean shear in this aperture is γ̄. Averaging over many such
apertures, one defines the shear dispersion

〈
|γ̄|2

〉
(θ). It is related to the power spectrum through

〈
|γ̄|2

〉
(θ) =

1

2π

∫
dℓ ℓPκ(ℓ)WTH(ℓθ) , where WTH(η) =

4J2
1(η)

η2
(12.23)

is the top-hat filter function. A practical unbiased estimator of the mean shear in the aperture is ˆ̄γ =
N−1

∑N
i=1 ϵi, where N is the number of galaxies in the aperture. However, the square of this expression is

not an unbiased estimator of
〈
|γ̄|2

〉
, since the diagonal terms of the resulting double sum yield additional

terms, since E (ϵiϵ∗i ) = |γ(θi)|2 +σ2
ϵ . An unbiased estimate for the shear dispersion is obtained by omitting the

diagonal terms,

̂〈
|γ̄|2

〉
=

1

N(N − 1)

N∑

i̸=j

ϵi ϵ∗j . (12.24)

This expression is then averaged over many aperture placed on the data field. Again, the generalization to allow
for weighting of galaxy images is obvious. Note in particular that this estimator is not positive semi-definite.

12.3.3 The aperture mass

Consider a circular aperture of radius θ; for a point inside the aperture, define the tangential and cross-
components of the shear relative to the center of the aperture (as before); then define

Map(θ) =

∫
d2ϑ Q(|ϑ|) γt(ϑ) , (12.25)

where Q is a weight function with support ϑ ∈ [0, θ]. If we use the function

Observed  &  Theory



Fundamentals of Cosmic Shear
The Shear-Shear Correlation Function 

• Observed shear-shear correlation 
function relates observed 
tangential- and cross-shears

• Shear correlations directly relate 
to the matter power-spectrum

• Requires knowledge of the 
source redshift distribution

12.3 Second-order cosmic shear measures 225

γ̂(ℓ) =

(
ℓ21 − ℓ22 + 2iℓ1ℓ2

|ℓ|2

)
κ̂(ℓ) = e2iβ κ̂(ℓ) , (12.19)

where β is the polar angle of the vector ℓ; this follows directly from (6.11) and (6.16). Eq. (12.19) implies that

〈
γ̂(ℓ)γ̂∗(ℓ′)

〉
= (2π)2 δD(ℓ − ℓ′)Pκ(ℓ). (12.20)

Hence, the power spectrum of the shear is the same as that of the surface mass density.

12.3.1 Shear correlation functions

Consider a pair of points (i.e., galaxy images); their separation direction ϕ (i.e. the polar angle of the separation
vector θ) is used to define the tangential and cross-component of the shear at these positions for this pair,
γt = −Re

(
γ e−2iϕ

)
, γ× = −Im

(
γ e−2iϕ

)
, as in (7.18). Using these two shear components, one can then define

the correlation functions ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ) and ⟨γ×γ×⟩ (θ), as well as the mixed correlator. However, it turns out to be
more convenient to define the following combinations,

ξ±(θ) = ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ) ± ⟨γ×γ×⟩ (θ) , ξ×(θ) = ⟨γtγ×⟩ (θ) . (12.21)

Due to parity symmetry, ξ×(θ) is expected to vanish, since under such a transformation, γt → γt, but γ× →
−γ×. Next we relate the shear correlation functions to the power spectrum Pκ: Using the definition of ξ±,
replacing γ in terms of γ̂, and making use of relation between γ̂ and κ̂, one finds

ξ+(θ) =

∫ ∞

0

dℓ ℓ

2π
J0(ℓθ)Pκ(ℓ) ; ξ−(θ) =

∫ ∞

0

dℓ ℓ

2π
J4(ℓθ)Pκ(ℓ) , (12.22)

where Jn(x) is the n-th order Bessel function of first kind. ξ± can be measured as follows: on a data field,
select all pairs of faint galaxies with separation within ∆θ of θ and then take the average ⟨ϵti ϵtj⟩ over all these

pairs; since ϵi = ϵ(s)i + γ(θi), the expectation value of ⟨ϵti ϵtj⟩ is ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ), provided source ellipticities are
uncorrelated. Similarly, the correlation for the cross-components is obtained.

12.3.2 The shear dispersion

Consider a circular aperture of radius θ; the mean shear in this aperture is γ̄. Averaging over many such
apertures, one defines the shear dispersion

〈
|γ̄|2

〉
(θ). It is related to the power spectrum through

〈
|γ̄|2

〉
(θ) =

1

2π

∫
dℓ ℓPκ(ℓ)WTH(ℓθ) , where WTH(η) =

4J2
1(η)

η2
(12.23)

is the top-hat filter function. A practical unbiased estimator of the mean shear in the aperture is ˆ̄γ =
N−1

∑N
i=1 ϵi, where N is the number of galaxies in the aperture. However, the square of this expression is

not an unbiased estimator of
〈
|γ̄|2

〉
, since the diagonal terms of the resulting double sum yield additional

terms, since E (ϵiϵ∗i ) = |γ(θi)|2 +σ2
ϵ . An unbiased estimate for the shear dispersion is obtained by omitting the

diagonal terms,

̂〈
|γ̄|2

〉
=

1

N(N − 1)

N∑

i̸=j

ϵi ϵ∗j . (12.24)

This expression is then averaged over many aperture placed on the data field. Again, the generalization to allow
for weighting of galaxy images is obvious. Note in particular that this estimator is not positive semi-definite.

12.3.3 The aperture mass

Consider a circular aperture of radius θ; for a point inside the aperture, define the tangential and cross-
components of the shear relative to the center of the aperture (as before); then define

Map(θ) =

∫
d2ϑ Q(|ϑ|) γt(ϑ) , (12.25)

where Q is a weight function with support ϑ ∈ [0, θ]. If we use the function
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1. To obtain κ = ∇2ψ/2, take the 2-D Laplacian of ψ, and add the term Φ,33 in the resulting integrand; this
latter term vanishes in the line-of-sight integration, as can be seen by integration by parts.

2. We make use of the 3-D Poisson equation in comoving coordinates (8.18) to obtain

κ(θ,χ) =
3H2

0Ωm

2c2

∫ χ

0
dχ′ fK(χ′)fK(χ − χ′)

fK(χ)

δ (fK(χ′)θ,χ′)

a(χ′)
. (12.9)

Note that κ is proportional to Ωm, since lensing is sensitive to ∆ρ ∝ Ωm δ, not just to the density contrast
δ = ∆ρ/ρ̄ itself.

3. For a redshift distribution of sources with pz(z) dz = pχ(χ) dχ, the effective surface mass density becomes

κ(θ) =

∫
dχ pχ(χ)κ(θ,χ)

=
3H2

0Ωm

2c2

∫ χh

0
dχ g(χ) fK(χ)

δ (fK(χ)θ,χ)

a(χ)
, (12.10)

with

g(χ) =

∫ χh

χ
dχ′ pχ(χ′)

fK(χ′ − χ)

fK(χ′)
, (12.11)

which is the source-redshift weighted lens efficiency factor Dds/Ds for a density fluctuation at distance χ,
and χh is the comoving horizon distance, obtained from χ(a) by letting a → 0.

The expression (12.9) for the effective surface mass density can be interpreted in a very simple way. Consider
a redshift interval of width dz around z, corresponding to the proper radial distance interval dDprop = |cdt| =
H−1(z)(1 + z)−1 cdz. The surface mass density in this interval is ∆ρ dDprop, where only the density contrast
∆ρ = ρ− ρ̄ acts as a lens (the ‘lensing effect’ of the mean matter density of the Universe is accounted for by the
relations between angular diameter distance and redshift; see Schneider & Weiss 1988a). Dividing this surface
mass density by the corresponding critical surface mass density, and integrating along the line-of-sight to the
sources, one finds

κ =

∫ zs

0
dz

4πG

c2

DdDds

Ds

dDprop

dz
∆ρ . (12.12)

This expression is equivalent to (12.9); see Problem 12.1.

12.2.2 Limber’s equation

Since the projected density κ is a projection of δ, which is a homogeneous, isotropic random field, so is κ. The
power spectrum of κ is then related to that of δ, in a similar way as encountered already in Sect. 9.4.5 for the
projected galaxy distribution. More generally, the projections

gi(θ) =

∫
dχ qi(χ) δ (fK(χ)θ,χ) (12.13)

are (2-D) homogeneous and isotropic random fields, where the qi are weight functions. In particular, the
correlation function

C12 = ⟨g1(ϕ1) g2(ϕ2)⟩ ≡ C12(|ϕ1 − ϕ2|) (12.14)

depends only on the modulus of the separation vector. The original form of the Limber (1953) equation relates
C12 to the correlation function of δ which is a line-of-sight projection. Alternatively, one can consider the
Fourier-space analogy of this relation: The power spectrum P12(ℓ) – the Fourier transform of C12(θ) – depends
linearly on Pδ(k) (Kaiser 1992, 1998),

P12(ℓ) =

∫
dχ

q1(χ) q2(χ)

f2
K(χ)

Pδ

(
ℓ

fK(χ)
,χ

)
, (12.15)

if the largest-scale structures in δ are much smaller than the effective range ∆χ of the projection. Hence, we
obtain the (very reasonable) result that the 2-D power at angular scale 1/ℓ is obtained from the 3-D power at
length scale fK(χ) (1/ℓ), integrated over χ.

Comparing (12.10) with (12.15), one sees that κ(θ) is such a projection of δ with the weights q1(χ) =
q2(χ) = (3/2)(H0/c)2Ωmg(χ)fK(χ)/a(χ), so that

Pκ(ℓ) =
9H4

0Ω2
m

4c4

∫ χh

0
dχ

g2(χ)

a2(χ)
Pδ

(
ℓ

fK(χ)
,χ

)
. (12.16)
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γ̂(ℓ) =

(
ℓ21 − ℓ22 + 2iℓ1ℓ2

|ℓ|2

)
κ̂(ℓ) = e2iβ κ̂(ℓ) , (12.19)

where β is the polar angle of the vector ℓ; this follows directly from (6.11) and (6.16). Eq. (12.19) implies that

〈
γ̂(ℓ)γ̂∗(ℓ′)

〉
= (2π)2 δD(ℓ − ℓ′)Pκ(ℓ). (12.20)

Hence, the power spectrum of the shear is the same as that of the surface mass density.

12.3.1 Shear correlation functions

Consider a pair of points (i.e., galaxy images); their separation direction ϕ (i.e. the polar angle of the separation
vector θ) is used to define the tangential and cross-component of the shear at these positions for this pair,
γt = −Re

(
γ e−2iϕ

)
, γ× = −Im

(
γ e−2iϕ

)
, as in (7.18). Using these two shear components, one can then define

the correlation functions ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ) and ⟨γ×γ×⟩ (θ), as well as the mixed correlator. However, it turns out to be
more convenient to define the following combinations,

ξ±(θ) = ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ) ± ⟨γ×γ×⟩ (θ) , ξ×(θ) = ⟨γtγ×⟩ (θ) . (12.21)

Due to parity symmetry, ξ×(θ) is expected to vanish, since under such a transformation, γt → γt, but γ× →
−γ×. Next we relate the shear correlation functions to the power spectrum Pκ: Using the definition of ξ±,
replacing γ in terms of γ̂, and making use of relation between γ̂ and κ̂, one finds

ξ+(θ) =

∫ ∞

0

dℓ ℓ

2π
J0(ℓθ)Pκ(ℓ) ; ξ−(θ) =

∫ ∞

0

dℓ ℓ

2π
J4(ℓθ)Pκ(ℓ) , (12.22)

where Jn(x) is the n-th order Bessel function of first kind. ξ± can be measured as follows: on a data field,
select all pairs of faint galaxies with separation within ∆θ of θ and then take the average ⟨ϵti ϵtj⟩ over all these

pairs; since ϵi = ϵ(s)i + γ(θi), the expectation value of ⟨ϵti ϵtj⟩ is ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ), provided source ellipticities are
uncorrelated. Similarly, the correlation for the cross-components is obtained.

12.3.2 The shear dispersion

Consider a circular aperture of radius θ; the mean shear in this aperture is γ̄. Averaging over many such
apertures, one defines the shear dispersion

〈
|γ̄|2

〉
(θ). It is related to the power spectrum through

〈
|γ̄|2

〉
(θ) =

1

2π

∫
dℓ ℓPκ(ℓ)WTH(ℓθ) , where WTH(η) =

4J2
1(η)

η2
(12.23)

is the top-hat filter function. A practical unbiased estimator of the mean shear in the aperture is ˆ̄γ =
N−1

∑N
i=1 ϵi, where N is the number of galaxies in the aperture. However, the square of this expression is

not an unbiased estimator of
〈
|γ̄|2

〉
, since the diagonal terms of the resulting double sum yield additional

terms, since E (ϵiϵ∗i ) = |γ(θi)|2 +σ2
ϵ . An unbiased estimate for the shear dispersion is obtained by omitting the

diagonal terms,

̂〈
|γ̄|2

〉
=

1

N(N − 1)

N∑

i̸=j

ϵi ϵ∗j . (12.24)

This expression is then averaged over many aperture placed on the data field. Again, the generalization to allow
for weighting of galaxy images is obvious. Note in particular that this estimator is not positive semi-definite.

12.3.3 The aperture mass

Consider a circular aperture of radius θ; for a point inside the aperture, define the tangential and cross-
components of the shear relative to the center of the aperture (as before); then define

Map(θ) =

∫
d2ϑ Q(|ϑ|) γt(ϑ) , (12.25)

where Q is a weight function with support ϑ ∈ [0, θ]. If we use the function
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0

dℓ ℓ

2π
J4(ℓθ)Pκ(ℓ) , (12.22)

where Jn(x) is the n-th order Bessel function of first kind. ξ± can be measured as follows: on a data field,
select all pairs of faint galaxies with separation within ∆θ of θ and then take the average ⟨ϵti ϵtj⟩ over all these

pairs; since ϵi = ϵ(s)i + γ(θi), the expectation value of ⟨ϵti ϵtj⟩ is ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ), provided source ellipticities are
uncorrelated. Similarly, the correlation for the cross-components is obtained.

12.3.2 The shear dispersion

Consider a circular aperture of radius θ; the mean shear in this aperture is γ̄. Averaging over many such
apertures, one defines the shear dispersion

〈
|γ̄|2

〉
(θ). It is related to the power spectrum through

〈
|γ̄|2

〉
(θ) =

1

2π

∫
dℓ ℓPκ(ℓ)WTH(ℓθ) , where WTH(η) =

4J2
1(η)

η2
(12.23)

is the top-hat filter function. A practical unbiased estimator of the mean shear in the aperture is ˆ̄γ =
N−1

∑N
i=1 ϵi, where N is the number of galaxies in the aperture. However, the square of this expression is

not an unbiased estimator of
〈
|γ̄|2

〉
, since the diagonal terms of the resulting double sum yield additional

terms, since E (ϵiϵ∗i ) = |γ(θi)|2 +σ2
ϵ . An unbiased estimate for the shear dispersion is obtained by omitting the

diagonal terms,

̂〈
|γ̄|2

〉
=

1

N(N − 1)

N∑

i̸=j

ϵi ϵ∗j . (12.24)

This expression is then averaged over many aperture placed on the data field. Again, the generalization to allow
for weighting of galaxy images is obvious. Note in particular that this estimator is not positive semi-definite.

12.3.3 The aperture mass

Consider a circular aperture of radius θ; for a point inside the aperture, define the tangential and cross-
components of the shear relative to the center of the aperture (as before); then define

Map(θ) =

∫
d2ϑ Q(|ϑ|) γt(ϑ) , (12.25)

where Q is a weight function with support ϑ ∈ [0, θ]. If we use the function
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1. To obtain κ = ∇2ψ/2, take the 2-D Laplacian of ψ, and add the term Φ,33 in the resulting integrand; this
latter term vanishes in the line-of-sight integration, as can be seen by integration by parts.

2. We make use of the 3-D Poisson equation in comoving coordinates (8.18) to obtain

κ(θ,χ) =
3H2

0Ωm

2c2

∫ χ

0
dχ′ fK(χ′)fK(χ − χ′)

fK(χ)

δ (fK(χ′)θ,χ′)

a(χ′)
. (12.9)

Note that κ is proportional to Ωm, since lensing is sensitive to ∆ρ ∝ Ωm δ, not just to the density contrast
δ = ∆ρ/ρ̄ itself.

3. For a redshift distribution of sources with pz(z) dz = pχ(χ) dχ, the effective surface mass density becomes

κ(θ) =

∫
dχ pχ(χ)κ(θ,χ)

=
3H2

0Ωm

2c2

∫ χh

0
dχ g(χ) fK(χ)

δ (fK(χ)θ,χ)

a(χ)
, (12.10)

with

g(χ) =

∫ χh

χ
dχ′ pχ(χ′)

fK(χ′ − χ)

fK(χ′)
, (12.11)

which is the source-redshift weighted lens efficiency factor Dds/Ds for a density fluctuation at distance χ,
and χh is the comoving horizon distance, obtained from χ(a) by letting a → 0.

The expression (12.9) for the effective surface mass density can be interpreted in a very simple way. Consider
a redshift interval of width dz around z, corresponding to the proper radial distance interval dDprop = |cdt| =
H−1(z)(1 + z)−1 cdz. The surface mass density in this interval is ∆ρ dDprop, where only the density contrast
∆ρ = ρ− ρ̄ acts as a lens (the ‘lensing effect’ of the mean matter density of the Universe is accounted for by the
relations between angular diameter distance and redshift; see Schneider & Weiss 1988a). Dividing this surface
mass density by the corresponding critical surface mass density, and integrating along the line-of-sight to the
sources, one finds

κ =

∫ zs

0
dz

4πG

c2

DdDds

Ds

dDprop

dz
∆ρ . (12.12)

This expression is equivalent to (12.9); see Problem 12.1.

12.2.2 Limber’s equation

Since the projected density κ is a projection of δ, which is a homogeneous, isotropic random field, so is κ. The
power spectrum of κ is then related to that of δ, in a similar way as encountered already in Sect. 9.4.5 for the
projected galaxy distribution. More generally, the projections

gi(θ) =

∫
dχ qi(χ) δ (fK(χ)θ,χ) (12.13)

are (2-D) homogeneous and isotropic random fields, where the qi are weight functions. In particular, the
correlation function

C12 = ⟨g1(ϕ1) g2(ϕ2)⟩ ≡ C12(|ϕ1 − ϕ2|) (12.14)

depends only on the modulus of the separation vector. The original form of the Limber (1953) equation relates
C12 to the correlation function of δ which is a line-of-sight projection. Alternatively, one can consider the
Fourier-space analogy of this relation: The power spectrum P12(ℓ) – the Fourier transform of C12(θ) – depends
linearly on Pδ(k) (Kaiser 1992, 1998),

P12(ℓ) =

∫
dχ

q1(χ) q2(χ)

f2
K(χ)

Pδ

(
ℓ

fK(χ)
,χ

)
, (12.15)

if the largest-scale structures in δ are much smaller than the effective range ∆χ of the projection. Hence, we
obtain the (very reasonable) result that the 2-D power at angular scale 1/ℓ is obtained from the 3-D power at
length scale fK(χ) (1/ℓ), integrated over χ.

Comparing (12.10) with (12.15), one sees that κ(θ) is such a projection of δ with the weights q1(χ) =
q2(χ) = (3/2)(H0/c)2Ωmg(χ)fK(χ)/a(χ), so that

Pκ(ℓ) =
9H4

0Ω2
m

4c4

∫ χh

0
dχ

g2(χ)

a2(χ)
Pδ

(
ℓ

fK(χ)
,χ

)
. (12.16)

12.2 Cosmic shear: the principle 223

1. To obtain κ = ∇2ψ/2, take the 2-D Laplacian of ψ, and add the term Φ,33 in the resulting integrand; this
latter term vanishes in the line-of-sight integration, as can be seen by integration by parts.

2. We make use of the 3-D Poisson equation in comoving coordinates (8.18) to obtain

κ(θ,χ) =
3H2

0Ωm

2c2

∫ χ

0
dχ′ fK(χ′)fK(χ − χ′)

fK(χ)

δ (fK(χ′)θ,χ′)

a(χ′)
. (12.9)

Note that κ is proportional to Ωm, since lensing is sensitive to ∆ρ ∝ Ωm δ, not just to the density contrast
δ = ∆ρ/ρ̄ itself.

3. For a redshift distribution of sources with pz(z) dz = pχ(χ) dχ, the effective surface mass density becomes

κ(θ) =

∫
dχ pχ(χ)κ(θ,χ)

=
3H2

0Ωm

2c2

∫ χh

0
dχ g(χ) fK(χ)

δ (fK(χ)θ,χ)

a(χ)
, (12.10)

with

g(χ) =

∫ χh

χ
dχ′ pχ(χ′)

fK(χ′ − χ)

fK(χ′)
, (12.11)

which is the source-redshift weighted lens efficiency factor Dds/Ds for a density fluctuation at distance χ,
and χh is the comoving horizon distance, obtained from χ(a) by letting a → 0.

The expression (12.9) for the effective surface mass density can be interpreted in a very simple way. Consider
a redshift interval of width dz around z, corresponding to the proper radial distance interval dDprop = |cdt| =
H−1(z)(1 + z)−1 cdz. The surface mass density in this interval is ∆ρ dDprop, where only the density contrast
∆ρ = ρ− ρ̄ acts as a lens (the ‘lensing effect’ of the mean matter density of the Universe is accounted for by the
relations between angular diameter distance and redshift; see Schneider & Weiss 1988a). Dividing this surface
mass density by the corresponding critical surface mass density, and integrating along the line-of-sight to the
sources, one finds

κ =

∫ zs

0
dz

4πG

c2

DdDds

Ds

dDprop

dz
∆ρ . (12.12)

This expression is equivalent to (12.9); see Problem 12.1.

12.2.2 Limber’s equation

Since the projected density κ is a projection of δ, which is a homogeneous, isotropic random field, so is κ. The
power spectrum of κ is then related to that of δ, in a similar way as encountered already in Sect. 9.4.5 for the
projected galaxy distribution. More generally, the projections
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length scale fK(χ) (1/ℓ), integrated over χ.

Comparing (12.10) with (12.15), one sees that κ(θ) is such a projection of δ with the weights q1(χ) =
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γ̂(ℓ) =

(
ℓ21 − ℓ22 + 2iℓ1ℓ2

|ℓ|2

)
κ̂(ℓ) = e2iβ κ̂(ℓ) , (12.19)

where β is the polar angle of the vector ℓ; this follows directly from (6.11) and (6.16). Eq. (12.19) implies that

〈
γ̂(ℓ)γ̂∗(ℓ′)

〉
= (2π)2 δD(ℓ − ℓ′)Pκ(ℓ). (12.20)

Hence, the power spectrum of the shear is the same as that of the surface mass density.

12.3.1 Shear correlation functions

Consider a pair of points (i.e., galaxy images); their separation direction ϕ (i.e. the polar angle of the separation
vector θ) is used to define the tangential and cross-component of the shear at these positions for this pair,
γt = −Re

(
γ e−2iϕ

)
, γ× = −Im

(
γ e−2iϕ

)
, as in (7.18). Using these two shear components, one can then define

the correlation functions ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ) and ⟨γ×γ×⟩ (θ), as well as the mixed correlator. However, it turns out to be
more convenient to define the following combinations,

ξ±(θ) = ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ) ± ⟨γ×γ×⟩ (θ) , ξ×(θ) = ⟨γtγ×⟩ (θ) . (12.21)

Due to parity symmetry, ξ×(θ) is expected to vanish, since under such a transformation, γt → γt, but γ× →
−γ×. Next we relate the shear correlation functions to the power spectrum Pκ: Using the definition of ξ±,
replacing γ in terms of γ̂, and making use of relation between γ̂ and κ̂, one finds

ξ+(θ) =

∫ ∞

0

dℓ ℓ

2π
J0(ℓθ)Pκ(ℓ) ; ξ−(θ) =

∫ ∞

0

dℓ ℓ

2π
J4(ℓθ)Pκ(ℓ) , (12.22)

where Jn(x) is the n-th order Bessel function of first kind. ξ± can be measured as follows: on a data field,
select all pairs of faint galaxies with separation within ∆θ of θ and then take the average ⟨ϵti ϵtj⟩ over all these

pairs; since ϵi = ϵ(s)i + γ(θi), the expectation value of ⟨ϵti ϵtj⟩ is ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ), provided source ellipticities are
uncorrelated. Similarly, the correlation for the cross-components is obtained.

12.3.2 The shear dispersion

Consider a circular aperture of radius θ; the mean shear in this aperture is γ̄. Averaging over many such
apertures, one defines the shear dispersion

〈
|γ̄|2

〉
(θ). It is related to the power spectrum through

〈
|γ̄|2

〉
(θ) =

1

2π

∫
dℓ ℓPκ(ℓ)WTH(ℓθ) , where WTH(η) =

4J2
1(η)

η2
(12.23)

is the top-hat filter function. A practical unbiased estimator of the mean shear in the aperture is ˆ̄γ =
N−1

∑N
i=1 ϵi, where N is the number of galaxies in the aperture. However, the square of this expression is

not an unbiased estimator of
〈
|γ̄|2

〉
, since the diagonal terms of the resulting double sum yield additional

terms, since E (ϵiϵ∗i ) = |γ(θi)|2 +σ2
ϵ . An unbiased estimate for the shear dispersion is obtained by omitting the

diagonal terms,

̂〈
|γ̄|2

〉
=

1

N(N − 1)

N∑

i̸=j

ϵi ϵ∗j . (12.24)

This expression is then averaged over many aperture placed on the data field. Again, the generalization to allow
for weighting of galaxy images is obvious. Note in particular that this estimator is not positive semi-definite.

12.3.3 The aperture mass

Consider a circular aperture of radius θ; for a point inside the aperture, define the tangential and cross-
components of the shear relative to the center of the aperture (as before); then define

Map(θ) =

∫
d2ϑ Q(|ϑ|) γt(ϑ) , (12.25)

where Q is a weight function with support ϑ ∈ [0, θ]. If we use the function
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Early work used stacking photo- , then -nearest-neighbour weighting.  
But since 2020, the cosmic shear community has been caught firmly in the 
grip of the Self-Organising Map (SOM). This is because SOM gives us both: 
  (1) Unsupervised classification &  
  (2) human-interpretable representations of -spaces
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SOM mapping of complex spaces: early iteration 
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Early epochs have 
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over the manifold 



SOM mapping of complex spaces: late iteration 
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SOM mapping of complex spaces: late iteration  

Classification &  
Systematics Correction

pt(z |x) pt(x) ≠
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Ways that your ML analysis can fail
There are three classic failure modes in ML regression/classification problems: 

1. Covariate shift:  ptr(z |c) = ptg(z |c) & ptr(c) ≠ ptg(c)
2. Prior Probability shift:  ptr(c |z) = ptg(c |z) & ptr(z) ≠ ptg(z)
3. Concept drift: ptr(z |c) ≠ ptg(z |c)

These all affect redshift calibration datasets:
1. Targeting in spectroscopy differs from photometry 
2. Redshift success and confidence is systematic 
3. SOM cells have non-zero size
➡ the above effects also persist below the cell level
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• Results from KiDS-1000 (Asgari et al. 2021) 


• Used SOM redshift estimation 


• 3-sigma tension with Planck CMB 
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1. Covariate shift:   
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KiDZ Redshift Calibration Sample 
Robust corrections with more spectra (Wright et al. 2024) Classification &  

Systematics Correction
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KiDZ Redshift Calibration Sample 
Robust corrections with more spectra (Wright et al. 2024) Classification &  

Systematics Correction

pt(z |x) pt(x) ≠
pv(z |x) pv(x)
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Model Emulation

fθ(ϕ) ≈ ℳ(ϕ)

Recent & notable examples: 
• Arico et al (2021,2023) 
• Spurio-Mancini et al. (2022) 
• Burger et al. (2025)

Example talks this week:   
• Alicia Martin (Thurs 1420) 
• Diane Salim (Thurs 1540)

Used primarily in parameter inference. Symbolic regression 
emulators are more broad, but remove concerns of a black box.  

For cosmology: emulating the matter power spectrum. 



Power spectrum emulation for MCMC
Embedded at the heart of the optimisation process Model Emulation

fθ(ϕ) ≈ ℳ(ϕ)
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γ̂(ℓ) =

(
ℓ21 − ℓ22 + 2iℓ1ℓ2

|ℓ|2

)
κ̂(ℓ) = e2iβ κ̂(ℓ) , (12.19)

where β is the polar angle of the vector ℓ; this follows directly from (6.11) and (6.16). Eq. (12.19) implies that

〈
γ̂(ℓ)γ̂∗(ℓ′)

〉
= (2π)2 δD(ℓ − ℓ′)Pκ(ℓ). (12.20)

Hence, the power spectrum of the shear is the same as that of the surface mass density.

12.3.1 Shear correlation functions

Consider a pair of points (i.e., galaxy images); their separation direction ϕ (i.e. the polar angle of the separation
vector θ) is used to define the tangential and cross-component of the shear at these positions for this pair,
γt = −Re

(
γ e−2iϕ

)
, γ× = −Im

(
γ e−2iϕ

)
, as in (7.18). Using these two shear components, one can then define

the correlation functions ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ) and ⟨γ×γ×⟩ (θ), as well as the mixed correlator. However, it turns out to be
more convenient to define the following combinations,

ξ±(θ) = ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ) ± ⟨γ×γ×⟩ (θ) , ξ×(θ) = ⟨γtγ×⟩ (θ) . (12.21)

Due to parity symmetry, ξ×(θ) is expected to vanish, since under such a transformation, γt → γt, but γ× →
−γ×. Next we relate the shear correlation functions to the power spectrum Pκ: Using the definition of ξ±,
replacing γ in terms of γ̂, and making use of relation between γ̂ and κ̂, one finds

ξ+(θ) =

∫ ∞

0

dℓ ℓ

2π
J0(ℓθ)Pκ(ℓ) ; ξ−(θ) =

∫ ∞

0

dℓ ℓ

2π
J4(ℓθ)Pκ(ℓ) , (12.22)

where Jn(x) is the n-th order Bessel function of first kind. ξ± can be measured as follows: on a data field,
select all pairs of faint galaxies with separation within ∆θ of θ and then take the average ⟨ϵti ϵtj⟩ over all these

pairs; since ϵi = ϵ(s)i + γ(θi), the expectation value of ⟨ϵti ϵtj⟩ is ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ), provided source ellipticities are
uncorrelated. Similarly, the correlation for the cross-components is obtained.

12.3.2 The shear dispersion

Consider a circular aperture of radius θ; the mean shear in this aperture is γ̄. Averaging over many such
apertures, one defines the shear dispersion

〈
|γ̄|2

〉
(θ). It is related to the power spectrum through

〈
|γ̄|2

〉
(θ) =

1

2π

∫
dℓ ℓPκ(ℓ)WTH(ℓθ) , where WTH(η) =

4J2
1(η)

η2
(12.23)

is the top-hat filter function. A practical unbiased estimator of the mean shear in the aperture is ˆ̄γ =
N−1

∑N
i=1 ϵi, where N is the number of galaxies in the aperture. However, the square of this expression is

not an unbiased estimator of
〈
|γ̄|2

〉
, since the diagonal terms of the resulting double sum yield additional

terms, since E (ϵiϵ∗i ) = |γ(θi)|2 +σ2
ϵ . An unbiased estimate for the shear dispersion is obtained by omitting the

diagonal terms,

̂〈
|γ̄|2

〉
=

1

N(N − 1)

N∑

i̸=j

ϵi ϵ∗j . (12.24)

This expression is then averaged over many aperture placed on the data field. Again, the generalization to allow
for weighting of galaxy images is obvious. Note in particular that this estimator is not positive semi-definite.

12.3.3 The aperture mass

Consider a circular aperture of radius θ; for a point inside the aperture, define the tangential and cross-
components of the shear relative to the center of the aperture (as before); then define

Map(θ) =

∫
d2ϑ Q(|ϑ|) γt(ϑ) , (12.25)

where Q is a weight function with support ϑ ∈ [0, θ]. If we use the function
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1. To obtain κ = ∇2ψ/2, take the 2-D Laplacian of ψ, and add the term Φ,33 in the resulting integrand; this
latter term vanishes in the line-of-sight integration, as can be seen by integration by parts.

2. We make use of the 3-D Poisson equation in comoving coordinates (8.18) to obtain

κ(θ,χ) =
3H2

0Ωm

2c2

∫ χ

0
dχ′ fK(χ′)fK(χ − χ′)

fK(χ)

δ (fK(χ′)θ,χ′)

a(χ′)
. (12.9)

Note that κ is proportional to Ωm, since lensing is sensitive to ∆ρ ∝ Ωm δ, not just to the density contrast
δ = ∆ρ/ρ̄ itself.

3. For a redshift distribution of sources with pz(z) dz = pχ(χ) dχ, the effective surface mass density becomes

κ(θ) =

∫
dχ pχ(χ)κ(θ,χ)

=
3H2

0Ωm

2c2

∫ χh

0
dχ g(χ) fK(χ)

δ (fK(χ)θ,χ)

a(χ)
, (12.10)

with

g(χ) =

∫ χh

χ
dχ′ pχ(χ′)

fK(χ′ − χ)

fK(χ′)
, (12.11)

which is the source-redshift weighted lens efficiency factor Dds/Ds for a density fluctuation at distance χ,
and χh is the comoving horizon distance, obtained from χ(a) by letting a → 0.

The expression (12.9) for the effective surface mass density can be interpreted in a very simple way. Consider
a redshift interval of width dz around z, corresponding to the proper radial distance interval dDprop = |cdt| =
H−1(z)(1 + z)−1 cdz. The surface mass density in this interval is ∆ρ dDprop, where only the density contrast
∆ρ = ρ− ρ̄ acts as a lens (the ‘lensing effect’ of the mean matter density of the Universe is accounted for by the
relations between angular diameter distance and redshift; see Schneider & Weiss 1988a). Dividing this surface
mass density by the corresponding critical surface mass density, and integrating along the line-of-sight to the
sources, one finds

κ =

∫ zs

0
dz

4πG

c2

DdDds

Ds

dDprop

dz
∆ρ . (12.12)

This expression is equivalent to (12.9); see Problem 12.1.

12.2.2 Limber’s equation

Since the projected density κ is a projection of δ, which is a homogeneous, isotropic random field, so is κ. The
power spectrum of κ is then related to that of δ, in a similar way as encountered already in Sect. 9.4.5 for the
projected galaxy distribution. More generally, the projections

gi(θ) =

∫
dχ qi(χ) δ (fK(χ)θ,χ) (12.13)

are (2-D) homogeneous and isotropic random fields, where the qi are weight functions. In particular, the
correlation function

C12 = ⟨g1(ϕ1) g2(ϕ2)⟩ ≡ C12(|ϕ1 − ϕ2|) (12.14)

depends only on the modulus of the separation vector. The original form of the Limber (1953) equation relates
C12 to the correlation function of δ which is a line-of-sight projection. Alternatively, one can consider the
Fourier-space analogy of this relation: The power spectrum P12(ℓ) – the Fourier transform of C12(θ) – depends
linearly on Pδ(k) (Kaiser 1992, 1998),

P12(ℓ) =

∫
dχ

q1(χ) q2(χ)

f2
K(χ)

Pδ

(
ℓ

fK(χ)
,χ

)
, (12.15)

if the largest-scale structures in δ are much smaller than the effective range ∆χ of the projection. Hence, we
obtain the (very reasonable) result that the 2-D power at angular scale 1/ℓ is obtained from the 3-D power at
length scale fK(χ) (1/ℓ), integrated over χ.

Comparing (12.10) with (12.15), one sees that κ(θ) is such a projection of δ with the weights q1(χ) =
q2(χ) = (3/2)(H0/c)2Ωmg(χ)fK(χ)/a(χ), so that

Pκ(ℓ) =
9H4

0Ω2
m

4c4

∫ χh

0
dχ

g2(χ)

a2(χ)
Pδ

(
ℓ

fK(χ)
,χ

)
. (12.16)
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γ̂(ℓ) =

(
ℓ21 − ℓ22 + 2iℓ1ℓ2

|ℓ|2

)
κ̂(ℓ) = e2iβ κ̂(ℓ) , (12.19)

where β is the polar angle of the vector ℓ; this follows directly from (6.11) and (6.16). Eq. (12.19) implies that

〈
γ̂(ℓ)γ̂∗(ℓ′)

〉
= (2π)2 δD(ℓ − ℓ′)Pκ(ℓ). (12.20)

Hence, the power spectrum of the shear is the same as that of the surface mass density.

12.3.1 Shear correlation functions

Consider a pair of points (i.e., galaxy images); their separation direction ϕ (i.e. the polar angle of the separation
vector θ) is used to define the tangential and cross-component of the shear at these positions for this pair,
γt = −Re

(
γ e−2iϕ

)
, γ× = −Im

(
γ e−2iϕ

)
, as in (7.18). Using these two shear components, one can then define

the correlation functions ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ) and ⟨γ×γ×⟩ (θ), as well as the mixed correlator. However, it turns out to be
more convenient to define the following combinations,

ξ±(θ) = ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ) ± ⟨γ×γ×⟩ (θ) , ξ×(θ) = ⟨γtγ×⟩ (θ) . (12.21)

Due to parity symmetry, ξ×(θ) is expected to vanish, since under such a transformation, γt → γt, but γ× →
−γ×. Next we relate the shear correlation functions to the power spectrum Pκ: Using the definition of ξ±,
replacing γ in terms of γ̂, and making use of relation between γ̂ and κ̂, one finds

ξ+(θ) =

∫ ∞

0

dℓ ℓ

2π
J0(ℓθ)Pκ(ℓ) ; ξ−(θ) =

∫ ∞

0

dℓ ℓ

2π
J4(ℓθ)Pκ(ℓ) , (12.22)

where Jn(x) is the n-th order Bessel function of first kind. ξ± can be measured as follows: on a data field,
select all pairs of faint galaxies with separation within ∆θ of θ and then take the average ⟨ϵti ϵtj⟩ over all these

pairs; since ϵi = ϵ(s)i + γ(θi), the expectation value of ⟨ϵti ϵtj⟩ is ⟨γtγt⟩ (θ), provided source ellipticities are
uncorrelated. Similarly, the correlation for the cross-components is obtained.

12.3.2 The shear dispersion

Consider a circular aperture of radius θ; the mean shear in this aperture is γ̄. Averaging over many such
apertures, one defines the shear dispersion
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1(η)

η2
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i=1 ϵi, where N is the number of galaxies in the aperture. However, the square of this expression is

not an unbiased estimator of
〈
|γ̄|2

〉
, since the diagonal terms of the resulting double sum yield additional

terms, since E (ϵiϵ∗i ) = |γ(θi)|2 +σ2
ϵ . An unbiased estimate for the shear dispersion is obtained by omitting the

diagonal terms,
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|γ̄|2

〉
=

1
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N∑

i̸=j
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This expression is then averaged over many aperture placed on the data field. Again, the generalization to allow
for weighting of galaxy images is obvious. Note in particular that this estimator is not positive semi-definite.
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where Q is a weight function with support ϑ ∈ [0, θ]. If we use the function

Model construction

• The problem: Boltzmann codes 
are slow, but crucial


• The idea: replace the Bolzmann 
solver with an emulator 


• The concern: is it accurate 
enough? Does it create bias? 
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Power spectrum emulation for MCMC
Accuracy of the emulator itself is a sub-dominant problem Model Emulation

fθ(ϕ) ≈ ℳ(ϕ)

Broxterman et al. (2025)



Simulation Based  
Inference

q ̂θ(ϕ ∣ x)
p(ϕ ∣ x) ≈

Recent & notable examples: 
• Weitersheim-Kramsta et al (2024) 
• Vinciguerra et al (2026) 
• Thompson et al (2026)

Example talks this week:   
• Gosia Suidek (Mon 0950) 
• Nicola Napolitano (Wed 0900) 
• Mali Land-Strykowski (Thurs 110) 
• Oliver Oayda (Thurs 1150)

Used for analysis of non-standard or complex data summaries, 
where likelihoods are non-analytic or intractable.



Simulation-based inference: 2pt validation 

Simulation Based  
Inference

q ̂θ(ϕ ∣ x)
p(ϕ ∣ x) ≈

• Cosmic shear analysis of 
KiDS-1000 using MCMC and SBI


• Equivalent posteriors showcase 
consistency between methods 


• Utility is in the application to non-
standard summaries



Simulation Based  
Inference

q ̂θ(ϕ ∣ x)
p(ϕ ∣ x) ≈



Simulation Based  
Inference

q ̂θ(ϕ ∣ x)
p(ϕ ∣ x) ≈



A final thought



Where is ML in cosmology heading? 
Development of complete analysis workflows 



Where is ML in cosmology heading? 
Development of complete analysis workflows 

• Cosmic shear with KiDS Legacy was analysed with CosmoPipe

• CosmoPipe contains over 200 individual processing functions 

• KiDS Legacy analysed more that 5000 individual MCMC chains in 2 years

The point? 

• Each of the above describes a task; a single aspect of a cosmological analysis

• Modern LLM (and even local MLM!) models are capable of constructing 
workflows equally well as they can construct a single PF

• CosmoPipe without the Angus is within our grasp. We should act!


