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We propose a novel method to detect cosmic magnification signals by cross-correlating foreground con-
vergence fields constructed from galaxy shear measurements with background galaxy positional distributions,
namely shear-number density correlation. We apply it to the Hyper Suprime-Cam Subaru Strategic Program
(HSC-SSP) survey data. With 27 non-independent data points and their full covariance, x3 ~ 34.1 and 7 ~ 24.0
with respect to the null and the cosmological model with the parameters from HSC shear correlation analyses in
Hamana et al. 1], respectively. The Bayes factor of the two is log,, Bro = 2.2 assuming equal model probabili-
ties of null and HSC cosmology, showing a clear detection of the magnification signals. Theoretically, the ratio
of the shear-number density and shear-shear correlations can provide a constraint on the effective multiplica-
tive shear bias /m using internal data themselves. We demonstrate the idea with the signals from our HSC-SSP
mock simulations and rescaling the statistical uncertainties to a survey of 15000 deg®. For two-bin analyses
with background galaxies brighter than my;,, = 23, the combined analyses lead to a forecasted constraint of
o(m) ~ 0.032, 2.3 times tighter than that of using the shear-shear correlation alone. Correspondingly, o(Ss)
with Sg = 075(Q1,/0.3)% is tightened by ~ 2.1 times. Importantly, the joint constraint on /7 is nearly indepen-
dent of cosmological parameters. Our studies therefore point to the importance of including the shear-number
density correlation in weak lensing analyses, which can provide valuable consistency tests of observational data,
and thus to solidify the derived cosmological constraints.

I. INTRODUCTION

Weak gravitational lensing effects (WL), mainly consisting
of cosmic shear and magnification, probe directly the mat-
ter distribution of the Universe, and are uniquely important
in cosmological studies [ﬁ, , @, , ].

Cosmic shear induces tiny image distortions on distant
galaxies. By accurately measuring their shapes, shear signals
can be extracted statistically. This has been the main stream of
current weak lensing studies. With large surveys, such as the
on-going Dark Energy Survey [DES, [7], the Kilo-Degree Sur-
vey [KiDS, 4], and the Hyper Suprime-Cam Subaru Strategic
Program survey[HSC-SSP, 9], the derived cosmological con-
straints are improving significantly [e.g.,m, 14, 11, 121.

Cosmic magnification, on the other hand, leads to slight
changes of the galaxy spatial distribution due both to the lens-
ing magnification of galaxy flux and the lensing increase of
solid angle (13,[14]. In principle, cosmic magnification can be
extracted from photometric surveys without the need of shape
measurements. There have been extensive theoretical investi-
gations on the complementarity of cosmic magnification and
shear and how to accurately reconstruct cosmic magnification
power spectrum purely from the spatial distribution of galax-
ies [e.g., , , , @, , ], where the galaxy intrinsic

clustering and the bias are the main concerns. Observational
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detections of cosmic magnification using galaxy distributions

have been reported [e.g., Iﬂ, , ].

Currently, most of the studies concentrate either on cosmic
shear or on cosmic magnification. Combined analyses em-
ploying both sides of the signals are done for clusters of galax-
ies [24], but are still lacking on cosmic scales. In this paper,
we put forward a method to cross-correlate foreground shear
and background position of galaxies. This not only can lead to
clean detections of cosmic magnification signals without be-
ing affected by galaxy bias, but also can, by combining with
shear-shear correlation, provide important consistency tests of
observational data themselves and further constrain the shear
measurement bias. Validated by mock simulations, we ap-
ply the analyses to HSC-SSP data, and show cross-correlation
signals with high significance. We also forecast the poten-
tial constraint on the multiplicative bias parameter m of shear
measurement from future large surveys.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [l we present
our cross-correlation methodology theoretically. Sec. [Tl de-
scribes the HSC-SSP data used in our analyses. Sec. [V]con-
tains details of the cross-correlation analyses. In Sec. [V] we
show the results measured from our HSC mock simulations
and from observations. The cosmological potential of com-
bining the shear-shear and shear-number density correlations
is shown in Sec. [VIl Summary and discussions are given in

Sec. [VI1
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II. METHOD

In our analyses, we cross-correlate the foreground conver-
gence field constructed from the shear measurements and the
spatial distribution of background galaxies (hereafter, shear-
number density correlation). Specifically, we have

w;j(0) = (ki (DS (R, myin) g, (1

where 6 is the angular separation of the two directional vectors
i, 1, k; is the foreground lensing convergence field from the
galaxy shear measurements, and 6; is the fluctuation field of
background galaxy number count with the limiting magnitude
my;,. The latter is given by

OB, mypm) = 8 j (B, myi) + 6, (', myim,), ()

where ¢, ; describes the intrinsic clustering of the galaxy sam-
ple, which is related the density fluctuation field with a bias
factor involved. The second term ¢,,; is the fluctuation arising
from the lensing magnification effect.

Assuming the foreground and the background are well sep-
arated, the intrinsic clustering term does not contribute to the
correlation of Eqn. (), and therefore eliminating the impact of
the galaxy bias. For §,;, it is [e.g.,ﬁ, 23]

(A M) = p ™=t — 1~ 260 [a(myim) — 11, (3)

where a(myi,) = 2.5d[log,,N(myim)]/dmy, is the local slope
of the galaxy cumulative number count N(m;,) in log scale,
and y is the lensing magnification. The second expression in
Eqn.(@) is the approximation in the weak lensing limit with
k< 1 and u =~ 1 + 2k. We then have

w;j(0) = Cla(myn) — 1k()k;(R))g
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where Jj is the zero-th order Bessel function and Pf;i is the
convergence cross power spectrum between i and j given by

i iw)g j(w) l
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with

CO3HRQm v fi(w = w)
qich(w) = Wj; dw pi¢j(w )W' (6)

Here w, fx(w), Ps and p;;(w) are the comoving radial dis-
tance, comoving angular diameter distance, 3-dimensional
matter power spectrum, and the radial distribution calculated
from the redshift distribution for i-th (j-th) redshift bin, re-
spectively. Qn,, Hy, a and c¢ are the present matter density pa-
rameter, Hubble constant, cosmic scale factor, and the speed
of light, respectively. We note that the shear-number density
correlation here is, in some sense, the inverse of the galaxy-
galaxy lensing analyses which correlate foreground galaxy
positions with background shear signals.

For the shear-shear correlation between i and j, we have

(1]

I
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()
It is seen from Eqns.(@) and (7) that theoretically, w;; and
¢&.ij have exactly the same cosmology dependence with the ra-
tio of the two being a constant 2[a(my;,,) — 1], independent of 6.
Observationally, the shear measurements often involve a mul-
tiplicative bias and an additive bias. While the additive bias
can be estimated from the data, the determination of the mul-
tiplicative bias m needs extra calibrations. Assuming that we
have no knowledge of m, then the two correlations calculated
from the observational data should be, to a very good approx-
imation, &)ij = (1 + ﬁ’li)a)[j and é:Jrij = (1 + ﬁ’ll)(l + ﬁ’lj)é:+[j,
where 7; and 7n; are the effective multiplicative bias of the
shear sample i and shear sample j, respectively. Then

&ij(0)/€+:/(0) = 2[a(mym) — 11/(1 + ni)). (8)

Thus the ratio of Eqn.(8) provides a means to calibrate m in
a cosmology-independent way using the observational data
themselves if @ can be determined accurately.

In the following, we apply the cross-correlation analyses to
the HSC-SSP data.

III. OBSERVATIONAL DATA

HSC-SSP is a large imaging survey with weak lensing cos-
mology as a major science driver [9]. In our analyses, we
use data from first and second data release PDR1 and PDR2
, ], and the first-year shear catalog (S16A) ].

To implement the cross correlation analyses, we divide
galaxies into low- and high-redshift bins, with 0.2 < z, < 0.7
and 1.0 < z, < 1.5, respectively, where z,, is the best-fit value
of the photometric redshift (photo-z) of a galaxy 28, 29].
For the low-redshift bin, we use the S16A shear catalog to
construct the convergence field, adopting the selection criteria
listed in Table 4 of Mandelbaum et al. [27]. The sample’s red-
shift distribution is shown in blue in the left panel of Figure[ll
by stacking the photo-z distribution of individual galaxies.

For the high-redshift bin, we take the photometric data from
PDR2. To ensure the data quality and avoid introducing sig-
nificant photometric bias, besides the common flag criteria
in Aihara et al. [23], two extra cuts are applied: the i-band
flux signal-to-noise (S/N) ratio > 5 and iblendness_abs_flux, a
measure of how strongly an object is blended, < 107937, We
further take i_extendedness_value = 1 at i < 24.5 to remove
the impact of point sources [23]. In addition, we make a cross
match in position between S16A and PDR2, and exclude those
galaxies with a small position difference (< 0.5 arcsec) but a
large magnitude difference (> 0.5), which amount to ~ 3% of
the whole sample. For magnification detections, we calculate
the magnitude of each galaxy by mag = i_cmodel_-mag — a;
with a; the Galactic extinction correction in i-band given in
the PDR2 catalog. The right panel of Figure[I]shows the mag-
nitude distributions. By comparing with the HSC COSMOS
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FIG. 1. Left: Normalized redshift distributions of the foreground galaxy sample and background PDR2 galaxy subsamples with different
magnitude cuts. Right: i-band differential galaxy number density of PDR2 wide (red) in comparison with that of HSC PDR1 COSMOS
UltraDeep catalog (blue). Circles and squares are for the full and high redshift samples, respectively.

UltraDeep data (23], we find that the high-redshift sample is
about 80% and 65% complete up to mag ~ 23.5 and 24.5,
respectively. For magnification analyses, we then construct
different subsamples with mag < 22.5, < 23.0, and < 23.5,
respectively. The impact of the incompleteness is tested with
our mock simulations to be described later in the paper. The
redshift distributions of these subsamples are shown in differ-
ent colors in the left panel of Figure [Tl

It is seen that the low- and high-redshift samples have only
a small fraction of redshift overlap. We numerically check
the contamination from the galaxy-convergence intrinsic cor-
relation in the overlapped region. It is about 1 — 2% to
w;j[{2[a(my;,)— 11}, negligible in the analyses here. For future
high precision studies, we should investigate this contamina-
tion carefully.

To perform the analyses, we select 52 overlapped fields
between S16A and PDR2, with 40 having an area of 1.5 X
1.5 deg? each, and 12 with 1.0 x 1.0 deg” each cropped from
partially-overlapped tracts. The total area is ~ 100 deg®. For
the low-redshift shear sample, the weighted number density
is ng ~ 8.0 arcmin2. For the high-redshift PDR2 data,
ng ~ 0.28, 0.77, and 1.69 arcmin~2, for my, = 22.5, 23.0,
and 23.5, respectively. We estimate the slope a by bootstrap-
ping the 52 fields to generate 1000 sets of data. The average
a for the three my;, is 2.48, 1.97, and 1.48 calculated with
the interval of Am = 0.01 around my;,. The corresponding
1o uncertainty is 0.052, 0.030, and 0.018. We test by using
Am = 0.05, and the « value differences are less than 1%.

For the corresponding shear-shear correlation analyses,
S16A is used for both low- and high-redshift samples. We
apply the same my;;, to construct high-redshift shear subsam-
ples. Their redshift distributions are nearly identical to the
ones shown in the left panel of Figure[1l

IV. CROSS-CORRELATION ANALYSES

We first reconstruct the convergence fields from the low-
redshift shear sample with the same procedures detailed in
Liu ef al. [30], which are summarized here. (1) The smoothed
shear fields are calculated following Oguri et al. 131 Specif-
ically,

2k WiWoo (O — 0)ey
25 w1 = el (1 +m)We, 0y, — 6)
2 WiWaoo (O — 0)c
2 wi(1 + m) Wy, (0, — 0)

(e)0) =

(C))

where ey, is the two-component ellipticity of galaxy k, and wy,
¢k, my and ey are the corresponding weight, additive and
multiplicative biases of shear measurements, and the intrinsic
ellipticity dispersion per component. We take the Gaussian
smoothing kernel with Wy,(0) = 1/ (719(2]) exp (—|01%/ 9(2]) and
6 = 1.5 arcmin. (2) From (€)(0), we reconstruct the conver-
gence field Kgrp sampled on 1024 x 1024 pixels for each of
the 52 fields. (3) We generate smoothed filling-factor maps
f from the galaxy spatial distributions of the shear sample,
and exclude regions with f < 0.6 [30]. The outermost 56
pixels in each of the four sides of a map are also removed to
reduce the boundary effects. (4) We rotate each of the galaxies
randomly, and reconstruct the noise part Ngrip of the conver-
gence fields following steps (1) and (2). In total, 30 sets of
Ngrip are generated for each field.

For the high-redshift galaxies from PDR2, we apply the
same mask and boundary exclusion criteria as those of the
foreground convergence fields. The remaining galaxies make
up the background subsamples G, with different my;,,. We also
generate 30 sets of random samples Ggr from the galaxies in
each field by randomly populating them spatially.

An estimator for the shear-number density cross-correlation
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FIG. 2. Results from the simulated mocks with @;; and &,;; shown in blue and red, respectively. The black solid and dashed lines are the
corresponding theoretical predictions. The bottom right panel shows &,;; vs. @;;/{2[a(my;,) — 1]} with the theoretical expectation of 1:1 shown

as the solid line.

is then given by

0;j(0) = (KgripGL) — (KGrIDGR))
— ((NgripGL) — {NGrIDGR))-

The calculations are done using Athena] 132]. Considering
the size of each selected field, a total of 9 bins with logarith-
mic bin-width of Alog;o8 ~ 0.173 are chosen with the central
6 ranging from 1.21 to 29.65 arcmin. Note that in model cal-
culations, the kernel W applied to the foreground needs to be
included in Eqn.() and also in Eqn.(@).

To estimate the shear-shear correlation between low-
and high-redshift bins, we construct low-redshift shear
fields I'grip on pixels directly from the smoothed shear
fields (e). For high redshift part, we build shear subsam-
ples ~y; with my;,, = 22.5,23.0, and 23.5 from S16A. The
cosmic shear two-point correlations are then calculated
over all preserved pixel-galaxy pairs (ab) within some
bin around 6 using &.;;(6) = (I'irp¥:j + [xcriDYX;)) =
22ab Wol'1GrRID(0a)Y1(0p) + T26rID(0a)Y2/(06)]/ 2iip Wh»
where 7;(0p) = m[% — ¢p], with an ensemble correction
of multiplicative bias /2 and reponsivity factor R applied
following m].

(10)

1 http://www.cosmostat.org/software/athena

V.  HSC MOCK VALIDATION AND OBSERVATIONAL
RESULTS

Before applying to data, we validate our analyses by build-
ing HSC-SSP mocks from ray-tracing simulations described
in Liu er al. [33]. We have 59 lensing-plane outputs between
z=3andz = 0, and each consists of 96 maps of 3.5 x 3.5 deg’
each.

With these lensing maps, we create HSC mocks as follows.
(1) For high-redshift PDR2 mocks, the galaxy positions and
magnitudes from PDR2 of the 52 fields are adopted. Because
of the independence between the original HSC galaxy posi-
tions/magnitudes and our simulated lensing signals, we re-
gard them as the unlensed quantities. The redshift z, is also
kept. (2) For shear mocks, we preserve the position, magni-
tude, redshift z,,, and shear related quantities of each galaxy
from S16A. We randomly rotate them to eliminate the origi-
nal shear signals in the data. Otherwise the signals embedded
in the HSC data will contaminate the mock simulation results
of both shear-number density and shear-shear correlations. (3)
We pad the mock galaxies into our simulated maps, and cal-
culate the lensing signals at their positions by interpolating
(in redshift and angular position) the grid signals on lensing
maps. For high redshift PDR2 mocks, we obtain the deflec-
tion angle and magnification u for each galaxy, and adjust



%10 -4 Miim = 22.5
3 o =2.48
o
-
o
S
=
-1
10° 10?
6 (arcmins)
%10 -4 miim = 23.5
37 a=1.48
N
T2t
W
3
~—~ 1 k
N
S 0 i <l> &
-1 L
10° 101

6 (arcmins)

%107
30 a=1.97

miim — 23.0

0 B B
Pyt
_l L
10° 10t
6 (arcmins)
5
15 x10
~—
—
| 10 I
/E ] 4 ]
ST
E My, = 22.5
&0 & miym = 23.0|
= F myim = 23.5
) —y =2
S 5 | | | ‘
0 0.2 04 06 0.8 1
E+ij %107

FIG. 3. Correlation results from HSC-SSP observational data.

its position and magnitude (adding a factor of 2.5log;,(1/u))
accordingly. For shear mocks, we follow the procedures of
Oguri et al. 131 including the shear bias from S16A to our
simulated lensing signal of each galaxy. (4) We do different
paddings of (3), and generate 20 mocks for each of the 52
fields. (5) We randomly select one from the 20 for each field
and compose one set of HSC mock with 52 fields. In total 200
sets of mock data are generated. (6) The same convergence
reconstruction and correlation estimates are done as for the
observational data. (7) The covariance matrices are estimated
from the 200 mocks. The results are about the same as those
calculated from 400 mocks.

In Figure 2l we show the results averaged over the 200
mocks. The blue and red symbols are for the shear-number
density and shear-shear correlations, respectively. The solid
and dashed lines are the corresponding model predictions
with the listed a(my;,) values. The last panel shows §-‘+,-‘,~ VSs.
@;j/{2[a(my;,) — 1]} with the theoretical expectation of 1:1
black line noting that we correct for the shear bias in calculat-
ing the correlations as shown in Eqns.(9) and (IQ) and EH ().
The mock results agree well with that of the model, validating
our analyese.

Our mock settings implicitly assume the completeness of
the high-redshift PDR2 sample, which is not true for the real
data. Ideally, to evaluate the effect of incompleteness, we
should generate mock data from deeper surveys, and do anal-
yses for the selected incomplete samples. This is infeasible

here because of the small coverage of the HSC UltraDeep
survey. We thus assess the impact by assuming an artifi-
cial incompleteness function to select galaxies from our high-
redshift PDR2 mocks. Our results show, consistent with other
studies, that the magnification signals from incomplete sam-
ples follow the predictions with « calculated from the under-
lying complete sample[@]. For our specific mocks, with the
completeness fraction of ~ 80% and ~ 70%, the « value es-
timated from the incomplete samples is lower by ~ 4% and
~ 8%, respectively, than that from the complete sample. The
effect of such changes on the shear-number density correlation
is well within the statistical uncertainties here. In follow-up
studies, we will investigate in detail the impact of incomplete-
ness on future high precision analyses.

The results from the observational data are shown in Figure
B with symbols and lines the same as those in Figure 2] except
that the model is Q, = 0.346 and og = 0.749 [1].

The observed shear-number density correlations follow the
expected trend of varying «, and are consistent with the theo-
retical predictions. With 27 non-independent data points and
the full covariance, X% = 24.0 and X(Z) = 34.1 with respect
to the model and to the null, respectively. The correspond-
ing p-value of p(> )(ZT) is 0.63, four times higher than p(>
X%) = 0.16. Assuming Gaussian likelihood and equal proba-
bility of the considered cosmological model and the null, the
Bayes factor is log,q Bro = loglo{exp[—O.S(XzT —Xé)]} ~ 2.2,
showing a solid detection of the signals [35].



VI. COSMOLOGICAL POTENTIALS

With the shear multiplicative bias m corrected according to
that given in S16A, we see from FigureBlthat @; /2 a(myin) —
1]} and Eﬂ-‘i follow each other well showing the consistency
of the HSC shear and magnification signals, and the residual
shear bias after correction is insignificant within the error bars.

Without the bias information (or it is incorrect), the ratio of
the two correlations is given in Eqn.(8) containing the factor
of (1 +m;). If a(my;,) can be well determined, the combina-
tion of the two can be used to calibrate /7; using observational
data themselves, independent of cosmology. To demonstrate
the idea, we perform a forecast of cosmological constraints by
combining the shear-number density and shear-shear correla-
tions in comparison with that using the shear-shear correlation
alone.

To avoid the instability problem, we do not directly calcu-
late the ratio. Instead, we perform analyses by combining the
data vectors of @;; and & ;- Specifically, we consider the same
two redshift bins as we did for the HSC analyses, but scale the
effective survey area from ~ 60 deg” to 15000 deg®. For the
high redshift bin, we use the subsample with m;;,, = 23. How
to combine different samples with different my;,, to enhance
the constraining power will be our future tasks. The fiducial
values of the correlation signals are taken from the mock re-
sults, and the covariance matrices are scaled by the considered
area. The number densities of different galaxy samples are as-
sumed to be the same as those of HSC analyses.

We consider three parameters (Qp,o0s,7) assuming the
same m for low- and high-redshift shear samples. The value
of a(myy,) = 1.96 from our mocks, and its uncertainty is es-
timated from the HSC data by bootstrap different fields and
then scaled to 15000 deg?, which gives o7, ~ 0.002.

The Fisher forecast results are shown in Figure 4 where
the blue and red parts are for the case with Eﬂ-‘i only and that
of combining &,; ; and @;;, respectively. By including @;;, the
constraint on 7 do improve significantly, and the degenera-
cies with Qy, and og are largely eliminated. Consequently,
the constraints on the cosmological parameters are tightened,
as presented in Table [l With SS and SP for shear-shear and
shear-number density correlations and Sg = 03(Qm/0.3)%3,
the improvement on 7z and Sg is 2.3 and 2.1 times, respec-
tively.

The combination of the two correlations can also poten-
tially reveal scale-dependent shear measurement bias or other
systematics because then the ratio of the two should have a
scale dependence. In the analyses here, because of the rela-
tively large error bars, such a dependence is not seen clearly
for HSC data. We will explore this potential in our follow-up
studies with respect to future observations.

VII. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this study, we propose the shear-number density correla-
tion analyses and apply to HSC data. The cosmic magnifica-
tion signals are clearly detected with no galaxy bias involved.
Combining with the shear-shear correlation allows us to check
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FIG. 4. Fisher forecast for the constraints on (Q,,, o, m) with the
survey area of 15000 deg2 and my;,, = 23.0 for the high-redshift sam-
ple. Blue and red are, respectively, the results from &,; ; only and that
of combining &,;; and @;;.

TABLE I. Forecast constraints for a 15000 deg” survey

SS only SS & SP

Qn (68%CL) 0.032  0.027
s (68%CL) 0.059 0.051
m (68%CL) 0.075  0.032
Sg (68%CL) 0.043  0.020

the data consistency internally. Our results show that the cos-
mic shear and magnification signals from HSC are consistent
with each other within error bars. We further explore the po-
tential of including shear-number density correlations in cos-
mological studies, revealing significant improvements of the
constraints on /n and Sg. Thus for future large weak lens-
ing surveys, we advocate to include this information in addi-
tion to the shear-shear, galaxy clustering and galaxy-galaxy
lensing analyses to enhance the cosmological gains. For that,
this paper provides a proof of concept. We will carry out
more detailed studies about different effects, such as sample
incompleteness, dust effect, photo-z errors and intrinsic align-
ments. We will also investigate analyses methods to increase
the signal-to-noise ratio of shear-number density correlations
and how to inlcude them in multi-bin tomographic studies.
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