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Abstract. Gravitational lensing studies of the Bullet Cluster suggested convincingly in
favor of the existence of dark matter. However, it was performed without the knowledge of
the original orientation of each galaxy before gravitational lensing. A potential improvement
to this issue lies in the measurement of the original orientation from the polarization direction
of radio waves emitted from each galaxy. In this context, Francfort et al. derived a formula
that can utilize the information about the original orientation of each galaxy to obtain what
is called shear. However, we demonstrate that shear in their formula should be replaced by
reduced shear when the change in sizes of images of galaxies is taken into account. As the
previous gravitational lensing analysis of the Bullet Cluster used reduced shear, we suggest
applying our improved formula directly for the reanalysis once we obtain the polarization
direction of radio waves. In particular, we show that our new formula can yield a more
accurate analysis than the previous one, if the polarization direction can be measured more
precisely than 10◦. Moreover, the approach discussed in this work is generically applicable to
the gravitational lensing analysis of clusters, not only limited to the Bullet Cluster.

ar
X

iv
:2

30
6.

07
15

7v
2 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.C

O
] 

 3
0 

Se
p 

20
23

mailto:youngsuby@gmail.com
mailto:jcpark@cnu.ac.kr
mailto:hhwang@astro.snu.ac.kr


Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Key variables in gravitational lensing analysis 2

3 Current method to estimate the reduced shear 3

4 New method to estimate the reduced shear 6
4.1 A formula for the shear with prior knowledge of the radio wave polarization 6
4.2 New formula for the reduced shear 7

5 Discussion 8

A Derivation of the relation between the reduced shear and ∆α 9

B Estimation of σg for the new method 11

1 Introduction

There are many observational results that favor the existence of dark matter. One of the
most convincing results is the gravitational lensing analysis of the Bullet Cluster [1]; matter
present in the Bullet Cluster, be it baryonic matter or dark matter, distorts the images of
galaxies behind the Bullet Cluster, by its gravitation. The authors of Ref. [1] analyzed such
images to reconstruct the mass distribution at the Bullet Cluster, which did not coincide with
the baryonic matter distribution obtained by X-ray image. Thus, they concluded that dark
matter is responsible for the discrepancy.

In order to analyze the gravitational lensing effect, certain assumptions about the orig-
inal images are necessary since the observed images of galaxies alone cannot determine the
distortion. In Ref. [1], it is assumed that the average orientation of the original galactic images
in each small patch of sky, where variables related to gravitational lensing are determined, is
zero. However, this can lead to errors if there are not enough galaxies in each patch. Although
this represents the optimal approach based on the currently available observational data, the
analysis requires a sufficient number of galaxies to statistically determine the gravitational
lensing effect in each patch. Otherwise, accidental skewing of the original galactic orientations
could lead to skewed results.

However, it is now possible to determine the original orientation of galaxies from the
polarization of the radio waves from each galaxy. The radio emission from each galaxy is
known to have a polarization that is perpendicular to the major axis of its ellipticity [2,
3]. While the orientation of a galactic image is rotated by gravitation, polarization is not.
Therefore, even if the average original galactic orientations were distorted in a certain direction
by accident, possibly due to the small number of galaxies in each small patch of sky, it would
not bias the data, as long as we know the original orientation and therefore are able to
compensate it. Thus, we can use this information to our advantage to measure the lensing
effect more accurately, as pointed out in Refs. [3–5]. Therefore, the position of dark matter
at the Bullet Cluster may be corrected if we reanalyze the gravitational lensing effect with
the help of the polarization data of radio waves, which would be available in the future [6–8].
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Regarding gravitational lensing analysis, Francfort et al. obtained a formula that can
be employed in such a situation, i.e., in cases when the original orientations of galaxies are
known [4]. However, their formula is for shear, a variable used in the gravitational lensing
effect. This presents a hurdle in reanalyzing the gravitational lensing effect at the Bullet
Cluster because the previous analysis used a variable called reduced shear. Therefore, we
cannot directly use the formula given in Ref. [4] to repeat the analysis.

Nevertheless, the formula obtained in Ref. [4] pertains to the reduced shear, rather than
the shear itself: in their derivation, they ignored the size change of galactic images in the
gravitational lensing to simplify the calculation, and only considered the shape change. Here,
we show that the shear in their formula should be replaced by the reduced shear if we consider
the size change. This is a great advantage because this new formula for the reduced shear can
be directly applied for the reanalysis of the gravitational lensing effect at the Bullet Cluster.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we give a brief introduction
to the gravitational lensing analysis, as a background to understand subsequent sections.
In Section 3, we explain the current method to estimate the gravitational lensing effect, in
particular, the reduced shear. In Section 4, we present our new method to estimate the
reduced shear. In Section 4.1, we review the main results of Ref. [4], which illustrate how
we can improve the gravitational lensing effect estimation using the polarization data of
radio emissions. In particular, we will present a new formula for shear, derived in Ref. [4].
In Section 4.2, we demonstrate that the formula for shear should be a formula for reduced
shear. In addition, we recast the formula in terms of the second brightness moments already
measured and used in the gravitational lensing analyses of the Bullet Cluster. In Section 5, we
conclude our paper with discussions. In Appendix A, we present a detailed derivation of our
key formula for the reduced shear. In Appendix B, we provide a comprehensive calculation
of the error of the reduced shear obtained from our new formula.

2 Key variables in gravitational lensing analysis

To understand how gravitational lensing effect is analyzed, it is important to know how its
key variables are defined. Let θi (i = 1, 2) be two orthogonal coordinates on the sky that
denote the observed position of the image of a galaxy. Let βi be the position of a galaxy
image, if there was no gravitational lensing. Then, we define the Jacobian map Aij by

Aij ≡
∂βi
∂θj

. (2.1)

When there is no gravitational lensing, this matrix simply reduces to the identity matrix.
Then, the convergence κ and the shear γ1, γ2 are defined by the deviations of Aij from the
identity matrix as follows,

A =

(
1− κ+ γ1 γ2

γ2 1− κ− γ1

)
. (2.2)

In other words, in the lowest order, the convergence κ (also called expansion) denotes the
shape-independent overall change in the size of the image of a galaxy, and the shear γ denotes
the shape change. Here, we see that the above matrix is symmetric. In general, the Jacobian
matrix is not symmetric, which is denoted by an angle ψ (called twist) [9]. However, it is
negligible as it is zero in the Schwarzschild case [4]. It is also easy to see that only the
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convergence, not the shear, concerns the size change at first order. If we let γ =
√
γ21 + γ22 ,

the two eigenvalues of A are given by

a+ = 1− κ+ γ, a− = 1− κ− γ . (2.3)

Thus, the areal size of the original image is a+a− = 1− 2κ+O(κ2) +O(γ2) times the one of
the observed images.

Note that there is no direct way to determine the change of the size of image by observa-
tion, while there are ways to determine the shape change. Unlike the shape, no assumptions
can be made about the size of the original (source) image. Therefore, a new variable should
be introduced as follows: the reduced shear can be defined by

gα ≡ γα
1− κ

(2.4)

for α = 1, 2. Then Eq. (2.2) can be rewritten as

A = (1− κ)

(
1 + g1 g2
g2 1− g1

)
. (2.5)

As we cannot directly determine the overall factor (1− κ) from the image, the only thing we
can measure from the shape change is not the shear γα but the reduced shear gα.

After determining the reduced shear, we can obtain the convergence κ through the
following formula [10, 11]:

∇ ln(1− κ) =
1

1− g21 − g22

(
1 + g1 g2
g2 1− g1

)(
g1,1 + g2,2
g2,1 − g1,2

)
, (2.6)

where ga,b denotes ∂ga/∂θb. The right-hand side must be numerically integrated to find
κ. According to the general relativity, κ is not only convergence, but also what is called
the dimensionless surface mass density. In other words, κ is directly related to the mass
distribution.

This is how the authors of Ref. [1] analyzed the gravitational lensing effect of the Bullet
Cluster to conclude that dark matter exists. In particular, the determination of the reduced
shear gα was necessary in their analysis. In the next section, we will focus on how they
determined the reduced shear gα.

3 Current method to estimate the reduced shear

In the original gravitational lensing analysis at the Bullet Cluster [1], the reduced shear was
determined only from the observed ellipticity of galaxies which in turn can be obtained from
the second brightness moments defined as follows [12, 13],

Qij =

∫
I(θ)(θi − θ̄i)(θj − θ̄j)d

2θ∫
I(θ)d2θ

, (3.1)

where I(θ) is the brightness distribution. Here, θ̄i is the light-intensity-weighted center of the
galaxy image, defined by ∫

I(θ)(θi − θ̄i)d
2θ = 0 . (3.2)
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To understand the second brightness moments better, see Fig. 1. In this case, Q22 is bigger
than Q11, as the ellipse is more stretched along the θ2 direction than along the θ1 direction.
In addition, Q12 is positive because the major axis lies in the region (θ1 − θ̄1)(θ2 − θ̄2) > 0,
i.e., the first and the third quadrants. In practice, because of noise and the presence of
neighboring objects, I(θ) must be replaced by I(θ)w(θ− θ̄) where w is a weight function that
quickly approaches zero, as θ moves away from θ̄.

Figure 1. A schematic diagram to understand the relation between the orientation of a galaxy and
its second brightness moments. The ellipse depicts an image of galaxy. The origin of the coordinates
is shifted to the center of the galaxy by θ̄1 in the θ1 direction and θ̄2 in the θ2 direction. Here, Q22 is
bigger than Q11, and Q12 is positive.

Then, the eigenvalues of the second brightness moments Qij are given by a2 and b2

where a is the semi-major axis and b is the semi-minor axis. If we define new variables by the
following relations

Q1 ≡ Q11 −Q22, Q2 ≡ 2Q12, T = Q11 +Q22 , (3.3)

the eigenvalues of our earlier matrix are given by

a2 =
T +

√
Q2

1 +Q2
2

2
, b2 =

T −
√
Q2

1 +Q2
2

2
. (3.4)

Then, from the following fact

a2 − b2

a2 + b2
=

√
Q2

1 +Q2
2

T
=

|Q1 + iQ2|
T

, (3.5)

we can be motivated to define the complex ellipticity as follows

e1 + ie2 ≡
Q1 + iQ2

T
. (3.6)
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Notice that this ellipticity has two real components, e1 and e2, which can be positive or
negative. Thus, it is different from the usual ellipticity which can never be negative and is
smaller than 1. In Fig. 1, α is the angle between the θ1 axis and the major axis of the observed
elliptical image of galaxy, which is given by

e1 + ie2 =

(
a2 − b2

a2 + b2

)
e2iα . (3.7)

Thus, we have a simple relation,

tan(2α) =
e2
e1

=
Q2

Q1
. (3.8)

For example, we find Q1 = Q11 −Q22 < 0 and Q2 = 2Q12 > 0 in Fig. 1, which implies that
tan(2α) is negative, which agrees with the fact that 45◦ < α < 90◦.

Gravitational lensing changes eα by the following amount

δeα = P γ
αβgβ (α, β = 1, 2) , (3.9)

where P γ
αβ defines the shear susceptibility tensor which one can calculate from each galaxy

image, and gβ is the reduced shear [14]. Here, γ denotes “shear” and is not an index. If we
denote the image of the source without gravitational lensing by the label (s), the change in
the complex ellipticity is given by δeα = eα − e

(s)
α . Therefore, the reduced shear gβ is given

by
gβ = (P γ

αβ)
−1(eα − e(s)α ) . (3.10)

If the orientations of galaxies are random, e(s)α satisfies

⟨e(s)α ⟩ = 0 . (3.11)

Therefore, assuming the full randomness ⟨(P γ
αβ)

−1e
(s)
α ⟩ = 0, we have

gβ = ⟨(P γ
αβ)

−1eα⟩ . (3.12)

However, this formula is not practical, as the shear susceptibility tensor is very noisy, biasing
the data. Therefore, some additional complicated statistical procedures are necessary, such
as averaging the shear susceptibility tensors of galaxies with a similar light profile which is
supposed to have a similar shear susceptibility tensor and then calculating in turn a weighted
average of the reduced shear obtained by such a method [15].

In this section, we briefly reviewed how the authors of Ref. [1] obtained the reduced
shear. In particular, we have seen that they had to assume that the average of the complex
ellipticity is zero, as they did not have any information about the original orientations of
galaxies before the gravitational lensing. While it is a reasonable assumption, it could be a
problem because the average complex ellipticity could significantly deviate from zero if there
are not enough galaxies. In particular, the error in one-dimensional (1D) reduced shear can
be estimated as

σg =
⟨(P γ)−1erms⟩√

N
=
grms√
N
, (3.13)

where N is the number of galaxies in each patch. We will see later that the precise value for
grms does not matter for the reduced shear error comparison between the current method and
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the new one. For the time being, we will plug in 0.27 for this value, as the rms 1D reduced
shear for z ∼ 0.5 is around 0.27 according to Table 2 in Ref. [15]. The value for the Bullet
Cluster, which is in the redshift around 0.3, should not be drastically different. Therefore, we
have

σg =
0.27√
N
. (3.14)

In the following sections, we will elucidate how we can better estimate the reduced shear, if
we have information about the original orientations of galaxies.

4 New method to estimate the reduced shear

4.1 A formula for the shear with prior knowledge of the radio wave polarization

In Ref. [4], the authors derived a formula for the shear that can be used if the original
orientation of a galaxy before gravitational lensing is known. The original orientation can
be determined from the radio wave, which the electrons moving in the magnetic field of a
galaxy emit by synchrotron radiation. As the magnetic field in a galaxy is dominantly in the
galactic plane, the polarization of the radio wave coming from each galaxy is approximately
perpendicular to the major axis of its (un-lensed) image [2, 3],

θpol ≃ αs + 90◦ , (4.1)

where αs is α in Eq. (3.8) if there is no gravitational lensing. In Fig. 2, the red arrow denotes
the polarization direction of the radio wave, and the dotted lines denote the original (i.e., un-
lensed) galactic image and its major axis. In other words, if we know θpol, we also know αs.
Note that the rotation of the polarization direction due to gravitational lensing is negligible,
as it is O(∆θ) effect where ∆θ is the deflection angle [16]. The deflection angle is ≲ 30′′ for
clusters [17]. In the figure, the solid ellipse and line represent the observed image of the galaxy
and its major axis, respectively. From the observed image and the radio wave polarization
direction, we can determine the angle shift, denoted by ∆α ≡ αo − αs in the figure.

The authors of Ref. [18] obtained the following relation between the shear γα and the
angle shift ∆α,1

γ2 cos 2αs − γ1 sin 2αs =
ε2

2− ε2
∆α , (4.2)

where ε is the usual ellipticity given by2

ε =

√
1− b2

a2
, (4.3)

where a is the semi-major axis and b is the semi-minor axis. Note that the only unknowns
in Eq. (4.2) are γ1 and γ2. Therefore, Eq. (4.2) is a variant of linear regression. In the next
subsection, we will explain how Eq. (4.2) can be improved.

1In Ref. [18], the numerator and the denominator on the right-hand side of the relation are reversed.
However, the correct one is Eq. (4.2), which is clear from Eq. (22) in Ref. [4]. The authors of these papers
confirmed this mistake.

2Whether we use the ellipticity of the observed galactic image or the original image before gravitational
lensing does not result in a significant difference, as the two ellipticities are approximately the same in weak
lensing. However, as the former is directly observable, we use it in our equation.
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Figure 2. The perpendicularity between the polarization direction of the radio wave and the major
axis of the original galactic image. The red arrow and the dotted straight line correspond to the
polarization direction of the radio wave and the major axis of the original galactic image, respectively.
The angle shift of the galactic image due to gravitational lensing is denoted by ∆α.

4.2 New formula for the reduced shear

While Eq. (4.2) is correct as long as the approximation used in the derivation is valid, it can
lead to an error if the approximation is no longer valid. In fact, the image magnification is
ignored in the analysis of Ref. [4] to make the calculation simpler. Thus, it is clear from
the argument presented in Section 2 that the shear in the relation from Ref. [4, 18] would
be replaced by the reduced shear if the image magnification had not been ignored, i.e., the
convergence, as the shape change is not given by the shear but by the reduced shear.

For a more concrete argument, we have to compare our earlier Jacobi map Eq. (2.2),
i.e., Eq. (2.5) with the following Jacobi map in Ref. [4]:3

D = Ds

(
cosψ − sinψ
sinψ cosψ

)
exp

(
γ1 γ2
γ2 −γ1

)
. (4.4)

Unlike our earlier Jacobi map, it is defined by the matrix that relates the observed angle to
the position on the Sachs screen at the source. Here, Ds is a matrix that transforms the
angular size into the distance on the Sachs screen, and ψ quantifies the non-symmetricity of
the Jacobi map. The exponential in the above equation is given at the leading order by

exp

(
γ1 γ2
γ2 −γ1

)
=

(
1 + γ1 γ2
γ2 1− γ1

)
. (4.5)

If we consider the two different definitions of the Jacobi matrix, Eq. (2.2) and Eq. (4.4), and
that ψ is negligible in the lowest order, it is easy to see that the right-hand side of Eq. (4.5)

3Here, we flip the sign in front of γ1 to follow the sign convention of Eq. (2.2) which is from Ref. [1], where
the existence of dark matter is strongly suggested based on the gravitational lensing analysis of the Bullet
Cluster.
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must be replaced by Eq. (2.2), i.e., Eq. (2.5). Then, the magnification factor (1 − κ) can
be combined with Ds, which relates the two different size scales, one at the position and
another at the Sachs screen, and γ1, γ2 can be replaced by g1, g2. Moreover, the authors of
Ref. [4] noted γ = log(a+/a−)/2, where a+ and a− are the two eigenvalues of the Jacobi map,
Eq. (4.4). Remembering that our Jacobi map is given by Eq. (2.2), we see that log(a+/a−)/2
is in fact given by

1

2
log

(
1− κ+ γ

1− κ− γ

)
=

1

2
log

(
1 + g

1− g

)
= g +O(g3) , (4.6)

where g =
√
g21 + g22. Thus, we recover again that log(a+/a−)/2 is not the shear but the

reduced shear. The magnification factor 1 − κ cancels out, which is also apparent from
Eq. (2.5).

Meanwhile, the right-hand side of Eq. (4.2) can be easily related to the variables intro-
duced in Section 3. From Eqs. (3.8) and (4.3), we have

ε2

2− ε2
=
a2 − b2

a2 + b2
= |e1 + ie2| . (4.7)

Consequently, Eq. (4.2) should be replaced by4

g2 cos 2αs − g1 sin 2αs = −|e1 + ie2|∆α . (4.8)

We provide a detailed derivation of this formula in Appendix A by closely following the
derivation of Eq. (22) in Ref. [4].

Similarly as in Eq. (4.2), the only unknowns in Eq. (4.8) are g1 and g2 as all the other
quantities are measurable. Therefore, Eq. (4.8) is a variant of linear regression. Thus, we can
easily obtain g1 and g2 by statistical analysis.5 The error in one-dimensional reduced shear
is given by

σg ∼ 0.27× 4
√
2 δαs√

N
∼ 1.53 δαs√

N
, (4.9)

where the angle δαs is in radians. Comparing it with Eq. (3.14), we conclude that the error
in δαs must be smaller than 1/4

√
2 radian (≃ 10◦) for the new method to yield more accurate

results. Note also that the degree of precision required for our new method to surpass the
current method does not depend on the rms value of the one-dimensional reduced shear, as
it is eliminated in the comparison.

5 Discussion

Certainly, we do not know any convincing mechanism that would make the orientation of
lensed galaxies within the vicinity of the Bullet Cluster on the celestial plane non-random.
However, even if they are indeed random, in case there are not enough galaxies in each small
patch of sky where the average of reduced shear is calculated, it can lead to a substantial
error in the estimation of gravitational lensing effects. Even if the average of e(s)α is zero, we
certainly know that each value of e(s)α can be far from being zero.

4There is an overall negative sign compared to Eq. (4.2) as the sign convention for the shear and the
reduced shear in Ref. [4] is different from ours.

5The detailed calculation procedure is shown in Appendix B.
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As mentioned in Section 1, our study is not the first one that suggests the improved weak
lensing investigations based on the polarization data of radio waves from a galaxy. However,
it is the first one that contains the formulas that can be directly applied in the same manner
as done in the seminal paper [1] where it is claimed to prove the existence of dark matter
based on the Bullet Cluster observation.

The authors of Refs. [4, 18], who made the suggestion based on the polarization data,
expressed their results in terms of the shear and suggested measuring certain quantities and a
method to obtain ε from the image of a galaxy. However, the seminal Bullet Cluster paper [1]
used the reduced shear instead of the shear, and used Qij , i.e., Eq. (3.1), instead of the method
presented in Ref. [4] to characterize the ellipticity ε. It is worth to note that significant effort
can be saved by employing our formula (4.7) as opposed to the one in the previous paper [4].
The data for Qij , from which one can obtain the right-hand side of Eq. (4.7) by means of
Eq. (3.6), are already available, as they were to the authors of Ref. [1]. We presented our
results only in terms of the reduced shear and Qij as done in Ref. [1]. Note also that there
is no method that allows to determine the convergence from the shear. As explained in
Eq. (2.6), only the reduced shear can be used to determine the convergence, which then can
be immediately converted to the surface mass density.

Furthermore, the substitution of shear with reduced shear, as demonstrated in this
article, holds substantial significance, given that the difference between the two is far from
negligible in the Bullet Cluster. In Ref. [1], contours of the constant convergence are drawn.
The outermost contour has κ = 0.16 and the innermost contour has κ = 0.37. Considering
that the reduced shear is the shear divided by (1 − κ), the differences between the reduced
shear and the shear are as large as 16% at the outer region and 37% near one of the centers
of the Bullet Cluster.

The authors of Refs. [3, 5] also performed some work on gravitational lensing based on
polarization, but they used a different kind of “complex ellipticity” with a different definition,
which was not used in the analysis in Ref. [1]. Therefore, their work is not directly applicable
to the reanalysis of the gravitational lensing effects of the Bullet Cluster in the manner of
Ref. [1].

In Ref. [1], the data was analyzed in such a way that the availability of data at the
time best allowed. No data about the original orientations of galaxies were available as the
polarization directions of radio waves from them were not known. However, as forthcom-
ing radio surveys will measure the polarization, the situation could be different. Actually,
arcsecond-scale radio polarization observations are already possible [19]. So far, Ref. [1] has
been regarded as one of the strongest pieces of evidence for dark matter. We anticipate
that our research will establish a foundation for an enhanced analysis of gravitational lensing
in cases like this. In particular, it will have great applications for the generic gravitational
lensing analysis of clusters, not only limited to the Bullet Cluster.

A Derivation of the relation between the reduced shear and ∆α

By closely following the detailed derivation of Eq. (22) in Ref. [4], we present the derivation
of Eq. (4.8), with the shear replaced by the reduced shear. Eq. (4.5) must be replaced and
can be decomposed as

(1− κ) exp

(
g1 g2
g2 −g1

)
= (1− κ)

(
cosϕ − sinϕ
sinϕ cosϕ

)(
eg 0
0 e−g

)(
cosϕ sinϕ
− sinϕ cosϕ

)
. (A.1)
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In the first order, we have

g1 = g cos(2ϕ), g2 = g sin(2ϕ) . (A.2)

Then, the Jacobi map Eq. (4.4) can be written as

D = (1− κ)DsR(−ψ − ϕ) exp(gσ3)R(ϕ) , (A.3)

where

R(χ) =

(
cosχ sinχ
− sinχ cosχ

)
, σ3 =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
. (A.4)

Then, ξs a vector on the screen space at the source and θo the observed angle have the relation

ξs = Dθo . (A.5)

Now, at the source position, the galaxy has eccentricity ϵs. If we normalize the semi-
minor axis to have length 1, the semi-major axis has length (1 − ϵ2s)

−1/2. Such an ellipse is
given by the condition

ξTs Asξs = 1 , (A.6)

where

As = R(−αs)

(
1− ϵ2s 0

0 1

)
R(αs) . (A.7)

If we plug in Eq. (A.5) into Eq. (A.6), we obtain

θTo Aoθ0 = 1, (A.8)

where

Ao = DTAsD . (A.9)

Ao can be diagonalized as the following form:

Ao = NR(−αo)

(
1− ϵ2o 0

0 1

)
R(αo) , (A.10)

where N is defined as the larger of the two eigenvalues of Ao. In the first order in ψ and γ,
we obtain

ϵo = ϵs − g cos[2(αs − ϕ)]
2(1− ϵ2s)

ϵs
, αo = αs − ψ + g sin[2(αs − ϕ)]

2− ϵ2s
ϵ2s

. (A.11)

From the above equation, we can obtain Eq. (4.8) upon using the fact that ϵ (i.e., ϵo) is
approximately equal to ϵs for small g and ψ is negligible.
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B Estimation of σg for the new method

Let’s estimate σg, the error of 1D g for the new method. We closely follow Ref. [3] where an
error estimate for a mathematically similar but contently different case was considered. We
will use the following notation:

g ≡
(
g1
g2

)
, n̂i ≡

(
sin 2αi

s

− cos 2αi
s

)
, n

∥
i =

(
cos 2αi

s

sin 2αi
s

)
. (B.1)

Then, Eq. (4.8) can be re-expressed as

−n̂i · g =
√
e21 + e22 ∆αi , (B.2)

which is a linear regression. We have to find g1 and g2, which minimize the following quantity,

χ2 =
∑
i

wi[n̂i · g +
√
e21 + e22 ∆αi]2 , (B.3)

where wi denotes the weight. Such g is given by the following formula

g = A−1b , (B.4)

where
A =

∑
i

win̂in̂
T
i , b =

∑
i

wi

√
e21 + e22 (αi

s − αi
o)n̂i . (B.5)

If we vary Eq. (B.4), we get
δg = A−1δb+ δ(A−1)b . (B.6)

Here, we have

δb =
∑
i

wiδ
√
e21 + e22 (−∆αi)n̂i +

∑
i

wi

√
e21 + e22 δα

i
sn̂i +

∑
i

wi

√
e21 + e22 (−∆αi)2δαi

sn
∥
i .

(B.7)
On the right-hand side of Eq. (B.7), the first term and the third term are on the order of
δαi

s∆α
i, while the second term is on the order of δαi

s. Thus, we will retain solely the second
term. On the right-hand side of Eq. (B.6), the second term is on the order of δαi

s∆α
i, while

the first term is on the order of δαi
s. Thus, we shall retrain exclusively the first term.

Putting all together, we get

δg ≈
∑
i

wi

√
e21 + e22 δα

i
smi , mi ≡ A−1n̂i . (B.8)

The weights satisfy
∑

iwi = 1. For a rough estimate, we can put wi = 1/N where N is the
number of galaxies per patch. Thus,

δg ≈ 1

N

∑
i

√
e21 + e22 δα

i
smi . (B.9)

Using the fact that δαi
s and mi are independent, and the fact that ⟨δαi

s⟩ = ⟨mi⟩ = 0 and
σm = 2, we obtain

σg =
2√
N

〈
e21 + e22

〉1/2
δαs . (B.10)
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In Section 3, we mentioned that the rms 1D reduced shear was around 0.27. As the two
eigenvalues of the shear susceptibility tensor P γ

αβ = 2(δαβ − eαeβ) are 2 and approximately 2,
we have e1 ∼ 2g1 and e2 ∼ 2g2. Therefore,〈

e21 + e22
〉1/2 ∼ (0.27 · 2)

√
2 , (B.11)

which implies

σg ∼ 0.27× 4
√
2 δαs√

N
∼ 1.53 δαs√

N
. (B.12)
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