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ABSTRACT

We address the amount of information in the non-Gaussiameegf weak lensing surveys by
modelling all relevant covariances of the power spectralasilectra, using 1000 ray-tracing
simulation realizations for A cold dark matter f CDM) model and an analytical halo model.
We develop a formalism to describe the covariance matritpswer spectra and bispectra
of all triangle configurations. In addition to the known adimitions which extend up to six-
point correlation functions, we propose a new contributiba halo sample variance (HSV)’
arising from the coupling of the lensing Fourier modes wilgke-scale mass fluctuations
on scales comparable with the survey region via halo biasryh&/e show that the model
predictions are in good agreement with the simulation onedake the HSV into account.
The HSV gives a dominant contribution to the covariance ioegrat multipoles > 103,
which arises from massive haloes with a masg0f0'* M, and at relatively low redshifts
z < 0.4. Since such haloes are easily identified from a multi-coimaging survey, the
effect can be estimated from the data. By adding the bigpecto the power spectrum, the
total information content or the cumulative signal-tos®ratio up to a certain maximum
multipolel,,,., of a few103, (S/N),_._, is improved by 20-50 per cent, which is equivalent to
a factor of 1.4-2.3 larger survey area for the power specin@@surement alone. However, it
is still smaller than the case of a Gaussian field by a fact@rmabstly due to the HSV. Thus
bispectrum measurements are useful for cosmology, bugusformation from upcoming
surveys requires that non-Gaussian covariances are taestimated.

Key words: gravitational lensing: weak — cosmology: theory — largalsstructure of Uni-
verse.

1 INTRODUCTION

The accelerated expansion of the Universe is the most izintaproblem in modern cosmology. Within Einstein’s gtsntheory, general
relativity, the cosmic acceleration can be explained byouhicing dark energy, which acts as a repulsive, rather #taactive, force to
expand the Universe. Alternatively, the cosmic acceleratiay be a signature of the breakdown of general relativitgasmological scales
(seel Jain & Khounlmo, for a review). Many on-going and upicy wide-area galaxy surveys aim at testing dark energynaodified
gravity scenarios as the origin of cosmic accelerationgf@mple, the Canada—France—Hawaii Telescope (CFHT) Weaihg Surveﬁ,

the Panoramic Survey Telescope & Rapid Response S sterfS('FNﬁRﬂ), the VLT Survey Telescope (VST) Kilo-Degree Sutﬁeghe
Subaru Hyper Suprime-Cam Survéy (Miyazaki etal. p&)e Dark Energy Survey (DE$ and in the next decade, the Large Synoptic
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Sky Survey (LSSﬁ), the European Space Agency (ESA) Euclid satellite miﬂsiand the NASA Wide-Field Infrared Survey Telescope
(WFIRST) satellite missiof

Among different cosmological probes, weak gravitatioealsing or cosmic shear is recognized as one of the most pnghmeethods
for constraining the nature of dark energy, provided syatenerrors are well under control (s]gg Bartelmann & Screte2@01 | Schneider
12006; Hoekstra & Jain 2008, for reviews). The bending oftligtys emitted from a distant galaxy due to the foregroundsnatstribu-
tion causes the image to be distorted. The distortion siign@o weak for us to measure in single galaxies, but we caramsficiently
large number of galaxy images, available from wide-field/eyrto detect the correlated shear signals existing in«en different galaxy
images. Weak lensing is a unique method of measuring thertattier distribution including dark matter, free of galaxas uncertainty,
and allows a direct comparison of the measurement with yhet is in most case about the statistical properties ofdgnd matter
distribution. The theoretical predictions are obtainethgidN-body simulations (ed Springel Let LbOG) and/oalyical approaches
(e.g./Bernardeau et tlal. 2002; Coor ray & Shieth 12002) The clogjical weak lensing signal has been measured by severapgr(e.g.
IHamana et al. 2003; Hoekstra & Jain 2008; Schrabback let a0), 20d also see references therein), and we are waitingdasunements
with much higher statistical precision from upcoming sysze

Most previous works on weak lensing, in theoretical and plag®nal studies, have focused on the shear two-poinetaiion function
or equivalently its Fourier transform, the power spectramthe statistics to quantify the lensing field. Althoughsthstatistics contain the
full information when the field is a Gaussian random field athie cosmic microwave background (CMB) field (Komatsu et allja, it
is not the case for the lensing field because non-linearatiuast in structure formation causes a coupling betweedifft Fourier modes,
and the mass density field at redshifts relevant for lensimgeys is not Gaussian. In fact, various studies have shbatthe information

content carried by the power spectrum might be saturatediipole scales of a few0? [see Hamilton et all (2006): Takahashi et al. (2009);
INeyrinck et al.|(2009) for the 3D mass density field, Sato &28I09) and Seo et al. (2011) for the lensing field,M@) for the

result from the actual data]. In particultOﬁBed 1000 ray-tracing simulation realizations fox eold dark matter {CDM)
model to study the power spectrum covariance and the infitmmaontent of the power spectrum. They found that the imftion content
is reduced by a factor of 2 at multipolés~ 10* compared to the Gaussian case for a survey with typical eaedshift ofz, ~ 1. Further,
they showed that large-scale mass density fluctuationsadésoutside the simulation area contribute significamtlpdn-Gaussian terms
of the covariance. They developed a formalism to describeéiv non-Gaussian contribution by the number fluctuatibnsassive haloes
based on halo bias theory, which we hereafter call the hatpkavariance (HSV; also see Hu & Kravtsov 2003; Takada & EIEDQ_JV)

Some fundamental questions remain unresolved: how impuaatad useful are the non-Gaussian signals in the lensimbftiecosmol-
ogy? Which statistical method to extract the non-Gausdgmats is most useful? Can we recover the Gaussian infoomatntent, which
should have existed in the linear field or the primordial fielglcombining the power spectrum and the non-Gaussianlsigjfar weak lens-
ing, there is additional expectation that the non-Gaussigmmals will be useful for cosmology, because the skewrfesgxample, has been
shown complementary to the power spectrum in its dependem@®smological parametell_s_LB_ema.Ld_e_aLLH_t_a.LJ

1997: Jaielj@ks1997;
Huil1999; Jain et al. 2000: White & tHu 2000; Hamana & Melliefd0Van Waerbeke et al. 2001: Cooray & Hu 2001b; Takada &Ja@2?2
n & Zhatlg 2005;: Kilbinger & Schnelder 2005; Seluni et all 200€; Bergé et al. 2010; Munshi et al. 2011e®é&t al. 2012).
The attempt to measure the non-Gaussian signals from atatmlwas also made by several grodp_s_(B_e_ma.Ld_e_aLhLe_t_aJ.hﬁaﬂg_e_t_dl.
12003;| Jarvis et al. 2004), and the first significant detectias recently reported by Semboloni et al. (2011), showingrarovement in
cosmological parameters compared to the two-point stztiatone.

In this paper, we study the lensing bispectrum, which costtie lowest-order non-Gaussianity of the weak lensing éietl is a natural
extension of the power spectrum. We consider all triangidigarations available from a given range of multipoles dredrtfull covariance
matrix including the non-Gaussian contributions up to @At correlation functions as well as the HSV term, whildyothhe Gaussian
errors have been assumed in most previous work (Takada %208i# Martin et all. 2012). We use the 1000 simulation retiina to study
the usefulness and complementarity of the lensing bispectompared to the power spectrum, and also develop an madfigrmula to
describe the bispectrum covariance for a given cosmolagpalticular, we will show that the HSV gives a significant idnution to the
bispectrum covariance &8 a few10?, and that the bispectrum does carry additional informattiche power spectrum even in the presence
of these significant correlations. Thus we will give a quatitte answer to the fundamental questions above.

This paper is organized as follows. After briefly reviewihg tensing power spectrum and bispectrum in Se€lion 2, welalea formu-
lation to describe the bispectrum covariance in Se¢fion Sdctiori ##, we show the main results: we study the bispeatovariance using
both simulations and analytical model predictions. We ¢jfiathe information content of the lensing bispectrum bgluding contributions
from all triangle configurations. Sectibh 5 is devoted t@dssion and conclusion.
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2 PRELIMINARIES: LENSING POWER SPECTRUM AND BISPECTRUM

In the context of cosmological gravitational lensing, tleenergence field is expressed as the weighted projectidmeahtree-dimensional

density fluctuation field between source and observer (seelBmnn & Schneidér 2001L; Schnelder 2006, for a thorougiewg

w(6) = / W (03, X6, @

where#@ is the angular position on the sky,is the comoving distance, angy is the distance to the Hubble horizon. We assume a flat
geometry throughout this paper, and the radial distanteequivalent to the comoving angular diameter distance. &moving distance
x(a) from an observer at = 1 to a source ad is expressed in terms of the Hubble expansion fate) asx(a) = f:da'/[H(a')a'Q]. For
source galaxies at a single redshift, the lensing efficiéaggtion Wer () is defined as

3 -
Wer(x) = 5Himoa ™' ( - %) : @

wherey. is the distance to the source galaxies. See equation|(4kar#a& Jain|(2009) for the lensing efficiency functions fantmraphic
redshift bins. Under the flat-sky approximation, the Fautignsform of the lensing field is defined as

2 .
k(0) = /%Rle‘l'a. ©)

When the sky coverage of a survey is finite, we need to use s$weaté Fourier decomposition, rather than the infiniteyeaRourier
decomposition (also see appendix in Takada & Bidle P07 étails).

In this paper, we study the bispectrum of lensing field anctthvariance of the bispectrum. Thepoint power spectra relevant for the
bispectrum covariance are defined in terms of the ensemblages of the convergence fields in Fourier space as

(F1,F,) = (20)°P(L)sp(h + L), @
(R, Ry R = (2m)2B(l, e, 1)0b (L + 12 + 1), ©)

(Fy, Ry R e = (20 T( a1, 1)0D (L + Lo + 1), ©)
(R Ry, R e = @2Pa(lile, o lo)sh(l+lo+--+1)  ifn>5, )

whered?, (1) is the Dirac delta functionP, B andT are the lensing power spectrum, bispectrum and trispectrespectively;P,, is the
n-point power spectrum. For the bispectrum covariance, wed t@include up to the six-point power specha The higher-order correlation
function than the bispectrum is the connected part oftfpmint function, which characterizes the non-Gaussianiitthe lensing field and
cannot be expressed in terms of products of the power spec¢ouany other lower-order correlation functions). Exaparsymmetry of
wavevectorsl; <> l;, reflects that thex-point correlation functions are invariant under permiota of the arguments. The delta functions
come from the parallel translation invariance for a statidliy homogeneous field as is the convergence field.

The lensing power spectrum and bispectrum can be given agdighted line-of-sight projection of the three-dimensibpower spec-
trum and bispectrum of the underlying mass distributionpkrying Limber’s approximatio 4) and the flaysypproximation,
the lensing power spectrum and bispectrum are expressed as

XH 5 s B l
dXWarL(O)x "Ps | k= X)) (8)
0

P()

XH
B(ly,l2,13) = / dxWer ()x Bs(ki, k2, k35 X))k, 1, /> 9)
0

wherePs and Bs are the power spectrum and bispectrum of the mass distibatieach redshift(= x(z)). Thus once the-point spectra
of the mass density field are given for a given cosmologicatiehove can compute the-point spectra of the lensing field. The above
equations also mean that statistical properties of thergrigeld arise from those of the mass density field, since teéptors such as the
Waw(x) are pure geometrical quantities, not statistical varible

The power spectrum measurement for an actual survey igedfeéy the intrinsic shape noise due to a finite sampling ofcsgalaxy
shapes:

bs ol
P = P() + =, (10)
Ng
whereo. is the rms of intrinsic ellipticities per component, amglis the mean number density of source galaxies per unit stéeralth the
following, we will often omit the notatiofi® to referP°>*(1) for notational simplicity. Throughout this paper we assuha the orientation
of intrinsic galaxy shape is random and the shapes of diffegalaxies are uncorrelated; the shape noise is a Gaussidom field. The

bispectrum is a measure of the non-Gaussianity, so is rettefi by the shape noise.
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3 LENSING COVARIANCE

The covariances of the lensing spectrum and bispectrunmidescmeasurement accuracy of the spectra for a given surkieye are several
sources of the measurement errors: the shot noise arisegpdaifinite sampling of galaxy shapes and the sample varanigiag due to a
finite survey area. If the lensing field is Gaussian, the diffié Fourier modes with+# 1’ are independent, and therefore the sample variance
is determined by the number of independent Fourier modea fiven multipole birl that are available from the survey, yielding a simple
formula of the sample variance contribution (@%wever, this is not the case for the lensing field, bec#uséensing field is
highly non-Gaussian at scales of interést (Takada &|Jaid 22009] Sato et 4. 20b9), and the different Fourier modelate with each
other. In the following, we discuss theory for the lensingar@ance matrices.

3.1 Power spectrum covariance

The power spectrum covariance has been well studied byqurewiorks [(Scoccimarro etlal. 1999; Cooray & Hu 2001a; TakaBaidle
2007; Takada & Jain 2000; Sato eflal. 2009). In particl ) @9) derived an expression of the power spectawar@nce includ-

ing a new contribution from the mass density fluctuationsuadr scales than the survey area, and showed that the tomellireproduces
their ray-tracing simulation results. According to thisrkidhe power spectrum covariance is given as

2017, o2 } 2 2l 4l
Cov[P(l;),P(l;)] = —_|P(l;)+ = +—/ / T, =11, =) + Coviidy (I:,1;; ), (11)
[ ( ) (J)] Npairs(l) |: ( ) Tg [9) |l|e[ A(l) v e, A(l]) ( ) HSV( J )
whereélKl is the Kronecker deltailKl = 1if {; = I; within the bin width and otherwiséfflj = 0; Qs is the survey area in units of
steradlanA( i) is the area of the above integration in Fourier space, gigefl.&;) f|l|el' d1, where the integration range is confined

to the wavevectors satisfying the conditibn- Al/2 < || < I; + Al/2 (Al is the bin width around théh bin, ;); the third termCovisy

is the new contribution which we call the halo sample vara(t¢SV) contribution (see below). The quanti®pairs(l;) is the number of
independent pairs of two vectoksind—1 in Fourier space, where the vectdnas the lengtlh; within the bin width and “independent” here
means different pairs discriminated by the fundamentatiEomode of a given survey; ~ 27t/0, (O is the angular scale of the survey
area). At the limit; > ¢, A(l;) ~ 2nl; Al and the number of independent Fourier modes is given as

2ml; Al Q LAl
(211/O5)? 2m

where fqy is the sky fraction defined agx, = Q. /47 Sed Takada & Bridle (2007) for a pedagogical derivationhef power spectrum
covariance based on the discrete Fourier decompositiomuiation (except for the third ter@ovi4y,). In equation[{Tll), we ignored effects
of non-trivial survey geometry for simplicity.

The first and second terms on the r.h.s. of equalioh (11) arstémdard covariance terms studied in most previous woHesfirst term
describes the Gaussian covariance term that vanishes dyléri;, i.e. no correlation between different multipole bins. Hezond term
gives a non-Gaussian term arising from the lensing trispec{four-point correlation function), which describes thode coupling between
different multipole bins. Both terms scale with survey aae#/(); the amplitudes decrease with increasing the survey arglaoullld also be
noted that the Gaussian term depends on the multipole bithwidile the non-Gaussian terms do not; a larger bin widtdtikely reduces
the Gaussian term contribution at the multipole bin.

The third term of equatio_(11) arises from the mode coupdifithe Fourier mode of our interedt, with large-scale modes of scales
comparable with or even outside the survey region. Sucleiacale modes cannot be seen by an observer, but affectwies ppectrum
estimation. If the entire survey region happens to be in ardanse/underdense region, which is caused by the laafesass density
fluctuations, the number of massive haloes becomes langaiés than the ensemble average according to the halomjasyt
ll&%;LS_h_elh_e_t_HL_Zle). Thus the number of massive halegslfim a finite survey volume correlates with the mass deffisitfuations
of scales comparable with or larger than the survey fleld (Hr&vtsovl 2008). To be more explicit, the number fluctuatiohkaloes in a
massM and in the redshift slice centred agre given as
d2V
dzdS)
whered?V/dzdS is the comoving volume per unit redshift interval and pett soiid angle d>V/dzd2 = * for a flat universegn/dM
is the ensemble-averaged mass function of haloes in the mags[M, M + dM]; b(M) is the halo bias parametet;, (O.) is the mass
density fluctuation averaged within the survey volume inrgdshift slice which has ared, and the redshift widti\ z. The lensing power
spectrum amplitudes at small angular scales are sengitiveethumber of massive haloes in the survey region and theelates with the
number fluctuations, which results in the HSV. Note that theeenble average of the power spectrum is not affected bytpe-scale mode
due to the fac(&,L(@s)) = 0. At the limit of /;,; > 1, the HSV contribution is given as

Xs 2v\° dn dn_, L dk Lo 2
COVﬁg\/(lul*;Qs):/ dx (—) /dM b(M) |, |? /dM' R, o Pm (k) |W(kx©s)|"| ., (14)
J ; dQdx dM )[R I’ | |

Npairs (l )

= 2fay i AL, (12)

SN(M) = b(M)——Q.Az —5 (0s; 2), (13)
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whereVT/(l) is the Fourier transform of the survey window functid® is the linear mass power spectrufi{x) is the Fourier transform
of the convergence field for which we assume a Navarro-FW¢hite (NFW) halo 7) (see equation

M or section 3.2 in Takada & Jain 2003b for the expression o For notational simplicity, we omit to denote the redsbiépendence
of dn/dM, b(M) and#;. In this paper, we simply consider the window function g®nWW (z) = 2.J:(z)/x, which corresponds to a
circle-shaped survey geometry with a radiu®gf For the halo model ingredientdi}/dM, b(M ) and the NFW profile], we will throughout
this paper employ the same models as used in Takada I&M)(Zaeughly speaking, the HSV term can be expressedag;ly ~
Pi1,(1;) Pin(15)02,(Qs), wherePyy, is the one-halo term of the lensing power spectrum@nd(;) is the rms of the projected linear mass
density fluctuations smoothed with the angular scale oftineey area. As implied from the above equation, the HSV &fde band powers
of different multipoles in the same way, and does not chahgeshape of the power spectrum. This HSV term cannot be eeladiz long
as the discrete Fourier decomposition is used for derivilegpbwer spectrum covariance, because the large-scalesroatigde the survey
region cannot be described by Fourier modes confined ins@&lsurvey region.

Another important feature is that the HSV contribution degseon the survey area via the integration of the linear masgpspectrum,
fkdkPrﬁ(k) ‘VV(I«X@S) ? unlike the other terms which scale B&),. For a power-law linear power spectrum’ (k) oc k™, the HSV term
is found to scale a€loviify o 1/(Qs)'T™/2. Hence, forn < 0, which is indeed the case &t> keq (keq iS the wavenumber of the
matter-radiation equality), the HSV amplitude decreasesenslowly with increasing area coverage than other ternmsth® other hand,
whenn > 0 or k < keq, the HSV term decreases more quickly. Thus the HSV term dispen the survey area in a non-trivial way, and we
will study the relative importance of the HSV term for diféet survey areas.

There are even other sources of non-Gaussian errors aftisinga correlation of the lensing field in the weakly non-Bneegime with
the mass density fluctuations of scales comparable withrgettdhan the survey area. This contribution can be forradlaased on the per-
turbation theory of structure formation, which is valid the mass density field in the weakly non-linear regime Rifaetamiltor] dmiS)
first studied this effect for the 3D mass power spectrum, amdad this new contribution the beat-coupling mode (als
2006 Sefusatti et &l. 2006; Takahashi ét al. 2009). Furthez|de Putter et hl. (2012) recently pointed out that treelacale density fluc-
tuations cause an apparent modulation in the mean densityadsd from a finite survey region, and add an additionahtieg contribution
to the covariance. This term was shown to have a similar angaito the beat-coupling mode. These large-scale modelmatitin, which
is relevant for the weakly non-linear regime, differs frone tHSV effect, and Takada & Jlaih(;d)OQ) showed that the daritan to the
lensing power spectrum covariance is negligible compavetie non-Gaussian errors arising from the four-point fiamc¢the second term
in equatior1IL) at multipoles df> a few 102. Hence, in this paper, we ignore the non-Gaussian erra@imgrirom the mode-coupling in
the weakly non-linear regime for simplicity.

3.2 Bispectrum covariance

As we discussed above, the lensing bispectrum is given ascéida of triangle configurations. An estimator of the lewsbispectrum from
the finite-area lensing survey can be found, by extendingrtéiod developed in Takada & Brifile (2007) (see AppeRdix #ttie details),
as

1
Blla, lay ls) = o Ay, (I, a1 15
(1:12010) = G T ) 2, B . ), =

i

whereq,,; = q; + g, + g3 and the summation runs over all the pixelsq@qf g, andq;. The functionAgq,,. denotes the selection
function which is unity if each vector has a target lengthl,of- Al;/2 < ¢ < l; + Al;/2 (i = 1,2,3) and the three vectors form
the triangle configuration in Fourier spaeg,; = 0; otherwiseAq, . (l1,12,13) = 0. The prefactorl /s is from our definition of the
discrete Fourier decomposition (slee Takada & Bridle IZOIDﬁ)z quantityN.ip is the number of the triplets in Fourier space that form a
given triangle configuration specified by three side lengths;, [5 with the bin widths. This is calculated from the selectiondtion as
Nirip = Z Ag,,,(11,12,13). As described ih.Joachimi etldl. (2009) and Appefidix A, ferlthit of large multipole binsiy, I, s > I,

we can analytlcally estimat¥,ip as

Q21 1al3 Al Al Al
Newip(ly, b2, ls) - = Z Aq123 = 3 272 272 272 1 1 1’ (16)
Qe 273\ /21313 + 20313 + 20313 — 1 — 13 — 13

where Al; is the bin width of theith side length. For the small-angle scaless> 1 (flat-sky approximation limit) we are interested in,
this equation gives a good approximation to the Wigngrsydmbols which appears in the bispectrum covariance detineér the full-sky
approach (see equation 16 in Takada &Jain 2004).

The bispectrum covariance can be similarly defined as

Cov[B(l1,ls,13), B, 15,15)] = (B(ly,l2,1s)B(11,15,15)) — B(l, l2, 13) B(13, 15, 13)

1 o~ o~~~ ARTE]
= QgNtrip(l17 la, lg)Ntmp l/ l/ l/ Z Z |:<,qu1 kq,kq, Hq,l Hq,g Hqé> A(1123 Aql123:| - B(llv l2, l3)B(llv Iy, ZS) (17)
q;;9i€li Q)sq, €l

The bispectrum covariance arises from the six-point catiah function of the lensing field.
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Figure 1. lllustration of the different terms of the bispectrum casace. The triangle configurations for two bispectra in theaciance matrixB(l1, 12, 13)
andB(l,15,1%), are specified by sets of the three vectrs I2,13) or (17,15,15), denoted by the solid and dashed lines, respectively. Tiee trectors
satisfy the triangle conditionty +12 +13 = 0 andl} +15 +1; = 0. (i) The Gaussian part of the bispectrum covariance, whisies.only if the two triangle
configurations have the same shape (within the coarsengls bfn widths). The two vectors with the same length but edpposite direction such &s
andl} yield the power spectrum after the ensemble average. HarcBdussian term amplitude is proportionalR@1 ) P (I2)P(I3) and contributes to the
diagonal terms of the covariance matrix. (i) Non-Gausgiart of the bispectrum covariance which arises if one sidhefwo triangles is in the same length
and direction; heré; = I/ is shown as an example. The amplitude of this covariance i®proportional toB(l1, l2, I3) B(l} , 14, 1%). (iii) Non-Gaussian
part that arises if one side length of the two triangles issti@e but in the opposite directioh, = —1}. The amplitude i$D(PT); the figure shows a case
of P(11)T(11,13,15,15). The surrounding four vectorsy I3, 15,14 ) form a quadrangular configuration satisfying the conditio + 13 + 15 + 1 = 0,
which gives the trispectrum contribution. (iv) Non-Gaasspart which arises for generic triangle configurationsthedefore contributes to all diagonal and
off-diagonal terms of the covariance matrix. The amplitisiproportional to the connected part of the six-point datten function, Ps. As indicated, the 6
vectors of {1, 12, 13,1}, 15, 1) arise from the two triangles that form the six-point confagion in Fourier space, although the two vertices of theifitpare
collapsed to one point due to the triangle conditions.

We present the detailed derivation of the bispectrum cawag in Appendik’A based on the discrete Fourier decompasitrmulation.
Here we just give the expression of the bispectrum covagiambich has three contributions, the Gaussian and nongewusrrors and the
HSV contribution:

Cov [B(l1,l2,1s), B(i, 15, 15)] = Covaauss + Covna + Covity
Qs K K <K K K oK K K <K
= mp(ll)P(l2)P(l3) 5111’15121’25131;’ + 5111’1512155131’2 +5l1l’26l2l’15l3lé +3 perms}

21 61K1' 51K1'
Z-B(lh, 12, 13)B(Ih, Iy, 14 al 2 4 7 perms

+Qs ( 1,102, 3) ( 1502 3) llAll + llAll + p
K 27 - K 27 o

+0i, mp(ll)T(l%l&lmls) + 01 mp(ll)T(l% ls,l1,13) + 7 perms.
1 d ’oar g1

+Q_5 /% Pﬁ(ll7127l37l17l27l3;w)

+Covigy, (18)

where the notation ‘NG’ stands for the ‘non-Gaussian’ egontribution, andPs denotes the connected part of the six-point correlation
function. Fig.[1 shows a diagram picture of these covarigaoms from the first to the fourth lines on the r.h.s. of ecqprafI8). When
further including the intrinsic shape noise contributiomg just replace the power spectra in the terms of the abovatieguO(P*) and
O(PT) terms) with the power spectrum including the shot noiserdmtion (equatiof10).

The terms of the first line on the r.h.s. are the Gaussian @@ terms, which contribute only to the diagonal termsefliispectrum
covariances. The combination of the Kronecker de@% 511;, 6f§l, is non-vanishing only if the two triangle configurations amethe
same “shape” within the bin widths. In particular, if trieieg:oznfigarations have symmetry such as isosceles or egpualdtiangles, the
combination of Kronecker deltas (the terms in the squareldettaon the first line) yield a factor of 2 or 6 for isosceles agdilateral triangles,
respectively. The factors account for the fact that diffeteiangles transformed by parity and permutation tramsédions {; < I’;) are not
independent for a statistically homogeneous and isotriglid. For a general triangle configuration# ;, the factor becomes unity. The
prefactorNy.ip (11, 12, I3) is given by equatior(16).
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Figure 2. Left-hand panel: the plot shows how haloes of different rag®ntribute to the halo sample variance (HSV) terms of ibjgelbtrum covariance
for a given equilateral triangle configuration. We used thk Imodel expression (equatibn] 19) to compute the fradtiomatributions. For the triangle with
side lengthl = 1000, haloes with masseg 10'* M dominate the contribution to the HSV. Middle: Similar plobuyt for the redshift distribution of the
bispectrum covariance. For the triangle with= 1000, haloes at: < 0.4 give the dominant contribution. Right: The survey area ddpace of the HSV

contribution for the power spectrum and the bispectrunatire to that of the Gaussian error, which scale€@ascauss < 1/€s. Here we consider the scale
of I = 2000 for P(l) and Beq (1), employ the flat sky approximation, and assume the survemgag given by, = nO?2.

The terms from the second to the fourth lines are the non€k@au®rror contributions, which arise from the higher-orclarrelation
functions of the lensing field. The coefficient of each termhsas27t/ (Qsl1 Al1) is from the number of independent configurations in Fourier
space that form a given configuration of six wavevectbrsl, I3, 1}, 15, 15) in Fig.[Il (also see AppendixIA for the mathematical derivalti
The angular integration in the fourth term includify is over the angle) between the vectorls andl} in order to include contributions
over all the possible six-point configurations in Fourieasp Note that the terms in the first, second and third linghemn.h.s. depend on
the multipole bin widths such a&!;, while the term including®s and the HSV do not depend on the bin widths.

As in the power spectrum covariance (equalich 11), the nuiffiogtuations of massive haloes due to the large-scale magsdtions
affect the bispectrum estimated from a finite area surveg.H8V contribution to the bispectrum covariance is given as

o 2V \° dn _ _ _
Cov[Bs(l1,12,13), Bu(l1,13,15)lusy = /dx<dxdﬂ) [/deb(M)ﬁM(ll)HM(l2)ffM(l3)]

x [ / am’ df@,b(M’)w(la)kM/ (lé)m(lé)} / %Rﬁ (ks X) [ W (kx©5)

This contribution has not been realized in previous workscBmparing with ray-tracing simulations, we will show belthat the HSV
contribution is dominant over other covariance termiszatl000, in the non-linear regime, and adding the HSV term to the rhoaelictions
significantly improves agreement with the simulation resuAgain note that the HSV term scales with the survey ar@anan-trivial way
via the linear mass power spectrum (see the discussion fegjoatiori I#), while the other terms scale with survey ardg @s.

The left-hand and middle panels of Hig. 2 show which haloasads and redshift range contribute to the HSV term of theeloispm
covariance for an equilateral triangle configuration of\egiside length. For the triangle with= 1000, haloes with masseg 10'* M,
and at redshift < 0.4 give a dominant contribution to the HSV effect. These halmeselatively easy to be identified from a concentration
of galaxies on the sky, X-ray or the Sunyaev—Zel'dovich @ffén other words, identifying such massive haloes in aeymegion and
comparing the number with the expected number for a fiduoisiological model will help understand the HSV effect far tieak lensing
observables in the survey region (aIsoLs_e_e_‘[akada_&_ﬂ_Li_dHZﬁr the similar discussion). The right-hand panel shioa the HSV terms
scale with the survey area, in comparison with the Gaussigariance term for the power spectrum covariance and tipetisum covariance
of equilateral triangles. Here we consider the particulaltipole binl = 2000, and assume the flat-sky approximation and a circular survey

geometryQ), = nO2, for simplicity. The plot shows that the HSV term decreasesanslowly than other terms &% increases up to a few
100 deg.

2

(19)

3.3 Cross-covariance between power spectrum and bispectrum

Since the power spectrum and bispectrum are not indepeiffidiettie non-Gaussian field, we need to account for the crogariance

between the two observables in order not to double-couninfoemation content. We can derive the cross-covarianee &ppendixB)
similarly to the power spectrum and the bispectrum covagaas

Cov [P*(1), B*(I1,12,15)] = Covié + Covirsy
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= o %P(Z)B(l la,13) + 2 perms+ —/ Ps(l,—1,11,12,13; ) 4+ Covi&y, (20)
stl 1

whereP; is the five-point correlation function, angdis the angle between the vectdrandl; as in equatior{18). The HSV term is given as

CoVIPL(D), Bella,lo, 1), Jusv = /dx(%) [/d b >|»~<M<Z>|2]

d - - ~ kdk
8 [/de]C[/b(M/)HM'(ll)HM'(b)ffM’(ls)] / —— Py (ks ) |[W (kx©s )|

(21)

We will use these equations when computing the total inféionacontent for a combined measurement of the lensing pepectrum and
bispectrum for a given survey.

3.4 Halosamplevariance contribution to the n-point correlation function measurement

As we have seen for the HSV contributions to the lensing spectovariances (equations] 4] 19 21), the equatioresdiailar forms
at the small-angle limit, where the one-halo term is dongidah the halo model picture. Extending these findings, weficahthe HSV
contribution to the covariance matrix between anyandr’-point correlation functions in Fourier space:

. , v\’ dn o i
COV[Pn(l17l27”-7ln)7Pn’(ll7l27‘“7ln/)]HSV = /dX (m) {/deb(M)l{]%(ll)H}W(lQ)"'H]VI(Z7L):|

(22

. { / dM$b<M'>RM/<z;>%M/(z;>~~~RM/(zn/>} / RE b (ks ) | W (kx©2)

Roughly speaking, the amplitude of the HSV term simply ssa@sCovusy ~ P,"(1;) Py (1)o7, (0s). Thus anyn-point correlation
functions at small angle scales can be affected by the krgke mass fluctuations of scales comparable with or outilsgsurvey area.

We should also emphasize that the HSV contribution affeetasurements of any two- or three-dimensional correlationtfons from
a finite area survey, and can be very important if one is istetkin the small-scale signals which are sensitive to thaddnce of haloes in

the finite survey region (e.g. see Shaw et al. 2009 Zhang &12007, for a similar discussion on the SZ power spectrunsoreament).

3.5 Halomodéd predictionsfor thelensing covariances

As we have described up to the preceding section, the powetrsimn and bispectrum covariance calculations requiretaptite the four-,
five- and six-point correlation functions in addition to thewer spectrum and bispectrum. For the power spectrum apedtrum, some

theoretical models are proposed by comparing with sinaratie.gl Smith et al. (2003) and Valageas & Nishimichi (20ar the power
spectrum anfl Scoccimarro & Frie[hm(ﬂwg) and Valageas &idish d2011b) for the bispectrum. The higher-order fimes are, how-
ever, fairly uncertain because there are fewer studiesrtgpace the model predictions with simulations (seele.qg. dakaJaifl 2002, for an
attempt to compute the kurtosis which is the collapsed fmint function), partly because the higher-order corietet require a substantial
amount of computational costs. Instead of pursuing a reliaiodel for the higher-order correlation functions, mstbaper we employ
the halo model approach to compute the higher-order funstieacock & Smith 2000; Seljak 2000; Ma & [Fry 20 :
lZO_Qi,LC_O_QLa)L&_S_h_ekh_ZQbZ) in which the correlations of thessndistribution are expressed as two separate contrilsutimnrelations of
dark matter particles within the same halo and correlatm®tg/een particles in different haloes. We have found thatouthe four-point
correlation functions, the halo model predictions are eateuat 10—-30 per cent level in the amplitude compared to t+lstmulations (in
particular for lensing fields; Takada & Jain 2002, 2§b3£ﬁ|’tr)ce our purpose of this paper is to assess the importammeGaussian error
contributions to the bispectrum covariance matrices, wesicier that the halo model approach is adequate enough.

We know that most of the lensing information comes from sraaljle scales in the non-linear clustering regime to whiehdhe-
halo term, the correlation arising from the same halo, plesia dominant contribution. In addition, the non-Gaussraors are important
only at the small scales, as can be explicitly found from fign I.9). For these reasons, we include only tleehalo terms
to compute the non-Gaussian error contributions to therignsovariances, which significantly simplifies the compiota Although the
n-point correlation function depends erwavevectors such a3, (11,12, ..., 1,), the one-halo term does not depend on any angle between
the vectors, but rather depends only on the length of eactowe." (I1,1s,...,1,) = P (1,12, ...,l,), reflecting spherical mass
distribution around halo in a statistical average senséaeTmore explicit, assuming the Limber’s approximation, ahe-halo term of the
n-point correlation function can be computed as follows @®eind equation 30 [n Takada & JMO&’;\):

, X dPV dn _ _ .
Pi} (li,lay ..y 1n) 2/ dx /dM—nKM(h)HM(lz)~~~I€M(ln)- (23)
0

dxd$2 dM

The one-halo term is computed by a two-dimensional intégrats the Fourier transform of the lensing field due to an Nfal®, s (1),
can be computed analytically for a given halo with magsand at redshift.

As can be found from equatioris {11).118) ahd] (20), some ohtireGaussian terms can be further simplified; e.g. one ohtme
Gaussian terms in the power spectrum covariance (equafocah be simplified as
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1/ d21/ da*l P 1
— T, =L, <) ~ —T"(1;,1;,15,1;), (24)
Qs Jjt)er, Al J |1 |, Al) 2

where we have assumed that the lensing trispectrum doeargetyt change within the multipole bifa! around the bing; andl;. Thus the
above approach allows a faster computation of the powetrspe@nd bispectrum covariances.

4 RESULTS: COMPARISON WITH RAY-TRACING SIMULATIONS
4.1 Ray-tracing simulations

To study the lensing covariance matrices, we use 1000 atialis of ray-tracing simulations for &CDM model inI9).
Although the simulations were done for various source riédstanging fromzs = 0.6 to 3, we use the outputs ef = 1 in this paper. In
brief, each realization has an areasok 5 ded (Q. = 0.0076 sr) in square shaped geometry. Thé DM model adopted is characterized
by cosmological parameters: the matter density pararfistes 0.238, the baryon density paramet@r, = 0.042, the initial spectral index
ns = 0.958, the amplitude of the density fluctuatioms = 0.76 and the Hubble constant &y = 100h km s~ '*Mpc~—! with h = 0.732.
The linear matter power spectrum used to set the initial itimmd of N-body simulations is computed by the public codeMB (.
). It was shown that the ray-tracing simulations arialéd to within a 5 per cent accuracy up to multipdlez 6000 for the power
spectrum and up tb~ 4000 for the bispectrum. See Sato et al. (2009) land Valageas @0412) for more detai%.

As can be found from fig. 1 M MOQ), the ray-tr@simulations were done in a light cone of afeas ded’, viewed from an
observer positionA = 0). The projected mass density fields in intermediate-rédsltes were generated from N-body simulations which
have a larger simulation box than the volume covered by e tone. Hence the lensing fields have contributions fraemtlss density
field of scales outside the ray-tracing simulation aredoaigh, exactly speaking, the modes outside the N-body atioual box were not
included (see Append[xIC for the effect). Thus the ray-trgaiimulations allow us to study the HSV effect on the coveréamatrices.

4.2 Measuring power spectrum, bispectrum and the covariance matrices from simulations

In each simulation realization, the lensing convergendd,fig@), is given on2048 x 2048 grids. We used the FFT method to compute
the Fourier transformed field;(7). The fundamental mode of the discrete Fourier decompesitié; = 72(= 2m/5°) and the Nyquist
frequency is~ 70000, which is large enough compared to the resolution limit & Mbody simulations. We use multipole bins that are
logarithmically spaced byA Inl = 0.3 (Alog! ~ 0.13), which significantly reduces the number of triangle configians (the number of
different bispectra) we need to consider, comparedte= 1 as in the CMB case. We consider 16 multipole bins in totalfitts¢ bin is in
the rangd = [72,97.2], and the 16th bin is in the range= [6481.2, 8748.8], SOlmin = 72 andlmax = 8748.8.

The power spectrum of thah multipole bini;, P(l;), is estimated from each realization by computing an azialuherage of the
estimator,z; % _;, where|l| resides in the target bin. We then averaged the estimatedrpgpectra in 1000 realizations to estimate the
ensemble-averaged power spectrum (corresponding to ther gpectrum for the area 0000 x 25 = 25000 ded?). Then we computed the
scatters among the power spectra of 1000 realizations &r ¢ocestimate the covariance matrix of the power spectracéléhe covariance
matrix is for an area of 25 dég

The bispectrum is given as a function of triangle configoratiVe use three side lengtfis, I2, I3) to parametrize triangle configuration,
where the triangle conditions are given|gs— x| < l; < I; + . Although the multipole bin used has a logarithmically sgghbin width,
we impose the triangle conditions on the central valuesehthltipole bins. In addition we impose the condition< I> < I3 so that every
triangle configuration is counted once. For the 16 multifmies above, we have 204 triangle configurations in total.

For a triangle configuration that is specified by the sidetle®§1, I2, l3) (with the bin widths), we can estimate the bispectrum from
each ray-tracing simulation by averaging the estimRteJ[n%l; ’%l;’%l’s] over all the triplets(, 15, 15) which satisfy the triangle conditions;
the length of each vector is in the triangle bin suclasin < 11 < l1,max. Note that, as long as the triplets @f, 15, 13) in Fourier space
have the same side lengths 2, I3 within the bin widths, all the triangles transformed by tlogation and parity transform are equivalent
to yield the same bispectrum due to the rotation and parigriance for a statistically homogeneous and isotropid fiel our simulations,
the Fourier transformed convergence figldl), is given on2048 x 2048 grids in Fourier space, where the grids are linearly spagettid
fundamental modé; = 27t/04 = 72. To have an efficient computation over 1000 realizationsfjmebuilt the table of three vectors (grids),
(11, 15,13), where each triplet satisfies the triangle conditidlis+ ;.| < I; < |l +1;|) and is assigned to one of the triangle configurations
binned by three side lengthk (I2, I3). Then we used thsame table of triplets for the 1000 realizations to compute therage and scatters
of the estimated bispectra as a function of triangle conéitjoms.

To be more precise, we built the table of three vectors (yiidthe way illustrated in Fid13. First, we choose the firstteel) from
one of the grids in the upper half of Fourier space,(.€5 arg(l}) < 7, by imposing the condition that the lengthis in the range of the
multipole bin,lmin < 17 < Imax. Then we survey for the second vectérfrom the region where the lengthisi, < I5 < lmax and the

9 The simulation data is availablelktitp://www.a.phys.nagoya-u.ac.jp/ ~masanori/HSC/
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Figure 3. lllustration describing how to choose three vectors in Fgwpace that satisfy triangle configurations within npdte bin widths. The triangle
configuration is specified by three side lengths which haverakvalues {;, 2, 3) and the widthsAIn! = 0.3. The three vertices chosen are used in
estimating the bispectrum from ray-tracing simulationsbgraging the estimat(Re[Fcl/1 ’%l;’%lg} over the triangles (see text for details). First, the firstoe

1} is chosen from the annulus (shaded region), which is in tipeupalf plane and has the radius in the rafiggnin, /1,max) (@ bin ofl1). Then, the second
vectorl,, is chosen from the annulus which has position angle in thgerarg (1} ) < arg(l},) < mand has radius in the ran@@ in, l2,max]. For the given
pair of 1, andl, the third vectot; is determined by the triangle conditidfy = —17 — 15; if I, is in the rang€min < 15 < Imax, the triplet of ¢}, 15,1%) is
accepted and otherwise discarded. The apgleis used for discussion in AppendiX A.

position angle satisfiesrg(l}) < arg(l5) < 7 (more preciselyl; <[5 if and only if arg(l}) = arg(l5)). For a given pairs of; andl;, we
choose the third vectdf, from the conditiorl; = —1 — 15 and then accept the triplet @F;, 15, 15) (otherwise discard it) if the lengttj is in
the range satisfies the conditibmi, < 15 < Imax. Then we assign each set of three vect(ls,l5, 15), to one of the triangle configuration
bins labelled by(l1,12,13) by sortingly, I5 andl; in the ascending order. For any of the sets of three vectarsechin this way, two of
the three vectors are in the upper half plane of Fourier spalcidée the remaining one is in the lower half plane. Hence miss triangles
with configurations for which two vectors are in the lowerm@and the other in the upper. However, we can recover thesgles by just
flipping the signs of all three vectors and obtain the sameevaf bispectrum, due to the symmefy = le, which comes from the real
condition of the lensing field. Thus, we do not need to couatalter cases, but just twice the number of actually coutitadgles to obtain
Nirip, the number of independent triplets. For some of the folhgriesults, we will use the measura,;, when computing the Gaussian
error contributions to the bispectrum covariance (the fesst in equatiof 18). Although equatidn [16) gives a good@gdmation toNiyip
for the limit of I; > 1, the Ny,ip directly estimated from the simulation properly takes iatcount the effect of discrete grids in the lensing
map.

Using the table of three vector (15, 15) obtained in the process above, we estimate the bispectylavdraging Rp%l/l Rl;f?el;] from
each realization. Note that the valueigf is taken from the field at the grid that has two coordinate camepts [, Ui,), not from the field
at the grid denoted by the arrow of them vectpin Fig.[3. Although we take the real part Bf: &y &y for the average, this is not essential,
because the estimated bispectrum satisfies the real camtbita very good approximation after'the average over méemygies.

The dimensions of the resulting covariance matrices Bex 16, 204 x 204 and 16 x 204 (or 204 x 16) for the power spectrum
covariance, the bispectrum covariance and the crossiaocay, respectively. The 1000 realizations are enough rigpate the 204204
elements of the covariance matrix (see appendix of Takabgﬂ”&h), although a larger number of the realizatiorddeally needed for
a more accurate estimate of the covariance matrix. Thetisituaill be worse in a case where more triangle configuratiare considered,
e.g. as in the case of lensing tomography where differerghiticslices are further needed to include (Takada & JairdPOBlence an
analytical approach to compute the covariance matricesafil

In fact,l.@b?) pointed out that, by assumingudtivariate Gaussian distribution for a statistical aéle, the number
of realizations used to estimate the covariance is impbridrey showed that the inverse covariance matrix can betidshe covariance
matrix is estimated from a finite number of the realizationgur case, we use 1000 realizations to estimate the bispecbvariance matrix
for 204 triangle configurations (the dimension of the bispeo covariance i204 x 204), which may result in an overestimate of 10 per cent
for the signal-to-noise ratio (S/N) for the bispectrum. Hwer, we will show below the simulation results without amyrection because
the bias is not large comparing to the accuracy of our congemwe do not know whether the bispectrum estimators obey thlé-rariate
Gaussian distribution.
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Figure 4. The lensing bispectrum for equilateral triangle configorags a function of the side lengthwhere the multipole bins are logarithmically spaced
by Alnl = 0.3. The data points with error bars are the bispectrum meagwradthe 1000 ray-tracing simulations with the source ré@tlsh = 1. Each
simulation covers an area 25 de@?. The error bars show the scatters of the 1000 realizatiohigfwmiherefore correspond to the measurement errors expect
for the area of 25 deg The solid curve shows the halo model prediction, while thedl, short-dashed and long-dashed curves show the are-and
three-halo term contributions to the bispectrum. For thiegthalo term, we used the tree-level perturbation theoedigtion. Note that the bispectra for
I Z 4000 may be affected by the resolution limit of the ray-tracingnsiations.

4.3 Comparison of the simulation resultsand the halo model predictions

Fig.[ plots an example of the measured bispectrpoin(s with error bars) and the halo model predictidimés) for equilateral triangle
configurations. The halo model agrees fairly well with thedation results, although it underestimates the bispet@mmplitude around
[ ~ a few 100 and overestimatesiag> 1000. An improvement of the halo model accuracy may be availaplesfining the halo model
calculation, as performed in Valageas étMOlZ). Howeve do not pursue this possibility in this paper.

In Figs[B£Y, we study the covariance matrices of the lensispgletra for some representative triangle configuratiitisec204 triangles.
Note that, in these results, the two triangle configuratimfitte covariance have the same length(s) for at least ordesidth (e.gl; = ;).
Hence the covariance terni§ BB) andO(PT) in Fig.[d are not vanishing for the covariances shown in tffigsees. First, in Fig.ls, we
study the diagonal terms of the bispectrum covariance rftriequilateral trianglesCov|Beq(1), Beq(1)], as a function of the side length
1. The points are the simulation results. The jagged featusenall bins is due to the effect of discrete pixels in the lensing sndjhe
different curves are the halo model predictions for the danee matrix (equatiods 1.8 ahd]19). The dotted curve shbe/§&aussian error
contribution that scales witl(1)®, where we use the number of triangles directly computed filoensimulated lensing map. The long
dot—dashed, short dot—dashed, long dashed and short dastved are the different non-Gaussian terms. For thesalatiins, we use the
P(l) and Beq(1) directly estimated from the 1000 ray-tracing simulationkjle we use the halo model in Sectionl3.5 to compute the the
higher-order functions. The solid curve is the total powithe covariance matrix, the sum of the terms above. The figie@ly shows that
the non-Gaussian errors become significarit ata few 100, and the model predictions are in good agreement with thalation results
if we include the HSV term. The HSV term dominates the othemgeat! > 1000. These findings are similar to the results in the power
spectrum covariance (see figs 5—2009).

Fig.[d shows the covariance matrices for isosceles triarmiéigurations (left panel) and the off-diagonal composédmtween different
triangle configurations, equilateral and isosceles tt@m(ight panel). For this plot, we do not use the conditior /> < I3 for presentation
purposes, but all the triangles shown here are indeed iedludthe covariance matrix elements we will use in the follgnanalysis. Even
for these more general triangle configurations, the modaliptions including the HSV effect are in good agreemeni wie simulations.
One may find that the covariance amplitudes or some non-Gawussms peak at some particular valugpfn the z-axis. This happens
when the isosceles triangles have higher symmetry, equallashape; the number of independent triangles is smaltdrifher-symmetry
triangles, leading to the greater covariance amplitudes.

In Fig.[4, we study the cross-covariance between the povemtispn and the bispectrum of equilateral triangl@sy [P (1), Beq(1)], as
a function of the multipole bi. There is no Gaussian error contribution because the cassiance arises from the five-point functions.
The figure again shows that the model predictions includiegHSV term well reproduces the simulation results.
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Figure5. Diagonal terms of the bispectrum covariance matrix for lederial triangle configurations as a function of the sidglei, as in the previous figure.
The covariance amplitude is shown in the unit®€ov|Beq (1), Beq(1)], sincel® Beq (1) gives the contribution to the skewneés® ). The points are the
simulation results estimated from the scatters of 1000 Isitimns. The other curves are the halo model predictiong&;twére computed based on the method
described in Sectidn 3.2. The dotted, long dot—dashedt ebtrdashed, and long dashed curves are the contributiabsite proportional td3, B2, PT
and Ps, respectively (also see Figl 1). For thick curves, we usedptiwer spectra(l), the bispectraB(l) and the number of triangles directly estimated
from the simulations. For comparison, the thin curves shwwresults if we use the halo model 81(1) and B(1) as well as equatio_(16) for the number
of triangles. The short dashed curve is the HSV contributwinich dominates over other terms at multipole bihg, 2000. The solid curves are the total
contribution, the sum of all the terms.
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Figure 6. Similar to the previous plot, but for different triangle digurations. Left-hand panels: the covariance matrix fosézles triangle configurations,
B(l1,l2,13), with I; = l2. The different panels are for different side lengthsandiz; within each panel, the covariance matrix is shown as a fomaif
I3. Note that the covariance matrix is shown in the multipolegewhere the triangle conditions — ;| < I; < I; + I}, are satisfied, but the condition
l1 < l2 < I3 is not imposed. Right-hand panels: the covariance matemehts between the bispectra of isosceles and equilaterayles. The Gaussian
terms of P? denoted by the vertical dotted lines appear at a particuarevofls, where the two triangles become the same, i.e. equilatéaalgtes with
l1 =1y =l3.
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Figure 7. Cross-covariance between the power spectrum and the bispeof equilateral trianglesCov[P(l), Beq(l)], as a function of. The covariance
amplitude is plotted in the units 6f Cov|[P, Beq], becausé? P andl® B contribute to( < ) and </-;3>, respectively. Note that there is no Gaussian error
contribution to the cross-covariance, because it ariges fne five-point correlation functions. The different aes\are the model predictions that are computed
based on the method in Sectfonl3.3.

In Fig.[8, we compare the halo model predictions with the &itian results for all the matrix elements of the power speutcovariance,
the bispectrum covariance and the cross-covariance, ifigure. To do this, we use the correlation coefficients of theadance matrices
defined as
7‘-X'Y _ COV[XZ,)/J]

Y /Cov[Xy, Xi]CovlY;, Vi)

(25)

whereX andY are the power spectrum or the bispectrum, and the subgaiptin X or Y denote theth multipole bin or theth triangle
configuration;X; = P(l;), X; = B(l;), and so on. The diagonal components = 1 by definition. If r;; = 0, it means no correlation
between the spectcd; andY’;, while the the higher values of; mean stronger correlations. For illustration purposesiseethe following
indices of the 204 triangles so that the different trianglesindexed in increasing order igf

Al 1, 0,) (1,1, 1),
(1,1,2),(1,2,2), (2,2,2),
(17 17 3)7 (17 27 3)7 (17 37 3)7 (27 27 3)7 (27 37 3)7 (37 37 3)7
(17374)7"'7
(1,16,16),---,(14,14,16), (14, 15,16), (14, 16, 16), (15, 15, 16), (15, 16, 16), (16, 16, 16), (26)

where we have used the 16 logarithmically spaced multipioke &if /. Note that, for a giveits-bin, the other multipole bin€, i) are listed

in increasing order of; (I; < I» for each triangle index). With this triangle index, the hegtindex triangle configuration corresponds to the
triangles having higher multipoles or larger side lengiittee figure shows that the halo model well reproduces the twasional features
of the covariance matrices seen from the simula@’fﬂost of the off-diagonal terms of the bispectrum covariacmesist of only the term
O(Ps) and the HSV term, because in general the shapes of two tesagé different from each other in contrary to the casesgd{Fiand

[6. The correlation coefficients become greater at highetipals, almost-;; ~ 1. For comparison, Fig]19 shows the results without the
HSV term in the halo model predictions (the simulation resate the same to the previous figure), where the discrepsictgar.

10 In Fig.[d we fully used the halo model to compute the covagamatrix elements including the power spectrum and bispegtunlike in Fig§ HE7.
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Figure 8. Correlation coeﬁicient@fg Y (defined by equatiof 25) for the power spectrum and bispectrovariance and the cross-covariance between the
power spectrum and the bispectrum, whéfgY” = P or B and the indices or j denote the multipole bin or the triangle configuration, &g.= B(l;).
Note that the diagonal elememgx = 1 by definition. The upper-right matrix elements show the dation results, while the lower-left elements show the
halo model predictions with the HSV effect. The upper-leftare-shaped paneld x 16 elements) showsfpj for the power spectrum covariance. The
lower-right panel 204 x 204) shows the bispectrum covariance matrﬁ(B. The upper-right or lower-left rectangular-shape panssx 204 or 204 x 16)

show the cross-covariance matrig.B orrgp. As the multipole becomes larger, the correlation coefiisidave larger values and approagf}r}Y ~1.

4.4 Information content of thelensing bispectrum

As we have studied, the non-linear structure formation éedunon-Gaussian errors in the weak lensing field, provogigigificant corre-
lations between the power spectra of different multipoles e bispectra of different triangle configurations asl asglsignificant cross-
correlations between the power spectra and the bispediem @ more fundamental, important question arises. How raddhional infor-
mation do the lensing bispectra carry to the lensing powectspm? Can joint measurements of the power spectra aneldbiagecover the
information content of the Gaussian field, which the prinmrdensity field of structure formation should have had ah&CMB case? In
this section, we address these questions.

A useful quantity to quantify the impact of the non-Gausamrs is the expected signal-to-noise ratio (S/N) for asusament of the
lensing power spectra and bispectra in a given survey tltaigisacterized by its area and shot noise parameters. This Soihetimes called
theinformation content dlegma.r_k_e_t_d[_l,%ﬂ (also see Takada &Jain 2009, and refesetherein). For the power spectrum measurement,
the S/N is defined as
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Figure 9. Similar plot to the previous figure, but the halo model prédits without the HSV effect are shown (the lower-left maglements). Note that the
simulation results (the upper-right elements) are the sasrie the previous figure. It is evident that the halo modetiigtns are well below the simulation
measurements for large multipoles owing to the missing HSWs.

(%)15 > P[] Pay. (27)

iyl <lmax

where the summation indicés; run over multipole bin indices up to a given maximum multghh.., and[CT]~" is the inverse of the
power spectrum covariance matrix. The inverse of S/N isvadgmt to a precision of measuring the logarithmic ampétud the power
spectrum up to a given maximum multipdlg.x, assuming that the shape of the power spectrum is perfenthyt. The S/N is independent
of the multipole bin width as long as the bin width is fine enotig capture the shape of the lensing power spectrum (on ftiee band, the
relative strength of the non-Gaussian errors to the Gaussiars depends on the width). Similarly, the S/N for th@bitrum measurement
or the information content about the bispectrum amplitsdgeffined as

2
(%)B - Z Bi [CB]ijl Bj, (28)
{ti 1Al }<lmax

where the summation indices; run over triangle configurations, and we include all thenigie configurations whose side lengths are
smaller than a given maximum multipdlg.x.

We also consider the S/N for a combined measurement of tlséngepower spectra and bispectra up to a gilen. In the presence
of the non-Gaussian errors, the total S/N is not simply a stithedtwo estimates of S/N of the power spectra and the bispékte to the
cross-covariance. To study this, we first define the datavéat the joint measurement as

D={P\, Py, Pny,,B1, B, Bipyio i | - (29)
The covariance matrix for the data veciris given as
CP CPB
CP+B = < CPB CcF , (30)
where theC'"'E is the cross-covariance between the power spectrum andstpecirum. Then, the total (S/N) 5 is similarly defined as
S 2 P+B —1
(N)P+B o ; Di[C"] ) Ds. (31)
2,JStmax

Fig.[I0 shows the expected S/N for measurements of the pgeetra and the bispectra for a survey area of 25 square de@iree
the area of the ray-tracing simulation), as a function ofrtfeximum multipolel,ax up to which the power spectrum and/or bispectrum
information are included. The minimum multipole is fixeditg, = 72. We do not include the shot noise contamination to the error
covariance matrices, so the results solely correspondetadbmological information contents. The circle, trianghel square symbols are
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Figure 10. Cumulative S/N for the power spectruni), the bispectrumg) and the joint measuremenP (4 B) for a survey area of 25 dégand source
redshiftzs = 1. They are shown as functions of the maximum multipelex, where the power spectrum and/or bispectrum informatienrasiuded over
Imin < 1 < Imax (see equatiors 27, P8 andl 31). The minimum multipole is skt {p = 72. We do not include the shape noise contamination here — it is
shown in the next figure. The circle, triangle and square sysndre the simulation results fé?, B and P + B measurements, respectively, computed from
the 1000 realizations. The thick short-dashed, long-dhsinel solid curves are the corresponding halo model pred&tiThe corresponding thin curves are
the results without the HSV contributions. For comparigbe,dotted curve shows the S/N for the power spectrum for taes&an field, which the primordial
density field should have contained. Note that the simulatisults forB and P + B could be overestimated by about 10 per cent due to a finite auofb
the simulation realizations used to estimate the covaeimﬂtricesmwy

the simulation results for the S/N of the power spectra, ibpdetra and the joint measurements, respectively, whieltamputed using
the 1000 realizations. The thick/thin short-dashed, Idaghed and solid curves are the halo model predictionswiitigut the HSV terms.
First of all, the lensing bispectra add new information eontto the power spectrum measurement. To be more quargijtatiding the
bispectrum measurement increases the S/N by about 50 pefordi,.. ~ 10° compared to the power spectrum measurement alone.
Note that thd,.x of a few thousands is the typical maximum multipole for upomrweak lens surveys. This improvement is equivalent
to about 2.3 larger survey area for the power spectrum meamnt alone; that is, the same data sets can be used to digtadditional
information, if the bispectrum measurement is combinedh wie power spectrum measurement. Secondly, the halo moefticpons are

in nice agreement with the simulation results. Note thattohal S/N for the joint measuremenP (4 B) is close to the linear sum of the
S/N values ((S/N) and (S/N);), not the sum of their squared values (S/Njue to the significant cross-covariance betw®eand B (see
Appendix C in Takada & Bridle 2007, for the similar discussidf ignoring the cross-covariance, adding the bispestmeasurement does
not much improve the S/N (only by 5 per cent or so). Hence ihjgdartant to take into account the correlation between tlent@asurements.

Next, let us compare the result above with the case of a Gaussndom field, which is shown in the dashed curve in[Eify. he. /N
for a Gaussian field is equivalent to the number of indepeniBearier modes up to &..x for a given survey area. The figure clearly shows
that the joint measurement of the power spectrum and thedtispn does not recover the full information content of tlai&sian field. This
implies that the higher-order statistics beyond the bigpatare also important to recover the full information @orit One may argue that
the initial memory of the field cannot be recovered due to threlmear structure formation. However, we would like tdenthat, if ignoring
the HSV contribution to the covariance, adding the bispeatcan recover about 75 per cent of the Gaussian informa®shown by the
thin curves. Hence the loss of the information contents istipalue to the the HSV contribution. As discussed in Se@idhthe HSV alters
the overall amplitude but preserves the shape of the lersgiagtra. Hence the HSV may give the worst case degradatithe @mplitude
parameter, but may not cause any serious degradation ohptees that are sensitive to the shapes of the lensing apéogrenuine impact
of the HSV on cosmological parameters needs to be furthdrestand this is our future work.

In Fig.[11 and Tablgl1, we show the S/N expected for the upopmvide-field weak lensing surveys, the Subaru Hyper Sup@as:
(HyperSC) survey and the DES, which are characterized bguhey area, the mean source redshift and the mean numbstydefrsource
galaxies ofQs = 1500 sq. degrees7s = 1 andn, = 20 arcmin 2 for the HyperSC survey, whil€, = 5000 ded, zs = 0.7 and
iy = 10 arcmin? for the DES, respectively. Here we employ the halo model tofmate the S/N and assume a circular survey geometry
for simplicity. The figure and table show that these surveysnise a significant detection of the lensing bispectrumi\YS- 26 or 29 for
the HyperSC or the DES, respectively, when assuming ~ 2000 and including the shot noise effect. It also means that ther#tical
prediction of the lensing bispectrum needs to be as accasgefew per cent for the upcoming surveys. We find that theebteppm adds
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Figure 11. Cumulative S/N, as in the previous figure, but for upcomingkMensing surveys, the Subaru Hyper Suprime-Cam (Hypes8@y and the DES
in the left- and right-hand panels, respectively. Theseesisr are characterized by survey parameters: survey @r@arfiean source redshift(), and mean
(effective) number density of source galaxies ). We assumefls = 1500 de@, z; = 1, andng = 20 arcmin™? for the HyperSC survey ards = 5000
ded, zs = 0.7, andfig = 10 arcmirr? for the DES. We setr. = 0.22 for the rms intrinsic ellipticity per component for both teerveys. The upper and
lower plots in each panel show the results without and withsthot noise contamination. The thin curves in the upperddltie left-hand panel shows the
SIN values obtained by scaling the resultsZordegd’ in Fig.[I0 assuming S/ 91/2 The thin curves in the upper plot of the right-hand panelsarélar,
but obtained by scaling the HyperSC results in the left psmBD00 ded. The lower plots in each panel show the results includingstfa noise contribution
to the covariance, but the thin/thick lines are withouthwtie HSV terms.

Expected cumulative S/N for the upcoming weak lensing sigrve

Survey Subaru HyperSC Survey DES

Imax () 1000 1000 2000 2000 1000 1000 2000 2000
shot noise ¢.) w/o with w/o with w/o with w/o with
(SIN)p 53 48 74 57 75 56 116 63
(SIN)p 19 16 35 26 33 20 59 29
(SIN)p+ B 78 (48%) 64 (33%) 98(32%) 72 (26%) 103 (37%) 66 (18%) 145 (25%)3 (16%)

Table 1. Cumulative S/N of the power spectruri?), the bispectrun{B) and the joint measuremen® @ B) expected for the upcoming weak lensing surveys,
the Subaru Hyper Suprime-Cam survey (HyperSC) and the DEf,Rig[I1. Here we considéax ~ 1000 and 2000 for the maximum multipole (more
exactly, the bins of,ax = 1245 and2268). The column denoted by ‘w/o’ or ‘with’ in the row ‘shot noisgives the S/N values with and without the intrinsic
shape noise contribution to the covariances. The perceltabe parenthesis shows the improvement of S/N for thé jpgasurement/{ + B) compared to
the power spectrum alonéj.

new information, increasing the total S/N by about 20 — 30ceet compared to the power spectrum alone, which is equitvidea factor of
1.4 — 1.7 larger survey area.

Fig.[11 also shows that the HSV is significant for these sigvElie thin curves in the upper plots of the left-panel areStiecomputed
by scaling the values for 25 d&dn Fig.[I0 assuming S/N« Q+/%. Since the covariance terms except for the HSV term scale/@s,
the differences between the thick and thin curves are duket¢iSV term which depends on the survey area via the shape ohalter
power spectrum convolved with the survey window functioge(¢he discussion below equatiod 14). The S/N values ardesrtizhn the
naively-scaled results, which means that the HSV decreases slowly thanl /2. The upper plot of the right panel shows the similar plot,
but for the DES results with scaled values for the HyperS@érieft panel. The S/N are smaller than the scaled HyperStsebecause the
typical source redshift af; = 0.7 for the DES is lower than that of the HyperSCzf= 1 and the DES is more sensitive to the non-linear
density fluctuations. The HSV has significant influence onSh¢ even in the presence of the shot noise as shown in the jmavesls of
the figure. Although the shot noise leads to a saturation®fStN at large multipoles, note that the systematic effaath &s the highly
non-linear clustering effect and/or the baryonic effeatdree more significant at these high multipoles (White 200#arz& Knox|2004;

Huterer & Takada 2005; Huterer et al. 2006).
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Figure 12. PCA of the power spectrum covariance for the 16 logarithlyicgpaced multipole bins over2 < I < 8748.8, for the Subaru HyperSC-type
survey with 1500 degyand with the shot noise. Left-hand panel: the long-dashedecshows the cumulative (S/RIfor the power spectrum as in the left-
lower panel of FiglIl, but for (S/R)instead of S/N (the points denote the central value of eadtipule bin). The short-dashed and dotted curves show the
differential contribution to the (S/N)at each multipole bin, with and without the HSV effect, restjsely. The solid curve shows how the (SAWalue is
recovered by adding the PCA eigenmodes. Note that the P@isese shown as a function of the order of the PCA eigenmadesre the PCA eigenmodes
are ranked in decreasing order of the differential contidiuto the (S/N (see equatiof33). Right-hand panel: the projection mastix| for the first eight
eigenmodes, where the indexdenotes theth eigenmode.

4.5 Principal component analysis of the lensing covariance matrices

A principal component analysis (PCA) of the power spectrumd bispectrum covariance matrices is useful to quantify twevdifferent
power spectra and/or bispectra are correlated with eaddr aid how many independent modes or triangles contributeost of the

information contents (Takada & Jdin 2009) (also [see Scami200D, for the the 3D bispectrum case). Since the cowagianatrix is

symmetric by definition, it can always be decomposed as

Cf = Sa)s, (32)

whereX is the lensing power spectrum or bispectrunf, is theath eigenvalue or principal compone§™) =" = (S*)", 3", S Sy =

55 and S is normalized so as to satisEj(S,fJ‘-)2 = 1. The matrixS= is considered as the projection matrix as it describes hew th
power in theith multipole bin or triangle configuration is projected otite ath eigenmode. Using this representation, the inverse of the
covariance matrix is given by |-t = S (1/A2)?S7,. Hence, the S/N values (equati¢ns 27.Gr 28) can be rewritten a

2
ORSRE

whereX; is eitherP(1;), B(l;) or the joint (° + B). Thus, sincé1/)\Y) > SX X, can be considered as the S/N for thik eigenmode, the
above equation expresses the total S/N (for a glvgn) as a sum of contributions from the independent eigenmatfesan then re-order
the eigenmodes such that the lower eigenmode has the highibeition to the S/N.

Fig.[12 shows the PCA results for the power spectrum measmeior the Subaru HyperSC-type survey including the shisteneffect
as in Fig[T1. This figure can be compared with Fig. 5 in Takadif k&b), where the HSV effect was not included. The stashed
and dotted curves show each contribution of dtremultipole bin to the total (S/N)with and without the HSV, respectively. It should be
stressed that the power spectruni f 10® has a local minimum, due to the significant HSV contribution.




Information content of WL bispectrum 19

lg= 152 278 506 922 1680 3062 5578
1137207 375 683 1245 2268 4133 7530
i PCA ——]
1000 — -
-~ =
- E
- ]
—~ i
4 100 .
=z, ]
% 1 ' ! 1
el 4 It Illllll 'I“ .
i -~ b e
/ O N LT (R
| ! I My 7 e | ﬂ" \ W
10 . Pty s H\,\vﬂ/ T VA3
- )i : l ! :l\ '/"‘l\l‘u’ y A(S/N)z T ||/\/’ -Il
- [ [N
b T [
| Il
U -
/l. ||.1‘1‘ T Il \1“I I | |
10 [— .
811009 - —
w0 108 _
£ 107 - —
8 108 —
=~ 105 — —
= 100 | | ! T

50 100 150 200
triangle ID

Figure 13. PCA analysis of the bispectrum covariance, for the 204 gieonfigurations ovef2 < | < 8748.8, for the HyperSC-type survey as in the
previous figure. The-axis denotes either the triangle index or the PCA eigensictiee triangle indices are in the order given by equafiol); (2@ larger
indices correspond to triangles with the larger side lemdtty. The vertical shaded regions denote the triangles withdhee#s bin, as indicated by the top
label of ‘I3’-bin values. Upper panel: the short-dashed curve showditfezential (S/N¥ of each triangle configuration, while the long dashed cuhas
the cumulative (S/N) as in the left-lower panel of Fif_L1, but for the finer multipbins (stepped by each triangle configuration). The salige shows the
cumulative (S/NJ as one adds the different PCA eigenmodes. About 70 eigersrmateof 204 triangles can recover 90 per cent of the total ¥5¢ the
bispectrum measurement ovex < | < 8748.8. Lower panel: the solid curve shows the number of indepeniiemgles available from Fourier modes for
the HyperSC-type survey (1500 ddgfor each triangle configuration in theaxis.

The long-dashed curve shows the total ($/B8 a function of the maximum multipolg.ax, Up t0lmax = 8748.8 (the 16-th multipole
bin). On the other hand, the solid curve shows how the cuiiwalé®/NY value increases by adding thth eigenmode (equati@ﬁ) The
figure shows that, among the 16 multipole bins, includingiseven eigenmodes (about half of the multipole bins) ceoves about 90 per
cent of the total (S/N). The other eigenmodes are relatively less important dug@ag correlations between the different multipole bins.
The right panel shows the projection matf#.| for each multipole bin, showing how the neighboring multgbins are correlated with
each other. The projection matrix for each eigenmode peadanae multipole bin, but has tails to different multipol@dai In particular, the
eigenmodes around a fel@® have longer tails, reflecting significant correlations kestw different multipole bins due to the non-Gaussian
errors.

Fig.[13 shows the PCA analysis for the bispectrum covarianatix, where we include the 204 triangles over< [ < 8748.8. The
different triangle configurations contribute to the tot®IN)* in a complex way. We use the triangle index, given by equa@®), and the
higher-index triangle corresponds to triangle with largiele length of {3’, under the conditiorl; < 2 < l3. However, for a giveris bin,
either of the two side lengtHs or I> can be much smaller thdp, and such a triangle configuration generally has a smallatriboition to
(SINY. As a result, the differential (S/R)curve has jagged features. The sold curve shows the cusei(&@INY by adding the new PCA
eigenmodes, and manifests that about 70 eigenmodes, ode@tithe 204 triangles, carry 90 per cent of the total (8/N)

Fig.[14 shows which triangle configurations contribute mfttst 6 PCA eigenfunctions, which therefore have the 6 Hgbentributions
to the (S/N¥. More exactly, each panel shows the projection m4ix | for the ath eigenmoded = 1,2,...,6). In most panels, the
projection matrix|.S;.| has a single or a few peaks, reflecting that the higher-S/Bheipde arises mostly from a single or a few different
triangles. For example, the highest (S7M)genfunction arises from isosceles triangles, which Isitke lengths of a few0® (11- and 14-th

11 First, we made the principal component analysis of the p@pectrum covariance matrix including up to the multipole bi= 8748.8 (i.e. 16 x 16
matrix). Then, we re-ordered the eigenmodes in increasidgraf the differential (S/N) value. The solid curve in Fif_12 shows how the cumulative S/N
value increases by adding a neth eigenmode.
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Figure 14. The curve in each panel shows which triangle configuratiamribute to each PCA eigenmode for the bispectrum measneimn Fig [I3. We
consider the first 6 PCA eigenmodes. They are labeled by tlexinfrom the highest contribution to the (SAand the absolute values [#;,, | are plotted,
whereS;,, is the projection matrix of theth eigenfunction onto th&h triangle configuration. The triangle configurations sham the right side of each panel
are the triangle configurations wi}y, # 0, where the triangle sizes are plotted on the linear scalghanthickness of the lines corresponds to the amplitude
of |S;4|. The configurations with the largest contribution are ledakin the side length bingy(, I2, I3) at top. Note that we are using logarithmically-spacing
multipole bins in this paper, so about 3/4 triangles avélai the Fourier space are isosceles triangles.

multipole bins). However, note that we have used rather wagarithmically-spaced multipole bins, and most of tgenconfigurations
available from Fourier space are close to isosceles tgacghfigurations. Hence, an exact shape of triangles giviagge contribution to
the total (S/NJ slightly changes with the bin width. If we take a finer multipdin, the triangles with the highest (SAhay differ from
isosceles triangles.

5 CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

We have studied the covariance matrices of the lensing pspertrum and the bispectrum by using both 1000 ray-traémglations and

the analytical halo model. We have found that there are féignit non-Gaussian error contributions to the lensing itamae matrices; the
power spectra or the bispectra at higher multipoles thamvéhfendreds are highly correlated with each other. In padicwe have shown
that the mass density fluctuation at scales comparable withitside a survey region causes significant non-Gaussian @ntributions,

which we call the HSV and has not been fully studied in theditiere. With the HSV contributions, the halo model predics reproduce the
covariance matrices measured from the simulations [Fi{8k 4—

Then, we have addressed how much information the lensimgediisim adds to the power spectrum by including all the gfian
configurations available up to a maximum multipblex. Adding the bispectrum measurement improves the S/N bytétib0 per cent
compared to the power spectrum alone measuremei,,atof a few 10° (Fig.[Id). We have also studied the prospects for upcoming
weak lensing surveys, including the shot noise contanuinatile to intrinsic galaxy shapes (Higl 11 and Table 1). Tipgarement in S/N is
equivalent to about 1.4-2.3 larger survey area for the pspectrum measurement alone. Hence, our results show ¢hsdithe imaging data
can be used to improve the constraining power of cosmolbgérameters, if we combine the power spectrum and bispeatmaasurements.
We have also found that the HSV effect is significant, leading large degradation in the S/N. By using a PCA of the comaganatrices,
we have shown that about 1/3 eigenmodes of all the triangiéigurations over the range @6* < I < 10* (70 eigenmodes compared to
the 204 triangles for the multipole binning we assumed)ycarwst of the total information for the bispectrum measunen(gig.[13). Thus,
our results give a quantitative answer to the longstandirgstion of how the bispectrum can be useful and complemetaahe power
spectrum by fully taking into account non-Gaussian erraball triangle configurations.

Future surveys such as the Subaru Hyper Suprime-Cam suni@ig ®ES allow for a significant detection of the lensing bisipa
(Fig.[11 and Tablgl1). However, there are some practicabssfar making the bispectrum measurement feasible fordigurveys. First,
we must take into account effects of the complex survey gégnaed masked regions such as saturated bright stars. @hibecdone by
extending the method m MH) for the powecspen measurement to the bispectrum, but has not yet belgrafidressed in
the literature. It is also important to explore a method efaly decomposing three-point correlationghfB modes in the presence of the
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survey window function. An alternative approach is to meashe real-space three-point correlation functions emthan the bispectrum,
which does not suffer from the geometrical problem. Howetreare are even more significant correlations between tiee-ghoint correla-
tions of different triangles, and the estimate of the camre matrices involves multi-dimensional integrationthefbispectrum covariance
if one uses the halo model approach. Although the alterm#bithe theoretical approach may be to use a sufficient nuaflsgmulations, it
will not be feasible to construct the covariance matricesriany cosmological models. Hence, which of the Fouriereai-space is more
useful/tractable for the three-point correlation measwnets is still an open issue.

Although we have focused on the S/N as a measure of the inflmmeontent, this is just one measure to quantify the comple
tarity of the lensing bispectrum. Specifically, the S/N difées the expected precision of the amplitude, assumingttieashapes of the
power spectrum of the bispectrum are known. Hence, the SHdtimecessarily the best measure to quantify the power dﬂlﬁ]rrectrum
for constraining cosmological parameters, especiallppaters that are sensitive to the shape of the bispectrism ¢ak Taka i
@ for the similar discussion). For instance, Takadai€ @_Ojl) showed that the bispectrum can significantly |mprdne accuracy
of parameter estimate from the power spectrum measurert@ g, &y efficiently breaking parameter degeneracies,enthié S/N of the
bispectrum itself is smaller than that of the power specthyna factor of few up tdu.x of a few10® (see Fig. 5). Although they ignored
the non-Gaussian error contributions to the covarianbes,eiative amplitude of the S/N between the power spectnadfrttze bispectrum is
similar to our case with the full non-Gaussian terms, beedlie non-Gaussian terms degrade both the power spectruthehispectrum.
Thus we can expect a similar improvement in cosmologicampeters when including the bispectrum information, eveh thie inclusion
of non-Gaussian errors. Exploring the genuine usefulnesedensing bispectrum for cosmology is very interestirtge-full forecasts for
various cosmological parameters will be presented in &xvork.

In particular, to do such parameter forecasts, it would belmmore interesting and useful if including tomographiomfation of the
lensing field that is available from photometric redshiftsofirce galaxies. It has been found that the lensing tombygrean significantly
improve the constraining power by recovering the radiadation information of the lensing field (e). However, for
the lensing bispectrum tomography, we need to further ekl the triangle configurations in different multipoledanedshift bins in order
to estimate the full potential. For example, if we consideee redshift bin tomography, the total number of triangge®’ x 204 = 5508
for the same multipole binning as used in this paper. Thuex) 000 realizations are not enough to reliably estimatedkiariance matrices
of the lensing bispectra. Hence we believe that the analyficmula we developed in this paper are essential to addhese issues.

Perhaps as important as the improvement in statisticalgioec the bispectrum might enable a self-calibration cftegnatic errors
inherent in the lensing tomography measurements such asmatric redshift errors and imperfect galaxy shape measent. Lensing bis-
pectra depend on systematic errors in a different way fraptiwer spectrum, but the two spectra share the same laagessaicture, hence
the same cosmological parameters that describe the uidpttye cosmology. Thus combining the power spectrum aspdgitrum mea-
surements can be used to self-calibrate systematic emdrsrgprove cosmological constrainOQ@)iin, it is important
to fully take into account the non-Gaussian errors in ordepuantify how well self-calibration works for upcoming &ng surveys.

Planned multi-colour imaging surveys can also be used tesuneather cosmological probes such as the abundance afgdlesters
and the correlation functions of galaxies. Recelhtly, OguTakadJa |(M1) proposed a new method of using the halo—stoeeglations or
the stacked lensing signals around massive haloes as @ofundtthe cluster redshifts, and showed that the stackesiigrtomography
allows us to constrain cosmological measurements to a higgigion. In halo (cluster)—shear correlations, the dgyadse from the large-
scale structure at the cluster redshift. As we have showissive clusters are key observables for understanding thé éfféct on the
lensing power spectra. It would be interesting to pursue timvensing power spectrum and bispectrum measurementsecaombined
with the cluster observables to improve cosmology paranestémate by calibrating the HSV effect. The formulation ave developed
in this paper can be straightforwardly extended to the tsllear bispectra such as the halo—shear—shear and halestiedo three-point
correlation functions.

Finally, there are several effects that we have ignoredimghper and need to be studied. One is that we only considesatple
circular-shaped survey geometry to compute the HSV termakFgeneral geometry of the survey, the Fourier transformieeey window
function becomes anisotropic and causes additional appeoerelations between the different spectra. Since ttgelacale density fluc-
tuations which contribute to the HSV are in the linear regifhenay be straightforward to take into account the effecektending our
formulation. Secondly, we have used the flat-sky approxonatvhich is not valid for very wide surveys such as the LSSa. a full-sky
survey as the ultimate case, the HSV effect is caused by tlieonescale perturbations with wavenumbers comparahteetmatter-radiation
equality wavenumbek. . In this case, the HSV terms decrease more rapidly with &ging survey area than other covariance terms. Hence
the HSV effect may not be that significant for such an all-skysy. This is worth studying and the formulation and thehndtwe developed
in this paper can be used for such studies.
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APPENDIX A: DERIVATION OF THE BISPECTRUM COVARIANCE

We derive equations of the bispectrum covariance matrigrgin terms of the lensing spectra (power spectrum, bispacand the higher-

order functions), following the method developed in Tak&dgridlel (2007).

Al DiscreteFourier decomposition

The lensing power spectrum is estimated from the Fouriesfaam of the lensing convergence fielg, When the Fourier decomposition
is done in a finite survey region, the Fourier modes are byreatiscrete and the fundamental mode is limited by the sitleeo$urvey area,

Iy = 21/ O, where the survey area is given By = ©2 (we assume a square survey geometry). For this case, thergenee field can be
expanded using the discrete Fourier decomposition as

1 —_ i
K(0) = Q_ane“’, (A1)
1

where the summation runs over the combination of integersn,) for I = (2n/65)(n.,ny). The prefactorl /s is our convention,
motivated by the fact that the discrete Fourier decommmsitias the limit of the continuous Fourier decompositidn’$2:) > ; Foleil'e —
fd2l/(27'[)2fileil'0 for the limit of ©s — oo. If the Fourier transform is confined in the survey regior lilere; the modes of scales outside
the survey region are out of consideration and the HSV camtdken into account.

In the discrete Fourier decomposition, the orthogonatigaigor eigen function:it-¢

/ o0 — g5, (A2)
Qs

is modified as

where the integration range is confined to the survey regindéf is the Kronecker-type delté‘f =1ifl=0,and othenNiséf =0.
The orthogonal relation above suggests that the Kronead&a should be replaced with the Dirac delta function forlimét of ©5 — oo:
Qséﬁl, — (2m)26P (1 — I'). Hence the definitions of the lensing spectra are modified fotite-area survey from equatidd (7); e.g.

~ o~ K
(R, Fr,) = 07, g, P(1),
~ o~ o~ K
(Rp Rey Ry, ) = Q07 g, 0, Bl 12, 1), (A3)

and similar expressions for the higher-order functions.
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A2 Bispectrum estimator and the covariance matrix

The bispectrum is given as a function of triangle configorati We use a parametrization of three side lendth$,( I3) to specify a triangle
configuration. The three parameters are enough, becaube aflangles transformed by rotation, permutation andy#aansformations in
Fourier space are equivalent to yielding the same bispadimnan ensemble average sense for a homogeneous and isdieetipas expected
for the lensing field. Hence, within the framework of the déte Fourier decomposition we described above, we can dafirstimator of
the bispectrum:

. 1 O
B(ly,l2,13) = PR ZﬁqlﬁqznqSAqm (I, 12,13), (A4)

where we have introduced the abbreviated notadipn = q, + g, + g; and the summation runs over all the gridsqgef g, andg; in
Fourier space. The functioAq ,_ (11,12, I3) denotes the selection function defined so thgt ,, = 1 if each vector has the target length,
lLi — AL /2 < g <l +Al;/2 (i = 1,2, 3) as well as the three vectors satisfy the triangle conditign, = 0; otherwiseAq123 =0.The
quantity Niip is the number of triplets of grids (vectors) which form tharigle configuration ofi(, Iz, I3).

We average the estimator 8, <q,~q, over all the triangles that have the side lengthgiefl, I5) within the bin widths. For the
limits of I; > ¢, the number of independent triplets of a target triangldigaration, NVi.ip, can be estimated as

Nevip(l1,12,13) = Z Aq,,, (I, 12,13),
q;

(27‘[[1Al1) X (l2A<p12 X Alz) _ QS

(27/05)4 - 4ms
where “independent triplets” means different combination triplets that form the target triangle configurationdaki; is the bin width
around each multipole biny:- is the angle between the two side lengthsand g in Fig.[3, andAy12 is the angle extent allowed by the
multipole bins as we explain below. Firgl; Al /(27/05)? is the number of grids in the annulus, which has the radius wfith width
of Aly, as in the coefficient in the power spectrum covariance (geat®n[12). Then, for a grid of the vectgy, we can find other two
vertices (two grids), denoted by the vectqrsandg, in Fig.[3, so that the two vectors have the target lengthss I andgs = s within
the bin widths. Given the bin widths, the number of grids, ahihére covered by variations in the two vectggsandg,, can be estimated as
(IaAp12 x Als)/(27/©5)?, whereAgps» is the variation in the angleq» allowed by the variations in the two vectags andgq,. Finally,
the prefactor in equation[[Ab) accounts for counter-part triplet of grillat are transformed by parity transformatipry — —12. As can
be found from Figl B, the angle: - is given as

~ 2X

lllgAhAlQAgOm, (AS)

2 2 2

G +a — a3 (A6)
2q1q2

where the two vectors have the target lengths within the hiths: l; — Al; /2 < ¢ < l; + Al;/2 (i = 1, 2). If varying the side lengtlgs

by Als, we can find the angle variation as

Ap1z =~ (sin <p12)71 l:;AllS = 2sAls . (A7)
/21202 421212 + 2032 — 18 — 15 - 14
Substituting this equation into equatidn_{A5), the numbkindependent triplets that form the triangle configuratafr(is, I2, [3), equa-
tion (I8), is obtained. The triplet number has a symmetrapprty under permutation @f <+ l> and so on. As shown al.
), this expression gives a good approximation, b#tger 1 per cent accuracy, to the full-sky expression that/engoy the Wigner-3
symbol, for the limits of; > 1 (i.e. the flat-sky limit).
The ensemble average of the bispectrum estimaidr (A4) isdféniyield the lensing bispectrum:
1
BN 015 7) 2 (P75, ) 8 011219

7

COS P12 =

(B(l1,1,15))

1 K
= - B(l1,12,13)Q6g ... A l1,12,1:
QNorip (11, 12, 13) qz (I1,12,13) 4,53 Q123( 1,12,13)

1

1
Niri B(ll’ l2’ l3) Z 55123 Aqlza (ll’ 12’ 13)
rip
q;
= B(ll7l27l3)7 (A8)

where we have assumed on the third line that the lensing diisme does not largely change within the multipole hixk, and on the forth
line that the Kronecker deltcafl’(123 automatically holds together with the selection functmqm; i.e.,df’f123 = lwhenAq123 =1.
The bispectrum covariance is defined as

1 1 JO
Cov [B(lly127l3)7B(lllyllzyll3)] = QSTWQDT ZZ(qu quﬁqsﬁq’lﬁqgﬁ%>Aq123Aq’123 — B(ll,lg,lg)B(lll,llz,llg), (Ag)

trip
q; q;
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where we omitted the arguments M, andAq,,., such asVi,;, = Nuip (11, [3, 13) for notational simplicity. The bispectrum covariance
arises from the six-point correlation function.
The six-point correlation function can be further computed
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 3 1N\ oK K K
(Rq,Fq,Rq, Rq) R, mqg> = Q P(ql)P(qg)P(q2)5q12 6q31, 5q2,3, + 14 perms.
+0Q2B(q1,q2,43) B(q1, 45, 43)8q,,,,0q ,,,,,, + 9 Perms.
+Q2P(q1)T(qs, 4}, qb, qg)(sgmdgn,w, + 14 perms.

Q0 Ps (a1, G20 G5, 41> T2 G5)0G 103110000 (A10)
where&f{ml, = 5gl+q2+q +q and so on. Inserting the six-point correlation functiomvabimto equation[(AR) yields
Cov [B(ly, la, 1s), B}, b, 15)] = Nt T DD A, (.2, 15)Agy,, (1,15, 1)
rip trip /
q; q;

K K K K K K K K K
x {QSP q1)P(qz) (Q3) [6‘111’ 6q22’5q33’ + 5(111/ 5(123/ 6q32’ + 6q12’ 6q21’5q33’ + 3 perms}
+B(q1,92,01)B(gs, 2, 43)0q,,,, 9q,,,,,, + 8 perms.
+P(q1)T (a5, 95, 95, 95)9q,,,9q,,,,,, + 8 perms.

1 / / / K
+Q_SP6((117‘I27QS7417Q27‘13)5q1231/2/3,} ) (A11)

where we have dropped terms including the Kronecker detta a&i{fw, because we are not interested in such trianglesgyits: 0 under
the triangle conditiong,,; = 0. As we explained in Fig.1, the bispectrum covariance hderdifit contributions that arise from the terms
proportional toP?, O(BB), O(PT) and Ps, respectively. These terms are further simplified as shasiow

A2.1 Gaussian error contribution to the bispectrum covariance

First, we consider the term in equati@n (A11) proportionaite power spectra cubde?. We call this term the Gaussian error contribution,
although the bispectrum itself is a measure of non-Gauisgiamthe lensing field. Many previous works only considetbi term when
studying the lensing bispectrum, e.qg. for parameter fatscanainly for simplicity. The Gaussian term is simplified a

Q1
COVGauss - ZZA%S (i, l2,13)Aqy, (13,15, 15) P(q1) P(g2) P(as) [9q,,, 9q,,, 0q,,, + 5 perms]
rip trip ’
a; q;

e ZAqm (11, I, 13) P(q1) P(g2) P(g3) [5 1 01 8 +5perms}
t“P trlp s
Qs

=N P(l1)P(l2) P(l3) {611;/15{2(1/26;’;% +5perms}, (A12)

trip ©

where we use the facts that the power spectrum does notyargahge within the bin width and that the terms includingkhenecker delta
are non-vanishing only if the two triangles of the two bigpghave the same shape. The terms including the Kroneckergiee 1, 2 or 6
for general, isosceles and equilateral triangles, resedgtwhich correspond to the factdx in equation (28) dilakada&jhih_(ZdM). The
Gaussian error covariance term contributes only to theatiialgterms of the bispectrum covariance matrix. Recallivegfact Ny, o< 1/02
(equatiorIb), this contribution scales with survey are@@scauss < 1/Qs.

A2.2 Non-Gaussian error contributions to the bispectrum covariance

Other terms in equatiofi (A11) are non-Gaussian error darttans to the bispectrum covariance that arise from thidrigrder functions.
In the following, we derive further simplified expressions éach term.

A22.1 Non-Gaussian termsof O(B?) We consider the terms that are proportional to the bispeguared, the terms @d(B?). Here
we consider the first term @d(B?) terms in equatior (A11) as an example as

K K
N N d 0> " Blar, 2,41 B8, 65, 6554 5, 0G0 A5 (1) D g, (1)
trip trip q, q, N

o1
- Ntrlp N/

trip

! ! ! K K /
~— B, 12, 1) Blla, 15, 15) Y Y 0G. gy q1 G, qrq A (1) Aqy,, ()
4, q
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1 1 K /
= oy W B0 DBUs 1) D Ay, (0905 D 04,10, +a,Aa, 405 ()
P ~lerip q,.9,.9; q,.q,

K
1 6lgl1

B(l1,12,11)B(l3, 13, I3) Z Aq,,, (1) ZAq3+q’2+q’3(l§)

~ Neww N/
e erip q,.9,.9; a,.q,
K
1 613l1 B(ly,1 l B( I l Z A [2Al/2l/2A<p32/:|
=~ 7 1,102, 37 ) T o—/O \2
Nesip Ny L) 0 a %) | on7e,)7
Qs 2ALLApss
— 5{;,13(11,12,13)3(1’1,1’2,1’3)( ey 2(; 130312')
trip\"1» %25 %3
27 1o 41
K B(l1,12,13)B(l, 15, 13). (A13)

= (5 ey
U QLA

In the above calculation, we use several simplificationsgitfie triangle condition and the Kronecker deltas. In tloese line of the r.h.s.,
the product of Kronecker delta% 14,44, 5q%+q2+q/ , is non-vanishing only if; = I, because of the conditions imposed by the selection
functionsAgq, . (1) andAgq; (@5);ieds —AlL/2 < ¢ <l +AlL/2 <, q; + g5 + g3 = 0, and so on. In other words, the term above
is non-vanishing only if the two triangle configurations aalie same length on their one siféle= [} in this case (see Fifll 1). Hence, in the
second line, we introduce the Kronecker déljfé,l, and also use the Kronecker de&@ﬁqﬁ% to drop the summation ovey; (then we
also use the triangle conditiong, = —q, — g, = g5 due tog, + g, + g5 = 0). In the third line, we drop one Kronecker de&§3+q,1+q,2
because it is automatically satisfied by the selection funaisq3+q/1 +q,- The curly bracket is intended to mean that the summ@% a
is done before another summat@@qi. In the forth line, we computed the summat@rjq,z’qé Aq3+q/2+q/3 (11, I5,13), which gives the
number of triplets of grids satisfying the selection funoti For the limits ofg5, g5 > [, we can use the similar calculations given by
equations[(Ab) and_(16). With the selection functitig,, +q,+q, () l’27l’3) we can find that, for a given vectqg the summation gives
the number of paired gridg, g5) within the bin widths]; — Al2/2 g5 < 15+ Aly/2 andly — Als/2 < g5 < 15 + Als /2. According
to the similar calculation (equatiGi A7), the number of tléred grids is estimated &sx (1Al Apsyr)/(211/04)2, whereAgs, is the
variation in the angle between the two side lendgthandi; in the triangle of {5, 5, 15) due to the variations of, and!/s within the bin
widths. In the fifth line, we useEqi Aq,,, = Nurip(l,12,13). In this step, using the faés = I} via the Kronecker deltéf;/l, we also
replacedB (11,12, 11) B(ls, I5,15) with B(l1,12,13) B(l1,15,13), the product of the original bispectra taken in the covamacalculation. In
the sixth line, we further simplified(15AlaApsar) /[ Nerip (11, 15, 15) (271/05)?] by using the similar equations to equatiohs](A7) dnd (16)
and the fact; = I} to obtain the coefficierr/[Qsl] Al ].

Performing the similar calculations to other terms in eque@LI), the terms o) (B2) in the bispectrum covariance can be reduced

to
/ 27-[ ’ / ! 6i[fl; K
Cov[B(l:), B(li)Inc,0(82) = 9—53(51752713)3(11752753) ALt n Al (A14)

These terms scale with survey area@s/yg,o(p2) « 1/€s. The terms contribute to diagonal terms of the bispectrumagance as
well as some off-diagonal terms when the two triangle coméiions have one same length side within the bin widths (sgdTHor the
diagrammatic illustration).

A2.22 Non-Gaussian terms of O(PT') Next let’s consider the terms proportional @&(P7"). Similarly to the calculation in equa-
tion @3), the first term of equatiof (AlL1) is simplified as

/ / K K /

7 E Equ (92,93, 95,45)0q,,,0q,,,1 5 Da,,, (1) Aqr, (1)

rip /
ql

1',

Ntrlp

1
K
25l1l’1 ( ) (l27l37l27l )Ntrlp N/ ZAq123 117127l3) Z A,q1+q/2+qg
trip ] qlzng
K 1 1 2x (l2Al2A(p12/)
= iy PO)T (2, by by by) e o (271/©5)? PILT

trip 1
i

27
CEONINA

In the first line of the r.h.s. of the above equation, we usddhbgthat the term is non-vanishing only if the two triangtsfigurations have
the same length on their one side,= [} in this case (see Fiff] 1). In this step, therefore, we dropsoinemation oveEq/ by using the
1

P(l)T(12,13,15,13). (A15)

~ o
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Kronecker delta§K +q and introduce the Kronecker deleﬁﬁl, . We take out the trispectrum from the summation (assumidges not
largely change W|th|n ‘the bin widths), because the founpoonflguratlon is uniquely specmed by the two triangle fagqurations; the 4
outer circumference side lengths are givenys, I5 andl;, and the diagonal length is given [ . In the second line, we compute the
number of the modes given by the summa@:r]%,qé A,q1+q/2+qg(l’1, 15,15) as we did in the calculation of equatidn (A13). The angle

12/ is the angle between the two side lengthsindl), and Ay, is the variation due to the bin widths. In the third line, we tise fact
Zq Agq,,, = Nuip(l:) and further simplify the coefficiert x (15A15A¢12/) /Nuip(l;) as in equatior (A13).
Hence, the terms @D (PT) in the bispectrum covariance are computed for the limits,df > I, as

K 27 27
NG,O(PT) — 5111'1mp(ll)T(l%l:’)Jmh) +5zlz’ L AL
Again note that all the trispectra in the terms are uniqupbcgied by the two triangle configurations; the 4 outerwainference side lengths
and the diagonal length (see Hig. 1). The term®¢f7T") scale with survey area &ovnc,o(pr) x 1/€s. The terms contribute to the
diagonal terms of the bispectrum covariance matrix as veetioane off-diagonal terms where the two triangles have ome $angth.

Cov [B(l:), B(I7)] P(11)T(l2,13,15,15) 4+ 7 perms. (A16)

A2.2.3 Non-Gaussian term of O(Ps) Finally we consider the contribution arising from the coctee six-point correlation function as

’ 1 ’
Cov[B(l:), B(l;)Ina,0(ps) 0N N’ Z ZPG qy-- 7qs)5q1221/2/%, Aq,,, (1 )Aq/123 (1%)
S rip trip q q,
1 1 (27‘[ 2 roqr gt
=~ QsNtrip Nt/rip Q6 /Hd q; /Hld q’LPG q17q27q37q17 q27Q3)Al (l17127l3)Al’123 (l17l2713)
1 d
& Q_s /% PG(l17l27l37l/17ll27l£’);w)' (A]'?)

As shown in Fig[lL, the six-point configuration in the Fouspace we consider here is constituted by two triangles elthdine selection
functionsAq,,, andAgq; —automatically satisfy the condition of the six-point configtion in the Fourier space,; + qis; = 0. The
unspecified configuration parameter is only the angle betwe=two trianglesy. Hence, the summatio@qb andzq{ can be replaced

with one-dimensional integration over the angleThe covariance terms @(FPs) scale with survey area &VNG,O(Pg) x 1/9Qs and
contribute to both the diagonal and off-diagonal parts eftitspectrum covariance.

A2.3 Flat-sky formula for the bispectrum covariance

Summing up all the terms of equatiofis (A12), (A1), (A16) §Ad7), we obtain the covariance matrix shown in equation) (@i&out the
HSV term. We should again note that these terms are deriind tie discrete Fourier modes confined within the surveioredience, the
non-Gaussian error contributions in the above equatioawttmnly for the mode coupling between such Fourier eigefeaoAs we have
shown in the main part of this paper, we also need to includédtBV contribution to the non-Gaussian errors, which affisea a coupling
of the modes within the survey region with the mass densittdktions of scales comparable with or larger than the gwegion.

APPENDIX B: CROSS-COVARIANCE BETWEEN LENSING POWER SPECTRUM AND BISPECTRUM

Based on the discrete Fourier decomposition formulatios power spectrum estimator can be defined in Takada & B/2@eT) as

~ 1 o
P() = Moo Z Rqfi-q, (B1)

q;q€l
where the summation is over Fourier modes which have theHesfd to within the bin widthAl.
The cross-covariance between the power speci(ih and the bispectrunB (i1, l2, I3) is defined as

1
Cov [P(), Blila,ls)] = g Nmp Z > (Rqfi-qiq,Fq,Fq,)Aq,,, () — P()B(, 2, 1s). (82)

g€l g,

Thus the cross-covariance depends on the flve-pomt cbaeltunction. The five-point correlation function in theale equation can be
further computed as

(Rqi-qRq,fq,Rq,) = QIP(a)B(a1,q2,43)0q,,, + 2% P(a)B(d,42,43)59+q,0"q+q,+q, + 8 perms.
+Qs Ps (q7 —4,91,9,, qfi)(sglz?: (B3)

12 The two-dimensional trispectrum is uniquely specified byaSameters to characterize the four-point configuratiog:; te outer-circumference 4 side
lengths plus the diagonal length.
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Figure C1. The thick curves show the halo model predictions where wel tise HSV effect taking into account of the effect of finiteesiaf N-body
simulations used in the ray-tracing simulations (see txtiétails). The thin curves and the simulation resultslaesame as in the left-hand panel of Eig. 10.

Inserting this equation into Ef.(B2) and using the simikdcalation we have used, we can find the flat-sky formula ferditoss-covariance
as in equatior{{20) but without the HSV term.

APPENDIX C: DEPENDENCE OF HSV ON SIMULATION BOX SIZE

As we have studied, the large-scale mass fluctuations adscalmparable with or larger than a survey area cause a sagriifiontribution
to the non-Gaussian errors of the lensing field. Howeverydlyetracing simulations we have used are generated fromta fiolume of
N-body simulations, and do not include contributions frdra tnodes of scaldseyond the N-body simulation box. Hence the simulation
results we showed in the main text might underestimate theige effect of the HSV, which we estimate in this appendix.

As described in detail i09), the simulates/emgence maps are generated from N-body simulations wittsize of
240h~*Mpc up to the redshift ofs = 1. Thus the simulation maps do not include Fourier modés afkyox = 27/240 ~ 0.026 hMpc™*.
Using our halo model approach, we can estimate the HSV eftmt in the ray-tracing simulations by inserting. into the lower bound
of the integral of the HSV terms in equatiofs](1#£).1(19) 4rf) (@stead of zero. The thick curves in AigJC1 show the resy®/N, which
differs from the simulation results by 10-20 per cent. Coritgathe thick and thin curves manifests that the box sizeceffs larger at
higher multipoles, because the HSV contribution at higheltipoles arise preferentially from lensing structuregigher redshifts (Fid.]2)
and therefore the finite box effect is more important at higkeshift (as the ratio of the simulation box to the ray-imgcsimulation area
becomes smaller). A possible reason of the discrepancyeleetiihe halo model and the ray-tracing simulation resuttsaisthe halo model
calculation ignores some non-Gaussian contributionsjrfstance, we included only the one-halo terms to the foure- fand six-point
correlation functions in the covariance calculation. Hertbe halo model tends to underestimate the non-Gaussianaenplitudes, and
in turn to overestimate S/N. However, we would also like téenthat the ray-tracing simulations may not be accurate gmaa higher
multipoles beyond ~ 6000 (se9). Most importantly, in this paper, weevable to develop the model to describe the
non-Gaussian covariance to a 10—20 per cent accuracy, erefdhe we leave an issue on the 10-20 per cent discrepanfytdoe work.
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