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ABSTRACT

Upcoming wide-area weak lensing surveys are expensiveibdiime and cost and require
an optimal survey design in order to attain maximum scientdéturns from a fixed amount
of available telescope time. The super-sample covarig®8€], which arises from unobserv-
able modes that are larger than the survey size, significdagrades the statistical precision
of weak lensing power spectrum measurement even for a wigkesaurvey. Using the 1000
mock realizations of the log-normal model, which approxiesehe weak lensing field for a
A-dominated cold dark matter model, we study an optimal sugemmetry to minimize the
impact of SSC contamination. For a continuous survey gegnvath a fixed survey area,
a more elongated geometry such as a rectangular shape @&f dig}length ratio reduces
the SSC effect and allows for a factor 2 improvement in thewative signal-to-noise ratio
(S/N) of power spectrum measurement ug,tq, ~ afew10?, compared to compact geome-
tries such as squares or circles. When we allow the survemeep to be disconnected but
with a fixed total area, assumingx 1 sq. degrees patches as the fundamental building blocks
of survey footprints, the best strategy is to locate thelpdavith~ 15 degrees separation.
This separation angle corresponds to the scale at whiclti@oint correlation function has
a negative minimum. The best configuration allows for a fat@® gain in the effective area
coverage as well as a factor 2.5 improvement in§jA&" at high multipoles, yielding a much
wider coverage of multipoles than in the compact geometry.

Key words: cosmology: theory - gravitational lensing: weak - largatscstructure of the
universe

1 INTRODUCTION vey (KiDSE, the Dark Energy Survey (DEBi)the Panoramic Sur-
vey Telescope and Rapid Response System (Pan-ST;ﬂRRISIj
then ultimately the Large Synoptic Survey Telescope (LSﬁ)e
Euclidd and the WFIRST(Spergel etlal. 2013).

Upcoming wide-area galaxy surveys are expensive both in
time and cost. To attain the full potential of the galaxy sys/for
a limited amount of available telescope time, it is importanex-

Z(r)t”:; g;;narlgrtrl](;r:]tf: r;(igofrr\ o(:; gtﬁéa)gagzg:;;gee c:&rlre:l.te_l;_togsco plore an optimal survey design. The statistical precisicthe cos-
u wail_p mic shear two-point correlation function or the Fouriersformed

Lensing Survey (CFHTLenS: Kilbinger et/al. 2013: Heymanalet counterpart, the power spectrum, is determined by theiartance

M) and the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDm-OM . E : pr SP ' ibutions: th yh . d
13), which were used o co matrix that |tse_ contains two cont_rl utions; the s apé&sean

the sample variance caused by an incomplete sampling ofuitie fl
strain cosmological parameters such as the present-daljtachep ) o
: . . tuations due to a finite-area survey.

of density fluctuationos and the matter density paramet@r,.

There are various on-going and planned surveys aimed adachi

ing the high precision measurement such as the Subaru Hyper

Suprime-Cam (HSC; Miyazaki. etlal. 2086)he Kilo Degree Sur-

Weak gravitational lensing of foreground large-scalecitme in-
duces a coherent, correlated distortion in distant galaxgges,
the so-called cosmic shear (e]g., Bartelmann & Schd;ZO
IHoekstra & Jain 2008; Munshi etlal. 2008). The cosmic shear si

nal is statistically measurable, e.g., by measuring thelangwo-

http://kids.strw.leidenuniv.nl
http://www.darkenergysurvey.org/
http://pslsc.org/
http://www.lsst.org/Isst/
http://sci.esa.int/euclid/
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L http://lwww.naoj.org/Projects/HSC/index.html
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Even though the initial density field is nearly Gaussian, works based on ray- tracmg S|mulat|ons (M@ 20
the sample variance of large-scale structure probes (hese c |Das & Ostriker 2006
mic shear) gets substantial non-Gaussian contributicos fhe Neyrinck et al| 2009; Joachimi etlal. d)]l_‘j_@jat al. lZOlR/)Sha
nonlinear evolution of large-scale structuh shown that the log-normal model can serve as a fairly goodoxpp
l19_9_$ [Scoccimarro et Hl. 1990; Hu & White 2001; Cooray & Hu imation of the lensing field, originating from the fact thagtthree-
). Most of the useful information in the cosmic shear sig dimensional matter field in large-scale structure is alspr@ap
nal lies in the deeply nonlinear regimé_(Jain & Seéljak_1997; imated by the log-normal distribution (elg._Coles & J6he§1t9
IBernardeau et al. 1997). The super-sample covariance (8SC) [Kofman et all 1994; Kayo et Al. 2001). The main reason of oar us
the sampling variance caused by coupling of short-wavéteng of the log-normal model is twofold; it allows us to simulatemy
modes relevant for the power spectrum measurement with very realizations of the lensing field without running ray-tragisimu-
long-wavelength modes larger than the survey m & lations as well as allows us to analytically compute staasprop-
). It has been shown to be the largest non-Gaussianerties of the lensing field including the non-Gaussian fiesstu

contribution to the power spectrum covariance over a wide We assume that the lensing convergence fie(@), obeys the
range of modes from the weakly to deeply nonlinear regime following one-point probability distribution function:
(Neyrinck et all 2006; Neyrinck & Szapldi 2007; Lee & Pen 2008 1
Takada & Jain| 2009; Takahashi et al. 2009; Satoletal. |2009; P(x) =
Takahashi et all_20111; de Putter étlal. 2012; Kayoletal.|2013 V2r(s/|ko| + 1)oc
a kada & §p§ el 2013; Li et . 2014a,b) (see also Hu & Krawts {Iro|In (r/|ko| + 1) + 02 /(2]ro|) }*
n_200%; Hamilton eflal. 2006, for the-pio X exp | — 202 (@

neerlng work). The SSC depends on a survey geometry through

the variance of average convergence mode within the suriey w  for k > —|xo|, and we set’(x) = 0 for & < —|ko|. Note that
dow, (ow)? = (R{y ) (herekw is the mean convergence averaged the above distribution satisfieﬁj’mdm P(k) = 1 as well as
within the survey area), which differs from the dependerfazier ey o d;-; kP(k) = 0. The variance is2 = [ o dn k2P(k) =

covariance terms that scale B&2s (Qs is the survey area). e [exp(UG/|KO| ) — 1]. The log-normal dlstrlbutlon is specified

The purpose of this paper is to study an optimal survey strat- by two parametersyg and xo. Throughout this paper, as fap,
egy for the lensing power spectrum measurement taking ateéu e se the empty beam value for the fiducial cosmological node
the SSC contamination. We study both cases of continuous@eo ;4 the assumed source redshift (Jain Bt al.|2080)= —0.050

try and sparse sampling strategy. Although previous wdnksved
that the sparse sampling helps to reduce the sample varéamte Statistical properties of the log-normal convergence fietel
to give an access (o larger-angle scales than in a conting®us 1y characterized by the two-point correlation functiond)

ometry (Kaiser 1986, 1998: Kilbinger & Schneider 2004) ¢ase (see below). What we meant by “fully” is any higher-order dun
BBlake et al. 200€; Paykari & Jaffe 2013; Chiang et al. 2018tfe tions of the log-normal field are given as a function of praduc
similar discussion on the galaxy clustering analysis), eeetpay of the two-point function, but in a different form those of @@-
particular attention to optimization of survey geometrynini- sian field. As for the convergence power spectrum, we empiey t

n_1ize the SSC cont_amination. To stud_y these issues, we Uggarea  ,0del that well reproduces the power spectrum seen in eayrg
tions of weak lensing convergence field constructed baseti®n i\ iations of aACDM model (e.g.[ Bartelmann & Schneider

log-normal model, which approximately describes the wess{ ):

ing field for aACDM model (also se al. 2b13, for the

similar study along the galaxy redshift survey). For the tmgmal OHGOZ [T (rs — r)2 l
. . : o) = r——s5Ps{k=—a(r) |, (2
model we can analytically derive the power spectrum comaga 4ct o a(r)?r

following the formulation in Takada & Hu (2013), and use time a . . . .
9 ) wherers is the comoving distance to the soureér) is the scale

alytical model to justify the results of the log-normal silations. i .
factor at the distance, and Ps(k; a) is the matter power spectrum

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Sectidn 2 we '“ ; . £ anda. N h h h hi
briefly review the log-normal model, and then describe ttge lo given as a function ok anda. Note that we throughout this pa-

normal simulations and the analytical models. In Seciibne3 w per consider a single source redshiftfor simplicity; z. = 0.9.
In order to include effects of nonlinear graV|tat|onaI charang,

show the main results of this paper, and then study the sparse
sampling strategy in Secti@h 4. Sectldn 5 is devoted to csimh We use the revised ver5|op of halo-fit moo ,l mith e al. 2003
Takahashi et 4l. 2012), which can be analytically computeceo

and discussion. Throughout this paper we adopt the concoeda he li d logical moded
ACDM model, which is consistent with the WMAP 7-year results the linear matter power spectrum and cosmological modejzze-

(Komatsu et dl. 2011). The model is characterized by theematt ified. We emP'Oy th.e fitting formula of Eisenstein & Hu (1998) t
densityQ,, = 0.272, the baryon density2, = 0.046, the cos- compute the input linear power spectrum.

mological constant densit, = 0.728, the spectral index of the

primordial power spectrums = 0.97, the present-day rms mass

density fluctuationgs = 0.81, and the Hubble expansion rate to- 2.2 Eower spectrum and covafrlance estimation from the
day Ho = 70.0 km s~ Mpc—. simulated log-normal lensing maps

for source redshifts = 0.9.

In order to estimate an expected measurement accuracy lefthe
ing power spectrum against an assumed geometry of a hymathet

2 METHOD survey, we usd 000 simulation maps of the log-normal homoge-
' neous and isotropic convergence field.
2.1 Log- | field . - -
0g-normal convergence fie Following the method ir_Neyrinck etlall (2009) (also see

To approximate the weak lensing convergence field for a 1),We generate the maps as follows. (i) Wmose
ACDM model, we employ the log-normal model. The previous the target power spectrurt(¢), which the simulated log-normal
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field is designed to obey. We employ the power spectfiit) ex-
pected for the assumeédCDM model and source redshiff = 0.9,
computed from Eq[{2). The source redshift is chosen to mihgc
mean source redshift for a Subaru Hyper Suprime-Cam typegur
For another parametef, needed to specify the log-normal model,
we adopt the empty beam value in the cosmolegy~= —0.050.
Provided the target power spectrutt{/) andxo, we compute the
power spectrum for the corresponding Gaussian fietgl¢), from
the mapping relation between the log-normal and Gaussias fie
(see below). (ii) Using the Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) moel
we generate a Gaussian homogeneous and isotropic fie(d,),
from the power spectrun@’q(¢). In making the map, we adopt
12180 x 12180 grids for an area o203 x 203 deg? (~ 4 stera-
dian, i.e. all-sky area) so that the grid scale is 1 arcmin sitda

(because03 x 60 = 12180). Since we used the FFT method, the

simulated Gaussian map obeys the periodic boundary congliti
no Fourier mode beyond the map si263 deg.) exists. The mean

of kg is zero and the one-point 2nd-order moments is defined as

& = (ka(0)?) (the variance of the FFT grid-based field). (iii) We
add the constant value,o& /(2|o|), to each grid so that the mean
of the Gaussian field becomésc (0)) = —o& /(2|ko|). This con-
stant shift is necessary so that the mean of the log-nornidlifie
zero after the mapping (Ed. 3). (iv) Employing the log-nokmap-

ping
w0 = bl [0 () <1

we evaluate the log-normal fiel@,(6), at each grid in the map.
The variance of the log-normal field is exactly related tat thia
the Gaussian fieltig () via o2 = |ro|?[exp(cd/|kol?) — 1].
Since the grid size of 1 arcmin is still in the weak lensingimegy
o2 ~ 10" *andko = —0.05, we canfindr? ~ o +od/(2]kol?).
The log-normal fieldx(0), simulated by this method, obeys the
one-point distribution given by Ed.](1). Note that our mapking
method employs the flat-sky approximation even for the lall-s
area in order to have a sufficient statistics with the limitensin-
ber of map realizations as well as to include all the possibfeer-

(©)

survey modes beyond an assumed survey geometry. This assump

tion is not essential for the following results, and just éonve-
nience of our discussion (see below for the justification).
Then-point correlation functions of the log-normal field®)
can be given in terms of the two-point correlation; up to therf
point correlation functions are given as
(5(01)K(02)) = £(161 — 02]) = [rol” [m2 — 1],
(K(01)K(82)K(05)) = |ko|® [m2manes — m2 — ms — n2s + 2],
(K(01)K(02)r(03)K(04)) = [rol|" [mamismianzsnansa
—MN127M137M23 — N12714724 — 1137147)34 — 7]237)247)34

+mi2 + ms + ma + N23 + 24 + 131 — 3], (4)
where
_ £a(161 — 62])
M2 = exp { e ) ®)
and

2 O'é

g [re@+ 5]
6)

£o(lor - ) = (|na(on) + 5

Thus the log-normal field is, by definition, a non-Gaussiatdfie
and its higher-order moments are all non-vanishing. Bygisire
relationnis = £/|ko|* + 1, we can express all the higher-order

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASDOQ, 000-000
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function in terms of the two-point function of the log-norifieald,
£(0).

To include the effect of a survey geometry, we introduce the
survey window function?(8) = 1 if the angular positior® is
inside the survey region, otherwi$& () = 0. The total survey
area is given as

Qw = /d20 w(8). )
Then, the measured convergence field from a hypotheticaégur
region is given by (0) = W (0)rx(0). For simplicity, we do not
consider masking effects and any effects of incompletectete
(e.g. inhomogeneous survey depth), which may be charaeteri
by W(0) < 1.
The Fourier-transform of the convergence field is
. e - N
Fw () = /(27_[)2 W —£)k(L),

®)

Hereafter quantities with tilde symbol denote their Fowurie
transformed fields. Thus, via the window function convalntithe
Fourier field,<w, has contributions from modes of length scales
comparable with or beyond the survey size.

We use the FFT method to perform the discrete Fourier trans-
form of the simulated convergence field. Provided the abeve r
alizations of the convergence field, suppose that,(£) is the
Fourier-transformed field in the-th realization map. An estimator
of the window-convolved power spectrum is defined as

. 1 ] ,
Cwin (@) = 3 2 [Awm @),

|e'|ee

9)

where the summation runs over Fourier modes satisfyingdhe ¢
dition ¢ — A¢/2 < |€'| < £+ AL/2 (Alis the bin width), andV,
is the number of Fourier modes in the summatidip;= ZWE[.

We use the 1000 realizations to estimate the ensembleggvera
power spectrum:

N,
Cw(t) = 2= > Cwin(0), (10)
T or=1

where N, = 1000. The power spectrury (¢) differs from the
underlying power spectrur@'(¢) due to the window convolution.
Since the window function can be exactly computed for a given
survey geometry, we throughout this paper cons@gr(¢) as an
observable, and will not consider any deconvolution issue.

The covariance matrix of the power spectrum estimator de-
scribes an expected accuracy of the power spectrum measirem
for a given survey as well as how the band powers of differart m
tipole bins are correlated with each other. Again we use @91
realizations to estimate the covariance matrix:

Cl = Cov [Cw (4:), Cw (£5)]
N,
= er_ 1 Z [OW(T)(&) - CW(&)] [C’W(r)(fj) — Cw(éj)] .

r=1

(11)

In this paper we consider up to 30 multipole bins for the power
spectrum estimation. We have checked that each covaridece e
ment over the range of multipoles is well converged by usirgy t
1000 realizations.

The cumulative signal-to-noise rati§ (V) of the power spec-
trum measurement, integrated up to a certain maximum nolgtip
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lmax, IS defined as
S 2
(%) -

where[C™] ! is the inverse of the covariance matrix.

> Cw@)eV]; Cwey),

£; L5 <lmax

(12)

2.3 Analytical model of the power spectrum covariance
including the super-sample covariance

In this section, we follow the formulation [n Takada & Hu (Z)1
(see als a) to analytically derive the pow&rcspim
covariance for the log-normal field, including the supenpke co-
variance (SSC) contribution. We will then use the analytma-
diction to compare with the simulation results.

The window-convolved power spectrum is expressed in terms
of the underlying true power spectrum as

2 pl 2
1 df/dqzw
(2m)

Qw
whereA, is the Fourier-space area of the integration rangééf:
Ay = f‘z,‘ep%ﬂ. Note that here and hereafter we use the vector
notationg, instead of¢, to denote super-survey modes with« [
for presentation clarity.
The covariance matrix is given as

Cw () =

eree Ae (q)r ci —q), (13)

2 ()26 + T8, 05), (14)

Ny,

i

w

wheres/s is the Kronecker delta functios;; = 1if ¢; = ¢; to
within the bin width, otherW|séK = 0. The first term is the Gaus-
sian covariance contribution, which has only the diagooahgo-
nents; in other words, it ensures that the power spectraffefeint
bins are independent. The second term, proportioriaftgs;, £;),
is the non-Gaussian contribution arising from the conrieptat of
4-point correlation function, i.e. trispectrum in Fourggace. The
trispectrum contribution is given in terms of the undertyitiue

trispectrum, convolved with the survey window function, as

_ 1 d?e de
™™ 1) = — —
! Qw e\ee»AK- |e'|ee; Alj
2 q
/H v W :| (Qﬂ)25%(q1234)
XT(e+q17—e+q27’e +q37_’el+q4)7 (15)

whereq, . = q,+ --+q,, % (q) isthe Dirac delta function, and
T is the true trispectrum. The convolution with the window dun
tion means that different 4-point configurations separatetess
than the Fourier width of the window function account for tén
butions arising from super-survey modes.

Using the change of variablést q, <+ £ andq, + g, <> q
under the delta function and the approximationé; > g, one
can find that the non-Gaussian covariance term arises frerfoth
lowing squeezed quadrilaterals where two pairs of sideseaey
equal and opposite:

T('ey —£+ q, ’elv _e’ - q) (16)

For the log-normal field, we can analytically compute theofiap
function as explicitly given in AppendikJA. Plugging the afeo
squeezed trispectrum into Ef._{(A4) yields

0
17

where the first tern¥’(¢, —£, £, —¢€') arises from the sub-survey
modes and is given in terms of products of the power spectsem (
Eq.[Ad). For the above equation, we ignored the higher-detens

of O(C*/|ko|*), based on the fadt/|xo|* < 1 as we discussed
around Eq.[(4). The 2nd term describes extra correlatiotvgdem

the modes and#’ via super-survey modes(q) with g < £, ¢'.

Hence, by inserting EJ_(17) into Ef.{15), we can find that the

power spectrum covariance for the log-normal field is given a

c ~cf el 4+ ee (18)
where
co = ch(e )70k, (19)
1 d2e A
= _— == T, —0,0,—2), (20)
J QW \l\eliAei W\eejA(Zj ( )
4
¢ = = (ow)*C(L)OLy), (21)
0
with
2 _ 1 d2q x 2
) = g [ GVl @) 22

The first and second terms on the r.h.s. of Ed] (18) are stdmdar
variance terms, as originally derived|in Scoccimarro 2(£999),

and arise from the sub-survey modes. The third term is the SSC
term. It scales with the survey area througti)?, while the stan-
dard terms scale with/Qyy .

Eq. [22) is rewritten agow)® = (&3 ), where®w is the
mean convergence averaged within the survey region, defised
Fw = (1/Qw) [d*0 W(0)x(0). Thus (ow)?* can be realized
as the variance of the background convergence mode or the mea
density mode across the survey area. The varignee)® is the
key quantity to understand the effect of the power spectrovarg-
ance on survey geometry as we will show below. If we consider a
sufficiently wide-area surveygw)? arises from the convergence
field in the linear regime. Thus the variangey )* can be easily
computed for any survey geometry, either by evaluating E2) (
directly, or using Gaussian realizations of the linear evgence
field. For convenience of the following discussion, we aléee g
another expression ¢ty )? in terms of the two-point correlation
function as

1 / / /
2= Q—2/d20/d20 W(O)YW(8)£(10 — 0')).
w
As discussed ih Takada & Hl (2013), we can realize that the

SSC term is characterized by the respons€'@) to a fluctuation

in the background density modgy :

20C(4;) 0C(¢y)
Okw ORw '

For the log-normal field, the power spectrum response isddan

be

(23)

cijC = (ow)

(24)

ac(0)

Z00).

Ko

- (25)
In this approach we approximated the super-survey modeacim e
survey realization to be represented by the mean densityétion
Fw . In other words we ignored the high-order super-survey mode
such as the gradient and tidal fields, which have scale-digpen
variations across a survey region. We will below test theiesmzy
of this approximation.

Here we also comment on the accuracy of the flat-sky ap-
proximation. Let us first compare the convergence powertspec

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASD00, 000—-000
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10x10 deg?
4x25 deg?
2%50 deg?
1x100 deg?
0.5x200 deg?

simulation
theor. model
- - - - theor. model
w/o window func.

LC,(0) 107

1 10 100 1000 10000
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Figure 1. The window-convolved power spectra of the log-normal legsi
field for different survey geometries, but keeping the anesdfto 100 ded).

As denoted by legend, the circle points are the average pepemtra from
the 1000 simulation maps (see Secfiofd 2.2), for geometfied010 (black
points),4 x 25 (blue),2 x 50 (orange),l x 100 (green) and).5 x 200
deg (red), from top to bottom points @&t~ 50. The error bar around each
point denotest10 scatters of the 1000 realizations. For illustrative pugpos
we here plo?C'yy (¢), making the power spectra amplitude relatively scale-
independent over a rangeof= [1, 10%]. For comparison, the dashed curve
shows the underlying true spectrum without the window fiamctonvolu-
tion. The solid curve around each point shows the analyficatiction,
computed from Eq[{13). The lower panel shows the fractiaiiérence

of each power spectrum compared to the true power spectrinerevthe
y-axis plotted range is chosen to illuminate the differencéhie range of

£ > 100.

computed in the flat- and all-sky approaches. We used the for-
mula in[Hl ) (Egs. 28 and Al1 in the paper) to evaluate the
all-sky power spectrum for the fiduciaCDM model. We found
that the flat-sky power spectrum is smaller than the all-glecs
trum in the amplitude by 30, 13 and 7 and 4% at low multipoles
¢ =1,2, 3 and 4, respectively. The relative difference becomes in-
creasingly smaller by less th&f¥ at the higher multipoleg > 5.

For the linear variancérw )? in the all-sky approach we can com-
pute it as(ow)? = (1/Q%) 3, (2¢ + 1)|W (£)[*C(£), where the
window functionW (¢) and the power spectruid(¢) need to be

computed in harmonic space (elg.. Manzotti &t al. l2~014). Yeelu
the HEALPIx software (Gorski et Al. 2005) to evaludt&¢) for a

given survey geometry such as rectangular shaped geometeie
will consider below. We found that the flat-sky variance agreith
the full-sky variance to withiri.2% for the rectangular geometries.
Thus we conclude that, since we are interested in the eff&&8€
on the power spectrum at high multipoles in the nonlineainmeg
an inaccuracy of the flat-sky approximation is negligible aoes
not change the results we will show below.

2.4 Test of analytical model with simulations

In this subsection, we test the analytical model of the paperc-
trum covariance against the simulation of the 1000 converge
maps in Sectiop 2] 2.

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASDOQ, 000-000
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survey geometry (ow)?
10 x 10 deg? 8.7 x 1077
4 % 25 deg? 7.3%x 1077
2 x 50 deg? 5.2 x 1077
1x100deg?  3.3x10°7
0.5 x 200 deg® 1.9 x 107

Table 1. The variance of the background convergence mddgy )?
(Eq.[22), for different rectangular geometries, with a fisenvey area of
100 sq. degrees as in FId. 1. The more elongated geometriydasialler
(ow )2 for the lensing power spectrum aiCDM model.

Before going to the comparison, Fig. 1 shows the window-
convolved power spectra for different survey geometrigt the
area being fixed td00 sg. degrees. We consider a square shape
(10 x 10 ded’) and rectangular shaped geometries with various
side length ratioss x 25, 2 x 50, 1 x 100 and0.5 x 200 ded’,
respectively. For the discrete Fourier decomposition, pgyaFFT
to the rectangular shaped region whétg @) = 1. The differ-
ent geometries thus have different Fourier resolution #ewis.

Let us denote the survey geometry$as = a x b, wherea (ra-
dian) is the longer side length ad(radian) is the shorter side;
e.g.,a = 100 x /180 = 1.75 rad andb = 0.0175 rad for
the case ofl x 100 ded. Thus the fundamental Fourier mode is
{y = 27t/a or 21t/b along thea- or b-direction, respectively, mean-
ing a finer Fourier resolution along thedirection. However, since
all the simulated maps have the same grid scalé afcmin, the
Nyquist frequency (the maximum multipole probed) is the sam
Iny = m/1 arcmin 10800, for all the survey geometries.
The window convolution mixes different Fourier modes, ¢ags
extra correlations between different bins. As can be fouodf
Fig.[, the convolution causes a significant change in theateed
power spectrum compared to the underlying true spectrurmubt m
tipoles¢ < 2m/b. The change is more significant and appears up to
higher multipoles for a more elongated survey geometry,tduse
greater mixture of different Fourier modes. At larger npdte bins

¢ 2 2m/b, the window function stays constant within the multipole
bin and all the convolved power spectra appear similar tb etieer

to within 5 per cent. The solid curves are the analytical jotézhs
computed from Eq[{13). Thus the convolved power spectrum ca
be analytically computed if the window function is known. éan

be found from the lower panel, the scatter around each paont;
puted from the 1000 realizations, is smaller for a more edbed)
survey geometry, as we will further study below.

In Fig[d, we study the diagonal components of the window-
convolved power spectrum covariance as a function of theimul
pole bins, for different survey geometries as in Eig. 1. Heeelot
the diagonal covariance components relative to the Gaussia
variance (the first term of Ef.JL8). Hence when the curve tievia
from unity in they-axis, it is from the non-Gaussian covariance
contribution (the 2nd and 3rd terms in Hgl 18). The log-ndrma
model predicts significant non-Gaussian contributiorfsat a few
102. Although the relative importance of the non-Gaussian Geva
ance depends on the bin width on which the Gaussian covarianc
term depends vi&V,, (x 27t¢; A¢), an amount of the non-Gaussian
contribution in the log-normal model is indeed similar tattkeen
from the ray-tracing simulations @009) as wik w
again discuss later.

Fig.[2 shows a significant difference for different survey ge
ometries at 2, a few 102. Recalling that the window-convolved
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Figure 2. The diagonal elements of the power spectrum covariance for

the log-normal convergence field, for different survey getias as in
Fig.[D. Here we plot the diagonal elements relative to thesSian covari-
ance,CW (¢, £)/[2Cw (£)?/N¢]; a deviation from unity is due to the non-
Gaussian covariance contribution. The symbols are thelation results,
while the solid curves are the analytical predictions cotagd@rom Eq[(IB),
which show a remarkably nice agreement with the simulatesults. The
dashed curve is the analytical prediction without the siga@nple covari-
ance (SSC) contribution (the third term in [Eq] 18). Thus tbe-Gaussian
covariance contribution is mainly from the SSC effect.

spectra for different geometries are similar/at, a few 10 as
shown in Fig[l, we can find that the difference is due to the dif
ferent SSC contributions, because the survey geometryndepee
arises mainly from the SSC term Viaw )? in Eq. [I8). The most
elongated rectangular geometryob x 200 deg shows a factod
smaller covariance amplitude than the square-shaped ¢goofe

10 x 10 ded, the most compact geometry among the 5 geometries

considered here. This can be confirmed by the analytical hodde
the power spectrum covariance; the solid curves, compuasdd
on Eq. [I8), show remarkably nice agreement with the siruiat
resultg]. Tablel clearly shows thétyy)? for the elongated rectan-
gular geometry 0.5 x 200 de¢f is about factor 4 smaller than that
for the square-shaped geometryl6fx 10 ded’, which explains the
relative differences in Fid.l2. For comparison, the dotted/e in
the figure shows the analytical prediction if the SSC teffir,",

is ignored (in this case no difference for different geoimesjt The
analytical model without the SSC term significantly undénestes
the simulation results at the nonlinear scales.

Fig[d shows the off-diagonal elements of the covariance ma-

trix. For illustrative purpose, we study the correlatioreffizients

7 Exactly speaking, for the analytical predictions of the axiance, we
used the window-convolved power spectra, computed from(Eg), in-
stead of the true power spectra in order to compute proddi¢cteegower
spectra appearing in the covariance tectfisandC™°. This gives about 5—
20% improvement in the agreement with the simulation resafltifferent
geometries at low multipole& < 27t/b. Note that this treatment does not
cause any difference at the higher multipole bins.

LOF ¢, =2000 l
e simulation
—— theor. model
"""""" theor. model
E il wio SSC '
<
8 ......
o 0.0 EIFEEIEI TRt |
2 i : :
=
= Mor 10x10 deg? ]
g fz =200 4x25 deg?
S 2x50 deg? log-normal
~ 0.5F 1x100 deg? 2:=0.9 |
' 0.5x200 deg?

Figure 3. The off-diagonal elements of the power spectrum covarianae
trix, for the different survey geometries as in the previtigare. Here we
plot the correlation coefficient matrix(¢1, ¢2) (Eq[28) as a function of;
for £2 = 2000 (upper panel) o200 (lower). The symbols are the simula-
tion results, while the solid curves are the analytical jotémhs (Eq[I8);
the two are in nice agreement with each other. The dottecedarthe ana-
lytical prediction without the SSC effect.

defined as
W (01, 02)
VCW (b, 1)CW (s, b))

The correlation coefficients are normalized so thdh, ¢/2) = 1
for the diagonal components with = ¢». For the off-diagonal
components withl; # ¢2, r — 1 implies strong correlation be-
tween the power spectra of the two bins, while= 0 corresponds
to no correlation. The figure again shows a significant catiah
between the different multipole bins fés = 2000, due to the sig-
nificant SSC contribution. Similarly to Fifll 2, the analgiicnodel
nicely reproduces the simulation results over the range wfim
poles and for the different geometries. For comparisondtiteed
curve shows the prediction without the SSC term. As cleagns
from the figure, the correlation is smaller for more elondatervey
geometry, due to the smallésy-)? (see Tabl&ll).

As we mentioned below EJ._(R5), the approximation we used
for the analytical model of the SSC effect is that we modeled t
super-survey modes by the mean density fluctuation in eaeh su
vey realizationiw . To test the validity of this approximation, in
Fig.[4 we study how a scatter of the power spectrum estimation
each realizatiorC‘W(é), is correlated with the mean density in the
realization,syw . Here we used the 1000 realizations for the rect-
angular geometry of x 100 deg as in Fig[d, but checked that
the results are similar for other geometries. For the higheiti-
poles in the nonlinear regimé, > 1000, the scatters of the two
quantities display a tight correlation reflecting the fatattthe
mean density fluctuation is a main source of the scatters ef th
band power on each realization basis. In other words, thieehig
order super-survey modes such as the gradient and tidas fiedd
have scale-dependent variations across the survey regtgonoa
a significant source of the scatter in the power spectruno; sde

Fig. 6 in[Lietal. (2014a) and Figs. 2 and 3[in_Liet 4l. (2014b)
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Figure 4. Scatters between the band power of the power spectrum at each
multipole bin,Cyy (£), and the mean convergence of the survey regigpn,

in the 1000 realizations, for the rectangular survey gegmaft1 x 100

degd in Fig.[. For the higher multipole& > 1000, the two scatters display

a tight relation well approximated b?ﬁ‘w ) — <CW (Z)>] /ocw

[Fw — (Rw)] /ow, Whereoc,, and oy are the variances computed
from the samd 000 realizations. Notéxyy) ~ 0.

for the similar discussion. We have also checked that the- ave
aged relation of the scatters is well described by the powec-s
trum response as implied by EE[ZE{ﬁW(Z) — <C‘W(£)>]
(0Cw (£)/0Rw )Ew = (2/ko)Cw (£)kw . The tight relation is
probably due to the fact that the power spectrum at a given mul
tipole bin/ is estimated from the angle average of the Fourier coef-
ficients|<e|? with the fixed length£| and therefore is sensitive to
the angle-averaged super-survey modes, i.e. the mearnydBnsi
tuation on each realization basis. With this result, anmakisurvey
geometry or strategy for mitigating the SSC contaminatian loe
studied by monitoring the mean density fielgl- or the variance
o2, against survey geometry, and therefore the optimal sureey g
ometry we will show below is valid even on each realizatiosiba

We would like to note that the higher-order correlation fime
such as the bispectrum may display a sensitivity to the Inighaer
super-survey modes. This is beyond the scope of this papér, a
needs to be further studied.

Does the more elongated geometry for a fixed area always
have the smaller SSC contribution? The answer is yes for a con
tinuous survey geometry, as can be found from[Hig. 5. Forehs-|
ing field expected for &ACDM model, the variance of the back-
ground convergence mode{sr,w)z, becomes smaller for the more
elongated geometry. For a statistically isotropic and hgeneous
field, the impact of the non-Gaussian covariance can be aétiy
as long as Fourier modes along the longer side length direcén
be sampled, even if the modes the shorter side directiortafiyto
missed. This conclusion is perhaps counter-intuitive,thigt is a
consequence of non-Gaussian features in non-linear steufrir-
mation of aACDM model.

~
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Figure 5. The variance of the background convergence médlg; )2, as a
function of the side length ratio for rectangular surveyrgetry of 100 or
1000 sq. degrees. The more elongated geometry (the graéitriras the
smaller(oyy)2.

3 RESULTS

In this section, we study the impact of different survey gebias
on the lensing power spectrum measurement, using the sedula
maps of log-normal lensing field. In studying this, we do nmc
sider any observational effect: intrinsic shape noise amgeifect
shape measurement error. We focus on the effect of surveyeeo
try for clarity of presentation.

3.1 Signal-to-Noise Ratio

Fig.[@ shows the cumulative signal-to-noise ratity V) of the
window-convolved power spectrum, integrated up to a aerteax-
imum multipole /1,.x (Eq.[12), for different survey geometries
studied in Fig[lL. TheS/N is independent of the bin width and
quantifies the total information content inherent in the pogpec-
trum measurement taking into account cross-correlatietsden
the different multipole bins. For the minimum multipdlgin, we
adopt the fundamental mode of a given survey geométry. (=
2mt/a as we discussed above). The inverseSgiV gives the frac-
tional error of estimation of the power spectrum amplitudeam-
eter when using the power spectrum information ug.tQ. for

a given survey, assuming that the shape of the power specsrum
perfectly known. Figlb clearly shows that tiS¢ N significantly
varies with different survey geometries, over the range aftim
poles. To understand the results, again let us denote threeigo
asQw = a x b (a is the longer side length as before). For the
range of multipole bins2nt/a < ¢ < 27/b, only Fourier modes
along thea-direction are sampled, therefore this regime is one-
dimensional, rather than two-dimensional. Hence, whersoméazy
the power spectrum around a certéibin with the bin widthA/,
the number of the sampled modes is givemMas~ A/¢/(2mt/a).
For the bins¢ 2 mt/b, the Fourier modes in the two-dimensional
space can be sampled. Hence the number of modes around the
£-bin, Ny ~ 2eAL/[(2m)? /(ab)] = 2mEAL/[(2m)? /Qw]. The
dashed curves give th&/N values expected for a Gaussian field,
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Figure 6. The cumulative signal-to-noise rati® (V) of the power spec-
trum measurement, integrated up to a certain maximum noletif,, ax),
for different survey geometries as in Fig. 1. The minimumtipale for the
different geometries is taken from the fundamental Fouriede available
from each geometry. The symbols show the simulation resthles most
elongated geometry gives the highé&stV values over the range of mul-
tipoles we consider. The dashed curves showSh® value expected in a
Gaussian field for each geometry, which we estimated by eaytiie num-
ber of Fourier modes around each multipole bin (see text étail$). For
comparison, the solid and dotted curves show the analyiredliction with
and without the SSC effect. The solid curves overlap the ethshrves in
the linear regimed < a few102).

estimated by accounting for the number of Fourier modesdohe
survey geometry. To be more precise, the Gaussian covarianc
is given byC%(£,£) = 2Cw(¢)?/N, and thereforg S/N)? =
Zﬁ"‘*"‘ N¢/2. Since we adopt the logarithmically-spaced bins of
Limax, the Gaussian prediction(S/N)? o fumax at fmax S 271/b,
while (S/N)? o €2, atlmax 2 27t/b. The Gaussian prediction
shows a nice agreement with the simulation results in thealin
regime,/max < afew10?. In the linear regime, the figure shows
a greater(S/N)? for a more elongated geometry due to the larger
N,. It is also worth noting that the elongated geometry alloors f
an access to the larger angular scales (i.e. the lower roldtp

For the regime of large multipoleé,,... > a few10?, the non-
Gaussian covariance significantly degrades the informatmtent
compared to the Gaussian expectation. $/i& value does not in-
crease at 2 a few10?, implying that the power spectrum can not
extract all the information in the log-normal field, i.e. tBaussian
information content from which the log-normal map is geteda
The degradation is mainly due to the SSC effect, as shownéy th
dotted curve (also see Fidd. 2 ddd 3). The more elongateeysurv
geometry mitigates the SSC effect; the most elongated guyee
ometry of 0.5 x 200 degd gives about factor 2 highe$/N than
in the most compact square geometryl6fx 10 de¢f. Although
we here used the 1000 realizations to computesth¥€ values, we
have checked that the analytical model in Sedfioh 2.3 candege
the simulation results.
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Figure 7. The fractional error of cosmological parameters, the prdiad
power spectrum amplitudd s (upper panel) and the spectral tilt parameter
ns (lower), expected from the power spectrum measurementiffereht
survey geometries, but for a fixed survey ared @b sq. degrees (see text
for the details). Note that the other cosmological pararsedee fixed to
their fiducial values. The error is shown as a function of tleimum mul-
tipole ¢max Up to which the power spectrum information is included in the
parameter forecast. The filled circle symbols are the maliged errors,
while the cross symbols denote the unmarginalized errbesetror when
another parameter (anotheg or A,) is fixed to the fiducial value.

ture for aACDM model. In AppendixB, using the 1000 realiza-
tions of ray-tracing simulations @009), ealtWhich
has much smaller are&q deg’) and was built based oi-body
simulations of ACDM model, we also found that an elongated
survey geometry gives a largéf/ N value compared to a square
shape, although the geometry size is limited to a much snaakea,
Qw =~ 0.39 ded, due to the available area sampled from the ray-
tracing simulation area2 ded’).

3.2 Animplication for cosmological parameter estimation

What is the impact of survey geometry on cosmological patame
estimation? Can we achieve a higher precision of cosmabgi-
rameters by just taking an optimal survey geometry, for affeuea
(although we here consider a continuous survey geometrigg? T
SSC causes correlated up- or down-scatters in the powetrspec
amplitudes over a wide range of multipole bins. The coreglat
scatters to some extent preserve a shape of the power spectru
compared to random scatters over different bins. HenceS8@

is likely to most affect parameters that are sensitive topthwer
spectrum amplitude, e.g. the primordial curvature pestion A;.

We have so far used the log-normal convergence field, as anOn the other hand, other parameters that are sensitive shépe,

approximated working example of the nonlinear large-sestigc-

e.g. the spectral tilt of the primordial power spectrum is less
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affected by the SSC (see also Takada &|Jain 2009; Lilet al.2014
for the similar discussion).

Based on this motivation, we use the simulated log-normal
convergence maps to estimate an expected accuracy of tra@ar
ters (As, ns) as a function of different survey geometries, using the
Fisher information matrix formalism. When including thewsy
spectrum information up to a certain maximum multip@lg, the
Fisher matrix for the two parameters is given as

Z Oln Cw (€s; X\) [CW]A Oln Cw (€55 A)

Oln A\, Oln Ny
£i,L5 <lmax

(27)
where \, denote thea-th parameter)\1 = As or Ao = nq
in our definition. Note that we consider the window-convalve
power spectrum as the observable. To calculate the power spe
trum derivative,0Cw (¢)/01n A., we generated 100 realizations
of the convergence maps, which are built based on the input li
ear power spectrum with-5% change of\, on each side from
its fiducial value (therefore 200 realizations in total).efhwe
evaluated the window-convolved power spectrum from the-ave
age of the realizations, and used the spectra to evaluatietha-
tives 9Cw (¢)/01n A\, from the two-side numerical differentia-
tion method. The fractional error on each parameter inoldi
marginalization over uncertainties of other parameteriiergby

AMa/Xa = \/[Flaa, where[F]~! is the inverse of the Fisher ma-
trix.

Fig.[d shows the errors of each parametér 6r n,) expected
for a hypothetical survey with 100 sqg. degrees, but assurmifig
ferent survey geometries as in Fi§. 1. As expected from thalte
of S/N in Fig.[g, the most elongated geometry allows the highest
accuracy of these parameters over the rangg,.ef we consider.
To be more precise, the elongated geometiy. ok 200 ded gives
about 3 or 25% improvement in the marginalized or unmargiedll
error of A atlmax ~ 2000, respectively, compared to the square
geometry ofl0 x 10 ded. Forn, the elongated geometry gives
almost the same marginalized error (more exactly speaki/3§p
degraded error) and about 20% improvement for the unmdrgina
ized error atlmax =~ 2000. Thus the improvement in the error of
A, is greater than that in the error af. However, the improve-
ment in the marginalized error is milder compared to thaheun-
marginalized error or th€/N value, forl,.. 2 afew10®. Since
the S/N value is proportional to the volume of Fisher ellipse in
a multidimensional parameter space, the marginalized errab-
tained from the projection of the Fisher ellipse onto theapzater
axis, yielding a smaller improvement in the marginalizedefsee

Takada & Jai 2009, for the similar discussion).

Fap(N)

e,

4 SPARSE SAMPLING OPTIMIZATION OF THE
SURVEY GEOMETRY

We have so far considered a continuous geometry. In this sec-
tion, we explore an optimal sparse-sampling strategy. isdhse

the window function becomes even more complicated, causing
a greater mixture between different Fourier modes over a&mwid
range. Observationally, a continuous geometry might beotoes
extent preferred. There are instances, where we want tal #vei
mode coupling due to the window function, especially in thesp
ence of inhomogeneous selection function over differemitpms

of a telescope. There are also instances, where we wantltbebui
continuous survey region by tiling different patches withaver-

lap between different pointings, because such a stratégwsabh
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Figure 9. The two-point correlation function of the log-normal coryence
field, £(0), for source redshifts = 0.9. The two-point function has a
negative minimum at about 15 degrees, which correspontie tegparation
between the different patches for the best configuratiorigrigr

better photometry calibration by comparing the measureeflof
the same objects in the overlapping regions across theestivey
region (Padmanabhan eilal. 2008). In addition the sparsplismm
of the survey strategy may require a more slewing of a tef@sco
to cover separated regions, which may cause an extra ovkanela
therefore lower a survey efficiency for a given total amotfrithe
allocated observation time. There are also instances,enlene-
quire a minimum size of a connected region in order to havdfia su
cient sampling of the particular Fourier mode such as thgdvéc
acoustic oscillation scale. Here we ignore these possitderva-
tional disadvantages of a sparse sampling strategy. thgiedere
address a question: what is the best sparse-samplinggstriate
maximizing the information content of the power spectrumame
surement for a fixed survey area?

Again recalling that the degradation in the power spectrum
measurement is mainly caused by the SSC effect, we can find the
answer to the above question by searching for a disconngeted
ometry that minimizegow)? in Eq. [I8). For comparison, we also
search for the worst survey geometry in a sense that it ghes t
lowest information content. To find these geometries, weleynp
the following method. First, we divide each map of the logmal
lensing field 03 x 203 deg?) into 203 x 203 patches, i.e. each
patch has an area of 1 sq. degrees. Thus we consider eactapatch
the fundamental building block of survey footprints for asamed
survey ardd The Subaru HSC has a FoV of about 1.7 sq. degrees,
so one may consider the FoV size of a telescope for the palteh. T
following discussion can be applied for any other size ofitatch.

In the following we assume either 100 or 1000 sq. degrees
for the total area, and then numerically search for configuma of

8 In the following we use “patch” to denote the fundamentakklof sur-
vey footprints; herd x 1 sqg. degrees. On the other hand, we use “grid” to
denote the pixel of each simulated map, which is 1 sg. arcmin. Thus
each patch contair® x 60 grids in our setting.
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Figure 8. The sparse-sampling strategy for the survey footprintsnwthe total area is fixed. The range shown is the all-sky 28p < 203 sq. degrees)
assuming the flat-sky approximation. Note that we assumegéhiodic boundary condition beyor23 degrees. Assuming that the fundamental building
block of the survey footprints is a square patchiok 1 sq. degrees, we address which configuration offepatches is best or worst in a sense that the
configuration has the smallest or largest SSC contamindtiotthe fixed total area of 100 (left panel) or 1000 (right) degrees. For illustrative purpose, the
best and worst configurations are plotted within the samelg@nthe right panel, the other patches are similarly iisted under the worst configuration).
Because of the periodic boundary condition, the centertipasof each configuration can be displaced in parallel. Rerliest configuration, the different
patches are separated by about 15 degrees from each otee@mgtilar extent of all the patches is found to be about 10§08egrees or all sky203 x 203

sg. degrees), respectively. The worst configuration issdloghe square shape, with slightly rounded corners.
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Figure 10. The window-convolved power spectra for the best or worsfigaration for the fixed area of 100 or 1000 sq. degrees, fosfiase-sampling
strategy as in Fid.18. In the left panel, for comparison, ve® ahow the result for the rectangular survey geometry ®f 100 sq. degrees (green) and the
square geometry af0 x 10 sqg. degrees (black) in Figl 1. The error bar around each pinttes thek1o scatters among the 1000 realizations, clearly
showing that the scatter for the best configuration is sl that for the worst configuration. The dashed curvedadrie power spectrum. The lower plot
shows the fractional difference compared to the true spects in FiglLL.
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Figure 11. The cumulativeS/N for the best or worst configurations in Fid. 8. In the left daf@ comparison, we also show the results for the rectaargul
geometries ofl x 100 or 10 x 10 sq. degrees. The dashed curve in each panel show/fievalue expected for a Gaussian field in the “sparse-sampling”
regime, where we assumed the angular extent of the best aratfi@n, 100 or 203 x 203 (all-sky) sg. degrees, as the “effective” survey area,eetiyely. To

be more precise, we used the total number of Fourier modes@reach multipole bin assuming the effective survey atga= 2r¢A¢/[(2m)? /Qeg] and
Q. is the effective area. On the other hand, the solid curveeisthussian prediction in the patch-inside regime, i.e. #hgevobtained assuming the actual
survey areal 00 or 1000 sq. degrees. In the intermediate multipole rangeedmet the two regimes, th&/N value appears to be constant, as no Fourier mode
is sampled in this configuration. Nevertheless, the figuosvstthat the best configuration has the gre&teN values over the wide range of multipoles.

the 100 or 1000 patches which have the smallest or lafgesh?
value. The numerical procedures are:

(i) Generate a random distribution of thé, (= 100 or 1000)
patches in the entire map(Q3 x 203 patches in total).

(ii) Allow the i-th patch’s position to move to an unfilled patch,
with fixing other patches’ positions, until theth patch’s position
yields the minimum or maximum valuew )? computed from the
total window function ofN,, patches based on E.{22).
(iif) Repeat the procedure (ii) for each of other patchesatteely
(we may come back to thieth patch) until the minimum or maxi-
mum (o )? value is well converged.
(iv) Redo the procedures (i)-(iii) from different initiaitributions
of the N, patches.

We used10? initial positions. In the following, we show the results
for the best and worst configurations obtained from theihdial
positions, but we checked that the different initial pasis give
almost the same configurations.

To make a fair comparison between different configura-
tions/geometries, we use the Fourier transform of the emiap
region Q03 x 203 ded); the patches outside the survey footprints
or the unfilled patches are zero-padded (i.e. set(i®) 0),
and then perform FFT withi2180% grids to compute the Fourier-
transformed field. In this way, the fundamental Fourier mode
(Fourier resolution) and the maximum Fourier mode are theesa
for all the survey geometries.

Fig[8 shows the best and worst configurations of the survey
footprints for each of 100 or 1000 sq. degrees, respectivéig
best (worst) configuration hagw )* = 1.3 x 1077 (8.8 x 1077)
for 100 deg? or 1.1 x 1078 (1.0 x 10~ ") for 1000 deg?, respec-
tively. For the best configuration, the distribution of tNg patches

(each1 x 1 sq. degrees) appears regularly spaced, separated by

~15 deg. from each other, rather than random, as discussed.bel

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASDOQ, 000-000

The angular extent of the best configuration is about 1000desq
grees or all-sky area (about 41000 sq. degrees) for the €490
or 1000 sq. degrees, respectively. Thus the filling fractsoanly
1 or 2.4 per cent, respectively. Hence the sparse-samgfiatpgy
might allow for about factor 100 faster survey speed (edeivdy
factor 100 less telescope time), compared to the 100 perfilent
ing strategy. On the other hand, the worst configurationrizoat
square shaped, with slightly rounded corners.

To gain a more physical understanding of Hig. 8, we can
rewrite Eq. [2B) for(ow )? as

(ow)* = g 3 [0 [ e wio)wie)e(o—0')

JrQi2 > /d29/d20’ W;(0)W;(0")6(10 — 0']), (28)
W i jyi>j

where we re-defined the window functiond5(0) = . Wi(0),

andW¥;(0) is the window function of thé-th patch. Sincél;(0)

1 when@ is inside thei-th patch, otherwiséV;(0) = 0, the first

term arises from the integration 6|60 — 6’|) when the vector®

and@’ are in the same patch. One the other hand, the second term

arises form the integration ¢f{ |0 — 6’|) when the vecto® and6’

are in the different patches. As can be found from Elg. 9, ttst fi

term is always positive-additive, while the second term bawve

a negative contribution, Ioweringyw)z, when the separation of

different patches is more thanl0 deg. Sinc&(r) has a negative

minimum atr ~ 15 deg., (ow)? can be minimized if taking a

configuration so that different patches are separated by deg.

from each other. Thus, even if different patches are segiat an

infinite angle, i.e£ = 0, such a configuration does not have the

smaller(ow )?.

In Fig.[Z0 we show the window-convolved power spectra for

the best and worst configurations. Compared to the true pspesr
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Figure 12. Another working example of the sparse-sampling survey-foot
prints. Assuming that the fundamental building block is gach1 x 1

sg. degrees as in Fill 8 and the total survey area is 100 steede(l00
patches), we study different configurations of the 100 gtes a function
of the separation angtep, as illustrated.

trum, the sparse sampling causes a significant change irothe ¢
volved spectrum af < a few 10%, due to a significant transfer
of Fourier modes due to the complex window function. Here the
multipole scale of a few0? corresponds to the patch size X 1
ded’), the fundamental block of the survey footprints. At multi-
poles? 2, afew10?, the convolved power spectra become similar
to the true spectrum to within 5 per cent in the amplitude. &sloe
found from the lower panel, the best configuration cleartwahthe
smaller scatter at each multipole bin among the 1000 realiza
than that of the worst configuration or more generally a carhpa
geometry.

Fig.[13 shows the cumulativg/N for the best and worst con-
figurations of 100 or 1000 sq. deg. area in [Elg. 8. The bestgonfi
uration allows a highef/N of the power spectrum measurement
over the range of multipoles, from the linear to non-linesgimes.
Thus the sparse sampling allows an access to the largeraangul
(lower multipole) scale@@%). For the case of IpQis-
grees (the left panel in Fifl 8), the angular extent of théediht

100 |- §
i esep
r [ ]
[ 20deg ::::oo
10 deg 000000
| 5 deg
2 deg 00000000
L 1deg o
0deg -
S/N 10 -_ 25209 ]
r e simulation
r .‘.:. o o log-normal
L !... .. ...
o _ o ¢%° ¢
[ < %° 8 Gaussian
_.,-.. ’zc. ° for lv()Odeg2
’ e/ Gaussian
° for all sky
1 .|||||||| 2 Al ol L1l
10 100 1000 10000
l max

Figure 13. The cumulativeS/N for the different configurations as a func-
tion of the separation angi.p in Fig.[I2. The dotted and solid curves
show theS/N values expected for a Gaussian field, for the effective afrea o
100 or all sky, respectively.

The continuous geometry, given by no separattqr,(= 0), yields
the smallesiS/N. The wider separation angle (largge,) allows
an access to the Fourier modes over the wider range of migi§ipo
from the linear to nonlinear regimes. If the separation amgimore
than5 degrees, the SSC effect can be mitigated.

We have so far considered the fixed patch sizg, 1 sq. de-
grees. We have checked that, if the finer patch size is addpted
the fixed total area, the best configuration further imprakiegotal
information content of the power spectrum measurement iner

patches is about 10000 sg. degrees (or 100 deg. on a side). Theyider range of multipole bins. We also note that the resuéthave

figure shows that th&/V is close to the Gaussian expectation for
the effective areal0000 sq. degrees or all-sky area in the left or
right panels, respectively. To be more precise the covegiana-
trix in this regime is approximated &, = 2Cw (£)*6/5 /N, with
N = 27AL/[(271)? /Qest], WhereQ.g is the effective area.

The sparse-sampling, by construction, can not probe Fourie

shown qualitatively hold for different source redshifts,= 0.6 —
15.

5 CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

modes over the range of intermediate angular scales such adn this paper we have studied how the accuracy of weak lensing

10 £ ¢ 5 afew 1G in our case. In this intermediate range, the
S/N value is flat and does not increase with increading.. On
the other hand, at the angular scales smaller than the pateh s
(¢ 2 a few 10?), the power spectrum measurement arises from
Fourier modes inside each patch. At the small scales, thesE8&
becomes significant. The figure clearly shows that the bestgo
uration allows for a factor 2 — 2.5 great8f N atlmax 2 10° than
in the worst configuration. Also notice that, as can be foundhf
the left panel, the best-configuration gives the highieN than in
the elongated rectangular geometrylok 100 sqg. degrees, whose
shortest side length is the same as the patch size. Thusdhgesp
sampling strategy yields a higher precision of the powecpm
measurement than a continuous geometry, for the fixed tagal a
Finally, we further study the advantage of the sparse saigpli
strategy for the power spectrum measurement. Assuminghhbat
100 patches (each patchlix 1 sq. degrees) is regularly distributed
and different patches are regularly separated by the @nglérom
each other as given in Fig112, Figld13 shows how $i&V value
of power spectrum measurement changes with the separatiys a

power spectrum measurement varies with different surveynge
tries. We have used the 1000 realizations of weak lensingsmap
and the analytical model, assuming the log-normal modelapa
proximates non-Gaussian features seen in the weak lengial fi
for ACDM model. Since the SSC effect arising from super-survey
modes dominates the non-Gaussian covariance in the range of
¢ ~ 103, the key quantity to determine its survey geometry depen-
dence is the variance of the mean convergence mode in theysurv
region, (ow)* = (R ), wherekw = (1/Qs) [d°0W (0)r(6).

We showed that an optimal survey geometry can be found by look
ing for a geometry to minimizéow )? for a fixed total area. We
used the formulation in Takada & Hu (2013) to analyticallyide

the power spectrum covariance and then used the analyt&dicp
tion to confirm the finding from the simulated maps.

We showed that, for a fixed total area, the optimal survey ge-
ometry can yield a factor 2 improvement in the cumulaiyev of
power spectrum measurement, integrated ufita ~ 10°, com-
pared to theS/N in a compact geometry such as square and cir-
cular shaped geometries. Furthermore, by taking a spargaisg
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strategy, we can increase the dynamic range of multipoléban
power spectrum measurement, e.g., by a factor 100 in thetietfe
survey area, if the survey field is divided into 100 patchegaiA,
in this case, the optimal survey design can be found by lapfan
a configuration of 100 patches to minimize the variafweg )>.

Our results might imply an interesting application for upco
ing surveys. For example, the LSST or Euclid surveys are cighe
performing an almost all-sky imaging survey. If these syswaedopt
a sparse-sampling strategy with a few per cent filling fastdhe
first few years (Fid.18), the few per cent data might allow the/gr
spectrum measurements with an equivalent statisticalgioecto
that of the all-year data, i.e. enabling the desired cosgicébanal-
ysis very quickly. Then it can fill up unobserved fields betwéee
different patches in the following years. Thus, while thmeaall-
sky data is obtained in the end, taking a clever survey slyateer
years might allow for a quicker cosmological analysis wita par-
tial data in the early phase of the surveys.

In order to have the improved precision in the power spectrum

measurement with the optimal survey design, we need to prop-

erly understand the effect of the survey window functionrdal-

ity, inhomogeneous depth and masking effects need to bepyop
taken into account. The sparse sampling causes sideloltég in
Fourier-transformed window function, causing a mixtureddf
ferent Fourier modes in the power spectrum measuremerd (als

see8). The effect of the side lobes also needs to be

taken into account, when comparing the measurement with the
ory. Throughout this paper we simply adopted the sharp windo
function: 1/ (8) = 0 or 1 (see the sentences around[Eqg. 7). To re-
duce the mode-coupling due to the sharp window, we may want
to use an apodization of the window function, which is an aper
tion to smooth out the sharp window, e.g. with a Gaussiantfonc

in order to filter out high-frequency modes. With such an dgped
tion method, we can make the window-convolved power spettru
closer to the true power spectrum at a given multipole bingckvh

may be desired in practice when comparing the measured power

spectrum with theory. However, the effective survey areaefeses
and it degrades the extracted information content oiSY¥ value

at the price. Thus an optimal window function needs to beaxypl

depending on scientific goals of a given survey.

Throughout this paper, we have employed the simple log-
normal model to approximate the weak lensing field in@DM
model. We believe that the results we have found are valid eve
if using the full ray-tracing simulations. However, the taorce
approach requires huge-volumé&body simulations to simulate a
wide-area weak lensing survey as well as requires the maligae
tions. This would be computationally expensive. This peablcan
be studied by using a hybrid method combining the numericdl a
analytical methods ih_Li et all (2014a) and Takada & Hu (2013)
b) showed that a super-box mode can be iedlud
by introducing an apparent curvature paramegr, given in terms
of the super-box mod#,, and then solving an evolution éf-body
particles in the simulation under the modified backgrounpaex
sion. As shown in_Takada & Hi (2013), since the dependence of
the SSC effect on survey geometry is determined mainly by the
variance(ow )?, we can easily compute the variance by using the
analytical prediction for the input linear power spectruia [22) or
using the simulation realizations of linear convergende fiehus,
by combining these methods, we can make a more rigorous sfudy
the survey geometry optimization for upcoming wide-areaeys,
at a reasonable computational expense.

Although we have studied the problem for a two-dimensional
weak lensing field, the method in this paper can be appliedto-a
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vey optimization problem for a three-dimensional galaxgsteft
survey. Again various galaxy redshift surveys are beingmda

(e.glTakada et &l. 2014), and the projects are expensitiérbiime

and cost, so the optimal survey design is important to egplor
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APPENDIX A: TRISPECTRUM OF LOG-NORMAL CONVERGENCE FIELD

Let us consider the log-normal convergence fielits mean is zero and its statistics is characterized byvtioegaoint correlation function,
&12 = £(|601 — 02]|) = (k(01)K(02)). Then, the four-point correlation af can be written in terms of as (Hilbert et al. 2011),

(K(01)K(02)K(03)K(04)) = 12834 + 13824 + 14823 + [{12«513{14 + &12€13824 + £12813834 + 12814823 + 12814834

+ &12823824 + 12623834 + 13814823 + 13814804 + 513523524 + £13823834 + 14623824 + 14623834 + 12824834

+&13824634 + E14824834] + O (54/53) (A1)
The first three terms are disconnected parts, while the @ther connected parts which are leading correction ternsgg@rfrom non-
Gaussianity. We ignore the higher-order terms sifjes; is usually very small. This approximation corresponds e $implified log-normal
approximation” in Hilbert et al. (2011). By performing Faertransform, we have

(R(£1)F(£2)R(£3)R (L)) = C(£1)C (€3)05 (£12)5D (£34) + C(£1)C (£2)6D (£13) 0 (€24) + C(£1)C (€2) 07 (£14)6D (£23)
om)?

% [C(61)C(L2)C(£3) + C(£1)C(£2)C(£a) + C(£1)C(£3)C(La) + C(£2)C(€3)C(La) + C(L2)C(£4)C (£12)

+ 0(42)0(43)0(412) + C(l3)C(Ls)C(lrs) + C(€2)C(€s)C(lrs) + C(Ls)C(La)C (Lra) + C(£2)C (L) C(£14)

C(6)C(L2)C(La3) + C(£1)C(£3)C(L23) + C(£1)C(£2)C(l2a) + C(€1)C(€a)C(las) + C(£1)C (La)C (L34)

+C(61)C(£3)C (€34)] 65 (L1234) + O (C* /k5) (A2)
where ¢;; = ¢; + £; and &JM = 4 + £; + £, + £;. The trispectrum is defined as the connected part of the ahowion,
< (21) ( )’%(ZS) (24)> ( ) T(£17e27£37e4)6]3(£1234) Then we have,

+

(31,32,&3,34) = % [0(41)0(42)0(43) + 0(41)0(42)0(44) + 0(41)0(43)0(44) + 0(42)0(43)0(44)
O

+ C(£2)C(La)C(l12) + C(L2)C(€3)C(lr2) + C(€3)C(La)C(lrs) + C(£2)C(L3)C(€13) + C(€3)C(£a)C (L1a)

+ C(l2)C(€s)C(lra) + C(l)C(€2)C(L23) + C () C(43)C (L23) + C(€1)C(£2)C(baa) + C(£1)C(La)C(l2a)

+C(41)C(£a)C (L3a) + C(£1)C(l3)C (L3a)] - (A3)

1)C
In a particular configuration of; + £2 = £3 + £4 = 0, the trispectrum has a simple form,
1
)
0

T (1, —L1, €2, —£2) = —5 [2C(£1)C(L2) {C(€1) + C(L2)} + {C(€1) + C(€2) }* {C (|1 + £2]) + C(|€1 — £2])}] . (A4)
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Figure B1. The cumulativeS/N measured from the ray-tracing simula-
tions for A\CDM model and source redshift. = 1, taken fron|_Sato et Al.
). The different color symbols show the results fofedént geome-
tries: the square-shaped geometry with areéi25 x 0.625 deg? (black),
and the rectangular-shaped geometries with the same arteaitb differ-
ent side ratios)).078 x 5 (red),0.156 x 2.5 (green), and).312 x 1.25 ded?
(blue), respectively. The solid curves are the Gaussian predictions.

APPENDIX B: RESULTS: ACDM RAY-TRACING
SIMULATIONS

In most part of this paper we have used the simulated conveege
maps for the log-normal model. Our method allows us to simu-
late the convergence field over a wide area (all-sky areajeby
including all the Fourier modes from very small scales to all
sky scales, and to simulate many realizations at a compuotaly
cheap cost. However, the log-normal model is an empiricaleho
to mimic the lensing field for a\CDM model. In this appendix
we use the ray-tracing simulationst|aL__dZOOg) tolyst
whether the results we show hold for a more realistic lenfeid.

Each of the 1000 realizations|in Sato €t @009) has an area
of 5 x 5 sqg. degrees in square shaped geometry, and is given in
20482 grids (each grid size is 0.15 arcmin on a side). As can be
found from Fig. 1 in I@OQ), the ray-tracing siaaul
tions were done in a light cone of aréax 5deg?, viewed from
an observer position (z = 0). The projected mass densitysfield
in intermediate-redshift slices were generated from Nybsidh-
ulations which have a larger simulation box than the volume c
ered by the light cone. Hence the lensing fields have conioihsi
from the mass density field of scales outside the ray-trasing
ulation area, although, exactly speaking, the modes autdid
N-body simulation box were not included. Thus the ray-tngci
simulations include the SSC effect. As discussed in Se@&iof
I.9), the ray-tracing simulation would not beedi-
able at¢ 2 6000 due to the resolution issue of the original N-body
simulations. However, since we are interested in the etiedif-
ferent survey geometries, we below use the simulations dowre
pixel scale.

Although the ray-tracing simulation map is in small argéa
ded’), we want to study a wide range of different geometries avail
able from the simulated map. Here we consider a square-@hape
geometry 0f0.625 x 0.625(= 0.39) sq. degrees and rectangular-

shaped geometries of different side ratio$78 x 5, 0.156 x 2.5,
and0.312 x 1.25 ded?, which have the side ratios of 1:64, 1:16 and
1:4, respectively. Thus these areas are much smaller ttz@roth
planned weak lensing surveys. For this small area, the SfeCt ef
arises from the average convergence mode in the nonlingianeg
rather than the linear regime, and the SSC contributioriveléo
the standard covariance terms is relatively smaller thaeeted
for a wider area survey (see Fig. 1in Takada &Hu 2013). Thes th
dynamic range of different geometries is smaller than inltige
normal simulations, where we studied down to 1:400 ratig.[Bll
shows the cumulativé/N for the different geometries. For this
plot, we used the 1000 realizations for source redshift 1. The
covariance matrix is reliably estimated by using the 10Q0iza-
tions. The multipole range we studied is all in the nonlimegime,
due to the small are® (39 sqg. degrees). For comparison, the solid
curves show the&/N values expected for the Gaussian field for
each geometry, which is computed by accounting for the numbe
of Fourier modes available for each multipole bin. All thenala-
tion results are much below the Gaussian expectation, mgamat
the non-Gaussian errors significantly degradej\& value over
the range of multipoles. Comparing the results for diffeg@ome-
tries shows a clear trend that the more elongated geometigsya
higherS/N value; about 40% highe$/N value atlmax ~ 2000
inthe0.078 x 5 ded than in the0.625 x 0.625 ded. Thus these
results qualitatively confirm our finding based on the logrmal
distribution. To check these for a wider area comparablé thiat

of upcoming surveys requires ray-tracing simulations dfomea
much wider area.
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