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ABSTRACT

W e m odelweak gravitationallensing oflightby large-scalestructure using ray tracing through N-body

sim ulations. The m ethod is described with particular attention paid to num ericalconvergence. W e

investigate som e ofthe key approxim ations in the m ulti-plane ray tracing algorithm . O ur sim ulated

shear and convergence m aps are used to explore how wellstandard assum ptions about weak lensing

hold,especially nearlargepeaksin the lensing signal.

Subjectheadings: weak lensing,cosm ology-theory

1. IN TRO D U CTIO N

W eak gravitationallensing is becom ing an indispens-

able toolin m odern cosm ology. Building on early work

by G unn (1967), Blandford et al. (1991) and M iralda-

Escude(1991)showedthattheshearand m agni�cationare

on theorderofafew percentin popularcosm ologies,which

isnow within reach ofobservations. Indeed detectionsof

shear correlations by severalgroups (Bacon et al.2000;

Van W aerbeke etal.2000a;Rhodesetal.2001;Hoekstra

etal.2002;Brown etal.2002;Jarvisetal.2003)indicate

the dram atic progressbeing m ade in observationalpower

and precision. O ther projects,such asthe CFHT legacy

survey1,theDeep LensSurvey2,and NOAO deep survey3

and proposed projectssuch asSNAP4,DM T/LSST5,and

Pan� STARRS6 willcontinue this trend asthey m ap the

shear on large fractions ofthe sky. In order for the full

scienti�c return from lensing to be realized,both funda-

m entaltheoryand dataanalysistechniquesm ustkeep pace

with theseobservationaladvances.

In principlethee�ectexploited by thesesurveysissim -

ple:gravitationallensingoflightraysby foreground large-

scale structure m agni�es and shears the im ages ofback-

ground galaxies,and thisdistortion can bem apped topro-

videinform ation onthem atterdistribution and cosm ologi-

calm odel.Likethecosm icm icrowavebackground(CM B),

thetheory ofweak lensing issim pleand clean (seeBartel-

m ann & Schneider2001orM ellier1999fora review).Un-

like the the CM B,however,lensing on sub-degree scales

probeslarge-scalestructurein thenon-linearregim eand a

fulldescription hasnotbeen achieved through purely an-

alyticm eans.Fortunately,on scalesrelevantto weak lens-

ing,thehierarchicalgrowth ofstructurecan beaccurately

sim ulated using N-body m ethods. The lensing e�ect of

thisstructurecanthen becom puted directlybyraytracing

through the sim ulation. In thispaperwe describe an im -

plem entation ofsuch a m ethod,building upon thework of

(Blandford etal.1991;W am bsganss,Cen & O striker1998;

Couchm an,Barber,& Thom as 1998;Fluke,W ebster,&

1http://www.cfht.hawaii.edu/Science/CFH LS
2http://dls.bell-labs.com /
3http://www.noao.edu/noao/noaodeep/
4http://snap.lbl.gov
5http://www.dm telescope.org/dark hom e.htm l
6http://www.ifa.hawaii.edu/pan-starrs/

M ortlock 1998;Ham ana,M artel& Futam ase 2000;Jain,

Seljak,& W hite2000;W hite& Hu 2000;Barber,Thom as,

Couchm an,& Fluke 2000;Ham ana & M ellier2001;Hen-

nawi et al. 2001; Padm anabhan, Seljak, & Pen 2002).

O ur goalis to quantify the num ericalprecision of such

algorithm s,and to investigate the com putationalcost of

achieving a given theoreticalprecision.

Theoutlineofthepaperisasfollows.In x2weintroduce

the weak lensing form alism and in x3 wedescribeourim -

plem entation ofam ulti-planeray-tracingalgorithm .In x4

we presentsom e basic resultsforcom parison to previous

work whilein x5 weevaluatethenum ericalconvergenceof

thealgorithm .Som einteresting physicalresultsaregiven

in x6 beforeweconclude in x7.

2. W EA K LEN SIN G FO R M A LISM

W em akeuseofa m ultiplelensplanealgorithm in order

to sim ulatethedistortion and m agni�cation e�ectoffore-

ground m atter on background light rays. In the follow-

ing section,we provide a sum m ary ofequations directly

relevant to this paper (see Jain,Seljak,& W hite (2000)

or Schneider, Ehlers, & Falco (1992) for a m ore thor-

oughtreatm ent)and then describeourraytracingm ethod.

Note thatwe adoptunits where c = 1,and we willwork

in com oving coordinates.

In auniversegoverned by theRobertson-W alkerm etric,

thechangein direction ofa lightray propagating through

spaceis:

d~� = � 2r ? � d� (1)

whered~� isthebend angle,r ? denotesthespatialgradi-

entperpendicularto the path ofthe lightray,� is the 3

dim ensionalpeculiargravitationalpotential,and � isthe

radialcom oving coordinate.

The changein position on a planeperpendicularto the

line ofsightat a position � due to a deection d~� at �0

is:

d~x(�)= r(� � �
0)d~�(�0) (2)

wherer(�)isthecom ovingangulardiam eterdistance.In-

tegrating to get~x(�)and then dividing by r(�)yields:

~�(�)=
� 2

r(�)

Z �

0

d�
0
r(� � �

0)r ? � + ~�(0) (3)

1
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2 Sim ulating weak lensing

where ~�(�) is the angular position of the light ray at

com oving coordinate �. The 2 � 2 distortion m atrix,

A ij � @�i(�)=@�j(0),isgiven by:

A ij = � 2

Z �

0

d�
0
g(�0;�)r ir j� + �ij (4)

wherewe m akeuse ofthe de�nition:

g(�0;�)�
r(� � �0)r(�0)

r(�)
(5)

Thism atrix isnorm ally decom posed as:

A =

�

1� � � 1 � 2 � !

� 2 + ! 1� � + 1

�

(6)

where � is the convergence, is the shear,and ! is the

rotation.

The gravitationalpotential,�0,is related to the m ass

density,�,through Poisson’sequation:

r
2
�
0= 4�G a2� (7)

wherethegradientiswith respecttocom ovingcoordinates

(that’swhy there’san a2 on therighthand side)and �0is

the sum ofa sm ooth background potential �� and the lo-

calpeculiarpotential�.W e can subtractthe background

term sand use r 2�� = 4�G ��,where �� isthe m ean density

in the region,and substitute a3�� = ��0 to �nd

r
2
� =

4�G ��0

a

�

�

��
� 1

�

: (8)

Ifwethen de�netherelativem assoverdensity,� � �=��� 1,

and substitute ��0 = 3H 2
0
m =8�G weobtain

r
2
� =

3H 2
0
m �

2a
: (9)

In the discreteapproxim ation,the intervalbetween the

source and the observer is divided into distinct regions

separated by a com oving distance ��.The relative m ass

overdensity in a given region isthen projected onto a lens

plane within the region and perpendicular to the line of

sight.An e�ectivetwodim ensionalgravitationalpotential,

 = 2
R

� d�,isde�ned on the thisplane,enabling a two

dim ensionalPoisson equation relating  and the m atter

contentin the region to be written as

r
2
 = 3H 2

0
m � (10)

where� =
R

� d� istheprojected twodim ensionalrelative

m assoverdensity.Eqs(3)and (4)then becom e

~�n = �

n�1
X

m = 1

r(�n � �m )

r(�n)
r ?  m + ~�1

A n = I�

n�1
X

m = 1

g(�m ;�n)U m A m (11)

whereU m isthesheartensorin them th region de�ned by

Uij �
@2 m

@xi@xj
(12)

Itwillbe usefulto decom pose the distortion m atrix ata

given plane into two com ponents (Seitz,Schneider,and

Ehlers 1994) B n and C n such that for a zero curvature

universe(assum ed hereafter):

A n+ 1 � I� B n + C n

B n = B n�1 + �nU nA n

C n =
�n

�n+ 1
(C n�1 + �nU nA n) (13)

3. R AY -TR ACIN G A LG O R ITH M

Thegoalofourweaklensingalgorithm istosim ulatethe

deection and distortion thatlightrayswould experience

asthey propagatethrough an interveningm atterdistribu-

tion thatisstatistically sim ilartothatoftherealuniverse.

In thissection we describe two di�erentim plem entations

oftheweak lensing algorithm :�rst,a standard im plem en-

tation based on m ultiple projected-m asslensplanes,and

then a second,three-dim ensionalversion. The m odeling

ofthe m assdistribution isdiscussed in x5.

3.1. Standard (2D)algorithm

Thestandard im plem entation consistsofcreatingatwo-

dim ensionalprojected m ass plane from an N-body sim u-

lation,com puting theposition,propagation direction,and

distortion m atrix on the plane foreach ray,and then re-

peating the processuntilthe rayshave been traced from

the observer to the source. Here is a m ore detailed de-

scription:

1. W e begin by using an N-body sim ulation (which we

describe later)to create the structure responsible forthe

lensing. Since lensing is only sensitive to density uctu-

ations perpendicular to the line ofsight,the sim ulation

m ustresolvestructureson length scales� ��,where � is

a typicalsurvey depth,and � isthe desired angularreso-

lution.Light-raysfrom redshiftsofinterestm usttherefore

travelthousandsofM pcthrough structuresresolved below

M pc scales.

Itiscurrently com putationally very expensive to sim u-

lateboth scalessim ultaneously,but,fortunately,thisisnot

necessary.Sincethereislittle lensing poweron very large

scales,it m akes no sense to sim ulate huge boxes whose

pieces are alm ost independent. W e em ploy a technique

(com m on in theliterature)in which wesim ulatea volum e

which islargeenough to be a fairsam ple ofthe universe,

yet sm allenough to provide su�cient sm allscale resolu-

tion atreasonablecost.In thissim ulation,m assparticles

in a box evolvein tim eundertheinuenceofgravity,and

thepositionsoftheparticlesarerecorded attim eintervals

corresponding to regular intervals in com oving distance.

These outputboxesarethen used to create the m assdis-

tribution to be traced through. Note thatsince each box

isactually thesam em atterdistribution atdi�erentstages

ofevolution,carem ustbe taken to avoid tracing overthe

sam estructuresm orethan once.

2. A selected num beroflightraysto be traced are then

initialized at the observerfor a square �eld ofview. For

eachray,wetracktheposition~x,thepropagationdirection

~�n relativeto thelineofsight,and them atricesB and C
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from equation (13). The recursion relations (Eq.11) for

A n and ~�n requireasinputsthe previousvaluesforr ?  

and U ,allofwhich need to be stored.However,wem ake

useofa lessm em ory intensivealgorithm forthedistortion

m atrix based on Eq.(13)in which wetrack thevaluesthe

decom posed distortion m atrix B and C foreach ray.Each

iteration requires as a new input only the current value

ofU ateach ray location,which m ay then be discarded.

Sim ilarly, by tracking ~�n, we require only one value of

r ?  ata tim e.

3.Next,weselectthesourceredshiftand thenum berof

lensplaneswe wish to use. Note thatthe sourcesare all

initialized atthesam eredshift,and theplanesareequally

spaced in com oving distance.Thissetsthe com oving dis-

tance between planes,��. W e create a lens plane from

an N-body sim ulation box using the following technique.

W e selectthe N-body particle dum p closestin com oving

distance to that ofthe desired lens plane,and then ran-

dom ly choose the x,y,orz axisasthe propagation axis,

�.A two-dim ensionalN � N lensplanegrid isthen created

by projecting m assparticlesfrom the N-body sim ulation

in a direction parallelto the � axis onto a plane at the

desired com oving distance,and then recording the m ass

onto the grid locationsusing a cloud in cell(CIC)assign-

m entschem e. Allofthe particlesin the box within 1
2
��

ofthe desired plane are used to m ake the grid,which is

then norm alized by them ean density.Theprojected �eld

isthusa squareofsidelength equalto thatofthe box.

The origin ofthe lensplane israndom ly selected. This

origin shiftisfacilitated by the factthatthe N-body sim -

ulation usesperiodicboundary conditions,and wecan use

thisperiodicity to re-m ap them assdensity aboutany ori-

gin we choose. This process ofrotation and origin shift

m akesitunlikely thatthe sam e structureswillbe traced

repeatedly. Note that both the origin and orientation of

the axes are m aintained untilthe box is traced allthe

way through,atwhich pointthe box isre-random ized,so

thatconsecutive lensplanesare m ade from a m atterdis-

tribution thatiscontinuouseverywhereexceptatthe box

boundaries.

A variation of this technique, to our knowledge pre-

sented here for the �rst tim e, and which we m ake use

offorcom parison,avoidsintroducing thesediscontinuities

entirely.Thepropagation direction isselected atan angle

relative to one ofthe box axes. The rays are initialized

abouta centralline ofsightalong thisdirection,and the

lensplanesarecreated perpendicularto thecentrallineof

sightand with theiroriginson it. The angle ischosen so

thattherays,traced from theobservertothesource,never

propagatethrough thesam evolum etwice.However,since

theboxesareneverrotated,noristhereanyrandom origin

shift,thelensplanesarem adefrom a m atterdistribution

thatiscontinuouseverywhere.

4. The two com ponentgradientofthe potentialr  and

the fourcom ponentsofthe m atrix U are then com puted

on thegrid.Thisisdoneby �rsttaking theFouriertrans-

form ation ofthe m assdensity plane,then taking the �rst

orsecond derivatives,respectively,and com puting the in-

verse transform ation. W e do this by m aking use ofthe

relation ofrealspace derivativesin Fourierspace,forex-

am ple

@ (x)

@x
= � i

Z

kx
~ (k)e�i

~k�~x
d
2
k (14)

5.The position ~xn foreach ray on the plane iscom puted

using the stored values~xn�1 and ~�n�1 .ValuesforU and

r  are then assigned at each ray position,again using

a CIC assignm ent schem e,and the new deection angle

~�n = ~�n�1 + �~� n isthen com puted where

�~� = � r  (15)

follows from Eq.(1). The distortion m atrix A n is tem -

porarilycreated from stored valuesofB n�1 and C n�1 and

used along with U n to create the new valuesB n and C n

foreach ray on the plane.

6.The processisrepeated untileach ray istraced allthe

way back to itssource,thusensuring thatalltherayswill

m eet at the observer,and the �nalangularposition and

distortion m atrix arerecorded foreach ray.

Clearly,one lim itation ofany algorithm based on lens

planes is that the light rays them selves do not allprop-

agate in precisely the sam e direction and cannot allbe

perpendicularto a given lensplane.Theweak lensing for-

m alism ofthe previoussection callsforthe calculation of

derivativesperpendicularto thelightrayspropagation di-

rection,so them ultiplelensplanealgorithm isnecessarily

only approxim atein thisrespect.

3.2. Extended (3D)algorithm

W ehavecreated asecond versionoftheray-tracingalgo-

rithm thatisfullythree-dim ensional,and thereforedoesn’t

su�erfrom thisdrawback.Itisquite sim ilarto the stan-

dard im plem entation in m ostrespects,and m akes use of

the sam e N-body particle dum ps. Here isa briefdescrip-

tion.

1.Thesourceredshiftischosen and lightraysin a square

�eld ofview areinitialized atthe observer.Asbefore,we

willtrack the position and propagation direction ofeach

ray,and also the m atricesB and C . Note thatthese are

still2 � 2 m atrices,since, like the m atrix A , they still

describethe distortion ofa two-dim ensionalim age.

2.Them atterdistribution from theparticledum p nearest

in redshiftto thecurrentposition ism apped onto a three-

dim ensionalregulargrid using a CIC assignm entschem e,

and the grid isthen norm alized by the m ean density. As

before,it’sim portantnotto re-tracethesam estructures,

so the box orientations and origins are random ly reas-

signed,when necessary,to avoid this.

3. The relationship in Fourier space between � and � is

used to calculate the three �rst derivatives and six in-

dependent second derivatives of� at each point on the

grid. These derivativesare then evaluated using the CIC

m ethod ateach rayposition.Thecom ponentsperpendicu-

lartoeach raydirection arecalculated ateach rayposition

and used to update the valuesofB ,C and ~�n.The rays

arethen projected forward by apre-selected com ovingdis-

tance,and the derivativesare then evaluated atthe new

positions. Thisprocessisrepeated untilitbecom estim e

to use the nextparticledum p.
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Fig. 1.| (left) A n im age ofthe convergence � from a single realization for a 2� �eld ofview. The greyscale is linear in �,ranging from

white (� = � 0:04) to black (� � 0:7). R egions ofhigh convergence are due to m assive structures (typically clusters ofgalaxies) along the

line-of-sight. (right) The shear �eld  for the sam e realization,exaggerated for clarity (the m agnitude ofthe shear is at the percent level).

N ote that the shear istangentialaround regions ofhigh convergence.

4. BA SIC R ESU LTS

Beforewediscussthenum ericalconvergenceofourtech-

nique,we present som e basic science results. These are

broadly in agreem ent with sim ilar studies presented by

(Jain,Seljak,& W hite 2000;Ham ana,M artel,& Futa-

m ase2000;W hite& Hu 2000)asweelucidatelater.Fig.1

isan exam ple ofthe convergence(�)and shear()m aps

thatresultfrom the ray-tracing procedure.Them apsare

2� on a sideand contain 20482 linesofsight.Theaverage

m agnitude ofthe convergence and shear is about 1:8% ,

closeto thelevelpredicted by Blandford etal.(1991)and

M iralda-Escude(1991).

In the following section we describe these �elds. W e

begin by presenting the 1-pointdistribution,and dem on-

stratethattherearenotlikely to be any unlensed im ages

at high redshiftfor this cosm ology. W e then presentthe

powerspectrum ,which we �nd to be consistentwith the

Born and Lim ber approxim ations. W e then discuss the

skewness(S3)and the kurtosis(S4),which are given asa

function ofangularsm oothing scale. W e conclude with a

description ofthe convergencepeaksin ourm aps.

The lowestorderstatistic forthe m apsisthe distribu-

tion ofthe shearam plitude orconvergence.W e show two

typicalexam ples in Fig.2 in term s ofthe m agni�cation,

which in the weak lensing lim it is sim ply � = 1 + 2�.

This is com pared to the ‘universal’form ofW ang,Holz,

& M unshi(2002) in x6. The average m agnitude ofthe

convergence over10 realizationsis 0.018,consistentwith

the expectation ofa weak lensing e�ecton the orderofa

few percent. The m ean and variance ofthe convergence

are -0.002 and 7:5� 10�4 ,respectively. The m inim um �

Fig. 2.| (top)A typicalm agni�cation PD F from oursim ulation

(squares)com pared with theprediction (solid line)using them ethod

of W ang, H olz, & M unshi (2002). The curves typically agree to

within � 5% nearthepeaksand � 20% in thehigh � tails.(bottom )

A second exam plewherethem odelPD F isshifted on the horizontal

axis with respect to that ofthe sim ulation. This occurs frequently

in ourm aps.The shape ofthe m easured PD F isstillwell�tby the

prediction ofthe m odel(solid line),as can be seen when this curve

isshifted in � (dashed line).
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for any ofour realizations was � 0:049,which is greater

than the ‘em pty beam ’value (an em pty beam is a path

from the source to the observerwhich issu�ciently void

ofm atterthatgravitationalinteractionsm ay be ignored)

of� 0:064 forourcosm ology,consistentwith thefactthat

allthe light rays in our sim ulations are lensed to som e

extent.

The shear correlations,from which cosm ologicalinfer-

ences are usually drawn,are shown in Fig.3 in term s of

angularpowerspectra.Figure3showsthepowerspectrum

of(�)vs.thespectra oftheE-m odeoftheshear(E )and

ofthe rotation (!) for one ofour sim ulated m aps. The

shearE-m ode isde�ned to be the curlfree com ponentof

the sheartensor,and iseasily calculated in Fourierspace

using

~E (~k)=
(k2x � k2y)~1(

~k)+ 2kxky~2(~k)

k2x + k2y
(16)

wherethetildedenotestheFouriertransform .The‘excess’

powerin � and E at‘� 200 isjusta uctuation in this

particularm ap.

O neofthem ostim portantpredictionsoftheweak lens-

ing approxim ation isthatthe shearm atrix A can be well

approxim ated using the2nd derivativesofa scalarpoten-

tial,aswould be the case ifonly a single lensplane were

used tocom puteit.Then A would besym m etric,! would

be zero,and E would equal�.Thus,in theweak lensing

regim e,thespectra of� and E arepredicted to benearly

equalto each other,and to be m uch larger than that of

!.W eagreewith earlierwork (e.g.JSW )in verifying this

basicassum ption ofweak lensing (Fig.3).

Figure 4 shows the angular power spectrum of � (at

various levels angular resolution) com pared to the sem i-

analytic result which m akes both the Born and Lim -

ber approxim ations. This result was �rst derived by

K aiser(K aiser1992)andextended byJain& Seljak(1997).

Fig. 3.| Theangularpowerspectra oftheconvergence�,curl-free

shearE ,and rotation ! (m ultiplied by 104)from one ofoursim u-

lated m aps.A spredicted forthe weak lensing regim e,the spectrum

of! is m uch less than the spectra of� and E ,which are nearly

equal.

W e presentitherein the form ofW hite & Hu (2000)

� 2
�(l)=

9�

4l

2
m H

4
0

Z

�
0
d�

0

�

g(�0;�)

a(�0)

�2

� 2
m (k;a) (17)

whereg(�0;�)isde�nedin Eq.(5),� 2
m (k)= k3P (k)=(2�2)

is the contribution to the m ass variance per logarithm ic

interval in wavenum ber and � 2
�(‘) = ‘2C‘=(2�) is the

contribution to �2rm s per logarithm ic intervalin angular

wavenum ber‘.

Theagreem entbetween thenum ericaland sem i-analytic

predictions is quite good, but not perfect. O ne reason

forthis could be thatin evaluating Eq.(17)we used the

m ethod ofPeacock & Dodds(1996)to com pute the non-

linearpowerspectrum P (k). Ascan be seen in Figure 5,

where we com pare this prediction with the m easured 3-

dim ensionalm atterpowerspectrum ofourN-body sim u-

lation,the Peacock & Dodds1996)�tting form ula isnot

exact.Ifwereplacethe� 2
m (k)in Eq.(17)with thevalues

actually m easured in oursim ulation,the discrepancy dis-

appears.W econcludethereforethattheBorn and Lim ber

approxim ations are consistent with the power spectrum

resultsfrom oursim ulations(we shallreturn to thisissue

in x6).

The m aps in Fig.1 are noticeably non-G aussian,with

identi�able objectsaccounting forlarge positive valuesof

theconvergence.The2-pointstatistics,such asthepower

spectra,thereforecannotcontain alloftheinform ation in

the m ap. Further cosm ologicalinform ation is contained

in the higherorderm om ents,howeverthe num berofde-

greesoffreedom rapidly becom eslargem aking itdi�cult

to presentallofthe inform ation.Forthisreason we shall

present only the ‘collapsed’N-point functions,and since

thenon-G aussianityism ostclearlym anifestin real(rather

Fig.4.| (top)Com parison oftheconvergenceangularpowerspec-

tra from the sim ulationsatvarying levelsofgrid resolution with the

sem i-analytic prediction com puted using the m ethod ofPeacock &

D odds (1996) and Eq.(17). The spectra are averages from 10 real-

izationsofourhigh resolution sim ulation,with � 2

�
� l(l+ 1)C l=2�,

for grids of 10242, 20482, and 40962 points, and a side length of

300h�1 M pc. (bottom ) The ratio ofthe spectra from our sim ula-

tions with the sem i-analytic prediction.
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Fig. 5.| (top) The 3-dim ensionalm atter power spectrum of3

boxes at selected redshifts for our high resolution sim ulation,com -

pared againstthe sem i-analytic prediction using the prescription of

Peacock & D odds (1996). (bottom ) The ratios of the sim ulated

spectra with the sem i-analytic prediction.

�8 S3(1
0) S3(4

0) S4(1
0) S4(4

0)

JSW 0.9 145 140 3.8 3.1

HM 0.9 118 110 2.9 2.6

W H 1.2 - 110 - 2.8

H2 0.9 138 114 4.5 3.4

VW a 1.0 138 120 4.1 2.8

VW b 0.8 155 140 5.8 4.6

v.W 0.9 140 127 - -

TJ 0.9 137 147 3.5 4.2

Table 1

T he skew ness and kurtosis reported by several
groups using simulations and analytical predictions
(see text). A ll are for 
 m = 0:3 = 1� 
 � and h = 0:7,
and w ith S4 given in units of 10

4. T he values for v.W
are for a semi-analytic interpolation betw een the

predictions of H yper-Extended Perturbation T heory
(H EPT ) and the perturbation theory result,w hile
T J report values using the H alo model approach.

A ll other values are for simulations.

than Fourier) space we shallpresent only real-space re-

sults.In Figure6weshow theskewnessand kurtosisofthe

convergenceon an angularscale�.Theseareobtained by

sm oothingthe� m apsusingtheIDL com m and SM O O TH,

which perform sa realspace boxcaraverage using square

apertureswith an integernum berofpixelson a side.W e

then calculatethe skewness

S3(�)=
h�3

�
i

h�2
�
i2

(18)

and the kurtosis

S4(�)=
h�4

�
i� 3h�2

�
i2

h�2
�
i3

(19)

by averaging overthe pixelsin a given �eld and then av-

eraging theresultsforten realizations.Individualrealiza-

tionsvary substantially,suggesting errorbarsof� 5% for

S3 and � 10% forS4,in line with the resultsofW hite &

Hu (2000).Figure7 showsthedependenceon scaleofthe

lower order m om ents for two cosm ologicalm odels which

di�eronly in the clustering strength,�8.

An accuratem easurem entofthehigherorderm om ents,

S3 and S4, from lensing m aps m ay provide im portant

constraints on the cosm ologicalparam eters 
m and �8
(Bernardeau,van W aerbeke,& M ellier1997;Jain & Sel-

jak 1997).In perturbation theory,thevarianceofthecon-

vergenceexhibitsa strong dependenceon both quantities,

whiletheskewnessand kurtosisareindependentofthelat-

ter. Although the independence ofS3 and S4 from �8 is

notexpected to hold on scalesofinterestwhere the lens-

ing signalcan be m easured,a jointm easurem entofthese

quantitiesshould stillbe usefulforbreaking the degener-

acy between 
m and �8 if the actualdependence can be

understood.Thishasm otivated e�ortstoextend skewness

and kurtosispredictionsto sm allerangularscales.

W e com pare som e ofthese calculations with a variety

ofnum ericalresults to assess the degree ofconvergence

between groups and m ethods. Table 1 presents S3 and

S4 reported by severalgroups,both from sim ulationsand

by analytic m eans. Allare for cosm ologicalm odels with


m = 0:3 = 1 � 
� and h = 0:7. The m om ents from

sim ulationsarefrom JSW ,HM (Ham ana & M ellier2001),

W H (W hite & Hu 2000),H2 (Ham ana 2003),and this

paper(VW ),while the lasttwo rowsare analytic predic-

tions. The �rst ofthese,v.W (van W aerbeke 2000b),is

for a sem i-analytic �t to N-body sim ulations which tries

to interpolate between the Hyper-Extended Perturbation

Theory (HEPT)prediction (Scoccim arro& Friem an 1999;

Hui1999)and theperturbation theory result.Thesecond,

TJ (Takada & Jain 2002),usesthe Halo m odelapproach.

W e note that the skewness in the highly non-linear

regim e is predicted by HEPT to vary as �
�0:4
8 . Lowest

orderperturbation theory predictsthatS3 and S4 would

be independent of�8. Ifwe adjust allofthe results to

�8 = 0:9 the disagreem entsare lessened (forexam ple us-

ing HEPT S3(1
0)would scale to 144 forVW a and to 148

for VW b). K eeping in m ind that the sim ulation results

have uncertainties of10% or so,the agreem ent between

groupsisquite good,though m orework needsto be done

ifwe are to obtain precision cosm ology from the higher

orderm om ents.
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Fig. 6.| (bottom ) The averaged skewness S3 and (top) kurtosis

S4 of the convergence for ten realizations of our high resolution

sim ulation,asa function ofsm oothing scale �.These are com puted

fortwo di�erentvalues ofinter-plane spacing �� forgridsof4096 2

(solid,dashed) and 20482 (dotted). A s in Figure 7,the kurtosis is

in units of104

Fig. 7.| The ten realization average (bottom ) variance, h�2i,

(m iddle) skewness,S3,and (top) kurtosis,S4,ofthe convergence

for our two high resolution sim ulations as a function ofsm oothing

scale �. For display purposes,S4 is in units of104,and h�
2
i is in

units of10�4 .

�m in # /deg

0.05 485

0.10 164

0.15 69.0

0.20 34.1

0.25 18.2

0.30 10.3

0.40 3.65

0.50 1.52

Table 2

T he average number of peaks in convergence (w ith
� > �m in) per 1

� � 1
� field.

Finallyitisinterestingtolookattheextrem aofthelens-

ing m aps.W elocated theconvergencepeaksforourm aps

by selecting allpixelswith � greatera selected threshold

convergence�m in,and then directly com paringtheconver-

gence ofnearby pixels within a radiusof0.3 arcm inutes.

The largestvalue wasthen selected asthe peak’scenter.

Table2showstheaveragenum berofpeaksin a1�� 1� �eld

for selected values of�m in. The average pro�le ofthese

peaksisroughly consistentwith thatofa projected NFW

pro�le(Bartelm ann 1996;Navarro,Frenk,& W hite1997).

5. N U M ER ICA L ISSU ES

The num ericalconvergence ofthe algorithm described

in the previous section is lim ited by the size and resolu-

tion oftheN-body sim ulation and by the�nitegridsused

to com putethedistortion and deection ofthelightrays.

In the following section,we m ake use ofthe powerspec-

trum asam etricin ordertotesttheselim itsundervarious

conditions,and to evaluate the basic ray-tracing im ple-

m entation againstthelessapproxim ateversions.W ethen

com m ent on the num ericalissues involving the skewness

and kurtosis.

5.1. N-body Sim ulations

W e use N-body sim ulations to calculate the evolution

ofthe dark m atterwhich governsthe form ation oflarge-

scale structure. W e use 3 sim ulations each ofa �CDM

m odel. The �rst sim ulation evolves 5123 particles in a

300h�1 M pcbox,usingtheTreePM -SPH code(seetheap-

pendixofW hite2002)butwithoutanySPH particles.The

cosm ologicalm odelischosen to providea reasonable�tto

a wide range ofobservations with 
m = 0:3,
� = 0:7,

H 0 = 100hkm s�1 M pc
�1

with h = 0:7, 
B h
2 = 0:02,

n = 1 and �8 = 1 (corresponding to �H = 5:3 � 10�5 ).

The sim ulation wasstarted atz = 60 and evolved to the

presentwith thefullphasespacedistribution dum ped ev-

ery 100h�1 M pc from z ’ 2 to z = 0. The gravitational

Fig. 8.| A sin the top panelofFigure 4,exceptthe convergence

spectra from ourhigh resolution sim ulation are now com pared with

those com puted using Eq.(20).
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force softening was ofa spline form ,with a \Plum m er-

equivalent" softening length of20h�1 kpc com oving,and

theparticlem assis1:7� 1010 h�1 M � .The3-d m asspower

spectrum ofthissim ulation isisgiven forselected redshifts

in Figure5.

W eusethissim ulation asour‘�ducial’m odelunlessoth-

erwisespeci�ed.To testthedependenceon theam plitude

ofthe power spectrum we also used a second sim ulation

which is identicalto the �rst except that the am plitude

ofclustering is reduced: �8 = 0:8. W e also m ake use of

a sm aller,lower resolution sim ulation for certain ofthe

num ericaltests described below. This �nalsim ulation is

sim ilarto the largeronesexceptthatitusesfewer(1283)

particlesand asm aller(128h�1 M pc)boxand itdum psthe

outputm orefrequently (every 25h�1 M pc).Thesoftening

length in thissim ulation is36h�1 M pc.

5.2. Large scale resolution

O urability to resolve large scale featuresis lim ited by

the�eld ofview ofourraytracing,andthereforebythesize

ofthe box ofthe N-body sim ulation and the distance to

the furthestlensplane.Atz = 1,thislim itis7.5 degrees

for our larger sim ulation and 3.2 degrees for our sm aller

one.However,m ostofourray tracing runswerem ade at

a �eld ofview of2 degrees. O nly a few m odes are avail-

able to contribute to the powerspectrum on large scales

for any given realization,leading to substantialvariation

for di�erent realizations. W e therefore generate m ultiple

realizations ofray tracing for an N-body sim ulation and

averagethem to obtain estim ateson largescales.Foreach

realization,we projectm assrandom ly along one ofthree

di�erentaxes,and then selectthe origin ofthe projected

planeatrandom .Depending on thedistancefrom theob-

server,only a fraction ofthis projected plane is used in

any given ray tracing realization.Forexam ple,a 2 degree

run on our larger sim ulation uses less than 2% ofa lens

plane at the peak ofthe lensing kernel. M ultiple nearly

Fig. 9.| A s in Figure 8,except for our low resolution N -body

sim ulation,which uses 1283 particles and has a box side length of

128h�1 M pc. The spectra are for grids of size 10242, 20482, and

40962.

independent realizationsare therefore possible using this

m ethod,and theresultscan beaveraged to obtain lensing

statistics.

5.3. Sm allscale resolution

The discrete nature ofourray tracing procedure intro-

ducesnum ericalsm oothingwhen weinterpolatem assden-

sity values from the N-body sim ulation onto the Fourier

grid. The N-body sim ulation is characterized by both a

�nitespatialresolution and by shotnoisedueto the�nite

particle num ber. To investigate the e�ect ofthis lim ita-

tion on the angularresolution ofthe powerspectrum ,we

m odelthe�niteresolution e�ectwith G aussian �ltersand

thereby m odify Eq.(17)so that� 2
m (k)isreplaced with

� 2
e(k)�

�

� 2
m (k)e

��
2

n
k
2

+
k3

2�2�n

�

e
��

2

g
k
2

(20)

where � 2
e(k) is an e�ective 3-d m ass power spectrum ,

k3=2�2�n is the analytic expression for the shot noise, �n

is the m ean particle num ber density,and �n and �g are

characteristic resolution lim its ofthe N-body sim ulation

and theFouriergrid,respectively.W e did not�nd itnec-

essarytointroduceaterm forshot-noiseon eachindividual

lensplane.

W e generate spectra using Eq. (20), norm alizing the

height to equalthat of the sim ulation at ‘ = 300. As

shown in Fig.8,the spectra generated in thism annerus-

ing �g = 0:54Lbox=N grid (corresponding to a fullwidth

halfm ax resolution of1.3 grid cells)and �n setequalto

zeroareagood �twith thosefrom ourhigh resolution sim -

ulation. Thissuggeststhatforthissim ulation the power

spectrum resolution islim ited by the grid and notby the

N-body resolution.Itisalso consistentwith ourexpecta-

tion thatthe Fouriergrid’sresolution isroughly equalto

itsspacing.

The lim its im posed by the N-body sim ulation can be

seeninthespectraofourlow resolutionsim ulation(Fig.9),

which are well approxim ated by those generated using

Eq.(20),with �g = 0:54Lbox=N grid as before,and �n =

50h�1 kpc,or5% ofthe m ean inter-particle spacing �n�
1

3 .

The three curvesare fordi�erentvaluesofN.The curve

forN = 1024 issim ilarto those ofFigure 8,howeverthe

rolloverisnow caused by both thegrid resolution and the

N-bodyresolution.ThecurvesatN = 2048and N = 4096

show substantially m orepowerathigh angularresolution.

This is because the noise term ,which is larger than the

signalfrom thisN-body sim ulation for‘’ 104 and above,

isno longersuppressed by the grid resolution.

The value for �n is independent ofgrid spacing and is

instead related to the resolution ofthe sim ulation. How-

ever,itisnotequaltothe\Plum m erequivalent"softening

length,which is 36h�1 kpc. To check this,we com puted

the 3-d m asspowerspectrum � 2
m (k)using the rebinning

techniqueofSm ith etal.(1999)forthreesim ulationswith

identicalinitialconditions but varying particle num ber.

W e �nd that�n = 0:05 �n�
1

3 does roughly reproduce the

rollo� in power between the m odels, though it clearly

doesn’tgetthewholeform rightbecausethe m odelshave

m orepowerathigh-k than this�ltersuggests.
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W e m ake use ofourlow resolution sim ulation to inves-

tigate the convergence ofthe algorithm with respect to

the num ber oflens planes used and to determ ine the ef-

fectofdecreasingtheredshift/tim eintervalbetween parti-

cle dum psoftheN-body sim ulation.Figure10 showsthe

powerspectrum ,averagedover10realizations,fordi�erent

valuesofinter-planespacing(��)and redshift/tim einter-

val(�t).A changein �� from 125h �1 M pc to 25h�1 M pc

produced a change in the powerspectrum roughly atthe

10% levelforthissim ulation (forourhigh resolution sim -

ulation this value was � 5% ), however, additional de-

creases in �� did not signi�cantly im prove the resolu-

tion. For a sim ilar change in �t,the spectra are within

1% ofeach other. Thisisnotsurprising,since structures

evolveon a scaleroughly equalto theHubbletim e,which

is m uch longer than the tim e it takes for light to travel

100h�1 M pc.

W e also wish to understand the num ericalresolution

ofthe weak lensing algorithm as it relates to the higher

order m om ents. Figure 6 shows the e�ect on S3 and S4
ofchangingtheFouriergrid resolution and theinter-plane

spacing��.Increasingtheresolution ofthegrid increases

the sm allangle powerin both the skewnessand kurtosis,

while decreasing �� increases their power over the full

range ofresolution. However,thise�ectseem sto be due

entirely to the decrease in the convergence variance h�2i,

while h�3iand h�4iareessentially una�ected.

5.4. Discontinuities

Theprocessofrotation and origin shifting foreach box

necessarily leads to discontinuities in the 3-dim ensional

m assdistributions,which m ay,in principle,introduce ar-

tifacts during ray-tracing runs. To investigate this pos-

sibility we traced through our large sim ulation using the

Fig. 10.| (top)Theconvergencepowerspectrum (averaged for10

realizations) ofour low resolution sim ulation using di�erent values

of com oving distance �� between lens planes and tim e intervals

�t between particle dum ps of the N -body sim ulation. The units

in both cases are h�1 M pc. (bottom ) The ratio ofthe two spectra

with �� = 125h �1 M pc with respect to the one with �� = �t=

25h�1 M pc.

\angle" m ethod described above.W e random ly selectthe

origin and orientation ofthe �rstbox and then trace the

raysthrough allthestacked boxeswithoutany furtherro-

tationsororigin shifts. The raysare then initialized in a

�eld ofview aboutacentrallineofsightthatisangled with

respecttotheboxestoavoid repeatingany structures,and

the lens planes are m ade so that they are perpendicular

this line ofsight. W e averaged the power spectra often

runscreated usingthism ethod and �nd thatitisthesam e

as for the standard \rotate and shift" m ethod to better

than 1% .

5.5. 3-dim ensionalray tracing

O ne approxim ation inherent in the lens plane m ethod

is that since the light rays are alltraveling in di�erent

directionsthey areonly roughly perpendicularto thelens

planes. The weak lensing form alism is based on Eq.(1),

d~� = � 2r ? � d�,which requiresthatweusethegradient

perpendicularto the path ofthe light-rays.

W e used the 3-dim ensional ray-tracing algorithm de-

scribed previously to test the validity ofthis approxim a-

tion,and we �nd thatitholdsextrem ely wellfortwo de-

gree �elds. W e used three-dim ensionalFouriergridswith

512� 512� 32 points,with thelatternum berapplying to

thedirection ofthelineofsight.W e�nd thatconvergence

m apsm ade with the two di�erentm ethods agree to bet-

ter than 0:1% ,and m easures such as the power spectra,

skewness,and kurtosisarevirtually indistinguishable.

6. PH Y SICA L ISSU ES

6.1. The Born approxim ation near peaks in the

convergence

An approxim ation that is often usefulin weak lensing

analysisis the Born approxim ation,in which the lensing

Fig. 11.| A histogram ofthe ratio �=�B ofthe convergence for

300 large (� > 0:35) peaks in our m aps. H ere, � is the conver-

gence at the center ofa given peak using our fullsim ulation,and

�B is the convergence ofthe sam e peak calculated using the Born

approxim ation.
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eventsfora given lightray arecom pletely decoupled from

one another. The distortion and deection contributions

foreach eventarecom puted atpointsalongan undeected

path and as if for an undistorted ray. These are then

sum m ed to produce the totaldeection and distortion.

TheBorn approxim ation can becalculated by tracingrays

along straightpathswithoutdeectionsand approxim at-

ing A n from Eq.(11)as

A n = I�

n�1
X

m = 1

g(�m ;�n)U m (21)

The Born approxim ation has been shown before to be

valid forwhole convergence m apsusing m easuressuch as

the power spectrum . However,a breakdown ofthis ap-

proxim ation,ifone were to occur,would alm ostcertainly

takeplacewherelensing e�ectsarestrongest,which could

in principle be an issue ofrelevanceto lensing by clusters

ofgalaxiesin therealuniverse.In Fig.11 wecom pare300

peaks with convergence values ofat least0:35 com puted

using our standard ray-tracing vs.the sam e peaks using

the Born approxim ation.

W e �nd that the Born approxim ation is nearly always

accurateto within 10% even fortheselargepeaks,and the

single biggestdeparture was20% . In addition,the m ean

oftheratiosisvery nearly equalto one,so deviationsap-

pearto beunbiased.W eexpectthattheBorn approxim a-

tion becom esincreasingly accurate as� isdecreased,but

m atching the ‘Born peaks’with thoseofthe fullray trac-

ing(includingdeections)becom esincreasinglydi�cultso

we havenotbeen ableto quantify this.

6.2. Com parison to a universalm agni�cation PDF

In Figure 2,we com pare the m agni�cation probability

distribution function ofa typicalrun,P (�),with theana-

lyticalprediction using the universalprobability distribu-

tion function P (�)(W ang,Holz,& M unshi2002),where

P (�)= P (�)=2j�m inj : (22)

Thereducedconvergenceisde�ned as� � 1

2
(�� 1)=j�m inj+

1,and �m in isthe \em pty beam " convergence.

Thetop panelshowsatypicalPDF from oursim ulations

vs.theprediction from them odel.Theshapeofthem odel

PDF agreeswith thesim ulation valuetowithin � 5% near

thePDF peak and � 20% in thehigh � tail.However,we

found that the m odelPDF was often shifted (in either

direction) on the horizontalaxis with respect to that of

thesim ulation.Them agni�cation � atthePDF peakswas

typically within 0:5% but disagreed by as m uch as 1:5%

forextrem e cases,such asthe one shown here. This isa

substantialdisagreem entgiven thefew percentam plitude

ofthelensingsignal.Even so,theshapeofthePDF isstill

well�t,ascan be easily seen ifthe m odelPDF isshifted

to lower� so thatthe curvesoverlap.

6.3. M ultiple lensing events

During the ray-tracing runs,we tracked the num berof

lensing eventsaboveselected threshold m agnitudes�m for

each ray.A lensingeventisde�ned hereasoccurringwhen

aray experiencesashearon asinglelensplanethatcauses

a change in the convergence at the observer in excess of

�m ,so thatg(�m ;�n)U m > �m in Eq.(11). In Table 3,

wepresenttheresultsfrom ten sim ulationswith a totalof

m orethan 4� 107 linesofsight.Itisquiteuncom m on for

a given light-ray to experiencem ultiplelensing eventsofa

largem agnitude,which suggeststhatagiven largepeak in

the convergence m aps is nearly alwaysassociated with a

singlelocalized m assiveobjectin the N-body sim ulation.

7. CO N CLU SIO N S

W eak gravitationallensing hasbecom e a powerfultool

for observing the large-scale m atter distribution in the

universe, with rapid advances in observationalcapabili-

tieshinting ateven greaterthingsto com e. Asobservers

achieveevergreaterprecision,it’sim portantthatthethe-

ory keep pace.

In thispaper,wehavedescribed am ultilens-planealgo-

rithm forgenerating m apsofweak lensing distortion from

structuregenerated by N-body sim ulationspaying partic-

ular attention to the num ericalconvergence ofthe algo-

rithm (s).W hileour�ndingsaresubstantially in linewith

previousworks,wehavenoticed thatbiasescan creep in if

notenough lensingplanesortim edum psareused.Ascon-

cernstherangeofvalidity ofthe generated m aps,we�nd

thatthesm all-scalespatialresolution iswelldescribed by

Eq.(20).W ith m odern,parallel,codesthe N-body sim u-

lation isnota lim iting factorin lensing studies,suggesting

thatgridsofm odelscould berun relatively inexpensively.

The basic m ulti lens-plane algorithm introduces two

num ericalartifacts to the calculation ofdistortion m aps

(otherthan �niteresolution ofthegridsused in com puta-

tions).O neistheintroduction ofstructurediscontinuities

atthe box boundariesin the 3-dim ensionalm atterdistri-

bution used to m akethelensplanes,and theotheristhat

light-raysare not truly perpendicular to the lens planes.

W ehaveexam inedthee�ectofboth oftheseartifactsusing

techniquesspeci�cally designed to avoid them ,by tracing

through the boxes at an angle in the �rst case,and us-

ing a 3-dim ensionalsim ulation in thesecond,and wehave

# ofEvents

�m 1 2 3 4

0.01 40.8 9.78 1.61 0.19

0.05 3.46 0.06 0.0005 < 10�4

0.10 0.68 0.003 < 10�4 0

0.15 0.21 0.0003 0 0

0.20 0.08 0.0001 0 0

0.25 0.03 < 10�4 0 0

Table 3

T he number of lensing events above a threshold
convergence �m for 10 runs,given here as a

percentage of the roughly 42 million total number
of lines of sight. Light-rays are unlikely to
experience large distortions more than once,
suggesting that peaks in the convergence are

almost always the result of a single lensing event.
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shown that they do not introduce signi�cant changes in

the m aps.

W e exam ined the applicability ofthe Born approxim a-

tion toweak lensingusingm easuresofthestatisticalprop-

erties of whole m aps, such as the power spectrum and

theskewness,and con�rm thatthey arein generally good

agreem entwith sem i-analyticpredictions.W ealsocon�rm

that the Born approxim ation is valid even near peaks in

theconvergence,wherethem ostnon-linearlensing events

in oursim ulationsarelikely to occur.

W eak gravitationallensing is a toolthat is providing

insight into the nature ofour universe at a rate that is

expected to increase dram atically in com ing years, and

sim ulationswillplay a usefulrole.W ehavedem onstrated

that sim ulations ofweak lensing based on a sim ple im -

plem entation ofthe m ultiple lens-plane algorithm gener-

atem apsoflensing distortion thatarea good approxim a-

tion ofm apscreated usingm orecom putationally intensive

m ethods. W e have also shown thatthe num ericalresolu-

tion ofthesesim ulationsiswellapproxim ated by a sim ple

form ula.Thissuggeststhatarelativelym odestinvestm ent

in com putation can providethehighly accurate,sim ulated

m apswhich are crucialto developing algorithm sand un-

derstanding data in this�eld.

Thesim ulationsused herewereperform ed on theIBM -

SP2 atthe NationalEnergy Research Scienti�c Com put-

ing Center.Thisresearch wassupported by the NSF and

NASA.
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