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ABSTRACT

Strong graviational lens system s w ith extended sources are of special interest

because they provide additional constraints on the m odels ofthe lens system s. To use
a gravitational lens system f©or m easuring the Hubbl constant, one would need to
determ ine the lens potential and the source intensity distribution sim ultaneously. A

linear inversion m ethod to reconstruct a pixellated source brightness distrdbution ofa
given lenspotentialm odelwas introduced by W arren & D ye.In the inversion process,
a regularisation on the source Intensity is often needed to ensure a successfiil inversion
w ith a faithfiil resulting source. In this paper, we use B ayesian analysis to determ ine
the optin al reqularisation constant (strength of regularisation) of a given form of
regularisation and to ob fectively choose the optim al form of regularisation given a
selection of reqularisations. W e consider and com pare quantitatively three di erent
form s of regularisation previously describbed in the literature for source inversions in
gravitational lensing: zeroth-order, gradient and curvature. W e use sin ulated data
w ith the exact lens potential to dem onstrate the m ethod.W e nd that the preferred

form of reqularisation depends on the nature of the source distribution.

K ey words: gravitational lensing; m ethodsdata analysis

1 INTRODUCTION

T he use of strong gravitational lens system s to m easure cos—
m ological param eters and to probe m atter (including dark
m atter) iswellknown (eg. Refsdall964; K ochanek, Schnei-
der & W ambsganss 2006). Lens system s with extended
source brightness distribbutions are particularly useful since
they provide additional constraints for the lens m odelling
due to surface brightness conservation. In such a system ,
one would need to t sinulaneously the source intensity
distrbution and the lens potentialm odel (or, equivalently
the Jens m ass distribution) to the cbservational data. T he
use of a pixellated source brightness distrdbution has the
advantage over a param etric source brightness distribution
In that the source m odel is not restricted to a particular
param eter space. W arren & Dye (2003) Introduced a lin—
ear inversion m ethod to obtain the best- tting pixellated
source distribbution given a Jlensm odeland the observational
data.Severalgroupsofpeople (eg. W allington, K ochanek &

N arayan 1996; Treu & K oopm ans2004;D ye & W arren 2005;
K oopm ans 2005; Brewer & Lew is 2006) have used pixellated
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source distribbutions, and som e (K oopm ans 2005; Suyu &
B landford 2006) even used a pixellated potentialm odel for
the lens.

The m ethod of source Inversion describbed in W arren
& Dye (2003) requires the source distribution to be \regu-
Jarised" (ie., an oothness conditions on the inverted source
Intensities to be in posed) for reasonable source resolutionst
For xed pixel sizes, there are various form s of regularisa—
tion to use and the di erences am ong them have not been
addressed in detail. Tn addition, associated w ith a given form
of regularisation is a regularisation constant (signifying the

1 The source pixelsizes are xed and are roughly a factor of the
average m agni cation sm aller than the in age pixel sizes. In this
case, regularisation is needed because the num ber of source pixels
is com parable to the num ber of data pixels. O n the other hand,
if the num ber of source pixels is much fewer than the e ective
num ber of data pixels (taking into account of the signalto-noise
ratio), the data alone could be su cient to constrain the pixel-
Jated source intensity values and regularisation would play little
role. T his is equivalent to in posing a uniform prior on the source
intensity distribution (a prior on the source isa form of requlari-
sation), a point to which we w ill retum Jater in this article.
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strength of the reqularisation), and the way to set this con—
stant has been unclear. These two long-standing problem s
were noted in K ochanek et al. (2006).0 urgoalin thispaper
is to use Bayesian analysis to address the above two issues
by quantitatively com paring di erent values of the reqular-
isation constant and the form s of reqularisation.

Brewer & Lewis (2006) also ollowed a Bayesian ap-—
proach for pixellated source inversions. Them ain di erence
between Brewer & Lew is (2006) and this paper is the prior
on the source intensity distrdbbution . Furthem ore, thispaper
quantitatively com pares the various fom s of regularisation
by evaluating the so-called \evidence" for each of the form s
ofreqularisation in the B ayesian fram ework;Brewer & Lew is
(2006) m entioned the concept of m odel com parison but did
not apply i.

Dye & W arren (2005) use adaptive source grids to avoid
the use of explicit reqularisation (ie., uniform priorsare m —
posed since adapting the grids is an im plicit form of requ-—
larisation); however, the Bayesian form alisn would still be
usefiil to set the optim al scales of the adaptive pixel sizes
ob ectively. Furthem ore, reqularised source inversions (as
opposed to unregularised { see footnote 1) pem it the use of
an aller pixel sizes to obtain ne structures.

The outline of the paper is as ollows. In Section 2,
we introduce the theory of Bayesian inference, describing
how to tamodelto a given set of data and how to rank
the various m odels. In Section 3, we apply the Bayesian
analysis to source Inversions In strong gravitational lensing
and show away to rank the di erent form s of reqularisations
quantitatively.

2 BAYESIAN INFERENCE

W e ollow M acK ay (1992) for the theory ofBayesian analy—
sis, but use di erent notations that are m ore convenient for
the application to gravitational lensing In Section 3.

In Bayesian analysis, there are two levels of inference
for data m odelling. In the rst level of inference, we choose
a model and t it to the data. This m eans characterisihg
the probability distribution for the param eters of the m odel
given the data. In the second level of nference, we want
to rank the m odels quantitatively in the light of the data.
By asking for the relative probabilities of m odels given the
data, Bayesian analysis incorporates O ccam ’s razor (which
states that overly com plex m odels should not be preferred
over sim pler m odels unless the data support them ) in this
second level of inference. T he appearance of O ccam ’s razor
w il be evident at the end of Section 22.1. In the follow Ing
subsections, we w ill describe the two levels of inference in
detail.

2.1 M odel tting

and N4 is the total num ber of data points. Let s; be the
m odel param eters that we want to infer given the data,
where 1= 1;:::;N and N is the number of param eters.
Let f represent the response function that relates the m odel
param eters to the measured data. (In the application of
source reconstruction in gravitational lensing in Section 3,
f encodes Infom ation on the lens potential, which is xed

In each iteration of source reconstruction.) For sim pliciy,
consider f to be a constant linear transform ation m atrix of
din ensions N 4 by-N ¢ such that

d=fs+n 1)

where n is the noise In the data characterised by the co—
variance m atrix Cp (here and below, subscript D indicates
\data").

M odelling the noise asG aussian,” the probability ofthe
data given the m odel param eters s is

exp( Ep @3;9)

P d3p;D = - @)
D
w here
. 1 1
Eo @F;D = (s ayc,' s d)
- 1
=3 3)

and Zp = 2 972 (detCp )'™? is the nom alisation for the
probability. T he probability P (d F;£) is called the likelihood,
and Ep (d ;1) is half the standard value of 2. In many
cases, the problem of nding the m ost lkely solution su 1,
that m Inin izes Ep is illposed. T his indicates the need to
set a prior P (sj; ) on the param eters s. The prior can
be thought of as \regularising" the param eters s to m ake
the prediction fs sm ooth.W e can express the prior in the
follow ng form
Zs ()

where ,the so-called regularisgtion constant, isthe strength
of reqularisation and Zs ( ) = stsexp( Es) is the nor-
m alisation of the prior probability distrdbution. The func—
tion Es is often called the regularising function. W e focus
on com m only used quadratic form s of the reqularising func-
tion, and defer the discussion of otherpriorsto Section 22 2.
Aswe will see in Section 22.1, Bayesian analysis allow s us
to infer quantitatively the value of from the data In the
second level of inference.

Bayes’ rule tells us that the posterior prokability of the
param eters s given the data, response function and prior is

_PWAFiDOP ;i )
P @] ifi9)

P (sd; ifig9) i (5)
whereP (dj ;f;9) is the nom alisation that is called the ev—
idence forthem odelf ;f;gg.Since both the lkelihood and
prior are either approxin ated or set asG aussians, the poste—
rior probability distribbution isalso a G aussian. T he evidence
is irrelevant in the rst levelof inference where wem axin ize
the posterior (equation (5)) of param eters s to obtain the
m ost probable param eters sy p . However, the evidence is
In portant In the second level of inference for m odel com —
parisons. E xam ples of using the evidence in astronom ical

2 The G aussian assum ption is usually applicable to optical CCD
data which have noise at each pixel characterised by dispersion

5, the square root of the corresponding diagonal entry ofthe co-
variance m atrix. In general, there is correlation betw een adacent
pixels due to charge transfer (pbleeding) and the drizzling process,
w hich is characterised by the o -diagonaltem s in the covariance
m atrix.
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context are Hobson, Bridle & Lahav (2002) and M arshall
et al. (2002).
To sin plify the notation, let usde ne

M (s)=Ep (s)+ Es(s): (6)
W ith the above de nition, we can w rite the posterior as

M
P (s#; ;f9)= %); (7)

where Zy ()= stsexp( M (s)) is the nom alisation.

The m ost likely versus the m ost probable solution

By de nition, the m ost lkely solution sy i m axin izes the
likellhood, whereas the m ost probable solution syp maxi-
m izes the posterior. In other words, sy m inin izes Ep in
equation (3) (tEp (sm1.) = 0, where r @%)and SM p
m inin izesM in equation (6) @M (swp)= 0).

U sing the de nition ofthem ost likely solition, it isnot
di cul to verify that it is

suL=F 'D; ®)
where

F=fC, f ©)
and

D=fcy,d 10

The m atrix F is square with din ensions N ¢
vector D has din ensions N 5.

Them ost probable solution sy » can In fact be cbtained
from the m ost likely solition sy 1 . If the regularising func—
tion Es is a quadratic functional that cbtains its m inin um

Ns and the

at Sreg (e, X Es (Sreg) = 0),then we can Taylorexpand Ep
aIldEs to

1
Eo (8)= Ep (u1)+ (6 21) B si1) 1)
and

1 T
Es(s)= Es (Sreg) + E(s Seg) C (8 Seq)s 12)

where B and C are Hessians of Ep and Egs, respectively:
B=rrEp(s)andC = rr Es (s).Equations (11) and (12)
are exact for quadratic form sofEp and E s w ith theH essians
B and C asconstantm atrices.Forthe form ofEp in equation
(3), B isequalto F that is given by equation (9).W e de ne
A as the Hessian of M , ie.A = rrM (s), and by equa—
tion (6),A = B+ C.Usihhgequations (6), (11), and (12) in
rM (smp)= 0,wecan get them ost probable solution (that
m axin izes the posterior) as sue = A ' BSur + CSreg)-
T he sin plest form s of the prior, especially the ones we w ill
use for the gravitational lensing inversion in Section 3, have
Sreg = 0.In the case where s correspond to pixel intensity
values, sreg = 0 inplies a prior preference towards a blank
iIn age. T he noise suppression e ect of the reqularisation fol-
Jow s from thissupplied bias.Focusing on such form sofprior,
the m ost probable solution becom es

SMP=A1BSML: 3)

This result agrees with equation (12) In W arren & Dye
(2003) . In fact, equation (13) is always valid when the reg-
ularising function can be written asEs (s) = %STCS.

Equation (13) indicates a one-tim e calculation of sy 1,
via equation (8) that pem its the com putation of the m ost
probable solution sy p by nding the optim al regularisation
constant of a given form of regularisation. T he param eters
sy p In equation (13) depend on the regularisation constant

since the Hessian A dependson .Bayesian analysis pro—
videsam ethod for setting the value of , asdescribed In the
next subsection.

2.2 M odelcom parison

In the previous section, we found that for a given set ofdata
d and a model (response finction f and regularisation g
w ith reqularisation constant ),we could calculate them ost
probable solution sy p for the particular . In this section,
we considertwom ain points: (i) how to set the regularisation
constant for a given form of reqularisation g and (i) how
to rank the di erent m odels f and g.

221 Finding

To nd the optim al reqularisation constant , we want to
m axin ize

. P @dj ;59 ()
P ( fifig) = — 2T, )

P (difig)

using Bayes’ rule. Assum Ing a at prior in log S the ev—
dence P (dJ ;f;9) which appeared in equation (5) is the
quantity to consider for optin ising

Com bining and rearranging equations 2), 4), 5), 6),
and (7), we get

Zyu ()
P dj;fig)= —: 15
@3 %9) ZpZs () )

For quadratic functional form s ofEg (s) wih Sreg = 0, we
have

2 New2 -
Zs()=e 5@ detc) '7%; @e)
Zu ()=e" ) W2 detn) 7 an
and recall
Zp = @ Y% detCp )72 18)

Rem embering that optin isihg a function is equivalent to
optim ising the logarithm ofthat function, we w illwork w ith
logP (d3j ;f;9) to sin plify som e of the tem s.R ecalling that
Sreg = 0, by combining and sim plifying equations (15) to
(18), we have

ogP @d3J ;59) = Es (smp) Ep (smup)

1 N
1 Ng
+=-logdetC) — ogR )
2 2
1 1
+ > log (detCp™ ): (19)

In deriving equation (19) usihg equation (16), we Im plic-
itly assum ed that C, the Hessian ofE s, isnon-singular. T he

3 Weusea atpriorthat isuniform in log instead of because
we do not know the order of m agnitude of a priori.
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form s of reqularisation we w ill use for gravitational lensing
Inversion in Section 3 have non-singular Hessians so that
equation (19) is applicable. For the cases n which the Hes-
sian is singular (ie. at least one of the eigenvalues of the
H essian is zero), the prior probability distribbution is uniform
along the eigen-directions of the H essian w ith zero eigenval-
ues. T he prior probability distribution w illneed to be renor—
m alised in the construction of the log evidence expression.
The resulting log evidence expression can still be used to
determ ine the optin al in these cases because only the rel-
ative probability is In portant and this nom alising factor of
the uniform prior, though in nite, will cancel in the ratios
of probabilities.

Solving dg logP d3j ;f;9) = 0, we get the llow ng

d lo

equation for the optim al reqularisation constant ~

2"Es(sup)=Ns "Tr@a 'cC); 20)

where Tr denotes the trace. Since sy p and A depend on
the above equation (20) is often nonlinear and needs to be
solved num erically for ..

For the reader’s convenience, we reproduce the expla—
nation In M acKkay (1992) of equation (20). The equation
is analogous to the (perhaps) fam iliar statem ent that 2
roughly equals the num ber of degrees of freedom . Focusing
on the usualcase where Es (Sreg = 0) = 0 and transform -
ng to the basis In which the Hessian of Es is the identity

(ie., C = 1), the keft-hand side of equation (20) becom es
2 Es(sup) = SSIPSMP . This quantity can be thought of
as the \ _3, of the param eters" if we associate  wih the
width ( ) of the Gaussian prior: = 1= Z.The lefti-hand

side of equation (20) can be viewed as a m easure of the
am ount of structure introduced by the data in the param e-
terdistrbution (relative to the nulldistribution ofsyeq = 0).
C ontinuing the analogy, the right-hand side of equation (20)
is a m easure of the number of \good" param eters (where
\good" here m eans welldeterm ined by the data, as we ex—
plain below). In the sam e basiswhere C = I, we can w rite
the eigenvaluesof A= B+ C)as .+ ,where , arethe
eigenvalues of B and index a = 1;:::;N . In this basis, the
right-hand side, which we denote by , becom es

Xs Xs

= N,

(21)
at at
a=1 a=1

For each eigenvalue of B, the fraction aj is a value be-
tween 0and 1,s0 isavaluebetween 0 andNs.If , ismuch
gn aller than , then the data are not sensitive to changes
in the param eters along the direction of the eigenvector of

a . This direction contrbutes little to the value of wih
aj 1, and thus it does not constitute as a good param e~
ter. Sin ilar argum ents show that eigendirectionsw ith eigen-
valuesm uch greaterthan f©om good param eters.T herefore

, which is a sum of all the factors aj , iIs a m easure of
the e ective num ber of param eters determ ined by the data.
Thus, the solution to equation (20) is the optinal that
m atches the _3, of the param eters to the num ber ofe ective
param eters.

For a given form of regularisation Es (s), we are let—
ting the data decide on the optim al by solving equation
(20). O ccam ’s razor is in plicit in this evidence optim isa-
tion.Foroverly-sm allvaluesof ,them odelparam eter space
is overly-large and O ccam ’s razor penalises such an overly—

powerfulm odel; for overly-large values of , the m odel pa—
ram eter space is restricted to a 1im ited region that them odel
can no longer tto thedata.Som ewhere in between thetwo
extrem es is the optim al that gives a m odelwhich tsto
the data w thout being overly-com plex.

T here isa shortcut to obtaining an approxin ate value of
the optim al Instead of solving equation (20) B ridle et al
1998). G iven that is a m easure of the e ective num ber
of param eters, the classical num ber of degrees of freedom
(NDF) should be Ng4 .At the optinal , we thus ex—
pectEp (Sup) = 3 ° % Ng ). Tnserting this and the
expression of Egs (swp) from equation (20) into equation
©6),we ndthatM (smp) %Nd.Inotherwords, one can
choose the value of such thatM evaluated at the resulting
m ost probable param eters (sy p ) is equal to half the num —
ber of data points.W e em phasise that thisw ill give only an
approxin ate result for the optin al due to the fiizzy asso-
ciation of NDF with N4y , but i m ay serve as a useful
hack.

2.2.2 Ranking m odels

W e can com pare the di erent reqularisations g and re—
soonses f by exam ining the posterior probability of g and
f:

P (fg#) / P d 9P (£9g): (22)

Ifthe priorP (f;g) is at,then P (d ff;g) can beused to
rank the di erent m odels and regularisations. W e can w rite
P ([dfig) as

Z
P diig)= P difig; )P ()d ; @3)
whereP (df;g; ) isprecisely the evidence in equation (19).

A s seen In equation (23) above, the regularisation con-
stant  is a nuisance param eter which nvariably ends up
being m arginalised over. W e m ight well expect the corre-
soonding distribution for to be sharply peaked, since we
expect thevalueof tobeestin able from thedata (@sshown
in Section 22 .1); aparticularvalueof ispreferred asa con-—
sequence ofthe balance betw een goodness of tand O ccam ’s
razor. C onsequently, we can approxinate P ( #;f;9) by a
delta function centred on the m ost probable constant, ~.
The m odelranking evidence P (d If;g) In equation (23) can
then be approxin ated by P d jE,'g;A) In equation (19).

T he approxin ation of using equation (19) to rank reg-—
ularsations is only valid if the H essians of the di erent reg—
ularising functions are non-singular. W hen the Hessian is
singular, equation (19) will need to be m odi ed to inclide
a (In nite) nom alisation constant that is reqularisation de—
pendent. T he constants for di erent reqularisation schem es
generally w illnot cancelw hen one considers evidence ratios,
thusprohibiing one from com paring di erent regularisation
schem es.

O ne can In aghhe there being m uch debate on the form
ofthe prior P (f;g) that should be used. For exam ple, som e
success has been achieved using m axinum entropy m eth—
ods (eg. Gull& Daniell 1978; Skilling 1989), whose prior
form enforces positivity In the in age and ism axim ally non—
comm ittalw ith regard to m issing data. O ne practical prob-
lem with using the entropic prior is its non-linearity. In this
work we take a m odem Bayesian view and argue that while
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wew illalways have som e a prioriprejudice about the recon—
structed in age (forexam ple, favouring zero ux, or insisting
on positive in ages), we would do wellto try and leam from

the data itself, assigning series of sensble priors and using
the evidence to com pare them quantitatively. In this con—
text, we exam ine a sm all num ber of sensbly chosen priors
(regularisation schem es), and com pute the evidence foreach.
W e do not exhaustively seek the prior that m axin izes the
evidence, noting that this will change from ob jfct to ob-
Bct, and observation to observation. W hat we do provide
is the m echanisn by which prior form s can be com pared,
and dem onstrate that good quality reconstructions can be
obtained by optin ising over our set of candidate priors. In
Section 3.1, we discuss the various fomm s of prior that have
been used in strong gravitational lensing.

3 APPLICATION TO GRAVITATIONAL
LEN SIN G

W e apply the Bayesian fomm alismn developed in the previ-
ous section to source inversions In strong gravitational lens—
Ing.The process of nding the best- tting pixellated source
brightness distribution given a lens potentialm odel and an
observed in age has been studied by, for exam ples, W alling—
ton et al. (1996), W arren & Dye (2003), Treu & K oopm ans
(2004), K oopm ans (2005),Dye & W arren (2005) and B rewer
& Lewis (2006). The authors reqularised the source inver—
sion In order to obtain a sm ooth (physical) source Intensity
distrbution. T he fom s of reqularisation used in this paper
are addressed In detail In Appendix A . In Section 3.1, we
describe the Bayesian analysis of source inversions in grav-—
itational lensing. Sections 32 and 3.3 are two exam ples i
lustrating regularised source inversions. In both exam pls,
we use sin ulated data to dem onstrate for the rst tin e the
Bayesian technique of quantitatively com paring the di er-
ent types of reqularisation. F inally, Section 3.4 contains ad-
ditional discussions based on the two exam ples.

3.1 Regularised source inversion

T o describe the regularised source inversion problem ,we fol-
low W arren & D ye (2003) but in the Bayesian language.Let

sociated w ith the in age data.Let s;,wherei= 1;:::;N, be
the source intensity value at each pixelithat we would like
to reconstruct. For a given lens potential and point soread
fiunction (P SF) m odel, we can construct the N 4-by-N s m a—
trix f that m aps a source plane of uni Intensity pixels to
the in age plane by using the lens equation (a practical and
fast m ethod to com pute f is descrbed in the appendices
of Treu & Koopm ans (2004), and an altemative m ethod is
discussed In W allington et al. (1996)).W e identify Ep w ith
% 2 (equation (3)) and Es with the quadratic reqularising
function whose form is discussed in detail in Appendix A .
The de nitions and notations in our regularised source in-—
version problem are thus identical to the B ayesian analysis
In Section 2 with data d and m apping m atrix (response
function) f. Therefore, all equations In Section 2 are in —
m ediately applicable to this source inversion problem , for
exam ple the m ost probable (regularised) source Intensity is

given by equation (13). W e take as estin ates of the 1-
uncertainty on each pixelvalie the square root of the corre-
sponding diagonal elem ent of the source covariance m atrix
given by

1

Cs=A (24)

(here and below , subscript S indicates \source"), where A
is the Hessian de ned In Section 2.1.Equation (24) di ers
from the source covariance m atrix used by W arren & D ye
(2003) . W e refer the reader to A ppendix B for details on the
di erence.

In summary, to nd the m ost probable source given
an Inage (data) d, a lens and PSF model f and a fom
of reqularisation g, the three steps are: () nd the most
likely source intensity, sy 1. (the unregularised source inver—
sion with = 0); (i) solve equation (20) fortheoptim al of
the particular form of reqularisation, where sy p is given by
equation (13); (iil) use equations (13) and (24) to com pute
them ost probable source intensity and its 1- errorw ith the
optimal from step (ii).

H aving found a recipe to com pute the optin al and the
m ost probable inverted source intensity sy p fora given form
of reqularisation g and a lensand P SF m odelf, we can rank
the di erent form s of regulardsation. For a given potential
and PSF model f, we can com pare the di erent form s of
regularisation by assum ing the prior on regularisation g to
be at and using equations (22), (23), and (19) to evaluate
P (fg#).

In this paper, we consider three quadratic finctional
form s of reqularisation: zeroth order, gradient, and curva—
ture (see Appendix A for details). These were used In W ar—
ren & Dye (2003) and K oopm ans (2005). T he zeroth order
regularisation triesto suppressthe noise in the reconstructed
source brightness distribution as a way to in pose an ooth—
ness by m lnin izing the source intensity at each pixel. The
gradient regularisation tries to m inin ize the gradient of the
source distribution, which is equivalent to m Inim izing the
di erence In the source Intensities between ad-pcent pixels.
Finally, the curvature regularisation m inin izes the curva-
ture in the source brightness distrdbution. T he two exam ples
n the ©llow Ing subsections apply the three fom s of requ—
Jarisation to the Inversion of sin ulated data to dem onstrate
the Bayesian regularised source Inversion technique.

O ur choice of using quadratic functional form s of the
prior is encouraged by the resulting linearity in the inver—
sion. T he linearity pem its fast com putation ofthem axin i
sation of the posterior w ithout the risk of being trapped in
a localm axin um during the optim isation process. H ow ever,
the quadratic functional form s m ay not be the m ost physi-
cally m otivated .Forexam ple, positive and negative values of
the source intensity pixels are equally preferred, even though
we know that intensitiesm ust be positive. W allington et al
(1996) and W ayth et al. (2005) used m axinum entropy
m ethods that enforced positivity on the source brightness
distrbution. Such form s of the prior would help con ne the
param eter space of the source distrdbbution and resul in a
perhaps m ore acceptable reconstruction. T he disadvantage
of using the entropic prior is its resulting non-linear inver—
sion, though we em phasise that B ayesian analysis can stillbe
applied to these situations to rank m odels. A nother exam ple
isBrewer & Lewis (2006) who used priors suied for astro—
nom ical In ages that are m ostly blank. This form of prior
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also led to a non-linear system . In the follow ing sections,
we merely focus on quadratic form s of the prior because
(i) it is com putational e ciency, and (i) we could ocbtain
good quality reconstruction w ithout considering m ore com —
plex reqularisation schem es.

3.2 Dem onstration 1:G aussian Sources
32.1 Sinulted data

A sthe rst exam ple to dem onstrate the B ayesian approach
to source Inversion, we use the sam e lens potential and
source brightness distrdbution as that in W arren & Dye
(2003) . The Jns is a singular isothem al ellipsoid (SIE) at
a redshift of zg = 0:33 with one-dim ensional velocity disper—
sion of 260km s ! , axis ratio of 0:75, and sem im apr axis
position angle of 40 degrees (from vertical in counterclock—
w ise direction).W e use K om ann, Schneider & Barteln ann
(1994) forthe SIE m odel.W eassumea at -CDM universe
w ith coamn ological param eters of , = 03 and = 0.
The in age pixels are square and have sizes 0:05° in each
direction. W e use 100 100 im age pixels Ng = 10000) in
the sin ulated data.

W em odelthe source as having two identical G aussians
w ith variance 0:05% and peak intensity of 1.0 in arbitrary
units. T he source redshift is zs = 3:0.W e set the source pix—
els to be half the size of the In age pixels (0 025%) and have
30 30 source pixels s = 900). Fig.d shows the source
in the keft-hand panelw ith the caustic curve of the STE po—
tential. O ne of the G aussians is located within the astroid
caustic and the other is centred outside the caustic.

To obtain the sin ulated data, weuse the SIE lensm odel
and the lens equation to m ap the source intensity to the
In age plane. W e then convolve the resulting in age wih a
Gaussian PSF whose FW HM is 008® and add G aussian
noise of variance 0:067 to the convolved in age. For sim plic-
iy, the noise isuncorrelated, w hich is a good approxin ation
to realistic noise w ith m inin alcharge transfer and drizzling.
T he right-hand panelofF ig. 1 show sthe sim ulated data w ith
the critical curve of the SIE m odel.

3.2.2 M ost likely inverted source

W e use the original SIE potential, PSF and G aussian noise
m odels of the simnulated data for the source inversion to
dem onstrate the technique.

T he appendices of Treu & K oopm ans (2004) descrbe a
com putationally e clent m ethod to construct the £m atrix.
Follow ing them ethod, we discretize the STE potentialto the
100 100 grid and modelthePSF on a5 5 grid which is
a su clent size sincethe 5 5 grid centred on the G aussian
PSF of FW HM 0.08" contains 99.99 per cent of the total
Intensity) . Subsequently, for every in age pixel j, we use the
Jens equation to trace to the source plane labelled by pixels
iand interpolate to get the elem ents of unblurred f. Lastly,
we muliply the unblirred f by the blurring (convolution)
operator constructed from the 5 5 PSF m odel to get the
full fmatrix. W ith j = 1;:::;N4g and i = 1;:::;Ng, the
m atrix f is Jarge (10000 900) but fortunately sparse.

In the right-hand panel of Fig. 1, the dotted lines on
the sim ulated data m ark an annular region where the in age
pixels m ap to the nite source plane. In other words, the

In age pixels within the dotted annulus corresoond to the
non-em pty row s of the £ m atrix. The annular region thus
m arks the set of data that w illbe used for the source inver—
sion process.

W ith the fm atrix and the data of sin ulated im age n—
tensities n the annulus, we can construct m atrix F and vec—
tor D using equations (9) and 10)* r the unregularised
Inversion (the m ost likely source intensity, In Bayesian lan—
guage). W e use UM FPACK® fr sparse m atrix inversions
and detem inant calculations. W e com pute the inverse of
the m atrix F and apply equation (8) to get the m ost likely
source intensity. Using UM FPACK , the com putation tim e
for the inversion of F, a 900 900 m atrix in this exam pl,
is only 20 seconds on a 36 GHz CPU. Setting = 0
(In plicit n A) In equation (24), we obtain the covariance
m atrix of the inverted source intensity and hence the 1-
error and the signaltonoise ratio.

The top row ofF ig. 2 show s the unregularised inverted
source intensity in the left-hand panel, the 1- error of the
Intensity in the m iddle panel, and the signalto—noise ratio
In the right-hand panel. The unregularised Inverted source
intensity is sm oother inside than outside the caustic curve
because the source pixels w ithin the caustic have additional
constraints due to higher in age m ultiplicities. T he higher
In age m ultiplicities also explain the lowerm agnitude of the
1- error inside the caustic curve. D espite the noisy re—
construction especially outside the caustic curve, the two
G aussian sources have signi cant signalto-noise in the right-
hand panel. These resultsagree with Fig2 .n W arren & D ye
(2003) .

The bottom row ofFig. 2 show s the sin ulated data in
the left-hand panel (from Fig. 1 for com parison purposes),
the reconstructed data (from them ost lkely nverted source
In the top left-hand panel and the fm atrix) in the m iddle
panel, and the residual (the di erence betw een the sin ulated
and reconstructed data) In the right-hand panel. T he annu-
lar region containing the data used for inversion is m arked
by dotted lines in the reconstructed and residual in ages.
V isual Inspection of the residual in age show s that pixels in—
side the annulus are slightly less noisy than those outside.
T his is due to over- tting w ith the unregularised inversion.
Aswe will see In the next subsection, O ccam ’s razor that
is incorporated in the Bayesian analysis w ill penalise such
overly-powerfilm odels.

3.2.3 M ost prokabk inverted source

H aving obtained them ost likely inverted source, we can cal-
culate the m ost probable source of a given form of regulari-
sation w ith a given value ofthe reqularisation constant us-
ng equation (13).In the rem ainder of this section, we focus
on the three form s of reqularisation (zeroth-order, gradient,
and curvature) discussed in Appendix A . For each form of
regularisation, we num erically solve equation (20) forthe op-—
tin alvalue of reqularisation constant usihg equation (13)

4 The sum m ations associated w ith the m atrix m ultiplications in
equations (9) and (10) are now summ ed over the pixels in the
annulus instead of all the pixels on the im age plane.

5 a sparse m atrix package developed by T im othy A .D avis, Uni-
versity of F lorida
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Figure 1. Left-hand panel: T he sim ulated G aussian sources w ith peak intensities of 1.0 and FW HM of 0:05%, shown w ith the astroid
caustic curve of the STE potential. R ight-hand panel: T he sin ulated im age ofthe G aussian sources (after convolution w ith G aussian P SF
and addition of noise, as described in the text). T he solid line is the critical curve of the SIE potential, and the dotted lines m ark the
annular region where the source grid m aps using the m apping m atrix f.

Table 1.The optim alregularisation constant foreach ofthe three
fom s of regularisation for the inversion oftwo G aussian sources.
T he log evidence, (the right hand side of equation (20)), and
the 2 evaluated at the optim al regularisation constant are also
listed. T he num ber of data pixels in the annulus for inversion,

N annumss and three possble form s of constructing the reduced
2

are shown.

R egularisation zeroth-order gradient curvature

" 177 342 685

logP d7 ;ifq) 5086 5367 5410

=Ns “Tra 'c) 536 287 177

2= 2E, 3583 3856 4019

Nannulus 4325 4325 4325

2N annuws 0.83 0.89 0.93

2=(Nannu]us Ns) 1.05 112 1.17

2= annums ) 0.95 0.95 0.97

for the values of sy p . Table 1 show s the optin al reqularisa—
tion constant, A, foreach ofthe three form s of reqularisation.
T he tabl also Inclides the value of the evidence in equation
(19) evaluated at *, which isneeded for ranking the di erent
form s of reqularisation in the next subsection.

Fig. 3 verd es the optim isation resuls for the gradi-
ent form of reqularisation. T he evidence in dot-dashed lines
(rescaled) is indeed a sharply-peaked function of , Jjustify—
ng the delta—function approxin ation; the optim al requlari-
sation constant © = 342 (listed In Tabl 1) ism arked by the
crossing point of the dashed and dotted lines, dem onstrat-
Ing the balance between goodness of t and sin plicity of
m odel that m axim ising the evidence achieves. T he plots of
equations (20) and (19) for zeroth-order and curvature reg—
ularisations look sim ilar to Fig. 3 and are thus not shown.
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Figure 3.To dem onstrate the optim isation process, equations
(19) and (20) are plotted as functions of for the gradient reg-
ularisation. The left-hand side and right-hand side of equation

(20) are in dashed lines and dotted lines, respectively. T he log

evidence in equation (19) is shown in solid lines. T he evidence,

which asbeen rescaled to t on the graph, is in dot-dashed lines.
The left and right vertical axes are for equation (20) and (19),

respectively. T he crossing point of the left-hand side and right-
hand side ofequation (20) gives the optim al”, the position where
the log evidence (hence evidence) obtains itsm axin um .

In Tablk 1, we constructed three reduced 2 using the
NDF as Nannulusr Nannu]us Nsr or Nannulus ’ where
N annums is the num ber of data pixels used in the inversion
and recall N ; is the num ber of source pixels reconstructed.
In each of the three fomm s of regularisation, the reduced 2
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Figure 2.Unregularised inversion of G aussian sources. Top left-hand panel: the m ost likely reconstructed source intensity distribution.
T he intensities outside the caustic curve of the potentialm odel are not well-reconstructed due to few er constraints (lower im age m ulti-
plicities) outside the caustic curve. Top m iddle panel: the 1- error ofthe inverted source intensity. T he error is sm aller inside the caustics
due to additionalm ultiple Im age constraints. Top right-hand panel: the signal-to-noise ratio of the inverted source intensity. T he presence
of the G aussian sources is clear in this paneleven though the reconstruction in the top left-hand panel is noisy. Bottom left-hand panel:
the sin ulated data.Bottom m iddle panel: the reconstructed im age using the m ost likely reconstructed source (top left-hand panel) and
the fm atrix from the potential and P SF m odels. R econstructed data is con ned to an annular region that m aps on to the source plane.
Bottom right-hand panel: the residual In age obtained by subtracting the bottom m iddle panel from the bottom Ileft-hand panel. T he
interior of the annular region is less noisy than the exterior, indicating that the unregularised reconstructed source is tting to the noise

in the sim ulated data.

wih NDF = Nannums is closest to 1.0, which is the
criterion comm only used to detemm ine the goodness of t.
This supports our interpretation of the , the right-hand
side of equation (20), as the num ber of \good" param eters
detem ined by the data. T he values of the reduced 2 isnot
strictly 1.0 because Bayesian analysis detem ines the opti-
mal by maxim izing the evidence instead of setting the
reduced “ to 10.

For each of the three fom s of reqularisation and is
optim al reqularisation constant listed n Tablk 1, we use
equations (13) and (24) to obtain the m ost probable source
Intensity and is 1- error. Fig4 shows the m ost probable
source intensity (left-hand panels), the 1- ermror (m iddle
panels), and the signalto-noise ratio (right-hand panels) for
zeroth-order (top row ), gradient (m iddle row ) and curvature
(bottom row ) regularisations. T he panels in each colum n are
plotted on the sam e scales In order to com pare the di erent
form s of regularisation. T he reqularised inverted sources in
the left-hand panels clearly show the two G aussians for all
three reqularisations. Curvature regularisation results in a
an oother source reconstruction than gradient regularisation
which in tum gives an oother source intensities than zeroth—

order regularisation. The 1- errors In the m iddle colum n
also indicates the increase in the am oothness of the source
from zeroth-orderto gradient to curvature regularisation due
to a decrease In the error. T his am oothness behaviour agrees
wih our clain in Appendix A that regularisations associ-
ated w ith higher derivatives in general resul in sn oother
source reconstructions. Since the error in them iddle colum n
decreases from the top to the bottom panel, the signalkto—
noise of the source reconstruction increases in that order.
Looking closely at the 1- error in the m iddle colimn for
gradient and curvature regularisations, the pixels in the left
and bottom borders have lJarger error values. T his can be ex—
plained by the explicit form s of reqularisation in equations
A 2) and A 3).Thepixelsat thebottom and left borders are
only constrained by their values relative to their neighbours,
w hereas the pixels at the top and right borders have addi-
tional constraints on their values directly (last two term s In
the equations). V isually, we observe that the source recon-
struction w ith curvature regularisation m atches the original
source In Fig. 1 the best. In the next subsection, we will
quantitatively jastify that curvature regularisation is pre—
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Figure 4.The regularised source inversions ofG aussian sources w ith zeroth-order, gradient and curvature regularisations. T op row , from

left to right: m ost probable inverted source, the 1-

error, and the signalto—noise ratio with zeroth-order regularisation.M iddle row,

from left to right: sam e as top row but w ith gradient regularisation.B ottom row, from left to right: sam e as top row but w ith curvature
regularisation. T he panels in each colum n are plotted on the sam e scales for com parison am ong the di erent form s of reqularisation.

ferred over gradient and zeroth-order reqularisations in this
exam ple w ith two G aussian sources.

In Fig. 5, we show the reconstructed in age and the
In age residual for the m ost probable inverted source w ith
curvature reqularisation. W e om it the analogous gures for
zeroth-order and gradient regularisations because they look
very sim ilar to Fig. 5. T he left-hand panel is the sin ulated
data in Fig. 1 that is shown for convenience for com par-
ing to the reconstructed data. The m iddle panel is the re—
constructed data obtained by m ultiplying the corresponding
regularised inverted source in F ig. 4 by the fm appingm atrix

(only the pixels w ithin the annulus [dotted lines] are recon-—
structed due to the nite source grid and P SF'). T he right—
hand panel is the residual In age, w hich is the di erence be-
tween the sim ulated and the reconstructed data. T he slight
di erence am ong the reconstructed data of the three form s
of regularisations is the am ount of noise. Since the m ost
probable inverted source gets less noisy from zeroth-order
to gradient to curvature regularisation, the reconstructed
data also gets less noisy in that order. T he residual in ages
ofall three form s of reqularisation look alm ost identicaland
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Figure 5. The iIm age residual for curvature regularised source inversion w ith G aussian sources. From left to right: sim ulated data,

reconstructed data using the corresponding m ost probable inverted source in Fig. 4, and the residual equalling the di erence between

sim ulated and reconstructed data. T he reconstructed data is restricted to the annulis m arked by dotted lines that ism apped from the
nite source grid using f. T he noise in the residual im age ism ore uniform com pared to that of the unregularised inversion in F ig. 2.

m atch the input (uniform G aussian) noise, a sign of proper
source reconstruction.

In contrast to the residual in age for the unregularised
case In Fig. 2, the noise in the residual mage n Fig. 5 is
m ore uniform .This is O ccam ’s razor in action —the presence
of reqularisation preventsthe over- tting to the noise w thin
the annulus. For each form of regularisation, the value of ”
(Tabl 1) is optin al since it leads to the residual m age in
Fig. 5 having the input noise, which is uniform G aussian
noise In our exam ple. If we overregularise (ie., use overly
large ), then we expect the m odel to no longer t to the
data.Thisisshown in Fig. 6 which were obtained using cur-
vature reqularisation wih = 2000. The panels in the g-
ure are displayed in the sam e way as in Fig. 2. T he inverted
source (top left-hand panel) n Fig. 6 shows the sm earing
of the two G aussian sources due to overly-m Inim ized cur-
vature am ong ad gpcent pixels. T he resulting residual in age
(bottom right-hand panel) in F ig. 6 thus show s arc features
that are not tted by them odel. H ow ever, note that the in—
ferred signalto-noise ratio n the source plane is very high;
m odels that overly-regularise the source Intensities give pre—
cise (wih sm all m agnitudes for the error) but inaccurate
resuls. Such overly-regularised m odels lead to low values
of the evidence, which is the quantity to consider for the
goodness of reconstruction. W e seek an accurate reconstruc—
tion ofthe source, and a signalto-noise ratio that accurately
re ects the noise in the data. The com parison am ong the
unregularised, optim ally regularised and overly-reqularised
Inversions show s the pow er of the B ayesian approach to ob—
“ectively determm ine the optim al " (ofa given form of reg-
ularisation) that m inin izes the residual w ithout tting to
the noise. In the next subsection, we w ill see how Bayesian
analysis can also be used to detem ine the preferred form of
regularisation given the selection of reqularisations.

324 Optimalfom of regularisation

In the previous subsection, we showed how B ayesian analysis
allowed us to determ ine ob Ectively the optin al reqularisa—
tion constant for a given form of regularisation by m axin iz—
ing the evidence in equation (19).In this subsection we look

for the optin al form of reqularisation given the selection of
regularisations.

Since there is no obvious prior on the regularisation,
we assum e that the prior on the regularisation is at. In
this case, the di erent fom s of regularisation is ranked
by the value of P (d if;g) in equation (23). Since the evi-
dence P (dif;g; ) is sharply peaked at " (asseen in Fig.3),
P (dif;9) can be approxin ated by P d jf;g;A). T he values
of the evidence P (djE;g;A) in Table 1 indicate that the
evidence for curvature regularisation is &3 and 8%
higher than that of gradient and zeroth-order regularisa—
tions, respectively. T herefore, curvature regularisation w ith
the highest evidence is preferred to zeroth-order and gra-—
dient for the two G aussian sources. In quantitative tem s,
curvature regularisation is &3 more probable than gra-
dient regularisation, which is &% m ore probabk than
zeroth-order regularisation. T his agrees w ith our com m ent
based on Fig. 4 In Section 32 3 that visually, curvature reg—
ularisation leadsto an inverted source that best m atches the
original source of two G aussians.

T he values of the reduced  * using NDF = N apnums

in Table 1 show that curvature regularisation hasthe highest
reduced 2 am ong the three form s of regularisation. T he
higher 2 valuem eansa higherm is t due to fewer degrees of
freedom (W ith m ore correlated adRcoent pixels) in curvature
regularisation. N onetheless, the m is t is noise dom inated
since Fig. 5 shows uniform residual and the reduced 2 is

190. Therefore, the evidence optin isation is selecting the
sin plest m odel of the three regularisation schem es that ts
to the data, enforcing O ccam ’s razor.

Forgeneral source brightness distribbutions, onem ay ex—
pect that curvature reqularisation with its com plex struc—
ture will alw ays be preferred to the sin plistic gradient and
zeroth-order form s of reqularisation. W e show that this is
not the case by considering the source inversion of a box
source (region of uniform intensity) and two point sources
as our next exam ple.
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Figure 6.0 verly-regularised source inversion of G aussian sources using curvature regularisation with =
regularised source show s am earing ofthe originaltw o G aussians (left-hand panel), the 1-
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2000. Top row : the overly—
error of the source intensity (m iddle panel), and

the signal-to-noise ratio (right-hand panel). Bottom row : sim ulated data (left-hand panel), reconstructed data using the reconstructed
source in the top left-hand panel and the f m apping m atrix (m iddle panel), and the im age residual show ing arc features due to the

overly-reqularised inverted source (right-hand panel).

3.3 D em onstration 2:box and point sources
3.3.1 Simulted data

T o generate the sin ulated data ofthe box and point sources,
we keep the llow Ing things the sam e as those in the exam —
ple oftwo G aussian sources: num ber of source pixels, source
pixel size, num ber of in age pixels, in age pixel size, STE po—
tentialm odel, and P SF m odel. T he variance of the uniform
uncorrelated G aussian noise for the box and point sources is
0.049, which leads to the sam e signalto-noise ratio within
the annular region asthat in the two G aussian sources.F ig.7
show s the box source and two point sources of uni intensi-
tiesw ith the caustic curves ofthe SIE in the left-hand panel,
and the sim ulated Im age In the right-hand panel.

W e follow the sam e procedure as that in the previous
exam ple of two G aussian sources to obtain the m ost lkely
Inverted source, them ost probable inverted source ofa given
form of reqularisation, and the optim al form of reqularisa—
tion.Furthem ore, we plot the resuls in the sam e form at as
that In the exam ple of two G aussian sources In Section 3 2.

3.3.2 M ost likely inverted source, m ost prokable inverted
source, and optim al form of regularisation

Figs. 8 show s the m ost lkely inverted source in the top row
and the corresponding In age residual in the bottom row .

Sim ilar to Fig. 2, the m ost lkely inverted source In the top
left-hand panel of F ig. 8 has poorly constrained pixels out—
side the caustic curves due to lower im age m ultiplicities.
T he residual in age In the bottom right-hand panelofF ig. 8
show s slight over- tting to the noise inside the annulis.

For regularised inversions, we solve equation (20) for
the optin al regularisation constant for each of the three
form s of reqularisation. W e list the optin al regularisation
constants, A, and the associated log evidence evaliated at ”
in Tabl 2.Fig. 9 show s the m ost probable inverted source
using the optin alregularisation constant n Table 2 foreach
of the three form s of reqularisation. By visual inspection,
the inverted source Intensities (left-hand panels) with gra-
dient regularisation m atches the original source brightness
distrbution Fig.7) the best since curvature regularisation
overly—-sm ears the sharp edges and zeroth-order regularisa—
tion leads to higher background noise. This is supported
quantitatively by the values of the evidence in Tabl 2 w ith
the highest value for gradient reqularisation which is &’
m ore probable than curvature regularisation and &22
m ore probable than zeroth-order reqularisation).A gain, this
exam ple illistrates that the signalto-noise ratio doesnot de—
temm ine the optim alreqularisation —the right-hand panels of
Fig. 9 show that curvature reqularisation leads to the high—
est signalto-noise ratio, but the Bayesian analysis ob fc—
tively ranks gradient over curvature! F inally, Fig. 10 show s
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Table 2.T he optim alregularisation constant foreach ofthe three
form s of reqularisation for the inversion ofbox and point sources.
T he log evidence evaluated at the optin alreqularisation constant
is also listed.

Regularisation  zeroth-order gradient curvature
i 19.8 210 17.1
ogP @7 ;fig) 6298 6520 6483

the reconstructed in age (m iddle panel) and the in age resid-
ual (right-hand panel) using the gradient reqularisation. T he
corresponding plots for the zeroth-order and curvature reg—
ularisations are sim ilar and hence are not shown.

3.4 D iscussion
341 Preferred orm of regularisation

T he tw o exam ples of source Inversion considered in Sections
32 and 3.3 show that the o of reqularisation that is op—
tin ally selected in the Bayesian approach depends on the
nature of the source. G enerally, w ith the three form s of reg-
ularisation considered, curvature regularisation is preferred
for an ooth sources and gradient (or even zeroth-order) is
preferred for sources w ith sharp intensity variations. In the
two exam ples of source inversion, we found that at least
one of the three considered fom s of reqularisation which
is not always the curvature form ) allowed us to reconstruct
successfiilly the original source In the inversion. T herefore,
we did not need to consider other form s of regularisation.
N onetheless, this does not preclide other form s of regular-
isation to be used. Even w ith additional types of requlari-
sation, Bayesian analysis can always be used to choose the
optin alone from the selection of form s of reqularisation.

3.4.2 Optim alnum ker of source pixels

So far, we have not discussed the size and the region of
the source pixels to use. In both dem onstration exam ples in
Sections 32 and 3.3, we used source pixels that were half
the size of the In age pixels. In reality, one has to nd the
source region and the size of source pixels to use.

T he selection of the source pixel size for a given source
region can be accom plished using Bayesian analysis in the
m odelcom parison step ofSection 222 (the size ofthe source
pixels is part of f since di erent source pixels sizes result in
di erent m atrices f). W e nd that source pixels sizes that
are too large do not have enough degrees of freedom to tto
the data.O n the otherhand, source pixels that are too am all
w ill result in som e source pixels being exclided in the fm a—
trix (usihg the f construction m ethod In Treu & K oopm ans
(2004)), which leads to a failure in them ost likely source in—
version since som e pixels w ill be unconstrained. T herefore,
for xed pixel sizes over a source region (Which our codes
assum e), the m Inimn um source pixel size w ill be set by the
m Ininum m agni cation over the source region. To in prove
the resolution In areas w here there ism ore lnfom ation, one
would need to use adaptive grids.D ye & W arren (2005) have
used adaptive grids in their source inversion routine, and we
are also in the process of developing a code w ith adaptive
gridding that will appear In a future paper. O ur m ethods

dier from that ofDye & W arren (2005) in thatwe follow a
Bayesian approach and can thus quantitatively com pare the
form s of regularisation and the structure of source pixella—
tion.

At this stage, we cannot com pare di erent source re—
gions since the annular region on the in age plane thatm aps
to the source plane changes when the source region is al-
tered. Recall that we only use the data within the annulus
for source inversion . If the annular region changes, the data
for inversion also changes. For m odel com parison between
di erent data sets, we would need to know the nomn alisa-—
tion in equation (22), which we do not. T herefore, the best
we can do in tem s of source region selection is to pick a
region that is Jarge enough to enclose the entire um inous
source, but sm all enough to not have the corresponding an—
nular region exceeding the In age region where we have data.
O nce the source region is selected, we can apply Bayesian
analysis to detem ine the optin al source pixel size (sub Fct
to them inim um lin it discussed above) and the optin alform
of reqularisation given the data.

4 CONCLUSIONS AND FURTHER W ORK

W e introduced and applied Bayesian analysis to the prob—
Jlem of regularised source Inversion in strong gravitational
lensing. In the rst level ofBayesian Inference, we obtained
the m ost probable inverted source of a given lens potential
and PSF model f, a given form of reqularisation g and an
associated regularisation constant ; in the second level of
Inference, we used the evidence P (dJ ;f;g) to obtain the
optim al and rank the di erent form s of regularisation, as-
sum ng atpriorsin and g.

W e considered three di erent types of regularisation
(zeroth-order, gradient and curvature) for source inversions.
O fthese three, the preferred form of regularisation depended
on the Intrinsic shape of the source intensity distrdbution : in
general, the sn oother the source, the higher the derivatives
of the source Intensity in the preferred form of reqularisa—
tion. In the dem onstrated exam pls of rst two G aussian
sources, and then a box w ith point sources, we optin ised the
evidence P (dj ;f;g) and num erically solved for the reqular-
isation constant for each ofthe three form s of reqularisation.
By com paring the evidence of each regularisation evaliated
at the optin al , we fund that the curvature regularisation
was preferred w ith the highest value of evidence for the two
G aussian sources, and gradient regularisation was preferred
for the box w ith point sources.

T he study of the three fom s of regqularisation dem on—
strated the Bayesian technique used to com pare di erent
regularisation schem es ob fctively. T he m ethod is general,
and the evidence can be used to rank other fom s of reg—
ularisation, lncluding non—quadratic om s (eg. m axin um
entropy m ethods) that lad to non-linear inversions (eg.
W allington et al. 1996; W ayth et al. 2005; Brewer & Lew is
2006) . W e restricted ourselves to linear inversion problem s
w ith quadratic form s of regularising function for com puta—
tionale ciency.

In the dem onstration ofthe B ayesian technigque for reg—
ularised source inversion, we assum ed G aussian noise, w hich
m ay not be applicable to real data. In particular, P oisson
noise m ay be m ore appropriate for real data, but the use
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Figure 7. Left-hand panel: The sim ulated box and point sources w ith intensities of 1.0, shown w ith the astroid caustic curve of the
SIE potential. R ight-hand panel: T he simn ulated im age of the box and point sources (after convolution w ith G aussian P SF and addition
of noise as described in the text). T he solid line is the critical curve of the SIE potential and the dotted lines m ark the annular region

w here the source grid m aps using the fm apping m atrix.

of Poisson noise distributions would lead to non-linear in-—
versions that we tried to avoid for com putationale ciency.

N onetheless, the Bayesian m ethod of using the evidence to
rank the di erent m odels (including noise m odels) is still
valid, irrespective of the linearity in the inversions.

W e could also use Bayesian analysis to detem ine the
optim al size of source pixels for the reconstruction. The
caveat is to ensure that the annular region on the im age
plane where the source plane m aps is unchanged for di er-
ent pixel sizes. Currently the am allest pixel size is lim ited
by the region of low m agni cations on the source plane. In
order to use am aller pixels in regions ofhigh m agni cations,
adaptive source gridding is needed. T his has been studied
by Dye & W arren (2005), and we are currently upgrading
our codes to include this.

The Bayesian approach can also be applied to poten—
tial reconstruction on a pixellated potential grid. Bland-
ford, Surpi & Kundic (2001) proposed a m ethod to per—
turbatively and iteratively correct the lens potential from
a starting m odel by solving a rst order partial di eren-
tial equation. T his m ethod has been studied by K oopm ans
(2005) and Suyu & Blandford (2006). T he perturbation dif-
ferential equation can be written in tem s of m atrices for
a pixellated source brightness distribbution and a pixellated
potential, and the potential correction of each iteration can
be obtained via a linearm atrix inversion.T hispixellated po—
tential reconstruction is very sin ilar to the source inversion
problem and we are currently studying it in the Bayesian
fram ew ork.

The Bayesian analysis Introduced in this paper is gen—
eral and was so naturally applicable to both the source and
potential reconstructions in strong gravitational lensing that
we feelthe B ayesian approach could be usefiilin other prob—
Jem s nvolving m odel com parison.
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APPENDIX A: FORM SOF REGULARISATION

W e consider the three m ost comm on quadratic functional
form s of the regularisation found In the local literature:
\zeroth-order," \gradient," and \curvature" (P ress et al.
1992, x184 and x18.5). For clarity reasons, we use explicit
Index and sum m ation notation instead of vector and m a—

trix notation for the expression of the regularising fiinction
Es (S) .

Zeroth-O rder regularisation is the sinplest case. The
functional form is

1 X
2

i=1

Es(s) = sii @1

and its H essian is the identity operator C = I.This form of
regularisation tries tom inin ize the intensity at every source
pixelasa way to sm ooth the source intensity distrdbbution. It
Introduces no correlation between the reconstruction pixel
valies.

To discuss gradient and curvature fom s of reqularisa—
tion, we Jabel the pixelsby theirx and y locations (ie., have
two labels (i ;i) for each pixel Iocation instead ofonly one
Jabel (i) as In Section 3.1) since the m athem atical struc—
ture and nom enclature of the two form s of regularisation
are clearer w ith the two-dim ensional labelling. Let s;, ;i, be
the source Intensity at pixel (i1;i2), where i1 and i range

of source pixels is thus N = N 15N os. It is not di cult to
translate the labelling of pixels on a rectangular grid from
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Figure 9. The regularised source inversions ofbox and point sources w ith zeroth-order, gradient and curvature regularisations. Top row ,
from left to right:m ost probable inverted source, the 1- error, and the signal-to-noise ratio w ith zeroth-order reqularisation.M iddle row ,
from left to right: sam e as top row but w ith gradient regularisation.B ottom row, from left to right: sam e as top row but w ith curvature
regularisation. T he panels in each colum n are plotted on the sam e scales for com parison am ong the di erent form s of reqularisation.

two din ensions to one dim ension for Bayesian analysis. For 1 Xis 1 )
exam ple, oneway isto et i= i + (i 1)Nzs. + B Sty t B SN peiip ¢ ®2)
A form of gradient regularisation is : :

The rsttwo tem sareproportionalto the gradient valiesof
the pixels, so this form ofregularisation triestom inim ize the

Nys 1 Xos di erence in the intensity between adjpcent pixels. T he last

Es(s) = 2 (SN g+ 1;1212 tw o temm s can be view ed as gradient temm s ifwe assum e that
i1=1 =1 the source Intensities outside the grid are zeros. A lthough

1 ¥1s Nys 1 the non-singularity of the Hessian of Es is not required for

+ > i, 51, S, g+ i T equation (13) since equation A 2) is of the form Es (s) =

=1 ip=1 %STCs,these]astmotermsensurethattheHessjan ofEs
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Figure 10.The in age residual for gradient reqularised source inversion w ith box and point sources. From left to right: sin ulated data,

reconstructed data using the corresponding m ost probable inverted source in Fig. 9, and the residual equalling the di erence between

sim ulated and reconstructed data. T he reconstructed data is restricted to the annulis m arked by dotted lines that ism apped from the
nite source grid using f. T he noise in the residual im age ism ore uniform com pared to that of the unregularised inversion in F ig. 8.

is non-singular and lad to sreq = 0.The non-singularity of
the Hessian of Es (ie. detC 6 0) is crucial to the m odel
com parison process describbed in Section 22 2 that requires
the evaluation of the log evidence in equation (19).

A form of curvature regularisation is

Nys 2 ¥os
1
Es(s) = > [51,;4, 28+ 1;4, T Sip+ 2;12]2
=1 ip=1
Xls NXS 2
1
+ > (51174, 28, ;i,+1 T Sij;ip+ T
B=1 dp=1
1
1 X
+§ [siliN 2s 1 3N 25]2
=1
2
1 X
*3 By, i, Sl
=1
1 2
X 1 X
+ E SipN o, T E SN pgiip ¢ @A3)

=1 i=1

The st two tem sm easure the second derivatives (curva—
ture) In the x and y directions of the pixels. T he ram aining
tem s are added to enforce our a priori preference tow ards
a blank in age w ith non-singular H essian (in portant for the
m odel ranking) that gives sreg = 0. In essence, them a prity
of the source pixels have curvature reqularisation, but two
sides of the bordering pixels that do not have neighbouring
pixels for the construction of curvature tem s have gradient
and zeroth-order tem s instead.

It is not di cul to verify that all three form s of requ-
larisation have sg = 0 in the expansion in equation (12).
T herefore, equation (13) for the m ost probable solution is
applicable, as asserted in Section 3.1.

None of the three form s of regularisation in pose the
source intensity to be positive. In fact, equations @A 1) to
(A 3) suggest that the source Intensities are equally likely to
be positive or negative based on only the prior.

In principle, one can continue the process and construct
regularisations of higher derivatives. R egularisations w ith
higherderivativesusually In ply an oother source reconstruc—

tions, as the correlations introduced by the gradient opera—
tor extend over larger distances. D epending on the nature
of the source, reqularisations of higher derivatives m ay not
necessarily be preferred over those of lower derivatives: as—
tronom ical sources tend to be fairly com pact. T herefore, we
restrict ourselves to the three Iow est derivative form s of the
regularisation for the source Inversion problem .

APPENDIX B: EXPLANATION OF THE
SOURCE COVARIANCE MATRIX IN
BAYESIAN ANALY SIS

N otation

E xpressed in tem s ofm atrix and vectorm ultiplications, re—
call equation (1) for the In age intensity vector is

d= fs+ n; B1)
where f is the lensing (response) m atrix, s is the source

intensity vector and n is the noise vector. R ecall equation
(3) is

1

ED<s)=%(fs ayc,” s d); ®2)

where Cp = Inn' 1 is the In age noise covariance m atrix.
W e w rite the prior exponent as

1
Es(s) = ESTSlS; B3)

where, for sin plicity, we have set sreg = 0 and Eg (0) = 0
(valid for the regularisation schem es considered in A ppendix
A),and S = hss"iisthea priori source covariance m atrix.
Com paring to equation (12),S= ( C) B .Com bining equa-

tions B2) and (B3), the exponent of the posterior is
M (s) = Ep(s)+ Es(s)

1 1
= s ayc,' (s d)+EsTsls: B4)

M ost likely estim ate

Them ost likely estin ate isgiven by r Ep (su1) = 0, which
gives
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fc,t (fsur d)=0: ®5)
R earranging the previous equation, we obtain
suL= (Ecy'HEc,td: B6)
D i erentiating E p (s) again gives the H essian
B rrE (s)=fC, f: B7)
This in tum allow s us to w rite
sur =B "fcytd; B38)
which is equation (8).

By construction, Cp , S, and B are sym m etric m atrices.

E rror on m ost likely estim ate

Let usassum e that the true source intensity iss (ie.theac—
tualtrue source intensity forthe particular in agewe are con—
sidering) . Now consider the expectation value of sy 1 over
realisations of the noise n :

hsyri=B "fC,'hfs +ni=B "fC,'fs =s; [®9)

where we have used mi = 0 and angl brackets denote
averages over noise realisations. T hus, we see that sy 1, isan
unbiassed estim ator of s .

Now consider the covariance of sy 1, . Slncehsyi= s ,
the covariance is given by

hisvi s)uz s)'1 = bsursyp i+ s s’
shsy i g pis”
= hsuisypi S: B10)
where S = s s” isthe covariance m atrix of the true signal

and, once again, anglk brackets denote averages over noise
realisations. The term hsy 1, sfq 1 1 above is given by

1

hsuisy,i = B 'fC, hdd ic,' B
= B'fc, hifs +n)(fs +n)ic," B °
= B'fc, fss"Ff +Cpic, B
= B'BSBB'+B 'BB'
= s +B': ®11)

Inserting equation B11) in B10), the covariance of sy 1, is
given sin ply by

hisur s)6ur s)'i=B"'; B12)

which agrees with equation (24) since A = B for the m ost
likely solution wih = 0).

M ost probable estim ate

The m ost probabl estin ate is given by rM (smp) = 0,
which gives
£fc,' (fsup d)+ ST sue = 0: B13)

R earranging, we get

Yfe,td: B14)

sup =S "+ fc,'h
D i erentiating M (s) again gives the H essian
A rrM (s)=s'+fcy f=8" +B; B15)

which, in tum, allow s us to w rite

1

sup=A "fC,'d=2"BB "fC,'d=2 "Bsy.;B16)

which agrees w ith equation (13).
The Hesslan A is sym m etric by construction.

Error on M P estim ate

Let us again assum e that the true source intensity is s .
U sing equations B16) and (B9), the expectation value of
sy p oOver realisations of the noise n is

hsypi= A 'Bhsyri= A 'Bs ; ®17)

w here angle brackets denote averages over noise realisations.
Thus, we see that sy p is a biassed estin ator (In general) of
s .W emust therefore be careful when considering errors.

F irst consider the covariance of sy p , which is given by

1

hiswep hapi)lsuer hwei)'i = A 'BA'; (@18)

where we have used equations B16), B17) and B1ll).Re-
menbem'ngthatA=S1+B,wehaveB=A Sl,sothe
nalresul is

1 1

hisup hupi)smr hupi)i=A A SlAl,’(Bl9)

which is equivalent to the equation (17) n W arren & D ye
(2003).

W everi ed equation (B19) by aM onte C arlo sim ulation
0f 1000 noise realisations of the source brightness distribu-
tion described in Section 32.1.The noise realisations di er
only in the values of the random seed used to generate ran-—
dom noise In the sin ulated data.W e used curvature reqular-
isation (see Appendix A) wih a xed (and nearly optin al)
value of the reqularisation constant for each of the 1000
source inversions. T he standard deviation of sy p calculated
from the 1000 inverted source distributions agrees w ith the
1- error from equation (B19).

Equation B19) gives the error from the reconstructed
source Sy p . SInce sy p is a biassed estim ator of s , what
we really want to know is not the covariance above, but
the quantity h(su s )(sup s)T i, which gives us the
distribution of errors from the true source. T his is given by

hsur s)Gur s)'i = A'BSBA ' +A 'BA’
+5 SBA '
A'BS ; B20)

where we have again used equations B16), B17) and B11).
Substituting B = A S' gives, after sin plifying,
1

1 1

+ A
1

S
DA

h(sm » s)(sup s)'i = A

s s v

®B21)
In reality, we donot know S (asthiswould require know ing
the true source intensity s ). However, by averaging over
source brightness distribbutions (denoted by a bar), we have
S = S.This is them anifestation ofour explicit assum ption
that all source intensity distrdbutions are drawn from the
prior probability density de ned by equation (4).Thus,

s)Ti=Aa '; B22)

h(sm » s)(sup

which is the inverse of r r M (s). In words, the covariance
m atrix descrbing the uncertainties in the inverted source
Intensity is given by the width of the approxin ated G aus—
sian posterior in equation (7), which isA ! . The covariance
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m atrix of sy p In equation B19) in generalunder-estin ates
the error relative to the true source In age because it does
not Incorporate the bias in the reconstructed source.

Thispaperhasbeen typeset from a TgX / BTgX Jleprepared
by the author.



