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ABSTRACT

The subject of this paper is the investigation of inflatignawn-Gaussianities of the local type
with extreme value statistics of the weak lensing convecgenSpecifically, we describe the
influence of inflationary non-Gaussianities parameterised. andgy. on the probability
distribution p(x)dk of the smoothed convergence field with a Gram-Charlier sefoe which
we compute the cumulantg of the smoothed convergence field as a configuration space av-
erage of the weak convergence polyspectra. We derive &algkpressions for the extreme
value distribution and show that they correspond very vedllitect samples of extreme values
from the Gram-Charlier distribution. We show how the staddaumbel distribution for the
extreme values is recovered in the limit of large sample $kinvestigate the shape and po-
sition of the extreme value distribution fé_- andgn. -type non-Gaussianity and quantify the
dependence on the number of available samples, leading faférence of non-Gaussianity
parameters from observed extreme values. From the obeeradtsingle extreme values in
the EUCLID weak lensing survey is is possible to place camsts onfy. andgyn. of the
order 1G and 106, respectively, whilery, can not be constrained in a meaningful way.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Cosmic inflation is a mechanism by which the early Universgemwent a period of exponential accelerated expansion antden invoked
in order to solve the flatness and horizon problemst(i 198). In addition, it provides a natural explanation for thedséactuations from
which the cosmic large-scale structure grew by gravitatiamstability (for reviews, seBartolo et al. 2004Wang 2013 Martin et al. 2013
Lesgourgues 20)3A very important signature of inflationary theories are #tatistical properties of the perturbations they caugben
cosmic distribution of matterdardeen et al. 19§35tarobinsky 198R These fluctuations are expected to be almost Gaussiam swi&ll
deviations from Gaussianity due to violated slow-roll citieds. The most general observable of a certain inflatipnawdel is the sequence
of polyspectra which describe the fluctuations in the dgrfg@td (or in the gravitational potential) in Fourier-spaddeir amplitudes are
given by the non-Gaussianity parameters, and we focussmtbik on the lowest order parametefg: which characterises the bispectrum
andgy. which determine the magnitude of the inflationary trispeirin observations of the cosmic microwave background tretosmic
large-scale structure one aims at constraining the norsEanity parameters as well as at measuring the variatitiregiolyspectra in their
dependence on the wave vector configuration. In this waypibssible to distinguish fierent inflationary scenarios.

Currently, the tightest constraints on the lowest order-Gawissianity parameters in a non-Gaussianity model ofdte kype come
from the analysis of the cosmic microwave background by th&NFCK surveyor, who reporfy,. = 2.7 + 5.8 for the bispectrum amplitude
(Planck Collaboration et al. 201,5). Previous studies with WMAP have found bounds on thesenpetiers to be-7.4x10° < gy, < 8.2x10°
and-0.6 x 10* < 7y < 3.3 x 10* (Smidt et al. 201pand-5.6 x 10° < gy < 6.4 x 10 (Vielva & Sanz 201). Data from the large-
scale structure put bounds on the non-Gaussianity paresreteimilar orders of magnitud@esjacques & Selja@010) quote the range
-25x10° < gy < 82x 100.

In this paper we focus on constraining the non-Gaussiarsitarpeterdy,. andgy. in a local model with extreme value statistics, i.e.
where the measurement consists in determining the largestnallest) weak lensing shear in apertures of varying Bieeausdy, describes
the skewness of the distribution of the weak lensing corerergs andjy,. the kurtosis, one would expect that those parameters irdtugre
occurrence of extreme values of the weak lensing conveegéncontrast to the direct estimation of polyspectra ouasneement averages
over the configuration dependence of the non-Gaussianityehend is primarily targeted at measuring the non-Gausgigarameters
themselves rather than at distinguishing configuratioreddpnces. The specific observable we consider is the wesikdeconvergence
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which has the advantage of being proportional to the defisity. All statistical properties of the observable, inéhgipolyspectra, will be
proportional to those of the field to be investigated. We tsecharacteristics of the EUCLID weak lensing survey, whidhreach out to
redshifts of unity and cover half of the sky.

Extreme value statistics (for the mathematical foundatpease refer tasumbel 1954 Beirlant et al. 2004Gumbel 200) has been
applied to a range of problems in cosmology, most notablijéi'pink-elephant’-argument of massive high-redshifstdus that should not
have formed i CDM cosmologies at the redshifts they have been observedoaextreme features in the cosmic microwave background
such as the cold spof(uz et al. 20052007 Vielva 2010. The common motivation is a reliable description of rarergs: Of course with
a suficient high number of trials one would be able to observe ewn unlikely events in a Gaussian random process, but itgessary
to draw conclusions on the fundamental random process fnemohservation of single, unlikely eventsdles 2002 Colombi et al. 201).
Extreme value statistics aims to provide such a descriptiwhdifers from the measurement of e.g. moments of the random ratése
important respect that it focuses on the asyptotic behawibthe random process at large amplitudes instead of treeafdhe distribution.

In this spirit, clusters of galaxies reflecting extreme ealof the underlying density field have been investigatelair power to probe
the cosmological modelE(qvist et al. 201;1Hotchkiss 2011 Waizmann et al. 201,12012ha; Davis et al. 201), where the samples are
mostly resulting fromX-ray surveys. With these samples, statistical tests@DM or of non-Gaussian initial conditions have been carried
out (Cayon et al. 201;1Holz & Perimutter 2012Baldi & Pettorino 2011 Chongchitnan & Silk 2012Mortonson et al. 2011 Apart from
the primary application in cluster catalogues, extremeeatatistics has been used in statistical analysis of thpeeture pattern of the
cosmic microwave background ¢les 1983 Martinez-Gonzalez & Sanz 1988arson & Wandelt 2005Hou et al. 2009 Mikelsons et al.
2009 and finally to the strong lensing signal of galaxy clustérsizmann et al. 20%,Redlich et al. 2012Zitrin et al. 2009

The motivation of this paper is the question if it was possibl derive constraints on inflationary non-Gaussianitiesifa very simple
lensing experiment: If one averages the lensing signal iches of size angular sizeand if one derives the distribution of averaged weak
lensing convergences, there will be a patch with the sntdiesing convergence and one with the largest convergéhttee underlying
statistics of the convergence field exhibits non-Gaussésfirom inflation, the occurrence of these extreme valfigsedensing convergence
will be different from those expected for a Gaussian random field. Inméjs we aim to constrain non-Gaussianities not from theraént
part of the distribution by estimating moments but rathenfithe wings of the distribution by quantifying the occurend extreme values.
Because the proposed measurement is a one-point statisig¢fers from averaging over all bi- and trispectrum configuratiovhere
sensitivity is lost, but we would like to investigate if theclus on the asymptotic behaviour of the distribution faryafiam the mean makes
up for this loss. As the non-Gaussianity model we assume the& basic local non-Gaussianity shape, but it can in priec@gtended to
other types of inflationary non-Gaussianity or structurenfation non-Gaussianity.

After summarising the necessary cosmology backgroundidird the local model for non-Gaussianities in S@ctwe introduce the
distribution of weak lensing convergence by means of a GEdmarlier distribution in Sect3 and investigate the distribution of extreme
values and quantify their sensitivity on the non-Gausgjgmarameters. We summarise and discuss our results infSect.

We present all computations for a spatially i@ DM cosmology, with the specific parameter choices motivaiethe recent PLANCK-
results Planck Collaboration et al. 201EQy, = 0.3, ns = 1, 0g = 0.8, Qy, = 0.04 andHy = 100h km/s/Mpc, with h = 0.7. The dark
energy equation of state was set tovbe- —0.95. The non-Gaussianities due to inflation are taken to beaall type and described by the
two non-Gaussianity parametefig andgn. . We derive extreme value distributions for the case of th€ END weak lensing survey with a
median redshift of 0.9 and a solid anglexs® = 27 (Amara & Réfregier 200;/Refregier 200

2 COSMOLOGY
2.1 Dark energy cosmologies
In Friedmann-Lemaitre cosmologies with zero curvatugtthe matter density paramet@y,, the Hubble functiorH(a) is given by

H*@ _ Om
H3 a?

+(1-Qm) exp(3 fal dlna(1+ w(a))) , 1

wherew(a) is the dark energy equation of state describing the ratiwdsen pressure and density of the dark energy fluid. Comalistgnces
x can be computed from the scale facadsy integration,

. c
X _L da a?H(a)’ @

where the Hubble distangg, = ¢/Ho can be identified as the natural cosmological distance .scale

2.2 CDM power spectrum

The linear CDM density power spectruRfk) describes Gaussian fluctuations of the CDM-density fighl Fourier space(d(k;)d(kz)) =
(2m)35p (k1 + ko)P(k:1) and this variance is diagonal if the fluctuation properéiEshomogeneous. Inflationary models suggest

P(K) o< K™T?(K), ®)

with the transfer functiofM (k) and the spectral index; close to unity.T (k) describes the passage of modes through horizon re-erdrisan
approximately given bygardeen et al(1986),
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In(1 + 2.34q)
2.34q

if the matter density is low. In eqn4), the wave vectoq = k/T is substituted in units of the shape paramé&ter Qh. A nonzero baryon
density causes a small correctiomt¢Sugiyama 1995

_1
2

T(q) = (1+3.89 + (16.1q)° + (5.460)° + (6.710)") * @

I=Qph exp[—Qb (1 + ;/Z—Z_h]] (5)
The normalisation of the spectruR(k) is taken to be the varianeg; on the scaldk = 8 Mpc/h,
dk
o2 = >3 K2P(KWA(KR) (6)

with a Fourier transformed spherical top hat filter functidi(x) = 3j1(X)/X. j,(X) is the spherical Bessel function of the first kind of order
(Abramowitz & Stegun 1972

Because the focus of this paper is on large-scale, inflatjoman-Gaussianities, the time-evolution of all polyspaatan be predicted
from linear structure formation, whetx,a) = D.(a)é(x,a = 1). The linear growth functio, (a) is the growing-mode solution to the
growth equationTurner & White 1997 Wang & Steinhardt 1994.inder & Jenkins 2008

@D, (a) }( dInH)dD+(a)_ 3

daz a dina/ da Eﬂm(a)m(a). )

which is applicable as long as non-linearities in the stmecformation equations are weak. From the spectrum of thil @ensity fluctua-
tions one can construction the spectrBg(k) of the gravitational potentia{l@(k;)®(Kz)) = (27)36p (Ky + K2) Po(ks),
2

Patl) = 5] ke " ®)

ZXa
by application of the comoving Poisson equativh = 3Qn,/(2yZ)5. We focus on large angular scales, where most of the lenginglss
generated by linear structures, and extend the CDM-spadtuinonlinear scales in some cases, by employing a nonlirexasfer function
derived bySmith et al(2003.

2.3 Primordial non-Gaussianities

Non-Gaussianities of the local type are introduced as @i@dand cubic perturbations of the potential at a given priGangui 1994
Verde et al. 2000Komatsu & Spergel 2001

D(x) = O(x) + fu (P2(X) = (%) + gur (P3(x) — HDHD(x)), ©)
with two parametersy, andgy., which lead in Fourier-space to a bispectrgi(k;)®(ko)D(Ks)) = (27)35p (K1 + Kz + K3) Bo (K1, Ko, k),
3Qn\°
Bo(ka, ko, k3) = 2fn. (?’“) ((kako)™™ + (koka)™™ + (keka)™™) T (k)T (k) T (ko). (10)
H

and a corresponding trispectrud@(k,) D (ko) D(Kz)D(K4)) = (27)30p(Ky + ko + Kz + Ka) To(Ky, Ko, K3, Ka),
3
2)(,2_|

The normalisation of each modgk) is set to be consistent with the normalisationof the CDM-spectruniP(k).

4
To(ke. Ko, ks, k) = 60n ( ) ((kakoke) ™ + (Kakoka) ™™ + (Kakaka) ™ + (kokaka) ) T (k)T (ko) T (o) T (ks). (11)

24 Weak gravitational lensing

Weak gravitational lensing refers to the shape distortaditight bundles in their propagation through the tidal feetd the cosmic large-scale
structure (se@artelmann & Schneider 200as a review). The lensing potentialis a projection of the gravitational potentidlalong the
line of sight,y = Zfd)( W, (x)@ with the weighting functioW, (y),

D.(a) G
wi(p) = 28 8 12
X
G(y) is the lensing-fiiciency weighted galaxy redshift distribution,
WH , , dZ
6w = [ av pge (1-£) 13)
X 24 X
with dz/dy’ = H(y’)/c. For the redshift distributiop(z)dz we choose a standard parameterisation,
2 B
z z ) 1 2z (3)
7)dz = — | exp|—-—] |dz with —=—=T(-=],. 14
P2 pO(ZO) p( (20)) o B \B )
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The lensing observables follow from the lensing potengidly taking second derivativeg = d%4/96;06; and contracting this tensor with
the Pauli-matrices, (Abramowitz & Stegun 1972 Specifically, the weak lensing convergencis given byk = tr(io)/2 = Ay/2 and
the two shear componenis = tr(io1)/2, yx = tr(ypos)/2. Although the shear is the primary observable in weak tepsive carry out
our statistical investigations with the convergence asstidentical statistical properties and, being scalamssee to handle. For EUCLID,
Zo ~ 0.64 such that the median redshift is 0.9.

2.5 Polyspectra of the weak lensing convergence

With the relationAy = 2« is is straightforward to compute the angular spect@ytf) of the weak lensing convergence from the spectrum
Po(K) of the gravitational potential,

) = ¢ f " %w,icv)%(k) (15)

by application of the Limber-equationi(nber 1954. Generalisation of the Limber-projection and repeatdabsttution ofx = £2y/2 yields
for the convergence bispectrui(fy, £>, £3),

Y H d
By (€1, £, £3) = ((16at)? f X—’ng(x)sq,(kl, Ko, k) (16)
0
and finally for the convergence trispectrai(f1, £2, {3, £1),
WH d
T(l1. 62,63, £5) = (C1L26504)° f X—’é\/\/ﬁ@)T@(kL Kz, ks, Ka). 17
0

With these polyspectra it is then possible to derive cuntalafithe convergence density field which can be smoothedeartbular scalé
by a functionW(¢6), which we take to be Gaussian,

2
W(£0) = exp(— (fg) ) (18)

Consequently, the variane€ of the smoothed convergence field reads

K =0?= fz‘f W(£6)? C(0), (19)

which is equal to the second cumulaatof the distributionp(«)dk. The third cumulanks; then follows from integration of the smoothed
bispectrum Bernardeau et al. 2002

dzfl d2€2
@y (flg)f (%)Zw(fze)f @y

and lastly, the fourth cumulart, can be obtained in complete analogy with

d fl d2€2 d2£3
“= ) oy (flg)f (ngze)f (Zn)ZW(M)f @

The Gaussian cumulart = o2, and the two non-Gaussian contributiong fy. and«s/gy. are depicted in Figl as a function of
angular scal@. Quite generally, the two non-Gaussian cumulants will prtional to the non-Gaussianity paramet&lis andgy., and
all cumulants are decreasing with smoothing scale, bedéestuctuations are wiped out and the cumulants as an inezjraeasure of
the fluctuation amplitude decrease. As emphasisedchyig et al(2011), the non-Gaussianity in the observable is weakened duleeto t
central limit theorem because in the line of sight integmratinany non-Gaussian values for the gravitaitonal potesitéaadded that yield an
approximately Gaussian result.

The cumulank, is very small forry -type non-Gaussianity, about three orders of magnitudertdative to that generated by, , which
is the reason why we do not include it in the subsequent aiouls. The reason of this behaviour derives from the feadtttie weigthing
functionsW(¢;6) downweight contributions from large multipolés The integrations in eqns2Q) and 1) needed for the cumulankg and
k4 are carried out in polar coordinates with a Monte-Carlo sehéspecifically, with the CUBA-library bylahn 2005who provides a range
of adaptive Monte-Carlo integration algorithms), whichuees the computational complexity considerably.

5 W(£36) Bel(1, £, £3), (20)

S W(Lab) Tu(lr, E, £, L), (21)

3 EXTREME VALUE STATISTICS
3.1 Gram-Charlier series

If a Gaussian distribution with zero mean and varianée= «, is weakly perturbed by the presence of a non-vanishing tai fourth
cumulantkz andxy, respectively, the distributiop(x)dk can be approximated with the Gram-Charlier-series (8egace 1953 Greenwood
& Durand 195% Durand & Greenwood 195Tolombi 1994 Juszkiewicz et al. 1998Bernardeau et al. 200Who in addition quantify the
limits of applicability of the expansion),

e LR A (< RPN GO @)
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Figure 1. Cumulantscy, x3/ fnL @andka/gne as a function of angular scadefor a Gaussian smoothing functioi(¢6).

with the argumenk = /o of the Hermite polynomial$i,(x), which can be computed byfold differentiation of a Gaussian,

2 n 2
K o K d K
H“(o-) = (-0) exp( ) e exp( 20_2). (23)
It is worth noting that the perturbation @f(x)d« with H; and H, do not change the mean and the variance. Specifically, thmikéer
polynomials needed readframowitz & Stegun 1972
Hi() =% Hy(X)=x2-1, Hz(x)=x>-3x, Ha(x)=x"-6x2+3 andlater Hs(x) = x° — 10xC + 15x. (24)

By substituting eqn.23) and integrating by parts the cumulative functi®fx) of the Gram-Charlier-distributiop(«x)d« can be written down
analytically,

<o, K 1 K2 K3 K
P9 = j_;, A’ P = (D(;) - =] eXp(_F) [3!0’2 Hz(_) 4'0‘3 Hs (0')] (25)
where the cumulative functiof(x/o) of the Gaussian distribution is expressed in terms of thar éunction erfk/o),
K 1
cp(—) (1+erf( )) (26)
a \/_O'
as defined byAbramowitz & Stegur(1972. By using the derivative relation
gt ()= 3 o (?) (27)
dk o o
of the Hermite polynomial$i,(x), the derivative of the Gram-Charlier distribution takies tompact analytical form,
d 1 g K K3 K K4 K
&P == eXp(_F) oz gt () st ()] (28)
The moment generating functidvi(k) can be computed analytically as well,
2k2
M(K) = fdk expke) p(k) = exp("T) x| 1+ 2+ 2 (29)

from which the moments of order can be obtained by-fold differentiation and setting to zero. We would like to add that the Gram-
Charlier expansion in eqn2®) is only applicable for weak non-Gaussianities in whigh< o° and«, < o*, because otherwise the
Hermite-polynomials could cause negative valuespi@dk. The regime of weak non-Gaussianity in the weak lensingadigiould be left

if fye 2 10* andgy, 2 10°, depending on angular scale.

3.2 Number of samples

We compute an estimate of the numibeof samples from the correlation functi@;(B) of the convergence fieldthat has been smoothed
on the scal®,

G = [ S WPC.(0 (eH), (30)
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Figure 2. The angular correlation functio@,(B8) is shown as a function of separation angléblack solid line) and for a range of smoothing scaless
1,3,10,30,100 arcmin, for a Gaussian filter.

which is depicted in Fig2 for a range of smoothing scales and for a Gaussian windowtibtmV(¢69) = exp(-(£6)/2). The correlation
function allows us to define a correlation lenglat which the value o€, (8) has dropped to a fraction expl) of its value at zero lag,
Ci(8 = 0) = 0 = kp. The number of sample¥ can then be estimated with the relatiink 752 = 4rfqy, i.€. the number of patches of area
n3? that could be fitted in the survey solid angle. In this appratied picture, the smoothed random field is taken to assudepémdent
valuesk in patches of sizg. The number of available sampliisas a function of smoothing scalds given in Fig.3, where we consider the
case of the EUCLID mission with the sky fractidigy = 1/2: N drops from= 4 x 10* if there is hardly any smoothing ét= 1 arcmin to a
few hundred if a strong smoothing on the saate 100 arcmin is applied.

We choose the smoothing sca@le- 10 arcmin for the subsequent analysis in order to hafféecgntly interesting sample sizes while
avoiding a possible strong contamination from non-Gau#sts that evolve in nonlinear structure formation. FAd. compares smoothed
convergence spectra resulting from linear and nonlineaviépectra and we found a contamination of the variantamounting to ~ 7%
atd = 10 arcmin, compared te 1% atd = 30 arcmin andx 18% atd = 3 arcmin.

We would like to point out that in drawing extreme values itulebbe incorrect to generate a vectorfrandom deviates far and
identify in this vector the largest and smallest sampleelnd, one needs to carry out the numerical experiment fanfyritie largest and the
smallest sample separately. The reason for this is thetfatsamples for extreme values are compared to each otHardimg the extrema,
and for this procesBl samples are needed, which must not be reused as would besthéndhe first approach: Each time a new value is
drawn, it must be given the chance (and hence probabilitpeofg larger than the current maximum but at the same timédemtiaan the
current minimum. Therefore, every time a new value is drala,comparison with the current largest value and the cosgrawith the
smallest one must be separate processes. The importaris efparation can be clearly seen when considering thdivgryalue which is
drawn, since this value is at the same time the largest anshtilest one. This actually also reduces tfieaive number of samples by 1.

3.3 Sampling from the Gram-Charlier distribution

With the analytical form eqn26) of the cumulative distributiof(«) it is possible to sample from the Gram-Charlier-distribatp(x)dx by
using its invertibility: From a samplg of the uniform distribution from the unit interval one cartain a sample ok by settingc = P~1(y).
This inverse always exists becauBg) as an integral of a positive function is monotonically easing and therefore invertible. Likewise,
samples from the extreme value distributions can be gesgkgt drawing\ random numbers from the uniform distribution, and by magpin
the largest (and the smallest) of those samples enBecause the cumulative distributidfx) is monotonic, the largest sample wivill

be converted to the largest valuexinand likewise the smallest sampleyoWill be the smallesk-value. This approach has advantages over
direct sampling from the Gram-Charlier distribution andlfing the extrema, because the inversjop « has to be carried out only once.

3.4 Extremevaluedistributions

The reasoning behind extreme value distributions is vesiructive (Gumbel 19542004): The cumulative distributio(«) gives the prob-
ability that a sample is drawn with a valuex, and consequentl(«)N indicates the probability thadl independent samples are all smaller
thank. The probability of the complementary event, i.e. that astea single one of the samples is larger thamould then be given by
P.(x) = 1 - P(x)N. Differentiation yields the distributiop, (x)d« of the maximum values drawn frop(x)dk in N trials:

P() = <P = NP p(e), (31)
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Figure 3. Sample sizeN as a function of smoothing scafeemployed in calculating the cumulants, n = 2,3,4. The sample size is computed from the
angular scale at which the correlation function drops t@atfon of exp{1) of its value at zero lag.

which can be computed analytically with eqn82)(and @5). The argumentation for the smallest samples proceedsmplete analogy:
Again, the cumulative distribution 3 P(«) states the probability that a sample>isk, and the probability thaN independent samples
are all larger thax would be given by (I P(x))N. The complementary case of a single sample being smallartis computed with
P_(x) = 1- (1 - P(x))N, which can be dferentiated to get the extreme value distributpic)dk of the minimum obtained iN draws,

P9 = P = N1~ P()"p(0) (32

By the derivation of the extreme value distributipn(x)dk as theN-fold exponentiation of the cumulative functid®(x) the distribution
acquires naturally a strong sensitivity on the asymptagicaviour of the distributiop(x)dk. In our case, the distribution will be influenced
by the presence of a non-vanishing third and fourth cumwesmsourced by the three lowest-order inflationary non-&angy parameters
fa andgy - Local non-Gaussianity from they -term influenceg, only weakly and will be neglected in the analysis.

The Gram-Charlier distributiop(x)d« along with the two extreme value distributiops(«)d« are shown forfy, = 30 and forg =
10 arcmin (corresponding t¢ = 10597 on EUCLID's survey cone) in Fid. While there is a very small asymmetry in the distributjifr)dx
of the convergences themselves, the skewness introducég Ilgives rise to a much larger asymmetry in the extreme valueilsliions
p:(x)dk. Positivefy, skew the distribution in the direction of positive valuesgkimg large maxima more likely and large minima less likely.
The samples for the Gram-Charlier distribution and theatlismmpling of the extreme value distributions corresporety well to the
analytical expressions. Even without the influence of nausSianities one sees that values as large-a€.012 are the most likely to be
expected for the sample size, corresponding to random ®@trat distance of 3.40- away from the mean at zero. Extreme value of that
magnitude are consistent with the fact that witk: 10* samples it is possible to probe the wings of the Gaussiariitibn at probabilities
of erfc(34/ V2) ~ 6 x 107,

Fig. 5 shows the Gram-Charlier distributigx)dk with the two corresponding extreme value distributigmé«)dk with gy, = 3 x 10°
and on an angular scate= 10 arcmin. Introducing a positive kurtosis into the diatibn is dificult to see in the distribution itself, but
makes large extremes much more likely. Overall, the seitgitf the extreme values to a non-Gaussian kurtosis is nmedker compared to
that of a non-Gaussian skewness, and there is a very goabspondence between the sampled distributions and thetiaabbxpressions.

3.5 Posterior statistics of the Gram-Charlier distribution

In this section we investigate the properties of the extreahee distributiong. (x)dx in more detail by deriving its average, its most likely
value and its median and by relating its first moments to thedstrd parameters of the Gumbel distribution. We focus oticpéar on the
position of the extreme value distribution as a functionrabsthingé which influences both the magnitudes of the cumulaptss well as
the number of sampldd, which is the dominating quantity. As seen in the two presiplots, the extreme value statistics generates a much
stronger diference between extreme values from smdiedénces in the parent distributions.

The average. of the extreme value distributiop. («)dk is given by

K ZdeKpi(K). (33)

The most likely value: follows from solving:

dp@=0 (34)

where the analytical form eqr2®) of the derivative @(x)/dx is particularly useful. Likewise, the median €an be computed by solving
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Figure 4. Gram-Charlier distributiorp(«)d« and the two extreme value distributiops («)d« with the non-Gaussianity parametefig = 30 andgy. = 0
on the angular scale = 10 arcmin, with a yield oN = 10597 samples. Additionally, we show show samples from tr@r=Charlier distributiorp(x)dk
including Poissonian errors and the two extreme valueibligions p.. (x)d« for the Gaussian reference model. The inset figure showstiteaf the extreme
value distributionsp, (k)dk between the Gaussian and the non-Gaussian model, witmgaryglong with lines marking the ratios exgl/2) indicating an
equivalent ir change in likelihood.
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Figure 5. Gram-Charlier distributiorp(x)dk and the two extreme value distributiops(k)d« with the non-Gaussianity parametefg. = 3x 10° andfy. = 0
on the angular scalg= 10 arcmin, yieldingN = 10597 samples. Additionally, we show show samples from tre=Charlier distributiorp(«)dx including
Poissonian errors and the two extreme value distributipr()dk for the Gaussian reference model. The inset gives the ratiwden the extreme value
distributionsp. (x)dk for the Gaussian and the non-Gaussian parent distribp(ieylk, with lines indicating the ratios exg(l/2), which corresponds to arl
change in likelihood.

P. (k) = % (35)

Figs.6 and7 give an impression of how fast the extreme value distrilousibifts away from the parent distribution if the smoothing
scaled is varied, due to changes in the cumulagtand the number of available sampMsthe latter being the driving factor, as mentioned
previously. As already apparent from Figsand5, a nonzero positivéy. skews the distribution and shifts the maximum distribufpa(x)dx
towards larger values and the minimum distributjpr{xdx) towards less negative values. Non-zgfp causes larger absolute values for
both p, (x)d« and p_(x)dk. As expected for a unimodal distribution, the meansthe most likely values, and the median values Show
a very similar behaviour. In both cases, the position of thieeene value distribution tends towards zero with incnegsimoothing scalé,
which reduces the sample numid¢ias well as the numerical value of all cumulants.
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gnL = 3% 10° and fy, = 0 in comparison to a Gaussian model, as a function of angmiaothing scale.

3.6 Relation tothe Gumbel-distribution

The parameterg andg of the standard Gumbel distribution can be derived from teamand the variance @f. («)dx,

g 2
E = [acpo and ue = [ desp.. (36)
with the Euler-Mascheroni-constant~ 0.57721 (\bramowitz & Stegun 1972 One naturally recovers the shape of the Gumbel distobuti
in the limit of largeN which can be seen from the cumulative distributfr(x) = PN(x) = exp(NIn P(x)) = exp(NIn (1 - (1 - P(x)))) =
exp(—N(1 - P(x))) applying a Taylor expansion of the logarithm in the last s&ybstituting the Gaussian distributip(x)/« as a approxi-
mation for 1— P(x) for largex one obtains the Gumbel distributidh (k) ~ exp(N/« exp«?/(20?))) (Gumbel 200).

Fig. 8 illustrates the variation of the two parametarandp with angular scale if the Gaussian distribution is appratied with an
extreme value distribution of the Gumbel-shape. Cleakhly,dosition of the mean value distribution describeqitiecreases if the sample
number and the variance of the parent distribution decreambthe same argument applies to the width of the extrenue distribution.
Because the perturbation with Hermite polynomials in thar@Charlier distribution does not introduce #&elient asymptotic behaviour
than that of a Gaussian distribution, the extreme valueildigion is of approximate Gumbel-shape and weak non-Ganisigs do not fiect
the general shape of the extreme value distribution.
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Figure 9. Likelihood ratiosr for varying fy (green line) andjy, (blue line) evaluated at the most likely maximum value aiédiin the Gaussian reference
model with fy. = gy = 0. The angular smoothing scale is set to 10 arcmin, resuitiifg= 10597 samples. The horizontal lines indicate confidenceldev
corresponding too, n=1,2,3.

3.7 Inferencefrom extreme values

Although extreme value statistics seems to be applicab&timtions where models are excluded because they mighhplausible in
generating a certain observed extreme value, they cantiiit fzan be used for parameter inference, e.g. for the norsSanity parameters
fae andgn: When observing a certain extreme valj@ne can consider the distributign («| fy. ) with its dependence on the parameter set
fao as a likelihood, and compareflirent likelihoods by their ratio,

P (k] fni) P (KIGnL)
p: (kI fne = 0) P-(xlgne = 0)°

which, according to the Neyman-Pearson lemma, is the nffettize test for distinguishing the likelihoods that cartparameter choices
provide an explanation of the data, i.e. the observed extratuex in our case. The likelihood ratia¢fy, ) andr(gy.) in our example would
quantify the plausibility of a cosmological model with nena non-Gaussianitief,_ or gy relative to a purely Gaussian fiducial model in
providing an explanation to an observed extreme value.

The insets in Figsd and5 show the likelihood ratios as a function ok between the extreme value distributions from the non-Ganss
and the Gaussian model. For weak non-Gaussianities, thiéhlilod ratior as a function ok assumes values close to unity if the extreme
sample is close to the most likely sample for a particulam@harlier-distribution but would assumes valueeting significantly from
one if the sample is much larger or smaller than the mostyfikalue.

r(x, fw) = or r(k,gn) = (37)
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Fig. 9 shows the likelihood ratiosas a function of eithefy, or gy, if the reference model is Gaussian with = gne = 0. We choose
to evaluate the likelihood ratio for a value othat occurs in the random experiment with the highest pridibab.e. the most likely value
k derived with eqgn. 34) for p,(x)dk. We focus on the maximum value of the convergercevhich can be computed analytically for the
Gram-Charlier-distribution. The choice af for estimating the width of the likelihood corresponds te #iveraggy?) of they-functional in
conventional fits for unbiased models. In this sense, wettemating to carry out a fit with a single measurement andnegé the precision
of the parameter inference from that single measuremegut9Biuggests constraints of the ordefy, ~ 10 andAgy. ~ 10° from extreme
value statistics, i.e. an observation of the single extrgatee for such a non-Gaussianity would be incompatible w&itBaussian parent
distribution.

We conclude similarly tdviikelsons et al(2009; Chongchitnan & Silk(2012) that the extreme values are not competitive in their
sensitivity to weak non-Gaussianities, at least for tyjpgsdrema, even though the simplicity of the measuremeniddoe attractive. While
extreme values of the lensing convergence might providensistency check for constraints dg,, their very weak sensitivity oy
makes it doubtful if meaningful constraints on primordigpectra can be derived from extreme value statistics) &&s so forry, -type
non-Gaussianity. By running a direct estimate of the profr@rbispectrum in a non-tomographic setup very similarst@ints onfy, of
~ 1@ are within reach with EUCLID$%chafer et al. 20)2and corresponding constraintsgua are of the order of 10°, while these values
can be improved substantially by lensing tomography. Inmanmson, large-scale structure probes other than lensm@tlae to provide
constraints close to order unity dgy, likewise the cosmic microwave background.

4 SUMMARY

Subject of this paper is the extreme value statistics of tleaknlensing convergence in the presence of primordial ioflaty non-
Gaussianities. We would like to answer the question if thestnextreme values of the weak lensing convergence averagapertures
of a certain angular size is indicative of the non-Gaussigrarameterdy,. andgy, in a basic local non-Gaussianity model.

(i) For this purpose, we perturb a Gaussian distributiortlierlensing convergence with Hermite polynomials whoselindles are the
cumulants of third and fourth order, i.e. with a Gram-Clar$ieries. These two cumulants are proportional to the peasfy,. andgy. and
are computed from the local non-Gaussianity bi- and trigpen a configuration space integration for which we use g efficient adaptive
Monte-Carlo integration. For investigating the depenéeor angular scale, we introduce a Gaussian smoothing iatpdlyspectra and
we find all cumulants to be decreasing functions with smguilsicale. We made sure that the smoothing ficently strong such that
small-scale structure formation non-Gaussianities haraall impact on the cumulants. Thg -term provides a much smaller contribution
to the weak lensing trispectrum in comparison toghe-part and for that reason we neglect it in our investigation.

(i) The Gram-Charlier distribution has the convenientgady of analytical expressions for the cumulative disttidn, the derivative
of the distribution and the moment-generating function. phtevide analytical expressions for the extreme value itigtions for drawing
N samples, which alleviates the usage of the generic Gumbilkdition which would be recovered in the limit of largfe In EUCLID’s
weak lensing survey one can expect individual extreme gattfighe weak lensing convergence of a percent on the gcal&0 arcmin. If
Gaussian statistics is assumed, the most likely extrenue difers from the mean by 3.4c-.

(iii) We propose an &icient sampling scheme for drawing Gram-Charlier distébutandom numbers based on drawing uniformly dis-
tributed numbers from the unit interval and determiningekigemes of this distribution before mapping it onto the kleasing convergence
with the inverse of the cumulative distributi®fx). We verified the correspondence between analytical ieanll samples from the extreme
value distribution and found excellent agreement. The rermobsamples is estimated from the correlation length ofanelom field, where
we make estimate the correlation length of the field by réogithat the correlation function has dropped to a fractibexp(-1) from its
value at zero lag and by tiling the survey area with circulstches of this size.

(iv) We investigated the sensitivity of extreme value digttions on constraining inflationary non-Gaussianitygpaeters. While non-
Gaussianities change the parent distribution only weakbydiference between a non-Gaussian and a Gaussian model is athplithe
extreme value distribution.

(v) We characterised the extreme value distribution anatedlit to the generic shape of the Gumbel-distribution,cihs always re-
covered in the case of large sample numbers for a unrestniatedlom process. The mean value, the most likely value andhtddian of
the extreme value distribution reflect the non-Gaussianitihe parent distribution and decrease with stronger shimgtbecause of two
reasons: firstly, the cumulants decrease in value of a str@rgoothing is applied, and secondly, the number of aaildmples decreases
because the correlation length of the convergence fieléasers.

(vi) By considering the likelihood ratio between the hypesis that a non-Gaussian distribution provides and exptanaf an extreme
value compared to the null-hypothesis of a Gaussian paisinibdtion we show that individual extreme values can ewconstraints on
fuL of the order 18 and ongy, of the order 18. One can expect a significant improvement in these contdridithe sequence of thath
largest extrema is considered, similarlyvi@gizmann et al(20121) for the observation of massive clusters of galaxies. Duaésmallness
of the contribution of the,_-term to the fourth cumulant; we did not derive a limit orry .

In summary we would like to point out the simplicity of thetsttical inference from weak lensing extreme values. Weratiee process
of extending our studies for the related case of structuradtion non-Gaussianities, where dfeetive description of the convergence field
with the lognormal distribution is applicable, and to theeaf non-zero covariances between individual samplesnapplication of the
formalism byBertin & Clusel 200).
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APPENDIX A: SMOOTHED CONVERGENCE SPECTRA

For completeness we show the angular spectty(f) of the weak lensing convergence in FiglL with a Gaussian smoothing/(¢6) applied

on a range of scalgswhich cuts @ contributions on smaller multipoleswith increasing). From the smoothed spectrum we compute the
smoothed convergence correlation functi@qés) by Fourier transform, and estimate in this way the cori@telength of the convergence
field x. Furthermore, it gives the largest multipdiéor the numerical computation of the cumulartsandk, needed at a given smoothing
scale. Diferences between spectra computed for linear and nonlif@st-€pectra are small # is chosen large enough.

This paper has been typeset fromgXTIATEX file prepared by the author.
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