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Abstract. In references [1, 2] we constructed a convolutional neural network
used to estimate the location of cosmic strings in simulated Cosmic Microwave
Background (CMB) temperature anisotropy maps. We derived a connection
between the estimates of cosmic string locations by this neural network and
the posterior probability distribution of the cosmic string tension Gµ. Here we
improve the calculation of the posterior distribution of the string tension Gµ.
We also improve our previous convolutional neural network by using residual
networks. We apply our new neural network and posterior calculation method
to maps from the same simulation used in references [1, 2] and quantify the
improvement.
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1 Introduction

In recent years there has been a renewed interest in cosmic strings since they can
form in a large class of extensions of the Standard Model. Cosmic strings are
linear topological defects, remnants of a high-energy phase transition in the very
early Universe. The gravitational effects of the string can be parametrized by its
string tension Gµ, a dimensionless constant where G is Newton’s gravitational
constant, and µ is the energy per unit length of the string. Because of the
continued theoretical uncertainty in cosmic string loop variables, the robust limit
on the string tension is provided by long string effects with the best limits coming
from the Planck collaboration with Gµ . 10−7 at the 95% confidence level
(CL) [3]. See the introductions in [1, 2] for a more detailed discussion and
references on these points. As also discussed in that introduction, research for a
more sensitive probe of cosmic strings in CMB and 21 cm intensity maps from
long string effects have been explored in [4–16]. All of the methods discussed
there can be thought of as a statistic on a sky map.

In [1, 2] we proposed a Bayesian interpretation of cosmic string detection where
we developed a convolutional neural network to estimate the cosmic string loca-
tions in CMB maps, δsky, and we derived a connection between these estimates
and the posterior probability distribution of the cosmic string tension Gµ. In
this paper we present significant improvements to the calculation of the posterior
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Figure 1: Comparison of the string tension posteriors obtained in reference [1] to
the posteriors obtained after the improvements discussed in this paper. These
improvements include an improved neural network and the calculation of the
posterior using equation 2.13.

distribution of the string tension Gµ and to the convolutional neural network
presented in [1, 2]. These improvements are summarized in figure 1 where we
plot the logarithm of the posterior probability of the string tension versus string
tension. This significant improvement include two effects: an improved neural
network and an improvement in our calculation of the posterior probability of
the string tension, in particular using equation 2.13.

The improvement in the calculation of the posterior probability is presented in
section 2 and it involves two points. The first is a reformulation of the posterior
probability in terms of the evidence provided by the neural network evaluated on
the sky map, rather than the sky map itself. This allows for a more general and
more precise interpretation of our posterior probability formula, as discussed in
subsections 2.1 and 2.2. It also allows us to derive a more efficient and accurate
way to compute the posterior probability as presented in subsection 2.3. In sub-
section 3.1 we present the improved posteriors obtained by applying formula 2.13
to the prediction maps using the neural network presented in [1, 2].

The improvement to the plain convolutional neural network involves the use of
residual networks [17]. The residual network and the results obtained with it
and the new posterior calculation are presented in subsection 3.2 and 3.3. We
also compare the prediction maps and posteriors with the results obtained using
the old network. We quantify the improvement of the prediction maps by using
the standard deviation of the prediction values of the pixel. We quantify the in-
formation gained between the old and new posterior distributions by calculating
the the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence between them.
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2 A better way to compute the posterior probability

2.1 The posterior probability in terms of the evidence provided by
the neural network

Equation (2.4) of reference [1] expressed the posterior probability of the distribu-
tion of the string tension Gµ, P (Gµ | δsky), given the sky map δsky as evidence.
We present it here as equation 2.1:

P (Gµ | δsky) =
(1

2

)Npixel

(
P (Gµ)

P (δsky)

){∑
ξ∈Ξ

P (δsky | ξ,Gµ)× P (ξ)

P (ξ | δsky, Gµ)

}
. (2.1)

ξ is a map which indicates which pixels lie on a string. If (i, j) ∈ string then
ξi,j = 1, otherwise ξi,j = 0. A map ξ is associated with a CMB temperature map
δsky. We call the space of all such maps Ξ and it contains 2Npixel elements where
Npixel is the number of pixels in a map. This formula uses information about
the string locations to update our knowledge of the prior distribution P (Gµ) to
the posterior P (Gµ | δsky).

We can be more general, and more precise, by considering f(δsky) instead of
δsky as evidence, where f can be any function, but we are interested in the case
where f is a convolutional neural network. We treat the output of f as evidence
and compute the posterior with respect to it: P (Gµ | f(δsky)). If f is one-to-one,
this is the same posterior as P (Gµ | δsky).

In appendix A we derive the equivalent of equation 2.1 for this case:

P (Gµ | f(δsky)) =
(1

2

)Npixel P (Gµ)

P (f(δsky))

1

N

∑
ξa∼P (ξ)

P (f(δsky) | ξ,Gµ)

P (ξ | f(δsky), Gµ)
(2.2)

where we have transformed the sum of ξ ∈ Ξ into an expectation of N maps ξa

sampled from P (ξ). Thus the factor P (ξ) is not in the summand but in the sam-
pling procedure. Also notice that 2Npix , P (f(δsky)), and N are Gµ independent,
hence we can absorb them into the normalisation (

∫
P (Gµ | f(δsky))dGµ = 1).

Thus we only need to compute the unnormalized probability P ′(Gµ | f(δsky)):

P ′(Gµ | f(δsky)) = P (Gµ)
∑

ξa∼P (ξ)

P (f(δsky) | ξa, Gµ)

P (ξa | f(δsky), Gµ)
(2.3)

2.2 Conditions on the neural network f

We now make some assumptions regarding the denominator, P (ξ | f(δsky), Gµ),
and the numerator, P (f(δsky) | ξ,Gµ), of the summand of equation 2.3. As in
[1], these assumptions encodes our conjecture that we should be able to decide
whether a given pixel is on a string without knowing anything about which other
pixels are actually on a string. Notice that in this abstraction f is completely free,
any function that respects our assumptions below can be used. Most functions
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would make the assumptions below quite bad, however, these assumptions are
reasonable for the case of the function represented by our neural networks.

1. Conditional independence of each pixel i, j in the answer map ξ and f(δsky):

P (ξ | f(δsky), Gµ) =
∏
i,j

P (ξi,j | f(δsky), Gµ)

P (f(δsky) | ξ,Gµ) =
∏
i,j

P (fi,j(δsky) | ξ,Gµ)

2. Each pixel i, j in the answer map depends only on the corresponding pixel in
f(δsky) and vice versa:

P (ξi,j | f(δsky), Gµ) = P (ξi,j | fi,j(δsky), Gµ)

P (fi,j(δsky) | ξ,Gµ) = P (fi,j(δsky) | ξi,j , Gµ)

3. Translation invariance in the probabilities, i.e. pixel location is not impor-
tant:

∀ i, j, i′, j′ where ξi,j = ξi′,j′ and fi,j = fi′,j′

P (ξi,j | fi,j(δsky), Gµ) = P (ξi′,j′ | fi′,j′(δsky), Gµ)

and

P (fi,j(δsky) | ξi,j , Gµ) = P (fi′,j′(δsky) | ξi′,j′ , Gµ)

At this point the only quantities we need to compute are the pixel indepen-
dent probabilities P (ξi,j | fi,j(δsky), Gµ) and P (fi,j(δsky) | ξi,j , Gµ). These are
tractable quantities which we can easily compute from data.

To compute P (ξi,j | fi,j(δsky), Gµ) we begin with a collection of simulated sky
maps with strings of a known Gµ and we bin the values that f takes on these
maps. For each specific bin, we then take the fraction of pixels which are on
strings among the pixels with the specified value of f and assign this value p to
P (ξi,j = 1 | fi,j(δsky) and 1− p to P (ξi,j = 0 | fi,j(δsky).

To compute the probability distribution P (fi,j(δsky) | ξi,j , Gµ) we again begin
with a collection of simulated sky maps with strings of a known Gµ. We then
consider all the pixels in our dataset with ξi,j = 1 and compute the histogram
of values of f on those pixels. We do the same thing for those pixels with
ξi,j = 0.

For the calculations of P (ξi,j | fi,j(δsky), Gµ) and P (fi,j(δsky) | ξi,j , Gµ) that lead
to the results we present in section 3 we binned the values of Gµ in 700 bins of
equally spaced log intervals between 10−11 and 2× 10−7:

Gµ = 10−11+n×(4+log10 2)/700 , n = 0, ..., 700 ,

and the values of f in 1000 equally spaced bins between 0 and 1 with size
1/1000.

Now that we have the summand it remains to compute the sum over ξ in equa-
tion 2.3.
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2.3 A more efficient way to compute the summand in equation 2.3

Consider the map ξ∗ which maximizes the summand

s(ξa) ≡
P (f(δsky) | ξa, Gµ)

P (ξa | f(δsky), Gµ)
. (2.4)

s(ξ∗) is then the largest term in the sum of equation 2.3. Note that ξ∗ depends
on Gµ. With the distributional assumptions made in the last section, such a
map is easily computable. Because the probability factorises over pixels we can
find the maximal map by optimizing each pixel independently. In particular,
since

s(ξ) =
∏
i,j

P (fi,j(δsky) | ξi,j , Gµ)

P (ξi,j | fi,j(δsky), Gµ)
≡
∏
i,j

si,j(ξi,j) (2.5)

we have that

ξ∗i,j =

{
1, if si,j(ξi,j = 1) > si,j(ξi,j = 0)

0, otherwise
(2.6)

Hence computing the maximal map from f(δsky) is computationally straightfor-
ward.

Now consider a map ξ∗−1 identical to ξ∗ except at 1 pixel, at which the value of
ξ∗−1 is the opposite of the corresponding value of ξ∗. Since ξ∗ is by definition
the map which maximizes the probability, the map with 1 pixel reversed will
decrease the probability by some value, the new log probability is

log s(ξ∗−1) =
∑
i,j

log
(
si,j(ξ

∗
−1,i,j)

)
= log

(
si′,j′(1− ξ∗i′,j′)

)
+

∑
i,j 6=i′,j′

log
(
si,j(ξ

∗
i,j)
)

= log
(
si′,j′(1− ξ∗i′,j′)

)
− log

(
si′,j′(ξ

∗
i′,j′)

)
+ log

(
s(ξ∗)

)
(2.7)

where (i′, j′) is the pixel by which ξ∗ and ξ∗−1 differ.

We can compute the expected change over all maps with a single misplaced pixel
by simply averaging over pixels:

∆∗−1(f,Gµ) ≡

〈
log s(ξ∗−1)− log s(ξ∗)

〉
=

1

Npix

∑
i,j

(
log
(
si,j(1− ξ∗i,j)

)
− log

(
si,j(ξ

∗
i,j)
))

(2.8)

To recapitulate, ∆−1(f,Gµ) is defined as the expected change in the log condi-
tional probability of the evidence f(δsky) as we condition on ξ maps with only 1
pixel difference from the maximal map. Similarly, we define ∆−n(f,Gµ) as the
equivalent expectation taken over maps which differ by n pixels from the max-
imal map. By independence of pixels we have (to a very good approximation
when n is low compared to the map size) that

∆∗−n(f,Gµ) = n×∆∗−1(f,Gµ)
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i.e. the expected change in the log probability incured by changing n pixels
from the maximal map is simply n times that of the expectation of changing 1
pixel. This is not strictly correct, there are some errors involved from double
counting the pixels, however, at low n (where the probabilities are largest and
most important) these errors are insignificant. If this error seems to become sig-
nificant at high enough n, we cannot use the analytic method anymore and must
resort to computing ∆∗−n(f,Gµ) by drawing samples of n pixels and observing
the empirical expected change in log probability over multiple samples.

Using the equations above we can finally approximate log s(ξ) as

log s(ξ) ≈ log s(ξ∗) + nξ∗,ξ ×∆∗−1(f,Gµ) (2.9)

where nξ∗,ξ is the number of differences between ξ∗ and ξ.

We use the results above to significantly simplify the posterior probability cal-
culation currently given in terms of a sum over Boolean maps in equation 2.3.
Starting with equation 2.3 and using equation 2.9 we have

P ′(Gµ | f(δsky)) = P (Gµ)
∑
ξ

P (f(δsky) | ξ,Gµ)

P (ξ | f(δsky), Gµ)
× P (ξ)

= P (Gµ)
∑
ξ

exp

(
log s(ξ)

)
× P (ξ)

≈ P (Gµ)
∑
ξ

exp

(
log s(ξ∗) + nξ∗,ξ ×∆∗−1(f,Gµ)

)
× P (ξ)

= P (Gµ) s(ξ∗)
∑
ξ

exp

(
nξ∗,ξ ×∆∗−1(f,Gµ)

)
× P (ξ) (2.10)

Notice that inside the sum over all Boolean maps ξ, maps contribute to the sum
only through nξ∗,ξ. Two maps for which this factor is identical will contribute
the same amount to the sum (relative to their prior probabilities), hence we can
write:∑

ξ

exp

(
nξ∗,ξ ×∆∗−1(f,Gµ)

)
× P (ξ) =

∑
n

exp

(
n×∆∗−1(f,Gµ)

)
×

∑
nξ∗,ξ=n

P (ξ) (2.11)

All that remains to be done now is to compute the remaining sums over ξ at the
end of the last equation, we have:∑

nξ∗,ξ=n

P (ξ) = P (n|ξ∗)

i.e. the probability of a map ξ having n pixels different from ξ∗. We would like
to calculate the probability P (n|ξ∗) using histograms. That is, we have the maps
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ξ∗ as well as a dataset of maps ξa sampled from P (ξ), so we would like to simply
directly evaluate nξ∗,ξa and plot its histogram to get the probability distribution.
However, the 450 map dataset we used does not contains any maps at small n, so
we will not have any bins for those n where the terms in the sum are largest. For
this reason we extrapolate the behaviour at low n based on the behaviour at the
n we do encounter and we approximate P (n|ξ∗) as a gaussian and compute the
mean and standard deviation from data we do have. For the maps we use (see
section 3) the number of pixels is Npix = 512 × 512 ≈ 2.6 × 105, and the mean
and standard deviation of P (n|ξ∗) are of order 105 and 7000, respectively.

To recap, we have transformed a sum with 2Npix terms (the sum over the Boolean
maps with Npix pixels) into a sum over the integer n between 0 and Npix. Need-
less to say, the latter is significantly more tractable than the former. Putting
everything back together, we obtain that the posterior probability of Gµ condi-
tioned on the evidence produced by a function f is

P ′(Gµ | f(δsky)) ≈ P (Gµ)
P (f(δsky) | ξ∗, Gµ)

P (ξ∗ | f(δsky), Gµ)
×

Npix∑
n=0

exp

(
n×∆∗−1(f,Gµ))

)
× P (n|ξ∗) (2.12)

Using the gaussian calculation we present in appendix B, this can be rewritten
in terms of the mean µ and standard deviation σ of P (n|ξ∗) as

P ′(Gµ | f(δsky)) ≈ P (Gµ)
P (f(δsky) | ξ∗, Gµ)

P (ξ∗ | f(δsky), Gµ)
× exp

(
µ∆∗−1 + σ2(∆∗−1)

2)/2
)
×

1

2

(
Erfc

(
Npix − (µ+ σ2∆∗−1)√

2σ2

)
− Erfc

(
−
µ+ σ2∆∗−1√

2σ2

))
(2.13)

This is the formula we will use from now on to calculate the Bayesian posterior
distribution of the string tension.

3 A convolutional neural network as a choice for f

3.1 The convolutional neural network of references [1, 2]

One choice for the function f is the 5 layer convolutional neural network de-
scribed in detail in [2]. The first layer involved a convolution map on the scalar
valued pixels and gives a 32 dimensional value for each pixel. Each subsequent
layer of the network involves a convolution map on Npix elements with the fol-
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lowing structure (the terms ”kernel size” and ”stride” are defined in [2]):

layer 1 : 1-dim → 32-dim, kernel size = 3, stride = 1

↓ tanh

layer 2 : 32-dim → 32-dim, kernel size = 3, stride = 1

↓ tanh

layer 3 : 32-dim → 32-dim, kernel size = 3, stride = 1

↓ tanh

layer 4 : 32-dim → 32-dim, kernel size = 3, stride = 1

↓ tanh

layer 5 : 32-dim → 1-dim, kernel size = 1, stride = 1 (3.1)

From this we see that the network has 28 097 parameters:{
(32 · 32 + 32) + (322 · 32 + 32)× 3 + 32 + 1

}
= 28 097 .

We trained this network by minimizing the cross entropy given by the Kullback-
Leibler divergence between the probability P (ξ | δsky, Gµ) and the parametrised
convolutional neural network that we used to approximate that probability
(equation (4.7) in [1] or equation (2.2) in [2]).

To obtain the posterior probability for the string tension in reference [1], we con-
sidered equations (2.4) or (4.8). Without the technique described in section 2.3
above, this is a computationally difficult task so instead we approximated the
posterior probability in the following way. We used the neural network f to eval-
uate the sky map δsky with the unknown string tension and we binned the values
fi,j(δsky) of each pixel into 1000 bins between 0 and 1. We then calculated the χ2

of the histogram f(δsky) to a data set of histograms of fi,j values obtained from
maps with known Gµ. This gave us an estimate of the string tension’s posterior
probability. In figure 2 we compare this posterior probability from reference [1]
to that obtained by calculating with equation 2.13. We see that the posterior
estimates presented in [1] were conservative and that the direct calculation of
the Bayesian posterior probability of Gµ gives much sharper peaks.

3.2 Residual networks: an improved convolutional neural network
choice for f

Simply adding more layers to the neural network in [1] gave us a network that we
were unable to train. By that we mean that the cross entropy did not decrease
and converge to a lower value after each training iteration. One technique used to
train deeper neural networks is to use a residual network [17]. We experimented
with residual networks between 5 and 100 layers and were able to have training
converge for all of them. However we found that the results from using more
than 30 layer network were not significantly better. In this section we describe
our residual network and then present and compare the results of the 30 layer
residual network to those of our previous work [1, 2].
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Figure 2: Comparison of the posteriors obtained in reference [1] and the pos-
teriors calculated for the same network using equation 2.13.

Whereas plain convolutional neural networks can only propagate forward to the
next layer, residual networks allow for additional shortcut propagation from one
layer to another one a few layers away. These few layers that can be skipped over
form what is called a residual block. Our 30 layer residual network consisted of
30 residual blocks sandwiched between an initial and a final layer. Each block
contained 3 layers. Our residual network had the following structure for the
convolution of each pixel:

initial layer : 1-dim→ 32-dim, kernel size = 3, stride = 1

↓

residual block 1: 32-dim→32-dim

↓

residual block 2: 32-dim→32-dim

↓
...

↓

residual block 30: 32-dim→32-dim

↓
final layer 5 : 32-dim→ 1-dim, kernel size = 1, stride = 1

In addition to being able to go through the block, one can go around the block
and begin at the next block down. Each of the 30 residual blocks is composed
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of the following 3 layers:

layer 1 : 32-dim→ 8-dim, kernel size = 1, stride = 1

↓ tanh

layer 2 : 8-dim→ 8-dim, kernel size = 3, stride = 1

↓ tanh

layer 3 : 8-dim→ 32-dim, kernel size = 1, stride = 1

The number of parameters in our residual network is 65 857.{
(32+32)+(322+32)×30+(32·8+8+82·32+8+8·32+32)×30+32+1

}
= 65 857 .

We trained the residual network in the same way we trained our previous net-
work [1]. We used numerically generated CMB temperature maps with and
without cosmic strings. The dataset was obtained with the same long string
analytical model [18] used in [1] and other previous studies of cosmic string de-
tection in CMB maps [10–13]. We used the PyTorch environment (pytorch.org)
for machine learning and optimization algorithms, and we trained the model on
a Tesla K80 GPU for 12 hours in total.

The maps were made up of 512 × 512 pixels with a resolution of 1 arcminute
per pixel. This leads to the sky map show in Fig. 3a. For values of the string
tension we study here, Gµ ≤ 2 × 10−8, the sky map is indistinguishable by eye
from a pure Gaussian fluctuation map (i.e. Gµ = 0). The string temperature
component to the full sky map is shown in Fig. 3b with a Gµ = 1. One of the
unknown parameters characterizing the scaling solution of strings is the number
of strings per Hubble volume, NH , which can have a value between 1 and 10.
We trained our neural network with a value of NH = 1 and this did not impair
the predictive power for input maps with larger NH values. This is an indication
that the network is indeed generalizing and not just overfitting.

3.3 Residual network prediction maps and Gµ posteriors

In Fig. 4 we show our residual and plain network predictions for the string
location map using different values for Gµ, with NH = 3, and no noise. The
shades of grey in the prediction maps correspond to the probability of a pixel
being on a string. Completely black pixels are probability 0 and completely
white pixels are probability 1 of being on a string. As Gµ tends to zero, the
neural network provides less information as to whether a pixel is on a string
or not and the pixel probabilities tend to the prior P ((i, j) ∈ string) which is
given by the number of pixels on strings in the answer map ξ (fig. 3c) divided by
the total number of pixels. Thus as Gµ tends to zero, our prediction map will
become more uniformly grey, as figures 4e,4f show.

The two predictions maps look different, though it is not immediately clear that
the residual network is better. However with a careful visual comparison of
the prediction maps from the two networks we see that the residual network is
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Figure 3: CMB anisotropy temperature maps of 512 × 512 pixels with a res-
olution of 1 arcminute per pixel. The white and black pixels are +450µK and
−450µK anisotropies, respectively. The shades of grey of the strings in the string
answer map correspond to the relative strength of the string’s GKS temperature
discontinuity.

(a) The full sky map, δsky.
Maps with and without
strings are indistinguish-
able by eye.

(b) String component con-
tribution δstring to the full
sky map.

(c) String answer map ξ
used in the simulation.

distinguishing the string locations more clearly. In fact we show in figure 5 that
the prediction values in the residual network have a standard deviation that is
larger than our old network. The mean value of the predictions is the same, yet
the residual network assigns more high and low probability values than our old
network. In other words, the residual network’s certainty of which pixels contain
strings, and which pixels do not, is greater than for that of the old network.

However the real test of the superior performance of the residual network is
the posterior probability of the string tension that it provides through equa-
tion 2.13. In figure 6 we compare the posteriors obtained from the old neural
network to those obtained from the residual network, both calculated with equa-
tion 2.13. The improvement shown in figure 6 plus the improvement presented
in figure 2 results in the total improvement we presented in figure 1 of the intro-
duction.

From figure 6 we see that all the peaks in the posterior distribution from the
residual network are sharper and more accurately centred over the true value of
Gµ. For Gµ = 2 × 10−9 the residual network provides a clear bump over the
correct string tension, whereas the old network does not. Calculating the area
under the probability given by this bump tells us that there is a 0.99 probability
that Gµ ∈ [1.7, 2.1]× 10−9.

Our posteriors contain information and allow us to provide lower limits on the
string tension, even when they do not produce a bump in Gµ. For example,
consider the sky map with strings of Gµ = 1× 10−9 and its posterior as shown
in figure 6. That posterior predicts a 0.99 probability that Gµ > 2× 10−11. The
same analysis on a sky map with Gµ = 1.6× 10−9 gives Gµ > 1.3× 10−9.
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(a) Reference [1] predic-
tion Gµ = 10−8

(b) Residual network pre-
diction Gµ = 10−8

(c) Reference [1] predic-
tion Gµ = 5× 10−9

(d) Residual network pre-
diction Gµ = 5× 10−9

(e) Reference [1] predic-
tion Gµ = 2× 10−9

(f) Residual network pre-
diction Gµ = 2× 10−9

Figure 4: Comparison of Neural Network Predictions Without Noise.
The actual placement of long strings, the ξ map, is given in 3c. We compare our
neural network’s prediction of ξ for different value of the string tension with no
noise for the network used in [1] on the left, and the residual network introduced
here on the right. The shades of grey in the prediction maps correspond to
the probability of a pixel being on a string, with completely black pixels being
0 probability and completely white pixels being probability 1. All the figures
correspond to 512× 512 pixels with a resolution of 1 arcminute per pixel.

The Kullback-Leibler divergence allows us to quantify how much more informa-
tion is gained in going from the posterior probabilities of our old network Pold,
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Figure 5: Comparison of mean and standard deviation over pixels in the pre-
diction maps of the two networks. We plot the fractional difference between the
two networks, 1− old network

residual network .

Figure 6: Comparison of the posteriors improvement obtained by using the
residual network in place of the network from reference [1]. In both cases the
posteriors are calculated using equation 2.13.

to that of the residual network Pnew:

DKL(Pold||Pnew) ≡
∫
d(Gµ) Pold(Gµ) log

Pold(Gµ)

Pnew(Gµ)
(3.2)

In figure 7 we plot the value of the KL divergence at various string tensions
between the two posteriors given in figures 1,2,6.

4 Conclusions and a new optimization goal for find f

In our previous work [1, 2] we presented a Bayesian interpretation of cosmic string
detection in which the posterior probability distribution of the string tension is
linked to the estimates of cosmic string location on a CMB map. Here we
have presented a reformulation of the posterior formula and introduced a more
efficient and accurate way to compute the posterior probability. In addition we
have improved our convolutional neural network with residual networks to yield
better prediction maps and posterior probabilities for the string tension. We have
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Figure 7: Information gain on the posterior distribution of the string tension
from analyzing sky maps with the residual network and the new calculation
of the posterior using equation 2.13, versus network and the calculation from
reference [1]

presented and quantified these improvements in subsection 3.2 and 3.3. All these
improvements together can be summarized by figure 1 in the introduction.

We have improved our previous neural network by using the more sophisticated
architecture provided by residual networks [17] as a preamble to introducing
noise and then applying our analysis to realistic string simulations ([3, 19], work
in progress). While we have presented our analysis in the context of cosmic string
detection in CMB temperature anisotropy maps, generalizing the procedure to
cosmic string wake detection in 21 cm intensity maps is straightforward [4–
8].

Our derivation of a posterior probability for the string tension was specifically
done in order to derive a connection between the string tension and the location
of cosmic strings on a map. We then trained our neural network f to be good
at estimating string locations. We did this by minimizing the KL divergence
between f(δsky) and P (ξ|δsky). Thus ”good” functions f are those that produce
outputs that resemble the true answer map ξ. The network has no knowledge
of our Bayesian formula connecting these string locations to the string tension.
And while we can experimentally verify that the function which optimizes the
KL divergence leads to good posteriors, it is unlikely to be the best one. All
this suggests that another way of obtaining f would be to directly optimize the
posterior probability distributions. Since the derivations of section 2 were all
made in a way agnostic to f , any function f : RNpix → RNpix can be plugged-
in the calculations and the procedure will spit out the corresponding posteriors.
Hence the bayesian procedure derived in the previous sections implicitly provides
a criterion to evaluate the ”goodness” of various functions f : on average, does f
lead to sharp posteriors centred around the correctGµ? It would be interesting to
see if we still obtain ”good” prediction maps when f is chosen in this way.
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Appendices

A Derivation of equation 2.2 from Bayes theorem

Consider:

P (ξ | f(δsky), Gµ) =
P (f(δsky), Gµ | ξ)P (ξ)

P (f(δsky), Gµ)

P (ξ | f(δsky), Gµ) =
P (f(δsky), Gµ | ξ)P (ξ)

P (Gµ | f(δsky))P (f(δsky))

shufling terms around and using P (f(δsky), Gµ | ξ) = P (f(δsky) | ξ,Gµ)P (Gµ | ξ) =
P (f(δsky) | ξ,Gµ)P (Gµ):

P (Gµ | f(δsky)) =
P (f(δsky) | ξ,Gµ)× P (Gµ)× P (ξ)

P (ξ | f(δsky), Gµ)× P (f(δsky))

Summing over all Boolean maps ξ:

2NpixP (Gµ | f(δsky)) =
∑
ξ

P (f(δsky) | ξ,Gµ)× P (Gµ)× P (ξ)

P (ξ | f(δsky), Gµ)× P (f(δsky))

2NpixP (Gµ | f(δsky)) =
P (Gµ)

P (f(δsky))

∑
ξ

P (f(δsky) | ξ,Gµ)× P (ξ)

P (ξ | f(δsky), Gµ)

Transforming the sum into an expectation over maps ξa sampled from P (ξ) and
switching the factor of 2Npix to the right:
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P (Gµ | f(δsky)) = 2−Npix
P (Gµ)

P (f(δsky))

1

N

∑
ξa∼P (ξ)

P (f(δsky) | ξa, Gµ)

P (ξa | f(δsky), Gµ)

B Small gaussian calculation

We present the calculation used to go from equation 2.12 to 2.13.

N∑
n=0

exp
(
n×∆∗−1

) 1√
2πσ2

exp
(
− (n− µ)2

2σ2
)

=

N∑
n=0

1√
2πσ2

exp
(
n∆∗−1 −

(n− µ)2

2σ2
)

=
N∑
n=0

1√
2πσ2

exp
(
−

(n− µ)2 − 2σ2n∆∗−1
2σ2

)

=
N∑
n=0

1√
2πσ2

exp
(
−
n2 − 2nµ+ µ2 − 2σ2n∆∗−1

2σ2
)

=
N∑
n=0

1√
2πσ2

exp
(
−

(n− (µ+ σ2∆∗−1))
2 + µ2 − (µ+ σ2∆∗−1)

2

2σ2
)

= exp
(
−
µ2 − (µ+ σ2∆∗−1)

2

2σ2
)
×
∫ N

0

1√
2πσ2

exp
(
−

(n− (µ+ σ2∆∗−1))
2

2σ2
)

= exp
(
−
−2µσ2∆∗−1 − (σ2∆∗−1)

2)

2σ2
)
×1

2

(
−Erf

(
(µ+ σ2∆∗−1)−N√

2σ2

)
+Erf

(
µ+ σ2∆∗−1√

2σ2

))

= exp
(
µ∆∗−1+σ

2(∆∗−1)
2)/2

)
×1

2

(
−Erf

(
(µ+ σ2∆∗−1)−N√

2σ2

)
+Erf

(
µ+ σ2∆∗−1√

2σ2

))

= exp
(
µ∆∗−1+σ

2(∆∗−1)
2)/2

)
×1

2

(
Erfc

(
N − (µ+ σ2∆∗−1)√

2σ2

)
−Erfc

(
−
µ+ σ2∆∗−1√

2σ2

))
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