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Abstract

Accurate and reliable photometric redshift determination is one of the key as-
pects for wide-field photometric surveys. Determination of photometric red-
shift for galaxies, has been traditionally solved by use of machine-learning and
artificial intelligence techniques trained on a calibration sample of galaxies,
where both photometry and spectrometry are available. On this paper, we
present a new algorithmic approach for determining photometric redshifts of
galaxies using Conditional Generative Adversarial Networks (CGANs). The
proposed implementation is able to determine both point-estimation and
probability-density estimations for photometric redshifts. The methodology
is tested with data from Dark Energy Survey (DES) Y1 data and compared
with other existing algorithm such as a Mixture Density Network (MDN). Al-
though results obtained show a superiority of MDN, CGAN quality-metrics
are close to the MDN results, opening the door to the use of CGAN at
photometric redshift estimation.

Keywords: Conditional Generative Adversarial Networks,
photometric-redshift, galaxy-surveys

1. Introduction

Wide-field photometric surveys have been a major source for experimental
results for Observational Cosmology. Among many of the present and future
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photometric surveys we can find: DES?, LSST?, PAU*, J-PAS® and Fuclid.
One of the key aspects of wide-fied photometric surveys is the reliable deter-
mination of the redshift of the galaxies. At photometric surveys, the redshift
of galaxy spectra is inferred by measuring the brightness of galaxies at broad-
band filters instead of determining the Doppler shift of their spectra with a
high-resolution spectrometer.

The usual approach for translating from the brightness measured at the
broad-band filters to a redshift, is the use of machine-learning and artificial
intelligence. These techniques, make use of a calibration sample of galaxies
with known both the photometry and the high-resolution spectra. This cal-
ibration sample, is used by the machine-learning algorithms as a source for
indentifying and discovering patterns relating the brightness at the different
broad-band filters with the spectroscopic redshift.

Previous machine-learning algorithms for photometric redshift determi-
nation have included: neural networks (Collister and Lahav, 2004; Sadeh
et al., 2016; Mahmud Pathi et al., 2024; Hoyle, 2016; Chunduri and Mahesh,
2023; Carrasco Kind and Brunner, 2013; Almosallam et al., 2016; Cavuoti
et al., 2017), boosted decision trees (Gerdes et al., 2010), convolutional neural
networks (D’Isanto and Polsterer, 2018; Schuldt et al., 2021), bayesian neural
networks (Lima et al., 2022), random forest (Lu et al., 2023), recurrent neu-
ral networs (Luo et al., 2024) and nearest neighbours (Graham et al., 2018).
A good systematic review on the different types of photometric redshift al-
gorithms can be found at Sénchez et al. (2014); Salvato et al. (2019) and
Newman and Gruen (2022). Previous photometric redshift machine-learning
algorithms that are capable of producing a probability density estimation
for the redshift, instead of a point estimation, include: classification algo-
rithms (Rau et al., 2015), hierarchical-models (Leistedt et al., 2019) and
mixture density networks (MDNs) (Ansari, Zoe et al., 2021; Teixeira et al.,
2024; D’Isanto, A. and Polsterer, K. L., 2018). Nevertheless, these type of
algorithms suffer from the pathological defect that the probability-density
produced directly by these algorithms, can not be directly interpreted as the
redshift probability-density and need additional re-calibrations (Dey et al.,
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2021).

A new class of neural network that has still not been explored at photo-
metric redshift estimation are the Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs).
GANSs (Goodfellow et al., 2014), are a set of two neural networks, a Generator
network and a Discriminator network that compete between each other. The
Generator aims to generate synthetic data mimicking the real data, whereas
the Discriminator network aims to identify if a given data-record is synthetic
data produced by the Generator or is an observation of the real data. On
the process of training this algorithm, both Generator and Discriminator
compete with each other in a zero-sum competitive game approach, that is
finished when the Generator can completely fool the Discriminator, so the
Discriminator is not able to properly disentangle synthetic data from real
data. As a consequence of this, the Generator network can accurately map
the full probability distribution of the underlying data without the need of
providing any prior assumption or template.

A very relevant special case for GANs, are the Conditional Generative
Adversarial Networks (CGANSs), which instead of tracing the full probability
density function of the underlying data, they trace the conditional probability
density function, provided some input condition (Mirza and Osindero, 2014).

On this paper, we propose the use of CGANSs for estimating photometric
redshifts using the magnitudes measured at broad-band filters. This algo-
rithm is tested with data from the Dark Energy Survey Y1 data that is
overlapping with SDSS Stripe-82. Results obtained by proposed CGAN are
compared with a Mixture Density Network (MDN).

2. Methodology

2.1. Conditional Generative Adversarial Network

Let x; be a sample of photometric data from magnitudes measured at
broad-band pass filters for the i-th galaxy of some data and y; its corre-
sponding known spectroscopic redshift, such that {(x;, yi)}fv:tiai" constitutes
the data training set. Let z; be a vector of randomly-generated numbers’,
associated to the ith galaxy.

"Beware that Computer Science standard notation at literature on GANs, name the
random vectors with z. Do not confuse this z with the redshift of the galaxies (that
will be either denoted in this paper as y or y for spectroscopic or photometric redshifts
respectively.



The generator network G constitutes a function such that ¢; = G(z;|x;;0¢),
where ¢; is the estimated photometric redshift for the set of magnitudes
x; and 6s are the weights defining the generator neural network. On the
other side, the discriminator network D provides a function such that p; =
D(9;;0p) -with p; € [0, 1]- is a classifier that identifies if y; is a real data from
the training sample or a synthetic-generated data produced by the generator
network and fp are the weights defining the discriminator network.

The process of training a GAN network constitutes a min-max problem
such that ming, maxy, V(D,G). The choice of the function V(D,G) is a
vast problem within the field of Computer Science. As demonstrated by
Nowozin et al. (2016), any GAN can can be interpreted as a special type of
variational divergence estimation. Thus, the function V(G, D) can be placed
on the most generic formulation as

V(D)= Excpsn Ernit (PO + Ermptol=f oD,
where gy denotes the output activation function and f* is the corresponding
Fenchel conjugate function of g; (Hiriart-Urruty and Lemaréchal, 2001). The
functions gy and f* can be chosen freely, provided they are derived from any
f-divergence (Csiszar and Shields, 2004; Liese and Vajda, 2006; Nguyen et al.,
2007; Reid and Williamson, 2011). On the other side, Exp,x), Ey~p, () and
E;pa(z) denote the expected values over x, y and z respectively.

Taking this into account, the loss function to be minimized for the dis-
criminator network is given by
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whereas the loss for the generator to be minimized simultaneously is given
by

Nbatch
-1
La(0s) = N > g5(D(G(zilx::0c) x5 0p). (3)
el =1

From all the possible f-divergences, we select the Kullback-Leibler diver-
gence (Kullback and Leibler, 1951), given by
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Thus, by using the KL-divergence as the proposed f-divergence, the corre-
sponding g¢(x) and g(f*(x)) are given by Nowozin et al. (2016)

gy(x) == ()

and
fr(gs(z)) = et (6)
By using this f-divergence approach, the photometric redshift inferred

by the generator network -given a fixed set of values for the magnitudes x;-,
will be a function of the random vector z; such that

Ui(z5) = G(z4]x:). (7)

Proposed topology of the neural network for the generator is a sequence
of 3 fully connected layers, where the first two layers are followed by a Batch
Normalization layer and a ReLU activation function. Input neurons of the
first fully connected layer has 4 + Zpry; neurons with G py output neurons.
Hidden fully connected layer consist of G pys input neurons and G'prys output
neurons. Final fully connected layer consist of Gprys input neurons and a
single output neuron. The input of the generator network is composed by
the vector x of the four galaxy magnitudes and the random vector z. The
output of the generator network is directly the inferred photometric redshift
7.

The discriminator neural network, is a sequence of 3 fully connected lay-
ers, where the first two layers are followed by a Batch Normalization layer
and a ReLU activation function. Input neurons of the first fully connected
layer has 5 neurons with Dpyys output neurons. Hidden fully connected
layer consist of Dpry input neurons and Dpry, output neurons. Final fully
connected layer consist of Dpyys input neurons and a single output neuron
followed by a sigmoid activation function, o(z) = 1/(1 + e~*). The input
of the discriminator network is composed by a redshift (spectroscopic -y- or
photometric -g-), and the vector x of galaxy magnitudes. The output of the
discriminator network is a decimal number between 0 and 1 that indicates
the probability of the input galaxy to be real.

Topology of generator and discriminator neural networks can be seen at
Figure 1 and a diagram illustrating how the Generator and Discriminator
networks interact, can be seen at Figure 2.

More recent works on GANs, have made extensively use of Wasserstein
Arjovsky et al. (2017) formalism (WGANSs) instead of f-divergences, showing
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Figure 1: Topology of the Generator and Discriminator networks of the CGAN model.
Gray neurons Xxj, denote the input feature vector containing the four MAG_AUTO magni-
tudes. Blue neurons indicate the Zpras neurons relative to the input random vector z;.
Green neuron ¢; indicate the predicted photometric redshift, which is both the output of
the Generator and part of the input of the Discriminator. The orange neuron p; is the
probability of some observation to be synthetic data generated by the Generator or data
from the real sample. Purple neurons are the Gpryr and Dprps of the hidden layers.
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Figure 2: Interaction of the Generator and Discriminator networks of the CGAN approach.
A tensor of random noise z; (gray box) is fed into the Generator network, producing an
estimation of the photometric redshift. Tensors containing real spectroscopic redshift (y;)
and the estimated photometric redshifts (§;) are fed into the Discriminator network, which
tries to guess which records are real spectroscopic data and which records are produced

by the Generator network given the magnitude data x; (blue box).




superior empirical performance and easier convergence of GANs (Brock et al.,
2019; Karras et al., 2018). Nevertheless, WGANSs prevent the interpretation
of the outputs as a probability density (Song and Ermon, 2020). Thus,
Wasserstein formalism has been discarded for this work.

2.2. Mixture Density Network

Mixture Density Networks (MDNs), are a type of machine-learning model
that combines a neural-network and a parametric mixture model (Bishop,
1994; McLachlan et al., 2019; Yu et al., 2012). Thus, instead of produc-
ing a point estimation, MDNs learn the conditional probability as a linear
combination of a finite set of individual probability distributions. To do so,
the neural-network of the MDN aims the prediction of the parameters that
characterizes the probability distributions and the mixing coefficients. The
most common probability density used, is a Gaussian. Thus, the neural net-
work aims to determine the set of parameters {(u;, 0:, ;) }0%, where ; is
the mean of the Gaussian, o; the standard-deviation and 7; the mixing co-
efficients (such that S 7, = 1). On the other side, N, is the number of
gaussians on the mix and shall be a configuration parameter of the model
that must be fixed.

In order to compare with a Mixture Density Network, in this work, we
will be using the MDN proposal from Ansari, Zoe et al. (2021), where we
took the code from companion GitHub® and ported it from Keras to PyTorch.
Configuration parameters of the MDN model are kept the same as the original
formulation, except the number of neurons of the input layer -where in this
work 4 neurons are used instead of the original 22 input neurons-. This
is made in order to adapt original Ansari, Zoe et al. (2021) code to the
4 magnitude features of this dataset, instead of the 22 magnitude features
used originally at the paper. Thus, MDN model is composed by 30 mixture
Gaussians, one input fully-connected layer of 4 neurons and a hidden fully-
connected layer of 22 neurons.

3. Data Analysis

Proposed CGAN was tested at DES-Y1 data spectroscopy-matched with
SDSS galaxies. Data was taken from the public data releases DR1 (Ab-

8https://github.com/ZoeAnsari/MixtureModelsForPhotometricRedshifts



bott et al., 2018; Drlica-Wagner et al., 2018) from The Dark Energy Survey
Collaboration that are available at the NCSA repository®.

Code for the CGAN was implemented under Python'® using PyTorch!!
(Paszke et al., 2019). Full code of this analysis can be found at author’s
GitHub repository!?.

From the DES-Y1 proposed sample, we take the Stripe-82 subset of galax-
ies with matched spectroscopic redshift from SDSS. For consideration of
the sample, we restrict ourselves to the galaxies with spectroscopic redshift
0.0 < z5 < 0.8. This quality cut is imposed to avoid a very long tail up
to redshift 2, but with a few galaxies, as the inclusion of these elements on
the training sample of the algorithm can potentially introduce biases due
to the neural network infer magnitude-redshift relationships from an under-
represented sample of galaxies of high-redshift. Selected measurements of
magnitudes for the galaxies are the MAG_AUTO magnitudes at the griz band-
pass filters as measured by SExtractor (Bertin and Arnouts, 1996). The
distribution of the griz magnitudes and spectroscopic redshift of the selected
calibration sample of galaxies can be seen along with their correlation plots
at Figure 3. Total number of galaxies at the final calibration sample is 33410.
From this final calibration sample, we do a split between a training sample
and a test sample with 80% and 20% of the galaxies respectively. The train-
ing sample is used for determining the parameters of the photometric redshift
algorithm during the training process. On the other side, the test sample is
used for measuring the properties of the algorithm on a set of galaxies unseen
by the photometric redshift algorithm.

Hyperparameters of the model defining the sizes of the dense layers of
generator (Gpry) and the discriminator (Dpjy) along with the size the
random vector (Zpsp) can be seen at Table 1. Training strategy used the
Adam optimizer with an initial learning rate parameter of Ir = 10~* for both
generator and discriminator network using 10000 training epochs, using a
step learning-rate approach reducing the learning rate by a factor of 0.2 every
2000 training epochs. Training strategy is the same for the generator and
the discriminator networks. The loss for both generator and discriminator
as a function of the training epoch can be seen at Figure 4, showing a good

9https://des.ncsa.illinois.edu/releases/ylal
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Figure 3: Distribution and correlation of the griz MAG_AUTO magnitudes and the measured
spectroscopic redshift
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Hyperparameter ‘ Value

Zpim 20
Dprm 32
Gpim 32

Table 1: Hyperparameters of the CGAN used for this paper.

and stable convergence of the losses for both the generator and discriminator
networks.

MDN training process involves 5000 training epochs with an initial learning-
rate of Ir = 107%. Losses and mean-square-error (MSE) for the MDN can be
seen at Figure 5

A comparison of the dispersion between the true spectroscopic redshift
and the inferred photometric redshift can be see at Figure 6. From these
plots, we can see that the photometric redshifts inferred by the proposed
CGAN approach and the MDN can accurately trace the true spectroscopic
redshift distribution of the test sample of galaxies.

For determining the quality metric both for point-estimation and prob-
ability density estimation, we use the approach from Teixeira et al. (2024),
where these metrics are all determined over the test sample of galaxies which
have not been seen neither by the CGAN neither the MDN.

3.1. Point-estimation quality metrics

Point-estimation quality metrics involve: the mean absolute bias (|Az|),
the Normalized Median Absolute Deviation (ony4p) and the outliers ratio
7. Metrics are computed in 20 spectroscopic redshift at the interval 0 <
zsp < 0.8.

The Normalized Median Absolute Deviation is given by

Az — median(Az))

(8)

onymap = 1.48 X median ( T

whereas the outlier ratio (1) is defined as the ratio of galaxies with

A
’ “ | >0.15. 9)

1+ 2

The confidence intervals for these metrics are computed at the 95% confi-
dence level by using bootstrapping. Bootstrapping is implemented by build-
ing 1000 samples of the test dataset with each sub-sample having the same

11
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Figure 4: Loss function for the generator and discriminator networks as a function of
the training epoch as measured at the training and test data samples. Values of the
measured losses have been shifted +1 in order to avoid negative values at the Y-axis. A
plot showing the Mean Square Error (MSE) between the inferred photometric redshift and
the true spectroscopic redshift is also displayed.
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Figure 5: Losses and mean-square-error (MSE), for the Mixture Density Network (MDN).
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Figure 6: Comparison of the photometric redshift of galaxies and the spectroscopic red-
shift. Distributions are displayed for proposed Conditional Generative Adversarial Net-
work (CGAN) approach and the Mixture Density Network (MDN). White-dashed line is
an eye-guide for the identity.

number of galaxies as in the full test dataset, where each sample is generated
by picking randomly with replacement galaxies from the test dataset. Thus,
for each subsample at the bootstrap, each point-estimation quality-metric is
computed. Then, this set of 1000 metrics is used to determine the respective
2.5% and 97.5% quantiles, which stand for the lower and upper edges of the
confidence intervals.

Graphics for these quality metrics can be seen at Figure 7, from which
we can see that both CGAN and MDN models have a close performance at
quality metrics, being the MDN more accurate than the CGAN, being the
latter more prone to outliers.

3.2. Probability-density-function quality metrics

Given a galaxy with spectroscopic redshift z,,, photometric redshift z,,
with associated PDF ¢(z), its PIT is defined as (Dawid, 1984; Lima et al.,
2022; Polsterer et al., 2016)

PIT = / $(2)dz. (10)
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Figure 7: Point-estimation quality-metrics comparison for CGAN and MDN. Left, shows
the mean absolute bias |A_z| Center shows the onprap. Right shows the ratio of outliers
1. Solid line stands for the mean value per redshift bin. Shaded area stands for the
95% confidence interval for that redshift bin. Confidence intervals are computed using
bootstrap.

As stated by Mucesh et al. (2021), a properly calibrated PDF, will produce
an uniform distribution of PIT values for a large sample of galaxies.

The Odds (Lima et al., 2022) for a galaxy with PDF ¢(z), with photo-
metric redshift z,, is defined as

2pht€
Odds = / o(2)dz, (11)

Zph —§

where ¢ € R is a constant parameter that must be fixed before-hand, that
is fixed to & = 0.06 taking the same value as Teixeira et al. (2024). A
distribution of Odds peaked towards large values, indicates that the PDF
produced are narrow and the inferred photometric redshift is around the
most probable value, indicating a reliable PDF. On the other side, low Odds
value, indicates that PDFs are broad.

Coverage-Test (Dalmasso et al., 2020; Hermans et al., 2020), is computed
by taking for each galaxy its spectroscopic redshift (z,,) and the PDF (¢(z)).
For a prefixed value of confidence level a—1, the edges z;, z,, of the symmetric
interval enclosing a probability of 1 — « is computed by using

% _ / é(2)dz = 7¢(z)dz. (12)
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Figure 8: Probability density quality metrics comparison for CGAN and MDN. Left shows
the PIT. Center shows the Odds. Right shows the credibility-diagram.

Thus, the ratio of galaxies with spectroscopic redshift z,, at the interval
such that z; < z,, < z,, must be exactly equal to 1 — . A ratio of galaxies
within the interval lower than expected, indicates that the PDFs produced
are narrower than expected pointing an overconfidence of the algorithm on
the determination of the PDFs for the galaxies. On the other side, higher
ratios of galaxies than expected, indicate a broader PDFs than expected,
pointing a underconfidence of on the determination of the PDFs.

Graphics for these quality-metrics can be found at Figure 8. We can
see that both the PIT and Odds distributions of the CGAN and the MDN
approaches are very similar. On the other side, we can see on the Coverage-
Test, that the measured confidence values for the CGAN, show that both
probability densities are skewed towards overconfidence.

In addition, in order to test the capacity of the algorithm to recover the
probability density function, the distribution of the spectroscopic redshift of
the galaxies is compared with the distribution computed by stacking all the
probability densities of the individual galaxies produced by both algorithms.
The result can be seen at Figure 9, where we can see that the stacking of
the probability densities show a similar description of the underlying data
distribution, with the MDN being more closer to spectroscopic data than the
CGAN.

4. Conclusions

On this paper, it was presented a new machine-learning technique for
photometric redshift estimation using a Conditional Generative Adversarial
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Figure 9: Comparison of the probability density of the spectroscopic redshift with the
probability density inferred from the stacking of the probability densities of individual
galaxies for CGAN and MDN algorithms.

Network (CGAN). Propsed CGAN techique was tested using Dark Energy
Survey Y1 data and compared with a Mixture Density Network (MDN).

Both point-estimation and probability-density quality-metrics indicate
CGAN performance is close to the MDN algorithm. Although these metrics
clearly demonstrate that MDN performs better than the proposed CGAN,
this work constitutes a proof of concept indicating that the use of CGAN
with the f-divergence formalism is an algorithm that can be used for photo-
metric redshift determination, opening the door to further developments on
the use of CGANs at this field.

Future work will explore the possibility of including a finer selection by
population of galaxies (main-sequence, LRGs, etc.) that can be included as
an additional parameter of the CGAN that shall be computed as a previous
step to the photometric redshift CGAN.
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