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Galaxy surveys are crucial for studying large-scale structure (LSS) and cosmology, yet they face
limitations–imaging surveys provide extensive sky coverage but suffer from photo-z uncertainties,
while spectroscopic surveys yield precise redshifts but are sample-limited. To take advantage of both
photo-z and spec-z data while eliminating photo-z errors, we propose a deep learning framework
based on a dual UNet architecture that integrates these two datasets at the field level to reconstruct
the 3D photo-z density field. We train the network on mock samples representative of stage-IV
spectroscopic surveys, utilizing CosmicGrowth simulations with a z = 0.59 snapshot containing
20483 particles in a (1200 h−1Mpc)3 volume. Several metrics, including correlation coefficient, MAE,
MSE, PSNR, and SSIM, validate the model’s accuracy. Moreover, the reconstructed power spectrum
closely matches the ground truth at small scales (k ≳ 0.06 h/Mpc) within the 1σ confidence level,
while the UNet model significantly improves the estimation of photo-z power spectrum multipoles.
This study demonstrates the potential of deep learning to enhance LSS reconstruction by using both
spectroscopic and photometric data.

I. INTRODUCTION

The most urgent cosmological questions today require
the development of galaxy surveys with unprecedented
depth and scale. These surveys map the large-scale struc-
ture (LSS) of the Universe, offering critical and indepen-
dent constraints on cosmological models. In particular,
wide and deeper imaging surveys play a vital role in
accurately determining cosmological parameters.

Imaging surveys enable the measurement of transverse
Baryon Acoustic Oscillations (BAO) [1–11]. Recent trans-
verse BAO measurements, such as those in [10], have
achieved precision competitive with spectroscopic surveys.
In addition, imaging surveys offer precise measurements
of weak gravitational lensing [12–26], a highly effective
technique for probing the distribution of dark matter,
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the dynamics of dark energy, the formation of LSS, and
the fundamental nature of gravity on cosmological scales.
Specifically, cosmic shear is often employed for this pur-
pose in combination with galaxy-galaxy lensing and galaxy
clustering, forming a comprehensive approach to cosmo-
logical analysis [27–31]. These studies offer robust con-
straints on S8, achieving uncertainties of approximately
2%, comparable to those reported by the Planck collabo-
ration [32].

Upcoming Stage IV surveys, including the Rubin Ob-
servatory Legacy Survey of Space and Time (LSST) [33,
34], Euclid [35], the Chinese Space Station Telescope
(CSST) [36, 37], and the Roman Space Telescope (for-
merly WFIRST) [38, 39], are expected to provide an
unprecedented wealth of photometric data, enabling even
tighter cosmological constraints. It is clear that the fu-
ture of cosmology relies on the development of efficient
and powerful algorithms capable of effectively extract-
ing meaningful information from the vast volume of data
collected.

In contrast, spectroscopic surveys, which directly mea-
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sure galaxy spectroscopic redshifts (spec-z) with typical
precision of 10−4, enable detailed 3D clustering analyses,
including anisotropic BAO and redshift-space distortions
(RSD). However, these surveys are expensive and time-
consuming, significantly limiting the amount of data they
can collect.

However, the blurring of LSS in the radial direction due
to the photometric redshift error degrades measurements
of the clustering pattern [40–42], typically yielding redshift
errors of ∆z ∼ 0.01–0.02 and corresponding to radial
distance uncertainties of approximately 40–80 Mpc. To
enhance accuracy, one promising approach is to increase
the number of observed color bands, as demonstrated
in multi-band surveys like J-PAS [43], achieving redshift
errors on the order of ∆z = 0.003(1 + z).

Several widely used approaches for estimating photo-z
are template fitting and training methods. The template
fitting method [44–49] involves fitting observed colors or
magnitudes to synthetic models constructed from known
spectral energy distribution (SED) templates, with the
photo-z treated as a fitting parameter. Prior information
can also be incorporated into the fitting process. However,
the accuracy of this method is constrained by the quality
and representativeness of the SED templates, as well as
the reliability of the prior information used.

Alternatively, clustering-based methods offer an inde-
pendent approach to calibrating the true redshift distri-
bution of a photo-z sample. These methods are cate-
gorized into clustering-z and self-calibration techniques,
depending on the use of an external spectroscopic redshift
(spec-z) sample. The clustering-z method cross-correlates
the photo-z sample with an external spec-z sample [50–
61],while the self-calibration method relies solely on the
photometric sample’s clustering [62–67], with a latest
approach combining it with clustering-z [68].In a recent
study, a framework that constrains the three-dimensional
dark matter density jointly with galaxy photometric red-
shift probability density functions , exploiting information
from galaxy clustering [69].

In recent years, machine learning techniques have been
increasingly applied to photometric redshift estimation
and calibration, including neural network [70–77], decision
trees [78], Gaussian process regression [79–83], support
vector machines [84], integrated modeling [81], random
forests [85], and KD-trees [86]. More recently, deep learn-
ing techniques for photo-z estimation were further devel-
oped, including multilayer perceptrons (MLP) [73, 87, 88],
convolutional neural networks (CNN) [89–92], recurrent
neural networks (RNN) [93], autoencoders [94, 95], the
Contrastive Learning and Adaptive KNN [96] and gener-
ative adversarial networks (GAN) [97].

An effective way to combine spectroscopic and photo-
metric surveys is to take advantage of their respective
benefits to enhance the accuracy of photometric redshifts.
This can be done by performing spectroscopic observa-
tions on a selected set of galaxies to acquire accurate
redshift measurements, which can then be used to refine
and calibrate photometric redshift models. For example,

[98] suggested using graph neural networks (GNNs) to
improve redshift estimation by incorporating information
from spectroscopic neighboring galaxies. Furthermore,
the spatial distribution of galaxies, forming a distinctive
filamentary structure known as the “cosmic web” on scales
of several hundred megaparsecs [99], provides additional
constraints on galaxy positions. Therefore, information
from the cosmic web observed in spectroscopic surveys
can be used to enhance the redshift calibration of photo-z
samples. Recently, the “PhotoWeb” method [100] has
integrated cosmic web constraints, represented as a proba-
bility density function of the density distribution, into pho-
tometric redshift estimates. This approach reduces typical
galaxy redshift errors to ∆z ∼ 0.001. Another technique,
the stochastic order redshift (SORT) method [101, 102] re-
fines photo-z estimate by using the precise number density
distribution over redshift from a reference sample, thus
improving measurements of galaxy correlation functions.
To further improve redshift estimation accuracy, con-

ducting joint analyses of photometric and spectroscopic
surveys, while maximizing the extraction of both linear
and non-linear information encoded in LSS of the Uni-
verse, remains challenging.

In this paper, we propose a deep learning approach
as a more comprehensive solution for integrating photo-
z and spec-z data. Our objective is to maximize the
information extracted from both data types, enabling the
full utilization of these two samples to provide an accurate
estimate of redshift (or equivalently, radial distance) on
LSS. Specifically, we introduce a dual UNet neural network
that effectively integrates photo-z and spec-z data at the
field level, and validate its performance by comparing
the reconstructed photo-z field with the true-z field that
represents a redshift-error-free photo-z field.
This paper is organized as follows. Sect. II describes

the simulated data used in this analysis. Sect. III presents
the network architecture of the dual UNet model. Sect. IV
reports and discusses the results obtained with the dual
UNet model. Finally, Sect. V offers a discussion and
conclusion of our findings.

II. DATA

In this study, we train and validate the UNet models
using the CosmicGrowth simulations [103], which consist
of a large set of high-resolution simulations generated
with tens of billions of particles. Specifically, we use
the z = 0.59 snapshot from the WMAP 2048 1200 simu-
lation for both the training and validation of our UNet
model. This simulation employs 20483 particles within
a volume of (1200 h/Mpc)3 under a ΛCDM cosmology.
This simulation adopts ΛCDM cosmological parameters
that agree well with the WMAP measurements [104, 105],
specifically Ωb = 0.0445, Ωm = 0.2235, ΩΛ = 0.7320,
h = 0.71, ns = 0.968, and σ8 = 0.83. For each snap-
shot of the simulation, groups are identified through the
Friends-of-Friends (FoF) algorithm, and a corresponding
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FoF group catalog is created. The Hierarchical Branch
Tracing (HBT) method [106] is then employed to build
the merger tree and subhalo catalogs.
The high resolution of this simulation ensures that

the resulting subhalo catalog achieves the typical galaxy
number densities observed in current photometric surveys,
making it well-suited for the objectives of this study. Both
the spectroscopic and photometric mock samples used to
train and test our UNet model are generated from this
simulation. Spectroscopic surveys typically focus on more
luminous galaxies, which are associated with more massive
haLoS and subhaLoS. In contrast, photometric surveys
can detect a much larger number of galaxies, although
they tend to be less luminous. With this concern, we
construct our spectroscopic mock sample by applying a
mass threshold of Mcut > 3.68 × 1012M⊙, resulting in
a number density of n̄ ≃ 1.0 × 10−3 (h/Mpc)−3, which
is comparable to that of stage-IV spectroscopic surveys.
For the photometric sample, we apply the same mass
threshold, but the resulting number density is significantly
higher, at n̄ ≃ 1.85× 10−2 (h/Mpc)−3.

Due to the Doppler effect caused by the peculiar motion
of galaxies, the redshift space distortions (RSD) along the
line-of-sight (LoS) direction (referred to as the Z direction)
were included in the mock samples. The redshift space
position, s, is related to the real-space position, r, by the
following relation:

s = r+
v · ẑ
aH(a)

ẑ , (1)

where v is the peculiar velocity of the galaxy, a is the scale
factor, H is the Hubble parameter, and the unit vector ẑ
represents the LoS direction. The redshift measurement
is then adjusted by considering an additional shift in the
distance through

∆s∥ =
c∆z

H(z)
, (2)

where ∆z represents the redshift error. For simplicity,
this study assumes a Gaussian-like error distribution [107],
which is sufficient for this proof-of-concept analysis. The
fiducial setting for the redshift error is as follows,

∆zfid = 0.02(1 + z) , (3)

corresponds to ∆sfid∥ ≃ 70.9 h/Mpc, which is roughly

an order of magnitude larger than the RSD effect. To
reduce the strong boundary effects introduced by this shift,
we exclude data near the edges of the box. Specifically,
we remove regions where Z ∈ [0, 200] h/Mpc and Z ∈
[1000, 1200] h/Mpc. In these regions, the distance error
∆sfid∥ is smaller than the length in the Z-direction by

approximately 3σ.
The density fields were computed from the catalog sam-

ples, with halos assigned to a 6003 mesh using the Cloud-
in-Cell (CIC) scheme, and a cell resolution of 2 h/Mpc3.
This resolution effectively captures the non-linear struc-
tures of the field while avoiding the complexities associ-
ated with subhalo scales, which are less directly linked

to the large-scale structures of the cosmic web. This
choice has been shown to provide an appropriate resolu-
tion for deep learning-based analyses of LSS [108, 109].
The mesh field was divided into 6 × 6 × 4 chunks, each
with a size of 200 (h/Mpc)3. The data were divided
into training and test sets based on a partition along
the Z-direction, with approximately 75% allocated for
training and 25% for testing. Specifically, the training
set spans Z ∈ [200, 800] h/Mpc, while the test set covers
Z ∈ [800, 1000] h/Mpc. The training set includes 6×6×3
subboxes, and the test set consists of 6× 6× 1 subboxes.

III. METHOD

A. Dual UNet-based Network

In this study, we propose a dual UNet-based network for
integrating photo-z and spectroscopic-z (spec-z) samples
to reconstruct the true-z field. We extend the UNet
framework by incorporating a dual architecture to account
for two types of mock samples.
The UNet architecture is widely employed for field re-

construction tasks[110–115]. It extracts features through
an encoder, restores resolution with a decoder, and utilizes
skip connections to transfer detailed information, which
enables high-precision image segmentation. Meanwhile,
the dual architecture, commonly used for evaluating the
similarity between input pairs, consists of two identical
sub-networks that share the same weights and structure.
This configuration allows the network to assess the simi-
larity between sample pairs by calculating the distance
between their feature vectors. The dual network approach
has been successfully applied in various domains (e.g., fa-
cial expression recognition , image fusion, and image
splicing forgery detection), where accurately determining
the similarity between input pairs is essential for reliable
predictions [116–119].

The architecture of the dual UNet-based model we pro-
posed is illustrated in Fig. 1. Specifically, the network
begins by jointly processing the spectroscopic and photo-
metric data, allocating 128 channels for the spectroscopic
data and 16 channels for the photometric data. Based
on our tests, increasing the number of channels did not
lead to any significant improvement in reconstruction
performance, suggesting that the current channel configu-
ration is already well-optimized for the task. Each input
box has a spatial resolution of 1003 pixels. This initial
step allows the model to effectively integrate the comple-
mentary features of the two samples for the density field
reconstruction. The proposed dual UNet model employs
3D convolutional layers with kernel sizes of 53 and 33 to
extract spatial features from the input data, capturing
both local and global structures essential for accurate re-
construction. Downsampling operations using 33 kernels
reduce the spatial dimensions, allowing the network to
learn hierarchical features at multiple scales. Conversely,
upsampling with 23 kernels increases the spatial resolu-
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FIG. 1. Architecture of the dual UNet-Based Model for the true-z density field reconstruction by integrating the photo-z and
spec-z density fields. It is trained with a learning rate of 3.9× 10−4 and a batch size of 2. Both the spec-z and photo-z density
fields are fed simultaneously into the dual network, where they undergo the detailed operations illustrated in the figure. The
network processes these inputs to produce the true-z density field as its output. The spec-z input is allocated 128 channels,
while the photo-z input is allocated 16 channels. Both the input and output boxes have a spatial resolution of 1003 pixels. This
design enables the dual network to effectively integrate and extract the complementary characteristics of the spec-z and photo-z
data for accurate reconstruction of the true-z density field.

tion, enabling the network to reconstruct high-resolution
outputs from lower-dimensional feature maps. The in-
clusion of “skip connections” enables the integration of
low-level and high-level features. This design helps retain
fine-grained details and enhances the accuracy of the re-
construction process. Copied blocks allow the network to
reuse the same set of layers. Additionally, BatchNorm3d
is used to stabilize training, while ReLU activation intro-
duces non-linearity, enhancing the network’s ability to
model complex patterns.
For training, we set the learning rate to 3.9 × 10−4

and used a batch size of 2. The model is trained with a
MSE Loss function, using gradient descent to optimize
parameters and improve segmentation accuracy. To pre-
vent overfitting, dropout layers are integrated into the
architecture, effectively reducing model complexity and
enhancing generalization.

B. Loss Function

In this study, we adopted the mean squared error (MSE)
Loss function, which is widely used in deep learning mod-
els to assess predictive accuracy by calculating the squared

difference between predicted and true values. In the
context of UNet, the MSE Loss measures the discrep-
ancy between the network’s output and the target image.
Specifically, it calculates the squared difference between
the predicted and true values for each pixel, then averages
the squared errors across all pixels. This penalizes larger
prediction errors more heavily, encouraging the model
to focus on minimizing them during training, ultimately
improving overall prediction accuracy. The MSE Loss
function is defined as:

L =
1

Npix

N∑
i=1

(ŷi − ytruei )2 , (4)

where Npix is the number of pixel points, ytruei and ŷi
denote the true and the predicted values of the i-th pixel,
respectively. By iteratively optimizing the MSE Loss
function, UNet gradually learns more accurate image
features, improving reconstruction effectiveness.

The evolution of the loss function over epochs is shown
in Fig. 2, where the training loss (blue) and test loss (red)
are plotted. The model parameters are saved upon com-
pletion of training, and the final model is selected based
on its performance on the test set to mitigate overfitting.
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FIG. 2. Loss of the training (blue) and test (red) datasets.
The dual UNet-based model achieves convergence after ap-
proximately 1400 epochs of training for the density field re-
construction. The Loss function utilized is the MSE Loss, as
defined in Eq. 4.

As depicted, the model converges after approximately
1400 epochs of training.

C. Correction for density field on large scales

Since the model is trained exclusively on density fields
within a box size of 2003 (h/Mpc)3, it is not expected to
accurately recover large-scale k-modes for k ≲ 2π/L =
0.031 h/Mpc. Our simulation tests confirm this, showing
that the power spectrum of the dual UNet-reconstructed
true-z density field closely matches the ground truth
for k ≳ 0.031 h/Mpc. However, at larger scales (k ≲
0.031 h/Mpc), the prediction accuracy deteriorates.
To address this issue, we propose a correction for the

large scales. Since the true-z field is unknown in real
observations, this correction relies on information from
both the spec-z and model-predicted power spectra at
large k-scales, which is practical as these quantities are
observable and can be derived from actual data. The
correction is then applied to the small k-scales.
Specifically, the small k-modes can be corrected using

a transfer function Tf (k), which represents the ratio be-
tween the spec-z and model-predicted 1D power spectra
at k > kcut, with kcut = 0.031 h/Mpc in this study, as
defined below:

Tf (k) =

{
1

Nk′

∑
k′>kcut

√
P spec(k′)
Pmodel(k′)

if k < kcut

1 otherwise ,
(5)

where Tf is calculated as the averaged ratio over k bins,
with a total of Nk bins. Pmodel and P spec represent the
power spectra estimated from the large test box, which
has a side length of 1200 h/Mpc. The corrected den-
sity field δ(x) for each small test box, with a side length
of 200 h/Mpc, is obtained by applying Tf to the cor-
responding Fourier modes, using the following relation:
δcorr(x) = FFT−1 {Tf (k)× FFT {δ(x)}}. Here FFT{·} and
FFT−1{·} denote the Fast Fourier Transform and its in-
verse, respectively.

IV. RESULT

This section presents the performance evaluation of the
trained dual UNet-based model, based on predictions for
6× 6× 3 = 108 sub-boxes from the test dataset, which
were not used during model training or the optimization
of its structure and parameters. Each large box has a
physical size of 200 (h/Mpc)3 and contains 1003 pixels.

To quantitatively evaluate reconstruction accuracy, we
begin by introducing several statistical measures for subse-
quent analysis. One widely used metric for characterizing
a density field is the two-point correlation function, ex-
pressed as

ξαβ(r) = ⟨δα(x)δβ(x+ r)⟩ , (6)

where α and β denote two arbitrary fields, and δ(x) de-
notes the density contrast at a point x. The separation
vector, r, specifies the separation between two points.
The ensemble average, ⟨·⟩, is calculated by averaging over
all spatial points x.
The correlation function, ξαβ(r), is cLoSely related to

the power spectrum, which can be categorized into the
auto-power spectrum (α = β) and the cross-power spec-
trum (α ≠ β). This relationship is established through
the Fourier transform:

Pαβ(k) =

∫
ξαβ(r)e

ik·rd3r , (7)

where k is the three-dimensional wavevector of the plane
wave, with magnitude k = |k| and a corresponding wave-
length λ given by k = 2π/λ.
Furthermore, for a given reconstructed density field

f from UNet, the correlation coefficient, Cr, enables a
direct comparison between the reconstructed field f and
the true field f ′, which is defined as:

Cr =
1

Npix − 1

∑
i

(fi − f̄)(f ′
i − f̄ ′)

σfσf ′
, (8)

where Npix denotes the total number of pixels, which is
the same for both fields. The sample mean and standard
deviation of field f are denoted by f̄ and σf , respectively.
For an ideal reconstruction, where the reconstructed field
perfectly matches the true field, the correlation coefficient
reaches its maximum value of Cr = 1.

In addition, the Mean Absolute Error (MAE) is another
metric that quantifies the average of the absolute differ-
ences between predicted and true values. Mathematically,
MAE is defined as:

MAE =
1

Npix

N∑
i=1

∣∣ŷi − ytruei

∣∣ . (9)

Unlike MSE, which squares the differences, MAE provides
a more direct measure of the average error magnitude. It
treats all errors equally, without giving more weight to
larger deviations.
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Moreover, to evaluate the quality of the reconstruction,
the Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR) is employed, de-
fined as a log-scaled version of the Mean Squared Error
(MSE):

PSNR(xtrue, xrec) = 10 log10

(
L2

MSE(xtrue, xrec)

)
, (10)

where L = |xmax − xmin| represents the dynamic range
of the ground truth map. Higher PSNR values correspond
to greater reconstruction accuracy.
Additionally, the Structural Similarity Index Measure

(SSIM) [120] is used to assess the structural similarity
between the true and reconstructed maps. SSIM values
range from 0 to 1, with higher values indicating better
performance. It is computed as:

SSIM(xtrue, xrec) =
(2µiµj + C1)(2Σij + C2)

(µ2
i + µ2

j + C1)(σ2
i + σ2

j + C2)
,

(11)
where µ and σ denote the mean and variance of the

maps, respectively, with subscripts i and j referring to
the true and reconstructed maps. Σij represents their
covariance. The constants C1 = (k1L)

2 and C2 = (k2L)
2,

with k1 = 0.01 and k2 = 0.031 , ensure numerical stability
and prevent division by zero. SSIM agrees with human
visual perception, making it a robust metric for evaluating
reconstruction quality.

A. Visual inspection and point-wise comparison

As illustrated in Fig. 3, a comparison is made between
the density fields of the ground truth, the reconstruction,
the spec-z, and the photo-z data, displayed from left to
right. For a visualization purpose, each plot corresponds
to a two-dimensional slice of the density field, projected
along LoS with a bin width of 10 Mpc/h. To better em-
phasize small-scale features, four distinct regions–labeled
A, B, C, and D–are randomly selected, and their zoomed-
in views are provided in the lower panels.
The results demonstrate that the reconstruction cap-

tures the density field with high fidelity across both large
and small scales. Notably, both the sparse spec-z sample
and the photo-z sample exhibit significant deviations from
the true density field. In contrast, the dual UNet model
successfully reconstructs the true field by effectively learn-
ing from a combination of these two samples. However,
subtle discrepancies between the reconstructed field and
the ground truth can be observed, particularly in regions
with high-density contrasts and voids. These differences
are more pronounced in areas where spec-z samples are
absent, as highlighted in the zoomed-in views.

Tab. I presents the mean values of MSE, MAE, SSIM,
and PSNR, along with their associated 1σ statistical un-
certainties. These metrics are calculated based on 36
sub-boxes from the test dataset. As shown, the UNet

TABLE I. Reconstruction Performance for the dual UNet
model we have trained. The average values of MSE, MAE,
SSIM and PSNR and associated 1σ statistical errors are shown,
respectively, which are computed across 36 sub-boxes in the
test dataset.

field MSE MAE SSIM PSNR
photo-z 8.82± 0.62 1.52± 0.07 0.43± 0.04 28.67± 0.96
spec-z 33.21± 2.59 1.37± 0.08 0.52± 0.02 22.92± 0.99
UNet 5.10± 0.67 1.01± 0.05 0.70± 0.02 31.07± 0.93

model achieves the lowest values for MSE and MAE, as
well as the highest values for SSIM and PSNR, demon-
strating its high accuracy in reconstructing the density
fields. Furthermore, the statistical errors are at least one
order of magnitude smaller than the mean values, indi-
cating that the reconstruction process is both stable and
robust.
Fig. 4 presents a comparison of the one-dimensional

power spectra for density fields derived from spec-z
(green), photo-z (blue), ground truth (black), and the
UNet-predicted field (red). The left panel displays the
auto power spectra for each field, while the right panel
shows the cross power spectra between each field and the
true field. The lower panels depict the relative deviation
from the 1σ statistical uncertainty.
As shown in the left panel, for small scales with k ≳

0.066 h/Mpc, the UNet model effectively reconstructs
the amplitude of the density field, with results consistent
within the 0.024–0.42σ range. However, for smaller values
of k, the model tends to underestimate the auto power
spectrum by more than 2σ. This discrepancy is likely
due to the limited information available for large-scale
features during training on small boxes, which reduces the
model’s ability to capture low-k Fourier modes effectively.
From the right panel, the reconstruction accuracy is

lower than that for the auto power spectrum, primarily
due to inaccuracies in the phase reconstruction of the
density field. Nevertheless, the UNet model can still re-
construct the cross power spectrum for k ≲ 0.066 h/Mpc
within the 1.61–1.76σ range. As k increases beyond
0.1 h/Mpc, the relative deviation gradually increases and
exceeds the 2σ level.

Note that both spec-z and photo-z fields exhibit signif-
icant deviations from the true power spectrum. However,
the UNet model effectively reconstructs the true density
field by combining information from these two surveys,
demonstrating its strong effectiveness in integrating spec-
z and photo-z data for accurate reconstruction. It can
also be observed that the auto and cross power spectra of
the spec-z samples exhibit the highest amplitudes. This
is because these samples are selected based on massive
halos and subhalos, which introduces a larger bias and
results in the higher power spectrum amplitudes.

Fig. 5 displays the two-dimensional power spectra of the
density fields for the spec-z, the photo-z, the ground truth,
and the UNet reconstruction, providing a comprehensive
comparison. The power spectra are computed using a
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FIG. 3. Comparison of the density fields for the ground truth, the reconstruction, the spec-z, and the photo-z (from left to
right). For visualization, each plot represents a slice of the density field projected along LoS with a bin width of 10 Mpc/h.
To highlight small-scale details, four regions–labeled A, B, C, and D–are randomly selected, and their zoomed-in views are
displayed in the lower panels. As demonstrated, the reconstruction performs well across both large and small scales.

FIG. 4. Comparison of the one-dimensional power spectra for the density fields of spec-z (green), photo-z (blue), the ground
truth (black), and the UNet-predicted field (red). The left panel shows the auto power spectrum for each field, while the right
panel displays the cross power spectrum between each field and the true field. In the lower panels, the relative deviations between
the predictions and the ground truth, normalized to the associated 1σ statistical uncertainty, are shown. For small scales with
k ≳ 0.066 h/Mpc, the UNet model successfully reconstructs the amplitude of the density field, with results consistent within
0.024–0.42σ for the auto power spectrum. The model significantly improves the accuracy of the cross power spectrum, with
relative deviations reaching 0.81σ at best, suggesting that the phase can be recovered to some extent. However, for larger scales
with k ≲ 0.066 h/Mpc, the predicted auto- and cross-power spectra are underestimated by 2.02–3.61σ for the auto spectrum,
and 1.61–1.76σ for the cross spectrum. This discrepancy may arise from the limited information available for large-scale features
when training the UNet on small boxes, which restricts its ability to effectively capture the low-k Fourier modes.
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FIG. 5. Comparison of the two-dimensional power spectra of density fields for the spec-z, the photo-z, the ground truth, and
the reconstruction (from left to right), at z = 0.59. The analysis is based on a slice of the large test data cube along LoS, with a
side length of 1200× 1200× 200 (Mpc/h)3. Specifically, the UNet model was applied to 36 smaller test boxes within this cube.

slice of the test data cube at z = 0.59, with side length of
1200×1200 Mpc/h in the plane perpendicular to LoS and
200 Mpc/h along LoS. The the spec-z and the photo-z
fields exhibit power spectrum patterns that significantly
deviate from that of the true density field. However, the
UNet model effectively reproduces a power spectrum pat-
tern that agrees well with the ground truth, demonstrating
its capability to accurately reconstruct the true density
field. More quantitatively, the resulting power spectrum
multipoles, Pℓ={0,2,4}, at z = 0.59, are shown in Fig. 6.
As known, the monopole, P0, represents the isotropic
component of the power spectrum, while the quadrupole,
P2, and hexadecapole, P4, capture anisotropic features
primarily due to redshift-space distortions. Without the
UNet reconstruction, the power spectrum multipoles for
photo-z deviate significantly from the true values across
all scales. Although the deviations for spec-z are reduced,
they remain noticeable. After applying the UNet recon-
struction, the reconstructed multipoles generally agree
with the true values.

Specifically, for P0 at k ≲ 0.1 h/Mpc, the reconstructed
spectrum agrees well with the true values within the 2σ
level. However, as k increases, the monopole is progres-
sively underestimated beyond 2σ, although it is still sig-
nificantly improved compared to the green (spec-z) and
blue (photo-z) lines. For P2, the UNet-predicted spec-
trum deviates from the true value by no more than 2σ for
k ∈ [0.1, 0.3] h/Mpc. Similarly, for P4, the reconstructed
spectrum shows slight deviations across all scales, but
remains consistent with the true values within the 2σ
level for k ≲ 0.3 h/Mpc on average. Overall, the UNet
performs well by integrating the information from both
spec-z and photo-z samples, effectively mitigating the
photo-z errors and leading to a high-quality reconstruc-
tion of the power spectrum of the true photo-z field.

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

Galaxy surveys are essential for tackling key cosmologi-
cal questions by mapping LSS of the Universe. Imaging
surveys offer extensive sky coverage and valuable cosmo-
logical information but are hindered by the challenge of
inaccurate photo-z measurements. Spectroscopic surveys
provide precise 3D clustering and accurate redshifts but
are limited in the size of galaxy samples.
In this study, the goal is to combine these two types

of surveys to take advantage of their strengths while
mitigating their respective limitations. We introduce a
novel deep learning approach that utilizes a dual UNet
neural network to integrate photo-z and spec-z data at
the field level. This method optimizes the extraction
of information from both data types, improving redshift
accuracy and offering a more robust analysis of the LSS
of the universe.
We assessed the performance of the dual UNet model

by using it to reconstruct the true photo-z density field
in the absence of redshift errors. The network employs
3D convolutional layers and a Loss function based on
MSE to optimize reconstruction accuracy. The model was
trained using the CosmicGrowth simulations, specifically
the z = 0.59 snapshot, which employs 20483 particles
within a volume of (1200 h/Mpc)3 under a ΛCDM cos-
mology. The data is split into training and testing sets,
with approximately 75% of the data used for training (108
sub-boxes) and 25% for testing (36 sub-boxes). Addition-
ally, a correction is applied to adjust the amplitudes in
the reconstructed density field at lower k-modes, as the
training was conducted on smaller boxes that lack low-k
information.
The performance of the dual UNet model was evalu-

ated in reconstructing density fields from a test dataset
consisting of 36 sub-boxes, each with a physical size of
(200 h/Mpc)3 and containing 1003 pixels. The model’s ac-
curacy was evaluated using multiple performance metrics,
including the correlation coefficient, mean absolute error
(MAE), mean squared error (MSE), peak signal-to-noise
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FIG. 6. Power spectrum multipoles, Pℓ, for the monopole (ℓ = 0, left), quadrupole (ℓ = 2, middle), and hexadecapole (ℓ = 4,
right). The 1σ error bars indicate the statistical uncertainties in the measurements, derived from the test mocks at redshift
z = 0.59. Upper panel: the power spectra for spec-z (green) and photo-z (blue) fields, the truth (black), and the UNet
reconstruction (red) are shown for comparison. Lower panel: the relative deviations from the true values, normalized to the
associated statistical uncertainties, are shown for the UNet reconstruction. Due to the significantly larger relative deviations for
the spec-z and photo-z cases, their results are not presented.

ratio (PSNR), and structural similarity index (SSIM).
The results demonstrate that the network achieves high-
quality reconstruction when integrating both spec-z and
photo-zdata.

For the power spectra, the dual UNet model accurately
reconstructed the photo-z density field at small scales
(k ≳ 0.1h/Mpc), within 1–2σ of the true values, but
showed reduced accuracy for smaller k values, likely due
to the limited training on the smaller simulation boxes.
The reconstruction based on the cross power spectrum is
accurate within 2σ for k ≲ 0.1 h/Mpc, but its accuracy
decreases as k increases.
For the monopole (P0), at k ≲ 0.1h/Mpc, the recon-

structed spectrum agrees well with the true values within
the 2σ level. However, as k increases, the monopole is
progressively underestimated, with deviations exceeding
2σ at larger k values, though it still shows a significant
improvement over the spec-z (green line) and photo-z
(blue line) predictions. For the hexadecapole (P2), the
UNet-predicted spectrum deviates from the true values
by no more than 2σ for k ∈ [0.1, 0.3] h/Mpc.Similarly, for
the quadrupole (P4), the reconstructed spectrum shows
slight deviations across all scales but remains within the
2σ range for k ≲ 0.3h/Mpc on average.

Overall, the dual UNet model exhibits robust perfor-
mance by effectively combining information from both
spec-z and photo-z samples. This integration significantly
reduces photo-z errors, resulting in high-fidelity recon-
structions of the power spectrum across a wide range of
scales. In the future, further testing of the dual UNet
model across a broader range of simulations and cover-

ing different cosmological parameters will be essential
for assessing the generalizability and robustness of the
network. More importantly, applying the model to real
observational datasets will provide valuable insights into
its performance in practical, real-world conditions.
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tanaga, D. W. Gerdes, T. Giannantonio, D. A. Gold-
stein, R. A. Gruendl, J. Gschwend, G. Gutierrez, D. J.
James, T. Jeltema, M. W. G. Johnson, M. D. John-
son, S. Kent, K. Kuehn, S. Kuhlmann, N. Kuropatkin,
T. S. Li, M. Lima, H. Lin, M. A. G. Maia, M. March,
J. L. Marshall, P. Martini, P. Melchior, F. Menanteau,
R. Miquel, J. J. Mohr, E. Neilsen, R. C. Nichol, B. Nord,
D. Petravick, A. A. Plazas, A. K. Romer, A. Rood-
man, M. Sako, E. Sanchez, V. Scarpine, R. Schindler,
M. Schubnell, M. Smith, R. C. Smith, M. Soares-Santos,
F. Sobreira, E. Suchyta, M. E. C. Swanson, G. Tarle,
D. Thomas, D. L. Tucker, V. Vikram, A. R. Walker,
J. Weller, Y. Zhang, and DES Collaboration, Dark En-
ergy Survey Year 1 results: Cosmological constraints
from cosmic shear, Phys. Rev. D 98, 043528 (2018),
arXiv:1708.01538 [astro-ph.CO].

[21] M. Asgari, C.-A. Lin, B. Joachimi, B. Giblin, C. Hey-
mans, H. Hildebrandt, A. Kannawadi, B. Stölzner,
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E. Bertin, O. Le Fèvre, Y. Mellier, G. Zamorani,
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[85] S. Carliles, T. Budavári, S. Heinis, C. Priebe, and A. Sza-
lay, Photometric redshift estimation on sdss data using
random forests, arXiv preprint arXiv:0711.2477 (2007).

[86] I. Csabai, T. Budavari, A. J. Connolly, A. S. Szalay,
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