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ABSTRACT

We investigate the cosmological constraints from the void-lensing cross-correlation assuming the

wCDM model for the Chinese Space Station Survey Telescope (CSST) photometric survey. Using

Jiutian simulations, we construct a mock galaxy catalog to z = 3 covering 100 deg2 which incor-

porates the instrumental and observational effects of the CSST. We divide the galaxy sample into

seven photometric-redshift (photo-z) tomographic bins and identify 2D voids within each bin using the

Voronoi tessellation and watershed algorithm. We measure the angular cross-power spectrum between

the void distribution and the weak lensing signal, and estimate the covariance matrix via jackknife

resampling combined with pseudo-Cℓ approach to account for the partial sky correction. We employ

the Halo Void Dust Model (HVDM) to model the void-matter cross-power spectrum and adopt the

Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) technique to implement the constraints on the cosmological and

void parameters. We find that our method can accurately extract the cosmological information, and

the constraint accuracies of some cosmological parameters from the void-lensing analysis are compara-

ble or even tighter than the weak lensing only case. This demonstrates that the void-lensing serves as

an effective cosmological probe and a valuable complement to galaxy photometric surveys, particularly

for the Stage-IV surveys targeting the high-redshift Universe.

Keywords: Cosmology (343) —Cosmological parameters (339) — Large-scale structure of the universe

(902) — Dark matter (353) —Voids (1779)

1. INTRODUCTION

The accurate measurements of temperature fluctua-

tions of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) (G.

Hinshaw et al. 2013; Planck Collaboration et al. 2020;

S. Aiola et al. 2020), together with the discovery of the

accelerating expansion of the Universe by Type Ia su-

pernova (SN Ia) observations (A. G. Riess et al. 1998; S.

Perlmutter et al. 1999), have provided important obser-

vational evidence for the establishment of the standard

cosmological model. This model describes a spatially

Corresponding author: Yan Gong

Email: gongyan@bao.ac.cn

flat universe composed of roughly 30% matter and 70%

dark energy, whose nature remains poorly understood

and continues to be one of the main challenges in mod-

ern cosmology. The large-scale structure (LSS) of the

Universe, arising from the gravitational growth of pri-

mordial density fluctuations, provides a powerful set of

tools to probe dark matter and dark energy, which can

effectively complement the measurements of SN Ia and

CMB (T. M. C. Abbott et al. 2022).

Weak gravitational lensing (WL), which refers to

slight distortions of distant background galaxies induced

by the gravitational potential along the line of sight, has

become a powerful probe of the LSS (M. Bartelmann &

P. Schneider 2001). It enables direct mapping of the
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dark matter distribution and reveals the influence of

dark energy on the growth of structure (M. Kilbinger

2015). In particular, measurements of the two-point

correlation function or the angular power spectrum of

the weak lensing signal, known as cosmic shear, provide

stringent constraints on the key cosmological parame-

ters, especially the total matter density parameter Ωm

and the amplitude of matter fluctuations σ8 (H. Hilde-

brandt et al. 2017; J. L. van den Busch et al. 2022; A. H.

Wright et al. 2025; M. A. Troxel et al. 2018; A. Amon

et al. 2022; C. Doux et al. 2022). Moreover, combina-

tions of weak lensing and other tracers of the LSS, such

as galaxy clustering (the so-called 3×2pt probes), offer

the means of breaking degeneracies between the param-

eters, mitigating the systematic effects and therefore en-

hancing cosmological constraints (T. M. C. Abbott et al.

2018, 2022; E. van Uitert et al. 2018; C. Heymans et al.

2021; B. Joachimi et al. 2021).

Recently, cosmic voids, which are large and under-

dense regions within the cosmic web, have emerged as

a promising cosmological probe for studying the LSS

(R. van de Weygaert & E. van Kampen 1993; D. C. Pan

et al. 2012; A. Pisani et al. 2019; M. Moresco et al. 2022;

N. Schuster et al. 2025; Y. Song et al. 2025b). Owing to

their low-density environment, void formation and evo-

lution are sensitive to the dark energy equation of state

and the total neutrino mass (R. Biswas et al. 2010; G.

Lavaux & B. D. Wandelt 2012; A. Pisani et al. 2015;

J. Lee & D. Park 2009; E. Massara et al. 2015; C. D.

Kreisch et al. 2019). Their statistics, such as the void

shapes, the void density profile and the void size func-

tion (VSF), have already been employed to constrain the

cosmological parameters (G. Lavaux & B. D. Wandelt

2010; C. M. Correa et al. 2021; Y. Song et al. 2024a,b,

2025b; K. Lehman et al. 2025). Additionally, several

studies have explored the correlation function of cosmic

voids and their cross-correlations with other cosmologi-

cal probes (B. R. Granett et al. 2008; N. Hamaus et al.

2014b; C. M. Correa et al. 2022; K. C. Chan et al. 2014;

Y. Song et al. 2024c, 2025a).

In particular, it is possible to measure the cross-

correlation between void and weak lensing, and exploit

this signal to infer cosmological information, and break

the parameter degeneracy (E. Krause et al. 2013; P. Mel-

chior et al. 2014; C. Sánchez et al. 2017; Y. Fang et al.

2019; M. Bonici et al. 2023; C. Su et al. 2025). In this

work, we investigate the cosmological constraint power

of the void-lensing cross-power spectrum in the photo-

metric survey of the Chinese Space Station Survey Tele-

scope (CSST, H. Zhan 2011; H. Zhan 2021; Y. Gong

et al. 2019, 2025; CSST Collaboration et al. 2025).

We construct a mock galaxy catalog covering a sky

area of ∼100 deg2 based on the Jiutian simulations

(J. Han et al. 2025), taking into account the instru-

mental design and survey strategy of the CSST pho-

tometric survey. From this mock catalog, we derive

the galaxy redshift distribution and divide it into seven

photometric-redshift (photo-z) tomographic bins. We

apply the Voronoi tessellation and watershed algorithm

to identify voids in the two-dimensional angular galaxy

distribution within each tomographic bin and obtain the

void catalog. Then we measure the angular cross-power

spectrum between the void distribution and the weak

lensing signal. Covariance estimation is performed using

the jackknife method combined with the pseudo-Cℓ ap-

proach. Finally, we constrain cosmological and system-

atic parameters using the Markov Chain Monte Carlo

(MCMC) method.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we

introduce the construction of the mock galaxy and void

catalogs for the CSST photometric survey, and describe

the measurement of the void lensing power spectrum.

Section 3 presents the theoretical modeling of the angu-

lar power spectrum, including the treatment of relevant

systematics. The covariance estimation, the model fit-

ting method and the discussion of constraints on the cos-

mological and systematic parameters are given in Sec-

tion 4. Our conclusions are summarized in Section 5.

2. MOCK DATA

2.1. Simulation

We employ the Jiutian-1G (JT1G) simulation to serve

as the basis for constructing the weak lensing conver-

gence map and generating the mock galaxy catalog.

JT1G is one of the high-resolution runs in the state-of-

the-art Jiutian N-body simulation suite. It is performed

with the L-Gadget3 code (V. Springel 2005) and evolves

61443 dark matter particles within a cubic simulation

box. The box size is 1h−1Gpc and the particle mass is

about 3.72×108 h−1 M⊙. We adopt the cosmological pa-

rameters from Planck2018 ( Planck Collaboration et al.

2020), with Ωm = 0.3111, Ωb = 0.0490, ΩΛ = 0.6899,

σ8 = 0.8102, ns = 0.9665, and h = 0.6766. The JT1G

simulation outputs 128 snapshots from redshift 127 to 0

with an average time gap of ∼ 100 Myr, which is suit-

able for weak lensing studies. The dark matter halos and

subhalos are identified using the friend-of-friends (FOF)

and SUBFIND algorithm (V. Springel 2005). Addition-

ally, the subhalos are linked with their unique descen-

dants to establish the merger trees. Further details of

JT1G can be found in J. Han et al. (2025).

Considering the effects of structure evolution, we con-

struct a partial-sky light cone with a set of discrete slices
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Figure 1. The mock galaxy redshift distributions in the
CSST photometric survey. The solid curves denote the red-
shift distributions of the seven photo-z bins, which are ob-
tained by stacking samples drawn from the redshift PDF of
each individual galaxy.

based on the outputting snapshots at different redshifts.

To dilute the structure repetitions caused by box repli-

cation, a specific viewing angle is chosen as the line-

of-sight (LOS) direction, producing a light cone that

extends to z = 3 and covers a sky area of 100 deg2,

which is sufficient for the purposes of this study. The

light-cone construction for both dark matter particles

and halos (or galaxies) follows the same strategy, ensur-

ing that different tracers capture identical cosmological

information (see e.g. Q. Xiong et al. 2025).

2.2. Galaxy Mock Catalog

We populate the simulations with galaxies utilizing

an improved Semi-Analytic Model (B. M. B. Henriques

et al. 2015; W. Pei et al. 2024), which provides a vari-

ety of observational properties including galaxy spectral-

energy distribution (SED), emission lines, and apparent

magnitudes. Galaxy samples are then selected accord-

ing to the apparent magnitude limits of the CSST pho-

tometric survey, which can reach i ∼ 26 AB mag for

5σ point source detection (Y. Gong et al. 2019; CSST

Collaboration et al. 2025). To estimate photometric

redshifts, we assume that the observed redshift of each

galaxy follows a Gaussian probability distribution func-

tion (PDF), zobs ∼ N(ztrue, σz), where ztrue is the true

redshift and σz represents the redshift uncertainty char-

acterized as σz = σz0(1 + z) with σz0 = 0.05 (Y. Gong

et al. 2019). The resulting photo-z distribution from

the mock catalog can be obtained by stacking samples

drawn from the redshift PDFs of individual galaxies. In

Figure 1, we show the redshift distributions of the seven

photo-z bins in the CSST photometric survey.

Table 1. The CSST galaxy and void samples used in this
work. The photo-z tomographic bins, number of galaxies and
voids in each bin (Ng and Nv), and the average surface num-
ber density of galaxies and voids in arcmin−2 (n̄g and n̄v)
have been listed.

redshift bin Ng n̄g Nv n̄v

0.45 < z ≤ 0.61 1090894 3.03 35732 0.099

0.61 < z ≤ 0.78 1217180 3.38 40434 0.112

0.78 < z ≤ 0.98 1298654 3.61 43499 0.121

0.98 < z ≤ 1.20 1137921 3.16 76719 0.213

1.20 < z ≤ 1.50 1116709 3.10 25961 0.072

1.50 < z ≤ 1.90 1054731 2.93 20488 0.057

1.90 < z ≤ 3.00 904882 2.51 12613 0.035

We mimic weak lensing distortions, including conver-

gence κ and shear γ = γ1 + iγ2, using the multi-lens-

plane algorithm implemented in LensTools7 (S. Hilbert

et al. 2009; A. Petri 2016). Dark matter particles in

the light cone are divided into discrete slices, and light

rays are traced from the observer to the source planes

to compute deflections and generate synthetic lensing

maps. Note that since the resulting maps reside on an

observer grid, we shift galaxies to their apparent po-

sitions via lensing deflections, and then assign lensing

quantities to each galaxy based on its redshift and ap-

parent position (Q. Xiong et al. 2025).

2.3. Void Mock Catalog

We adopt the Voronoi tessellation and watershed

algorithm to identify voids in the 2D angular dis-

tribution of galaxies within projected slices, which

have been widely employed in 3D void identification

(M. C. Neyrinck 2008; P. M. Sutter et al. 2015; S.

Nadathur et al. 2019). To ensure that most galax-

ies will be assigned to the correct slice, the line-of-

sight width of each slice should be sufficiently large, at

least about twice the photo-z uncertainty. Specifically,

we divide the galaxy sample into seven photo-z tomo-

graphic bins, each containing similar numbers of galax-

ies. The bin edges are defined by the endpoints {ze} =

{0.45, 0.61, 0.78, 0.98, 1.20, 1.50, 1.90, 3.0}, as presented

in Table 1. This binning strategy aims to extract more

information and mitigates the overlap of 2D voids across

slices. Here we focus on the redshift range z = 0.45−3.0

for our analysis, since the LSS at lower redshifts is well-

measured by spectroscopic surveys and galaxy density

7 https://github.com/apetri/LensTools

https://github.com/apetri/LensTools
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 2. Schematic illustration of the procedure for identifying 2D voids from the galaxy catalog. (a) A slice of galaxies from
a small region of the mock catalog, where black dots indicate galaxy positions. (b) The 2D Voronoi tessellation constructed
from the galaxy distribution, with each galaxy assigned to a Voronoi cell. (c) Voronoi cells colored by the local density. (d)
Identified zones (2D void candidates without pruning), where crosses mark the cores (local density minima) of the zones and
colors distinguish different zones.

decreases rapidly at higher redshifts in the CSST pho-

tometric survey (Y. Gong et al. 2019; Y. Song et al.

2025a; Q. Xiong et al. 2025).

The algorithm begins by producing a Voronoi tessel-

lation of the galaxy sample, which partitions space into

cells around each galaxy. Each cell includes a single

galaxy and is defined as the region of space closer to

that galaxy than to any other in the sample. The den-

sity within each cell is then estimated as ρcell = 1/Scell,

where Scell denotes the cell area determined by Voronoi

tessellation. The Voronoi tessellation also provides a

natural set of neighbors for each galaxy, which can

be used to identify local density minima. Zones are

then built from each density minimum in the distribu-

tion of cells using a watershed algorithm, where each

cell is linked to its least dense neighbor and merged



5

accordingly, repeating the process until it arrives at

a minimum. Finally, voids are formed by identifying

low-density boundaries (saddle points) between adjacent

zones and merging them into larger unions of separated

regions. In Figure 2, we illustrate the procedure for

identifying 2D voids from the galaxy catalog.

In 3D void identification, various combinations of

zones may be defined as voids, and there exist different

treatments for combining zones, referred to as pruning

methods (H. Rincon et al. 2025). To determine which

zones should be combined into definitive voids in our 2D

void identification, we apply a pruning procedure similar

to the VIDE method (P. M. Sutter et al. 2015). Specifi-

cally, we combine adjacent zones into a void if density of

the boundaries between them is less than 0.4 times the

average density, and remove voids with central-density

greater than 0.4 times the average density. The angu-

lar radius of a void θv is then derived from an effective

circle whose area Sv equals the total area of all cells

comprising the void, which is given by

Sv =
∑
i

Si
cell = πθ2v, (1)

where Si
cell denotes the area of the cell i. The void po-

sition is characterized by its area-weighted center Xv,

which is calculated from its constituent cells as

Xv =
1

Sv

∑
i

xiS
i
cell, (2)

where xi is the coordinate of the galaxy within the cell

i.

2.4. Void-Lensing Power Spectrum Measurement

Having obtained the mock catalogs, we can measure

the angular cross-power spectrum between the void dis-

tribution and the weak lensing signal. We first construct

the tomographic shear maps by projecting the shear val-

ues of each galaxy onto a two-dimensional Cartesian grid

using the formula

γ̂p(θ) =

∑
i∈p wiγ̂i(θ)∑

i∈p wi
, (3)

where the index i runs over galaxies in the catalog, p

denotes the map pixels, γ̂i = (γ̂1,i, γ̂2,i) is the shear of

the i-th galaxy, θ represents the angular coordinates on

the sky, and wi is the associated weight. For simplicity,

we set wi = 1 for all galaxies. The shear field is then

converted into a lensing convergence field via the Kaiser-

Squires inversion (N. Kaiser & G. Squires 1993), which

is expressed as

κ̃(ℓ) =

(
ℓ21 − ℓ22
ℓ21 + ℓ22

)
γ̃1(ℓ) + 2

(
ℓ1ℓ2

ℓ21 + ℓ22

)
γ̃2(ℓ), (4)

where ℓ = (ℓ1, ℓ2) denotes the multipoles in Fourier

space, and κ̃ and γ̃ = (γ̃1, γ̃2) are the Fourier trans-

forms of the convergence κ and shear γ fields, respec-

tively. The real space convergence map is then obtained

by performing the inverse fast Fourier transform of κ̃.

On the other hand, the tomographic void overdensity

map can be obtained by

δp =
Np

∑
p′ Ap′

Ap

∑
p′ Np′

− 1, (5)

where Np =
∑

i∈p vi is the number of voids at a given

pixel p, Ap is the effective fraction of the area at pixel

p.

We derive the mock angular cross-power spectrum

from the void density maps and weak lensing conver-

gence maps at ℓ < 1500. The results are shown in Figure

3, along with the theoretical prediction calculated using

the wCDM best-fitting parameters. The covariance ma-

trix is estimated using the jackknife method combined

with the pseudo-Cℓ approach (P. J. E. Peebles 1973; E.

Hivon et al. 2002; G. Chon et al. 2004), as implemented

in NAMASTER code8 (D. Alonso et al. 2019). The de-

tails of the covariance estimation are provided in Section

4.1.

3. THEORETICAL MODELING

Under the flat sky assumption and the Limber ap-

proximation (D. N. Limber 1954), the angular power

spectrum Cij
AB(ℓ) between the i-th tomographic bin of

probe A and j-th tomographic bin of probe B can be

expressed as

Cij
AB(ℓ) =

∫
dχ

qiA(χ)q
j
B(χ)

χ2
PAB

(
ℓ+ 1/2

χ
, χ

)
, (6)

where A and B denote two different types of tracers, χ

is the comoving radial distance, qi(χ) is the weighting

function of the i-th tomographic bin, and PAB denotes

the probe-dependent power spectrum.

For the case of voids and weak lensing, PAB corre-

sponds to the void-matter cross-power spectrum Pvm,

which is modeled using the Halo Void Dust Model

(HVDM) (R. Voivodic et al. 2020). The fundamental

assumption of HVDM is that all matter in the Universe

belongs to dark matter halos, cosmic voids, and ‘dust’,

which refers to linear matter field between halos and

voids. Accordingly, the matter density field can be de-

8 https://github.com/LSSTDESC/NaMster

https://github.com/LSSTDESC/NaM ster
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Figure 3. The mock CSST void-lensing cross-power spectra for the seven tomographic bins in 100 deg2. The blue solid curves
show the results of the best-fitting theoretical model, and the data points are the mock data. The blue data points denote the
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) < 1, which are discarded in the constraint process. The gray regions show the small scales that
are excluded with kmax = 0.3Mpc−1h. We also discard the cross-power spectra with low amplitudes, and only consider the
void-lensing power spectrum for the case i < j in the analysis, where i and j denote the tomographic bins of the void and weak
lensing samples, respectively

composed as

ρ(x) =

halos∑
i

ρh(x− xi | Mi) +

voids∑
j

ρv(x− xj | Mj)

+ ρd(x),

(7)

where ρh(x − xi | Mi) is the density profile of a halo

with mass Mi centered at position xi, ρv(x − xj | Mj)

is the density profile of a void with mass Mj centered at

position xj , and ρd(x) is the dust density.

In Fourier space, the void-matter power spectrum can

be decomposed into contributions from 1-Void, 2-Void,

Halo-Void and Void-Dust terms, which is expressed as

Pvm(k|M) = P 1V
vm(k|M) + P 2V

vm(k|M)

+ PHV
vm (k|M) + PV D

vm (k|M).
(8)

If we consider large scales, we can simplify the 2-Void,

Halo-Void and Void-Dust terms and obtain (R. Voivodic

et al. 2020)

Pvm(k|R) = P 1V
vm(k|R) + bv(R)PL

mm(k), (9)

where bv denotes the void bias, PL
mm is the linear matter

power spectrum computed using CAMB (A. Lewis et al.

2000), and P 1V
vm represents the 1-Void term present in

the HVDM, which is given by

P 1V
vm =

M

ρ̄m
uv(k|M), (10)

where uv is the Fourier transform of the void profile

uv(k|M) =

∫ rv

0

4πr2

M

sinkr

kr
ρv(r|M)dr. (11)



7

Here we adopt the Hamaus-Sutter-Wandelt (HSW) pro-

file (N. Hamaus et al. 2014a), and it is given by

ρv(r)

ρ̄m
− 1 = δc

1− (r/rs)
α

1 + (r/rv)β
, (12)

where δc is the central density contrast, rs ≡ γrv is

the scale radius at which ρv = ρ̄m, and α and β de-

termine the inner and outer slopes of the void com-

pensation wall, respectively. These four parameters

(δc, α, β, γ) are treated as free parameters in our fit-

ting procedure. For simplicity, we use the mean void

radius Rmean
v = θmean

v DA in our calculation, where DA

is the comoving angular diameter distance of each to-

mographic bin.

The weighting functions of void and weak lensing are

given by

qiv(χ) = ni
v (z(χ))

dz

dχ
, (13)

qiκ(χ) =
3H2

0Ωm

2c2
χ

a(χ)

∫ ∞

χ

dχ′ni
g(z(χ

′))
dz

dχ′
χ′ − χ

χ′ ,

(14)

where ni
v is the normalized void redshift distribution in

the i-th tomographic bin, H0 is the Hubble constant,

Ωm is the matter density, c is the speed of light, a(χ) is

the scale factor corresponding to the comoving distance

χ, and ni
g is the normalized redshift distribution of the

source galaxies of the tomographic bin i.

When modeling the redshift distribution ni
g(z), we ac-

count for possible uncertainties by introducing shift pa-

rameter ∆zi and stretch parameter σi
z as free parame-

ters (R. Cawthon et al. 2022; A. Porredon et al. 2022).

The modified redshift distribution is then given by

ni
g(z) →

ni
g

σi
z

(
z − ⟨zi⟩ −∆zi

σi
z

+ ⟨zi⟩
)
, (15)

where
〈
zi
〉
=

∫
zni

g(z)dz/
∫
ni
g(z)dz denotes the mean

redshift of the i-th tomographic bin.

To account for uncertainties in shear estimation, we

introduce multiplicative factors to the weak lensing

weighting function as

qiκ(χ) → (1 +mi)qiκ(χ), (16)

where mi represents the shear calibration bias for the

i-th source bin. Furthermore, since the measured cross-

power spectra are subject to both statistical and sys-

tematic uncertainties, we model these uncertainties by

incorporating a noise term, leading to

C̃ij
vκ(ℓ) = Cij

vκ(ℓ) +N ij
vκ, (17)

where N ij
vκ denotes the noise contribution, which we

treat as free parameters in the constraint process. For

simplicity, we neglect the contribution from intrin-

sic alignments in the void-lensing cross-correlation (M.

Bonici et al. 2023).

Equations (13) and (14) indicate that the lensing ker-

nel of a high-redshift bin has a large overlap with the

void weighting function of the low-redshift bin. More-

over, the weak lensing signal is the accumulative effect

along the LOS, and we expect a strong correlation be-

tween the background cosmic shear and the foreground

void clustering. Therefore, we only consider the void-

lensing power spectra for the case i < j to perform the

cosmological analysis, as shown in Figure 3, where i and

j denote the tomographic bins of the void and weak

lensing samples, respectively.

Since the void model is valid on large scales, we ap-

ply a scale cut procedure in our void lensing analysis

analogous to that used in galaxy-galaxy lensing to mit-

igate modeling uncertainties at small scales. Specifi-

cally, we only consider the multipoles that satisfy ℓ ≤
kmaxχ(

〈
zi
〉
) and adopt kmax = 0.3Mpc−1h.

4. CONSTRAINT AND RESULTS

4.1. Covariance Estimation

The covariance matrix and more specifically its in-

verse, i.e. the precision matrix, is the key quantity that

determines the uncertainties on cosmological parame-

ters. In general, it can be estimated through three ap-

proaches: estimation from numerical simulations, an-

alytical modeling/computation, and direct estimation

from the data (E. Krause et al. 2017). Here we adopt the

third option and estimate the covariance using jackknife

resampling.

To compute the jackknife covariance, we first con-

struct a set of jackknife samples by systematically ex-

cluding one jackknife segment at a time and using the

remaining data to measure the angular power spectrum.

However, this procedure inevitably introduces a system-

atic bias due to the altered survey footprint. This is

because the ‘excluding one segment’ operation is equiv-

alent to applying a mask to the map, which leads to

mode coupling in the power spectrum. To account for

this effect, we estimate the angular power spectrum of

each jackknife realization using the so-called pseudo-Cℓ

method (P. J. E. Peebles 1973; E. Hivon et al. 2002; G.

Chon et al. 2004), which is implemented in NAMASTER

code (D. Alonso et al. 2019).
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Figure 4. The normalized full covariance matrix, shown in
terms of the correlation coefficient Cij/

√
CiiCjj , where Cij

are the elements of the covariance matrix, estimated from
jackknife realizations. The Cvκ values in the data vector are
ordered according to their redshift bin combinations (m,n).

The estimator of the covariance matrix is then given

by

Covijmn
JK (ℓ1, ℓ2) =

NJK − 1

NJK

NJK∑
k=1

(Cij
k (ℓ1)− C̄ij(ℓ1))

T

× (Cmn
k (ℓ2)− C̄mn(ℓ2)),

(18)

where superscript i, j, m, n label the tomographic bins

and in combination represent the cross-spectrum be-

tween two tomographic bins, NJK is the number of jack-

knife samples. To ensure the covariance matrix is non-

singular, NJK must be greater than the length of the

data vector ( Euclid Collaboration et al. 2025; M. J.
Looijmans et al. 2025). Here Cij

k (ℓ) denotes the angular

power spectrum measured for the k-th jackknife realiza-

tion, and C̄ij(ℓ) is the mean spectrum over all jackknife

samples, which is given by

C̄ij(ℓ) =
1

NJK

NJK∑
k=1

Cij
k (ℓ). (19)

In Figure 4, we show the normalized covariance ma-

trix estimated from the jackknife realizations, where the

block structure reflects correlations among different to-

mographic bin combinations and multipole ranges.

From Equation (18), we can obtain the precision ma-

trix estimator (J. Hartlap et al. 2007)

Cov−1 =
NJK − d− 2

NJK − 1
Cov−1

JK, (20)

Table 2. The fiducial values and priors of the free param-
eters considered in the constraint process. Uniform priors
are described by U(x, y), with x and y denoting the prior
range. The Gaussian priors are represented by N (σ, µ),
and σ and µ are the mean and standard deviation, respec-
tively.

Parameter Fiducial Value Prior

Cosmology

h 0.6766 U(0.4, 1.0)
Ωm 0.3111 U(0.1, 0.6)

109As 2.03 U(0.5, 5.0)
ns 0.9665 U(0.5, 1.5)
w -1 U(-1.8, 0.2)

Void porfile

αi - U(0, 10)
βi - U(0, 20)
γi - U(0, 5)
δicen - U(-1, -0.5)

Void bias

biv - U(0, 5)
Photo-z shift

∆zi (0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0) U(-0.1, 0.1)
Photo-z stretch

σi
z (1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1) U(0.5, 1.5)

Shear calibration

mi (0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0) N (0, 0.01)

Noise

1010N ij
vκ - U(−100, 100)

where the prefactor corrects for the multiplicative bias

resulting from the inversion of the covariance matrix es-

timator, and d is the length of the data vector.

4.2. Fitting Method

We employ the χ2 statistic method to fit the mock

data of void-lensing cross-power spectrum, which is

given by

χ2 = (D −M(p))Cov−1(D −M(p)), (21)

where D denotes the data vector of the void-lensing

power spectrum, M(p) represents the corresponding

theoretical model prediction with parameters p, and

Cov−1 is the precision matrix estimated from Equa-

tion (20). The likelihood function can then be calculated

by L ∼ exp(−χ2/2).
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Figure 5. Constraints on the five cosmological parameters derived from the CSST void-lensing analysis over a 100 deg2 survey
area. The shaded regions represent the 1σ (68.3%) and 2σ (95.5%) confidence levels. The vertical and horizontal dotted lines
indicate the fiducial values of these parameters.

We utilize emcee9 (D. Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013),

a robust and well-tested Python implementation of the

affine-invariant ensemble sampler for the MCMC pro-

posed by J. Goodman & J. Weare (2010), to perform the

parameter constraints. The free parameters, along with

their fiducial values and prior assumptions, are summa-

rized in Table 2. The free cosmological parameters in-

clude the reduced Hubble constant h, total matter den-

sity parameter Ωm, amplitude of the initial power spec-

trum As, spectral index ns and dark energy equation of

state w. Since both void and weak-lensing observables

are insensitive to the baryon density parameter Ωb, we

fix it to the value adopted in the JT1G simulation.

9 https://github.com/dfm/emcee

In addition, we include a set of void parameters, i.e.

the void bias biv and the void profile parameters αi, βi,

γi, and δicen as free parameters for each redshift bin. The

multiplicative factors mi, photo-z uncertainties ∆zi and

σi
z, and noise term N ij

vκ are also considered in our fitting

process. We adopt flat priors for cosmological param-

eters, void bias, void profile parameters, and photo-z

uncertainties. The Gaussian priors are imposed on the

shear calibration parameters, assuming that the CSST

photometric survey can offer high imaging quality and

excellent control over systematic uncertainties (see e.g.

Y. Gong et al. 2019; CSST Collaboration et al. 2025).

4.3. Constraint Results

In Figure 5, we present the marginalized two-

dimensional contours and one-dimensional posterior dis-

https://github.com/dfm/emcee
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Figure 6. The best-fitting values and corresponding 1σ con-
straints of the parameters αi, βi, γi, and δicen derived from
the void lensing analysis.

tributions (PDFs) of the five cosmological parameters

constrained from the void-lensing analysis, with the

68.3% and 95.5% confidence levels (CLs). The vertical

and horizontal dashed lines indicate the fiducial values

of the parameters.

We find that the cosmological parameters can be ro-

bustly constrained using the mock data within a 100

deg2 survey area, and the fitting results of the cosmo-

logical parameters are consistent with the fiducial val-

ues within the 1σ CL. For the key parameters h, Ωm

and w, we obtain constraint accuracies of 18%, 22%

and 33%, respectively, corresponding to h = 0.63+0.10
−0.13,

Ωm = 0.296+0.049
−0.079 and w = −1.12+0.39

−0.34. The constraint

results of these cosmological parameters are comparable

(e.g. Ωm, w) or even tighter (e.g. h) than those from the

weak lensing only analysis presented in Q. Xiong et al.

(2025), which used the same mock galaxy catalog.

These results demonstrate that our two-dimensional

void identification method can reliably construct the 2D

void catalog, and the theoretical model can accurately

extract cosmological information from the void-lensing

correlation. We note that the current constraint accu-

racies derived from the mock data are limited by the

sky area of the light-cone (100 deg2). For the full CSST

photometric survey with 17,500 deg2 coverage, the con-

straints are expected to improve by about an order of

magnitude, resulting in accuracies of a few percent-level

accuracy.

In Figure 6, we show the best-fitting values and corre-

sponding 1σ uncertainties for the parameters αi, βi, γi,

and δicen. Overall, the parameters are well constrained,

1 2

b1
v
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Figure 7. The contour maps (68.3% and 95.5% CLs) and
1D PDFs of the void bias for the six tomographic bins from
the CSST void-lensing analysis over a 100 deg2 survey area.

with most exhibiting relatively small uncertainties com-

pared to their best-fitting amplitudes. For the αi and βi

parameters, the best-fitting values are clustered around

1−5 and 6−10, respectively, indicating stable and con-

sistent constraints across the six bins. The γi param-

eters exhibit comparatively larger fractional uncertain-

ties, suggesting weaker sensitivity or stronger degener-

acy with other parameters in the model. These results

are also in good agreement with the previous study us-

ing similar galaxy catalog (Y. Song et al. 2025a). The

δicen parameters, ranging from about −0.8 to −0.6, are

consistent with expectations from our 2D void identifi-

cation procedure.

In Figure 7, we present the constraints on the void

bias parameters from the void-lensing analysis for the

six tomographic bins, which are shown as contour maps

and 1D PDFs. We find that the best-fitting values and

errors of the six tomographic bins are b1v = 1.21+0.23
−0.47,

b2v = 1.25+0.22
−0.47, b3v = 1.63+0.30

−0.65, b4v = 1.65+0.30
−0.61, b5v =

1.55+0.33
−0.60, and b6v = 2.46+0.56

−1.1 , which show an increasing

trend as redshift increases.

The 1D PDFs of the redshift shift bias ∆zi, stretch

factor σi
z and multiplicative error mi are shown in Fig-

ure 8. The vertical dotted lines mark the fiducial values

of these parameters, while the gray dashed curves rep-

resent the Gaussian priors of mi. Among these system-

atic parameters, the stretch factor is relatively well con-

strained, whereas the constraints on the other two sys-

tematic parameters are relatively weak and prior domi-
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Figure 8. The 1D PDFs of the systematic parameters ∆zi, σi
z and mi for the CSST void-lensing constraints in a 100 deg2

survey area for the six tomographic bins. The vertical dotted lines mark the fiducial values of these parameters and the gray
dashed lines represent the Gaussian priors.

nated. This can be attributed to the limited survey area

and the relatively low statistical power of the dataset

used in this work. As demonstrated in previous the-

oretical studies, the constraint precision on these sys-

tematic parameters is expected to improve significantly

with the full CSST survey (Y. Gong et al. 2019; H.

Miao et al. 2023; H. Lin et al. 2022, 2024). For the

noise term, we obtain consistent constraint results, with

log10(N
ij
vκ) ≃ −10 across all redshift bin combinations

(i, j).

5. SUMMARY

In this work, we investigate the cosmological con-

straints from the void-lensing cross-correlation assuming

the wCDM model for the CSST photometric survey. We

construct a mock galaxy catalog covering a sky area of

100 deg2 based on the Jiutian simulations, incorporat-

ing the instrumental characteristics and survey strategy

of the CSST photometric survey. We divide the galaxy

sample into seven photo-z tomographic bins and identify

2D voids in the angular distribution of galaxies within

each bin using the Voronoi tessellation and watershed

algorithm. We then measure the angular cross-power

spectrum between the void distribution and the weak

lensing convergence field. The covariance matrix is esti-

mated using the jackknife resampling method combined

with the pseudo-Cℓ approach to account for the partial

sky correction. For the theoretical modeling, we employ

the HVDM to model the void-matter cross-power spec-

trum and adopt the HSW to describe the void density

profile.

After obtaining the mock data, the MCMC technique

is employed in the fitting process. We find that the

best-fitting values of the cosmological parameters are

consistent with the fiducial values within 1σ CL. The

constraint strength of some cosmological parameters is

comparable to or even better than that obtained from

the weak lensing only analysis (Q. Xiong et al. 2025),

which used the same mock galaxy catalog. These results

demonstrate that the void-lensing serves as an effective

cosmological probe and a valuable complement to galaxy

photometric surveys, particularly for the forthcoming
Stage-IV surveys like CSST.
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