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Field-level inference

1) Forward model
INITIAL FIELD FINAL FIELD

2) Statistical inference » Go beyond summary statistics

 Handle survey systematics
« Combine multiple probes
e Inference of initial conditions

Sample from the posterior:

AN Ple, f, (B} IND)

2dm. = ~1e7 dim.!

Bayesian Origin Reconstruction from Galaxies

4 https://www.aquila-consortium.org/
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