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Cosmic shear challenges: modelling baryon feedback
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Cosmic shear challenges: modelling baryon feedback
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kSZ + X-ray predict different feedback strengths?
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kSZ + X-ray predict different feedback strengths? Towards a complete picture of feedback
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Towards a complete picture of feedback :
kSZ profiles + X-ray gas fractions + galaxy-galaxy lensing
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Galaxy-galaxy weak lensing: for accurate halo mass selection
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eROSITA X-ray gas fractions: extreme feedback
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Towards a complete picture of feedback :
kSZ profiles + X-ray gas fractions + galaxy-galaxy lensing
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The importance of sample selection for studying kSZ in simulations
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ACT + DESI kSZ: Consistent with extreme feedback
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eROSITA gas fractions + kSZ: Consistent with extreme feedback
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eROSITA gas fractions + kSZ: Consistent with extreme feedback
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ACT + DESI kSZ at higher-z: unexplored territory
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ACT + DESI kSZ at higher redshift: what about other hydro-sims?
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ACT -+ DESI kSZ at higher redshift: what about other hydro-sims? /4 <Y
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We are establishing a consistent picture of feedback
with joint kSZ + X-ray gas fractions + GGL masses
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Test models ot baryon teedback: Joint analysis of weak lensing + £52
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kSZ + X-ray predict different feedback strengths?
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