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Data and model Weak lensing systematics (2) SNl a systematics

e Weak lensing: CFHTLS-Wide TO003 (57 sg. deg., Fu et al. 2008Ye useN-body simulations to model the field-to-field variation of\WWe model the response of the distance module to photometite z

e Supernovae la: SNLS first-year (Astier et al. 2006) the lensing signal between MegaCam pointings (1 sg. dege. \Woint shifts in each of the seven filtegsr, <, 2, U, B,V and the

o CMB: WMAP five-year (Hinshaw et al. 2008) fl_nd an observed E-mo_de rms which Is 5%-15_%_Iarger than pr¥egaBB —V color in the Landolt syst_em. ThIS uncertalnty Increase:
_ _ dicted. Note that variations in the mean redshift is not malkgo the error bars and causes correlations with cosmologicanpe:

We constrain a flat dark-energy CDM model with constantit 5.y nt, this will decrease the relative difference by haos%.  ters.
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