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Abstract

The Javalambre-Physics of the Accelerated Universe Astrophysical Survey (J-PAS) is a narrow band, very wide
field Cosmological Survey to be carried out from the Javalambre Observatory in Spain with a purpose-built,
dedicated 2.5m telescope and a 4.70° camera with 1.2Gpix. Starting in 2015, J-PAS will observe 85000° of
Northern Sky and measure 0.003(1 +z) precision photometric redshifts for 9 x 10’ LRG and ELG galaxies plus
several million QSOs, about 50 times more than the largest current spectroscopic survey, sampling an effective
volume of ~ 14 Gpc® up to z = 1.3. J-PAS will be the first radial BAO experiment to reach Stage V.

J-PAS will also detect and measure the mass of 7 x 10° galaxy clusters and groups, setting constrains on
Dark Energy which rival those obtained from BAO measurements. Thanks to the superb characteristics of the
Javalambre site (seeing ~ 0.7"), J-PAS is expected to obtain a deep, sub-arcsec image of the northern sky, which
combined with its unique photo-z precision will produce one of the most powerful cosmological lensing surveys
before the arrival of Euclid. In addition, J-PAS unprecedented spectral time domain information will enable a
self-contained SN survey that, without the need for external spectroscopic follow-up, will detect, classify and
measure 6, ~ 0.5% redshifts for ~ 4000 SNela and ~ 900 core-collapse SNe.

The key to the J-PAS potential is its innovative approach: the combination of 54 1454 filters, placed 1004
apart, and a multi-degree field of view (FOV) is a powerful “redshift machine”, with the survey speed of a
4000 multiplexing low resolution spectrograph, but many times cheaper and much faster to build. Moreover,
since the J-PAS camera is equivalent to a very large, 4.70° “IFU”, it will produce a time-resolved, 3D image
of the Northern Sky with a very wide range of Astrophysical applications in Galaxy Evolution, the nearby
Universe and the study of resolved stellar populations. J-PAS will have a lasting legacy value in many areas of
Astrophysics, serving as a fundamental dataset for future Cosmological projects.

Keywords: Dark Energy, Cosmology, SNIa, Large Scale Structure, Baryonic Acoustic Oscillations, Lensing,
Dark Matter, Galaxy Evolution, Stars, Solar System, Transients, Telescopes, Instrumentation, Photometric
Redshifts
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1. Introduction

The last decade has seen an accumulation of very large field Astrophysical Surveys (area > 50000°). A
key factor in this development has been the undoubted success of the Sloan Digital Sky Survey which has
spawned significant advances in almost all the fields in Astrophysics. The quest for the origin of Dark Energy
has also been a powerful motivator, fostering many of the current projects like Pan-STARRS (Kaiser et al.,
2002), DES (DES| 2008)), and BOSS (Schlegel et al.l [2009), and also being one of the main goals of the very
large extragalactic surveys planned to start around the beginning of the next decade LSST (LSST Science
Collaboration et al.,[2009), Euclid (Refregier et al.,[2010) and DESI (Levi et al., [2013)).

All these surveys are based on two traditional, one century-old, astronomical methods: broad-band imaging
(R~ 6ﬂ supplemented by moderate resolution spectroscopy (R ~ 500).

Optical broad-band imaging with traditional astronomical filter systems is observationally efficient but
yields very limited redshift information, with, typically, dz/(1 +z) 2 3%, see e.g. Hildebrandt et al. (2010)
and references therein. Spectroscopy for cosmological purposes provides higher resolution, dz/(1 4+ z) ~
0.0005 — 0.001 but to be competitive requires very high object multiplexing = 1000, making state-of-the-
art spectrographs extremely expensive and very complex to develop. In addition, the information provided by
low-resolution, cosmologically-oriented spectroscopy is relatively limited for other purposes, since the spectra
are usually low S/N and for efficiency reasons only objects of direct cosmological interest are systematically
targeted.

Several projects like COMBO-17 (Wolf et al., 2008), ALHAMBRA (Molino et al, [2014) and COSMOS
(Ilbert et al., 2009) have carried out medium band imaging over a few square degrees, hinting at the potential of
this approach. These surveys, with ~ 3004 medium band filters reach precisions of dz/(1+ z) =~ 0.8% and of
0.6% for the highest quality photo-z. This is already not far from the 0.35% precision required for radial BAO
measurements.

Benitez et al.|(2009) showed that medium band (R ~ 20) and narrow band (R ~ 60) filter systems are much
more effective, in terms of photometric redshift depth, than what a naive extrapolation from pure photometric
depth would imply. However systematic, multiple-narrow band wide field imaging has not been attempted so
far. One objective reason is that until quite recently, it was not possible to build homogeneous filters with a large
enough scale. But perhaps the main objection is that NB imaging is quite inefficient for individual objects, since
it requires repeated observations to cover a large spectral range; if prompted to consider a NB cosmological
survey many would dismiss the idea out of hand (Tversky & Kahneman,|1974). However, as explained below,
when NB imaging is combined with a large enough FoV, the result is a redshift machine more powerful than
any existing spectrograph.

Moreover, with a system of contiguous ~ 100A-width filters it is possible to reach ~ 0.3% redshift preci-
sions for enough LRGs to competitively measure the radial Baryonic Acoustic Oscillation (BAO) scale at z < 1
(Benitez et al., 2009). J-PAS will observe with an improved version of that system, with the goal of maximiz-
ing the effective volume over which we can measure the BAO scale using not only LRGs (z < 1.1), but also
blue galaxies (z < 1.35) and QSOs (z < 3), while presenting several features which make the data much more
powerful for a wide range of Cosmological and Astrophysical goals.

1.1. Quasi-Spectroscopy: Wide field Narrow Band Imaging as a Redshift Machine

To understand the power of the J-PAS approach, it is instructive to look at the “raw” relative efficiencies
of imaging and spectroscopy when observing an object’s SED within a particular wavelength range. Let’s
assume that we have a source with a spectral energy distribution flux F), observed against a background B),.

!For imaging, we define the wavelength resolution as R;, = A /A, , where A, is the filter width. Another alternative definition would
be R; = (1+2z)/9d;, the inverse of the redshift error. This is usually much higher than R for photometric redshifts, for instance, for
broadband imaging R, ~ 25, for J-PAS-like Narrow Band(NB) imaging R, ~ 333



The imaging system is defined by an average throughput 1, a filter width AA and a number of filters ny. The
spectrograph is defined by a throughput 1s. In both cases, we consider a detector with a spatial pixel scale p;
and readout noise 0,,,. The full total exposure time is ¢, divided into n, individual read outs, and the covered
wavelength range is L = Ayqx — Amin. The central wavelength is thus A = (Amax + Amin) /2.
For the spectrograph, we have that the signal-to-noise (S/N) reached for a fixed time ¢, defined as gs =

(S/N)s is
. FLngt

\/BLT]SZ‘ +Agn, 02,

where F and B are, respectively, the average object flux and background flux in the spectral range L and Ag
is the number of pixels covered by the object spectrum on the CCD. For a spectral resolution R = 1/,
the pixel scale in the wavelength direction will be p; ~ A /(2R), where we assume at least two pixels per
resolution element. If we use a slit of spatial scale D, the total number of pixels covered by the spectrum will
be As = (L/p;) x (D/ps) ~ 2RD/ p; for the typical wavelength range considered here (L ~ 1).

For the imaging case, we are using ny different filters, and we don’t cover the whole spectrum in a single
shot, only a section A, . Therefore the exposure time for each wavelength segment will be smaller, z,,, =t /ny,
and g; = (S/N); will be equal to:

qs ey

_ FAmit
\/BA;L it —I—A]I’lrﬁrzon
Here we assume that Fn; = Y.(F;n;)/ns and Bn; ~ Y.(B;in;) /ny, where the i values correspond to the indi-
vidual filters. The total number of pixels covered by the ny apertures of diameter D is A; = ny7w (2%5)2.

Let’s examine the limit case in which both spectroscopy and imaging are totally background dominated.
Then

qr 2

F
~ ——+/Lngt 3
gsa \/E\/ nNs 3)

F
qiB ~ ﬁ\/ Ayt “4)

Therefore, the relatively S/N ratio of spectroscopy vs. imaging for the background-dominated observation of a
single object is

and

L
qsB ns (5)
qiB Ay

If we take as fiducial values L = 9100 — 3600 = 55004, Ay = 1454, n; =0.7, ns =0.25, we have % ~ 3.
Thus, as most astronomers will say intuitively, spectroscopy is significantly more efficient than NB imaging (as
described here) for a single object observation, since it requires 13.5 times longer to reach the same S/N.

The inclusion of readout noise barely changes this result. Let’s define, for the imaging case, the ratio r;
between the total readout and background noise

BA, it
Then
F o [Ane

(7N

2To make a comparison which focuses on the effects of the filter width, we have not taken into account fiber aperture effects which
are not present in imaging, and which in practice would reduce the ratio by a factor of ~ 2 in favor of NB imaging



For the spectroscopic case, since we are assuming the same number of readouts per wavelength segment 7,
and the same readout noise G,,,, We can write

2 _ A _ AT
ST "BLng  AilLns !

®)
And therefore

F LT]_gl‘
qs = iAo
VB\/ 1+ Gy
For our fiducial values, the ratio (Lns)/(A3nr) ~ 13.5. The ratio As/A; = (8Rp;)/(nynD) =~ (Rs/100),
where we have assumed D = 2", p; = 0.4" and ny = 54

Therefore we have
gs _ Lng 1+7? (10)
qi Aynr\| 140.07(Rs/100)r?

In the J-PAS case, assuming 0,,, =~ 6¢~ (as we have done, to be conservative, for all the calculations and
mocks presented throughout the paper, although the goal for the camera is 4e™~), we get r; =~ 0.5. Thus, the
inclusion of readout noise for realistic cases does not change things significantly, since the r;-containing factor
on the right goes from 1.10 to 0.85 for resolutions Ry = 250 — 4000.

However, the relevant quantity to decide which approach is better as a redshift machine is not the efficiency
for an individual object, but the survey speed v, which is defined as the total number of objects which can be
observed per unit time, with the same signal-to-noise gq.

(€))

N
V= — (11)
Iq
And thus Nt
i its (12)
vs  Nstq

where #; and #; are, respectively, the time required for a spectrograph and the imaging system to reach S/N = q.
Disregarding the readout noise factors, we have #; /ts = (Lns) /(A Nr), therefore

H o N[A;k nr

13
vs  NsLng (13)

The most efficient spectrographs, like BOSS (Schlegel et al., 2009), have Ng ~ 1000. In the case of NB
imaging, the effective “multiplexing” can be extremely large depending on the camera FOV and the density
of objects of interest. J-PAS can estimate highly precise photo-z, valid to measure line-of-sight BAOs for
N; =52,000 galaxies in 4.70°.

Thus, for <= 0.3% photo-z, an instrument like the one which will be used by J-PAS is about 4 times faster,
in terms of survey speed, than a 1000-x spectrograph, and it is comparable with a 4000-x spectrograph.

Fov 1000
Y4 s 0 (14)
Vs 11000gals/00° 4.700° N,

where n, is the galaxy density per square degree and F'OV is the Field of view of the camera in square degrees.

We have endeavored to compare both imaging and spectroscopic techniques in a numerically balanced way,
however, there are several hidden variables” favoring imaging techniques which are more difficult to quantify
but are nevertheless important to be aware of. We list some of these here:




1. Selection effects in spectroscopy: The necessity of object pre-selection for multi-object spectrographs
introduces many unintended biases to a spectroscopic survey. These include effects due to morphology, mag-
nitude and surface density limits all of which have effects on completeness and window function uncertainties
which are largely eliminated in an imaging survey.

2. Astrometry: Astrometric errors which can be induced by systematic epoch effects and proper motion
uncertainties may lead to small position errors which critically impact aperture coupling efficiencies. Uniform
magnitude selection: Spectroscopic optimization of detector real estate requires selection of objects of uniform
brightness which can introduce further selection biases.

3. Sky subtraction: Object multiplex has always to be traded with sampling of the sky both for multi-fibre
and multi-slit spectroscopy. Sky subtraction for imaging, if done carefully, is generally a much more robust
technique which minimally impacts both stochastic and systematic errors.

4. Acceptance aperture: Spectroscopic apertures are always limited by the design of the spectrograph and
cannot generally be optimized for particular atmospheric conditions. The size of the instrument scales linearly
with aperture; the cost is a much steeper function. There is thus always a strong driver for limiting the size of the
aperture which is especially demanding for large telescope spectrographs. For point sources this simply means
reduced aperture coupling ratios which are determined by variable seeing conditions, while for marginally
resolved sources this leads to incomplete sampling of the intrinsic morphology.

6. Atmospheric dispersion and differential atmospheric refraction: These effects can strongly perturb spec-
troscopic efficiency as a function of wavelength thus producing errors in the observed source SEDs which are
very difficult to impossible to calibrate out.

7. Fibre effects: Spectrograph efficiencies are a function of fibre properties such as throughput, focal
ratio degradation and non-telecentric feeds. The first two effects can be a function of fibre placement and
telescope orientation (and consequently time) and are very difficult to quantify. Non-telecentric feeds can be
well determined but inevitably lead to reductions in efficiency. Many large telescope fibre systems also require
multi-fibre connectors which again impact efficiency; it is indeed a fact that very few instrumentation papers
actually quote the overall fibre spectrograph efficiency as measured on the sky.

Of course there are negatives for multi-band imaging surveys the most prominent of which is the fact that
different wavelength samples are taken sequentially which introduce variable efficiencies and PSFs. However,
this information can be recovered from the data itself with carefully monitoring of the photometric conditions
and by tying the photometry to an all-sky photometric calibration survey, supplied in the case of J-PAS by
the T80 telescope. Another limitation is in the effective spectral resolution given by wave-band limitations.
However a concerted effort has been made to optimize the band-pass of the J-PAS survey through exhaustive
S/N modeling; it is incidental but fortunate that this optimization has led to band-passes which are obtainable
through a standard interference filter fabrication processes.

But perhaps the main advantage of NB imaging lies in the relative simplicity and low cost (about an order
of magnitude lower) of the required instrumentation, specially when compared with a spectrograph with several
thousand multiplexing.

2. J-PAS survey description

2.1. The filter system

As it was shown by Benitez et al.| (2009), a contiguous set of filters spaced by ~ 1004 width is able to
produce photometric redshifts with a precision of 0.003(1 + z) for Luminous Red Galaxies. The original and
main scientific goal of PAU-Consolider project, the origin of J-PAS, was measuring the radial scale of the
Baryonic Acoustic Oscillations using these LRG population. However, the photo-z for Blue Galaxies are also
precise enough to use them as BAO probes, significantly increasing the effective volume of the survey. QSOs
can also be detected and their redshifts measured with excellent precision (Abramo et al., [2012). The J-PAS
filter system and observing strategy has also been carefully optimized to maximize the returns of the survey in
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other areas of Astrophysics without compromising the main goal of constraining the Dark Energy equation of
state.

These are the main modifications we have introduced with respect to the filter system of Benitez et al.
(2009):

1. The extension of the NB observations blue-wards to 3785A.: this will enable a detailed and unique study
of the galaxy properties in the local Universe, and the central wavelengths of the filters (and therefore of the
whole system) have been chosen accordingly. It also improves slightly the photo-z precision of the higher
redshift galaxy population.

2. Extension of the NB filter range to 9100A. This increases significantly the effective volume covered by
the Survey by extending the redshift range at which we are able to measure photo-z for both LRG and ELGs.
Going much further to the red becomes inefficient because of the fast increase with wavelength of the sky
background.

3.To avoid duplications, our total number of filters has to be a multiple of 14, the number of CCDs in our
camera. Putting together all the above considerations we arrive to 56 main filters, 54 of them NB, 1 medium-
band (which covers the UV edge) and 1 broad band (which covers the interval red-wards of 9100A), with the
NB filters spaced by 100 A. Our simulations (Benitez et al., in preparation) show that photo-z precision and
depth are more sensitive to the filter spacing than to the filter width (provided it is narrow enough). The width
of our filters is set to 145A, the minimum width required by the manufacturer, to ensures filter homogeneity
across our field of view. The resulting filter system is shown in Figure[I]

In addition, we include three regular broad band filters in our observations, u,g and r. The first filter
has a redder cutoff that the SDSS u band, the other two are similar to the ones used in that survey. These
BB observations will be quite deep compared to the NB imaging (50 limiting magnitude in a 3" aperture of
23.1, 23.7 and = 24 respectively). The r—band plays a special role, because it will be the main filter used
for detection and weak lensing measurements. The BB filters are all contained in a single tray, and will be
used only when the image quality is in the top 10% of the observatory range. Given the superb seeing at the
Javalambre site, and the exquisite care being taken to make sure that neither dome nor camera significantly
degrade it, we expect to get a deep < 0.8” imaging of ~ 850000° of the Northern Sky which will be extremely
useful for lensing analyses.

2.2. Observing strategy

2.2.1. Exposure time and filter distribution

Despite the use of drift scan by previous surveys, as SDSS, we have decided to use a traditional “point and
shoot” mosaicking strategy. We found that drift scan is only marginally more efficient (once all the factors, as
overlaps, etc. are taken into account) and therefore does not warrant the extremely strict —and therefore risky—
technical requirements it imposes on both camera and telescope design. The simpler imaging strategy we have
adopted gives us more flexibility in the observing strategy and makes possible to re-use the reduction software of
other surveys like ALHAMBRA, which was mostly developed by members of the J-PAS collaboration (Molino
et al, 2014; Cristobal-Hornillos et al., [2009)).

We are using a 14 CCD, 4.70° camera, and 56+3 filters. It is not currently possible to build a NB filter of the
required width and homogeneity over the whole 4.70°; even covering all the CCDs simultaneously with copies
of the same individual filter, would require us to purchase 826 filters, surpassing the full cost of the camera.
We therefore employ a single copy of the main 56 filter system, spreading them into 4 different trays (T1-4),
each with 14 different filters. An additional broad band filter tray (T5) contains 8 r—band filters, 3 g—band
filters and 3 u— band filters. Within the NB trays, T1-4, the filters are distributed as contiguously as possible
in wavelength, although some scrambling among trays is needed to minimize the presence of image ghosts due
to reflections. Tables 3.,4. and 5. list the filters, indicating which trays they belong to. Since the filters will
be distributed parallel to each other, is quite straightforward to cover the whole observing area homogeneously
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with all of them. It is sufficient to follow a pattern which tiles the full J-PAS sky with the CCD having the
smallest effective area: that ensures that all the filters in each tray will also tile the sky with no gaps.

Our basic exposure is 60 seconds, and we will carry out at least 4 exposures in each filter, following a
24 141 pattern whenever is possible, i.e. taking initially 2 almost simultaneous exposures , and then leaving
an interval of a month before the third and approximately 20 days between the 3rd and 4th exposures. This
is close to the optimum strategy for SNel detection, giving J-PAS the opportunity of carrying out one of the
most powerful ground-based SN surveys. For the filters in the 4th, and reddest tray, we will repeat the 4x60
observations. The u, g and r filters, which will be included in a 5th tray will be exposed by, respectively 225,225
and 600 seconds, using 6,6 and 16 exposures.

The total effective exposure time on any point of the sky will therefore be 1050s (the BB tray) + 56 x 240s
(one pass with all the 56 filters in T1-4) + 14 x 240 (the 2nd pass with T4) = 4.96A. Since the J-PAS main
camera has 4.700°, the survey speed is, therefore, ~ 10°4~ 1, and it will require ~ 9000 h on target to complete
the full survey.

Of course, the total observing time will be higher when we include predictable overheads:

o Readout time We will take a total of 56 x 44 14 x 4+ 6+ 6+ 16 = 308 exposures, which for a estimated
readout time of 11s, are equivalent to 3388s or 0.94h.

e Overlap Our observations will overlap about 5%, to ensure an homogeneous photometric calibration
across different pointings.

e Visibility Due to the inconvenient (from the point of view of Extragalactic Astronomy) presence of most
of the Milky Way in the Northern Hemisphere, we will need an additional 10% of survey time, which
will be used to repeatedly observe some areas in the sky (creating a J-PAS deep field in an area almost
coincident with Stripe 82).

Therefore, combining all these effects, we would actually need a factor of 1.19 x 1.05 x 1.10 = 1.38 more
on-target time, or about 12400h of observations.

Taking into account the experience of similar observatories we conservatively expect to be able to observe
on-target effectively for at least 1800 h/yr (this is equivalent to ~ 48% useful time, similar to the values at e.g.
Calar Alto). Therefore, the full completion of J-PAS will require 6.88 yrs. The expected initial date for the
survey is mid-2015, so the full survey will finish in 2021, around the start of other Stage IV projects like Euclid,
LSST or DESI. As we will see below, the observing strategy of J-PAS is designed in such a way that it will
obtain highly competitive cosmological constraints from its 2nd-3rd year of operation.

2.2.2. Limiting magnitudes

To generate mock observations we have written a python Exposure Time Calculator which is included in
the BPZ 2.0 python distribution (Benitez 2014) As usual, it generates the expected S/N given a certain observa-
tional set-up and object magnitude. It takes as inputs the expected full filter transmission curve (assumed to take
into account the CCD, optics and the atmosphere at the desired airmass), the pixel size, mirror area, sky back-
ground, total exposure and the number of readouts and the readout noise. Given an object area and magnitude,
it calculates all the relevant parameters as the sky and readout noise within the aperture, S/N, etc. Included in
the calculation is a further degradation of the theoretical results by factor of 0.1 —0.25, as measured empiri-
cally when working with real instruments (as the one used in the ING ETC http://catserver.ing.iac.es/signal/).
Table [T]lists the global parameters used to generate the mock observations. Our NB imaging will be binned by
a 2 x 2 factor into effective (0.456”)? pixels and we assume a readout noise of 6¢~ for our mocks, despite the
fact that the purported goal for JPcam is 4e™.

A crucial factor in the ETC is a realistic estimation of the sky background. The sky at the OAJ site at
the Pico del Buitre was directly measured in 2009, during the last solar cycle minimum, and it is extremely
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Table 1: ETC global parameters used for the synthetic observations

Mirror area 3.89m?
Readout noise 6e~
Min. Number of exposures 4
Binned pixel size 0.456>00"
Aperture area 7.070"

Table 2: Assumed sky background per 0" for the mocks presented here, calculated by averaging over the solar (2015.5-2021) and moon
cycles (26 darkest nights) and assuming an airmass of 1.2. For reference we have included the zenith measurements of the OAJ dark
sky background at the solar minimum (Moles et al.,2010), without any correction for airmass. The magnitudes are Vega-based.

Band Mmock  Mdark

U 20.82

B 2143 228
\Y% 21.14 221
R 2047 215
I 19.24 204

dark (Moles et al., 2010), clearly comparable (at similar altitudes) with other superb sites as Mauna Kea or La
Silla. However since the former measurements only sample a small part of the solar cycle, we estimate the sky
brightness for our mock observations using the Mauna Kea 2500m results of [Krisciunas| (1997), which cover
a full solar cycle and are comparable to the OAJ measurements at solar minimum. We take the average of the
1992-1996 years, which approximately correspond to the same part of the solar cycle as the future 2015-2021
J-PAS observations; this is quite conservative because there is evidence that the current solar cycle will be
much milder that the previous one (http://solarscience.msfc.nasa.gov/SunspotCycle.shtml). Since Krisciunas et
al. (1997) only provide measurements for the B and V bands, we calculate the expected colors in other bands by
using the average dark sky color of all the observatories listed in Patat et al. (2003). In addition we brightened
the sky by 0.12 mags to take into account that we assume that the average airmass will be 1.2.

To account for the moon phase, we use Walker|(1987) and calculate the proper average for each band within
the 26 darkest nights in the moon cycle (the brightest two nights will be devoted to other projects). The resulting
average sky brightness per broad band filter is listed in Table |2l We then use the sky spectrum of Puxley et al.
(http://www.gemini.edu) and normalize it to the required value in each band. The normalized sky spectrum is
plotted in Figure [2] together with the published measurements of Javalambre dark sky at the zenith. Note that
this differs, in the sense of being much more conservative, from the sky spectrum inBenitez et al.[(2009), where
it was assumed that the timing of each filter observation would be adapted to the moon phase in an optimal way.

We have tested our ETC with the observations of Taniguchi et al. (2007), which are described in enough
detail to simulate accurately and provide empirical S/N measurements. We find the agreement excellent, with
an average offset of 0.04 and a scatter of 0.2.

The final limiting magnitudes and exposure times are plotted in Fig. [3]and listed in Tables 3., 4. and 5.
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Figure 1: The J-PAS filter system. We have included the redshifted spectrum of an early type galaxy at z=1.0 from Polleta et al.
2007. The filters are spaced by about 100 A but have FWHM of 145 A, what produces a significant overlap among them. The blue
squares represent the flux which would be observed through the filters. Note that many spectral features apart from the 4000 A break
are resolved, that is why the precision in redshift is much larger than that which would be produced by a single break, Az/(1+z) ~
AAL/A ~0.02
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Figure 2: Sky background used to generate our mocks, calculated averaging over the solar (2015.5-2021) and moon cycles (26 darkest
nights) for a 1.2 airmass. For reference we include the airmass-corrected measurement of the sky background at the OAJ (dashed line)
and the sky that our model would predict at 7 nights from the dark moon at the solar maximum (dash-dot line)
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Filter Ac FWHMA) m3S3"@) m(/0")  tep(s) Tray

J-PAS3785 3791 158 22.20 23.26 240 T1
J-PAS3900 3904 141 22.23 23.29 240 T1
J-PAS4000 4003 141 22.30 23.36 240 T1
J-PAS4100 4102 142 22.35 23.41 240 T2
J-PAS4200 4202 142 22.37 23.43 240 T2
J-PAS4300 4302 142 22.37 23.44 240 T2
J-PAS4400 4402 142 22.38 23.44 240 T2
J-PAS4500 4501 142 22.39 23.45 240 T1
J-PAS4600 4601 143 22.39 23.45 240 T1
J-PAS4700 4701 143 22.40 23.46 240 T1
J-PAS4800 4801 143 22.39 23.45 240 T1
J-PAS4900 4901 143 22.40 23.46 240 T1
J-PAS5000 5001 143 22.39 23.45 240 T1
J-PAS5100 5101 143 22.39 23.45 240 T1
J-PAS5200 5201 143 22.37 23.44 240 T1
J-PAS5300 5301 143 22.38 23.44 240 T1
J-PAS5400 5401 143 22.39 23.45 240 T1
J-PAS5500 5501 143 22.28 23.35 240 T2
J-PAS5600 5601 143 22.14 23.20 240 T2
J-PAS5700 5701 143 22.36 23.42 240 T2
J-PAS5800 5801 143 22.34 23.40 240 T2
J-PAS5900 5901 143 22.23 23.29 240 T3
J-PAS6000 6001 143 22.33 23.39 240 T3
J-PAS6100 6101 143 22.37 23.44 240 T3
J-PAS6200 6201 143 22.31 23.37 240 T3
J-PAS6300 6301 143 22.20 23.26 480 T4
J-PAS6400 6401 143 22.54 23.60 480 T4
J-PAS6500 6501 143 22.74 23.80 480 T4
J-PAS6600 6601 143 22.73 23.80 480 T4
J-PAS6700 6701 143 22.32 23.38 240 T2
J-PAS6800 6800 142 22.25 23.31 240 T2
J-PAS6900 6901 143 22.18 23.24 240 T2
J-PAS7000 7002 142 22.21 23.27 240 T2
J-PAS7100 7100 141 22.19 23.25 240 T2
J-PAS7200 7200 144 22.11 23.17 240 T2
J-PAS7300 7301 143 22.00 23.06 240 T3
J-PAS7400 7401 143 21.98 23.05 240 T3
J-PAS7500 7500 143 21.95 23.02 240 T3
J-PAS7600 7596 142 21.78 22.84 240 T3
J-PAS7700 7705 136 21.76 22.82 240 T3
J-PAS7800 7800 143 21.65 22.71 240 T3
J-PAS7900 7901 143 21.64 22.70 240 T3
J-PAS8000 8000 143 21.62 22.68 240 T3

Table 3: J-PAS Narrow Band observations. The central wavelengths A, and filter widths (FWHM) have been calculated taking into
account the expected CCD Quantum Efficiency and the Javalambre expected atmosphere at 1.2 airmasses. We also list the 5 — o
detection magnitudes in a 3" diameter aperture and per 0",
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Filter Ac FWHMA) m35(3"@) m3(/0")  tep(s) Tray

J-PAS8100 8099 142 21.62 22.68 240 T3
J-PAS8200 8200 143 21.55 22.61 240 T3
J-PAS8300 8302 142 21.77 22.83 480 T4
J-PAS8400 8400 143 21.85 2291 480 T4
J-PAS8500 8500 143 21.82 22.89 480 T4
J-PAS8600 8600 143 21.68 22.74 480 T4
J-PAS8700 8700 143 21.58 22.64 480 T4
J-PAS8800 8800 143 21.36 22.42 480 T4
J-PAS8900 8898 141 21.36 22.42 480 T4
J-PAS9000 8999 143 21.34 22.41 480 T4
J-PAS9100 9100 142 21.22 22.28 480 T4

Table 4: J-PAS Narrow Band observations. The central wavelengths A, and filter widths (FWHM) have been calculated taking into
account the expected CCD Quantum Efficiency and the Javalambre expected atmosphere at 1.2 airmasses. We also list the 5 — ¢
detection magnitudes in a 3" diameter aperture and per 0",

Filter Ac  FWHM@A) m353"@) mG(/0") fep(s) Tray
J-PAS3518 3596 261 22.66 2373 240 Tl
uj_pas 3856 357 23.10 2416 225 TS
gi_pas 4931 1441 23.75 2481 225 TS
r1_pAS 6301 1189 23.93 2499 600 TS
J-PAS10069 9505 618 21.51 2257 480 T4

Table 5: J-PAS Medium and Broad band observations. The central wavelengths A, and filter widths (FWHM) have been calculated
taking into account the expected E2V CCD Quantum Efficiency and the Javalambre expected atmosphere at 1.2 airmasses. We also list
the 5 — o detection magnitudes in a 3 diameter aperture and per "/
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Figure 3: Limiting AB magnitudes (50, 3 arcsec aperture) for all the filters in the survey, color coded by their tray distribution



2.3. J-PAS Survey Area Definition

2.3.1. Area Selection

In this Section we describe the selection process for the area that will be covered by J-PAS. The survey
definition based on the scientific objectives has fixed a minimum area of 8,0000°, selected on the basic criterion
of low galactic extinction. Earlier discussions remarked on the necessity of dividing this area between the
Northern and Southern galactic hemispheres, in order to share in an approximately homogeneous manner the
area to be observed along the year—or, equivalently, along the different right ascensions. It is also necessary to
ensure the compactness of the survey area, in order to optimize the exposure time.

2.3.2. Raw observability from Javalambre

The obvious first point that must be taken into account when selecting the sky area for J-PAS is that the
area must be observable from the Javalambre Observatory site (OAJ), for a period of time as long as possible
over a natural year. We have measured the total observability for each point in the celestial sphere, defined
as the number of night hourﬁ when a given point is higher than 40° above the horizon, as seen from OAJ, in
a year. The top panel in Figure ] shows that information. We have also eliminated (as non-observable) two
nights before and after each full Moon and a cone of 30° around the Moon in grey nightﬂ This induces a slight
decrease in observability around the ecliptic.

Within these conditions, we see that the area that lies approximately at § > 40° is observable for more than
1000 hours per year (dark blue area in Figure 1), and everything at § > 10° is observable at least for 300 hours
per year (cyan area).

2.3.3. Correction by dust column extinction

In principle one could use an a priori value of the galactic latitude to define a zone of avoidance in the
survey, which has indeed been the method of choice in other surveys. However, because we want to define
a large area and the best partition of it in the Northern and Southern galactic hemispheres (NGH and SGH),
we decided to use a slightly more sophisticated approach. We have used the DIRBE dust maps published by
Schlegel, Finkbeiner & Davies (1998) to estimate the dust extinction in each direction. The central panel in
Figure 1 shows this map, in terms of the values of E(B-V).

In order to combine the observability and the dust content in each direction we have defined a corrected
observability. For each direction we calculate the extinction at 3800 Angstroms using the standard Milky
Way extinction law and the value of E(B-V) given by Schlegel et al. (1998), and estimate the increase in
exposure time that would be necessary to reach the nominal depth at 3800 Angstroms taking that extinction into
account. We then correct the available time according to that factor, which yields a smaller number of hours of
observability in each direction. We must remark several things here. First, this is only a crude approximation,
as we have used a very low-resolution dust map and a simple formula for the exposure times. Second, even if
the corrections were accurate, they would only apply to the bluest filters in the J-PAS set, and we have applied
them to correct all the exposure times. And finally, the use of this corrected visibility does not mean that we
will be correcting the exposure times in the survey—it is only a convenient way to put together the information
about visibility and dust.

Taking into account all of these caveats, the map showing the corrected visibility is shown in the bottom
panel of Figure 1. As expected, we see the original visibility modulated by the presence of the Milky Way. It is
important to point out that there is a relatively large area with visibility > 300 hours/year in the SGH.

The same data can also be represented in equatorial coordinates, both cartesian and projected, as shown in

Figure[5]

3We define night time using the strict astronomical definition, i.e. time between astronomical twilights.
“4Five nights around new Moon are considered dark, the above mentioned two nights around full Moon are completely eliminated,
and the rest are considered grey.
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Figure 4: (Top) Visibility from OAJ. (Red, yellow, green, cyan, blue) correspond to visibilities greater than (0, 30, 100, 300, 1000)
hours/year. Magenta lines represent galactic latitudes b = (0°,30°,60°), and black lines represent declinations 6 = (0°,30°,60°).
(Middle) Dust column in each direction, as measured by Schlegel et al. (1998). The color scale (black, red, yellow, green, cyan, blue,
magenta) corresponds to values of E(B-V) > (0.00, 0.03, 0.10, 0.30, 1.00, 3.00, 10.00). (Bottom) Corrected visibility as described in
the text. All colors and lines are the same as in the top panel.
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visibility projected for the northern celestial hemisphere. Notice that this projection does not show the area below & = 0°.

2.3.4. Definition of the survey area

Once both the information about visibility and dust are combined, it should not be complicated to select
the area to be covered by the survey. In a first approximation, we could simply choose those areas with the
highest value of corrected observability. In order to do this, and using this criterion, we choose the best (6000,
12000, 18000) square degrees in the sky and plot them in Figure [6] (left) as the (respectively) green, yellow,
and red areas. One problem with this approach is that, by far, most of the best area is necessarily in the NGH,
because of the much higher observability from OAJ. Choosing this area without any correction would lead us to
a problem during autumn, when only a relatively small area of the NGH is visible, and we may find ourselves
without any observable, but not already covered area. This is a well-known issue and, as shown in the left panel
of Figure[6] we need to take it into account unless we want to end up with a survey that only covers the NGH.

In order to avoid this, we take a different approach. We define the best areas independently for the NGH
and SGH, taking the best (3000, 6000, 9000) square degrees from the former, and the best (1000, 2000, 3000)
square degrees from the latter. We use these figures because we have from the beginning devised an approximate
partition of 6000 4-20000° as a reasonable compromise. The result of this exercise is shown in Figure [7| (left).
We also show the distribution of those areas in terms of right ascension, to give an indication of the best month
when each area can be observed. As a result of those tests, we can see that the transitions between NGH and
SGH around June and December are less populated in terms of available area, but this should not pose a serious
problem, and may be alleviated with an adequate choice of a deep field.

A possible, perhaps simpler, alternative approach would be to avoid combining both sky quality indicators
(visibility and dust column) and just define some limits in each of them. One could, e.g., take the best 80000° in
terms of lowest E(B — V) within some well-defined visibility limit to ensure the feasibility of the observations,
for example, areas of the sky with visibility > 200 hours. We have repeated all the tests previously described
with this criterion, and the result is less satisfactory in terms of the final sample. In particular, when this
method is used, the area chosen moves away from the Galaxy in both hemispheres (as it is unmodulated by the
visibility), in such a way that the transition from NGH to SGH and back is extremely abrupt, leaving almost no
observable area in between.

We have thus decided to use the corrected visibility, together with the separation in terms of a northern and
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different direction. For the best 60000° in the NGH the visibility is >675 hours/year, and >400 hours/year for the best 20000° in the
SGH.
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Figure 7: Sky areas with highest corrected visibilities, when chosen independently in both galactic hemispheres. The best (3000, 6000,
9000) square degrees are plotted as (green, yellow, red) areas in the NGH, and the best (1000, 2000, 3000) square degrees correspond to
the same in the SGH. (Right) Histogram of sky area (red NGH, blue SGH) vs Right Ascension (in hours) for different samples: whole-
sky in the top panel, corrected visibility > Oh in the middle panel, and the three selected areas seen in the left, with the continuous lines
corresponding to (6000 + 2000) square degrees, and the dotted lines corresponding to the other two cases. The optimal month for each
RA is indicated in the lower panel.
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Figure 8: Representation in Lambert Projection of the Northern and Southern Galactic Hemispheres and the J-PAS selected areas. Each
plot shows in pink the area with relatively high galactic extinction (as given by E(B-V)> 0.1 in the Schlegel et al. 1998 maps), and in
white the area that is selected when taking the best (6000 + 2000) square degrees selected separately in both hemispheres and described
in the text. The blue line is the ecliptic. We suggest the areas marked in green as compact versions of the white ones, that will define
the J-PAS North and South areas. They cover approximately (6500 + 2250) square degrees.

southern area, as the main criterion to select the survey area. The characteristics of our survey have also been
factored in: our strategy and observational set-up heavily penalizes the use of sparse or irregular areas. With
this in mind, we present in Figure[§a possible compact selection of both areas, that covers a total of ~ 86500°.

2.3.5. Overlap with SDSS and SDSS Stripe 82

Figure [9] shows the approximate fingerprint on the sky of both J-PAS and the Sloan Digital Sky Survey.
Given that the coordinates of Apache Point are slightly further South than Javalambre, the SDSS coverage
reaches further South than J-PAS will. However, we have explicitly included in the Southern Galactic area an
equatorial strip that extends down to 6 = —2.5°, in order to overlap with the deeper Sloan Digital Sky Survey
Extension in the area known as Stripe 82.
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Figure 9: Aitoff projection of the full sky in equatorial coordinates, showing (left panel) the area covered by the Sloan Digital Sky
Survey, with Stripe 82 highlighted in green. The right panel shows the best 6000+2000 square degrees selected in both galactic
hemispheres as described in the text, as well as the J-PAS areas suggested in this document, that amount to 6500+2250 square degrees.
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2.4. Expected performance
2.4.1. Inputs for the empirical mocks

To generate our mocks we use the prior galaxy distribution of Benitez (2014), which produces an accurate
distribution of magnitudes, redshifts and spectral types as measured from the COSMOS (Ilbert et al., 2009),
UDF (Coe et al., 2006), GOODS MUSIC (Grazian et al., [2006) and CFHTLS (Coupon et al., 2009) catalogs.
The templates are plotted in Fig. [I0] showing our divide between early type (LRG) templates and emission line
galaxy templates (ELG). We repeatedly draw values of m, z and T from our prior distributions until we reach
the equivalent of an area of 200°, using a fractional step for T of 0.1. The resulting galaxy number counts for
different spectral types are shown in Fig. [[T]and its redshift distribution in Fig. [12]

r -

:
i

Figure 10: BPZ-2 templates, in red, Luminous Red Galaxies (RG), in blue, Emission Line Galaxies (ELG). We interpolate between
contiguous templates

To generate the mocks, we use the ETC described above to calculate realistic instrumental noise within 3”
diameter apertures. In addition we add a 0.06 — 0.08 systematic noise to the photometry, similar to the one
measured in other photometric catalogs with abundant spectroscopy. The addition of this noise, combined with
the color “granularity” provided by the template interpolation reproduces very well the photometric redshift
properties found in other real catalogs, both in precision and in number of outliers (see Benitez 2014).

2.4.2. Empirical mocks

J-PAS will be the first Stage IV project to start operations, and its observing strategy is designed to take
advantage of this head-start to produce competitive constraints on dark energy as early as possible after the
survey start. In Table 6. we show the expected schedule of observations.

For most cosmological applications which rely on a measurement of the Power Spectrum (P), a crucial
quantity is the number density N(z) of different galaxy types as a function of redshift. The effective volume
V. rr for measuring P increases as nP/(1+ nP)?, where n is the galaxy number density. Table 6 lists the expected
values of V,z7, the resulting values of nP are plotted in Fig. 13. We use the P(k) of Tegmark et al. (2003).
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Figure 11: Number counts per square degree in our mock catalogs as a function of spectral types (LRG corresponds to early types,
ELG to emission line galaxies)

Trays Date Nig Npwo Verr Nil! Nio' Vi

T543 Y3 46 339 95 0.7 94 5.8
All Y6 176 73.1 139 37 19.7 9.9

Table 6: J-PAS Observational schedule. The first columns indicates how many trays are expected to be completed. The date indicates
the number of years after we start. Ngg and Ny correspond to the total number of respectively, Red and Emission Line galaxies, in
10 units. V, 77 1s the effective volume for Power Spectrum measurements

J-PAS will also measure lower precision photometric redshifts for hundreds of millions of galaxies, which
can be used for other scientific goals, both in Cosmology and Galaxy Evolution. Figures [T4] and [T5] show the
expected surface density of galaxies with different photo-z precisions at Y3 (half the survey) and Y6 (end of
the survey). Table 7. and 8. list the corresponding numbers.
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Figure 13: Product of the galaxy density for Red Galaxies (RG) and Emission Line galaxies (ELG) with dz/(1 +z) < 0.003 by the
power spectrum (taking into account the corresponding bias) for different stages of completion of J-PAS
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Figure 14: Expected surface density of galaxies for different photometric redshift errors at Y3 (half the survey)
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Figure 15: Expected surface density of galaxies for different photometric redshift errors at Y6
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2 Nose Nosi Mg Nigt  Nig  Nig©
0.10 4375 1045 193.65 379.25 260.50 946.80
0.20 8.80 690.45 35745 1786.25 550.70 2303.90
0.30 0.00 64295 489.15 189845 890.20 2693.80
0.40 9.80 11.35 71395 624.15 1176.70 2359.50
0.50 188.00 755.05 885.90 1899.65 1373.10 3161.00
0.60 180.50 776.05 83230 1605.90 1332.60 2398.10
0.70 4945 629.80 641.50 1489.70 1167.30 2216.90
0.80 0.90 230.75 407.75 864.40 994.00 1561.50
0.90 7.55 220 29240 261.15 92220  780.20
1.00 0.10 23.80 102.55 30845 470.80 637.40
1.10 0.00 8440 2190 318.05 97.00  633.80
1.20 0.00  42.50 205 203.35 11.50  445.90
1.30 0.00 0.95 0.20 85.20 0.50  250.50
1.40 0.00 0.00 0.00 13.75 0.00 66.70
1.50 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.60 0.00 0.00
1.60 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.00

Table 7: Expected Observed Galaxy Density at Y3: Expected surface density of galaxies with different photometric redshift errors at
Y3 (half the survey)

2 NoSe  MNosu Mg Nig® Ny Nag”
0.10 138.80 72030 287.65 1397.25 378.20 1746.70
0.20 244.60 113695 588.05 249850 769.10 3154.60
0.30 24090 157030 843.40 3353.65 1154.30 4254.60
040 29645 1188.15 1047.20 321835 1412.60 4546.30
0.50 34420 1182.45 1136.95 2833.15 1589.70 4286.00
0.60 370.15 811.70 1088.45 2359.25 1539.70 3516.60
0.70 17090 1111.90 926.35 2256.85 1385.10 3155.00
0.80 380 617.55 67720 1649.75 1237.20 2521.60
0.90 2440 99.65 43140 943.85 1136.70 1772.10
1.00 1495 17970  183.55 690.45  809.00 1377.30
1.10 6.90 125.55 54.10 482.05 23430 948.90
1.20 1.35 94.00 10.00  335.55 37.30  660.80
1.30 0.40 71.10 1.50  234.20 1.70  461.40
1.40 0.10 11.80 0.10 99.85 0.00  246.80
1.50 0.00 0.20 0.00 8.30 0.00 6.80
1.60 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.00

Table 8: Expected surface density of galaxies with different photometric redshift errors at Y6 (end of survey)
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3. Scientific Goals I: Cosmology

The J-PAS data are so versatile that the survey is, effectively, four different sub-surveys, each of which
develops one of the main DETF Dark Energy probes.

Although J-PAS was initially designed to measure BAOs (Benitez et al., 2009), still one of the main goals
of the Survey, an imaging instrument with narrow-band filters can do much more than that. By tuning the
instrument, the filter system and the survey strategy, we have been able to construct a tool unique in its capability
to detect galaxy groups and clusters. Furthermore, the excellent conditions at the site in Pico del Buitre (with
seeing better than 0.7”) have turned an initially modest effort on weak lensing into a promising new survey,
where not only the shapes of several hundred millions of galaxies will be measured, but their redshifts will be
known with high accuracy as well.

We will take full advantage of the fact that, by observing the same areas of the sky hundreds of times (at
least three exposures in each one of the 56 filters), the survey can have valuable time-domain information. By
tuning the cadence of the observations to coincide with the typical durations of supernova explosions, we will
be able to sample their spectral surfaces (i.e., the flux as a function of wavelength and time) in such a way that
spectroscopic follow-up is unnecessary for a large number of objects. This refined strategy will enable us to
conduct one of the most prolific surveys of Type-Ia supernovas, with thousands of science-grade objects up to
z~0.5.

3.1. The J-PAS Redshift Survey

The main feature of J-PAS, that distinguishes it from other surveys, is that it will achieve very high com-
pleteness while still measuring redshifts with near-spectroscopic accuracies. As will be shown in this Sec-
tion, by combining several tracers of large-scale structure such as luminous red galaxies (LRGs) up to z ~ 1,
emission-line galaxies (ELGs) up to z ~ 1.4, and Ly-o emitters (LAEs) and quasars up to z ~ 5, we will be able
to assemble a wide and deep 3D map of the Universe over 1/5 of the whole sky (> 85000°).

3.1.1. Cosmology with galaxy surveys

Galaxy surveys have evolved enormously since late 70’s, when the first maps of the local Universe were
laboriously compiled from extremely scarce resources (Yahil et al.l [1980; |Davis & Huchral [1982). The move
from “retail” to “wholesale” began with the IRAS Point Source Catalog Redshift Survey (Strauss et al., |1992),
which, despite containing only a few thousands of galaxies, was one of the first surveys that enabled cosmolog-
ical applications related to large-scale structure (Fisher et al., |[1993)).

It soon became clear that galaxy surveys could be optimized for cosmology in general
(Heavens & Taylor, (1997), and in particular to obtain information about the cosmological constant
(Ballinger et al., [1996; [Efstathiou et al., [1990). The 90’s saw the first large efforts to collect massive num-
bers of galaxies and other extragalactic objects, increasing previous numbers of objects with known redshifts
by almost two orders of magnitude: APM (Maddox et al [1990), the Two-degree Field survey (2dF) (Folkes
et al.,[1999; Colless et al.,|2001) and the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) (York et al.,[2000). These precursor
surveys were able to measure for the first time the clustering of structures over large scales (Peacock et al., 2001}
Dodelson et al., 2002} [Hawkins et al., 2003} [Tegmark et al., [2004)), and they allowed for the first measurement
of BAOs (Eisenstein et al., 2005; (Cole et al., 2005} |Percival et al., 2010). However, these early surveys were
unable to reach a sufficiently large volume of the cosmos in order to allow a measurement of the fine details of
the distribution of large-scale structure. Hence, despite the ground-breaking checks on the standard cosmolog-
ical model that these surveys provided, their constraints on dark energy (particularly its equation of state, w)
were not very strong.

More recently, BOSS (Schlegel et al.,|2007)) and WiggleZ (Glazebrook et al., 2007; Blake et al.,[2011]) both
achieved high enough densities of galaxies to allow unambiguous detections of the BAO features on the power
spectrum (Blake et al., 2011 /Anderson et al.,2012,2013)), as well as a vast array of other applications. The next
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generation of surveys such as DES (The Dark Energy Survey Collaboration, 2005), HETDEX (Hill et al., 2008),
PAU (Castander et al., 2012), PES (Ellis et al., 2012), DESI (Levi et al., 2013), 4-MOST (De Jong et al., 2012),
LSST (Ivezic et al., 2008)), and Euclid (Laureijs et al., 2011;/Amendola et al., 2012)), promises to deliver further
leaps in depth, image quality, photometric accuracy, as well as in the sheer numbers of detected objects. J-PAS,
in particular, will deliver many millions of galaxies and other extragalactic objects with extremely accurate
photometric redshifts, over a large fraction of the volume of the observable Universe.

The treasure trove of possible applications of these huge datasets is immense, and remains mostly untapped
(Albrecht et al., 2006). However, a critical gap between the observations and the science applications is the
optimal extraction of information from the catalog.

Given the practical limitations imposed by atmospheric conditions, intrument performance, surveyed area
and galactic contamination, all instruments end up surveying the cosmos in an uneven way, with some regions
better observed (and therefore better sampled) than others. Hence, when studying large-scale structure through
the two-point correlation function or its Fourier transform, the power spectrum P(k) (Peebles, |1980; Peacock,
1992), we must first overcome the angular and radial modulations in the density of galaxies that arise not from
true fluctuations of the underlying density field, but from varying observational conditions and instrumental
performance. Since galaxies can be regarded as (biased) tracers of peaks of the density field (Kaiser, [1984;
Bardeen et al.,|[1986; |Sheth & Tormen, [1999), their counts are realizations of random point processes subject to
shot noise, hence a modulation in the average number of galaxies induces modulations in shot noise as well.

A more basic difficulty arises from the fact that one cannot determine the amplitude of the spectrum with
arbitrary precision at all scales if observations are limited to a finite volume — this is known as volume sample
variance, or cosmic variance. Finite volumes can also introduce covariances between power at different scales,
and modulations in the survey’s galaxy selection function can generate further biases and covariances. When
estimating either the two-point correlation function or the power spectrum from real data, these problems should
be kept under control — see, e.g., Landy & Szalay| (1993)); Bernstein| (1994)); Vogeley & Szalay|(1996)); |Szapudi
& Colombil (1996); Hamilton| (1997)); Tegmark et al.| (1998)).

The main problem is how to balance shot noise in light of cosmic variance in a such a way that we are able
to recover the maximal amount of information from our catalog — in other words, how to estimate the power
spectrum while minimizing the total covariance.

A key step forward was obtained by [Feldman et al.|(1994) (henceforth FKP), who showed that, under the
assumption of Gaussianity, there is an optimal weighted average which minimizes the variance of the amplitude
of the power spectrum averaged over some volume in Fourier space. Given fiducial models for the matter power
spectrum, P(z;k), for the average number of galaxies in our catalog, 7i(z;%), and for the bias of the tracer of
large-scale structure b(z), the FKP weighted average results in an uncertainty for the power spectrum which

can be expressed as:
[Pr [ [ (z,£) 0%(2) P K)
L+ a(z D) 2R Pk)|

where the radial direction x| = r in the volume integral should be expressed in terms of z, using the fiducial
model (e.g., a ACDM FRW model). In Eq. (I5), the volume element in Fourier space around the bin k is
defined as Vi, = [ d°k/(27)?, and the integral over volume is known as Vg, the effective volume of the survey
(Tegmarkl, [1997; [Tegmark et al.| [1998). Since Eq. (I3)) expresses the inverse of a covariance, it is basically a
Fisher information matrix (Tegmark et al.l [1998).

Since the constraining power of a galaxy survey is proportional to the effective volume, the ideal scenario
occurs when the product 7b% P > 1 for the largest possible fraction of the survey’s volume. When this is the
case, shot noise is subdominant, and it may become possible to reach the statistical limit set by cosmic variance
— in the extreme situation of negligible shot noise, p/P — \/2/Vj Veit.

The formula above can be easily applied to a catalog of galaxies of a single type (like luminous red galaxies,
LRGs), or to a catalog containing several different types of galaxies (LRGs, emission-line galaxies, quasars,

2

15)
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etc.) J-PAS is in a unique situation, in the sense that it will be able to detect galaxies of several different types
(Benitez et al.| (2009), see also this paper), as well as quasars (Abramo et al., |2012), in large enough numbers
to make each one of these types of objects into suitable tracers of large-scale structure on their own rights.

However, it has long been observed that the several distinct types of galaxies, as well as quasars, cluster
in a different way (Dressler, [1980), which means that they have different biases (Kaiser} [1984)) with respect
to the clustering of the underlying density field. This bias is a manifestation of point processes that randomly
associate (Dekel & Lahav, [1999) peaks of the density contrast § = §p/p with galaxies of one type or another
(Bardeen et al., [1986; |[Sheth & Tormen, [1999), in such a way that more massive objects (with higher biases)
tend to form in regions of higher density (Mo & White, |1996; Jing,, |1998;; Benson et al., [2000). Typically, the
dependence of bias on mass and other environmental factors translates into a dependence on the morphology
and/or luminosity of the galaxy (Davis & Geller, |{1976; Norberg et al., [2002).

Given the mass- or luminosity-dependence of bias, it is clearly sub-optimal to simply assume that all galax-
ies (or quasars) cluster in the same way, and then take some averaged bias for the whole catalog — since this
would imply a marginalization over the wide variations in bias, which would then lead to a degradation in the
estimates of the power spectrum. When a catalog includes many types of tracers of large-scale structure, corre-
sponding to halos with different biases, the FKP method can be generalized in such a way that each inequivalent
type of tracer is taken into account in an optimal way |Percival et al.[(2004); |Abramo, (2012). By breaking the
tracers into subgroups it is not only possible to measure the power spectrum and the bias of each individual
species of tracers to better precision, but we can also obtain dramatic improvements on the measurements of
redshift-space distortions and non-Gaussianities that extrapolate the limits imposed by cosmic variance (Seljakl,
2009; McDonald & Seljak, 2009; [Hamaus et al., 2010, 2011} [2012; |Abramo & Leonard, [2013)). However, in
order to realize these gains it is necessary to measure these tracers in overlapping volumes, and in very high
densities. J-PAS will in fact detect millions of different types of galaxies (distinguished not only by their types,
but also by shapes, spectral types, etc.), as well as quasars, hence it will be in a unique position to take advantage
of this exciting new technique.

3.1.2. The Fisher matrix approach

Since o (logP) = 0, /P, it is easy to see that Eq. gives the Fisher matrix in terms of the power spectrum
averaged in some bin V| around k. The Fisher matrix for some parameters 6' (i = 1,...,N,) which we would
like to infer from the power spectrum measured by a galaxy survey can then be written using the usual Jacobian
for the transformation of a Fisher matrix, and the result after summing over all the bins in Fourier space, and
over the volume of the survey, is:

1 [dPkdx dlogP [ @b P 1% dlogP
Fi=5 [ g{ ] £ (16)

(2r)3 967 |1+ab?P| 6/

It can in fact be shown that this result also follows directly from the statistics of counts-in-cells, i.e., from the
Fisher matrix in “pixel space”, where each cell in position space is regarded as a pixel — even in the case of
multiple species of tracers (Abramol 2012)).

It is important to notice that the measured power spectrum has both angular and redshift dependence. The
power spectrum is the amplitude of the auto-correlation of the density contrast in Fourier space, which can
be expressed as (5(z;k)8*(z;K')) = (27)3 P(z;k) 8p(k — k'), where Jp is the Dirac delta-function. However,
galaxy surveys map our past light-cone in redshift space, so in order to infer anything from them we must be
able to account for this redshift dependence.
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The most obvious way in which redshift affects the power spectrum is through the matter growth func-
tion D(z), where in linear perturbation theory ;(z;k) = D(z)8;(0;k), from which it follows that P;(z;k) =
D*(z)P(0;k).  Non-linear structure formation introduces a much more complex dependence of the
spectrum with redshift, (Jain & Bertschinger, |1994; [Peacock & Dodds, |1996; Heavens et al., |1998; Seljak,
2000; [Ma & Fryl [2000; Bernardeau et al.| [2002; (Crocce & Scoccimarro, 2006; |Angulo et al.| [2008; Matsub-
aral, [2008). The growth of matter fluctuations depends on the cosmological parameters, and it could even bear
imprints of theories of modified gravity that attempt to explain cosmic acceleration (Dolgov & Kawasaki,
2003}, |Carroll et al., 2004; |Chiba et al.l [2007; |Sotiriou & Faraoni, [2010), both in the linear (Linder & Jenkins,
2003; ILinder, |2005; Bertschinger, 2006; |Huterer & Linder, |2007; |Hu & Sawicki, 2007)) and non-linear regimes
(Stabenau & Jain, 2006} [Koyama & Silval 2007; [Laszlo & Bean, [2008}; |Oyaizu, 2008} |Oyaizu et al., [2008]).

Since there are considerable uncertainties in the exact form of the galaxy power spectrum when non-
linearities are present, we will impose a phenomenological cut-off in the maximal wavenumbers that are taken
into account for the purposes of forecasting constraints on cosmological parameter — typically, these non-linear
scales are believed to lie near k,; ~ 0.1h2 Mpc~! at z = 0. There is evidence that the non-linear scale is weakly
dependent on redshift (since non-linear effects become more pronounced with time) and on halo bias as well
(Smith et al., 2007), but we will take a more conservative approach and fix that scale to that which applies at
z=10. Hence, in order to protect our forecasts from the unknown effects of non-linear structure formation, we
will damp the effective volume (and, therefore, the Fisher matrix) by a an exponential factor, whose effect is to
suppress the information coming from those modes (Seo & Eisenstein, [2007; [Eisenstein et al., [2007)).

Since one cannot separate, in principle, cosmological redshifts from peculiar velocities, the clustering of
matter in redshift space introduces an anisotropy in the two-point correlation function, & (r) — &(r1, 7)), where
r, denotes angular distances — across the line of sight —and r)| denotes distances along the line of sight £ — which
are inferred from the redshifts. These anisotropies are also present in the power spectrum, P(k) — Py(k, 1)
(Kaiser}, |1987; Hamilton, (1998)), where (1 = k- £ is the cosine of the angle between the wavenumber and the line
of sight. In the linear regime, the redshift-space power spectrum of some galaxy type g is given by:

Py s(z:k, 1) = [by + £(2) 4?]* P(z:K) a7

where f(z) = —dlogD(z)/dlog(1+z), and P(z;k) is the real-space mass power spectrum, which is assumed
isotropic. There are additional distortions arising from the quasi-linear and nonlinear regimes of structure
formation, such as peculiar velocities of galaxies inside clusters. These can lead, e.g., to smearing of the
clustering on intermediate scales (Kaiser, |1987;Scoccimarro, 2004; Eisenstein et al., 2007; |Cabré & Gaztanaga,
2009)). Finally, the statistics of density peaks of Gaussian fields can also lead to a smearing of the redshift-space
clustering, even in linear perturbation theory (Desjacques & Sheth, [2010).

The effects of nonlinear structure formation on the power spectrum, especially at or near the BAO scale,
can complicate the cosmological exploitation of the data, however, these effects can be mitigated by relating
the velocity field to the gradient of the density field. Up to now, these “reconstruction” schemes have relied on
spectroscopic redshifts (Eisenstein et al.,|2007; Padmanabhan et al.,[2012b; Xu et al.,[2012; [Mehta et al., 2012),
and with the superb photo-z’s of J-PAS, we should be able to exploit the benefits of this method.

Perturbation theory and N-body simulations can help to take into account, or even parametrize, most of
these effects (Scoccimarro), [2004; Taruya et al., 2009), but despite recent progress in this area (Reid & White,
2011}; Jennings et al.l [2011)), many questions about the proper modeling and interpretation of RSDs on small
(r < 5 Mpc) and even intermediate (r < 50 Mpc) scales remain open. Here we assume that we will be able to
model adequately the the modes up to k > 0.14 Mpc .
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Table 9: Fiducial values of basic cosmological parameters

Parameter & Q,, Quh* O ng wo Wy
Value 07 027 00223 0 0963 -1 O

We assume a flat ACDM FRW model consistent with the maximum likelihood set of parameters found by the
joint analysis of WMAP and other datasets (Komatsu et al., 2011). For the fiducial model we also take the
neutrino masses, the running (o) of the scalar spectral index, as well as the non-Gaussian parameter fyz, to
vanish.

Another factor that can erase information contained in the power spectrum is errors in photometric redshifts,
which tend to smear information along the radial (line of sight) direction (Blake & Bridle, [2005)). The narrow-
band filter system of J-PAS was in fact designed to measure distances down to ~ 204~ Mpc in the radial
direction, and hence to detect features up to k|| ~0.2h Mpcfl at z ~ 1 — see also Benitez et al.| (2009). Since
the errors in the radial direction and in redshift are related by o, = cH ~!(z) 6,, we can factor these uncertainties
into the Fisher matrix by damping the modes along the line of sight which are smaller than this uncertainty.

In order to take these uncertainties into account, we multiply the effective volume by exp [—kﬁ c2H2(z) Gz%a]

— and, as discussed in Sec. the estimated redshift precision is 0, 1rG ~ 0.003(1 + z) for LRGs, O, ELG =~
0.0025(1 + z) for ELGs, and 6, gso =~ 0.0025(1 + z) for quasars.

It should be noted that the Fisher matrix suffers from well-known limitations: first, it relies on a quadratic
approximation to the likelihood function around its maximum, and on the hypothesis that the variables of
interest obey a Gaussian random distribution. Under these assumptions, the Cramér-Rao theorem assures us
that the set of constraints derived from the Fisher matrix are in fact an upper bound — a best-case scenario (Irotta
et al.} [2010). Although non-Gaussian features in the likelihood are probably subdominant for the sake of our
analysis [at least if we manage to avoid the highly non-linear scales, see [Takahashi et al.[| (2011)], the Fisher
matrix is not the appropriate tool for assessing the skewness of joint probabilities. This can be particularly
problematic for parameters which are not well constrained, such as the equation of state of dark energy and
its time dependence (Albrecht et al., 2006). In extreme cases, the Fisher matrix may lead to a significant
underestimation of the uncertainties (Wolz et al., 2012) compared to methods that are able to sample and to
integrate the likelihood function directly, such as Markov Chain Monte Carlo (Metropolis et al., 1953} [Lewis
& Bridlel, [2002). However, the influence of priors can have an even larger impact on forecasts, hence for
the purposes of the constraints shown in this paper we have chosen to employ the Fisher matrix, but to be
conservative about priors.

Whenever necessary, we have used a fiducial model specified in Table [9]

3.1.3. Baryonic Acoustic Oscillations

The dynamics of dark matter, baryons and photons in the early Universe are well understood: the theory
(Dodelson, 2003; Mukhanov, 2005}, [Peter & Uzan, [2009)) is described by a set of Einstein-Boltzmann equa-
tions well inside the linear regime, and observations of the CMB have overwhelmingly confirmed this picture
(Smoot et al.,[1992; Bennett et al., 2003; Spergel et al., 2003; Komatsu et al., [201 1} |Planck Collaboration et al.,
2013e)). Before recombination (z ~ 1100) atoms were still ionized, so photons were able to transfer some of
their pressure to the baryon fluid through scatterings with the free electrons in the plasma. Dark matter, on the
other hand, provided most of the gravitational drag which pulled matter into the over-dense regions, causing the
baryons and radiation to heat up inside the gravitational wells. This competition between gravity and radiation
pressure led to acoustic waves, which are manifested in the photons after decoupling as a series of peaks in the
angular spectrum of CMB anisotropies (Spergel et al., [2003; | Komatsu et al., [2011}; |Planck Collaboration et al.,
2013e).
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From the point of view of the baryonic matter, after recombination these waves freeze in, since baryons
decouple from radiation at that time (in fact, decoupling takes place slightly after recombination). The charac-
teristic scale of these baryonic waves is given by the sound horizon at decoupling (Dodelsonl, [2003)), and after
correcting for the damped peculiar velocities of baryons subsequent to decoupling, the scale of frozen baryon
acoustic oscillations is predicted to be around 150 Mpc (comoving) for the concordance ACDM model (Ko-
matsu et al.,|2011). After decoupling, gravity takes care of propagating this correlation length in the baryonic
matter to  dark  matter, and  therefore to the full matter transfer function
(Eisenstein & Hul [1998;; [Eisenstein et al.| [1998]; Meiksin et al., [1999; |[Eisenstein et al., [2007). The predicted
“wiggles” in the matter power spectrum are in excellent agreement with observations of large-scale structure
(Scranton et al., 2005}, [Percival et al., 2010; Blake et al., 20115 |Anderson et al., 2012)).

The acoustic (BAO) scale is a soft feature in the two-point correlation function and the power spectrum:
baryons are, after all, subdominant with respect to dark matter, which was only indirectly touched by the
acoustic oscillations. Moreover, the BAO scale is broadened since recombination due to the velocity dispersion
of baryons at the surface of last scattering, and more recently due to mode-coupling from non-linear structure
formation, such that the dispersion (or intrinsic smearing) of that scale is around 6% at z = 3, and about 10%
at z = 1 (Eisenstein et al., 2007). Even with these effects factored in, the baryon acoustic scale should still be a
bump on the two-point correlation function at scales 80 — 1204~! Mpc — a feature strong enough that it can be
measured to exquisite precision in the next few years.

BAOs are therefore manifested in the matter distribution as a signature correlation length that can be ac-
curately and confidently predicted on the basis of known physics in the linear regime, and given parameters
that are measured in a completely independent way, by, e.g, the CMB. This length scale constitutes a statisti-
cal standard ruler which can be directly measured by mapping galaxies in the Universe, and computing their
two-point correlation function (Blake & Glazebrook, [2003;[Seo & Eisenstein, 2003)).

Distances between pairs of galaxies can occur in the radial direction (7)), or in the angular direction (r ),
and each one corresponds to a different cosmological distance. In the angular direction, two galaxies at a
redshift z that are separated by an angle 36 are a distance d,(z) 66 apart. On the radial (line-of-sight) direction,
two galaxies at the same angular position in the sky, separated by a redshift 8z, are a distance ¢ H~! §z apart.
In a flat FRW model where the equation of state of dark energy is parametrized as w(z) = wo +waz/(1 +2)
(Chevallier & Polarski, 2001} [Linder, 2003)), the angular distances are given by:

c (2 d7
dy(z)=— | ——. 18
where the Hubble parameter at any redshift is (neglecting the contribution from relativistic particles):
H(Z) _ H()(l +Z)3/2\/Qm + (1 _ -Qm)(l +Z)3(wo+wa)ef3waz/(l+z) . (19)

Clearly, this direct dependence of the radial and angular distances on the equation of state and its time variation
implies that BAOs are a superb tool to study dark energy (Seo & Eisenstein, 2003). In fact, radial BAOs are
slightly superior to angular BAOs, since the latter involve one further integration over redshift.

The scale of BAOs can be measured in the angular and radial directions, and that scale should be the same
either way (in position space), hence a direct comparison of the two constitutes a cross-check that can lead to
further constraints on the parameters (Alcock & Paczynski, [1979). We can easily include this additional infor-
mation in our Fisher matrix, however, this presupposes that we can model RSDs accurately, without introducing
systematic errors, biases, etc. (Hu & Haiman, |2003). N-body simulations seem to indicate that it is indeed pos-
sible to separate, at the level of the Fisher matrix, the measurements of the scale of BAOs from the information
contained in the RSDs (Seo & Eisenstein, 2007). One could even use the consistency condition that the peculiar
velocity field is determined by the gradient of the gravitational potential, and partially “reconstruct” the linear
correlation function (Eisenstein et al.,|2007). This reconstruction scheme can lead to better constraints not only
on the BAO scale (Padmanabhan et al., 2012b; [Xu et al., 2012; Mehta et al., 2012).
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The concrete method that we employ to compute the Fisher matrix is that of Wang et al.| (2010), which
is itself an adaptation of the approach of [Seo & Eisenstein| (2003} 2007). The basic idea is to write the linear
theory, redshift-space power spectrum explicitly in terms of the distances measured in the angular and radial
directions, and then use the property that, for cosmologies near the fiducial one, the power spectrum transforms
as the Jacobian between the volumes elements for the two cosmologies, dV /dV = (d,/d,)*H /H, where we
indicate quantities evaluated at their fiducial values with a bar. After including an extra shot noise term |Seljak
(2000), we have:

Ptk = | 7 8] 2 PPtk )+ P ) 20)
where:
P(sk) = DX(2)[be(e) + f(2) %] P(0:k) 1)
CCRVICIS e

We have absorbed the growth factor, as well as the normalization of the spectrum (expressed through o3g) into
the effective bias, bs(z) = bg(z2)D(z) 03, and into an effective RSD parameter, f;(z) = f(z)D(z)os. Here F;(0,k)
denotes the linear theory, position space power spectrum at z = 0, which can be computed for almost any type
of cosmological model with the help of the available CMB Einstein-Boltzmann codes (Seljak & Zaldarriagal,
1996, Lewis et al., |2000).
In Eq.s (20)-(21)) the wavenumbers in the fiducial model are related to those in a general cosmology, by:
H(z) da(2)

H HH(Z) ) L Lda(Z)v

and the properties of k and p under changes in the cosmological model follow from their definitions, k =
ViK% and p? = k7 /K2,

In order to take into account the smearing due to non-linear structure formation we adopt the procedure
of |[Eisenstein et al.| (2007)), which distinguishes between the radial modes (which inherit additional non-linear
effects through the redshift-space distortions) and the angular modes. The non-linear scales in the angular
direction are given by £ = D(z)Zo, and those on the radial direction by ¥ = D(z)(1 + f)Zo, where ¥ is the
baseline non-linear scale, which we assume to be £y = 10 h™! Mpc. With these definitions, the Fisher matrix,
Eq. (I6), becomes:

(22)

F; = 1 d’k / 3 d IOg Pobs ) logP()bs (23)

2 Ji (27)3 96 967

[ 1 Pyps } 2 e—kzzi—kzuz(zﬁ—zi) e—kzuzczH‘zof
1+ 1Py,

where 0o, is the photometric redshift error. Notice that, to a good approximation, the smearing due to photomet-
ric redshift errors only affects the radial modes. The lower limit in the integration over k in Eq. (23)) is defined
as kyin = (Vo) ~'/3, where V is the volume of the smallest redshift slice (see below), and its role is to ensure that
we do not integrate over modes which correspond to scales larger than the typical size of our redshift slices.

In order to minimize the effects of systematic errors in the distance measurements, we adopt the procedure
first suggested by [Seo & Eisenstein| (2003)), and separate our survey into several redshift bins, where on each
bin we regard d, and H as free variables (to be determined from the data). Moreover, we also regard the bias,
b, the redshift distortion parameter, f, and the unknown extra shot noise, Py, as independent parameters on
each redshift slice. This means that, besides the “global” cosmological parameters such as €, A, etc., we have
another 5Ny;, free parameters, where Ny, is the number of redshift bins. Notice that, in the volume integration
of Eq. (23)), each slice only contributes to the slice-dependent parameters that belong to that same slice, since
d10g P,ps[z4]/d0[zy] = 0 when n # n'.

Kimin
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Table 10: First 10 redshift bins, their central redshifts, angular distances, values of the Hubble radius, and comoving volumes per unit
area, for the fiducial cosmology (a flat ACDM model with Q,, = 0.27).

Bin z d,(h""Gpc) o(d,)/d,(ELGs) cH ' (h"'Gpc) o(H)/H (ELGs) V (h—> Gpc®/00°)

1 0.3 0.647 0.03 0.384 0.058 1.14x 1074
2 05 0.891 0.019 0.427 0.035 2.55x10~*
307 1.046 0.015 0.478 0.026 476 x 1074
4 09 1.144 0.016 0.540 0.025 5.37x107*
5 1.1 1.203 0.017 0.600 0.024 6.49 x 10~*
6 1.3 1.236 0.021 0.668 0.03 7.37x107*
7 1.5 1.251 - 0.742 - 8.03 x 10~*
8 1.7 1.253 - 0.820 - 8.51 x 1074
9 1.9 1.247 - 0.902 - 8.83x10~*
10 2.1 1.234 - 0.988 - 9.04 x 10~*

Our basic set of parameters is, therefore:
0={d;,H",b", ", Py, }+06, (24)

where the superscript n refers to the redshift bins, and 6, represents the set of N, global cosmological parameters
which determine the shape of the power spectrum. In full generality, these global parameters include the
physical densities of cold dark matter (@, = Q.h?) and baryons (w, = Q,h?), the Hubble parameter (4), the
spatial curvature () scalar spectral index (n,), the amplitude of the spectrum (A), the sum of neutrino masses
(my), and the non-Gaussianity parameter (fyr, which enters as a scale-dependent bias):

Oy = {h, 0, 0c, Q,ns, A, my, fyr} . (25)

Hence, the total number of parameters is SNp;, + 8.

Notice that the parameters that describe the dark energy equation of state, wy and w,, are conspicuously
absent from this list — as are also missing any parameters which could hint at modified gravity models, like the
phenomenological growth parameter y in f(z) ~ Q}(z), with y ~ 0.55 in General Relativity (Peebles, |1980;
‘Wang & Steinhardt, |1998; [Linder & Cahn, 2007). This is because we are assuming that the equation of state
and its time variation will be inferred only from the measurements of angular and radial distances (i.e., from the
BAO scale measured at each redshift). Likewise, parameters such as ¥ will be measured only using information
from the shape of RSDs and the BAOs.

We employ bins of Az = 0.2, starting from z = 0.2, so the bin n-th is centered on the redshift z, = 0.1(2n +
1). Given the expected number of objects forecasted in Sec. [2} the last bin is n = 5 for the case of LRGs,
n = 6 in the case of ELGs, and n = 20 in the case of quasars. Table [I0] presents the redshift bins, and their
corresponding physical dimensions for our fiducial model. It is clear that the typical length scales of each
redshift bin are much larger than the BAO scale.

Our fiducial model for the bias is as follows: for luminous red galaxies (LRG), we adopt brrg = 1.8;
for emission-line galaxies (ELG) we assume that bgrg = 0.9 +0.4z; and for quasars (QSO) we assume that
boso = 0.5+0.3(1 +2)? - see, e.g., Ross et al.| (2009).
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The series of steps leading to constraints which employ only information from BAOs, with or without
including RSDs, has been described in detail by |Seo & Eisenstein| (2003) and by Wang| (2006)); Wang et al.
(2010). In addition to the Fisher matrix above, we also include priors, such as the constraints forecasted for the
Plancksatellite arising from temperature anisotropies

Mukherjee et al.|(2008). In particular, the PlanckFisher matrix, FiS-P[a"Ck) , serves to calibrate the absolute scale
of BAOs, as well as to limit the allowed ranges for the parameters that affect the shape of the power spectrum.

Our procedure is as follows:

1. Add Planckpriors for the BAO scale to the full Fisher matrix of Eq. (23), to obtain the survey’s Fisher
(Planck)
J :
2. Marginalizeﬂ the bias on each slice, b", the extra shot noise term, P, , as well as the global cosmological
parameters, from the Fisher matrix Fl? This intermediate marginalized Fisher matrix, F,T’ has 3Np;,

parameters.

matrix with priors, F] = F;j +F,

3. Project the marginalized Fisher matrix F}}' into the final set of cosmological parameters — which includes,
naturally, the dark energy parameters wo and w,,.

For a more conservative approach, we can also marginalize against the RSD parameters f” on each slice,
which corresponds to assuming that the form and redshift dependence of these distortions are completely un-
known. In that case, the final step is identical to (iii) above, except that now the marginalized Fisher matrix has
2Ny, parameters.

3.1.4. Forecasts for constraints from BAOs

The BAO scale provides a statistical standard ruler. This means that the power spectrum (or, equivalently,
the 2-pt correlation function) have a characteristic scale. Eq. shows that measurements of that scale in
the power spectrum inferred from data on a particular redshift can be translated into estimates of the Hubble
parameter, H and of the angular-diameter distance, d,, for that redshift. In Fig. we show how J-PAS can
constrain the radial distance and the angular distance to a given redshift, using three different types of tracers:
red galaxies (RG), emission-line galaxies (ELG), and quasars (QSO).

In Fig. |[17|we present the expected RSD parameter for our fiducial model, as a function of redshift, and the
uncertainties estimated for J-PAS. It is useful to employ a fit for the RSD that allows us to explore modified
gravity models, and a popular parametrization is f = Q},(z), where ¥ = 0.55 for General Relativity (GR).

Neutrinos. Since neutrinos are only weakly interacting, they can stream freely away from hot and dense regions
much before the time of recombination, which means that they can carry away some of the structure on small
scales. Since the effect of neutrinos is most pronounced on scales k 2 0.02 7 Mpc—1, the constraints are
particularly sensitive to non-linear effects and non-linear bias.

By marginalization we mean, concretely: (a) invert the full Fisher matrix to obtain the covariance matrix; (b) eliminate the lines
and columns from the covariance matrix that correspond to the marginalized parameters; (c) invert the reduced covariance matrix to
obtain the marginalized Fisher matrix.
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Figure 16: Relative uncertainties in the determination of the Hubble parameter H(z) and angular-diameter distance d,(z) on each
redshift slice, relative to our fiducial ACDM model. The red boxes (which reach up to z ~ 1) correspond to the constraints imposed by
red galaxies alone; the green boxes, to the constraints from emission-line galaxies; and the blue boxes, which extend to higher redshifts,
correspond to the constraints from quasars. Also indicated are two alternative dark energy models, one with wy = —0.9 and w, =0
(upper, long-dashed lines), and another with wy = —1.0 and w, = —0.3 (lower, short-dashed lines)
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Figure 17: Redshift-distortion (RSD) parameter f(z) for the fiducial ACDM + GR model, and uncertainties in its measurement on
each redshift slice. For GR, the RSD parameter is very well fitted by f = Q,’;l(z), with y = 0.55. Also indicated are two hypothetical
modified gravity models, with ¥y = 0.45 (lower dashed line) and with ¥ = 0.65 (upper dashed line). Legends are the same as for Fig.

Assuming that these uncertainties from non-linear effects only spoil the scales k > 0.1 7 Mpc—1, we fore-
cast that J-PAS will be able to constrain the total neutrino mass, M, = Y my, at the level of M, < 0.3 eV (10)
with ELGs alone. This result was obtained using a fiducial value of M, < 0.05 eV. By combining information
from RGs and QSOs as well, we estimate that J-PAS will be able to improve upon these constraints by ~ 30 %.

Spatial curvature. Planckcan already constrain the spatial curvature of the Universe to better than 1%. How-
ever, J-PAS will be able to limit the spatial curvature independently from CMB data, to a precision of a few
percent. This comes basically from comparing clustering in the radial and in the angular directions: whereas
the radial distances are barely influenced by spatial curvature, the angular distances are strongly affected by
the geometry, and comparing the two allows us to extract the spatial curvature. In Fig. [I8 we show how the
constraint on € evolves as we include more redshift slices. The information from high-redshift quasars is
particularly important to break low-redshift degeneracies, and improve the constraint to a level of ~ 5%.

Figure of merit. The distance measurements can be converted into constraints on the cosmological parameters.
This is achieved by projecting the Fisher information matrix from all redshift slices, with parameters 8’ =
{H(z),d,(z)}, into the set of cosmological parameters, which in our case is 8¢ = {@x, @, 4, Q; }. The Fisher
matrix for this final set of parameters is then:

00" 06/
Fap = Zﬁ}%ﬁ ) (26)

ij

where the summation above includes all redshift slices which have any information about distances.
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Figure 18: Cumulative constraints on the spatial curvature, as expressed by the parameter Q.

Since wy, the value of the equation of state at z = 0, is highly correlated with the value w, of its time
derivative in the CPL parametrization, it is useful to find the redshift for which the value of the equation of
state is independent of its time derivative. The error in the pivot, w), is therefore independent of the error
in w,. In Table [11| we present the uncertainties in the equation of state expressed in terms of the pivot, its
time derivative, and, for completeness, that of wg as well. In order to help break some degeneracies, we have
also used Planckpriors and Stage-II priors, as defined in |Albrecht et al.| (2006). In the last column the dark
energy figure of merit, defined as FOM = 6! (w,)0 ! (w,) = det ' F(wp,w,). As a comparison, the latest
constraints from BOSS/CMASS (Sanchez et al., 2013), and including information from CMB, supernovas and
other existing BAO surveys, has a FoOM ~ 25. J-PAS is the only survey which has the capability to deliver a
FoM =~ 100 — 200 over the next 5-8 years.

Table 11: Summary of constraints

Tracer LRGs ELGs QSOs All

o(w,) 0030 0026 0027 0023
o(w,) 038 031 037 026
o(we) 008 007 009 0.06
FoM 87 121 100 164
(M,) 039 028 029 02
o(fye) 69 103 31 19
(
(

Y 0.1 0.06 0.11 0.05
Q) 028 012 005 0.03
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3.1.5. Field reconstructions from the redshift survey

Reconstructions of the underlying smooth matter field, such as, e.g., techniques based on efficient Bayesian
inference methods (Jasche & Kitaura, 2010; [Kitaura et al., [2012)), are useful for a variety of reasons. (1) It
has recently been shown that the linearized cosmic density field recovers information about the primordial
fluctuations, leading to better constraints on cosmological parameters (see e. g.Neyrinck et al., 2009; Joachimi
et al., 2011} |Kitaura & Angulo, [2012). (2) It can be used to obtain estimates of the primordial fluctuations
by undoing the effects of gravity, by such methods as inverting the Lagrangian to Eulerian mapping, can be
effective in order to reduce the errors in the measurements of the location of the BAO peak from spectroscopic
redshift surveys (see e. g. |Eisenstein et alJ, 2007} [Seo et al., 2010; [Padmanabhan et al., 2012a; Mehta et al.,
2012). (3) These approaches also allow us to find the cosmic web corresponding to a distribution of matter
tracers down to an accuracy of a few Mpc (see Kitaura et al., [2012a; Hel et al., 2013)). (4) Another interesting
application is to perform constrained simulations of the observed Universe (see e. g.|HeB et al., 2013; Wang et
al., 2013 IDolag et al., | 2005; |[Klypin et al., [2003; Mathis et al., 2002)). (5) Finally, under certain assumptions,
these methods can be used to reduce the impact of photometric redshift uncertainties in the estimation of galaxy
clustering (Kitaura & Enflin, [2008; Jasche & Wandelt, [2012). J-PAS, with its high density of tracers, should
be an ideal dataset where these methods could be applied.

The number of studies one can perform with the new level of precision in the reconstruction of both Eulerian
and Lagrangian space go beyond BAO measurements and cosmological parameter estimation. One can generate
templates for the detection of weak signals, such as the WHIM (see e. g.|Suarez-Velasquez et al., 2013), the
ISW effect (see e. g.|Granett et al.| [2009), the kSZ effect (see e. g.DeDeo et al., 2005; Ho et al., 2009), the
cosmic ray signal (Dolag et al., 2005) or the dark matter annihilation signal (Cuesta et al., [2011}).

The reconstruction of the cosmic web can help to understand the process of structure formation and the
importance of the environment in the formation of clusters and galaxies (see e. g. Aragon-Calvo et al., 2007}
Hahn et al., 2007; Forero-Romero et al., 2009; [Libeskind et al., [2011}; Tempel et al.,|2011}?; Benitez-Llambay
et al., 2013).

3.1.6. Morphology of the Cosmic Web

The redshift space distribution of galaxies reveals that galaxies are preferentially distributed in a network
frequently referred to as the cosmic web. Ever since the discovery of the CfA wall it had been acknowledged
that sheets, filaments and voids are the key components of the cosmic web. This point of view has been
supported by the discovery of the Great Wall at z ~ 0.08 in the SDSS survey. The Great Wall is the largest
contiguous distribution of matter in the currently observable universe and its discovery leads to the tantalizing
issue of whether the wall is the densest large structure in the universe, or whether similar-size structures would
be abundant in larger galaxy surveys. The issue of whether or not the Great Wall is an unusual object is
important for cosmology, since models of a highly inhomogeneous universe have been advanced arguing that,
since the dimming of high redshift supernovae can be explained in such models, the presence of a smooth DE
component may be rendered unecessary (Celerier et al.| (2000); [Tomital (2001); Hunt & Sarkar| (2010); |Foreman
et al.[(2010); Nadathur & Sarkar| (2011).
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A large and deep redshift survey such as J-PAS should be able to shed some useful light on this issue by
allowing one to compile an enormous data base of superclusters and voids, which would supplement the one
currently available from SDSS. This would help quantify a key property of the supercluster-void network: its
morphology. It is well known that standard statistical tools such as the two-point correlation function cannot
reveal information about the connectedness of large-scale structure and must therefore be supplemented by
geometrical indicators such as percolation analysis, the genus curve, minimal spanning trees and Minkowski
functionals [Sahni & Coles|(1995). Ratios of Minkowski functionals, known as Shapefinders, can enable one to
answer the question as to whether a given supercluster or void is filamentary, planar or spherical |Sahni et al.
(1998)). Two recent papers have applied the Shapefinders to a catalogue of superclusters and voids in the SDSS
survey including a detailed analysis of the morphology of the Great Wall [Einasto et al.| (2011)). In addition,
extreme value statistics has been used to ask whether the Sloan Great Wall is an unusual object — the answer to
which seems to be in the affirmative [Sheth & Diaferio| (2011) . Clearly improved deeper datasets are needed
to resolve these important issues and the J-PAS survey could play a key role in quantifying supercluster-voids
morphology.

3.1.7. N-body Mocks

The complexity of the data processing and scientific exploitation of J-PAS will demand realistic synthetic
observations. We will construct mock universes that will help in the testing and development of analysis codes,
data reduction pipelines, and in the verification of the forecasts presented in this document. In addition, the
mock observations will assist the science analysis through comparison with theoretical models, but also these
theoretical models will be constrained by J-PAS observations.

We plan to create these mock universes in a three-step process. First, the nonlinear mass content of the
universe will be given by following the gravitational interaction of particles in N-body simulations (see the
recent review of [Kuhlen et al., 2012). Second, the properties of galaxies inside dark matter haloes will be
predicted by using i) semi-analytic models of galaxy formation (e.g.|Lagos et al.,|2012; |Henriques et al., [2013)),
ii) sub-halo abundance matching (e.g.|Vale & Ostriker, 2004} Zehavi et al.L2011)), or iii) empirical rules based on
local background density (e.g. White et al., [1987; Cole et al.,|1998). Of particular importance for J-PAS will be
addition realistic photometric redshift estimates for each galaxy in the simulations, which will help to improve
and calibrate the relevant algorithms. Finally, the J-PAS footprint, selection function, redshift completeness,
flux limit, gravitational lensing effects, among other, will be added in post-processing to the simulated galaxy
population. As a result, we will deliver a fake but realistic J-PAS survey prior to the arrival of data.

The characteristics of J-PAS requires to simulations covering a few tens of cubic Gigaparsecs in volume,
and with a mass resolution sufficient to robustly identify haloes of at least M ~ 10'M_. In addition, an
adequate temporal resolution is needed in order to resolve the mass accretion and merger history of dark matter
structures. These specifications are very demanding in terms of computational resources, and are not met by
any of the state-of-the-art simulations (e.g.|Angulo et al., 2012} [Watson et al., 2013). Therefore, we plan carry
out a dedicated simulation program targeting the desired features, and also spanning the range of cosmological
parameter space currently allowed by cosmological datasets, and with varying assumptions about the physical
processes affecting simulated galaxies.

Another important aspect of the J-PAS simulation program will be the construction of accurate covariance
matrices for the cosmological interpretation of data, in particular of the galaxy clustering, abundance of clusters
and gravitational lensing signal. These goals require thousands of realizations of the cosmological observation.
Since carrying out a large number of direct N-body simulation is beyond current computational capabilities, we
plan the use of approximate methods (Angulo et al., 2013; |Kitaura, 2013; [White et al., 2013)), which are built
on top of an ensemble of low-resolution N-body simulation. All the aspects discussed will contribute towards
the accuracy and correctness of analyses of J-PAS data.
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The comparison between the observations from J-PAS and cosmological predictions from N-body sim-
ulations and semi-analytic models will be extended by creating simulated data products that more directly
correspond to the actual observations, namely synthetic images and extracted source catalogues. We will use
the Millennium Run Observatory (MRODbs [Overzier et al., 20134) to produce physically-motivated, synthetic
images of the night sky by adding the various observational effects to predictions from cosmological simu-
lations. Halo merger trees based on the Millennium Run dark matter simulations in WMAP1 and WMAP7
cosmologies form the backbone for the semi-analytic modeling of galaxies inside haloes. This modeling is
based on simple recipes for, e.g., gas cooling, star formation, supernova and AGN heating, gas stripping, and
merging between galaxies. At each time step of the simulation, the physical properties of galaxies are translated
into theoretical stellar populations in order to predict the spectra of galaxies. Light-cones are constructed that
arrange the simulated galaxies on the sky in a way that is similar to how galaxies would appear in a galaxy
redshift survey. Next, multi-band apparent magnitudes are calculated, including the effects of absorption by
the intergalactic medium. The light-cone is then projected onto a virtual sky, and the positions, shapes, sizes
and observed-frame apparent magnitudes of the galaxies are used to build a ‘perfect or ‘pre-observation im-
age. The perfect image is fed into the MRObs telescope simulator that applies models for the T250+JPCAM
system (e.g., pixel scale, readout noise, dark current, sensitivity and gain), the OAJ site conditions (e.g., sky
background, extinction, point spread function), and the J-PAS observation strategy (e.g., exposures). The result
is a synthetic J-PAS image of a simulated universe. In Fig. [I9 we show an example of a simulated J-PAS image
in the direction of a distant galaxy cluster observed in the filters g (blue), r (green), and z (red).

Figure 19: A simulated J-PAS image in the filters g (blue), r (green), and z (red), produced using the Millennium Run Observatory (see
text for details).
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The simulated J-PAS data set can be used, for example, for testing the data reduction pipeline, but also
for testing many of the J-PAS science projects. For example, source extraction algorithms are applied to the
simulated image, resulting in a catalogue of the apparent properties of all objects detected in the image. Then,
photometric redshifts, SEDs or morphologies can be determined, and the results can be tested against the actual
physical properties given for each object by the simulations. The object catalogues can also be cross-matched
with higher level data available from the simulations to find, for example, the halo masses, the dark matter
density field, or to look up progenitors and descendants.

3.2. The J-PAS Cluster Survey

The number density of galaxy clusters as a function of mass and redshift can be used to constrain cosmo-
logical parameters by measuring the growth of structure in the universe |Borgani et al.| (2001)); Henry| (2000);
Gladders et al.| (2007); Henry et al.|(2009); Vikhlinin et al.| (2009); [Mantz et al.| (2010); [Rozo et al.| (2010). The
cluster mass function N(M,z) probes both the growth factor and the evolution of cosmic volume, and hence
can distinguish, a priori, between a cosmological constant and possible deviations from General Relativity. In
particular, it depends jointly on the matter density, £,,, and on the amplitude of the primordial power spectrum
through o3. The evolution of the cluster mass function also provides sensitive constraints on the dark energy
parameters (wp,w,). J-PAS, with its unprecedented volume coverage and redshift accuracy, will be able to
map clusters and groups up to very early epochs (z~1), and down to relatively small masses. Its capability to
accurately measure the redshifts of line-emitting galaxies up to z~1.3 will help avoiding biases in the determi-
nation of the galaxy content of each cluster. Finally, we will be able to calibrate optical richness or stellar mass
content for the group and cluster candidates with dark matter mass haloes estimated from lensing with a very
high precision due to the expected large number of clusters. As a result, J-PAS will produce the most complete
and mass-sensitive cluster catalog available for cosmological and galaxy evolution studies.

Detecting galaxy clusters. The detection of galaxy systems and the completeness of the samples as a function of
redshift are crucial for a cluster counting probe. There is a wide range of optical cluster finding algorithms that
can be used in the J-PAS data, from methods using positional information of galaxies to detect over-densities
to those which include observational properties of the potential member galaxies, like colors and magnitudes.
Some of the most relevant methods in the literature are the cluster red sequence methods (Gladders & Yee,
2000; Lopez-Cruz et al., 2004} |Gladders & Yee, [2005} [Wilson et al., 2008} |Gilbank et al., [2011)), the MaxBCG
(Koester et al., [2007)), the new Gaussian Mixture Brightest Cluster Galaxy (GMBCG) algorithm (Hao et al.,
2010), the cut-and-enhance algorithm (Goto et al., 2002)), the C4 cluster-finding algorithm (Miller et al.l 2005)),
the counts in cells method (Couch et al.,[1991;|Lidman & Petersonl|1996)), the Percolation Algorithms (Dalton et
al.,[1997; Botzler et al.,2004), the Voronoi Tessellation algorithm (Ramella et al.,|2001}; [Kim et al.,2002; [Lopes
et al., 2004) or the Friends of Friends Algorithm (Huchra & Geller, |1982; Ramella et al., 2002; Botzler et al.,
2004; |Van Breukelen & Clewle, [2009) and adapted modifications to photo-z surveys |Zandivarez et al.| (2014),
the Matched Filter technique (Postman et al.,|1996|2002) and later modifications: the Adaptive Matched Filter
(Kepner et al.,|1999), the Hybrid Matched Filter (Kim et al., 2002)), the Simple Smoothing Kernels (Shectman,
1985), the Adaptive Kernel method (Gal et al., 2000, 2003) the 3D-Matched Filter (Milkeraitis et al.,[2010) or
the Bayesian Cluster Finder (Ascaso et al.,[2012)). For a review on cluster finder techniques, see|Ascaso|(2013)
and references herein.
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Accurate mass estimates are of utmost importance for studies of galaxy systems, and are absolutely neces-
sary to do precision cosmology. Cluster masses, however, are not trivial to measure precisely. Triaxiality and
projection effects can bias the dynamical masses determined by assuming virial relations; masses estimated
through gravitational lensing are sensitive to assumptions about the isotropy of the mass distribution; masses
estimated via the Sunyaev-Zel’dovich thermal effect are prone to blending and assymetrizing, potentially bias-
ing the mass function (e.g. (Allen et al., 2011)); X-ray-derived masses are sensitive to places where hydrostatic
equilibrium breaks down (either near the central AGN activity or even at large scales due to ongoing merging
and or residual non-thermal pressure — (Dupke & Bregman, 2001)), (Dupke & Bregman, 2001), (Nagai et al.,
2007)), or because of gas clumping ((Nagai, & Lau, 2011)). Therefore, masses found using these techniques
often disagree at a level that is insufficient to achieve the precision that is desired for maximal cosmological
discriminatory power. These are particularly critical issues for photometric surveys, where redshift precision is
limited and complementary corroborative data is unevenly found.

In order to circumvent this deficiency a significant amount of effort has been placed into determining the
so-called mass proxies, i.e., indicators of the mass of clusters devised by inspecting the least important mass
component of clusters —i.e., galaxies (often of only one Hubble type). These efforts have brought us impressive
results, with sophisticated techniques for improving the scatter of the optical mass proxies (Andreon & Bergél
2012 |Munari et al., [2013} |Rozo et al., [2009, 2011)). With its excellent photo-z precision, J-PAS will be able to
reduce significantly the galaxy membership noise for clusters and groups of galaxies. This, combined with weak
lensing measurements, will provide much better grounds for richness (of various types) and mass relations.

The Probability Friend-of-friends (PFoF) cluster set. By using a mock galaxy catalogue tailored to the J-PAS
depth and magnitude limit, a modified version of the Friends-of-Friends algorithm has been used by Zandivarez
et al.|(2014)) to detect galaxy groups and to assess the reliability of the algorithm.

In that work, they built a light-cone mock catalogue using synthetic galaxies constructed from the Millen-
nium Run Simulation I|Springel (2005) combined with a semi-analytical model of galaxy formation developed
by Guo et al. 2011. The mock catalogue comprises ~ 800000 galaxies down to an observer frame apparent
magnitude of 23 in the SDSS i-band, with a median redshift of 0.72 and a maximum of 1.5 within a solid angle
of 17.6deg?. The solid angle was chosen to avoid repetition of structures down to redshift 1 caused by the
limited size of the simulation box. Photometric redshifts were assigned to each galaxy in the mock catalogue
in a realistic way by using a technique described in Ascaso et al. 2014 (in prep.) and |Arnalte-Mur et al.| (2013).

The identification of groups in the mock catalogue was performed by using the adaptation of the original
FoF algorithm to work with photometric redshifts developed by [Liu et al. (2009). The redshift probability
distribution functions for the galaxies were adopted as Lorentzian functions. The sample of photometric groups
comprises 15512 groups with four or more members.

The reliability of the finder algorithm as a function of redshift was tested by computing the purity and
completeness of the resulting sample. The purity and completeness were defined by a member-to-member
comparison of the identified sample to a reference sample. The reference sample was adopted as the sample
of groups that have four or more members with ispss < 23, where the groups were previously identified in
volume-limited catalogue in real space.
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The reference sample of groups was obtained from a subsample of the J-PAS mock catalogue defined
without introducing any flux limit or redshift space distortions (Zandivarez et al., 2014). They used the Friend
of Friends (FoF, Huchra & Geller||1982)) algorithm to detect groups on this ideal subsample, obtaining a sample
of 201,032 groups with 4 or more galaxy members, within a solid angle of 17.6 deg? up to redshift 1.5. This will
be considered also the reference sample in this work, in order to compare the detections with other methods.
Additionally, we selected from the reference groups those that have 4 or more members with observed-frame
magnitude ispgs < 23, which refer to those groups that could be identified in the flux limited catalogue. This
will be called the restricted-reference sample, and it comprises 11294 groups.

Considering the fraction of photometric groups that are also in the reference sample and the sample of
reference groups that can be recovered with this algorithm, they found that it is possible to identify a sample
of photometric groups with less than 40% of completely false groups, while 60% of the underlying true groups
are recovered. The purity of the photometric groups can be highly improved if only groups with more than ten
members are considered (purity > 90% in the whole redshift range).

By applying this algorithm to the future J-PAS, it is expected to find around 700000 photometric groups
with more than ten members, among which more than 90% would be related to real groups.

The Bayesian Cluster Finder (BCF) cluster set. Additionally, we used the mock galaxy catalogues from (Mer-
son et al.,[2013)), which were built from a semi-analytical model of galaxy formation, applied to the halo merger
trees extracted from a cosmological N-body simulation. The semi-analytical model that they use is the Durham
semi-analytical galaxy formation model, GALFORM (Cole et al., [2000), which models the star formation and
merger history for a galaxy. Among other physical processes, this model includes feedback as a result of SNe,
active galactic nuclei (AGN) and photo-ionization of the intergalactic medium. The model predicts the star
formation history of the galaxy and therefore the spectral energy distribution (SED). The population of dark
matter (DM) haloes for the mock catalogue is extracted from the Millennium Simulation (Springel et al., 2005)),
a 21603 particle N-body simulation of the A Cold Dark Matter cosmology starting at z = 127 and hierarchical
growing to the present day. The halo merger trees are constructed using particle and halo data stored at 64
fixed epoch snapshots spaced logarithmically. The minimum halo resolution is 20 particles, corresponding to
1.72 x 10"~ M,,. Finally, the light-cone was constructed from this simulation by replicating the simulation
box and choosing an orientation resulting into a 226.56 deg? light-cone. In addition, a flux cut in ~24 AB was
applied to mimic the condition of the J-PAS survey. All the details can be found in (Merson et al., 2013).

In order to obtain realistic J-PAS-like photometric redshifts for this mock catalogue, we follow a similar
approach to obtain photometry and photometric redshift as for the ALHAMBRA as in Ascaso et al. 2014 (in
prep) and |Arnalte-Mur et al.| (2013)). We first obtained spectral types from the original rest-frame photometry
and spectroscopic redshifts in the mock by running the Bayesian Photometric Redshift package (BPZ, Benitez
(2000); Benitez (2014)) with the ONLY _TYPE yes option. Then, we obtained consistent J-PAS photometry for
these spectral types by using the J-PAS filter curve response and adding realistic noise. Finally, we obtained
the photometric redshift estimations, together with spectral types and absolute magnitudes associated to the
previous photometry by running again BPZ in normal mode. In previous work where we applied this technique
(the ALHAMBRA survey), the photometric redshifts that we obtain are found to be very realistic as their
performance is very similar to those obtained for real data (Molino et al, [2014).
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In the next step, we detected galaxy clusters and groups in the J-PAS-like mock catalogue by using the
Bayesian Cluster Finder (BCF, Ascaso et al. 2012, 2014). We performed a search in twenty-four redshift
slices from z = 0.1 to z = 1.2, with redshift bins of z = 0.05. The core radius was selected as 1.5 Mpc, and
the Luminosity Function has been chosen to have a value of M*(0) = —21.44 and a = —1.05 (Blanton et
al.2003). We calculated the expected g —i and i — z colors from synthetic spectra, and we artificially created
these bands by calculating the contribution of each of the J-PAS narrow bands to the new synthetic band (see
Molino et al 2014 for details). We also calculated the expected BCG magnitude-redshift relation for the given
bands by performing a color transformation to the expected K-band. We merged the galaxy clusters following
the same prescription as in Ascaso et al.2014. The expected number of galaxy clusters and groups per square
degree range between ~ 46 down to 5 x 103M,, and ~ 75 down to 3 x 10'3M_,, obtaining an expected total
number of structures between ~ 400.000 and 650.000 for the whole J-PAS down to 5 x 10'3M, and 3 x 1013M,,
respectively.

The selection function. In order to assess the completeness and purity of our results, we compared with the
initial set of clusters in the simulation. In Fig. 20, we show the completeness and purity results versus Dark
Matter halo and its respective stellar mass interval respectively for the output results. According to this results,
we are able to detect galaxy clusters with purity and completeness rates > 80% for clusters and groups down to
M >3 x10'3M, up to redshift 0.8 and down to M > 5 x 10'3M, up to redshift 1.2. The extremely good quality
of the photometric redshifts in the J-PAS survey make these results comparable to what we would expect for a
low-resolution spectroscopic survey. In fact, the photometric redshift resolution becomes directly proportional
to the inferior mass limit we can resolve according to our simulations.

3.2.1. Self-contained mass calibration

The superb seeing conditions (< 0.7”) of which the r-band filter is planned to be conducted will allow to
estimate the masses of the clusters using the weak lensing technique, the only one sensitive to both dark and
baryonic matter.

Since many observational properties of clusters correlate well with mass, we will be able to self-calibrate
mass-observable relations. J-PAS will explore the relation between the mass of galaxy clusters obtained with
weak gravitational lensing and the optical properties like number of member galaxies, stellar light or total stellar
mass (Ngal, Liot, M'Y). The latter showed to be a robust proxy of cluster mass at the same level of the best X-ray
proxies (i.e. Y, the product of X-ray temperature, and gas mass) (Andreon & Bergél [2012).

The scatter of the mass-observable relation is also an important issue when using it with cosmological
purposes. To bring the errors of the scatter down to a few percent, J-PAS will adopt a self-calibration method,
binning clusters using mass proxies and the redshift information to then stack the weak lensing signal of the
clusters belonging to the same bin and measuring averaged masses. Detailed simulations have proven that
averaging out over large number of clusters/groups is the most robust way to reduce the effects caused by
triaxial of the halos and uncorrelated large scale structure along the line-of-sight, thus recovering the true value
of the averaged mass within the bin (Spinelli et al., |2012)) and decreasing the scatter of the scaling relations.

3.2.2. Figure of Merit

Here we assume the same fiducial cosmology as in previous Sections, i.e.: h =0.71, Q,, =0.27, Q; =0.73,
Q, =0.024, wy=—1.0, w, =0., 05 = 0.8, n;, = 1.0, T =0.09, and Qg = 0. Based on our previous predictions,
we assume that the cluster catalog will reach down to a mass threshold of 5 x 10!3, up to z = 1.2, with a
photometric redshift precision of o /(1+z) = 0.003 and a mass-richness calibration dispersion of oy, = 0.25.
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Figure 20: Completeness and purity rates as a function of redshift for different dark matter halo masses for the J-PAS survey. We see
that the purity rates remains constant as a function of redshift as ~ 80%, whereas the completeness rates is always higher than 80% and
it starts to decrease at z ~ 0.8.
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The covariance matrix then, can be expressed as (Wang et al., 2004; Lima & Hu, [2004} |(Cunha et al., 2010):

4’k

C = < (miy —miy)(mjy —mjy) >=miyMjybipbjy ZZB?%W@WK@P%Jwy 27
where i, j refer to bins in redshift and u, v bins in mass,
-5
=1+ ,8). 80 = PP

where 8 (x) is the dimensionless density perturbation of the underlying matter distribution.

For a detailed window treatment depending on the survey, see Hu & Kravtsov| (2003). According to their
Eq. (6), the windows can be divided up into slices in redshift. If we consider a series of slices in redshift at
comoving distances r; and widths &r;, with a field of radius ®; in radians and a flat spatial geometry, then the
window function are written as:

k|‘5r,/2 klr,@s

Wi(k) = 2exp

where k* = ki + kﬁ.
Now, following [Wang et al.|(2004); Cunha et al.| (2010)), we compute the mean number of counts and the
bias term as:

obs de dl’l
iy = AQ (2 /" ”/1M, M, | M 2
miy / 17 | dZ Mh Mops dln P,u( b| )dl M’ (28)
1 dV(Zl) ohr dM[,bs dn
blziAQ 7117 d/ /dle ()XM ) 2
b / 2 P (z; |z)dz it nM piy (Mops|M)b(M )dlnM (29)

where AQ is the solid angle of the survey, and ‘% is the comoving volume unit at redshift z;:

v (1+2)*D;
dQdz " E(@)

Here, p;(z}|z) and piy(Moss|M) are the probabilities of measuring a photometric redshift z/', given the true
cluster redshift z and M,,,, or given the true mass M respectively. dﬁl”M is the halo density distribution and
b(M) is the bias function. The two latter ones are extracted from simulations. The bias parameter of halos of a
fixed mass M is assumed to be scale independent (Sheth & Tormen) [1999):

(a82/0?) -1 2p

P s e W)

(30)

where a = 0.75, p = 0.3 and 8, = 1.686 is the threshold linear overdensity corresponding to spherical collapse
in an Einstein-de Sitter universe.
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The differential comoving number density of clusters is given by Jenkins et al.| (2001) (although there are
other models that one could use for this purpose, such as Tinker et al.| (2008)):

mdlno!
dn 03&dn6

_ B -1 3.82
T YRS YA TPV exp(—|Ino™" +0.64|7%) , (31)

where p,; = poQ,, is the mean matter density, with py = 3H3/(87G). The variance o is the rms amplitude of
mass fluctuation inside a particular spherically symmetric window, defined as:

3
o2 = / (;lﬂl;zkzP(k)|W(kR)|2.

P(k) is the linear power spectrum, and W (kR) is the Fourier transform of the real-space window function W (x),
which we have assumed, as usual, to be given by real-space spherical top hat of radius R, so:

Wg(k) = 3k (sin(kR) — kRcos(kR)) ,
where M is the mass included in the window:
M 47rp3mR3 .

Finally, the total covariance matrix is given by (Lima & Hu, 2005; (Cunha et al., 2010):
Clj = Cij—l—m,-&j y

where the last term refers to the (shot) noise matrix, and m; are the cluster counts in each bin. In order to make
a realistic forecast of the optical cluster constraints, one must marginalize over nuisance parameters which are
introduced to account for the mass and redshift uncertainties.

The Mass-Observable relation. The mass selection function can be written as (Lima & Hu, 2007;|Cunha et al.,
2010):

P(Mopg|M) = (32)

1
\/Z—TwexP(—Xz(Mobs)) )
n

where: _
In M — InM — In MPS (M, 2)

\/EGInM

Then, we introduce a series of nuisance parameters as in [Lima & Hu| (2007}, although more complicated
forms can also be modified to be dependent also on mass as in|Cunha et al.|(2010):

X (Mops) = (33)

InMP% (M, 7) = InME™ +a; In(1 +z2) (34)

and \
Oy =06 + ¥ biz | (35)
i=1
Hence, we have six nuisance parameters whose fiducial values can be chosen, according to |Lima & Hu
(2007), as (InME® = 0,a; = 0,0y = 0.25,b; = 0,b, = 0,b3 = 0).

51



Photometric redshift true cluster redshift relation. The probability of measuring a photometric redshift, z”
given the true cluster redshift z, can be parametrized as (Lima & Hul 2007; Cunha et al., 2010):

() = exp(=y*(&")) , (36)
2no,
where: bi
Z[) —7—7 as
W) =—=—— (37
(") Vo,

Here 7% is the photometric redshift bias, and o, is the scatter in the photo-z’s. We add two more nuisance
parameters as (zgi“s =0.,0, = 0.003), accounting for a total of eight nuisance parameters to marginalize over

before we can say anything about cosmological parameters.

Fisher matrices and priors. Finally, we compute the Fisher matrix as:

Fi, = C )ijuyv—=—— 38
: ij;v apl ( )mv apm (38)

where [,m run over the cosmological parameters. This Fisher matrix can be combined with any other Fisher
matrix — as long as the two datasets are uncorrelated. As usual, marginalized constraints for any parameter (or
subsets of parameters) are obtained by summing all the relevant Fisher matrices, then inverting the total Fisher
matrix.

With regard to the dark energy equation of state, we forecast that J-PAS will be able to reach a Figure of
Merit (FoM; see the previous Subsection) of approximately 170, when we combine cluster counts with Planck
and Stage-II experiments, as described in |Albrecht et al.| (2006). We would like to stress the key role of the
nuisance parameters (of which we have eight, as described above), which parametrize our ignorance about the
mass calibration, redshift bias and other uncertainties.

3.3. Joint constraints on Dark Energy from BAOs and cluster counts

We can combine the constraints obtained through the measurements of BAOs, and those coming from clus-
ter counts. Since the information about the clustering of halos was not used in the derivation of cosmological
constraints from counting the numbers of clusters (see Sec. 3.2), we can simply add the Fisher matrices for the
two datasets.

In Fig. [21| we show the constraints for the equation of state of dark energy for cluster counts alone (outer,
red contour), for BAOs alone (blue contour), and BAOs combined with cluster counts (inner, black contour). In
all cases Planckand Stage-II priors were employed (Albrecht et al.,[2006). We can see that the constraints from
BAOs and cluster counts are comparable, but there is a substantial complementarity between the two.

The combined power of cluster counts and BAOs can be gleaned from the DETF Figure of Merit (FoM).
The FoM of cluster counts, combined with Planckand Stage-II priors, is approximately 175. In Table [I2] we
show the forecasted FoMs for several combinations of the datasets.

Table 12: Figure of merit.

Test LRGs ELGs QSOs All
BAOs + Planck+ Stage 11 87 121 100 163
BAOs + Clusters + Planck+ Stage I~ 195 222 201 256
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Figure 21: Constraints for the dark energy equation of state parameters wy and w, from cluster counts alone (outer, red contour), from
BAOs alone (blue contour), and BAOs combined with cluster counts (inner, black contour). We used Planckand Stage-II priors.

3.4. The J-PAS SN Cosmological Survey

Type-la supernovae (SNela) comprise one of the four main observables that will be the keys to understand
the origin of the recent acceleration in the expansion of the Universe. However, there are many aspects of
SNela properties and their relation to their environments that remain poorly understood (Conley et al., 2011}
Smith et al., 2012; [Kessler et al.l 2013). For instance, recent studies have pointed out that passive galaxies
host faster-declining SNela that follow a different color-luminosity relation and that are more luminous after
corrections based on light-curve stretch and color (Sullivan et al., 2006; Lampeitl et al.,[2010). Moreover, older
passive galaxies — as those found in galaxy clusters — tend to host dimmer and even briefer SNela (Gallagher
et al., 2008} Xavier et al.l [2013). Some of these characteristics were already shown to introduce more scatter
and also systematic biases to SNela distance determinations and to the cosmological parameters derived from
them (Kelly et al.l 2010; [Lampeitl et al., [2010; |Sullivan et al., 2010), but these effects and relations are still
not fully understood. This is in part due to the coarse characterization of the supernovae host galaxies, to the
sizes of SNe Ia sub-samples in each environment and to the small number of low-redshift SNela that have been
studied. The J-PAS Supernova Survey will be a massive, low and intermediate redshift (z < 0.4) supernova
survey (the only one, to our knowledge, being planned at the moment) that will serve to fill that gap.

Future SNela experiments will no longer be sample-size limited. In order to achieve a precision of ~1%
in the dark energy equation of state parameter w = P/p, it will be crucial to control systematic uncertainties.
Many of these uncertainties — like dust extinction, rest-frame ultraviolet variability, intrinsic color variations
and correlations between SNe and environment properties — will need large samples of well observed SNe and
host galaxies. A large sample of low redshift (z < 0.1) objects, with which we can study the properties of SNela
and their hosts in a cosmology-independent way, is also important.
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Figure 22: Expected J-PAS photometry (black dots) for a SNe Ia at z = 0.148, seven days after its luminosity peak, and its true spectrum
in arbitrary units (blue line). SNe spectral features are broad enough to be detected. To be concise we present the measurements of the
whole spectrum on the same day. The reader should keep in mind that, in a given epoch, J-PAS will image the SNe in 14 filters.

Due to the broad features of the spectra of SNela, the filter system of J-PAS makes it an ideal instrument not
only to discover them, but also to measure their light curves (albeit often using different filters), to characterize
their types (SN Ia/Ib/Ic/II etc.) and to photometrically estimate their redshifts. For a glimpse of J-PAS SNe
photometry, see Fig. 22] Due to the imaging nature of the survey, the local environments of the supernovae will
also be fully characterized — something that has never been done before in a systematic, massive way. Finally,
due to the large area of the survey, the number of SNela will be large enough that we can separate them (and
their environments) into different subtypes without running into problems related to low statistics.
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Figure 23: Expected SNe Ia (gray filling, thin contours) and CCSNe (no filling, thick contours) redshift distribution for J-PAS. The
total number of objects are ~ 3800 SNela and ~ 900 CCSNe. The contamination between these samples should be less than 4%.

Optical surveys are deemed to miss a fraction of exploding supernovae due to host galaxy extinction. This
effect is particularly relevant in LIRGs (Luminous Infrared Galaxies) and ULIRGs (Ultraluminous Infrared
Galaxies), whose contribution to the SN rate increase with redshift (Mannucci et al., 2007; Mattila et al., 2012).
Since J-PAS will be sensitive to SNe up to z ~ 0.4, we will be able to estimate the fraction of missing SNe with
unprecedented accuracy (current estimates are between 5% up to 40% (Mannucci et al., 2007; Mattila et al.,
2012).

To estimate the J-PAS Supernova Survey performance, we ran detailed simulations with the SNANA software
package (Kessler et al., [2009), Peter Nugent’s Core Collapse Supernovae (CCSNe) templatesﬁ and the SALT2
SNela light-curve model (Guy et al., 2007), assuming that the relation between the distance modulus and the
SNe Ia observables, u = mgp — M + ax; — B, has an intrinsic scatter of 6, = 0.14. We set the SNe redshifts
to their host galaxies photo-zs, which we assumed to have an uncertainty of 6, = 0.005(1 +z). The SNe typing
was performed with the psnid software (Sako et al.,[2011) in the SNANA package. Although the results depend
on the exact observation schedule which can be affected by other circumstances, our simulations show that, for
a conservative scenario, J-PAS will be able to detect and characterize around 3,800 SNela and 900 CCSNe up
to z ~ 0.4 and approximately 190 SNela and 280 CCSNe at low redshifts (z < 0.1). Their redshift distributions
are shown in Fig. 23]
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Survey Omy Oy, o, o1, G;j oy

photo-z SDSS  0.074 0.72 0.066 0.87 0.21 0.25
spec-z SDSS  0.069 0.69 0.043 0.77 0.13 0.19
J-PAS 0.078 0.54 0046 095 0.12 0.18

Table 13: Average errors in the SNela SALT?2 light-curve parameters (apparent magnitude mp, light-curve width x;, color ¢, epoch
of maximum luminosity in days 7, and the distance modulus p ignoring and including the intrinsic scatter oj,) for J-PAS and for
simulations of the SDSS Supernova Survey, both with photometry only (photo-z SDSS) and with spectroscopy of all SNe hosts (spec-
z SDSS). J-PAS have similar data quality to photometric surveys backed up by spectroscopy and much better quality than purely
photometric surveys.

To classify a particular simulated light-curve as a “SN type X, we required that its fit by a type X template
should have a x? p-value of at least 0.01. Also, the probability Py that the light-curve belongs to the type
X SNe, calculated by psnid, should be higher that 0.90. Our simulations show that J-PAS can achieve low
contamination rates (less than 4%) for both SNela and CCSNe samples. For SNela studies that require a higher
purity, further data cuts on the x;—c SALT?2 parameters plane like the one described by (Campbell et al., [2013])
can lead to samples with ~ 4000 objects and less than 1% contamination.

To evaluate the SNela data quality, we analyzed the average errors on the SALT2 light-curve parameters
by calculating the root mean square (rms) of the difference between their fitted and their true values. While
purely photometric broad band surveys can detect and measure light-curves of many thousands of SNe, the
lack of a good redshift prior undermines its SNe data quality. The use of spectroscopy for constraining the
SNe host galaxy’s redshift significantly improves the data quality but presents a bottleneck for sample sizes.
Table |13| shows the average errors for J-PAS and, as reference points, for simulations of the SDSS Supernova
Survey (Frieman et al., 2008), which have a similar redshift distribution. With the help of its excellent host
galaxy photo-z, J-PAS can perform as well as broad band surveys backed up by spectroscopy and much better
than purely photometric broad band surveys. This advantage (and the full characterization of the SNe’s host
galaxies) will be beneficial not only for supernovae discovered by J-PAS but for all past and future SNe from
other surveys, provided they overlap with J-PAS footprint. For J-PAS in particular, its narrow band filters will
allow for the study of correlations between SNe spectral features and broadband properties like light-curve
width and color.

3.5. The J-PAS Lensing Survey

The combination of two superb characteristics of the OAJ, namely the quality and the time stability of its
median 0.71” seeing (Moles et al. 2010, PASP, 122, 363), with a broad band filter in JPCam, should yield an
extremely high quality image of the whole northern sky at a very reasonable cost of observing time and effort.
Together with our redshift information, the lensing measurements would produce an outstanding dataset for
cosmic lensing studies many years before the arrival of Euclid.

3.5.1. Cosmic shear

The most obvious application is comic-shear tomography that probes both expansion of the universe and the
growth of structures by the variation of the lensing strength between lens and source slices at different redshifts.
With the precision of the photometric redshift estimates, we should be able to establish ~ 10 non-overlapping
slices which will not only be powerful on its own, but enable thorough systematics tests, crucial for any reliable
weak-lensing analysis. We refer to the extensive literature on this topic (see e.g. [Weinberg et al.| (2013) for a
recent review).

Shttp://supernova.lbl.gov/ nugent/nugent_templates.html
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Another promising application is the shear-ratio test (Jain & Taylor, 2003} Bernstein & Jain, 2004)), which
probes the geometry of the universe from the scaling of the lensing signal with redshift. Because this applica-
tion does favor deeper surveys to get a long lever arm, a larger number of non-overlapping slices at redshifts
below 0.5 can only yield a significant measurement if the lensing data is truly exquisite. As an alternative route,
one could attempt to construct a high-significance lensing analysis by performing the shape measurement si-
multaneously across several of the narrow-band filters and the broad-band filter. Modern model-fitting codes
(e.g. Miller et al., 2013} Zuntz et al.,[2013) can in principle work in this mode, provided an accurate PSF model
can be constructed in each of the filters and that the filters cover a similar wavelength range so that changes to
the morphology remain minor.

This approach would have several advantages: First, it limits the negative influence of pixel noise, which
constitutes the most prominent systematic bias in weak-lensing measurements today (Massey et al.l [2007;
Kitching et al.,[2012; [Melchior & Viola,|2012). Second, it would allow us to extend the magnitude and redshift
range, for which we can get reliable shape measurements, critical to both cosmological applications as pointed
out above. Third, it would virtually eliminate the chromatic mismatch between the stars, which are used to
build the PSF models, and the galaxies (Cypriano et al.,[2010).

The survey design is advantageous also for treating the most relevant astrophysical systematic: intrinsic
alignments. Precise photo-zs will enable us to exclude pairs of galaxies at the same redshift, whose ellipticities
are intrinsically coupled. It will furthermore allow a good discrimination of early-type galaxies, for which
intrinsic alignments have been confirmed already (Mandelbaum et al., 2006), from late-type galaxies, for which
the current upper limits indicate a much smaller amount of alignment (Hirata et al., 2007; [Mandelbaum et al.,
2011).

3.5.2. Galaxy-galaxy lensing

Given the relatively shallow depth of J-PAS (at least when using only the broad-band filter), galaxy-galaxy
lensing is statistically even more powerful than cosmic-shear measurements. It can be utilized for several kinds
of analyses, most prominently constraining the galaxy bias. Because of its multitude of filters, J-PAS will be
able to discern several different lens populations, which in turn should allow us to constrain more complex
halo-occupation models. This also present a much faster and scalable approach compared to previous work that
mostly relied on spectroscopic follow-up to define the lens samples (e.g.|Seljan et al., 2005} Hirata et al., [2007;
Reyes et al.l 2011)). An straightforward extension is the incorporation of galaxy clustering information. For the
substantial advantages of this combination, we refer to|Yoo & Seljak| (2012).

3.5.3. Cluster Weak Lensing

Substantial progress has been made through numerical simulations in understanding the formation and
structure of collisionless dark-matter (DM) halos in quasi gravitational equilibrium, governed by nonlinear
growth of cosmic density perturbations. In the standard ACDM paradigm of hierarchical structure formation,
galaxy-cluster sized halos form through successive mergers of smaller halos, as well as through smooth accre-
tion of matter along surrounding filamentary structures (Colberg et al.,2000). Cluster halos are located at dense
nodes where the large-scale filaments intersect, generally triaxial reflecting the collisionless nature of DM, and
elongated in the preferential infall direction of subhalos, namely, along surrounding filaments.
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The internal structure of DM halos constitutes one of the most distinct predictions of the CDM paradigm.
N-body simulations of collisionless CDM established a nearly self-similar form for the spherically-averaged
density profile p(r) of DM halos (Navarro et al, 1997, hereafter Navarro-Frenk-White, NFW) over a wide range
of halo masses, with some intrinsic variance associated with mass assembly histories and dynamical structure
of individual halos (Jing & Suto| [2000; Tasitsiomi et al., [2004; [Navarro et al., 2010). The degree of mass
concentration, cao0 = r200/7s, i predicted to correlate with halo mass, since DM halos that are more massive
collapse later on average, when the mean background density of the universe is correspondingly lower (Bullock
et al., 2001; Neto et al., [2007)). Accordingly, cluster-sized halos are predicted to be less concentrated than less
massive systems, and to have concentrations of cyo9 ~ 3 —4 (Dutfty et al., 2008; Bhattacharya et al., 2013).

Massive clusters serve as powerful gravitational lenses, producing various detectable effects, including
deflection, magnifying and shearing of the images of distant background sources (Bartelmann & Schneider,
2001). Importantly, there is a weak-lensing regime where lensing effects can be linearly related to the mass
distribution, which allows us to reconstruct the cluster mass distribution in a model-independent way. Weak-
lensing shear offers a direct means of probing the total matter distribution of clusters (Kaiser & Squires, [1993)
irrespective of the physical nature, composition, and state of lensing matter (Okabe & Umetsu, |2008)), providing
a direct probe for testing well-defined predictions (Oguri & Takadal, [2011]).

Lensing magnification provides complementary observational alternatives to gravitational shear (Broad-
hurst et al., |1995; Umetsu & Broadhurst, 2008; Umetsu et al.,|2011; Hildebrandt et al., 2011} [Ford et al., [2012;
Umetsu, 2013}; |(Coupon et al., [2013)). Magnification can influence the observed surface density of background
sources, expanding the area of sky, and enhancing the observed flux of background sources (Broadhurst et al.,
1995). The former effect reduces the effective observing area in the source plane, decreasing the source counts
per solid angle. The latter effect increases the number of sources above the limiting flux because the limiting
luminosity at any background redshift lies effectively at a fainter limit. The net effect is known as magnification
bias and depends on the steepness of the source number counts.

Magnification bias can be combined with shear to obtain a model-free determination of the projected mass
profiles of clusters (Schneider et al., 2000; Umetsu & Broadhurst, 2008; [Umetsu et al., 2011} Umetsul [2013)),
effectively breaking the mass-sheet degeneracy inherent in a standard weak-lensing analysis based on shape in-
formation alone (Schneider & Seitz,|1995)). Recent Subaru weak-lensing work established that deep multicolor
imaging allows us to simultaneously detect the observationally independent shear and magnification signals.
The combination of shear and magnification allows us not only to perform consistency tests of observational
systematics but also to significantly enhance the precision and accuracy of cluster mass estimates (Rozo &
Schmidt, 2010; [Umetsu et al., 2012} Umetsu, [2013).

Unlike the shearing effect, magnification is sensitive to the sheet-like structure, so that making accurate
magnification measurements is crucial for a robust statistical detection of the two-halo term contribution due to
large-scale structure associated with the central clusters (Umetsu et al. 2014, in preparation).

In the J-PAS survey, we will couple our high-precision multi-band photometry and deep broadband imaging
with cluster weak gravitational lensing to test fundamental predictions from structure formation models with
unprecedented precision.
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The J-PAS survey will allow us to measure simultaneously the weak-lensing shear and magnification ef-
fects from well-defined samples of background galaxies, free from significant contamination of unlensed cluster
member and foreground galaxies. Specifically, the main scientific objectives that we will address are the fol-
lowing:

1. Halo density profile and mass-concentration relation: The stacked tangential-shear signal AL(R) = £(<
R) — X(R) around a statistical sample of clusters is a sensitive probe of the internal structure of halos
within the virial region, where the predicted two-halo contribution AY,;, is one-order smaller than that
of the one-halo component AY; (e.g.,|Oguri & Hamanal [2011). With the J-PAS survey, we will define
homogeneous samples of groups and clusters, and obtain the ensemble-averaged halo mass profiles, to
compare with a family of standard density profiles, such as the NFW, truncated variant of NFW, and
Einasto profiles, predicted for CDM halos in gravitational equilibrium. We will establish the halo c-M
relation as a function of halo mass and redshift, which can be self-consistently obtained from J-PAS
data alone. We will also constrain the mass dependence of the Einasto shape parameter to compare with
predictions from numerical simulations (Gao et al., 2008)).

2. Halo mass-bias relation, by (M, z): The stacked weak-lensing signals on sufficiently large scales R can be
used to determine the clustering strength of the halos, which is proportional to by, 682 (Johnston et al., 2007}
Covone et al.,[2014). We will measure this clustering strength as a function of halo mass and redshift, by
combining the observationally-independent shear and magnification effects for greater sensitivity.

3. Shear-ratio geometric tests: The amplitude of weak lensing should increase with source distance, rising
steeply behind a lens and saturating at high redshift (Taylor et al., 2007; Medezinski et al., [2011]). Such
a characteristic geometric dependence of the lensing strength can be examined in a model-independent
matter by using unbiased shape and photo-z measurements from the J-PAS survey. We will measure the
relative lensing strength of source galaxies behind cluster samples as a function of redshift, for providing
model-free constraints on the cosmological parameters.

3.5.4. Cluster strong lensing

In the center of the cluster (up to few hundred kpc) , where the surface mass density is high enough, of-
ten multiple images of background sources are seen (e.g. |[Kneib et al.[1993; Broadhurst et al.|[2005; Zitrin
et al.|2012(b}, Richard et al.[2010j [Limousin et al.|2010, see also a review by |[Kneib & Natarajan|2011). As
multiple images should be mapped back to the same single source, these are used then to place tighter (and
high-resolution) constraints on the inner mass distribution, which can then be importantly combined with the
independent WL measurements. We plan to incorporate well-tested and commonly-used methods for SL anal-
yses and mass modeling, in various different parametrizations (e.g. |Broadhurst et al.|[2005; |Coe et al.|[2008;
Zitrin et al.[2012(b; Jullo et al.|[2007).

The identification of multiple images, however, is usually a very time consuming task, and often requires
very high resolution space imaging. As a response, we had developed and implemented in recent years a unique
modeling method which is guided primarily by the cluster member luminosity distribution in the cluster. The
success of this method is remarkable - so that unprecedented numbers of multiple images can be in fact be
found automatically be the luminosity-guided model itself without using any images a priori as constraints (e.g.
Broadhurst et al.|[2005; [Zitrin et al.|2009al(b, [2013bla). Following the success of this “Light-Traces-Mass”
method in identifying multiple-images simply by following the light distribution, we have generalized it to
automatically map the matter in galaxy cluster cores, particularly useful for large sky surveys, by scaling their
light distribution using extrapolations from clusters where multiple images are already known. The success of
this method and its implementation in 10,000 SDSS clusters were shown in Zitrin et al.|(2012a). In addition,
this method can help traces cosmic or structure evolution, as we showed in the works mentioned above. We
plan to perform the same automated procedure also here, so that cluster maps can be reproduced rapidly and
automatically.
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In addition, recent efforts have proven larger success in identifying arcs in large sky surveys (e.g. Maturi
et al.|[2013}; Bayliss et al.|[2011). Combined with our automated lens model, this will reveal giant arcs (highly
stretched and distorted multiply imaged galaxies), which can then be used to refine the lens model. Indepen-
dently, the number counts of giant arcs was claimed to add constraints on cosmology (e.g. Bartelmann et al
1998; Horesh et al.|2011).

3.5.5. Cross-correlation with Herschel

The magnification bias due to weak lensing modifies the galaxy angular correlation function because the
observed images do not coincide with true source locations (Gunn, |1967; Kaiser, |1992; Moessner et al., |1998};
Loverde et al.l [2008), but the effect is generally minor and difficult to single out. A unambiguous mani-
festation of weak lensing is the cross-correlation between two source samples with non-overlapping redshift
distributions. The occurrence of such correlations has been tested and established in several contexts (see, e.g.
Scranton et al., 2005 Ménard et al.,|2010; [Bartelmann & Schneider, 2001}, and references therein).

Since the gravitational magnification decreases the effective detection limit it is obvious that the amplitude
of the magnification bias increases with increasing steepness of the number counts of background sources and
is then particularly large at sub-mm wavelengths where the counts are extremely steep (Clements et al., [2010;
Oliver et al., 2010). At the same time, for a survey covering a sufficiently large area the counteractive effect
on the solid angle is small (Jain & Lima, 2011)). A substantial fraction of galaxies detected by deep large
area Herschel surveys at 250, 350 and 500 um with the Spectral and Photometric Imaging Receiver (SPIRE;
Griffin et al., 2010) reside at z = 1.5 (Amblard et al., [2010; [Lapi et al., 2011) and therefore constitute an
excellent background sample for the J-PAS galaxies, which are located at z < 1.4 (with a peak n the redshift
distribution at z < 1). In particular, two of the largest area extragalactic surveys carried out by the Herschel
space observatory (Pilbratt et al., [2010), the Herschel Multitiered Extragalactic Survey (HerMES; |Oliver et
al., 2012)) and the Herschel Astrophysical Terahertz Large Area Survey (H-ATLAS; |[Eales et al., 2010) cover
> 200deg? in common with the J-PAS survey.

A first attempt at measuring lensing-induced cross-correlations between Herschel/SPIRE galaxies and low-
z galaxies was carried out by Wang et al.|(2011)). Later on, Gonzalez-Nuevo et al.|(2014) report a highly signif-
icant spatial correlation between galaxies with S350,m > 30mlJy detected in the equatorial fields of H-ATLAS
(= 161deg2) with estimated redshift = 1.5 (26,630 sources) and SDSS galaxies at 0.2 < z < 0.6 (686,333
sources). The significance of the measured cross-correlation is much higher than those reported so far for
samples with non-overlapping redshift distributions selected in other wavebands.

These works demonstrated that it possible to achieve similar, or even better, measured cross-correlation
signal significance, compared with the QSO case, with a reduce number of foreground sources. These results
open the possibility to extend the analysis on the cross-correlation function to different redshift bins and there-
fore, to study the evolution of quantities as the typical halo mass, the number of halo satellites or the lensing
optical depth. On this respect J-PAS will provide the required large foreground sample with accurate enough
photometric redshifts in order to split the cross-correlation analysis in at least ~ 3 — 4 redshift bins between
z=0.2-1.0.
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3.6. Correlations with the Cosmic Microwave Background Anisotropies (CMB)

Apart from the blue/red-shift on CMB photons induced by the ISW in over/under-dense regions, the cross-
correlation of a J-PAS like survey with observations in the millimeter like those from WMA Planclﬂ ACTﬂ
or SP offer a wealth of cosmological tests, related to the physics of galaxy formation, the motion of matter
and bulk flows, lensing of the CMB and the search for the missing baryons. In this section we will briefly
address foreseen ISW analyses together with all those new approaches, leaving detailed forecasts for future
studies.

3.6.1. Integrated Sachs Wolfe effect

The late integrated Sachs-Wolfe effect (ISW) describes the gravitational blue/red-shift imprinted on photons
of the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) radiation as they travel through large scale, time dependent
gravitational potentials at low redshifts (z < 2). In an accelerating universe, large scale gravitational potentials
shrink and CMB photons leave wells that have become shallower, hence experiencing a gravitational blue-shift.
The opposite mechanism works for large scale voids. This mechanism of gravitational blue/red-shift of CMB
photons was first described by (Sachs & Wolfel [1967), referring to either non-linear structures (like galaxy
clusters, aka Rees-Sciama effect) or at very early times, during the epoch of recombination (Sachs-Wolfe effect
or early Sachs-Wolfe effect).

The late ISW arises at late epochs and is a distinct signature of DE on the CMB. Since it arises at late
epochs and gravitational potentials involve large scale interactions, the ISW contribution is more important on
the largest angular scales, which are however dominated by the intrinsic Sachs-Wolfe anisotropies generated at
the surface of Last Scattering, (z ~ 1,050).

Correlation with the LSS fluctuations. In order to distinguish late ISW fluctuations introduced in the low red-
shift universe from those Sachs-Wolfe anisotropies generated during recombination, it was first suggested by
(Crittenden & Turok, [1996) to use galaxies as probes of potential fields in order to detect the presence of ISW
via a cross-correlation analysis. Galaxies at the appropriate redshift range should spatially sample the same
large scale gravitational potential wells giving rise to the ISW, and hence the large scale galaxy angular dis-
tribution should be correlated to the ISW component that is embedded in the CMB temperature anisotropy
field.

After the first attempts on COBE CMB data (Boughn & Crittenden, [2002), analysis with the higher quality
CMB data from WMAP were conducted right after temperature maps were publicly released
(Boughn & Crittenden, 2004; |[Fosalba et al., 2003} [Vielva et al., 2006; [Pietrobon et al., 2006; |[Ho et al., 2008}
Giannantonio et al., 2008; McEwen et al., 2008; [Dupé et al., 2011} |Schiavon et al.,|2012). Those works claimed
detections of the ISW in the 2 — 4.5 o range, although a number of other works either found lower statistically
significant results and/or warned about the presence of systematics associated to point source emission and ab-
normal power on the large scales (Hernandez-Monteagudo et al., 2006} [Rassat et al.,|2007; Bielby et al., [2010;
Lopez-Corredoira et al., [2010; Hernandez-Monteagudo, 2010; [Francis & Peacock, 2010; [Sawangwit et al.,
2010; Hernandez-Monteagudo et al., [2013)). Recent results from the Planck collaboration, with better control
of foregrounds and systematics, larger sky coverage and lensing information, provide evidence for the ISW at
the ~ 2-3 ¢ level (Planck Collaboration et al.,|[2013c).

7URL site: http://map.gsfc.nasa.gov
8URL site http://www.rssd.esa.int/index.php?project=planck
9URL site: http://act.princeton.edu
I0URL site: http://pole.uchicago.edu

61


http://map.gsfc.nasa.gov

There are several estimators to determine the cross-correlation between the ISW fluctuations and a galaxy
density field. The most used one is the cross-correlation function (Giannantonio et al., [2008]), which, although
it is suitable for analysis of partial/small sky coverage surveys, it is a relatively slow technique. Alternatives to
this estimator are the covariance of the wavelet coefficients (CWC; e.g., | Vielva et al.,|20006) or the cross-angular
power spectrum (CAPS; e.g., Hernandez-Monteagudol, [2008]). These two approaches are typically faster than
the CCE, although their handling of incomplete skies is less intuitive. There exist also optimal implementations
of the cross-angular power spectrum [Schiavon et al.| (2012) working on the base of a quadratic maximum-
likelihood estimator (e.g., [Tegmark, (1997). These methods, on the one hand, provide an optimal handling of
the statistical problem but, on the other hand, are the most CPU expensive (and hence slowest) of the statistical
approaches considered so far. In practice, when dealing with a real data set, it is important to check the results
with all the approaches, since systematics typically affect the cross-correlation estimators in different manners.
For forecast purposes, working with the harmonic space is the most natural option, since, at a first approach,
the CAPS can be seen as a quantity of uncorrelated components.

Both the sky coverage and the redshift depth are critical aspects of a galaxy survey to serve as a dark matter
tracer to detect the ISW effect (e.g., [Hernandez-Monteagudo| 2008 [Douspis et al., 2008). At this respect, J-
PAS offers an excellent opportunity to alternatively probe DE through the ISW effect. In Figure [24] we display
the signal-to-noise to be obtained, below a given multipole /¢, after cross-correlating the angular distribution of
LRGs, ELGs and QSOs from J-PAS with CMB maps. The LRGs should provide ISW evidence at the ~ 2.1 ¢
level, higher than ELGs (~ 1.8 o) and QSOs (~ 1.4 5). When combining these three different probes and after
accounting for their correlation, the total foreseen statistical significance for the ISW detection (in the standard
ACDM scenario) amounts to 2.6 ¢. This remains at the same level of evidence claimed by the Planck team,
Planck Collaboration et al. (2013c).

Constraints on cosmological parameters. Although the ISW signal is subdominant with respect to the intrinsic
anisotropies in the CMB, it is a complementary probe for the dark energy properties. In particular, the ISW can
help to constrain the time evolution of the equation of state of the dark energy fluid.

In Figure [25|a forecast for the a model of Dark Energy with constant equation of state wg #= 1 (p = wop)
is given. The blue area represents the 2 6 confidence level imposed by the CMB angular power spectra (from
Planck), whereas the red ones correspond to including the ISW effect into the likelihood function (assumed
Gaussian in this forecast). The underlying fiducial model is the WMAP 7yr best-fit (Komatsu et al., 2011).
Similarly, in Figure [26| we present the forecast for a w(z) dark energy model (w(z) = wo + w,(1 +a), being a
the scale factor).

Recovery of the ISW fluctuations. One of the most novel analyses related to the ISW effect is the recovery of
the actual ISW fluctuations produced by the gravitational potentials. One can distinguish two different types
of approaches in this problem. (Barreiro et al., 2008, |2012) propose using 2D information of the CMB and
projected galaxy density field in order to yield a minimum variance ISW map estimate. On the other hand,
provided the exquisite redshift information to be provided by J-PAS, it is also possible to produce 3D density
and gravitational potential maps, which can be then projected along the line of sight to generate ISW shells
centered at any arbitrary redshift probed by J-PAS (e.g., Jasche et al., [2010).
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Figure 24: Signal-to-noise ratio for the ISW effect, as a function of the maximum multipole considered in the analysis, for three
different probes of J-PAS: LRGs (solid line), ELGs (dotted line) and QSOs (dashed line). After adding the signal from all these probes,
we foresee a statistical significance of the ISW via a cross-correlation analysis at the level of 2.6 G.
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Figure 26: Constraints of Q,,, wy and w, from CMB Planck alone (blue) and CMB Planck + ISW (red) at 20 CL, for a w(z) dark
energy model (w(z) = wo +wy(1+a), being a the scale factor).
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These analysis would probe the large angle domain of the CMB, where discussion about possible anomalies
challenging the LCDM scenario are ongoing, (e.g., Bennett et al., 2011} |Planck Collaboration et al., [2013d).
Consequently, tests of the Cosmological Principle and universal homogeneity would naturally follow.

3.6.2. The thermal history of the Universe

The common understanding of the process of galaxy formation pictures baryons cooling down after falling
in potential wells seeded by dark matter. In order to avoid the over-cooling problem by which too massive
galaxies are generated (Lin and Mohr, [2004), additional gas heating mechanisms must be invoked, e.g.,(Borgani
et al., 2004 [McNamara & Nulsen, |[2007) and references therein. How exactly this process proceeds is a matter
of active investigation currently. Measurements of the thermal Sunyaev-Zel’dovich effect (hereafter tSZ, [Sun-
yaev & Zeldovich, [1972) have recently been used to shed additional light on this problem. The tSZ describes
the distortion that the black body spectrum of the CMB undergoes when it Compton scatters off hot electrons in
collapsed structures like galaxies and groups and clusters of galaxies. Measurements from CMB experiments
like ACT (Hand et al., [2012) and Planck (Planck Collaboration et al., {2011}, [2012)) have shown that by looking
at the amplitude of the tSZ in halos it is possible to put constraints on the amount of baryonic mass residing in
halos of different total mass, and hence gain insight on the feedback processes involving baryonic physics in
those structures.

The unprecedented depth and volume of group and cluster catalogs to be obtained from J-PAS will consti-
tute a very important contribution to these studies. The photometric depth of J-PAS should allow to identify
~ 5% 10° groups down to ~ 5 x 10'3 M, in the local universe, improving enormously current statistics. Like-
wise, and by first time, J-PAS should enable extend this study to earlier cosmological epochs and provide
alternative constraints of the history of galaxy formation.

3.6.3. Bulk flows, missing baryons and redshift space distortions

About half the baryons in the local universe remain hidden to direct observations, (Cen & Ostriker}, |[1999]
2006). These missing baryons are expected to be in an ionized, diffuse phase also known as Warm-Hot In-
tergalactic Medium (WHIM). These baryons should be part of comoving flows of matter (also known as bulk
flows) triggered by gravity. It turns out that the moving baryons also leave an imprint on the CMB by means
of the kinetic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich effect (Sunyaev & Zeldovich, [1980)(hereafter kSZ). The kSZ describes the
brightness anisotropies induced on the CMB by moving electrons by means of Thomson scattering: it is sensi-
tive to radial component of the electron peculiar velocity with respect to the CMB, and its spectral dependence
is identical to that of the intrinsic CMB anisotropies, making its detection difficult.
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With the advent of last generation CMB experiments, the levels of angular resolution and sensitivity are
approaching the ballpark required by the kSZ. Indeed, the ACT experiment provided recently a promising
claim of kSZ detection (Hand et al.l 2012), while the Planck surveyor has used the limits on the kSZ to set
strong constraints on the homogeneity of the universe on Gpc scales, (Planck Collaboration et al., 2013a). J-
PAS will provide an exquisite mapping of the large scale structure up to z ~ 1, with very accurate photo-z’s for
groups and clusters. By inverting the galaxy density field into the underlying dark matter density and peculiar
velocity fields (Ho et al., 2009; [Kitaura et al., |2012a)), it is possible to search for kSZ signatures in CMB maps
by means of cross-correlation studies. This combination of J-PAS data with CMB observations would hence
provide the first view of the evolution of peculiar velocity fields at different cosmological epochs.

3.6.4. CMB lensing maps

J-PAS will map hundreds of thousands of Quasi Stellar Objects (QSOs) in the redshift range z € [1.5,3]
(see Sect[3.1), hence providing an estimate of the density map of the universe at those epochs. It is roughly
in this redshift range where CMB photons are more efficiently deflected by gravitational lensing following the
inhomogeneities in the distribution of matter. The presence of lensing in CMB maps has been first detected in
terms of the convergence field, (Das et al.,2011;|Van Engelen et al., 2012)), although the highest signal-to-noise
ratio of the detection is owed to Planck (Planck Collaboration et al., [2013b). A further confirmation of this
effect can be obtained by cross-correlating tracers of the matter distribution at those epochs with CMB lensing
convergence maps, (Sherwin et al., 2012} |Planck Collaboration et al., 2013b).

The J-PAS will allow to explore this CMB convergence — matter correlation by combining its QSO catalog
with lensing measurements provided by the all sky Planck mission. The huge common cosmological volume
sampled in this analysis should further improve our constraints on the QSO bias evolution, and will test the
model predictions on lensing on scales practically unexplored yet. As shown by, e.g., (Acquaviva et al., 2008)),
it is on these larger scales where one can look at a scale dependence of the density linear growth factor to
set constraints on alternative gravity theories (like f(R)) and further test General Relativity. For that, it is
required combining RSD measurements on the larger scales with CMB lensing cross correlations, so that the
bias degeneracy may be avoided with CMB data and direct constraints on the growth factor history may be set.

3.7. Alternative Cosmologies and Theories of gravity

The absence of guidance from fundamental physics about the mechanism behind cosmic acceleration has
given rise to a number of non-standard cosmologies. These are based either on the existence of new fields in
Nature, the role of large-scale inhomogeneities or on modifications of general relativistic gravitation theory
on large scales. Combining the expansion history measured geometrically with growth of structure data from
J-PAS, it will be possible to distinguish among several of these scenarios. In what follows, we briefly discuss
some of the most popular alternative models.

3.7.1. Quintessence

The simplest approach toward constructing a model for an accelerating universe is to work with the idea
that the unknown, un-clumped dark energy component is due exclusively to a minimally coupled scalar field
¢ (quintessence field) which has not yet reached its ground state and whose current dynamics is basically
determined by its potential energy V(¢ ) Peebles & Ratra (1988)). The dynamics of quintessence in the presence
of non-relativistic matter has been studied in detail for many different potentials (see, e.g., [I'sujikawal (2013)))
and can be broadly classed into three groups: thawing, freezing and hybrid models (Caldwell & Linder 2005;
Alcaniz et al.| (2009)).
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The dynamics of quintessence or  CDM models is obtained by solving the equations

h2
3M}2’1H2 = % +V (@) +Pm (39)
2MpH = —(0° + pu) (40)

where the pressure and the energy density of the quintessence field are given, respectively, by py = ¢>/2—V(9)
and py = $>/2+V(¢) and a dot represents a derivative with respect to ¢. The scalar field satisfies the continuity
equation py +3Hpy(1+w) =0, i.e.,

¢+3Hd+dV(9)/dop=0. (41)
where w = py /py is the equation-of-state parameter of the dark energy.

In order to realize current cosmic acceleration, the mass of the quintessence field, my = \/d*V(¢)/d¢>
should be extremely small, i.e., |my| < Hop ~ 10733 eV. Although being difficulty to reconcile such a ultra light
mass with the energy scales appearing in particle physics, there has been some attempts to construct realistic
quintessence models in the framework of fundamental physics [Frieman et al.| (1995). From the observational
viewpoint, tight constraints can be paced on the equation-of-state parameter combining geometric probes with
the growth rate of matter perturbations 6,,, which depends explicitly on w.

3.7.2. Interaction in the dark sector

Unless some unknown symmetry in Nature prevents or suppresses a non-minimal coupling in the dark
sector, the dark energy field may interact with the pressureless component of dark matter. In recent papers,
cosmological models with interaction in the dark sector were shown to be a possible alternative to the standard
cosmology (Carvalho et al., [1992}; (Overduin & Cooperstock! [1998; |Amendolal, 2000; [Zimdahl & Pavon, [2001}
Alcaniz and Limal 2005(@}; |Costa & Alcaniz, [2010). Among some possibilities, a model with constant-rate
particle creation from the vacuum has the same number of parameters as the spatially flat standard model and
seems to be able to alleviate some observational/theoretical tensions appearing in the latter scenario (Borges &
Carneiro, [2005; |Alcaniz et al., [2012).

In this class of models, the dimensionless Hubble function is given by (Borges & Carneiro), |2005])

H(z) ‘

Ee) ="~ =1 Qo+ Quo(1+2)2 (42)

whereas for the spatially flat ACDM scenario the well-known expression is written as

Encom(z) = (1= Qo+ Quo(1 +Z)3)% : (43)

Although at low-z, the difference between the predicted expansion rate from both models is very small, at higher
z, .., z = 1, they provide very distinct results. Assuming Q,,0 = 0.45 in Eq. (#2), as the best-fit concordance
value for the present matter densityEl, and Q,,,0 = 0.3 in Eq. , we find Ey(1) = 1.82 and Excpm(1) = 1.76.
This amounts to say that the relative difference is

Ei(1) — Eacom(1)
Encpm(1)
which is slightly larger than the expected uncertainties in J-PAS BAO data at this redshift (see Sec. 3.2). For

the interaction models described in Wang et al.| (2007)) the relative differences are even higher, above 6% for
z=1.

=3.4%, (44)

UITf the creation of particles from vacuum is important during the late times of universe expansion, the present matter density is
higher than in the standard model, provided it has the standard value at early times |Pigozzo et al.|(2011}).
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Besides the phenomenological models, interacting models based on field theory have also been discussed
in the literature [Micheletti et al. (2012)). In the particular case of an interaction described by a coupling &, such

that He et al.| (2010)
P+HK2—§>PK+<1—§>PW]:0, (45)

constraints on the interacting parameter { can be investigated from different sets of observations Feng et al.
(2008). In this regard, an interesting possibility comes from galaxy clusters measurements since close to balance
(p = 0) the virial ratio should be approximated by

(46)

Clusters, therefore, turn out to be good probes for these models. Indeed, the very possibility of an interaction
of clumping matter with an external object, here dark energy, leads to consequences for the virial condition.
Thus, the virial condition is a good test for the dynamics of the dark sector. This has been performed with a
small sample of clusters|Abdalla et al.[(2009); Abdalla, Abramo & Souza|(2010) and a wider set should provide
further restrictions.

3.7.3. Unified models of dark matter and dark energy

From the cosmological viewpoint, the main distinction between pressureless CDM and dark energy is
that the former agglomerates at small length scales whereas the latter is a smooth component on these scales.
Recently, the idea of a unified description for CDM and dark energy has received much attention (Watterich,
2002; [Kasuya, 2001} [Padmanabhan & Choudhury}, 2002} Dev et al., [2003; |Alcaniz et al., 2003 Makler et al.,
2003; Colistete et al.,|2004; [Bertolami et al., 2004; |Alcaniz et al.,[2005)). An interesting attempt in this direction
was suggested in [Kamenschik et al.[(2001) and further developed in Bili¢ et al.|(2002). It uses to an exotic fluid,
the so-called Chaplygin gas (Cg), whose equation of state is given by

A

S @7
Pé,

Pcg =

Inserting the above equation into the energy conservation equation gives the expression for the Cg energy

density
1/1+a
Pcg = Pcg0 [As + (1 +As)(1 +Z)3(l+a) ) (48)

where A; = A/ pé;)“ is a quantity related to the sound speed of the Chaplygin gas today. From the above

equations, it is clear that the Chaplygin gas interpolates between epochs dominated by non-relativistic matter
[Pcg(z>>1) o< z°] and by a negative-pressure time-independent dark energy [pcg(z ~ 0) = const.]. Observa-
tionally, one of the major difficulties of these models concern the predicted oscillations or instabilities in the
matter power spectrum. In this regard, J-PAS data can tightly constrain the idea of unified models of the dark
sector and verify if it may or not constitute a viable alternative to the standard model.
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3.7.4. The Lemaitre-Tolman-Bondi Models
Recently, inhomogeneous cosmologies have gathered considerable interest as a possible explanation for
current cosmological observations without invoking a dark energy field. In the simplest class of such models

our location is close to the center of a large, spherically symmetric void described by the Lemaire-Tolman-
Bondi (LTB) metric |Alnes et al.| (2006)

A2 (1)

ds* = dr* —
y 1 &(r)

dr* —A(r,1)dQ? (49)

where dQ? = d6? +sin® 8d¢?, k(r) is the radial position-dependent curvature function and A(r,¢) /r a position-
dependent scale factor. Plugging Eq. into the FEinstein equations, one finds that the two independent
equations are
A+k(r) 24A"+K(r)
A2 + AA’
A%+ 244+ k(r) = 8TGpaA? (51)

=8nG(pm + pA) , (50)

which provide the following generalized acceleration equation

. .
%%%%:—MTG(pm—sz). (52)
Clearly, cosmic acceleration is possible in these models even for py = 0 if the angular or radial scale factor
is decelerating fast enough. Since the LTB metric allows for different rates of expansion in the longitudinal
and transverse directions, the combination of data constraining the transverse Hubble rate (e.g., SNe Ia ob-
servations), together with J-PAS measurements of the radial BAO scale in many redshift slices, will be able
to constrain this class of models as well as the hypothesis of large-scale homogeneity and isotropy (see, e.g.
Garcia-Bellido & Haugboelle| (2009)).

3.7.5. Most general scalar-tensor theories

Modified theories of gravity have recently been applied to cosmology as a realistic alternative approach to
the late-time cosmic acceleration. There are many modified gravitational theories proposed in literature. Most
of them, however, belong to a general class of scalar-tensor theories dubbed Horndeski theories |Horndeski
(1974). The Horndeski theories are constructed to keep the space-time derivatives of the field equations of
motion up to second order, whose Lagrangian is given by Deffayet et al.| (2011)

5
=Y 4, (53)

=2

where
L = K(9,X), (54)
9%3 — _G3(¢7X)D¢7 (55)
L = Ga(9,X)R+Gux[(09)* — (VuVy0) (VAVY9)], (56)
L5 = Gs5(,X)Guy (VAV9)

L G [(D0)P — 3(00) (VuV00) (VEVY) + 2(VEV40) (VOV50) (VPVu0).  (57)

6
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K and G; (i = 3,4,5) are functions in terms of a scalar field ¢ and its kinetic energy X = —d"¢d, ¢ /2 with
the partial derivatives G; x = dG;/dX, R is the Ricci scalar, and Gy is the Einstein tensor. The Lagrangian
(53) involves only one scalar degree of freedom.

Quintessence and k-essence are described by the functions G3 =0, G4 = Mgl /2, and Gs = 0, where My
is the reduced Planck mass whereas the Brans-Dicke (BD) theory |[Brans & Dicke| (1961)) corresponds to K =
wppX /P —V(9), Gz =0, G4 = ¢/2, and G5 = 0, where wpp is a constant. The f(R)-gravity in the metric
and Palatini formalisms are the special cases of BD theory with wgp = 0 and wpp = —3/2, respectively FR
(1972). The covariant Galileon Nicolis et al.| (2009) corresponds to the choice K = X — 0, Gz = ¢3X, G4 =
Mgl /2+caX 2 and Gs = ¢5X?, where ¢;’s are constants.

In the following we also take into account a barotropic perfect fluid of non-relativistic matter (cold dark
matter and baryons) minimally coupled to the field ¢. Then the total 4-dimensional action is given by

s= [d'xv=g(Z+ 2. (58)

where g is a determinant of the metric gy, and .7, is the Lagrangian of non-relativistic matter with the energy
density p,,.

Background equations. Assuming a flat FLRW space-time, the background equations of motion following
from the action (58)) read [De Felice et al|(2011)

3H*M}; = ppE + P (59)
2HM; = —(ppE + PoE) — Pm » (60)
P+ 3Hpy =0, (61)

where H = d/a is the Hubble parameter, a dot represents a derivative with respect to the cosmic time #, and
the energy density and pressure , written in terms of derivatives of the scalar field ¢ (see, e.g., |De Felice et al.
(2011)) satisfy the usual continuity equation. From the above equations, we can also define the equation-of-state
parameter, wpg = Ppg/ppE. For a given model, the evolution of wpg is known by solving Egs. —.

Cosmological perturbations. We consider the scalar metric perturbations ¥ and & in the longitudinal gauge
about the flat FLRW background. The perturbed line element is then given by

ds® = —(1429)dr> + a*(t) (1 +2P)dx> . (62)

We decompose the scalar field and the non-relativistic matter density into the background and inhomogeneous
parts, as ¢ (1) + 8¢ (¢,x) and p,,(¢) + dpm(t,x), respectively. The four velocity of non-relativistic matter can be
written in the form u* = (1 — P, Viv), where v is the rotational-free velocity potential. We also introduce the
following quantities

8=38pm/Pm- 6 =Vi. (63)

71



In Fourier space the matter perturbation obeys the following equations of motion
6+6/a+3d=0, O+HO—(K/a)¥=0, (64)

where k is a comoving wavenumber. Introducing the gauge-invariant density contrast §,, = 8 + (3aH /k*)8, it
follows that
Ou+2HS, + (K /a*)¥ =3(I+2HI),  where [=(aH/k*)0 —. (65)
The full linear perturbation equations for the action have been derived in Ref. De Felice et al.[(2011)).
For the scales relevant to the large-scale structure one can employ the quasi-static approximation on sub-horizon
scales, under which the dominant contributions to the perturbation equations are those including the terms
k?/a?, 8, and the mass M of a scalar degree of freedom. Under this approximation we obtain the modified
Poisson equation De Felice et al.| (2011)

k2
E‘P ~ —47GeitPpf (66)

where Gy is the effective gravitational coupling defined by

; M (G265 — C2) (k/a)? — EM) ;
N (GG + €26 — 266 (kja) — M2

(67)

Here G is the bare gravitational constant related to My via G =1/ (877:M§1). The coefficients € (i =1,---,5)
are

¢ = —2XG3x —4H (Gax +2XGaxx) P +2Gap +4XGagx

+4H (Gs +XGs px) ¢ — 2H*X (3Gs x +2XGs xx) (68)
G = 4[G4 —X(Q.S G57X + G57¢)] , (69)
¢ = —4GsxH@ —4(Gax+2XGaxx)9 +4Ga o —8XGaygx

+4(Gs 9 +XGs 9x )9 —4H[(Gs x + XGs xx)9 — Gs.9 + X Gs ox|9

+4X[Gs 9o — (H* + H)Gs x), (70)
¢ = 4[Gs—2XGax —X(HPGsx —Gsy)], (71)
¢ = —Kx—2(Gyx+XGsxx)9 —4HG3x9+2G3 5 —2XG3 ox

+[—4H(3 Gaxx + 2XG4,XXX)¢. +4H(3G47¢X — 2XG47¢Xx>](]S +(6 Gy ox + 4XG47¢Xx)(])
—20H>X Gy xx +4X Gy ggx —4H (Gax +2XGaxx) — 6H* Gy x

—I—{4H(2G57¢X —|—XG57¢Xx)¢. — 4H[(H2 +H)(G57X —|—XG57X)() —XG5:¢¢X]}(]S — 4H2X2G5,¢XX
—2H*(Gs x + 5XGs xx +2X>Gs xxx)§ + 2(3H? + 2H)Gs y +4HX Gs ox + 10H*XGs gx . (72)

The explicit form of the mass term M can be found in Refs. De Felice et al.|(2011)).
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Under the quasi-static approximation on sub-horizon scales the r.h.s. of Eq. (65) can be neglected relative
to the Lh.s. of it. Since &,, ~ &, the matter perturbation obeys the following equation

H' 3G,
P <2+ H) 52 000,8,~0, (73)

where Q,, = p/ (3M§1H 2), and a prime represents a derivative with respect to N = Ina. In order to quantify
the difference between the two gravitational potentials we introduce the following anisotropic parameter

=—d/¥. (74)
On sub-horizon scales this is approximately given by

(G~ G (kfa) — GM
o (%2%5—%32)(]{/61)2—(52M2 '

(75)

We introduce the effective gravitational potential P associated with the deviation of the light rays in CMB
and weak lensing observations, @t = (¥ — @) /2/Amendola et al.| (2008). Using Egs. and (74), we obtain

3Ge 1+1 (aH\?
Depp~—————— [ — | Q0. 76
eff 2 G D) k m©Pm ( )
We also define )
Om S,
M= —a = . 77
Sm Hs, 5, 0.

The galaxy perturbation 9, is related with J,, via the bias factor b, i.e. 8, = b§,,. The galaxy power spectrum
Z;(k) in the redshift space can be modeled as Kaiser| (1987) (see also Sec. 3.1.1)

D5 (k) = Pg(k) +21> Pog (k) + 1* Poo (k) (78)

where p = k-r/(kr) is the cosine of the angle of the k vector to the line of sight (vector 7). P4, (k) and Pgg (k)
are the real space power spectra of galaxies and 6, respectively, and P4 (k) is the cross power spectrum of
galaxy-0 fluctuations in real space. In Eq. we have not taken into account the non-linear effect coming
from the velocity distribution of galaxies in collapsed structures.
For the linearly evolving perturbations, the first of Eq. shows that 0 is related with the growth rate of
matter perturbations, i.e.
0/(aH) ~ — fOm, (79)

where we neglected the @ term. In this case the three power spectra on the r.h.s. of Eq. have the same
shape, leading to Kaiser| (1987)

P3(k) = Py(k) (1 +21° + 1) (80)

where B = f,,/b and P, (k) is the real space galaxy spectrum. Using Eq. (80), one can constrain 8 and boy
from observations. Provided that the continuity equation (79) holds, the normalizations of P, P9, and
Pop in Eq. depend on (bog)?, (bog)(f,n03), and (f,,08)°, respectively. Then the redshift space distortions
(RSD) can be also modeled as an additive component by observing bog and f,,035 [Song & Percival (2009). The
quantity f,,08 has an advantage over f in that it can be measured without knowing the bias factor b.

73



3.7.6. f(R)— Gravity

Among several possibilities (see, e.g., Caldwell & Kamionkowski| (2009)), the simplest extension of Ein-
stein’s general relativity is the so-called f(R)-gravity De Felice & Tsujikawa (2010). In the metric formalism,
this theory is characterized by the functions K = —(le1 /2)(Rfr—f), G3 =0, G4 = My1¢ /2, and Gs = 0 with
¢ = M, f r in the Horndeski action. The field equations are given by

1
f,RR,uv(g) - Ef(R)guv - Vuvvf.,R +guva,R = KZT,I.LV ) 8D
whose trace is written as
30fr+frR—2f(R) = °T , (82)

where f denotes partial derivative with respect to R and 7}y is the usual energy-momentum tensor of matter
fields.
In what follows, we consider a metric f(R)-gravity model described by the Lagrangian ¥ = (Mgl /2)f(R)
with Hu & Sawicki (2007)
(R/R:)™
(R/R.)™+1°

where n, A, and R, are positive constants. In the early cosmological epoch (R > R.) the model is close to the
ACDM model (f(R) ~ R— AR,), but there is the deviation from the standard scenario at late times. Substituting
these functions into Eqgs. (59)-(61) and solving them numerically, the dark energy equation of state wpg for the
model (83) starts to evolve from the value —1 and then it typically enters the phantom region wpg < —1 by
today [Hu & Sawicki (2007).

In f(R) gravity the scalar mass M is approximately given by M? ~ 1/(3fgg) for M? > H? |Starobinsky
(2007). When M? > k? / a® the perturbations are in the GR regime where Geg ~ G and 11 ~ 1. At late times
there is the transition to the “scalar-tensor” regime (M? < k?/a?) in which G ~ 4G /3 and 1 ~ 1/2. For larger
k the transition from the GR regime to the scalar-tensor regime occurs earlier [Starobinsky| (2007)). The epoch
of transition also depends on the model parameters n and A. If all the perturbation modes relevant to large-
scale structures are in the scalar-tensor regime today, they show at present a 7y index in the range [0.40,0.43]
Tsujikawa et al.| (2009). If some of the modes are in the GR regime today, the y values at z = 0 should range
from 0.40 up to 0.55. Furthermore, in the scenario where all modes are in the scalar-tensor regime, then at
higher redshifts the growth index should generally decrease with increasing redshift, reaching values as low as
Y=~0.1 at z ~ 1 [Tsujikawa et al.|(2009).

f(R)=R—AR. (83)
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Figure 27: Cumulative constraints on the modified gravity parameter 7, as a function of redshift. This plot shows how the constraints
improve as we include each additional redshift slice. The red line, leading up to z = 1.1, denotes the constraints from RGs; the green
line, up to z = 1.3, denotes the constraints from ELGs; and the blue line, which extends to z > 2.7, denotes the constraints from QSOs.

In Fig. we show the aggregate uncertainties on y from each type of tracer detected by J-PAS, as a
function of z. The uncertainties in ¥ displayed in this figure should also allow discerning among different
modified gravity models for which the growth index ¥ depends on the wave number k and the redshift z, as
motivated by the discussion above. Provided the foreseen errors on 7y shown in this figure are roughly at the
level of 6y~ 0.07-0.12 for LRGs and ELGs, respectively, such scenarios should be easily distinguishable from
GR.

We also note that, in the so-called covariant Galileon model De Felice et al.| (2011), the growth rate of
matter perturbations and the variation of y are generally larger than those in f(R) gravity. Therefore, we expect
this kind of modified theory to be even more tightly constrained by the J-PAS data.

3.7.7. Vector-tensor theories of gravity

Modified gravities involving new vector degrees of freedom have received much attention in recent years
motivated in part by the problem of the large angle anomalies observed in the CMB temperature maps which
could suggest the existence of preferred spatial directions. Thus, the most general action for a vector-tensor
theory without any restriction but having linear second order equations of motion reads:

R

In the so-called Einstein-Aether theories [Zlosnik et al.| (2007), the norm of the field is fixed by means of a
Lagrange multiplier A (A A* + m?) so that A u can be constrained to be either time-like or space-like. In the
time-like case, it has been shown that this kind of fields can act as dark matter. As a matter of fact this kind
of Einstein-Aether theories can be understood as relativistic versions of the MOdified Newtonian Dynamics
(MOND) theory Milgrom| (1983) proposed to explain galactic rotation curves from a modification of Newton
second law at low accelerations. This kind of theories can mimic some of the properties of cosmological dark
matter but the predictions are in tension with CMB and LSS observations. Further developments of this kind
of theories are the Tensor-Vector-Scalar (TeVeS) Bekenstein| (2004) theories which could provide accelerated
expansion solutions |Diaz-Rivera et al.| (20006).
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In the general case in which the norm is not fixed, it is possible to construct dark energy models by choosing
appropriate potential terms Armendariz (2004); [Kiselev| (2004). Nevertheless, one of the most appealing prop-
erties of vector-tensor theories is that unlike scalar ones, they can generically give rise to periods of acceleration
even in the absence of potential terms Beltran-Jimenez & Maroto| (2009). Thus, it is possible to show that in
the V = 0 case, there are six models whose PPN parameters are exactly the same as in General Relativity and
therefore do not suffer from inconsistencies with local gravity tests Beltran-Jimenez & Maroto| (2009), namely:
0=—4A =—4¢,0 = —-31 = —2¢,0 =0 and 6 = me with m = 0, -2, —4, all of them with w = 0. However,
in general these models exhibit classical or quantum instabilities in certain regions of the parameter space.
There is however a particular case which is stable both at the classical and at the quantum level corresponding
to 0 = o = 0|Beltran-Jimenez & Maroto| (2009), and behaves at the background level exactly as ACDM. The
corresponding perturbations have speed of sound c? = 1 and vanishing anisotropic stress 7 =0 ie. ® = —¥
and therefore the model behaves as a quintessence theory without potential term. Notice that unlike ACDM
or scalar-tensor theories, this model does not include dimensional parameters in the action apart from Newton
constant.

This is an example of one of the main difficulties when trying to determine the nature of dark energy from
observations which is the degeneracy problem Kunz| (2012)), i.e. different dark energy models or modified
gravities can give rise to the same background evolution. This degeneracy can be broken in certain cases at
the level of perturbations. Thus for example, modified gravity theories involving geometric degrees of freedom
generically predict non-vanishing anisotropic stress 7 7% 0 unlike standard dark energy models.

3.7.8. Higher dimensions and massive gravity

Modifications of gravity resorting to extra dimensions were proposed by Dvali-Gabadadze-Porrati (DGP)
Dvali et al.| (2000). In these models our universe is understood as a 3-brane embedded in a five-dimensional
bulk space. The corresponding gravitational action reads:

M3 M;
S= —75/51’5)6 —&Rs —TP/d4X\/—7hR4+SGH (85)

with Ms the 5-dimensional Planck scale, Rs is the Ricci scalar in five dimensions and Sy a boundary term. In
this model, gravity behaves as ordinary four-dimensional General Relativity on small scales, whereas on large
scales the gravitational interaction leaks into the bulk. The corresponding cross-over scale is: r, = MIZ, / (2M53).
In a flat Robertson-Walker background, the DGP model predicts a modified Friedmann equation given by:

€ »  87G
<1 Hrc>H =3 P (86)

with € = &1. When Hr. > 1, i.e. the Hubble radius is much smaller than the cross-over scale, we recover
the standard Friedmann equation. However at late times, the modification implies that in a matter dominated
universe in the so-called self-accelerating branch € = +1, the scale factor accelerates towards a de Sitter regime.
Unfortunately this branch has a ghost-like instability. Despite this fact, the DGP model provides the first
example of degravitation, i.e. the possibility of modifying General Relativity in the infrared in such a way that
gravity weakens on large scales. This is a generic feature of massive gravity theories and has been proposed as
a way to weaken the effects of vacuum energy on the geometry.
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In massive gravities, the graviton contains five degrees of freedom, namely the two standard helicity-2
modes, two additional helicity-1 mode and one helicity-0. The standard Fierz-Pauli Lagrangian for massive
gravity is known to exhibit certain ghosts instabilities associated to non-linearities containing higher derivatives
in the helicity-0 sector. Recently a new massive gravity theory has been proposed |De Rham| (2010) in which
all the nonlinearities containing higher than second derivatives are eliminated. This model has been shown De
Rham et al.| (2011) to exhibit self-accelerated solutions without the instability problems of the original DGP
model.

3.8. Inflation

Inflation represents a period of accelerated expansion of the universe at very early times that provides
the appropriate conditions to give rise to some of the present properties of the universe such as homogeneity,
isotropy and flatness. In addition, quantum fluctuations of the inflaton field that dominates the dynamics of the
universe at those early times are the seeds that evolved via gravitational instability to the present large-scale
structure of the universe.

The simplest models of inflation produce a nearly scale invariant primordial power spectrum with a spectral
index n, close to one. Beyond the power spectrum, inflation also predicts density perturbations with a distribu-
tion very close to that of a homogeneous and isotropic Gaussian random field. The degree of deviation from
Gaussianity depends on the specific model and is characterized by the so-called non-linear coupling parameter
Jfar (Verde et al., 2000; Sefusatti & Komatsu, [2007; [Dalal et al., 2008)).

Large-scale galaxy surveys are among the best cosmological observations to provide information about
the physics of inflation. J-PAS will be able to measure with high sensitivity the parameters characterizing the
primordial power spectrum, ng and its running, as well as possible departures from Gaussianity, . This infor-
mation, in combination with CMB measurements, will help in understanding the properties of the inflationary
potential.

Beyond these parameters, J-PAS will also serve to probe fundamental implications of standard inflation
as homogeneity, isotropy and Gaussianity. The large-scale anomalies recently confirmed by Planck |Planck
Collaboration et al.| (2013g)), indicates some hints of statistical anisotropy at scales above several degrees.
Although the sky coverage of J-PAS is not wide enough to study in detail these anomalies, it is sufficient to
explore whether homogeneity and isotropy are hold.

The capabilities of J-PAS to constrain deviations from Gaussianity are much higher. In particular, pri-
mordial non-Gaussianity produces a non-linear bias in the galaxy clustering that will be measured by J-PAS,
providing constraints on the local shape of fy; < 8.2,4.7,1.8 for ELGs, RGs, QSOs, respectively. The expected
combined sensitivity is fyr < 1.

The initial perturbations generated during the inflationary epoch leave their imprint in the galaxy formation
process. In particular, the halo two-point correlation function contains information about all the higher moments
of the matter distribution (Matarrese 1986). The halo bias is modified in the presence of primordial non-
Gaussianity that could be originated in different ways in the context of the inflationary theory. J-PAS represents
an excellent survey to study primordial non-Gaussianity due to its depth and area of sky to be covered.
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The Bardeen potential ®(x) in the case of local non-Gaussianity is

P(x) = ¢(x) + five, (97 (x) — (97)) (87)

where @ (x) is a Gaussian random field and fy; is the non-linear coupling parameter. It is possible to relate the
matter overdensity field dg, smoothed on a scale R, with the potential through the Poisson equation. In Fourier
space this gives the expression

O (k) = AR (k)P(k) , (88)
where 5 2k2T(k)
C
Mr(k) = TmHgWR(k) . (89)

Here, T (k) is the matter transfer function and Wx(k) is the Fourier transform of the window function with
characteristic radius R. Usually a spherically symmetric top-hat function is assumed for Wg(k). Primordial
non-Gaussianity present in the initial perturbations modify the bias relation in the following way

Fr(k
br(k,z) = bg(z) +2(bg(z) — 1)0c(2) //fg((k))’ (90)
where b, (z) is the usual Gaussian bias and
s INL [T ! Py(k2)
Zi) = ger /0 dklkl///R(kl)P¢(k1)/_] .z (ks) < no ) o1)

In this expression kp = 4 /k2 + k% + 2kky o and Py (k) is the power spectrum of the gaussian field ¢. In the large

scale limit we have that g (k) ~ fy, and the correction to the non-Gaussian bias becomes as in Dalal et al.
(2008).

Equation (90) depends on the mass M (or equivalent the radius R) of the halo whose distribution is given
by the mass function n(M,z). The total effective bias is a weighted sum of equation :

— f;;min dM bM(k’ Z)”l(M’ Z)
v dM n(M,z)

b(k,z) 92)

The lower limit M,,;, in the integral corresponds to the minimum mass of the halos present in the survey. The
mass M,,;, is a free parameter depending on the characteristics of the survey. We will assumed a value of
1012130,

Among the catalogues of J-PAS the best to constrain the primordial non-Gaussianity is the QSO sample.
The reason is that this population has a large bias and also it is deeper in redshift, given a stronger signal of
non-gaussianity (see equation (90)).
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QSO | LRG
fvr=0 | 1.46 | 3.34
fvr=101] 152 | 6.51
fvr =301 1.67 | 7.46

Table 14: The 1-0 errors on fyr obtained from QSO and LRG catalogues derived from J-PAS. Different fiducials for fyr are
considered.

QSO | LRG
fur(k,) =10 [ 3.25 | 154
fvr(ky,) =30 | 1.13 | 5.56

Table 15: Errors on the index 7y for different values of the amplitude fiz(kp). The fiducial value of ns is assumed to be zero which
corresponds to a scale invariant case.

The conditional constraints on fy;, obtained from J-PAS are given in Table[I4] The error increases as the
fiducial value of fy; is higher. This increment is more pronounced in the case of the LRG sample. For the QSO
catalogue the error in fy; remains almost unaltered at a value of A(fy.) ~ 1.5. By combining all the tracers
detected by J-PAS, in the sense of |Abramo & Leonard| (2013), we expect to achieve a limit fy; < 1.

Scale-dependent Non-Gaussianity

In the case of scale-dependent non-Gaussianity the non-linear coupling parameter fy; depends on the
wavevector k. This leads to a non-local coupling of the fields. The k-dependence of fy; can be parametrized by

nf
I (k) = fur(kp) (:) ; 93)
D

where k,, is the pivot wave vector. This quantity has no physical meaning and it can be chosen such that the two
parameters fyz(k,) and n; have negligible correlation. The index n represents the derivative

dlog fi (k)
= — . 94
n ( dlogk ),y ©4)
The modification to the .%(k) function when scale-dependent fy, is taken into account is
QR(]() = l/wdklk%//R(kl)Pq)(kl)/l dH%R(kz) <fNL(k) P‘P(kZ) _|_2fNL(k2)) . 95)
81202 Jo -1 Py (k)

The constraints on non-Gaussianity when fy; is assumed scale-dependent are given in Table @ In this
scenario with scale-dependent non-Gaussianity we have a two-dimensional parameter space given by the am-
plitude fyz(k,) and an index ny. The pivot point is chosen around k, = 0.27 h Mpc~! in order to cancel the
correlation between them. The fiducial value of the index ny is zero. Since the correlation between the ampli-
tude and the index vanishes and the fiducial model is ny = 0, then the error in the amplitude fNL(kp) for this
particular pivot scale is the same as for a model with constant fy; (Table Ef[) On other hand the errors in nys
are in the Table|15] When the amplitude is fyz(k,) = O there is no information on ny in the model and then it is
not possible to constrain the index. As the amplitude is increased the error in ny decreases because the model
is more sensitive to the tilt.
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4. Scientific Goals II: the J-PAS Galaxy Evolution Survey

J-PAS will build a formidable legacy data set by delivering low resolution spectroscopy (R ~ 50) for every
pixel over an SDSS-like area of the sky. A unique characteristic of this type of data is the fact that photo-spectra
based on narrow-band imaging, unlike standard spectroscopy, does not suffer from systematic uncertainties in
the flux calibration. Every data point of the photo-spectrum -i.e. every filter- is observationally independent, so
the resulting SED is not affected by low frequency systematics in the relative flux calibration (or color terms)
that can lead to biases in the derived physical properties. Multi-filter spectrophotometry thus provides accurate
(low-resolution) SEDs over a wide range in wavelengths and spatial scales. The four main features of J-PAS
that are relevant to the study of galaxy evolution are as follows:

(1) a narrow-band filter system providing low resolution spectra (R ~ 50) that will result in very high quality
photometric redshifts and adequate sampling of galaxy SEDs,

(2) a uniform and non-biased spatial sampling allowing environmental studies at small scales, unlike spec-
troscopic surveys that depend on target selection and are sometimes affected by fiber collision problems,

(3) an IFU-like character, allowing a pixel-by-pixel investigation of extended galaxies, and
(4) a large survey area and volume which will sample hundreds of millions of galaxies.

With these specific capabilities in mind, we have identified five key extra-galactic science drivers for J-PAS.
These are the following:

1. The Nearby Universe: We will take advantage of the IFU-like capabilities of the J-PAS survey to de-
termine the properties of the spatially resolved components of galaxies in the nearby universe, studying the
evolution of galactic disks and spiral structure, bars, satellites, and spheroidal components.

2. Evolution of the galaxy population since z ~ 1: Using accurate photometric redshifts and the low-
resolution spectra based on the narrow-band filter system we will determine the evolution of the galaxy popula-
tion from the present-day up to z ~ 1 when the star formation rate density was an order of magnitude larger, and
when most massive galaxies had formed the bulk of their mass. We will study the build-up of the stellar mass
function, the evolution of the mass and SFR density, spectral types, and the bimodality of galaxy populations
and the transition region (the “green valley”). Stellar populations will be studied from analysis of the continuum
through spectral fitting techniques, spectral indices and emission lines (individual objects and stacked samples).

3. The High Redshift Universe: By exploiting data from GALEX in the observed near-ultraviolet as
well as several real and synthesized J-PAS broad-band filters we will furthermore be able to select galaxies at
7~ 1 —4 using the Lyman break technique. At z ~ 3 we will construct the largest sample of LBGs probing the
bright end of the UV luminosity function, allowing unprecedented studies of, e.g., their stellar populations and
clustering. We will also be able to detect luminous Ly emitters in the redshift range z = 2.1 — 2.5 using the
narrow-band selection technique, and search for giant extended Ly (and other) emission line nebulae.

4. The Growth of the Large-Scale Structure: J-PAS will allow us to study the build-up of groups and

clusters of galaxies, the evolution of the intra-group and intra-cluster light, and the role of environment on
galaxy evolution based on an accurate reconstruction of the cosmic density field.
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5. The Build-up of Supermassive Black Holes: J-PAS will collect large samples of AGN such as Seyfert
galaxies, quasars, blazars, and radio galaxies over a very wide redshift range, allowing large statistical studies
of the clustering, environments, triggering mechanisms, morphologies of the various AGN populations, and
their role in galaxy evolution during the downsizing epoch.

In Section . T|below we will describe some of the measurement techniques that will be applied to the J-PAS
data. Section 4.2 will describe each of the five key science drivers listed above in more detail. We conclude
with a brief overview of other multi-wavelength data that will be available in the J-PAS area in Section[#.3]

4.1. Measurement Techniques

4.1.1. Redshifts and Sample size

The J-PAS narrow-band system will deliver photometric redshifts with a projected accuracy of o, < 0.003(1+
z), which is set by the goal of measuring the BAO signal along the line of sight. These photometric redshifts
have been estimated for the subset of red L > Lx galaxies at z < 0.9 with good Bayesian redshift “odds” using
the well-tested Bayesian photometric redshift technique (Benitez, [2000; Benitez et al., [2004; Coe et al., [2006;
Benitez et al., 2009).

Summarizing from the data presented in Section 2.4, by year 6 J-PAS will have detected respectively 18
and 73 million red and blue galaxies with 0.3% redshift errors. About 20% of these objects will lie at z > 0.7.
If we relax the 0.3% redshift accuracy that is required by the cosmology experiment to > 1% errors which are
more than acceptable for typical measurements of galaxy evolution, J-PAS will detect 64M of red and 200M of
blue galaxies with 1% redshift error (100M and 286M for 3% redshift error). The redshift distributions peak
around z ~ 0.5, and contain several tens of millions of objects at z > 1 (primarily blue galaxies).

4.1.2. Stellar Population Modeling and Emission Line Measurements
Spectral Fitting Diagnostics for Old Stellar Populations. The use of multi-filter photometric surveys to deter-
mine SEDs and redshifts with high enough level of accuracy (like SDSS, see also COMBO-17: Wolf et al.
(2008); COSMOS: [Ilbert et al.| (2009); ALHAMBRA: Moles et al.| (2008)) has opened a new way to analyze
the stellar populations of galaxies at different redshifts and in different environments, allowing accurate studies
of the evolution of galaxies and cosmology based on very large samples. The combination of the number of
filters, the sky coverage and the depth of the survey will make J-PAS an unprecedented experiment for stellar
population studies.

One of the major advantages of a survey like J-PAS is the fact that it provides low resolution spectroscopy
for every pixel of the sky. We define the term “J-spectra” as the low resolution spectra constructed from the 54
contiguous optical J-PAS NB filters. With low resolution spectrophotometric data, spectral fitting techniques
over the full spectral range will allow the maximal exploitation of the information in the data. A unique charac-
teristic of J-PAS is the fact that the J-spectra do not suffer from systematic uncertainties in the flux calibration,
unlike standard spectroscopy. Every single point of the J-spectrum — i.e., every filter — is observationally
independent from the other J-spectrum data points, so the resulting SED is not affected by large scale (low
frequency) systematics in the relative flux calibration (hence in the SED colors). This means that the absolute
shape of the J-spectrum continuum and its colors have a larger degree of reliability for conducting stellar pop-
ulation studies. Standard spectroscopy, which is affected by well-known flux calibration issues, is better suited
for detailed studies of particular spectral features or line strength indices.
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Figure 28: Spectral fitting of M32 as seen by J-PAS using the MIUSCAT SSP SEDs as template models. The spectrum of M32 at the
nominal spectral resolution is illustrated by the black solid line, whereas the same spectrum at the J-PAS resolution is plotted with red
dots. The best fit of a mixture of SSPs to the spectrum of M32, as derived from a standard y2 minimization technique, is shown with
yellow squares. The residuals are shown in the lower panel in the same scale. Purple bands indicate the locations of potential telluric
lines. See the text for more details.
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For the proper analysis of the J-spectra of galaxies and stars in terms of their physical properties it is
crucial to use template stellar libraries with extremely accurate flux calibration, such as MIUSCAT (Vazdekis
et al., [2010; Ricciardelli et al., |2012). The MIUSCAT SSP models are perfectly suited for the analysis and
interpretation of optical spectrophotometric data, provided that the flux calibration of the library stars is accurate
over the full optical spectral coverage. Another important characteristic of the template stellar libraries required
for J-PAS is the spectral coverage. Since J-PAS will sample the rest frame UV and optical regions of sources
up to z ~ 1, we need synthetic libraries which adequately cover this range.

Reliability of Stellar Population Studies with J-spectra. Much of the recent progress in our understand-
ing of galaxy evolution has come from the so called fossil-methods, which model the mixture of SSPs of differ-
ent ages and metallicities to infer the main star formation episodes of galaxies out of medium resolution spectra
(Walcher et al., 2011, and references therein). Besides the redshift, stellar masses and the luminosity/mass
weighted ages and metallicities of the galaxies, these analysis techniques can recover the mass assembly and
even chemical evolution histories, at least in a statistical sense (i.e.., when applied to large samples). The evo-
lutionary information decoded by these methods resides in the continuum shape and stellar absorption features.
While the optical SED will be adequately sampled by J-PAS, most absorption features will be very heavily
smoothed. This limitation poses the question: what can be learnt about stellar populations from J-spectra
alone? From a purely academic perspective, the spectral resolution of the J-spectra (R~50) is sufficient for
identifying and measuring the strongest spectral features of quiescent stellar populations. For instance, the
A4000A break, the G-band at A4300A, the region around the Mgb doublet and the Fe lines at ~ A5200A, and
the strongest TiO bands redwards of ~ A6000A, are distinguishable in the J-spectra, as illustrated below. It is
important to note that the effective resolving power of absorption features is ultimately linked to the S/N ratio
of the J-spectra.
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Figure 29: Summary of results of the “J-PAS Stellar Population Challenge” (see text for details). The figure presents a comparison
between the luminosity weighted mean ages, metallicities and extinctions (A,) obtained for 12 SDSS galaxies using three different
analysis techniques, namely REF1, REF2 and REF3. Different colours correspond to galaxies with no emission lines and strong stellar
continuum (red), weak emission lines and mild stellar continuum (green) and strong emission lines and weak stellar continuum (blue).

The case of M32. To illustrate this, let us focus on a classic test case of a quiescent stellar population:
M32. Figure[28|presents the best fit SED derived from the integrated spectrum of M32 from Bica et al (1990),
taken from the compilation of [Santos et al.[(2002), and using the MIUSCAT SSP models as input templates.
The M32 spectrum and the template spectra have been convolved with the J-PAS filters to simulate a realistic
scenario. Errors have been set to 0.025 mag in each filter, which corresponds to a S/N~ 43 in flux units. It is
clear from the figure that the best fit, derived from a standard y? minimization technique (Dfaz-Garcfa et al., in
prep.), reproduces well the observed spectrum at both short and long wavelengths. The residuals are shown in
the lower panel. Note the telluric absorption features still present in the spectroscopic data redwards A6000A.
Also, it is worth noting that the MIUSCAT models do not account for different o-element abundance ratios.
The best fit solution to a single SSP corresponds to a MIUSCAT model of 3.2 + 0.8 Gyr and a metallicity of
around solar (0.11+£0.11 dex). When a more complex mixture of SSPs is allowed, a luminosity weighted age
of 6.5+ 1.5 Gyr and solar metallicity (0.0540.08 dex) is obtained. In both cases, the results are overall in good
agreement with those based on much higher resolution spectroscopic data (e.g. |Vazdekis & Arimoto) [1999;
Schiavon et al., 2004; (Coelho et al.,2009), hence illustrating the power of the low resolution data provided by
J-PAS for stellar population studies.
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Figure 30: Two examples of SDSS galaxies taken from the “J-PAS Stellar Population Challenge” (see text for details). The SDSS
images are shown on the left. On the right, the constructed J-spectrum (red) and the best fit (blue) are illustrated. Bottom panels show
the residuals of the fits. In this particular case, emission lines (yellow stars) are detected but ignored in the overall fit.
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The J-PAS Stellar Population Challenge. The reliability of the stellar population parameters derived
from the J-spectra depends not only on resolution, quality and spectral type, but also on the analysis technique
employed. To account for this, we have set up an internal test within the J-PAS collaboration: the “J-PAS Stellar
Population Challenge”. A dozen galaxies of various types were retrieved from the SDSS and their spectra
were convolved with the J-PAS filters. The corresponding J-spectra were then distributed to the participants,
who analyzed them using a common set of ingredients. This is necessary for homogenizing the results and
allow for fair comparisons. Input SSP models were set to |Bruzual and Charlot| (2003), with the STELIB
library, Padova (1994) evolutionary tracks and a Chabrier initial mass function (IMF). Also, a simple foreground
dust screen with a|Cardelli et al.| (1989) reddening law was assumed. The participants were asked to provide
estimates of the luminosity and mass weighted mean ages and metallicities, the V-band extinction, the stellar
mass. In some cases, filters were masked out because of possible contamination by line emission. Figure
presents a comparative view of the luminosity weighted mean ages, metallicities and extinctions retrieved by
the three different participants (“REF1”, “REF2”, and “REF3”). Suffice it to say that the analysis techniques
employed in each case constitute a representative sample of methods employed in the current literature, ranging
from full spectral fits, mixed populations fits, as well as a novel technique involving matching with SDSS
galaxies. The important point is that the results derived by these different methods show a satisfactory degree
of consistency, except for one particular technique that seems to underestimate the metallicities of, mainly,
galaxies with emission lines. It is equally important to note that the results agree well with those obtained from
full spectral fits of the original SDSS spectra analyzed with the same ingredients and the Starlight code (Cid
Fernandes et al.,[2005). This test demonstrates that, at least for the global properties analyzed here, the J-spectra
do not lead to a substantial loss of information with respect to conventional medium resolution spectroscopy.

For illustration, Figure 30| provides two examples of SDSS galaxies employed in the test. Since the SDSS
spectra do not cover the whole spectral range of J-PAS and because in some cases certain spectral windows are
unusable, these tests used less data (typically 45 out of the 54+5 J-PAS filters) than will actually be available.
Notice also that these experiments were carried out in the rest-frame (i.e., at z = 0), but the overall conclusion
should remain valid up to at least z ~ 0.5. As the redshift increases, more UV light will be sampled, forcing
analysis methods to deal with a spectral range not as well consolidated as the optical. On the other hand, the
reduced age range should help alleviating some of the main degeneracies which affect population synthesis. In
addition to that, the fact that the width of the narrow-band J-PAS filters (defined to be constant with lambda)
effectively decreases with redshift by a factor of (1+-z), leads to a significant improvement in the overall spectral
resolution of the J-spectra at high redshift. In fact, as presented later, the higher effective spectral resolution
toward higher redshifts helps to reduce the intrinsic uncertainties in the determination of stellar population
parameters.

The different techniques employed in this test can (and will) be improved and fine-tuned to retrieve more
robust determinations, making use of large spectroscopic datasets in the literature as training sets. On the other
hand, by no means we try to convince the reader that the J-PAS data provide the same information that high
resolution spectroscopy can provide. J-spectra will not be sensitive to weak absorption lines and will not allow
detailed studies of element abundance ratios based on individual line strengths. What we hope to illustrate
here is that J-spectra, even though they are of much lower resolution, provide meaningful information for
stellar population studies. The lack of spectral resolution is partially compensated for by a much more reliable
continuum determination (as compared to standard spectroscopy), so that spectral fitting techniques over the
full spectral coverage can provide reliable information on, e.g., ages, metallicities, extinction, unlike standard
spectroscopy. In fact, the definition of line strength indices in the 80’s and 90’s (e.g. those in the Lick system
Gorgas et al., [1993]; Worthey et al., [1994) was motivated by the need to overcome the intrinsic uncertainties of
flux calibration in standard spectroscopy.
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J-PAS will thus offer a new and fresh approach to stellar population studies. It is important to note that the
state-of-the-art SSP models aim to provide accurate predictions for the observed SEDs, not only for different
ages and metallicities, but also for different o-element abundance ratios. Different parameters in the models
do not only affect predictions for the individual line strengths of Mg, Na, Ti, etc., but also the overall shape of
the continuum (see, e.g.Sansom et al., [2013). Therefore, when the proper set of SSP models is employed, the
J-spectra may be sufficient for distinguishing between different abundance ratios from the full spectral fitting.

Random Uncertainties in Stellar Population Determinations. To have a first estimate of the minimum
random uncertainties that we may expect when measuring ages, metallicities and extinctions from the J-spectra,
we have performed a Monte Carlo simulation with galaxy templates covering the expected parameter space of
age, metallicity, extinction, redshift and S/N. Overabundances or varying IMFs were not considered in this test.
The procedure can be summarized as follows:

o A set of 9 MIUSCAT SSPs with ages of 0.5, 3, and 10 Gyr, and metallicities of 0.0, —0.4, —0.7 dex
were selected as the model target galaxies. The chosen values are representative of the typical ages and
metallicities of red sequence galaxies over a range in mass and up to redshift ~ 1 that J-PAS is expected
to observe.

e The 9 target SSPs were modified to match three different extinction values (A, = 0.0, 0.3 and 0.6), six
different redshifts (z = 0.0, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8 and 1.0), and four different values of the average S/N per
filter (10, 20, 50 and 100). Overall, this translates into 648 target SSPs.

e For each target SSP, one thousand simulations were created according to the assumed S/N per filter. For
each simulation, a ¥ minimization fitting technique that mixes two (younger + older) SSPs (see details
in Diaz-Garcia et al. in prep.) was performed, resulting in a best fit with its corresponding redshift,
luminosity weighted mean age, metallicity and extinction. The whole set of SSPs (0.06 < age < 14.1
Gyr; 48 steps; —2.3 < [Fe/H] < 40.2 dex; 7 steps) of the MIUSCAT database has been employed to
perform the fits.

e With all the best solutions for each target SSP, the mean values of age and metallicity and the root mean
square (rms) of the obtained solutions (44, and Olre/H)) Were computed. These values can be considered
as a first order estimate of the best-case uncertainties in the parameter estimation.

The results of this test are presented in Table [I6] It is worth noting that the uncertainties presented here
illustrate the typical random errors that we may expect just due to the noise in the J-PAS photometry. System-
atic effects coming from differences in the spectrophotometric system of real J-spectra and SSP templates, or
intrinsic differences between simple template models and more complex real galaxies will add additional uncer-
tainty to the derived values, certainly dominating the final errors for high S/N data. In this sense, the numbers
in Table [16|must be considered as a lower limit (best case) to the final errors expected in luminosity-weighted
SSP-equivalent ages and metallicities. As expected, the uncertainties in age and metallicity decrease as the S/N
per filter increases, also depending on the parameter space region (Age-[Fe/H]). For instance, at z = 0, Cpg,
and Oy, /y) vary from ~3 Gyr and ~0.2 dex for S/N= 10 down to ~0.6 Gyr and ~0.02 dex for S/N= 100.
Interestingly, we also see a trend of smaller errors obtained at higher redshift. This is probably due to the fact
that the effective spectral resolution increases with redshift as (1 + z), which improves the power to disentangle
the age-metallicity degeneracy. This is an interesting result that, to some extent, helps to alleviate the effects of
a decreasing S/N with increasing redshift when determining the stellar population parameters.
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Table 16: Typical uncertainties in the determination of ages and metallicities (Gage in Gyr and Ojf, /g in dex) for old stellar
populations using standard spectral fitting techniques applied to J-spectra. According to the photometric errors in the
J-PAS filters given by the different S/N per filter (10, 20, 50 and 100), Monte Carlo simulations have been performed for
different redshifts (z = 0.0, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8 and 1.0), extinction (A, = 0.0, 0.3 and 0.6), age (0.5, 3 and 10 Gyr) and
metallicity ([Fe/H] = —0.7, —0.4 and 0.0 dex). In each case, Gage and Ojr,/p) represent the rms standard deviation of the
3x 1000 best solutions obtained around the nominal age and metallicity input values for the 3 different extinction values.

See the text for more details on the procedure.

z=0.0 z=0.2 z=0.4 z=0.6 z=0.8 z=1.0
[Fe/H] (dex)

S/N Age —-0.7-0.4 0.0 —-0.7-0.4 0.0 —-0.7-0.4 0.0 —-0.7-0.4 0.0 —-0.7-0.4 0.0 —-0.7-0.4 0.0
0.5Gyr  Opge 0.98 1.041.04 0.84 0.930.69 0.70 0.790.56  0.68 0.61 0.57 0.52 0.480.49  0.43 0.47 0.55
OlFe/H] 0.35 0.260.23  0.31 0.190.15 0.350.270.15 0.350.290.17 0.39 0.310.18 0.48 0.340.17

10 3Gyr Cage 2.552.69275 257 2.682.71 244 2.161.95 2.20 1.90 1.31 2.01 1.86 0.91 1.76 1.750.73
OlFe/H] 0.29 0.320.26  0.26 0.240.23 0.28 0.250.13  0.27 0.200.06  0.24 0.160.04  0.22 0.16 0.02

10Gyr  Opge 2.97 2.862.62 273272243 280263150 2.602.311.47 2.47 1.841.41 2.33 1.61 1.06
OlFe/H] 0.26 0.220.14  0.23 0.180.13  0.22 0.200.06  0.18 0.180.04  0.15 0.13 0.01 0.13 0.13 0.01

0.5Gyr  Opge 0.85 0.700.65  0.63 0.390.50 0.67 0.570.35 0.53 0.380.26 0.38 0.310.27 0.35 0.320.33
OlFe/H] 0.25 0.130.13  0.20 0.110.10 0.250.260.12  0.29 0.250.12  0.31 0.260.11  0.38 0.260.12

20 3Gyr OAge 1.90 1.96 1.93  2.00 1.792.11 1.79 1.51 1.02 1.42 1.05 0.65 1.21 1.17 0.62 1.10 0.94 0.58
OlFe/H] 0.19 0.160.15  0.17 0.140.14  0.19 0.140.05 0.16 0.090.02 0.14 0.080.02  0.13 0.08 0.01

10Gyr  Opge 2.09 1.972.17 2.19 2.10 1.99 1.98 1.98 0.96 1.75 1.54 0.83 1.62 1.410.75 1.64 1.120.49
OlFe/H] 0.13 0.110.11  0.12 0.120.09 0.13 0.130.03 0.11 0.100.01  0.09 0.08 0.01  0.09 0.07 0.01

0.5Gyr  Opge 0.37 0.300.25 0.39 0.130.22 0.43 0.290.09 0.24 0.170.05 0.26 0.040.04  0.23 0.06 0.05
OlFe/H] 0.13 0.030.05 0.12 0.020.05 0.18 0.150.07 0.18 0.130.05 0.17 0.090.05  0.10 0.050.04

50 3Gyr OAge 1.05 1.301.16  1.01 1.201.40 0.97 0.720.53  0.81 0.460.48 0.70 0.270.47  0.73 0.27 0.38
OlFe/H] 0.07 0.080.08  0.07 0.070.08  0.09 0.060.02  0.07 0.04 0.01 0.04 0.030.00 0.04 0.03 0.01

10Gyr  Oage 1.28 1.331.35 1.26 1.37 1.17 1.05 1.180.43  0.58 0.860.30  0.53 0.58 0.27  0.42 0.470.15
OlFe/H] 0.06 0.050.05 0.06 0.060.04 0.06 0.060.01 0.04 0.040.01 0.03 0.030.01 0.02 0.030.01

0.5Gyr  Opge 0.20 0.190.16  0.30 0.070.05 0.17 0.030.03 0.12 0.020.04 0.11 0.030.03 0.14 0.02 0.03
OlFe/H] 0.02 0.010.01  0.06 0.010.01 0.08 0.010.02 0.07 0.010.02 0.07 0.010.02 0.05 0.020.01

100 3 Gyr Cge 0.45 0.690.92 0.49 0.700.83 0.44 0.250.40 0.41 0.140.37 0.50 0.070.29  0.52 0.06 0.20
OlFe/H] 0.03 0.040.04 0.04 0.030.03 0.04 0.020.01 0.03 0.010.00 0.02 0.010.01 0.01 0.010.01

10Gyr  Oage 0.65 0.740.54  0.65 0.650.42 0.36 0.650.11  0.17 0.520.02 0.15 0.040.01 0.11 0.06 0.01
OlFe/H] 0.02 0.020.03 0.03 0.030.02 0.02 0.020.01 0.01 0.010.01 0.01 0.010.01 0.01 0.010.01
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Pseudo Line-Strength Indices for Old Stellar Populations. Spectroscopic absorption line indices, as for instance
the Lick system (Worthey et al., |1994), have been widely used to build diagnostic diagrams, where an age-
sensitive index and a metallicity indicator are used to disentangle the age/metallicity degeneracy. Although this
approach can give accurate estimates of age and metallicity, it is very expensive in terms of telescope time,
since it requires high S/N spectra. A similar approach can be applied to narrow-band photometric surveys such
as J-PAS, where the galaxy SED sampled at regular and small intervals in wavelength can be considered as a
low-resolution spectrum.

We model photometric absorption indices on the basis of the MILES stellar population models (Vazdekis
et al., 2010), and using the J-PAS filter definitions. We focus on two age-sensitive features (D4000 and HB)
and one metallicity indicator (Mg). To measure the photometric indices (Hg and Mg), we consider three J-
PAS filters: one filter containing the feature of interest, and two filters directly on the red and blue side of the
feature to measure the continuum. Hence, the index is given by the difference in magnitude between feature
and continuum. The 4000A spectral break is defined by adopting the classical definition of Bruzual A. (1983),
which uses the magnitude difference between the bands at [4050, 4250] and [3750, 3950]A.

Figure [31 shows the potential of this approach for disentangling age and metallicity in J-PAS. The orthog-
onality of the diagram is appreciable mainly when Hpg is used as age indicator. On the other hand, the D4000
diagnostic is not independent of metallicity, but it is also more sensitive to age variation, showing a higher
dynamical range. We have verified that the accuracy of the J-PAS photometric redshifts is not sufficient for
the purpose of measuring indices, as it is large enough to move the filter containing the index by almost one
filter-width, hence compromising the measurement. Thus, we plan to apply this approach to objects with known
spectroscopic redshift. By assuming a redshift error of 4150 km s~!, taken as a conservative upper limit for
the uncertainty on the galaxy rotational velocity, we obtain the index error indicated in Figure [31| by the thick
red bar. The resulting uncertainties in the stellar population parameters are < 1 Gyr for the age and ~ 0.2 dex
for the metallicity. The thin black bars in the same figure indicate an error in the index of 0.01 mag, which we
consider to be the minimum photometric error obtainable. Photometric errors smaller than this will be hard to
achieve because of zero-point errors. Such an error in the index translates into a S/N requirement of ~150 for
each filter. For nearby galaxies, we aim to reach such a S/N ratio by azimuthal integration over rings of increas-
ing radius. With such an approach we will be able to obtain spatially resolved stellar population analysis for a
large number of nearby galaxies, for which spectroscopic redshifts are already available in the SDSS database.

Spectral Diagnostics for Emission Line Galaxies. Emission lines carry information about the excitation mech-
anism (AGN, young or old stars, shocks), the chemical abundance of the warm gas, and its dust content. In
star-forming systems, the Ho luminosity is a well-known tracer of the current star formation rate (Kennicutt,
1998)), while for AGN [OIII]A5007 is a useful proxy for the accretion power of their super-massive black holes
(Heckman et al., [2004).

Due to the low spectral resolution of J-spectra, direct measurements of emission line fluxes will be a chal-
lenge when using J-PAS data alone. A line of equivalent width W increases the flux in a filter of width AA by
a factor (1+W /AL). For AL = 100A and a photometric accuracy of 2%, lines stronger than W ~ 7A should
be detected with a S/N > 3 assuming the adjacent filters trace the continuum appropriately and that no other
strong line is present within the filter. Even in the most favorable situation, J-PAS data will not be able to
separate Ha from [NII]A16548,6584A precluding the application of traditional SF and AGN classification
schemes (Baldwin et al., [1981). In short, direct emission line flux estimates from J-PAS will be of very limited
use, except for the most extreme cases.
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Figure 31: Index-index diagrams for age-sensitive indicators (Hg in the left-hand panel and D4000 in the right-hand one) versus the
metallicity-sensitive index Mg. The model grids are shown for ages ranging from 1 to 17.8 Gyr and for metallicities ranging from
—0.71 up to 0.22 dex. The thin black bar shows an index error of 0.01 mag, equivalent to a S/N ratio of ~150 per filter. The thick red
bar indicates the uncertainty assuming a redshift error of 150 km s~ .

A way to circumvent these problems was devised within our collaboration (Schoenell, |2010). The idea
is to “borrow” emission line measurements from galaxies in the SDSS (or any other reference spectroscopic
data set) that have approximately (say, in a ¥ sense) the same J-spectrum as the J-PAS target. The underlying
premise is that galaxies which are similar in so many filters should also be similar if observed under higher
resolution. Experiments with this spectral matching scheme produced encouraging results. The method is able
to recover the [Niu]/Ho and Ho/HP ratios to within 0.16 dex. Other emission line indices (line ratios and
equivalent widths) can be recovered with a similar accuracy. Figure [32|and Table [17|illustrate the application
of this method to simulate J-PAS data out of actual SDSS spectra. As shown by |Schoenell| (2010); |Schoenell
et al.[(2013)), this method can be easily cast into a fully Bayesian framework, producing posterior probability
distributions for any observed quantity. Conceivably, and in analogy with photo-z methods, even better results
could be obtained by using the appropriate priors.

This technique opens up the possibility to use J-PAS to study emission lines at a level of detail much
beyond initial expectations, substantially enlarging the scope of the project. In fact, this indirect (but very
efficient) spectral matching trick can be applied to any observed or physical property derived from a SDSS
spectrum. For instance, stellar population properties such as mean ages, stellar extinction, mass-to-light ratios
and velocity dispersion derived from a full spectral analysis, such as those obtained by STARLIGH fits (Cid
Fernandes et al., 2005), can be estimated through exactly the same formalism. More details on this method are
presented in (Schoenell et al.| (2013))

Zhttp://www.starlight.ufsc.br
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Figure 32: Tests of the spectral matching method. On the x axis we have the H equivalent width measured on the SDSS spectra
(Wspss) and, on the y axis, we have the difference between the value measured by the method explained in the text and the spectroscopic
one (Wypas —Wspss). The color-scale is logarithmic. The two pairs of dotted lines indicate the AW = 5 and 10% of Wgpgs.

Confronting the Models. One key aspect that has per force been excluded from the considerations above is the
uncertainty in the stellar population models to which the J-PAS data are to be compared. These models are
provided as sets of estimates of the spectral energy distributions (SEDs) of populations of stars of fixed age,
metallicity and, in some cases, o-element abundance ratios, which are referred to as “single stellar populations”
(SSPs). It is well known that the various stellar libraries, isochrones and other modeling constituents used in
the competing model sets result in significant differences in the flux levels of the SEDs derived. These can be
at the 5% level, and often vary systematically with wavelength. However, while this presents a challenge to
the analysis of J-PAS data, it also presents an opportunity. The large quantity of data for nearby galaxies that
will be obtained by the J-PAS survey, particularly those for which high resolution spectroscopy is available,
will allow the comparison of the results from various model sets. By comparing the best fitting SSPs from both
high resolution absorption-line analysis and the low resolution J-spectra in each of the competing model sets,
for the first time an analysis of the consistency and quality of fits of the modeling will be possible. This will
allow feedback to the stellar synthesis community, hopefully resulting in insights into the wavelength dependent
differences between models.

4.1.3. Density Field Construction

The estimation of the cosmic density field is of capital importance for large area surveys which are able
to cover a wide range of environments, from the low density voids to the high density cores of clusters. In
practice, the reconstruction of the galaxy density field reduces to the (weighted) count of objects within some
aperture around a set of positions where the density field is to be evaluated. In the general case, the density at
an observationally defined position r = (RA, DEC,z) can be estimated as in Kovac¢ et al.| (2010):

p(r) :ZmiW(|r7ri|;R), (96)
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Table 17: Emission line accuracy simulation. For each property (which can be an emission line equivalent width or an emission line
ratio) we measured the average Ap, median Ap and standard deviation 6(Ap) of the difference between our estimation and the value
given by the STARLIGHT-SDSS database, which is based on the actual spectra.

Property Ap Ap  o(Ap)
logWon 0.051 0.065 0.223
log Wi 0.024 0.020 0.145
logWiom 0.046 0.048 0.245
logWyqo 0.010  0.008 0.160
log Winmy -0.028 -0.024 0.159

log[NII|/Hy ~ -0.045 -0.042 0.141
log[OIIl|/H; ~ 0.026 0.027 0.250
log Ho/Hp -0.011 -0.013  0.107
log[SI1]/Hy, -0.006 0.019  0.172
log[O11]/Hg 0.036  0.049  0.202
log[OIII/[NII]  0.075 0.063 0.265

where the summation is over those galaxies in the sample that have been chosen to define the density
field, which we refer to as tracer galaxies, m; is the astrophysical weight of the tracer galaxy, and the function
W (|r —r;|;R) is the kernel used to weight the tracer galaxies, which is a spatial smoothing function, and R is
the smoothing length. The W function is typically chosen such that it weights tracer galaxies depending on
their distance |r — r;| from the position where the density field is being reconstructed. Kovac et al.[(2010) show
that photometric redshifts can be used in the estimation of the density field by using the probability distribution
function (PDF) of the zppo. It is common to express the resulting measurement of density as a dimensionless
density contrast §(r) defined as 6(r) = [p(r) — p(z)]/p(z), where p(z) is the mean density at a given redshift.
We will test our methodology using mock catalogues derived from cosmological simulations available to the
J-PAS collaboration. These mock catalogues mimic the J-PAS observational strategy, and are essential to assess
the reliability and accuracy of the recovered density field.

Note that we can measure the density field from the galaxy distribution (88), while we are ultimately
interested in the underlying dark matter (DM) density field (6™), which defines the structures in the Universe.
Both distributions are linked through the bias parameter b, with 62 = b x 6™. The bias could be a complicated
function of redshift, galaxy population, etc. The astrophysical weights m; in Eq. (96) can be used to give less
importance to more biased populations, thus improving the relation between the measured galaxy density field
and 8™. For example, the bias of red massive galaxies is higher than that of blue galaxies. Therefore, the
optimum combination of different galaxy populations will enhance the precision and the reliability of our §¢
measurements. To reach this goal, instead of using as the weight some galaxy property, such as luminosity
or mass, we can use the real bias of each population, estimated directly through clustering or weak lensing
analysis.
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J-PAS will allow us to compare and combine numerous estimators of density and environment. For ex-
ample, the distance to the nth nearest neighbor is also a widely used density field estimator (see |Haas et al.,
2012)). In this case the aperture R varies with the local density, from short lengths in dense environments to
large ones in voids. Finally, decomposition of the density field into the main virialised structures such as clus-
ters, groups, filaments, and voids can provide an alternative approach to quantifying the environment. J-PAS
will allow us to search for differences between galaxies that are situated in similar local density but in different
topological structures, and vice versa. This will allow important tests designed to understand the precise role
of environment in galaxy evolution.

4.1.4. Morphological measurements

Since the first discovery of galaxies, classifications of their morphologies have been proposed. Hubble
established a classification in which galaxies were divided in two main classes according to their global shape:
ellipticals (E) and spirals (S). E galaxies were sub-divided in seven groups according to their ellipticity from
EO (round Es) to E7 (the most flattened Es). S galaxies were ordered into three groups depending on the
relationship between the bulge and spiral arms (Sa, Sb, and Sc). Hubble established a sequence of shapes from
EO to Sc, with lenticular galaxies forming the bridge between E7 and Sa galaxies. Almost a hundred years after
this classification there are still many open questions related to our understanding of the physics behind the
formation and evolution of these different morphological types.

Large-scale imaging surveys such as the SDSS, Pan-STARRS, DES and J-PAS present us with a greatly
increased number of galaxies to classify. Moreover, multi-wavelength, spatially-resolved datasets require us to
also investigate the galaxy colors and the colours of many different components within those galaxies (i.e. thin
and thick disk, bulge, bar, arms). These large data sets make any classification scheme based on visual classi-
fications an enormous challenge, unless a large number of classifiers is involved (see the Galaxy Zoo project;
Lintott et al., 2008). In most instances, therefore, automatic algorithms for galaxy classification are needed.
Automatic methods for the classification of galaxies can be divided into two broad groups: parametric and
non-parametric methods. Parametric methods measure a set of physical parameters by fitting some parametric
laws to the light distribution of galaxies, and attempt to classify them accordingly. In contrast, non-parametric
techniques characterize the morphological types of galaxies by translating them into a different mathematical
or physical representation and then identify the most significant components.

In J-PAS different methods will be used for the morphological classification. The first two methods are
based on the modeling of the surface brightness distribution of the galaxies. In the first one, a parametric
method, we will model the galaxy surface brightness distribution by fitting the traditional parametric laws
(see e.g., Prieto et al., 2001; |Aguerri et al.l 2004, and references therein). We will use standard codes like
GASPH2D (Méndez-Abreu et al., |2008) or GALFIT (Peng et al., [2002)). The modelization will provide us
with an effective radius and surface brightness profile of the main galaxy components (see e.g.,|Aguerri et al.,
2004; [Méndez-Abreu et al.| 2008, and references therein). These can then be used to evaluate the main scaling
relations of galaxies and their evolution with time. This modeling will also allow us to perform a broad galaxy
classification (early- versus late-type) based on the bulge-to-disc ratio or the Sersic shape parameter. Exploiting
more fully the multi-band nature of J-PAS, we will also apply a recently developed multi-wavelength version
of GALFIT named MegaMorph (HauBler et al.l 2013). MegaMorph enables the automated measurement of
wavelength-dependent structural parameters for very large samples of galaxies. In fact, fitting galaxy light
profiles with multi-wavelength data increases the stability and accuracy of the measured parameters, and hence
produces more complete and meaningful multi-wavelength photometry than has been available previously. We
will recover the color and the color gradient of each galaxy component and we will study how it varies for
different Hubble types. We will be able to understand how many components galaxies have, which components
formed first, and if it has been rejuvenated by star formation due to recent mergers, or perhaps quenched.
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In the second method, a non-parametric one, the modelization of the galaxy surface brightness distribu-
tion will be performed by fitting Chebyshev polynomials (CHEFs, Jiménez-Teja & Benitez, 2012)). The CHEF
method will not be directly performed on all objects to be classified, but on a visually, well classified, and
complete set of galaxies (e.g., the EFIGI catalog; Baillard et al., 2011)). In this way, we will project the CHEF
mathematical basis onto a physically meaningful basis composed by the CHEF models of these EFIGI galax-
ies (after scaling, rotating, and flux normalizing them). Then, we will decompose the J-PAS galaxies using
this physical basis providing us with a probability for each source to belong to a certain morphological type
(according to the EFIGI precise classification).

Other non-parametric classifications will be achieved by using the codes GALSVM and MORPHOT. These
two algorithms classify galaxies using a multi-dimensional set of galaxy parameters. The approach of the
MORPHOT tool is fully empirical. In particular, MORPHOT exploits 21 morphological diagnostics, directly
and easily computable from the galaxy image, to provide two independent classifications: one based on a
Maximum Likelihood, semi-analytical technique, the other one using a Neural Network. The technique has
been tested on a sample of ~1000 visually classified WINGS galaxies, proving to be almost as effective as
“eyeball’ estimates. In particular, at variance with most existing tools for automatic morphological classification
of galaxies, MORPHOT has been shown to be able to distinguish between ellipticals and SO galaxies with
unprecedented accuracy (see Figure 33). This morphological classification scheme is expected to be most
efficient for those galaxies with an area larger than 200 pixels (see [Fasano et al., 2012).

The second non-parametric algorithm that we will use for the morphological galaxy classification will be
GALSVM. This code was developed by Huertas-Company et al.|(2008) and has been applied to several samples
of galaxies at different redshifts including galaxies from the ALHAMBRA survey (see [Povic et al., 2013} and
references therein). The ALHAMBRA images are of similar quality as the expected J-PAS data. The algorithm
is a generalization of the non-parametric classifications by using an unlimited number of dimensions. The
classification provided by this algorithm is probabilistic following a Bayesian approach (Huertas-Company et
al., 2008). The algorithm is trained with a set of galaxies visually classified. These galaxies are inserted into
the real scientific images according to the observed redshift distribution of the galaxies that we wish to classify.
For each classified galaxy the algorithm then provides a probability for it to belong to each of the considered
morphological classes. For example, the ALHAMBRA galaxies were classified in two groups (early and late
types). Thus, each classified galaxy has a probability to belong to these two classes. Due to the similarities
between the J-PAS and ALHAMBRA images, we expect to be able to classify all J-PAS galaxies down to 22
AB mag in the 7/-band filter in at least in two broad groups (early and late). For the ALHAMBRA galaxy
survey (400°) we have obtained a sample of 22 051 well-classified objects at z < 1.5 having F613W <22 mag
(Povi€ et al., 2013). This means that we expect to classify several millions of galaxies in the full J-PAS survey.
Large galaxies (larger than 200 pixels) will be classified using a finer classification in which all the Hubble
galaxy types will be considered.

In summary, J-PAS will deliver the largest sample of galaxies with morphological classifications, bulge-to-
disk ratios, and integrated and component colors in the literature, which will be useful for a wide variety of
studies of galaxy evolution.
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4.2. Science Themes

4.2.1. Theme I. The Nearby Universe

What can J-PAS do for improving our understanding of the formation of galaxies across the local Hubble
sequence in general, and for galaxies like our own Milky Way in particular? Although the general picture of
disk galaxy formation has more or less been established, the relative importance of the various secular and
accretion-driven processes is an ongoing topic of investigation. Fortunately, galaxies possess a long memory in
terms of the fossil record in their stars which we can use to trace their evolutionary history. Since the seminal
work of [Eggen et al.|(1962) the importance of the study of ages and chemical abundances has been recognized.
Of particular relevance is the problem of radial migrations of gas and stars within the disk. The realization that
stars in galactic disks can migrate radially across significant distances has, in recent years, completely changed
the discourse on spiral galaxy evolution. The subject of disk migration has received particular attention in the
last few years in light of new astro-archaeology surveys of the Milky Way (e.g., APOGEE, HERMES, and
Gaia). Radial migration in the Milky Way brings stars from the inner and the outer disk, where the mean
abundances are different, into the solar neighborhood. The result is a change in the age-metallicity relation,
and in the relations between ages and metallicities on one hand and velocity dispersion on the other. However,
radial mixing is very much a theoretical concept, and its relative importance to the evolution of the Galactic
disk is still unknown. We also do not know what the main mechanism is that produces the radial migration.
Sellwood & Binney| (2002) postulated that resonant scattering of disk stars off of successive, transient spiral
density waves can produce significant displacements (>4 kpc). Minchev & Famaey| (2010) further argued
that an overlap of bar and spiral arms resonances could drastically enhance the migration efficiency within
disks. Lastly, Quillen et al.| (2009) showed that radial migrations of stars to the outskirts of disk galaxies could
arise via tidal perturbations during the peri-center passages of dwarf satellites. These different mechanisms are
furthermore expected to have different efficiencies in galaxies of different masses, different bar strengths, and
different environments. Therefore, studying the properties of the spatially resolved stellar populations in large
samples of galaxies covering a large range of masses, structural properties and environments should allow us to
constrain the importance of secular evolution/radial migrations and the main physical mechanisms responsible.

Another problem that has received considerable attention in the last few years relates to the formation of
the thick disk. Because of its old age and because it constitutes a kinematically and chemically recognizable
relic of the early Galaxy, the thick disk is a highly significant component for the study of galaxy formation.
How did the thick disk form? Several mechanisms have been proposed, including (i) gas rich mergers at high
redshift (e.g., [Brook et al., [2004)), (ii) accretion debris (Abadi et al.l 2003), (iii) heating of the thin disk via
disruption of its early massive clusters (e.g., Kroupa, 2002)), (iv) heating of the thin disk by accretion events,
and (v) migration of more energetic orbits from the inner galaxy to larger radii where the potential gradient is
weaker (Schonrich & Binney, 2009). To test these formation models, detailed comparison of thin and thick disk
properties are required across a range of galaxy masses. In particular, the relative ages and chemical enrichment
patterns of the thin and thick disks are expected to differ among these different formation models. If the thick
disk results from a gradual kinematical heating of the thin disk, there should be a smooth age and enrichment
gradient between the two. In contrast, if the thick disk is formed from accreted stars we should expect the
ages and metallicities of the thin and thick disk to be only weakly correlated. We may also expect to see
variations with the mass of the galaxies, with less massive galaxies being more susceptible to external heating
and more massive galaxies being better able to tidally disrupt satellites. Measuring the ages and metallicities of
thick disks outside the local group has proved to be challenging (see|Yoachim & Dalcanton, |2008, for an early
attempt).
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Large spectroscopic studies of stellar populations across the disks of spiral galaxies have been very scarce
(Yoachim & Dalcanton, [2008}; [Yoachim et al., [2012; MacArthur et al.| [2009; Sanchez-Blazquez et al., 2009).
In total, less than ~30 galaxies have been studied and these studies were mostly limited to the inner disk. Fur-
thermore, disk galaxies are intrinsically complex, with multiple structural components (e.g., disks, bulges, bars,
and halos). Long-slit spectroscopic studies therefore often loose valuable information or introduce confusion
bias. Spectroscopic surveys such as CALIFA (Sanchez et al.l 2012)), VENGA (Blanc et al.| 2013), and SAMI
(Croom et al.,[2012) are using integral field units to perform spatially resolved studies of the stellar populations
in nearby disk galaxies. Although these surveys will allow a major step forward, the number of galaxies that
they reach is still fairly limited. J-PAS will offer a number of benefits over other studies. First, the large survey
area and corresponding large sample size will allow us to isolate statistically the influence of parameters such
as mass, morphological type, and environment, on the spatially resolved stellar populations and population
gradients across the disks. Second, J-PAS will be able to trace the low surface brightness external parts of disks
beyond 3 scale-lengths, which are very difficult to reach for the spectroscopic surveys mentioned above. The
spatial resolution offered by J-PAS will allow us to resolve the stellar populations in the different components
of galaxies, such as arms, inter-arms, bars, rings, and central components.

Dwarf Galaxies. Dwarf elliptical galaxies (dEs) are small, low-luminosity galaxies which constitute the dom-
inant population of nearby galaxy clusters. Indeed, dEs alone outnumber high luminosity galaxies by a factor
of 6 in the Local Group (Mateo, [1998)), and they represent more than 50% of the galaxies in the Virgo cluster
(Sandage et al., [1985). As potential building blocks of massive galaxies in hierarchical frameworks of galaxy
formation, dwarf elliptical galaxies may provide important clues on the main processes involved in galaxy
assembly and evolution.

With the advent of larger telescopes and more sophisticated instrumentation, we now know that dEs display
a much wider range of properties than originally thought, opening again the debate about their origin. The
three most widely adopted scenarios are: (1) They might be primordial objects which expelled their gas in early
stages of their evolution because of supernova explosions (e.g. Mori et al, [1999), (2) dEs could be the by-
product of late-type disky galaxies that entered clusters ~5 Gyr ago and evolved into a hot spheroid because of
internal dynamical processes (Conselice et al.,|2001). (3) Tidal harassment within the cluster. Dwarf ellipticals
are mostly found in clusters and groups of galaxies, while star forming dwarfs are predominantly found in the
field (Dressler, [1980). This very pronounced morphology density-relation for dwarfs shows that indeed the
environment plays a very important role in their evolution.

In recent years, a growing number of studies has shown that they are a surprisingly inhomogenous class:
photometric studies of large samples of Virgo dwarf early-types have revealed the presence of disks, bars,
spiral arms, and nuclei (e.g. |Lisker et al., [2007; Janz et al., [2012). A diversity of properties has also been
found through the analysis of dE stellar populations, such as their ages, metallicities, and the gradients thereof
(e.g. [Chilingarian|, 2009} |[Koleva et al., [2011). Kinematic studies confirm and add to the variety: the degree of
rotation is not correlated with the (projected) flattening, and kinematically-decoupled components are found
in some early-type field dwarfs (Toloba et al.l 2011} [RyS et al.,|2013). This diversity has made it challenging
to both relate the different subtypes to each other, as well as to place the whole class in the larger context of
galaxy assembly and (trans)formation processes.
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Despite their large numbers and paramount importance in our understanding of galaxy evolution, the low-
luminosity character of these systems has always prevented extensive studies of similar quality as those per-
formed on normal galaxies. On one hand, major photometric surveys (e.g. SDSS), while a good source for
identifying candidates, are often too shallow to map the properties of these galaxies far out in radius. Spec-
troscopic studies, on the other hand, are based on a rather limited number of dwarf galaxies and are typically
restricted to a single aperture measurement or a short long-slit profile. Today, integral-field spectroscopic stud-
ies, while providing a wealth of detailed spectral information, are still scarce (e.g. RyS et al., [2013). None
of the upcoming major integral-field surveys (e.g. CALIFA, SAMI, ManGA) will change this picture in the
foreseeable future.

The J-PAS Galaxy Evolution Survey presented here opens up a new and important window in this field.
Not only will it allow the identification of many dwarf galaxies in different environments over the surveyed
area of 85000°, but, most importantly, it will be deep enough to probe regions well beyond where the surface
brightness profiles of these galaxies are no longer described well by a single exponential profile. The multi-
band observing strategy of the J-PAS survey will allow us, for the first time, to produce a very detailed study of
the stellar populations of dwarf galaxies well into their outskirts. The analysis of their star formation histories
at different radii will reveal whether star formation takes place in an inside-out fashion (i.e. as most ordinary
galaxies exhibit) or if on the contrary secular evolutionary processes dominate their evolution. It will also
reveal the importance of environmental processes in those dwarfs living in clusters. Combined with the results
obtained for ordinary galaxies, the J-PAS survey has the potential to become the absolute reference in the field
of stellar populations by providing the complete picture of galaxy evolution as a function of mass, luminosity,
and galacto-centric radius for the largest set of galaxies ever observed.

Extragalactic Globular Clusters. The formation of globular clusters (GCs) is thought to be linked to major
episodes of star formation in galaxies (Larson, |1996; |[Elmegreen & Efremov, [1997; |Ashman & Zepf] 2001).
A key observational result on this topic is the existence of a bimodal color distributions in the GC systems of
most galaxies, including our Milky Way. This fact has been widely interpreted as evidence for two distinct
GC subpopulations — metal rich (red) and metal poor (blue) — and this has been confirmed in many cases by
conducting detailed spectroscopic studies of extragalactic GC systems in nearby galaxies. Different galaxy
formation scenarios are proposed to explain the existence of the GC subpopulations, involving mergers, in situ
formation or accretion processes. In this sense, GCs are relics that provide valuable information on how the
main star formation episodes of their host galaxies took place. An interesting review on extragalactic GCS and
their capability to shed light on galaxy formation can be found in Brodie & Strader| (2006).

How can J-PAS contribute to our understanding of GC systems and, therefore, galaxy formation and evo-
lution? Extragalactic GCs appear as point-like sources in the outskirts of galaxies. A good characterization of
GC subpopulations in terms of ages and metallicities in all kind of galaxies is essential to have robust statistics
and put constraints on the complex process of GC and galaxy formation. Detailed studies have been limited
to spectroscopic work on 8 — 10 m class telescopes, and are therefore scarce and time-consuming (e.g. |Strader
et al., 2005} |Cenarro et al., [2007). As a low resolution IFU, J-PAS will constitute a revolution in this topic
by providing a massive census of extragalactic GCs for thousands of nearby galaxies in the 85000° survey
area. The multi-filter approach will allow not only to detect GC candidates but also to characterize their stellar
populations in the same way as explained in Section
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It is well known that the number of GCs scales with the galaxy luminosity (Harris & Racine, [1979). This
introduces the definition of the so called specific frequency of GCs, Sn, which can be considered approximately
as the number of GCs per unit luminosity (Harris & van den Berghl |1981}; Harris, [1991) normalized to M, =
—15. The specific frequency varies in the range 0.3 — 1 for spiral galaxies, 1 — 15 for giant ellipticals and
1 — 30 for dwarf elliptical galaxies. For instance, the Milky Way has Sy ~ 0.6 (~ 150 GCs), whereas the giant
elliptical M87 has a Sy of 14.1 £ 1.6 (Harris et al., |1998), with more than 1000 GCs. Interestingly, GCs are
also considered as standard rulers for inferring cosmological distances. GC systems follow a roughly universal,
Gaussian-like luminosity function (LF) that peaks at My ~ —7.5 (e.g. Harris, 2001; (Cezario et al., 2013).
Therefore the number of GCs that J-PAS will detect depends on the distance to the galaxy and the galaxy type
and luminosity.

To get an idea of the impact that J-PAS will have in this field, let us consider the galaxies in the Virgo
Cluster. Assuming a distance of ~ 17 Mpc (m—M ~ 31.15) the globular cluster LF peaks at V~ 23.65, or
g ~ 24 (depending on the GC color). The J-PAS magnitude limit in g band reaches down to 23.75 (S/N=5;
3 arcsec aperture). This means that J-PAS will be able to detect nearly all GCs in the bright half of the globular
cluster LF, which amounts to several hundreds of GCs in a typical massive elliptical galaxy. The brightest GCs
in Virgo galaxies have g ~ 20— 20.5, depending on the colour. So, making use of the survey broad-band filters,
J-PAS will detect all the GCs 2.5 — 3 mag fainter than this value. More interestingly, if we focus on the J-PAS
narrow-band filters, at the Virgo cluster distance J-PAS will detect all the GCs down to 2 — 2.5 mag fainter than
the brightest GCs. This amounts to from around one hundred GCs per giant elliptical in Virgo to a few (0 —5)
GCs in dwarf ellipticals, as the number of GCs scales with the galaxy luminosity.

Putting all the above numbers in context: integrated over the 85000° area that J-PAS will cover, it is
expected to observe tens of thousands of GCs in nearby galaxies (say < 20 Mpc), with a J-spectrum for each
GC. This will provide a first estimate of the GC metallicity and age, allowing to split between metal rich and
metal poor GCs, as well as to study the ages of the GCs and infer new clues on the formation epoch depending
on the host galaxy type.

Tidal Disruption Events in Globular Clusters. J-PAS will also provide a highly efficient means of detecting the
aftermath of tidal disruption events within extragalactic GCs caused by stars being torn apart by tidal forces
from intermediate-mass black holes (IMBHs, masses in the 100-10,000 M, range) within the cluster. The
possibility that globular clusters harbor IMBHs has been a bone of contention for more than 30 years. Demon-
strating whether or not IMBHs exist in globular clusters has important ramifications on our understanding of
not only black hole formation, but also of the postulated feedback mechanism linking the growth of black holes
and galaxy formation that is believed to cause the well-known Mpy — o relation in massive galaxies. If IMBHs
exist in the centers of globular clusters, they should occasionally disrupt passing stars (Rees), |1988}; [Baumgardt
et al., 2004)). It is predicted that the debris from the disrupted star forms a precessing, self-interacting stream,
which ultimately forms an accretion disk, an optically-thick envelope, and a quasi-spherical ~ 10* K diffuse
photosphere around the black hole.
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This envelope of stellar debris is expected to intercept X-rays from matter in the accretion disk around the
black hole and reprocess it in the optical/UV part of the spectrum in the form of emission lines superimposed
on the stellar continuum of the stars within the GC. This emission should be detectable for a few hundred years
after the disruption event (Clausen & Eracleous, |201 1} |Strubbe & Quataert, 2009). Such a post-tidal disruption
event by a GC black hole is believed to have been observed in a GC near the Fornax Cluster elliptical galaxy
NGC 1399 that harbors the luminous X-ray source CXO J033831.8-352604. [Irwin et al.|(2010) detected strong
[N II] and [O III] emission lines in the optical spectrum of this GC, and |Clausen et al.| (2012) argued that the
X-ray and optical properties of this cluster are consistent with the tidal disruption of a star by a 100-200 M,
black hole 100-200 years ago. The tens of thousands of extragalactic GCs that J-PAS will observe within 20
Mpc will provide fertile hunting grounds for further examples of tidal disruption aftermaths. The J-spectra of
the brighter (m, ~ 20 —20.5 mag) systems should be sufficient for detecting the strong emission lines such as
those found in CXO J033831.8-352604.

4.2.2. Theme II. Evolution of the Galaxy Population since z ~ 1

Over the past decade, large-area sky surveys of the relatively nearby universe, such as SDSS (York et al.,
2000), 2MASS (Skrutskie et al., [1997), and GALEX (Martin et al., 2005)), have proven the power of large data
sets for answering fundamental questions on extragalactic astronomy. These data, combined with the much
deeper multi-wavelength pencil-beam surveys of the high-redshift universe (e.g. AEGIS, COMBO-17, GEMS,
CANDELS), have improved significantly our understanding of the evolution of galaxies and stellar populations
in galaxies over the last 9 billion years and more. Systematic studies of, for example, morphologies, number
densities, luminosity and stellar mass functions, stellar populations, and the effect of the environment over
a wide range in redshift are required to construct a detailed picture of galaxy evolution. In the relatively
nearby universe, the SDSS has been instrumental in constraining many of the relevant parameters through a
combination of large-area imaging with targeted medium-resolution spectroscopic follow-up. Large “value-
added” data sets based on the combination of SDSS optical samples with samples in the UV from GALEX, in
the near-infrared from 2MASS and WISE, and in the radio from FIRST have greatly extended the range of extra-
galactic science questions that can be addressed with these data. At higher redshifts, multi-filter photometric
surveys such as COMBO-17 (Wolf et al., [2008)), COSMOS (Ilbert et al., |2009), and ALHAMBRA (Moles et
al.,|2008)) have allowed to determine photometric redshifts while at the same time sample the SEDs of galaxies
with an accuracy sufficient for evaluating stellar populations as a function of, e.g., redshift and environment.

For the majority of galaxies that will be unresolved, J-PAS will be used to determine, e.g., the stellar masses,
luminosity/mass-weighted ages, dust content, some line-strength indices suited for low-resolution data, current
star-formation rates, past star-formation histories, and the presence of AGNs. All these parameters will be
studied as a function of, e.g., redshift and environment thereby constraining the main mechanisms responsible
for galaxy evolution over the crucial redshift range 0 < z < 1.5, which can be compared to data from deeper
surveys probing higher redshifts.
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In Fig. [34] we present an overview of many of the main past and present galaxy surveys in terms of their
sky coverage and limiting magnitude. The largest spectroscopic surveys do not typically reach very deep, while
the deepest photometric surveys are typically limited in sky coverage. J-PAS will populate a “sweet-spot”
in the area—depth plane. The sky coverage is comparable to that of the SDSS photometric survey. Its main
power however lies in the fact that it achieves a similar or greater depth compared to SDSS in each of its many
narrow-band filters. This adds great leverage to the study of galaxy evolution when spectra are not feasible and
a small set of broad band filters offer a spectral characterization that is too coarse for most detailed diagnostic
studies. The J-PAS broad-band filters will reach ~ 2 mag deeper than those of the SDSS, allowing the detection
of lower-mass galaxies, higher redshift galaxies, and more low surface brightness details in nearby systems
compared to SDSS. Other large optical surveys, such as KIDS and DES will observe > 15000° of sky, and
will go several magnitudes fainter than J-PAS in the optical broad-bands, but will not have the great leverage
in photometric redshifts and spectral classifications achieved by the 56 filters of J-PAS. It is therefore expected
that these surveys will be highly complementary, rather than repetitive.

What kind of galaxies will J-PAS be able to detect? In Fig. [35] we show a recent simulation of galaxies
in an area of about 2 square degrees as a function of redshift and R-band magnitude, colour-coded according
to their stellar mass. The J-PAS detection limit in the R-band is about 24 mag (50, AB) measured inside a 3"
diameter circular aperture (horizontal line). In principle, J-PAS will thus be able to detect large numbers of
galaxies down to M, ~ 10° M, up to z ~ 0.4 and M, ~ 10'° M, up to z ~ 1.5. Although the exact amount of
information that we will be able to extract from these galaxies based on the 56 J-PAS bands will depend on, for
example, the achieved S/N in each filter, the redshift and the spectral type of each galaxy, Fig. [35|illustrates the
enormous leverage power in stellar mass and redshift that J-PAS will bring to the field of galaxy evolution. This
will allow us to open (or re-open) a large number of parallel investigations in this field. It would be cumbersome
to discuss all the possibilities here, but we will list a few.

In a colour-magnitude diagram (CMD) the distribution of galaxies appears bimodal, and this is true at both
low and high redshift. Quiescent early-type galaxies (ETGs) and star-forming late-type galaxies (SFGs) pop-
ulate preferentially the red sequence and the blue cloud, respectively. The colors of non-star-forming galaxies
in the red sequence change with redshift as expected for passively aging stellar populations. In the blue cloud,
galaxy colors are determined by recently born stars and vary little with redshift. The cosmic star formation rate
(SFR) density evolved strongly with time, achieving a peak when the universe had about half of its current age,
at z ~ 1.5 — 2. Galaxies in the blue cloud that see their star formation quenched should move quickly toward
the red sequence, traversing the so-called “green valley” in the interim. Even though the details are not yet fully
understood, the triggering of star formation by post-merger starbursts in blue cloud galaxies, the quenching of
star formation by AGN feedback, and the amounts of neutral gas available, are all crucial for regulating the
evolution of galaxies. Understanding how and why galaxies traverse the CMD and evolve with time will be one
of the main goals pursued by J-PAS.
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If we look at galaxy assembly in detail, the evolutionary scheme is more complicated. The stellar mass in
red galaxies increases by a factor of two since z =1 (Bell et al.| 2004; [Faber et al.| 2007; (Cristobal-Hornillos
et al.,[2009)), in agreement with hierarchical models of galaxy formation and evolution. However, red sequence
galaxies as massive as 3x10'' M were already in place at z ~ 2 (Nicol et al., 2011), and many of these
galaxies are very compact (Daddi et al.| 2005 [Trujillo et al., 2006)). The fact that such massive, dense systems
(M ~ 10“M©, R. ~ 1.5 kpc) appear to be scarce in the nearby universe (Trujillo et al.| (2009) find < 0.03%
based on the SDSS, see also Taylor et al.| (2010)) implies that the structural properties of these massive objects
have evolved strongly between z ~ 2 and the present (Trujillo et al.| [2007; [Buitrago et al., 2008)). J-PAS will
be able to contribute to this problem in at least two ways. First, it will be possible to sample the evolution
from massive galaxies at high redshift to massive galaxies at low redshift in various redshift bins from z ~ 1 to
z = 0 with unprecedented statistics. The statistics of this evolving population could then shed light on the main
mechanisms that transform the structural properties of these galaxies over time. Second, J-PAS will allow us
to search for rare local galaxies that are in a stage analogous to the dense and compact stage as those at high
redshift, thereby shedding light on the formation mechanisms of these systems (e.g. (Overzier et al., 2009). It
is believed that the formation of (compact) spheroids at high redshift is related to the core—cusp dichotomy
observed in local early-type galaxies (Kormendy et al., 2009), in which the most massive early-types tend to
have a deficit of light in their inner regions with respect to their outer Sersic profile, and lower mass early-types
tend to have an excess of light in their inner regions. These observations are consistent with the latter being
the result of so-called “wet” or dissipative mergers at high redshift that form dense mass concentrations in the
core, while the former are the result of “dry” mergers that lead to a “cored” inner profile. Examples of this
process can be seen in various classes of nearby galaxies that are good analogues of the compact spheroids at
high redshift in various stages of their evolution (e.g. see|Overzier et al.,[2009; Trujillo et al., |2012; Jiang et al.,
2012)).

Another area in which J-PAS data could excel is that of the population of intensely star-forming (star-
bursting) galaxy population. In the very nearby universe, the relatively rare class of starburst galaxies are
the only set of galaxies in which we can directly observe the interplay between (massive) star formation and
the interstellar medium at high spatial and spectral resolution. Though interesting by itself, these studies are
important for providing insight into similar processes that were much more common in galaxies at much earlier
times. Despite detailed observations of star-forming populations at high redshift observed with for example
the Hubble Space Telescope, we still rely largely on locally determined calibrations and diagnostics when
determining their physical properties. J-PAS will allow us to not only establish new large “training sets” to
aid in the determination of galaxy properties at higher redshifts, it will also allow us to directly compare the
main properties of the heavily star-forming population as a function of redshift. Atz 2 1, the far-UV is directly
accessible in the U-band, while at lower redshifts a combination between GALEX and J-PAS will allow us
to select large numbers of UV-luminous starburst systems that share many similarities with the typical star-
forming population at z = 2 — 4 (Heckman et al., 2005).
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A related area of research will involve studying the effects of galactic outflows and their importance in
galaxy evolution. For systems at z 2> 0.3, the Fe IIAA2586,2600 and Mg IIAA2796,2803 absorption line dou-
blets, which are sensitive probes of the cool galaxy-wide ionized winds, are accessible in the observed optical.
J-PAS should deliver the largest sample to date of systems covering a wide range of redshift, stellar mass, and
SFR (density) that are well-suited for detailed follow-up spectroscopy of such wind features. This will allow
an unprecedented survey of the interplay between gas and stars that is crucial to constrain the importance of
stellar winds feedback in galaxy evolution (e.g.[Iremonti et al., 2007; Rubin et al.,[2010; Heckman et al., 2011}
Diamond-Stanic et al., [2012; |Rubin et al., |[2013]).

4.2.3. Theme III. The Growth of Large-scale Structure and Environment

Galaxy evolution as a function of environment. Dressler| (1980) showed that the fraction of elliptical and lentic-
ular galaxies increases towards d