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A B ST R A C T

Theincidenceofgiantarcsduetostrong-lensing clustersofgalaxiesisknown
to be discrepantwith currenttheoreticalexpectations. Thisresultderivesfrom
a com parison ofseveralcluster sam ples to predictions in the fram ework ofthe
currentlyfavored �CDM cosm ology,and onepossibleexplanation forthediscrep-
ancy isthatthiscosm ologicalm odelisnotcorrect.In thispaperwediscussthe
incidence ofgiantarcsin the Red-Sequence ClusterSurvey (RCS),which again
showssigni�cantdisagreem entwith theoreticalpredictions. W e brie
y describe
a totalofeight strong lens system s,seven ofwhich are discussed here for the
�rst tim e. Based on the details ofthese system s,in particular on the ratio of
single to m ultiple arc system s,we argue thatitm ay be possible to explain this
discrepancy in the currently favored cosm ology,by m odifying the detailsofthe
lenses them selves. Speci�cally,the high incidence ofm ultiple arc system s and
their overallhigh redshift suggests that a sub-population ofthe globalcluster
population isresponsible form uch ofthe observed lensing. The lack oflensing
clustersatz < 0:64in theRCS indicatesthataproperty associated with clusters
atearly tim esresultsin theboosted lensing crosssections;likely a com bination
ofellipticity and elongation along the line ofsight,substructure,and changes
in the clusterm asspro�lesisresponsible. Clusterm ass,which should evolve to
globally highervaluestoward lowerredshifts,isclearly notthe m ostsigni�cant
consideration fortheform ation ofgiantarcs.

Subjectheadings:(cosm ology:)cosm ologicalparam eters| galaxies:clusters:general|
gravitationallensing| surveys

1. Introduction

The incidence ofgiant arcs due to the strong lensing e�ects ofgalaxy clusters is in
principlecalculable,given aknown clusterpopulation,acosm ology,and asourcepopulation
(Bartelm ann etal.1998,hereafterB98).Thecosm ology hasan e�ecton theexpected result,
both becauseofitse�ecton angulardiam eterdistances,and m oreim portantly by itse�ect
on thelenspopulation.Theevolution ofthespacedensity ofm assiveclusterswith redshiftis
strongly a�ected by theparam eters�8 and 
M (e.g.,Oukbir& Blanchard 1992;Carlberg et
al.1997;Bahcall& Fan1998),andtoalesserextent
� (e.g.,Haim an,M ohr,& Holder2001).
Thishasa strong e�ecton theexpected lensing incidence.M oreover,thecosm ology a�ects
the internaldetails ofthe cluster lens population;signi�cant sub-structure and ellipticity
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areknown toboostlensing crosssections(e.g.,Oguri2002;Bartelm ann,Steinm etz,& W eiss
1995)and theoccurrenceofsuch featuresisa�ected by cosm ology (e.g.,Richstone,Loeb,&
Turner1992).Unfortunately,theinternalpropertiesofgalaxyclustersarelikely alsoa�ected
by non-cosm ologicalphysics,including thedetailed natureofdark m atter(e.g.,M eneghetti
etal.2001),and the e�ectsofbaryonson the clusterm asspro�le in the clustercore (e.g.,
W illiam s,Navarro,& Bartelm ann 1999).Thesourcepopulation also a�ectstheincidenceof
arcs.Thesevariouscom plicationsm aketheprediction ofarcstatisticsachallengingproblem ,
and likely lim itsthecosm ologicalim pactofsuch studies.

However,B98showed thatthein
uenceofcosm ology on arcstatisticsisdram atic,with
variationsin arccountsofseveralordersofm agnitudebetween extrem em odels.Given this
sensitivity to cosm ology,one m ighthope thatthise�ectwould dom inate and allow one to
use arc statisticsasa cosm ologicaltest. Notably,both the resultsofB98 using the EM SS
(Einstein M edium Sensitivity Survey)clustersam pleand Zaritsky & Gonzalez(2002)using
prim arily the LCDCS (Las Cam panas Distant Cluster Survey) cluster sam ple show that
theobservationsclearly favoran open,low-
M universe.Both sam plesoverproduce arcsin
com parison to thecurrently favored 
at�CDM m odelby a factorof�10.

In thispaperwedescribeanotherclusterarcsam plewhich hasfartoo m any arcscom -
pared tothestandard expectation fora�CDM cosm ology.Theclustersam pleisdrawn from
theRed-SequenceClusterSurvey (RCS;Gladders& Yee2003)and includes�veclusterswith
arcsin a prim ary sam pledrawn directly from thesurvey im agesand a furtherthreefrom a
secondary followup sam ple.W ebrie
y describethesurvey and each arcsystem in x2.In x3
we analyse the occurrence ratesand redshiftsofsingle-and m ultiple-arc clustersand from
thatconclude thatinternallensstructure,ratherthan cosm ology,isthe likely cause ofthe
discrepancy.

2. T he R C S Sam ple

The RCS isa �90 square degree R C -and z0-band im aging survey designed prim arily
to search forgalaxy clustersto redshiftsashigh asz = 1:4 (see Gladders& Yee 2003,for
furtherdetails).The im ages,acquired attheCFHT and CTIO 4m telescopesusing m osaic
cam eras,arerelatively shallow,with 5� pointsourcelim itstypically 24.8 m ag in R C (Vega
norm alized)and 23.6m agin z0(SDSS norm alized).Despitethis,theoriginalsurvey contains
5clusterswith featuresinterpreted asgiantarcsduetostronglensing.W edesignatethisthe
prim ary sam ple.An ongoing follow-up project,consisting in partofdeeperI-band im aging
using theBaade6.5m telescopeofonehundred ofthem ostsigni�cantz> 0:95 RCS cluster
candidates,has also turned up a secondary sam ple of3 clusters with giant arcs,selected
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from a sam pleto dateof46 clusters.

In both sam ples,the arcswere detected by visualexam ination ofknown cluster�elds,
with the clusterfound in each case asan over-density ofred galaxiesusing a variantofthe
algorithm de�ned in Gladders& Yee(2000).Severalofthebrightestand m ostobviousarcsin
theprim ary sam plewerefound independently by a directexam ination ofim agesduring the
initialobserving.Thee�ective selection area forthesebrightestarcsin theprim ary sam ple
is the fullarea ofthe RC.For som e fainter arcs variations in seeing and sky brightness
m akethee�ectiveareassm aller;theim agesofclusterswith arcsallhaveseeing betterthan
one arcsecond,and approxim ately 80% ofthe RCS hassim ilarim age quality. Overall,the
survey data for�elds with arc clusters are typical,both in seeing and sky brightness. All
ofthe RCS survey data has also been visually exam ined by various individuals to check
the object �nding in the prim ary processing,and a large fraction ofthe good-seeing data
werere-exam ined by H.Hoekstra whilechecking alltheweak-lensing results(Hoekstra etal.
2002).Itisthushighly unlikely thatcom parableundiscovered arcsexistin theRCS survey
data.

The secondary arc sam ple isdrawn from data with m uch betterseeing than the RCS
data -a m edian seeing of000.45 forthe run,with no im age worse than 000.7 -and allthese
data have been visually exam ined for arcs. No other arcs com parable to the three in the
secondary sam pleexistin thesedata.

Below we brie
y describe each arcsystem ,and argue the strong-lensing interpretation
for each object. A sum m ary ofthe cluster and arc properties,including length-to-width
ratiosforthe arcs,isgiven in Table 1. Table 1 includes a m easure ofthe relative rank of
the detection signi�cance for each cluster. This is com puted considering allRCS cluster
candidates over the redshift spanned by allthe lens candidates for the prim ary sam ple
(0:64 < z < 0:87),and within only the 46 clusters im aged so far when considering the
secondary sam ple.Table 1 also providesan estim ate ofthe surface brightnesslim itsat5�,
persquarearcsecond,forthedetection im ageforeach arc.

2.1. Prim ary Sam ple

2.1.1. RCS0224.5-0002

Even considering only the ground-based data (Gladders,Yee,& Ellingson 2002),this
spectroscopically con�rm ed z = 0:773clusteristhesinglem ostobviouscaseofstronglensing
in the RCS,with the m ostdistant arc spectroscopically con�rm ed atz = 4:8786. Recent
HST im aging (Gladders et al.2003) shows that the features visible in the ground-based
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data probably correspond to im agesofthree di�erentbackground sources,with two ofthe
sourcesata sim ilarredshift.Sourcesata sim ilarredshiftareclustered signi�cantly on the
distance scalesrelevanthere,and so conservatively thisrepresentsa two-arc system to the
depth im aged in theRCS.In thedeeperHST observations,anotherfaintergiantarcsystem
-eithera third orfourth arcsystem depending on interpretation -isalso visible (Gladders
etal.2003).

2.1.2. RCS0348.8-1017

This single arc,shown in Figure 1a,is apparently produced by a poor cluster at a
photom etric redshiftof0.80�0.05. The lensisata lowersigni�cance than the lowerlim it
fortheprim ary RCS catalog.Thearcisbluecom pared to othernearby objects;thisfact,as
wellasthe m orphology and the object’slocation with respectto an apparentpoorcluster,
arguesforthelensing interpretation in thiscase.

2.1.3. RCS1324.5+2845

This extrem ely rich cluster,ata photom etric redshiftof0.85�0.05,produces one ap-
parentgiantarc,and severalotherfeatureswhich are suggestive ofstrong lensing. Ascan
beseen in Figure1b,follow-up ofthissystem iscom plicated by thepresence oftwo nearby
brightstars. The interpretation ofthe extended feature asan arc isprim arily based on its
extrem ely elongated m orphology,and tangentialalignm entwith respecttotheclustercenter.

2.1.4. RCS1419.2+5326

RCS1419.2+5326,shown in Figure1c,isa spectroscopically con�rm ed z = 0:64 cluster
(Ellingson etal.2003)which producestwo obviousgiantarcs.Theseobjectsareboth blue.
The color,overallm orphology,as wellas the tangentialarrangem ent with respect to the
clustercoresuggestsa strong lensing interpretation.M oreover,note thatthe fainterofthe
two putativearcsisabouttwiceasdistantfrom theclustercenterasthebrighterarc.Giant
arcsoccurnearcriticalcurves,and thesigni�cantdi�erencesin radialposition ofthesearcs
m akesitunlikely thatthey are atsim ilarredshifts. The m ore distantarc also hasa lower
surface brightness,and itisalso m arginally redder. Based on these di�erences,we suggest
thatthetwo arcscorrespond to im agesoftwo di�erentbackground sources,with thefainter
corresponding to a sourceatsigni�cantly higherredshiftthan thebrighter.
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2.1.5. RCS1620.2+2929

This spectroscopically con�rm ed z = 0:87 com pact and rich cluster (Ellingson et al.
2003)hasone feature which issuggestive ofan arc,and severalothersm allersourceswith
strongtangentialshearapparently aligned abouttheclustercore.Thisarccandidate,shown
in Figure 1d,has an unusualcolor com pared to allother galaxies in the im m ediate �eld.
The colorofthe galaxy as wellas its m orphology are consistent with a strong-lensing in-
terpretation,but this should be considered the least secure arc candidate in the prim ary
sam ple.

2.2. Secondary Sam ple

2.2.1. RCS2122.9-6150

Thisclusterisshown in Figure 2a,and isata photom etric redshiftof1.1�0.10. The
giantarccandidateisobvious,consisting ofan extended featurenearand som ewhattangen-
tialto the apparentcluster cD.Thisobjectisnotvisible in the originalRCS survey data
and henceno usefulcolorinform ation iscurrently available.

2.2.2. RCS2156.7-0448

RCS2156.7-0448,shown in Figure 2b, is a rich cluster at a photom etric redshift of
1.2�0.10.Ithasonecandidatearc,located neartheapparentclustercD galaxy and tangen-
tialto it.Thisobjectalso hasa relatively uniform surfacebrightnessalong itsentirelength,
arguing against it being a projection ofseveraldisk galaxies. The putative arc is barely
visible in the originalRCS survey im aging,and appearsbluerthan the clustergalaxiesin
thatdata.Thisshould beconsidered theleast-likely arccandidatein thesecondary sam ple.

2.2.3. RCS2319.9+0038

Thisrich clusterisata photom etric redshiftof1.0�0.1. I-band Baade 6.5m im aging,
shown in Figure 2c,suggeststhe presence oftwo arcs. Bluerim aging,shown in Figure 2d,
reveals thatthis isin facta three arc system ,and clearly con�rm s thatRCS2319.9+0038
isanotherspectacular exam ple ofstrong lensing by a high redshiftcluster,com parable to
RCS0224.5-0002. These data also show thatone ofthe arcsisa B -band dropout. Forthe
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purposesofconstructing astatisticalsam pleweconsideronly theI-band dataand treatthis
asa two arcsystem .

3. D iscussion

The standard prediction from B98 for the num ber ofgiant arcs due to clusters in a
�CDM universeisapproxim ately onearcper150 squaredegrees,integrated over0< z < 1,
for sources at z = 1. Though the RCS cluster sam ple probes a som ewhat di�erent red-
shiftrange(in particularthesecondary arcsam pledescribed above)theresulting di�erences
should befactorsoforderunity.Even considering only theprim ary RCS arcsam ple(5 clus-
ters,7 arcs)and ignoring detailsofspeci�c arclength-width sub-sam ples,we�nd disagree-
m entwith the Bartlem ann �CDM predictionsby a factorof10-20. Sim ilardisagreem ents
existfortheEM SS sam ple(B98)and theLCDCS (Zaritsky & Gonzalez2002).

There are three basic waysto increase the num berofarcspredicted:increase the sur-
face density ofsources,increase the num ber oflenses,orincrease the cross section ofthe
lenses. Cosm ology a�ects the latter two,but not the �rst. The num ber ofsources,and
their redshift distribution,is a wellestablished observable,and is now in principle known
to extrem ely faint lim its due to the Hubble Deep Fields (e.g.Casertano et al.2000,and
references therein). The expected num ber oflenses is a strong function ofthe cosm ology,
and observably depends on the m ass lim it in a given sam ple. Establishing precisely the
sam e lim it in theoreticalcalculations is non-trivialand m ay represent a signi�cant source
oferrorin com paring observationsto predictions. The crosssection ofindividuallensesis
also a function ofm ass,with m ore m assive clustershaving largercrosssections. M oreover,
lensing crosssectionscan bestrongly a�ected by such thingsaslensellipticity (Oguri2002),
projected secondary structures(W yithe,Turner,& Spergel2001),internalclustersubstruc-
ture(Bartelm ann,Steinm etz,& W eiss1995),thepresenceofa centralcD galaxy (W illiam s,
Navarro,& Bartelm ann 1999),and the clusterm ass pro�le (Takahashi& Chiba 2001),at
leastsom e ofwhich are also a�ected by cosm ology (e.g.,Richstone,Loeb,& Turner1992).
Thecrosssection ofagiven lensforasourceatagiven redshiftisalsoafunction ofcosm ology
sincethisa�ectsthesizeofthelenscausticsin thesourceplane.

A furtherexpression ofthe discrepancy between theory and observationsissuggested
by the relative proportion ofsingle to m ultiple arc clusters. In eitherthe RCS prim ary or
secondary sam ple,in which arcsarefound on thebasisofexam iningim agesofuniform depth
ofa large num berofclusters,the probability oftwo arcsoccurring around any one cluster
isapproxim ately P 2,iftheprobability ofform ing a singlearcism erely P.Thisignoresthe
e�ects ofsource redshift on the lensing cross section,but is ofsu�cient precision for the
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following discussion.Ifonem akesthefurthersim pleassum ption thatallthelensing clusters
are drawn from the sam e parent population,each m em ber ofwhich has a sim ilar lensing
cross-section,theim plication from theprim ary sam pleisthattheprobability,P,ofform ing
an arc for any one cluster is 2/5. Sim ilarly P = 1=3 from the secondary sam ple. Both
sam plesalso contain onesingle-arcsystem with a tentativeidenti�cation;exclusion ofthese
system sim plieseven higherlensing probabilities.However,based on thedetection rankings
in Table1,itappearsthatm any oftheindividualclusterswith arcsdo notstand outin the
contextofthewholeclustersam ple,with m any otherclusterswithoutarcsshowing sim ilar
orgreaterclusterdetection signi�cance.

To produce the large proportion ofm ultiple arc clusters seen in the RCS,we require
atleastsom eclusterswith largelensing probabilities,and thisconclusion isindependentof
the num ber ofclusters considered. Given the large num ber ofclusters in the RCS which
do not show arcs,it seem s likely that the distribution oflensing probabilities is strongly
skewed,with a tailofhigh probability lenses.M assisan obviousunderlying property which
m ightcause this,since variationsin the clusterm assasgiven by the clusterm assfunction
producesasm allsub-population (them ostm assiveclusters)which havean enhanced lensing
crosssection.

To investigate the e�ect ofthe cluster m ass function on the expected proportion of
single to m ultiple arc clusters,we use the cluster catalogsfrom the Hubble Volum e Virgo
sim ulations4 (Evrard etal.2002)toconstructm ock sam plesofclustersovertheredshiftand
m assrangeexplored by theRCS.In sim plesym m etriclensm odelstheprobability ofform ing
giantarcsforany one clusterscaleslinearly with m assbecause the length ofthe caustic is
proportionalto m ass;to form a giantarc one m ustcrossthe caustic,and so length isthe
relevantquantity.Detailed m easurem entsofknown strong lensing clusterssuggestthatthe
relationship between m assand lensing powerisshallowerthan this(W illiam s,Navarro,&
Bartelm ann 1999),though with signi�cantscatter.Sim ulationsconversely suggestthatthe
scaling between m assand lensing crosssection issteeper(e.g.,M eneghetti,Bartelm ann &
M oscardini2003).W eusethesim plestm odel,with thelensing crosssection proportionalto
m ass,asam iddleground between theseextrem es.Thisissu�cientforthesim pleillustrative
m odelsshown here.

Thelensing probability foreach clusterin them assfunction issetrelativeto a �ducial
value,P14:7.P14:7,which isthelensing probability fora 5�1014h� 1M � cluster,isarbitrarily

4The sim ulations used in this paper were carried out by the Virgo Supercom puting Consortium using

com puters based at the Com puting Centre ofthe M ax-Planck Society in G arching and at the Edinburgh

ParallelCom puting Centre.Thedata arepublicly availableathttp://www.mpa-garching.mpg.de/NumCos
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adjusted in order to reproduce the num ber ofsingle arc system s observed in the prim ary
sam ple. Thisparticularm assischosen since itisapproxim ately the lowerm asslim itused
by B98 when com paring to arcnum bersin theEM SS clustersam ple(LeF�evreetal.1994).

The value ofP14:7 isa function ofthe lowerm asslim itused,since a lowerm asslim it
yieldsa largernum berofclustersin them ock catalog,and hence requiresa lowervaluesof
P14:7 in orderto reproduce a �xed num berofsingle arcs. Figure 3 showsthe value ofP14:7

required toreproducethenum berofsinglearcclustersobserved,versusm asslim itforlim its
ranging from 0.5�1014h� 1M � to 5.5�1014h� 1M � . The resulting percentage ofm ultiple to
singlearcclustersisalso shown.Lim itsgreaterthan 5.5�1014h� 1M � producea sam plewith
an insu�cientnum berofclustersand arehencenotconsidered.Atany reasonablem asscut,
this m odeloverproduces arcs com pared to the results ofB98,and always underproduces
m ultiple-arcclustersasobserved by theRCS.Overall,sim ply scalingtheclusterlensingcross
section by the clusterm assproducesa poor�tboth to theRCS observationsand previous
extensive m odeling e�orts.

A betterm atch to both theresultsofB98 and theRCS than thatshown in Figure3 is
achieved ifthe distribution ofprobabilitiesiseven m ore skewed than one would inferfrom
the clusterm assfunction. Asa sim ple test,we consideran ad hoc m odelin which a sm all
fraction ofclustershavea dram atically increased lensing crosssection.Such a m odi�cation
hastheadvantage ofkeeping thelensing probabilitiesforthe bulk oftheclusterfairly low.
B98m odeled onlyasm allsam pleofclusters(onlyninein anyonecosm ology)and m ightwell
nothaveincluded any ofthesesuggested extrem esystem s.Notealso thatchangesin source
populationsand cosm ology m ay do little to produce changesin the distribution oflensing
probabilities. E�ects producing a globalincrease in the lensing probabilities willenhance
theratio ofm ultiple to singlearcsfound,butattheexpense ofworsening thealready poor
agreem entwith theB98 �CDM result.

Figure 4,sim ilar to Figure 3,shows the result ofa particular toy m odelin which a
random ten percent ofallclusters have lensing crosssectionsincreased by a factoroften.
Figure 4 considersthe lensing probabilitiesboth forthe entire clusterpopulation and only
the \typical" clusters;the form erproducesoveralllensing probabilitiesconsistentwith the
EM SS asseen byLuppinoetal.(1999),whilethelatterproducesprobabilitiesm uch closerto
thosem odeled by B98.Thepercentageofm ultiplearcclustersproduced isnow signi�cantly
higher,with valuesnotinconsistentwith those seen from the prim ary and secondary RCS
sam ples. Notably,furtherobservationsofthe two m oststriking double-arc clustersin this
sam plealso suggestthattheseclustersarerem arkably good lenses,and hencethatpositing
a sub-population of\super lenses" is not unreasonable. As discussed in x2.2.1,bluer and
deeper observations ofboth clusters revealfurther giant arc features in each system . In
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particular,RCS0224-0003 showswhatcan be interpreted asthree giantarc system sin the
initialground-based im ages,and clearly showsafourth giantarcsystem in relatively shallow
HST im aging (Gladdersetal.2003).

The redshiftdistribution ofthe RCS prim ary arc sam ple providesconclusive evidence
that,assuggested bytheabovetoym odels,m assisnotthedom inantfactorwhich determ ines
lensing crosssections.Forthem orem assive clusterswhich m ake up thebulk oftheparent
population oflensing clusters,the RCS is com plete from about0 < z < 1:1 (Gladders &
Yee 2003). However,allthe RCS clusters in the prim ary sam ple are at 0:64 < z < 0:87,
despite the fact that clusters at m oderate redshifts(z �0.3-0.4) are better lenses because
theircaustics are biggerfordistantsources,and thatm assive clusters are m ore abundant
atlowerredshift. Qualitatively,based on the Hubble Volum e sim ulationsused above,and
taking M �5.0�1014h� 1M � as a cut for m assive clusters,the m edian redshift ofm assive
clustersisonly 0.49 in a 
M = 0:3,
� = 0:7 universe,and lessthan 30% ofallsuch clusters
areata redshifthigherthan thelowestredshiftarcclusterseen in theRCS prim ary sam ple.
The probability thatthe RCS prim ary arc clustersam ple isdrawn from thispopulation of
sim ulated m assiveclustersislessthan 0.001.Som ethingm ustacttoreducethecrosssection
ofanalogsto theRCS prim ary sam pleclustersatlatertim es.

Observationsofclustersatredshiftssim ilartotheRCS arcclustersindicatethatm assive
high-redshiftclustersareoften elongated oroccurwith associated superstructure(e.g.,Gioia
et al.1999) and likely have signi�cant substructure; seen in appropriate projection such
system swillhaveenhanced lensing crosssections.Iftheform ation processofclusterstends
toproducem oresuch system sathigherredshifts,thism ightexplain boththehighproportion
ofm ultiplearcclustersseen,and theirtendency to beatunexpectedly high redshifts.

Anotherpossible explanation ofthe redshiftdistribution ofthe RCS lensesisthatthe
clusterpotentialsarem oreconcentrated athigh redshift.Such an e�ectiswellknown from
n-body sim ulations,in which the concentration ofa given halo isobserved to becorrelated
with thevalueof
M attheredshiftatwhich itcollapsed (Navarro,Frenk,& W hite1997).
TheRCS sam plem ay bethe�rstsam plewith su�cientredshiftgrasp to observethise�ect.
M oreover,them ultiple-arcclusters,particularlyRCS0224-0003,haveregularconcentricarcs;
thisim plies thata single potentialisresponsible forthe lensing,and thatitisunlikely to
be highly substructured. This contrasts with the m ultiple arc system s seen in deep HST
im aging around extrem ely m assive lowerredshiftclusters(e.g.Kneib etal.1996)in which
substructure clearly hasa signi�cante�ect.

Finally,we note thatin general,betteragreem entisfound with the resultsofB98 by
com paring the RCS sam ples to an open CDM m odel,since this m odelproduces approxi-
m ately thecorrectnum berofarcs.TheresultsofB98show thatasigni�cantportion ofthis
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increase in arcsnum bers isdue to largerlensing crosssections,in addition to a globalin-
creasein thenum berofclustersin such acosm ology.Itisunclearwhetherthism ay resultin
theskewed lensing probability distribution required by theRCS data,and whetheran open
CDM m odelwould correctly reproduce the m ultiple to single arc ratio observed. Itwould
be usefulto redo the calculationsofB98 with thisin m ind,in particularpaying attention
to m ultiplearcsystem s.Though num erousotherobservationsappearto indicatethatopen
CDM m odelsare unlikely,and in particularthe CM B resultsindicate thatthe universe is
near to 
at (e.g.de Bernardis et al.2002),the continuing suggestion that an open CDM
universe ispreferred by arcstatisticsm akesthistopicworth revisiting.

4. C onclusions

W ehavepresented a totalofseven new lensing clustersfrom theRed-SequenceCluster
Survey. In conjunction with one system already in the literature (Gladders,Yee,& Elling-
son 2002),thissam plehasbeen analysed in thecontextoftheoreticalpredictionsforlensing
statisticsin a �CDM universe.The long-standing disagreem entbetween theory and obser-
vations,in which theactualarcnum bersareseverely under-predicted forthiscosm ology,is
con�rm ed by these new data. The m oststriking property ofthe RCS sam ple is the large
num ber(3 of8)ofm ultiplearclensing clustersseen.An open CDM m odelisstillpreferred
by the RCS data,since thisproduces m ore arcs,in partdue to clusters with individually
largercrosssectionsand thusa greatertendency to producem ultiplearcsystem s.

The high frequency of m ultiple arc system s result im plies that there exists a sub-
population ofclusters which are extraordinarily good lenses. The overallhigh redshift of
the RCS lenssam ple suggestthatthe source ofthese \super-lenses" islikely related to the
process ofcluster form ation,and possibly due to som e com bination ofsubstructure,lens
ellipticity,and projection ofassociated structurealong thelineofsight.An alternateinter-
pretation isthatthese lenses are particularly dense,asisexpected on theoreticalgrounds
forclusterswhich form early.Regardlessofcause,these resultssuggestthatsom e physical
e�ectm ustserve to reducethelensing crosssectionsofclustersatlatertim es,theopposite
ofwhatisexpected ifm assistheprim ary param etercontrolling lensing crosssections.

Notably,these e�ects m ay have not been wellcaptured in previous m odeling e�orts
dueto thesm allnum berofclusterssim ulated,and an incom pletetreatm entofsurrounding
structures.W esuggestthatfuturee�ortsto m odellensing by clustersm ustinclude both a
largenum berofclusters,and the com plete line ofsightto each in orderto correctly m odel
such e�ects.Consideration ofm ultiplearcsinsuch m odelsm ayhelp rehabilitatearcstatistics
asacosm ologicaltool,asitprovidesan independentcheck on them odeling.Finally,wenote
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thatthepresenceofaskewed distribution oflensingprobabilitiesforclusters,im plied by our
data,m ay com plicate the use ofsuch clusters asprobesofthe globalpropertiesofcluster
dark m atterhaloes.Clustersshowing arcsm ay representa signi�cantly biased sam ple.
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Table1. BasicParam etersofRCS Lensing Clustersand Associated Arcs.

Cluster N am e R edshift Surface Brightness R ank# A rc R edshift(s) A rc l=w N otes

RCS0224.5-0002 0.773 23.82 1 � 1:7 > 24 3rd(or 4th)fainter arc
4.8786 > 28 in H ST im aging

RCS0348.8-1017 0.80� 0.05 23.63 > 1752a | | > 8
RCS1324.5+ 2845 0.85� 0.05 23.95 98 | | � 13
RCS1419.2+ 5326 0.64 23.97 16 | | � 11

| | > 8
RCS1620.2+ 2929 0.87 23.93 20 | | > 5 tentative ID

RCS2122.9-6150 1.20� 0.10 24.10 31 | | � 15
RCS2156.7-0448 1.10� 0.10 24.11 43 | | � 6 tentative ID
RCS2319.9+ 0038 1.00� 0.05 23.90 1 | | � 12 3rd arc visible in

3� 4 � 7 bluerim aging

N ote. | Lens redshiftswith errorbarsare photom etric estim ates,and are otherwise spectroscopic redshifts.A rc length-
to-width ratios, l=w , are reported as lower lim its if the arc appears unresolved. A rc redshifts are either spectroscopic,
photom etric, or based on lens m odeling. The quoted surface brightnesses are 5� m agnitude lim its per square arcsecond
for the detection im age for each arc: R C -band for the RCS prim ary sam ple,and IC -band for the secondary sam ple,Vega
calibrated using Landolt (1992) standards in both cases.U ncertainties are lessthan 0.1 m agnitudes.

aThe apparent poor cluster producing this arc does not appear in the prim ary RCS cluster sam ple,since its signi�cance
isbelow the threshold.
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Fig. 1.| The four panels show greyscale R C -band im ages ofthe central1’� 1’ofthe four new lensing

clustersin theprim ary sam plediscussed in x2.1.Theputativearcfeaturesareindicated by an arrow in each

case.
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Fig.2.| Panelsa-cshow greyscaleI-band im agesofthecentral30"� 30"ofthethreenew lensing clusters

in thesecondary sam plediscussed in x2.2.Theputativearcfeaturesareindicated by an arrow in each case.

Paneld showsRCS2319.9+ 0038in V and B light,from a sum m ed im agein which thearcshavesim ilarS/N

in each �lter. The B -band dropoutindicated in the m ain textisthe arc to the bottom right. A third arc

apparentin these bluerdata isalso indicated.
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Fig.3.| In the top panel,the dot-dashed lineshowsthe valueofP14:7 required to reproducethenum ber

ofsingle arcsseen in the RCS prim ary sam ple,asfunction ofm asslim it,fora m odelin which the cluster

lensing probability scaleslinearly with m ass.Thehorizontaldashed lineshow thetypicallensing probability

fora �CDM universem odeled by B98.Asdiscussed extensively in the m ain text,the RCS single arcdata,

and hence thism odelwhich m atchesit,are inconsistentwith the predictionsofB98. The solid line in the

bottom panelshowstheexpected proportion ofm ultipletosinglearcclustersforthesam em odel.Horizontal

solid linesshow theproportion ofdouble-arcclustersseen in the RCS prim ary sam ple(o�setright)and the

RCS secondary sam ple (o�setleft);itisunclearwhatm asslim itisappropriate forthese clustersand this

uncertainty issuggested by the broken horizontalextension ofthese linesto lowerm asslim its. Regardless,

the m odelfailsto m atch the data atany m asslim it. The e�ectofrem oving one ofthe single arc clusters

from each sam ple(possiblebecauseeach sam plecontain onetentativesystem with a sm allerlength-to-width

ratio -seeTable1)isalso shown by the arrows.
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Fig.4.| Sim ilarly to Figure3,exceptfora m odelin which a random 10% ofallclustershavetheirlensing

probabilitiesboosted by a factorof10.ThevalueofP14:7 isnow shown fortheentireclustersam ple(dotted

line)and only them oretypicalclusters(dashed line).Theem piricalprobability ofarcsfortheEM SS sam ple

is shown by the horizontaldotted lines,and m atches the m odelresult for the entire cluster sam ple quite

well;the appropriate m asslim itforthese data isalso uncertain butlikely atthe m assive end ofthe range

shown (Luppino etal.1999).Com pared to Figure3,thism odelproducesm uch betteragreem entwith the

observed ratio ofm ultiple to singlearcs,while atthe sam etim e being m oreconsistentwith the predictions

ofB98 fortypicalclusters.


