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ABSTRACT

T he Incidence of giant arcs due to strong—lensing clusters of galaxies is known
to be discrepant w ith current theoretical expectations. T his result derives from
a com parison of several cluster sam ples to predictions in the fram ework of the
currently favored CDM coan ology, and one possible explanation forthe discrep—
ancy is that this coan ologicalm odel is not correct. In this paper we discuss the
Incidence of giant arcs In the Red-Sequence C luster Survey (RCS), which again
show s signi cant disagreem ent w ith theoretical predictions. W e brie y describe
a total of eight strong lens system s, seven of which are discussed here for the

rst tine. Based on the details of these system s, in particular on the ratio of
single to muliple arc system s, we argue that it m ay be possbl to explain this
discrepancy In the currently favored cosm ology, by m odifying the details of the
lenses them selves. Speci cally, the high incidence of multiple arc system s and
their overall high redshift suggests that a sub-population of the global cluster
population is regponsible for much of the cbserved lensing. The lack of kensing
clustersat z < 0:64 in the RC S indicates that a property associated w ith clusters
at early tim es resuls in the boosted lensing cross sections; likely a com bination
of ellpticity and elongation along the line of sight, substructure, and changes
In the clusterm ass pro ls is responsible. C luster m ass, which should evolve to
globally higher values toward lower redshifts, is clearly not the m ost signi cant
consideration for the form ation of giant arcs.

Subectheadings: (cosm ology:) cosm ologicalparam eters| galaxies: clusters: general|
graviational ]ensjng| surveys

1. Introduction

The Incidence of giant arcs due to the strong lensing e ects of galaxy clusters is in
principle caloulable, given a known cluster population, a coam ology, and a source population
BarteIn ann et al. 1998, hereafterB 98) . T he coan ology has an e ect on the expected result,
both because of its e ect on angular diam eter distances, and m ore in portantly by itse ect
on the lenspopulation. T he evolution ofthe space density ofm assive clusters w ith redshift is
strongly a ected by the param eters g and y (9., Oukbir& Blandchard 1992; Carberg et
al.1997;Bahcall& Fan 1998), and to a Jlesser extent eg.,Hain an,M ohr, & Holder2001).
This has a strong e ect on the expected lensing incidence. M oreover, the coan ology a ects
the intemal details of the cluster lens population; signi cant sub-structure and ellipticity
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are know n to boost lensing cross sections (e€g., O gurdi2002; Bartelm ann, Steinm etz, & W eiss
1995) and the occurrence of such features isa ected by coan ology (4., R ichstone, Loeb, &
Tumer 1992) . U nfortunately, the intemalproperties of galaxy clusters are likely also a ected
by non-coan ological physics, including the detailed nature of dark m atter (eg. M eneghetti
et al. 2001), and the e ects of baryons on the cluster m ass pro ke in the cluster core E€4g9.,
W illiam s, N avarro, & Barteln ann 1999). T he source population also a ects the incidence of
arcs. T hese various com plicationsm ake the prediction ofarc statistics a challenging problam ,
and likely lim its the coan ological im pact of such studies.

However, B 98 showed that the n uence of coan ology on arc statistics is dram atic, w ith
variations in arc counts of several orders ofm agnitude between extrem e m odels. G iven this
sensitivity to cosn ology, one m ight hope that this e ect would dom inate and allow one to
use arc statistics as a coan ological test. Notably, both the resuls of B 98 using the EM SS
E instein M edium Sensitivity Survey) clister sam ple and Zaritsky & Gonzalz (2002) using
prin arily the LCDCS (Las Cam panas D istant C luster Survey) cluster sam ple show that
the observations clearly favor an open, low— y universe. Both sam ples overproduce arcs in
com parison to the currently favored at CDM modelby a factor of 10.

In this paper we describe another cluster arc sam ple which has far too m any arcs com —
pared to the standard expectation fora CDM ocoan ology. T he cluster sam pl isdrawn from
the Red-Sequence C luster Survey RCS;G ladders& Yee 2003) and ncludes ve clustersw ith
arcs In a prin ary sam ple drawn directly from the survey im ages and a further three from a
secondary followup sam ple. W e brie y describe the survey and each arc system in x2. In x3
we analyse the occurrence rates and redshifts of single—- and m ultiplearc clusters and from
that conclude that intemal lens structure, rather than cosm ology, is the lkely cause of the

discrepancy.

2. TheRCS Ssample

The RCS isa 90 square degree R —and z%band in aging survey designed prim arily
to search for galaxy clusters to redshifts ashigh asz = 14 (see G ladders & Yee 2003, for
further details). The in ages, acquired at the CFHT and CTIO 4m telescopes using m osaic
cam eras, are relatively shallow , wih 5 pont source Iim its typically 248 mag in R (Vega
nom alized) and 23.6m ag in z° (SD SS nom alized) . D espite this, the origihal survey contains
5 clusters w ith features interpreted as giant arcs due to strong kensing. W e designate this the
prin ary sam ple. An ongoing follow -up progct, consisting in part of desper I-band in aging
using the Baade 6.5m telescope of one hundred ofthe m ost signi cant z > 0:95 RCS cluster
candidates, has also tumed up a sescondary sam ple of 3 clusters w ith giant arcs, sslected
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from a sam ple to date of 46 clusters.

In both sam ples, the arcs were detected by visual exam Ination of known cluster elds,
w ith the cluster found In each case as an overdensity of red galaxies using a variant of the
algorithm de ned In G lJadders & Yee (2000). Severalofthe brightest and m ost cbvious arcs in
the prin ary sam pl were found independently by a direct exam nation of m ages during the
Initial cbserving. The e ective selection area for these brightest arcs in the prin ary sam plk
is the full area of the RC . For som e fainter arcs variations In seeing and sky brightness
m ake the e ective areas an aller; the in ages of clusters w ith arcs all have seeing better than
one arcseoond, and approxin ately 80% of the RCS has sin ilar in age quality. O verall, the
survey data for elds with arc clusters are typical, both In seeing and sky brightness. A1l
of the RCS survey data has also been visually exam Ined by various individuals to check
the cbct nding iIn the prim ary processing, and a large fraction of the good-seeing data
were re-exam Ined by H . H oekstra while checking all the weak—Jensing resuls H oekstra et al.
2002). It is thus highly unlkely that com parabl undiscovered arcs exist In the RC S survey
data.

The secondary arc sam plke is drawn from data with much better seeing than the RC S
data —a median seeing of 0245 for the run, w ith no in age worse than 0%.7 —and all these
data have been visually exam ned for arcs. No other arcs com parablk to the three in the
secondary sam ple exist in these data.

Below we brie y describe each arc system , and argue the strong—Jlensing interpretation
for each cbct. A summ ary of the cluster and arc properties, including length-to-w idth
ratios for the arcs, is given In Tablk 1. Tablk 1 includes a m easure of the relative rank of
the detection signi cance for each cluster. This is com puted considering all RCS cluster
candidates over the redshift spanned by all the lens candidates for the prin ary samplk
0064 < z < 087), and wihin only the 46 clusters In aged so far when considering the
secondary sam ple. Tablk 1 also provides an estin ate of the surface brightness Iim tsat 5 ,
per square arcsecond, for the detection in age for each arc.

2J1. Primary Sample
21.1. RCS0224.5-0002

Even considering only the ground-based data G ladders, Yee, & E llngson 2002), this
soectroscopically con med z = 05773 cluster isthe single m ost obvious case of strong lensing
In the RCS, wih the m ost distant arc spectroscopically con med at z = 4:8786. Recent
HST inaging (G ladders et al. 2003) show s that the features visble In the ground-based
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data probably correspond to in ages of three di erent background sources, w ith two of the
sources at a sin ilar redshift. Sources at a sin ilar redshift are clustered signi cantly on the
distance scales relevant here, and so conservatively this represents a two-arc system to the
depth In aged in the RCS. In the desper H ST cbservations, another fainter giant arc system

—either a third or fourth arc system depending on interpretation —is also visbl (G ladders
et al. 2003).

212. RCS0348.8-1017

This single arc, shown In Figure la, is apparently produced by a poor cluster at a
photom etric redshift of 0.80 0.05. The lens is at a Iower signi cance than the lower lin it
forthe prim ary RC S catalog. T he arc isblue com pared to other nearby cb gcts; this fact, as
well as the m orphology and the ob Fct’s lJocation w ith resoect to an apparent poor cluster,
argues for the lensing nterpretation in this case.

2.1.3. RCS1324.5+2845

T his extrem ely rich cluster, at a photom etric redshift of 085 0.05, produces one ap—
parent giant arc, and several other features which are suggestive of strong lensing. A s can
be s=en In F igure 1b, ollow-up of this system is com plicated by the presence of two nearboy
bright stars. The interpretation of the extended feature as an arc is prim arily based on is
extrem ely elongated m orphology, and tangential alignm ent w ith respect to the cluster center.

214. RCS14192+ 5326

RCS14192+ 5326, shown In Figure 1c, is a soectroscopically con med z = 064 cluster
(£ IIingson et al. 2003) which produces two obvious giant arcs. T hese ob Ects are both blue.
The oolor, overall m orxphology, as well as the tangential arrangem ent w ith respect to the
cluster core suggests a strong lensing interpretation. M oreover, note that the fainter of the
tw o putative arcs is about tw ice as distant from the cluster center as the brighter arc. G iant
arcs occur near critical curves, and the signi cant di erences In radialposition of these arcs
m akes it unlikely that they are at sin ilar redshifts. The m ore distant arc also has a lower
surface brightness, and it is also m arginally redder. Based on these di erences, we suggest
that the two arcs corresoond to in ages of two di erent badckground sources, w ith the ainter
corresoonding to a source at signi cantly higher redshift than the brighter.
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21.5. RCS1620.2+ 2929

This spectroscopically con med z = 0:87 com pact and rich cluster (€ llingson et al
2003) has one feature which is suggestive of an arc, and several other an aller sources w ith
strong tangential shear apparently aligned about the cluster core. T his arc candidate, shown
In Figure 1d, has an unusual color com pared to all other galaxies In the inm ediate eld.
The oolor of the galaxy as well as is m orphology are consistent w ith 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
22.1. RCS2122.9-6150

This cluster is shown In Figure 2a, and is at a photom etric redshift of 11 0J10. The
giant arc candidate is cbvious, consisting of an extended feature near and som ew hat tangen—
tial to the apparent cluster D . This cb gct is not visbl in the orighal RC S survey data
and hence no usefiill color nfom ation is currently available.

222. RCS2156.7-0448

RCS2156.7-0448, shown In Figure 2b, is a rich cluster at a photom etric redshift of
12 0J0. khasone candidate arc, Jocated near the apparent cluster @D galaxy and tangen-—
tialto it. This obct also has a relatively uniform surface brightness along its entire length,
arguing against it being a progction of several disk galaxies. The putative arc is barely
visble in the origihal RC S survey in aging, and appears bluer than the cluster galaxies in
that data. T his should be considered the least-likely arc candidate in the secondary sam ple.

22.3. RCS2319.9+ 0038

This rich cluster is at a photom etric redshift of1.0 01. I-band Baade 6.5m in aging,
shown in Figure 2c, suggests the presence of two arcs. B luer im aging, shown in F igure 2d,
reveals that this is n fact a three arc systam , and clearly con m s that RC S2319.9+ 0038
is another spectacular exam ple of strong lensing by a high redshift cluster, com parable to
RCS0224 5-0002. These data also show that one of the arcs is a B -band dropout. For the
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purposes of constructing a statistical sam ple we consider only the I-band data and treat this
as atwo arc system .

3. D iscussion

T he standard prediction from B 98 for the number of giant arcs due to clusters in a
CDM univers is approxin ately one arc per 150 square degrees, integrated over 0< z < 1,
for sources at z = 1. Though the RCS cluster sam pl probes a som ew hat di erent red-
shift range (in particular the secondary arc sam ple describbed above) the resulting di erences
should be factors of order uniy. Even considering only the prim ary RCS arc sam ple (5 clus-
ters, 7 arcs) and ignoring details of speci ¢ arc length-w idth sub-sam ples, we nd disagree—
ment wih the Bartlkemann CDM predictions by a factor of 10-20. Sin ilar disagreem ents
exist forthe EM SS sampl B98) and the LCDCS (Zaritsky & G onzalkz 2002).

T here are three basic ways to Increase the num ber of arcs predicted: Increase the sur-
face density of sources, increase the number of kenses, or ncrease the cross section of the
lenses. Coanology a ects the latter two, but not the rst. The number of sources, and
their redshift distrioution, is a well established cbservable, and is now in principle known
to extram ely faint lin its due to the Hubbl Desp Fields (eg. Casertano et al. 2000, and
references therein). T he expected number of lenses is a strong function of the cosn ology,
and observably depends on the mass 1im it n a given sam ple. E stablishing precisely the
sam e 1im it In theoretical calculations is non-trivial and m ay represent a signi cant source
of error In com paring observations to predictions. The cross section of ndividual lenses is
also a function ofm ass, w ith m ore m assive clusters having larger cross sections. M oreover,
lensing cross sections can be strongly a ected by such things as Jens ellpticity (© quri2002),
progcted secondary structures W yithe, Tumer, & Spergel 2001), Intemal cluster substruc—
ture @Barteln ann, Steinm etz, & W eiss 1995), the presence ofa central dd galaxy W illiam s,
N avarro, & Bartelm ann 1999), and the cluster m ass pro ¥ (Takahashi & Chiba 2001), at
least som e of which are also a ected by coan ology (e4g., R ichstone, Loeb, & Tumer 1992).
T he cross section ofa given lens fora source at a given redshift isalso a fiinction of coam ology
since this a ects the size of the Jens caustics in the source plane.

A further expression of the discrepancy between theory and observations is suggested
by the relative proportion of single to muliple arc clusters. In either the RCS prin ary or
secondary sam ple, In which arcs are found on the basis of exam ining in ages ofuniform depth
of a Jarge num ber of clusters, the probability of two arcs occurring around any one clister
is approxin ately P 2, if the probability of form ing a single arc ism erely P . T his ignores the
e ects of source redshift on the lensing cross section, but is of su cient precision for the
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follow ing discussion. Iffonem akes the further sim ple assum ption that all the lensing clisters
are drawn from the sam e parent population, each m ember of which has a sin ilar lensing
cross-section, the in plication from the prim ary sam pl is that the probability, P , of form ing
an arc for any one cluster is 2/5. Sinilarly P = 1=3 from the sseocondary sample. Both
sam ples also contain one singlearc system w ith a tentative identi cation; exclusion ofthese
system s In plies even higher lensing probabilities. H ow ever, based on the detection rankings
In Tabk 1, it appears that m any of the Individual clusters w ith arcs do not stand out in the
context of the whole cluster sam ple, w ith m any other clusters w ithout arcs show ing sim ilar
or greater cluster detection signi cance.

To produce the large proportion of multiple arc clusters seen In the RCS, we require
at Jeast som e clusters w ith Jarge lensing probabilities, and this conclusion is Independent of
the num ber of clusters considered. G iven the large num ber of clusters in the RCS which
do not show arcs, i seam s lkely that the distribution of lensing probabilities is strongly
skewed, w ith a tailofhigh probability lenses. M ass is an obvious underlying property which
m Ight cause this, since variations in the cluster m ass as given by the cluster m ass fiinction
produces a an all sub-population (them ostm assive clusters) which have an enhanced lensing
cross section.

To investigate the e ect of the cluster m ass function on the expected proportion of
single to multiple arc clusters, we use the cluster catalogs from the Hubbl Volum e V irgo
sin ulations' Evrard et al. 2002) to construct m ock sam ples of clusters over the redshift and
m ass range explored by the RC S. In sim ple sym m etric ensm odels the probability of form ing
giant arcs for any one cluster scales linearly w ith m ass because the length of the caustic is
proportional to m ass; to form a giant arc one m ust cross the caustic, and so length is the
relevant quantity. D etailed m easuram ents of known strong lensing clusters suggest that the
relationship between m ass and lensing power is shallower than this (W illiam s, N avarro, &
Barteln ann 1999), though w ith signi cant scatter. Sin ulations conversely suggest that the
scaling between m ass and lensing cross section is stesper (eg. M eneghetti, Barteln ann &
M oscardini2003). W e use the sin plest m odel, w ith the lensing cross section proportional to
m ass, asam iddl ground betw een these extram es. Thisissu cient forthe sim ple illustrative
m odels shown here.

T he Jensing probability for each cluster in them ass function is set relative to a ducial
value, P1ss. P1as, which is the Jensing probability fora 5 10h M cluster, is arbitrarily

4The sinulations used in this paper were carried out by the V irgo Supercom puting C onsortium using
com puters based at the Com puting Centre of the M ax-P lJanck Society n G arching and at the Edinburgh
Parallel C om puting C entre. T he data are publicly availabl at http://www.mpa—garching.mpg.de/NumCos
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adjasted in order to reproduce the number of singk arc system s observed In the prin ary
sam ple. This particular m ass is chosen since it is approxin ately the lower m ass lin it used
by B 98 when com paring to arc numbers In the EM SS cluster sam ple (LeFevre et al. 1994).

The value of P14 is a function of the lower m ass lin it used, since a Jower m ass 1in it
yields a Jarger num ber of clusters In the m ock catalog, and hence requires a lower values of
P47 In order to reproduce a xed num ber of single arcs. F igure 3 show s the value of P 144
required to reproduce the num ber of single arc clusters ocbserved, versusm ass lin it for Iim is
ranging from 05 10%h 'M to 55 10h !M . The resulting percentage of multiple to
single arc clusters is also shown. Lin its greaterthan 55 10*h M produce a sam ple w ith
an insu cient num ber of clusters and are hence not considered. At any reasonablem ass cut,
this m odel overproduces arcs com pared to the results of B 98, and always underproduces
m ultiplearc clusters as observed by the RC S.0 verall, sin ply scaling the cluster lensing cross
section by the cluster m ass produces a poor tboth to the RCS cbservations and previous
extensive m odeling e orts.

A Dbetterm atch to both the results of B 98 and the RC S than that shown in Figure 3 is
achieved if the distribbution of probabilities is even m ore skewed than one would infer from
the cluster m ass function. A s a sin ple test, we consider an ad hocm odel In which a anall
fraction of clusters have a dram atically Increased Jensing cross section. Such a m odi cation
has the advantage of kesping the lensing probabilities for the bulk of the cluster fairly low .
B 98 m odeled only a am allsam ple of clusters (only nine In any one cosn ology) and m ight well
not have Included any of these suggested extrem e system s. N ote also that changes In source
populations and coan ology m ay do little to produce changes in the distribution of lensing
probabilities. E ects producing a global increase In the lensing probabilities w ill enhance
the ratio of m ultiple to single arcs found, but at the expense of worsening the already poor
agreem ent with the B98 CDM resul.

Figure 4, sin ilar to Figure 3, show s the result of a particular toy model in which a
random ten percent of all clusters have lensing cross sections increased by a factor of ten.
Figure 4 considers the lensing probabilities both for the entire cluster population and only
the \typical" clusters; the fom er produces overall kensing probabilities consistent w ith the
EM SS as seen by Luppino et al. (1999), whil the Jatter produces probabilitiesm uch closer to
thosem odeled by B 98. T he percentage ofm ultiple arc clusters produced isnow signi cantly
higher, w ith values not inconsistent w ith those seen from the prim ary and secondary RCS
sam ples. Notably, further observations of the two m ost striking doublearc clusters in this
sam ple also suggest that these clusters are ram arkably good lenses, and hence that positing
a sub-population of \super knses" is not unreasonable. A s discussed In x2 2.1, bluer and
desper observations of both clusters reveal further giant arc features n each system . In
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particular, RC S0224-0003 show s what can be interpreted as three giant arc system s in the
Initial ground-based In ages, and clearly show s a fourth giant arc system in relatively shallow
HST imaghg (G ladders et al. 2003).

T he redshift distrbution of the RC S prin ary arc sam pl provides conclusive evidence
that, as suggested by the above toy m odels, m ass isnot the dom inant factorwhich determm ines
lensing cross sections. For the m ore m assive clusters which m ake up the bulk of the parent
population of lensing clusters, the RCS is com plkte from about 0 < z < 11 (G ladders &
Yee 2003). However, all the RCS clusters In the prin ary samplk are at 0:64 < z < 087,
despite the fact that clusters at m oderate redshifts(z 0.3-04) are better lenses because
their caustics are bigger for distant sources, and that m assive clusters are m ore abundant
at Jower redshift. Q ualitatively, based on the Hubblk Volum e sin ulations used above, and
takingM 5.0 10h M as a cut rmassive clusters, the m edian redshift of m assive
clustersisonly 049 ina y = 03, = 0:7 universe, and lessthan 30% ofallsuch clusters
are at a redshift higher than the lowest redshift arc cluster seen in the RC S prim ary sam ple.
T he probability that the RCS prim ary arc cluster sam pl is drawn from this population of
sim ulated m assive clusters is less than 0.001. Som ething m ust act to reduce the cross section
of analogs to the RC S prin ary sam ple clusters at later tim es.

O bservations of clusters at redshifts sin ilarto the RC S arc clusters indicate that m assive
high-redshift clusters are often elongated or occur w ith associated superstructure g., G ioia
et al. 1999) and lkely have signi cant substructure; seen in appropriate progction such
system s w ill have enhanoed lensing cross sections. If the form ation process of clusters tends
to producem ore such system s at higher redshifts, thism ight explain both the high proportion
ofmuliple arc clusters seen, and their tendency to be at unexpectedly high redshifts.

A nother possible explanation of the redshift distrdbution of the RC S lenses is that the
cluster potentials are m ore concentrated at high redshift . Such an e ect iswellknown from
n-body sin ulations, In which the concentration of a given halo is odbserved to be correlated
w ith the value of  at the redshift at which it collapsed (N avarro, Frenk, & W hite 1997).
TheRCS samplkm ay be the rst sam pl with su cient redshift graso to cbserve thise ect.
M oreover, them ultiplearc clusters, particularly RC S0224-0003, have regular concentric arcs;
this In plies that a singlk potential is regponsble for the lensing, and that it is unlkely to
be highly substructured. This contrasts with the multiple arc system s seen in desp HST
In aging around extram ely m assive Iower redshift clusters (eg.Kneb et al. 1996) in which
substructure clarly has a signi cant e ect.

F nally, we note that in general, better agream ent is found w ith the results of B 98 by
com paring the RCS samples to an open CDM m odel, since this m odel produces approxi-
m ately the correct num ber of arcs. The results of B 98 show that a signi cant portion ofthis
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Increase In arcs num bers is due to larger lensing cross sections, In addition to a global n—
crease In the num ber of clusters n such a coan ology. Ik isunclearwhether thism ay result in
the skewed lensing probability distribution required by the RC S data, and whether an open
CDM modelwould correctly reproduce the multiple to single arc ratio observed. Ik would
be usefiil to redo the calculations of B98 w ith this in m Ind, in particular paying attention
to multiple arc system s. T hough num erous other ocbservations appear to indicate that open
CDM m odels are unlkely, and in particular the CM B results indicate that the universe is
near to at (eg.de Bemardis et al. 2002), the continuing suggestion that an open CDM
universe is preferred by arc statistics m akes this topic worth revisiting.

4. Conclusions

W e have presented a totalof seven new lensing clusters from the R ed-Sequence C luster
Survey. In conjinction wih one system already in the literature G lJadders, Yee, & E lling—
son 2002), this sam ple hasbeen analysed In the context of theoretical predictions for lensing
statistics In a CDM universe. The long-standing disagreem ent between theory and obser-
vations, In which the actual arc num bers are severely underpredicted for this coan ology, is
con m ed by these new data. The m ost striking property of the RCS sam plk is the large
number (3 of8) ofm ultiple arc lensing clusters seen. An open CDM m odel is still preferred
by the RCS data, since this produces m ore arcs, In part due to clusters w ith individually
larger cross sections and thus a greater tendency to produce m ultiple arc system s.

The high frequency of multipl arc systam s result Inplies that there exists a sub—
population of clusters whith are extraordiarily good lenses. The overall high redshift of
the RC S lens sam ple suggest that the source of these \superJenses" is lkely related to the
process of cluster fom ation, and possbly due to som e com bination of substructure, lns
ellipticity, and proection of associated structure along the line of sight. An altemate inter—
pretation is that these lenses are particularly dense, as is expected on theoretical grounds
for clusters which form early. Regardless of causs, these results suggest that som e physical
e ect must serve to reduce the lensing cross sections of clusters at later tim es, the opposite
of what is expected ifm ass is the prim ary param eter controlling lensing cross sections.

N otably, these e ects m ay have not been well captured In previous m odeling e orts
due to the an all num ber of clusters sin ulated, and an incom plkte treatm ent of surrounding
structures. W e suggest that future e orts to m odel kensing by clusters m ust lnclude both a
large num ber of clusters, and the com plete line of sight to each In order to correctly m odel
such e ects. Consideration ofm ultiple arcs In such m odelsm ay help rehabilitate arc statistics
as a coan ologicaltool, as it provides an independent check on them odeling. F inally, we note
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that the presence of a skew ed distribution of lensing probabilities for clisters, In plied by our
data, m ay ocom plicate the use of such clusters as probes of the global properties of cluster
dark m atter haloes. C lusters show Ing arcsm ay represent a signi cantly biased sam ple.
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Basic Param eters of RC S Lensing C lusters and A ssociated A rcs.

Cluster Nam e

R edshift Surface B rightness R ank# A rc R edshift (s) Arc I=w

N otes

RCS02245-0002  0.773 23.82 1 147 > 24 3rd (or 4th) fainter arc
4.8786 > 28 in HST im aging
RC S0348.8-1017 0.80 0.5 23.63 > 17522 || > 8
RCS13245+2845 0.85 0.5 23.95 98 || 13
RCS14192+ 5326  0.64 23.97 16 [ 11
| > 8
RCS16202+2929 0.87 23.93 20 [ > 5 tentative ID
RCS2122.9-6150 120 0.0 2410 31 [ 15
RC S2156.7-0448 110 0.10 2411 43 || 6 tentative ID
RCS2319.9+ 0038 1.00 0.5 23.90 1 || 12 3rd arc visble in
3 4 7 bluer in aging

N ote. \ Lens redshifts w ith error bars are photom etric estim ates, and are otherw ise spectroscopic redshifts. A rc length-
to-w idth 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¢ -band for the RCS prim ary sam ple, and Iz band for the secondary sam ple, Vega
calbrated using Landolt (1992) standards in both cases. U ncertainties are less than 0.1 m agnitudes.

2T he apparent poor cluster producing this arc does not appear in the prim ary RC S cluster sam ple, since its signi cance
isbelow the threshold.



Fig. l.| The four panels show greyscale R band in ages of the central 1’ 1’ of the four new lensing
clusters in the prin ary sam ple discussed n x2.1. T he putative arc features are indicated by an arrow in each

case.



Fig. 2.
in the secondary sam ple discussed in x2 2. T he putative arc features are indicated by an arrow In each case.
Paneld showsRCS2319.9+ 0038 n V and B light, from a summ ed in age in which the arcs have sim ilar S/N
in each Iter. The B -band dropout Indicated in the m ain text is the arc to the bottom right. A third arc

Panelsa—c show greyscale I-band Im ages ofthe central30" 30" ofthe three new lensing clisters

apparent in these bluer data is also indicated.
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Fig. 3 | In the top panel, the dot-dashed line show s the value 0fP1,4.; required to reproduce the num ber
of singke arcs seen In the RC S prin ary sam ple, as fiinction ofm ass lim i, for a m odel in which the cluster
lensing probability scales linearly w ith m ass. T he horizontaldashed line show the typical lensing probability
fora CDM universe m odeled by B 98. A s discussed extensively in the m ain text, the RC S singke arc data,
and hence this m odel w hich m atches it, are inconsistent w ith the predictions of B 98. T he solid line in the
bottom panelshow s the expected proportion ofm ultiple to single arc clusters for the sam em odel. H orizontal
solid lines show the proportion of doublearc clusters seen In the RC S prin ary sam ple (0 set right) and the
RCS secondary sample (© set kfh); it is unclear what m ass lin it is appropriate for these clusters and this
uncertainty is suggested by the broken horizontal extension of these lines to lowerm ass lim its. R egardless,
the m odel fails to m atch the data at any m ass lim it. The e ect of rem oving one of the single arc clusters
from each sam plk (possible because each sam ple contain one tentative system w ith a sn aller length-to-w idth
ratio —see Table 1) is also shown by the arrow s.
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Fig. 4. Similarly toFigure 3, except oram odelin which a random 10% ofall clusters have their lensing
probabilities boosted by a factor of10. The value 0fP14.7 isnow shown for the entire cluster sam ple (dotted
line) and only them ore typicalclusters (dashed line). T he em pirical probability ofarcs forthe EM SS sam ple
is shown by the horizontal dotted lines, and m atches the m odel resul for the entire cluster sam ple quie
well; the appropriate m ass lim i for these data is also uncertain but lkely at the m assive end of the range
shown Luppino et al. 1999) . Com pared to Figure 3, thism odel produces m uch better agreem ent w ith the
observed ratio ofm ultiple to sihgl arcs, whik at the sam e tin e being m ore consistent w ith the predictions
ofB 98 for typical clusters.



