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A bstract

W e investigate what the lensing Infom ation contained in high resolution, low noise
CM B tem peraturem aps can teach us about clusterm asspro les.W e create lensing
elds and Sunyaev-Zeldovich e ect m aps from N-body sin ulations and apply them
to prin ary CM B anisotropies m odeled as a G aussian random eld. W e exam Ine
the success of several techniques of cluster m ass reconstruction using CM B lensing
Inform ation, and m ake an estin ate of the observational requirem ents necessary to

achieve a satisfactory resul.
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1 Introduction

T he study of anisotropies in the Coan ic M icrow ave Badkground (CM B) has
proven to be a gold-m ine for coan ology. T he prin ary anisotropies on scales
largerthan 10°have now been probed w ith high delity by W M AP (Bennettet
al. 2003) over the whole sky, krading to strong constraints on our coan ological
model. W ithin the next few years this activity w illbe com plem ented by high
angular resolution, high sensitivity observations of secondary anisotropies by
the SZA * ,APEX -SZ experin ent® , the South Pole Telescope (SPT ° ) and the
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Atacam a Cosm ology Telescope ACT 7 ) which are ain ing to m ake aram inute
resolution m apswith 10 K sensitivity (orbetter) at m illin eter wavelengths.

O n the angular scales the dom inant secondary anisotropy is expected to be the
C om pton scattering of cold CM B photons from hot gas along the line of sight,
known as the them al Sunyaev-Zeldovich (SZ) e ect ((Sunyaev & Zeldovich
1972, Sunyzev & Zeldovic 1980); for recent review s see Rephaeli (1995) and
Birkinshaw (1999)).T hethem alSZ e ect can be spectrally distinguished from

prin ary CM B anisotropies given enough sensitivity and frequency coverage,
and we shall not consider it in this work. At slightly lower am plitudes are
the kinetic SZ e ect and gravitational lensing, both of which leave the CM B

soectrum unaltered but m odify the spatial correlations and statistics of the
signal. These e ects can in principle provide usefiil constraints on re=ionization
m odels (the kSZ e ect, eg. (Zhang, Pen & Trac 2003)) and allow us tom ap
the dark m atter back to the surface of last scattering (lensing, eg. (Selpk &

Zaldarraga 1999, Zaldarriaga & Selpk 1999, Hu 2001, H irata & Selpk 2003,
Okamoto & Hu 2003)).

In this paper we want to consider gravitational lensing ofthe CM B by galaxy
clusters. Thiswas st studied by Selpk & Zaldarriaga (000), which is the
starting point for our work. R elatively little other work hasbeen done on this
phenom enon, notabl exceptions being the work of Cooray (2003) who de-
scribed a m ethod to m easure the equation of state of the dark energy, B artel-
mann (2003) who gave CM B lensing as an exam ple of num erical technigques
and Holder & Kosow sky (2004) whose ain was quite sim ilar to the work pre—
sented here.

Our goal is to study how well, and in what m anner, we can reconstruct the
cluster pro J, or an Integrated quantity such as the m ass, from the lensing
induced distortion in the CM B tem perature eld®, or conversely to under—
stand the in pact of large collapsed structures on the statistics of the CM B.
T he principle advantage of CM B lensing over traditional lensing of galaxies is
that the source redshift is aln ost perfectly known. The m ain disadvantage is
that it ispresents a single, xed source plane. Lensing also represents auxiliary
science that can be done w ith already planned or finded instrum ents, at little
or no additional cost. A s such it isworth investigating in som e detail.

Tt has becom e well known that lensing su ers from severe progction e ects
Reblinsky & Bartelmann 1999, M etzler, W hie & Loken 2001) so we shall
here consider how well the progcted m ass pro ls can be constructed from
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8 W e shall only consider kensing of the tem perature anisotropies in this work, ne-
glecting polarization . T his ispartly m otivated by the fact that som e ofthe upcom ing
experin ents w ill not be polarization sensitive, and partly to keep the calculation
under control.



CM B lnsing, kaving aside the question of how well such pro ks can be
deprocted to get 3D quantities. In order of decreasing desirability we would
like to reconstruct the convergence m ap (orocted density) of every cluster
In the eld; compute the total convergence (mass) of every cluster in the

eld; com pute the pro le of Stacked’ clusters or com pute som e ntegral of the
Stacked’ pro k. W e shall investigate each ofthese In tum.

T he plan of the paper is as follow s. In x2 we Introduce the lensing form alian ,
largely ollow Ing Selpk & Zaldarriaga (2000), and Introduce our notation.W e
In plam ent the S& Z programm e in X3, wherewe show how the procedure works
in a sin ple toy m odelofan idealcluster lensing a pure, known CM B gradient.
T hen webegin to add com plications in x4, looking in particularat the fact that
the CM B isnot a pure gradient, the contam ination from kSZ Which ishighly
correlated w ith the lensing structures) and the non-G aussianiy of the lensing

eld and nally at the e ects of noise. W e summ arize w ith our conclisions
In x5. Som e details of the sim ulations we use to m ake m ock observations are
given in an A ppendix.

2 The Theory of C luster Lensing ofthe CM B

In this section we review the e ect of cluster lensing on the CM B .O urgoalis
to explore to what extent the m ass and the m ass pro ke of a cluster m ay be
constrained using nfom ation from high resolution tem perature m aps of the
CM B ifthe cluster’s redshift and position on the sky are known.W e introduce
the form alisn of CM B Jensing but provide only a brief sum m ary of equations
directly relevant here; see Bartelm ann & Schneider (2001) fora com prehensive
review of weak lensing. T hroughout this paper we work in the weak lensing
lin i, assuame a at CDM universe, adopt units where where the speed of
light c= 1, and work in com oving coordinates.

2.1 W eak Lensing ofthe CM B

W e begin by exam ning the gravitational lensing of light rays that origihate
at the surface of last scattering by Inhom ogeneities in the Intervening m atter
distrdoution. W e de ne the prin ordial CM B tem perature eld at the surface
of last scattering as T ( % at an angular position on the sky °. Lensing by
large scale structures such as clustersw illcause CM B light rays that originate
at a position °to be de ected by an angle to an observed position on the
sky , so that the observed tem perature T ( ) is

T()=T(%=T¢ ) @)



Tt is sin ple to derive a m athem atical expression for the de ection angle n
the weak lensing lin it. The total de ection angle of a source at position
s @S seen by an ocbserverat = 0 is

—_— 2 ZS

d ( s )r? (2)
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where r , denotes the spatial gradient perpendicular to the path of the light
ray, Iisthe three-din ensional peculiar gravitational potential, and  is the
radial com oving coordinate.

A s we discuss below , we w ill be interested In the dependence of the lensing
anglk on the m atter distribution. To see this dependence, we de ne the con-
vergence %r w here r is the angular gradient operator. T hen

d g(; or? 3)

w here we have Invoked the Bom and Lin ber approxin ations (see Jain, Selpk
& W hie (2000) and Vale & W hie (2003) for a discussion) and m ade use of
the lensing kemel

gl ; s = ) )

Them atterdensity isrelated to the three-dinm ensionalgravitationalpotential
through

r? =4 G ,— )
a

w here allquantities are de ned w ith respect to com oving coordinates, G isthe
graviational constant, o isthem ean density ofthe present day universe, and

=9 1 is the r=htive m ass overdensity. It is worth noting that if only
Jocal lensing inform ation is available, equation (5) w illbe uncertain up to an
overall constant. T his is the source of the so called m ass sheet degeneracy.W e
arenow In a position to relate to them atter density by com bining equations
(3) and ()

() 4Go d g(;s)
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Fig.1l.The convergence m aps for isolated and non-isolated clusters as found in our
sin ulations. T he color bar show s the value of the (dim ensionless) convergence

Ifthe lensing e ect isprin arily due to a sihglk structure w hose size ism uch less
than its com oving distance , one can m ake use ofthe thin lens approxin ation.
T hen the conyergence is sin ply related to the propcted two din ensionalm ass
density d ofthe lens, so that equation (6) becom es

() 4Gog(is) (7)) (7

W em ake use of equation (7) to create the convergence eld from the N-body
sinulations (eg.Figurel), asdetailed in the Appendix.From the convergence

eld we com pute the de ection angl via
=r,r 2 8)

and hence the lensed tam perature ed.
22 Lensing by an IdealC luster

Tt is Instructive to exam ine the lensing e ect of an isolated cluster In the
absence of other sscondary anisotropies, foregrounds, instrum ent e ects, or
lensing by other structures, allofwhich we include Jater. If the de ections are
an all, we m ay expand the right hand side of equation (1) to lnear order, so
that

T() T() () ©)

W e will assum e that equation (9) holds both here and in x3 for the purpose
of illustrating som e basic ideas. However, we note that this approxin ation
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Fig.2. (left) A 1d cut ofthe kensing signal T ( ) for a circularly sym m etric ideal
cluster lensing the CM B. The red line shows the unlensed CM B, the blue lne
show s the lensed CM B w ith the characteristic kink’ near the origin and the green
line show s the di erence. (right) The signalin 2D for a circularly sym m etric ideal
cluster lensing a constant gradient. N ote the dipolar nature of the lensing signal.

is not actually necessary, and we shall dispense w ith it altogether n x4. Ik's
usefiil to consider the de ection angl due to a soherically sym m etric clister
at com oving distance

M A
_ 4G< s ™M () 10)
S
where = (4; ,) isnow de ned asthe angular displacam ent from the center
of the cluster, is the absolute value of , and M ( ) is the m ass of the

clusterw ithin a radius .To st order, the cluster’s lensing e ect is to rem ap
the CM B radially away from its center, creating a step lke wigglke in the
CM B gradient centered on the cluster (Selpk & Zaldarriaga 2000).W e give
an exam pl of this behavior for a typical Jarge cluster from our sin ulations
In Figure (2).A s expected from equation (9), the m agniude of the e ect is
proportional to both the local gradient of the CM B and the de ection angle
along that gradient.

The lensing angle cannot be solved for using equation (9) w ithout m ore
Inform ation; you can’t in generalm easure a scalar eld and expect to solve for
a scalar eld and a vector eld! If progress is to be m ade, som e assum ptions
m ust be m ade about , T (), orboth. W e begin by noting that, In the
absence of secondary anisotropies, the CM B is expected to have little power
on amall angular scales, so that r T'( ) may be slowly varying in relevant
regions near the cluster’s center. W e exam ine this statem ent m ore carefully
below , but fornow we follow Selpk & Zaldarriaga (2000) and m ake use ofthis



dea to m odel the prim ordialCM B gradient in am all regions near the cluster
as a constant whose direction of steepest ascent can w ithout loss of generality
be taken as the y-axis, so that

T( ) TyO y (ll)

where T}, is the slope of the prin ordial CM B along the y-axis and we have
ignored an overall constant.

W e de ne the lensing signaldue to a cluster T ( ) asthe di erence between
the lensed and unlensed CM B tem perature

TC() T(C) T(O) 12)

Combining thisw ith equations (9) and (11) and de ning the de ection due to
kensing by the cluster along the y-axisas  gives

T() T() Tyy y () Tyo 13)

InFigure Q) weshow T ( ) fora circularly sym m etric isolated cluster lensing
a constant gradient. T he signal crudely resembles a dipok in appearance as
you would expect from equation (9), though i fallso as M ()= away
from the cluster as predicted by equation (10).

The lensing angle () is not generally considered m easurable because the
originalposition ofthe background in age isn"t known.H owever, faraway from

the cluster, the e ect of lensing m ust be an all, and the lensed and unlensed
CM B must be roughly equal. If the approxin ation ofequation (11) isvald at
this distance, then it willbe possblk tomeasure T ( ) away from the cluster,
determ ine T}, and solve or  ( ).Asweshow In Figure (4), the convergence
pro ke can be well reconstructed from this inform ation. W e note that the
reconstruction is degenerate fordensity uctuationsthat change , butdon’t
aler .Thisdegeneracy is sin ilar to that of the m ass sheet degeneracy, but
it applies to any line of constant density in () that happens to lie in the

direction of the y-axis. W e nd the error due to this degeneracy to be quie
an all, and i is of course identically zero for a circularly symm etric cluster
pro l,where 2= 2+ 5

&t is ckar from Figure (4) that reconstructing the convergence pro ke of a
cluster from CM B tem perature m aps is certainly possible under the follow ing
highly arti cial conditions:

N o foregrounds
N o instrum ent e ects



No CM B ssoondary anisotropies other than lensing
T he clusters are isolated
TheCM B is a pure gradient of constant slope

In x3, we beginh to lnclude these e ects In the context of a toy m odel.

3 ResultsFrom a Toy M odel

In this section, we m ake use of a toy m odel of cluster lensing of the CM B
iIn order to investigate to what extent the issues raised in the bulkted points
listed at the end ofx2 w ill in pact on our ability to reconstruct the convergence
pro les of clusters using high resolution CM B tam perature m aps. W e then
present results from this toy m odel for two general cases: lndividual clisters
and \stacked" average clusters.

3.1 Signaland Noise in the Toy M odel

In the toy m odel, we assum e that the prim ordialCM B in a an all region near
a cluster isa known quantity, which we then m odelas a gradient. This allow s
us to bypass the step of estin ating the unlensed CM B from the actualm aps
(we address this issue in x4), which w illbe both lensed and noisy, and instead
to directly m easure the signal as de ned in equation (12) plus a noise tem
N ( ), which includes allother e ects, so that

T<() T()+N() (14)

where we de ne the m easured signal in the toy modelas T :.A ccording to
equation (10), the de ection anglk M ( )= ,and from equation (13) the
signal In any circular annulus is proportional to tin esthe slope ofthe CM B
gradient Ty, tin esthe area ofthe annulus. T hen the totalsignalto noise inside

a circle of radins  scales as

Z

S Ty
= M 1
N I d () 15)

for G aussian noise. Since them odel relies on the approxin ation that the CM B

gradient is constant (equation 11), which can only be valid on an all scalks,
we have chosen to inpose a cut-o radius of 4° firom the center of the cluster.
That is, we assume ameasurament of T, Br < 4, and use no nfom ation
at larger radii. W e note that we do address the use of lensing nform ation for
reconstruction on larger scals elsswhere Amblard, Vale & W hite 2004).



The toy signal T . is derived using an Input convergence m ap m ade by ray—
tracing through our N-body simulation. T his convergence m ap is then used
to m ake the de ection eld , using Fourier m ethods, and T ismade by
rem apping T ( %) into T ( ) according to equation (1), where T'( °) isa gradient
of constant slope.W e provide a description ofthe N -body sim ulation and the
creation of the convergence m ap In an appendix, and for now note only that
the sim ulated clusters are In general neither isolated nor ideal, as can be seen
in the convergence pro les of Figure (1).

A fter creating am ap ofthe toy signal, we next iIntroduce tw 0 noise com ponents
to them odel. The =rst, the kinetic SZ, is highly correlated w ith the position

of the cluster, and because it has the sam e soectral dependence as the CM B

itself, it cannot be rem oved using m ulti-frequency m easurem ents. W e then add
a G aussian \white noise" com ponent, which is uncorrelated w ith the location
of the cluster, and can be thought of as Instrum ent noise, and unless stated
otherw ise, we anooth with a 0975 beam EW HM ), such as is expected for
APEX-SZ.W e do not include noise sources which we expect to be an all and
uncorrelated with the cluster, such as other CM B secondaries, nor do we
Include point sources, dust, or the them al SZ, which can in principl be
rem oved or at least reduced by m aking use of their spectral dependence. In
any realexperin ent, treatm ent ofthese e ectsw illnot be perfect, so excluding
them entirely is som ew hat optin istic.

3.2 Reoonstruction of C luster Pro ks

In this section we address the issue ofthe reconstruction of cluster convergence
pro lesw ithin the toy m odelboth for ndividual clustersand \stacked" average
clusters. W e shall see that both instrum ent noise, and m ore pemiciously the
kinetic SZ, signi cantly degrade the reconstruction for ndividual clisters.

Let usbegin by looking at the reconstruction Including kinetic SZ fora typical
largem ass, high-z cluster in F igure (3) .N ote that when the kinetic SZ isadded
the reconstruction is signi cantly altered, because som e ofthe kinetic SZ signal
ism isinterpreted as lensing.Thise ect isparticularly troublesom ebecause it is
soatially correlated w ith the lensing signal, spectrally indistinguishable from
i, non-G aussian, and only loosely correlated w ith the m ass or them al SZ
signal from the cluster.

In the last panel of Figure (3), we show a reconstruction with no kinetic SZ

but now instead ncliding G aussian random noise at a kevelof 3 K-aran In,
roughly one third ofthat expected forthe highest resolution m aps from APEX —
SZ and consistent w ith m ore am bitious future propcts such asACT and SPT.
Even at this noise Jevel, m ost of the features of the convergence m ap are lost,
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Fig. 3. The reconstructed oonvergence maps for a typical cluster of
Mo = 235 10'"h'M and z = 1.W e show the hput map, the reconstruc—
tion with kinetic SZ, then wih 3 K-aran in of instrum ent noise and no kinetic
SZ.
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Fig. 4. T he convergence reconstruction fora large M 200 = 7 10'*h *'M ), high
redshift (z= 0:95) cluster. T he Jeft panel is the true convergence sm oothed by 075,
the center panel is the the reconstructed convergence using the toy m odel and no
noise, and the right panel is the reconstructed convergence incliding the kinetic
SZ . In this unusual case, the kinetic SZ dom nates the reconstruction com pletely,
causing the center of the cluster to appear as lJarge and negative.

and it is evident that high quality reconstruction of cluster convergence m aps
for typical clusters is not achievable w ithin the context of the experin ental
param eters we are considering. A strategy designed to integrate deeply on
cluster locations would have to be adopted.

W hile the situation depicted in F igure (3) is typical, in som e cases the kinetic
SZ can be com pktely dom nant, aswe show iIn Figure (4).In this particular
case the cluster happens to be rotating, so that the kinetic SZ signal has a
dipolelike structure sim ilar to that produced by lensing.D epending on the rel-
ative ordentation ofthe kinetic SZ lobesand the direction ofthe CM B gradient,
these signals can enhance or overwhelm the lensing signal. It is even possible
to reconstruct a lJarge negative convergence right at the cluster’s location!

W hile this \disaster" cluster is clearly beyond hope, the reconstruction of a
typical cluster m ight be In proved if we m ask out pixels which are lkely to
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Fig.5.The kinetic SZ (left) for a typical (non-isolated) cluster and the themm al SZ
(center) that you ocould try to use to m ask it. The right panel is an exam plk of a
typicalm asked m ap, w here the m asked region is shown in black and the unm asked
region is now (for clarity) the absolute value of the kinetic SZ . The them al SZ is
not a perfect tracer of the kinetic SZ, resulting in m ap w ith m any perfectly good
pixels rem oved, and residual kinetic SZ still lncluded. The color bar in each case
shows T in K.

contain a Jarge kinetic SZ com ponent, which can be done by using the them al
SZ to roughly estin ate the lkelhood of a large m agnitude kinetic SZ . This
is essentially the idea proposed in Selpk & Zaldarraga (2000). Figure (B)
Mustrates why this is not in general helpfiil; m ost clusters are not isolated,
and m any pixels m ust be excised. To m ake m atters worse, the them al SZ
is not a perfect tracer of the kinetic SZ, so m any perfectly good pixels are
thrown away whilke others w ith large kinetic SZ signals are Included.

O bviously, even ifm ost clusters are not suitable candidates, wem ay be ablk to
select som e that are and focus on those.W e have so far been thwarted in our
reconstruction e ortsby the kinetic SZ and instrum ent noise. If we ignore the
latter for the tin e being, we realize right away that, although rare, clusters do
som etin es form In relative isolation, as depicted In Figure (1).Perhaps these
w illbe suitable?

Indeed, the level of contam ination from the kinetic SZ is dram atically lower,
and m ostly associated w ith the cluster itself. W em ay now m ask out the center
of the cluster and have a reasonable expectation that the kinetic SZ contam i-
nation w ill be under control, and indeed that does prove to be the case here.
H owever, we have speci cally gone out ofourway to select an isolated cluster,
using the them alSZ, and this has introduced a strong selection bias. The ab-
sence of other structures ism arvelous for controlling the In pact of the kinetic
SZ, but the cluster is now located In a large void which dram atically reduces
the profcted m ass below what one would expect from an average location. In
essence we have Introduced a m ass sheet degeneracy. T his isdepicted in F igure
(8) .Here, we present the actualde ection angl along the y-axis. T he dot-dash
curve is the lensing angle that would result if the cluster were the only ob fct
in the universe, the solid line is the resut including the cluster plus pro fction

11
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Fig. 6. The cumultive oonvergence for our stack of 61 clusters wih
2< M=10"%¥nh'M < 3and 1< z < 15 as a function of radius. Shown here
are the Input (red line), the reconstruction incliding kinetic SZ (green line), and
reconstruction incliding kinetic SZ and noise (pblue line).

e ects, and the dashed lne is the actual de ection anglk, where structures
far away from the cluster of interest contrlbute to the de ection anglk even
though they don’t alter the convergence (this last is a degeneracy that arises
because we have access only to the y-axis de ections). T hus, even though we
\cheated" and sin ply used the y-axis de ection angle directly, rather than
measuring i, we are still unabl to reconstruct the clisters m ass from this
Inform ation due to a strong m ass sheet degeneracy that In fact is consistent
w ith a cluster m ass estin ate of zero at the vidal radius, w ith absolutely no
noise Introduced, sin ply because of the confusion introduced from Ilensing by
other structures.

O ur nvestigation of the likely success of reconstruction of ndividual cluster
m ass pro ks has shown that it will prove a m ore di cul problm than one

m Ight have hoped. Ikt is worth noting that som e of the di culties we have

encountered have com e because we have used full eld lensing and SZ sinu-—
Jations, rather than clusters that have been tut out’ of sin ulations and then
used to lens voids. D espite this technical di erence though, our resuls so far
are qualitatively in agreem ent w ith those of Holder & K osow sky (2004).They
show In their Fig. 4 that they reconstruct the cluster m ass to be essentially
zero at the virial radius. W e shall retum to thispoint, and som e ofthe reasons

12



Fig. 7. The oonvergence map (eff) of our stack of 61 clusters wih
2< M=10""h'M < 3and 1< z< 135, it's reconstruction (center) incluiding
the kinetic SZ, and then again (right) with both G aussian noise and kinetic SZ
nclided.

behind it, In the next section.

A nother approach, called stacking, is to consider a group of clusters binned
according to relevant observables (eg. tam perature and redshift), cut out re—
gions in the signalm apsw ithin a speci ed area centered on each cluster, stack

them one on top of another, and then com pute the average. T he principalad—
vantage of this technique is that essent:a]%/ every unbiased source of confiision
is reduced by this kind of averaging as N, where N is number of clisters
used. This lncludes the in portant cases of the kinetic SZ, since the baryons
are a priori equally lkely to be m oving toward or away from the cbserver,
and of profction e ects that proved so troublesom e in the case of \isolated"

clusters. If our cluster signal grow s as M , our signaltonoise is enhanced by
stacking m ore rlatively low m ass clusters as long as the m ass function is
steeper than M 2 perm ass interval considered. T his is the case or the high
m ass and redshift clusters we consider, suggesting we should target m ore lower
m ass clusters rather than fewer high m ass clusters.

In Figure (7) we show the reconstruction ofa stack m ade from 61 Intermm ediate
m ass, high redshift clusters. F irst, consider the case where the only source of
noise is the kinetic SZ . T he convergence pro I ofthe stack is circularly sym —
m etric to a good approxin ation, which greatly reduces the m ass line artifact
that can arise In the reconstruction of nie elds, and it becom es feasible to
reconstruct m ore of the central region. A s in the case of single clusters, adding
G aussian nstrum ent noise0of125 K -aran In to the stack (consistent w ith the
anticipated 10 K-aran In for APEX -SZ averaged over 61 clusters) introduces
substantial uncertainty to the convergence pro l, but the total convergence
as a function of radius is reasonably constrained, as can be ssen In Figure
(6) . Thus, there is som e prom ise that onem ight be able to provide reasonable
m ass estin ates for cluster stacks, which m ight then be used to constrain the
m ass-tem perature relation.

13
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Fig. 8. The de ection angles for an isolated cluster that occurred naturally In our
sin ulations. T he dot-dash line show sthe de ection anglk for the cluster ifthere were
no otherm atter in the universe. T he solid line show s the lensing from the profgcted
convergence pro ke at the cluster’s location on the sky. Since lensing is dependent
on the relative m ass overdensiy , the void acts as a negative m ass sheet. F nally,
the dashed line is the actual de ection angle. Structures away from the center of
the cluster do contribute to de ections, som etin es quite substantially.

T he reconstruction of cluster convergence pro ls using weak lensing of the
CM B is a technigue that clkarly show s prom ise for cluster stacks if the ap—
proxin ations of the toy m odel can be trusted. Som e potentially im portant
issues are not addressed by this sin ple m odel, the m ost in portant of which
is the fact that the unlensed CM B is not a known quantity, so the signal as
described in equation (13) is not directly m easurable. W e exam ine this issue
In the next section.

4 Beyond the Toy M odel

In the previous section we show ed that using high resolution m apsoftheCM B

tem perature to reconstruct stacked cluster convergence pro ks is a technique
that show s som e prom ise when exam ined w ithin the context of a sim ple toy
m odel. By em ploying a toy m odelwe have brushed aside a num ber of poten—
tially in portant com plications, perhaps the m ost glaring ofwhich ishaving so
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Fig.9.The lensing signalestim ated using the ansatz of Sel’pk & Zaldarriaga (2000)
(Left) The lensed CM B (plue) is used as an estim ate of the unlnsed CM B on
either side of the cluster, and the unlnsed CM B (dashed orange) is estim ated by
connecting thedots.Thedi erencebetw een the two isthen the estin ate ofthe signal
(red). Right) A generic feature of this m ethod of reconstruction is its system atic
underestin ate of the m agniude of the signal. T he actual signal (dot-dash orange)
is included for com parison.

far ignored the uctuations intrinsic to the prim ordial CM B itself. A lthough
ourm ain focus in this section w illbe on stacked clusters, we nonetheless begin
w ith som e discussion in the context of individual clusters as a natural kead in
to understanding this issue.

F irst recall the toy m odel ansatz of Selpk & Zaldarriaga (2000) where the
CM B tem perature gradient can be approxin ated as constant over relevant
length scales, and the CM B can be m easured far from the cluster where the
kinetic SZ and lensing by the cluster are both an all. The unlensed CM B
gradient can then be sin ply detem ined, as we illustrate in Figure (9), by
onnecting the dots’ between the CM B on either side of the cluster. H ow ever,
the CM B cannot be well approxin ated as a gradient on scales greater than
a few aram nutes even for carefilly selected portions of the CM B, so to use
this technigue to get a good t for the unlensed CM B at the center of the
cluster you are forced to set the lensing signal (@nd therefor the de ection
anglk) to zero at roughly a few aran lnutes from the center of the cluster.
O bviously the lensing e ect of Jarge clusters extends well beyond this range,
o the ‘onnect the dots’ m ethod system atically underestin ates the cluster’s
mass Equation 10) as you go farther from the cluster’s center, culm Inating
In a total cluster m ass estim ate equal to zero on scals of a few aran nutes;
that is, roughly at the virial radius. T his is a com plktely generic feature ofthe
m ethod, and is easily seen in the second panel of Figure (9) or n Figure (4)
ofHolder & Kosowsky (2004).

A betterm ethod ofestin ating the unlensed CM B is certainly of nterest. O ne
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obvious in provem ent is to extend on the origihal proposal of Selpk & Zal
darraga (2000) by m aking use of som ething other than a sin ple gradient.For
exam ple, one could ttheCM B far from the clusterw ith a seocond order poly—
nom ial (put note that nearby structure m ay cause problm s). A ltematively,
you could useaW jener Iter, aswas recently suggested by Holder & K osow sky

(2004) . Unfortunately, although the t is som ewhat i proved, these m ethods
appearto su er from the sam e drawback asthe original, and lad to estin ates
of the virialm ass that are system atically low and often consistent w ith zero.

A m ore sophisticated approach would be to iterate the torto incluide am odel
forboth lensing and the unlensed CM B . T his is the approach we take. Specif-
ically we assum e that the cluster is spherically sym m etric and has an NFW
pro ke, and we m odel the unlensed CM B locally as a 2nd degree polynom ial
In 2D (the above m entioned nearby structure contam ination w ill average out
when stacking).W e consider a range ofm asses for the assum ed NFW cluster
and com pute the Jensing de ection angle foreach. T his isused to \delens" the
CM B map.The resultingm ap which best ts, in the 2 sense, a second degree
polynom ial (in 2D ) is chosen.A second degree polynom ial has the advantage
ofbeing even about the center of the cluster, whik the lensing e ect is odd,
and on scales of a few aran lnutes tting an unlnsed CM B fairly wellL. As a
resul, bad’ tswilloften be glaring.

W e initially tested thism ethod on clusters tut out’ from sin ulations and w ith
no instrum ent noise, kinetic SZ, etc., and were abl to routinely estim ate the
mass to within 10% , and to within a few percent for our ducial 61 cluster
stack . H owever, the m ethod incurs a bias toward underestin ating the m ass
that becom es m ore signi cant as you Include regions further from the center
of the cluster. The bias occurs due to the failure of the 2D polynom ial to
accurately represent the CM B 1n the region around a cluster. One look at
Figure (9) will convince the reader of the origin of the bias. T he departure of
the CM B from a constant gradient is also odd about the center of the cluster,
so that while lensing by a cluster w ill degrade the ability of the polynom ialto

t CM B near the cluster, i will actually help it t better farther away, and
the two e ects com pete. G iven the need for asmuch usabl area as possible
to overcom e other di culties, it is likely that a 2D polynom ial is ultin ately
not the best choice forthe t.Oneway to correct for this is to determm ine the
expectation value ofthe odd com ponent In the unlensed CM B and include this
In the ttihg procedure. A ematively w ith enough clusters to beat down the
kSZ contam ination, a higher resolition, higher sensitivity observation would
be ablk to work at an aller radiis where the bias ism uch reduced.
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5 Conclusion

In thispaper we have investigated in som e detail the prom ise of cluster lensing
oftheCM B .Thisideawas st introduced by Selpk & Zaldarriaga (2000) and
w il soon becom e observationally feasible w ith the inm Inent com m issioning of
the APEX -8Z telescope. W e verdfy that the m ethod of Selpk & Zaldarriaga
works well given their assum ptions, but note that these assum ptions are not
well satis ed in practice.

In particular we highlight the role of the kinetic SZ signal as an im portant
contam nant which is spatially correlated w ith the cluster and spectrally in—
distinguishabl from the lensing signalitself. The kSZ uctuations, being non—
G aussian and signalcorrelated, are also an issue for reconstruction of large-
scale structure as we discuss further in Amblard, Vale & W hite (2004). Ifthe
unlensed CM B can be adequately estin ated, we show that the stacked pro ls
and totalm asses are reasonably well constructed by CM B lensing, in contrast
to pro lsorm asses ofany individual cluster. W e elucidate som e of the issues
in x4.

Finally we m ake som e com m ents about the role of polarization in lensing. It
hasbeen em phasized before that the Inclusion ofpolarization nformm ation can
dram atically enhance the prosoects for largescale structure reconstruction
from lensing ofthe CM B . This isbecause lensing induces a B -m ode polariza—
tion signalwhich is otherw ise absent for purely scalar, prin ary uctuations.
T he Jarge Intrinsic signal, w hich isa source of hoise’ for lensing reconstruction,
is thus absent.

Tt is possible that the addition of polarization infomm ation could enhance the
prospects for cluster lensing also. To see whether the e ects we have identi-

ed are m itigated by polarization infom ation requires a detailed calculation.
T he signal levels for polarization are m uch an aller, and the spatial structure
com plicated as for tem perature. The kSZ e ect, which is one of our m apr
contam nants, is also polarized. The dom inant polarization signal com es in
at order Q where is the cluster optical depth and Q the local CM B in—
tensity quadrupole at the location of the cluster. The resulting eld isam ix
of E —and B -m ode signals w ith the polarization pointing in the direction of
the quadrupole cold Iobe. D epending on the varation of the quadrupole w ith
distance and position In the eld, and on the cluster properties the polariza—
tion signal can be som ewhat com plex. Near each cluster though it m ight be
possble to signi cantly reduce the kSZ contam nation through m odeling.W e
leave a detailed investigation of this question to future work.
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A The simulated m ap

W e construct m aps of lensing convergence and the them al and kinetic SZ
e ect m aking use of a Jarge, high-resolution N Jbody sim ulation ofthe CDM
cosn ology (speci cally M odell ofYan,W hie & Coil (2004)).In thisappendix
we give som e details of how this was done.

A1l The N-ody sim ulation

To construct the m aps we need som e Inform ation on the spatial distribution
and evolution of the mass in our model. W e obtain this from an N-body
sim ulation . T he sin ulation m odeled a large volum e ofthe universe, a periodic
cube 300h ' M pcon a side, to ensure a good sam pling ofthe clusters of interest
to us. W e considered only the dark m atter com ponent which was m odeled
using 5123 particlesofmass1:7 10°h !M .Forcom putation ofthe them al
and kinetic S7Z e ects we assum e that any baryonic com ponent would trace
the dark m atter, a reasonabl approxin ation on the scales of interest to us.

The sinulation was started at z = 60 and evolved to the present using the
TreePM ocode described in W hite (2002), w ith the full phase space distrdou—
tion dum ped every 100h 'M pc between redshifts 2 > z > 0. It is this range
of redshifts which dom nates the lensing and SZE signalon the angular scales
of interest to us. The gravitational softening used is of a spline fom , with
a \P imm erequivalent" (com oving) softening length of 20h * kpc. A ll of the
relevant cluster-scale halos contain several thousand particles to begin to re—
solve sub-structure. The sin ulation was perform ed on 128 processors of the
IBM SP2 at NER SC, took nearly 4000 tim e steps and approxin ately 100 wall
clock hours to com plete.

The m aps were m ade In essentially the sam e m anner as in Schulz & W hite

(2003) to which we refer the reader for discussion of the various approxin a—
tions. T he past lightoone was constructed by stacking the intermm ediate stages
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ofthe sin ulation between redshifts2 > z > 0.In orderto avoid m ultiply sam —
pling the sam e Jarge scale structures, each 300h ' M pcbox hasbeen random Iy
re-oriented In one of the six possibl orientations, and has furthem ore been
shifted by a random am ount, perpendicular to the lne-ofsight, m aking use of
the periodic boundary conditions. T here are three tin e dum psperbox length.
Each 300h ' M pc volim e in the stack ism ade up of three segm ents, each seg-
m ent evolved to a Jater epoch than the previous one by the tin e it takes light
to travel 100h ' M pc. W e chose 100h ' M pc as the sam pling interval because
it is Jarge enough that edge e ects arem inim al, yet ne enough that the line
of sight integrals are well approxin ated by sum s of the (static) outputs. Be-
cause of the periodicity, we are free to choose any of the thirds as the oldest,
cyclically pem uting the other two. T his approach preserves the continuity of
large-scale structure over distances of 300h ' M pc w ithout com prom ising the
resolution In tim e evolution.

W e produced m aps ofthe lensing and SZ e ects.Eachmap was7:5 on a side,
w ith 2048 square pixels each 022° on a side. T he sam e particle distribution
and random seeds were used to construct each of the maps, so that they
represent the sam e patch of sky In each quantity. W e now discuss each m ap
In tum.

A 2 Convergence ( ) maps

Thee ect of lensing was com puted from m aps ofthe convergence, ,assum ing
the weak lensing approxin ation (see x2). This is valid except near the very
center of the cluster, and so adequate for our purposes. T he convergence was
com puted from the density contrast along the past lightcone as

3 7
== .aHF d g()- @ Q)
2 a

whereg( )= (¢ )= s is the lensing kemel, is the com oving distance
and .’ 9h !Gpcisthe com oving distance to the last scattering surface.W e
have assum ed the universe is spatially at. The (profcted) density contrast
w ithin each 100h ' M pc slice was com puted from the dark m atter distribution
using a spline kemel interpolation w ith a am oothing length equalto the force
softening in the smulation.

A 3 Compton-y andbm aps

Because the sin ulation contains no gas we use a sam Fanalytic m odel to in—
clude the gas physics. F irst we assum e that the gas closely traces the dark
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m atter. This is lkely a good approxin ation in all regions exospt the nner—
most O (100)kpc of the cluster, which for clusters at cosn ological distances
w il be unresolved by the experin ents of Interest. (eg. 100kpc subtends only
026°at z = 05.) W e ignore the presence of cold gas and stars in the I'M ,
assum Ing that them ass in hot gasis = , ofthe total. Second, each cluster
is assum ed isothem al. W e assign to each particke In a group a tem perature
proportional to tsm ass to the 2=3 power.

W e generate C om pton-y m aps by ntegrating for each pixel
z
Y= T e

kB Te
m &

di : @ 2)

Here : isthe Thompson scattering cross section, and ne, m . and T, are the

electron num ber density, m ass and tem perature regoectively. W e assum e that

w ithin the clusters the gas is fully ionized. T he contrioution from each particle

is distrdbuted over the pixels w ith a spline weighting and a size equal to the

an oothing length ofthe sin ulation as orthe m apsabove. The tem perature
uctuation at frequency  is then ocbtained from the y-m aps by

e+ 1 4 @ 3)
et

2y for x 1; @ 4)

T
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T Yy

wherex = h =g Tcyg ' =56:84GH z is the dim ensionless frequency and the
seocond expression isvalid In the R aylkigh-Jeans 1lim it. In what follow swe shall
assum e the low -frequency lim it unless otherw ise stated.

The Com pton-bm aps are produced In an aln ost identical m anner, replacing

kT=m . wih v=c, where v is the lhe-ofsight velocity. The spectrum is an

undistorted bladk body, so the tam perature perturbation is simply T=T =
b.

A 4 Primary CMB anisotropies

W hen needed we generate prim ary CM B anisotropies as a random realization
of a Gaussian eld wih power soectrum computed from CM Bfast (Selpk
& Zaldarriaga 1996).W e generate random phases in m om entum space, and
assign am plitudes to each of the k-m odes using a distribbution whose average
value is the am plitude in the CM B power soectrum . W € have used the at
sky approxin ation, in which the k-m ode In m om entum space corresoonds to
*valie in the CM B power soectrum .
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