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A bstract

W einvestigate whatthelensing inform ation contained in high resolution,low noise

CM B tem peraturem apscan teach usaboutclusterm asspro�les.W ecreatelensing

�eldsand Sunyaev-Zel’dovich e�ectm apsfrom N-body sim ulationsand apply them

to prim ary CM B anisotropies m odeled as a G aussian random �eld.W e exam ine

the successofseveraltechniquesofclusterm assreconstruction using CM B lensing

inform ation,and m ake an estim ate ofthe observationalrequirem entsnecessary to

achieve a satisfactory result.
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1 Introduction

The study ofanisotropiesin the Cosm ic M icrowave Background (CM B)has

proven to be a gold-m ine forcosm ology.The prim ary anisotropies on scales

largerthan 100havenow been probed with high �delitybyW M AP (Bennettet

al.2003)overthewholesky,leadingtostrong constraintson ourcosm ological

m odel.W ithin thenextfew yearsthisactivity willbecom plem ented by high

angularresolution,high sensitivity observationsofsecondary anisotropiesby

theSZA 4,APEX-SZ experim ent5 ,theSouth PoleTelescope(SPT 6)and the

1 E-m ail:cvale@ astro.berkeley.edu
2 E-m ail:am blard@ astro.berkeley.edu
3 E-m ail:m white@ astro.berkeley.edu
4 http://astro.uchicago.edu/sza/
5 http://bolo.berkeley.edu/apexsz/
6 http://astro.uchicago.edu/spt/
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Atacam a Cosm ology Telescope(ACT 7)which areaim ing to m akearcm inute

resolution m apswith 10�K sensitivity (orbetter)atm illim eterwavelengths.

On theangularscalesthedom inantsecondaryanisotropyisexpected tobethe

Com pton scattering ofcold CM B photonsfrom hotgasalongthelineofsight,

known asthetherm alSunyaev-Zel’dovich (SZ)e�ect((Sunyaev & Zel’dovich

1972,Sunyzev & Zel’dovich 1980);forrecentreviewsseeRephaeli(1995)and

Birkinshaw (1999)).Thetherm alSZ e�ectcanbespectrallydistinguished from

prim ary CM B anisotropiesgiven enough sensitivity and frequency coverage,

and we shallnot consider it in this work.At slightly lower am plitudes are

the kinetic SZ e�ectand gravitationallensing,both ofwhich leave the CM B

spectrum unaltered but m odify the spatialcorrelations and statistics ofthe

signal.Thesee�ectscan in principleprovideusefulconstraintson re-ionization

m odels(the kSZ e�ect,e.g.(Zhang,Pen & Trac 2003))and allow usto m ap

thedark m atterback to thesurface oflastscattering (lensing,e.g.(Seljak &

Zaldarriaga 1999,Zaldarriaga & Seljak 1999,Hu 2001,Hirata & Seljak 2003,

Okam oto & Hu 2003)).

In thispaperwewantto considergravitationallensing oftheCM B by galaxy

clusters.Thiswas�rststudied by Seljak & Zaldarriaga (2000),which isthe

starting pointforourwork.Relatively littleotherwork hasbeen doneon this

phenom enon,notable exceptions being the work ofCooray (2003) who de-

scribed a m ethod to m easuretheequation ofstateofthedark energy,Bartel-

m ann (2003)who gave CM B lensing asan exam ple ofnum ericaltechniques

and Holder& Kosowsky (2004)whoseaim wasquitesim ilarto thework pre-

sented here.

Ourgoalisto study how well,and in whatm anner,we can reconstructthe

cluster pro�le,oran integrated quantity such asthe m ass,from the lensing

induced distortion in the CM B tem perature �eld 8,or conversely to under-

stand the im pactoflarge collapsed structureson the statisticsofthe CM B.

TheprincipleadvantageofCM B lensing overtraditionallensing ofgalaxiesis

thatthesource redshiftisalm ostperfectly known.The m ain disadvantageis

thatitispresentsasingle,�xed sourceplane.Lensingalsorepresentsauxiliary

sciencethatcan bedonewith already planned orfunded instrum ents,atlittle

orno additionalcost.Assuch itisworth investigating in som edetail.

Ithasbecom e wellknown thatlensing su�ers from severe projection e�ects

(Reblinsky & Bartelm ann 1999,M etzler,W hite & Loken 2001) so we shall

here consider how wellthe projected m ass pro�les can be constructed from

7 http://www.hep.upenn.edu/� angelica/act/act.htm l
8 W e shallonly considerlensing ofthe tem perature anisotropies in thiswork,ne-

glectingpolarization.Thisispartlym otivated bythefactthatsom eoftheupcom ing

experim ents willnot be polarization sensitive,and partly to keep the calculation

undercontrol.
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CM B lensing,leaving aside the question of how wellsuch pro�les can be

deprojected to get3D quantities.In orderofdecreasing desirability wewould

like to reconstruct the convergence m ap (projected density) ofevery cluster

in the �eld;com pute the totalconvergence (m ass) ofevery cluster in the

�eld;com putethepro�leof‘stacked’clustersorcom putesom eintegralofthe

‘stacked’pro�le.W eshallinvestigate each ofthesein turn.

Theplan ofthepaperisasfollows.In x2 weintroducethelensing form alism ,

largely following Seljak & Zaldarriaga(2000),and introduceournotation.W e

im plem enttheS&Z program m ein x3,whereweshow how theprocedureworks

in asim pletoy m odelofan idealclusterlensing apure,known CM B gradient.

Then webegin toaddcom plicationsin x4,lookingin particularatthefactthat

theCM B isnota puregradient,thecontam ination from kSZ (which ishighly

correlated with thelensing structures)and thenon-Gaussianity ofthelensing

�eld and �nally at the e�ects ofnoise.W e sum m arize with our conclusions

in x5.Som e detailsofthe sim ulationswe use to m ake m ock observationsare

given in an Appendix.

2 T he T heory ofC luster Lensing ofthe C M B

In thissection wereview thee�ectofclusterlensing on theCM B.Ourgoalis

to explore to whatextentthe m assand the m asspro�le ofa clusterm ay be

constrained using inform ation from high resolution tem perature m apsofthe

CM B ifthecluster’sredshiftand position on thesky areknown.W eintroduce

theform alism ofCM B lensing butprovideonly a briefsum m ary ofequations

directly relevanthere;seeBartelm ann & Schneider(2001)foracom prehensive

review ofweak lensing.Throughoutthispaperwe work in the weak lensing

lim it,assum e a at �CDM universe,adopt units where where the speed of

lightc= 1,and work in com oving coordinates.

2.1 W eak Lensing ofthe CM B

W e begin by exam ining the gravitationallensing oflightraysthatoriginate

atthesurfaceoflastscattering by inhom ogeneitiesin theintervening m atter

distribution.W e de�ne the prim ordialCM B tem perature �eld atthe surface

oflast scattering as ~T(�0)atan angularposition on the sky �0.Lensing by

largescalestructuressuch asclusterswillcauseCM B lightraysthatoriginate

ata position �0to bedeected by an angle�� to an observed position on the

sky �,so thattheobserved tem peratureT(�)is

T(�)= ~T(�0)= ~T(� � ��) (1)
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Itissim pleto derivea m athem aticalexpression forthedeection angle�� in

the weak lensing lim it.The totaldeection angle �� ofa source atposition

�s asseen by an observerat� = 0 is

�� =
2

�s

�sZ

0

d� (�s � �)r? � (2)

where r ? denotesthespatialgradientperpendicularto thepath ofthelight

ray,� isthe three-dim ensionalpeculiargravitationalpotential,and � isthe

radialcom oving coordinate.

As we discuss below,we willbe interested in the dependence ofthe lensing

angle on the m atterdistribution.To see thisdependence,we de�ne the con-

vergence � � 1

2
r � � �� wherer� istheangulargradientoperator.Then

� �

�sZ

0

d� g(�;�s)r
2
� (3)

wherewehaveinvoked theBorn and Lim berapproxim ations(seeJain,Seljak

& W hite (2000)and Vale & W hite (2003)fora discussion)and m ade use of

thelensing kernel

g(�;�s)�
(�s � �)�

�s
(4)

Them atterdensity� isrelatedtothethree-dim ensionalgravitationalpotential

� through

r
2
� = 4�G ��0

�

a
(5)

whereallquantitiesarede�ned with respecttocom ovingcoordinates,G isthe

gravitationalconstant,��0 isthem ean density ofthepresentday universe,and

� � �=��0 � 1 isthe relative m assoverdensity.Itisworth noting thatifonly

locallensing inform ation isavailable,equation (5)willbeuncertain up to an

overallconstant.Thisisthesourceofthesocalled m asssheetdegeneracy.W e

arenow in aposition torelate� tothem atterdensity by com biningequations

(3)and (5)

�(�)� 4�G ��0

�sZ

0

d� g(�;�s)
�(�;�)

a
(6)
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Fig.1.Theconvergence m apsforisolated and non-isolated clustersasfound in our

sim ulations.Thecolorbarshowsthevalue ofthe(dim ensionless)convergence �.

Ifthelensinge�ectisprim arilyduetoasinglestructurewhosesizeism uch less

than itscom ovingdistance�,onecan m akeuseofthethin lensapproxim ation.

Then theconvergenceissim ply related totheprojected twodim ensionalm ass

density ��
R

�d� ofthelens,so thatequation (6)becom es

�(�)� 4�G ��0g(�;�s)�(�;�) (7)

W em akeuseofequation (7)to createtheconvergence�eld from theN-body

sim ulations(e.g.Figure1),asdetailed in theAppendix.From theconvergence

�eld wecom putethedeection anglevia

�� = r? r
�2
� (8)

and hencethelensed tem perature�eld.

2.2 Lensing by an IdealCluster

It is instructive to exam ine the lensing e�ect ofan isolated cluster in the

absence ofother secondary anisotropies,foregrounds,instrum ent e�ects,or

lensing by otherstructures,allofwhich weincludelater.Ifthedeectionsare

sm all,we m ay expand the righthand side ofequation (1)to linearorder,so

that

T(�)� ~T(�)� �� � r~T(�) (9)

W e willassum e thatequation (9)holdsboth here and in x3 forthe purpose

ofillustrating som e basic ideas.However,we note that this approxim ation
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Fig.2.(left)A 1-d cutofthe lensing signal�T(�)fora circularly sym m etric ideal

cluster lensing the CM B.The red line shows the unlensed CM B, the blue line

showsthe lensed CM B with the characteristic ‘kink’nearthe origin and the green

line showsthe di�erence.(right)The signalin 2D fora circularly sym m etric ideal

clusterlensing a constantgradient.Note the dipolarnature ofthe lensing signal.

isnotactually necessary,and we shalldispense with italtogetherin x4.It’s

usefulto considerthe deection angledue to a spherically sym m etric cluster

atcom oving distance�

�� = 4G
(�s � �)

�s�

M (�)

�
�̂ (10)

where� = (�x;�y)isnow de�ned astheangulardisplacem entfrom thecenter

of the cluster,� is the absolute value of �,and M (�) is the m ass ofthe

clusterwithin aradius�.To �rstorder,thecluster’slensing e�ectistorem ap

the CM B radially away from its center,creating a step like wiggle in the

CM B gradientcentered on the cluster(Seljak & Zaldarriaga 2000).W e give

an exam ple ofthis behavior fora typicallarge cluster from oursim ulations

in Figure (2).Asexpected from equation (9),the m agnitude ofthe e�ectis

proportionalto both the localgradientofthe CM B and the deection angle

along thatgradient.

The lensing angle �� cannot be solved forusing equation (9) without m ore

inform ation;you can’tin generalm easureascalar�eld and expecttosolvefor

a scalar�eld and a vector�eld!Ifprogressisto be m ade,som e assum ptions

m ust be m ade about ��,r ~T(�),or both.W e begin by noting that,in the

absence ofsecondary anisotropies,the CM B isexpected to have little power

on sm allangular scales,so that r ~T(�) m ay be slowly varying in relevant

regions near the cluster’s center.W e exam ine this statem ent m ore carefully

below,butfornow wefollow Seljak & Zaldarriaga(2000)and m akeuseofthis
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idea to m odelthe prim ordialCM B gradientin sm allregionsnearthecluster

asa constantwhosedirection ofsteepestascentcan withoutlossofgenerality

betaken asthey-axis,so that

~T(�)� ~Ty0 �y (11)

where ~Ty0 isthe slope ofthe prim ordialCM B along the y-axisand we have

ignored an overallconstant.

W ede�nethelensing signaldueto a cluster�T(�)asthedi�erencebetween
thelensed and unlensed CM B tem perature

�T(�)� T(�)� ~T(�) (12)

Com bining thiswith equations(9)and (11)and de�ning thedeection dueto

lensing by theclusteralong they-axisas��y gives

�T(�)� T(�)� ~Ty0�y � � ��y(�) ~Ty0 (13)

In Figure(2)weshow �T(�)foracircularlysym m etricisolated clusterlensing
a constantgradient.The signalcrudely resem bles a dipole in appearance as

you would expect from equation (9),though it falls o� as � M (�)=� away

from theclusteraspredicted by equation (10).

The lensing angle ��y(�)isnotgenerally considered m easurable because the

originalposition ofthebackground im ageisn’tknown.However,farawayfrom

the cluster,the e�ectoflensing m ustbe sm all,and the lensed and unlensed

CM B m ustberoughly equal.Iftheapproxim ation ofequation (11)isvalid at

thisdistance,then itwillbepossibleto m easureT(�)away from thecluster,

determ ine ~Ty0,and solvefor��y(�).Asweshow in Figure(4),theconvergence

pro�le can be wellreconstructed from this inform ation.W e note that the

reconstruction isdegeneratefordensity uctuationsthatchange��x butdon’t

alter��y.Thisdegeneracy issim ilarto thatofthem asssheetdegeneracy,but

itappliesto any line ofconstantdensity in �(�)thathappens to lie in the

direction ofthe y-axis.W e �nd the errordue to thisdegeneracy to be quite

sm all,and it is ofcourse identically zero for a circularly sym m etric cluster

pro�le,where��2 = ��2x + ��2y

It is clear from Figure (4) that reconstructing the convergence pro�le ofa

clusterfrom CM B tem peraturem apsiscertainly possibleunderthefollowing

highly arti�cialconditions:

� No foregrounds

� No instrum ente�ects

7



� No CM B secondary anisotropiesotherthan lensing

� Theclustersareisolated

� TheCM B isa puregradientofconstantslope

In x3,webegin to includethesee�ectsin thecontextofa toy m odel.

3 R esults From a Toy M odel

In this section,we m ake use ofa toy m odelofcluster lensing ofthe CM B

in orderto investigate to whatextenttheissuesraised in thebulleted points

listed attheend ofx2willim pacton ourabilitytoreconstructtheconvergence

pro�les ofclusters using high resolution CM B tem perature m aps.W e then

presentresultsfrom thistoy m odelfortwo generalcases:individualclusters

and \stacked" averageclusters.

3.1 Signaland Noise in the Toy M odel

In thetoy m odel,weassum ethattheprim ordialCM B in a sm allregion near

a clusterisa known quantity,which wethen m odelasa gradient.Thisallows

usto bypassthestep ofestim ating theunlensed CM B from the actualm aps

(weaddressthisissuein x4),which willbeboth lensed and noisy,and instead

to directly m easure the signalasde�ned in equation (12)plus a noise term

N (�),which includesallothere�ects,so that

�T t(�)� �T(�)+ N (�) (14)

where we de�ne the m easured signalin the toy m odelas�T t.According to

equation (10),thedeection angle�� � M (�)=�,and from equation (13)the

signalin any circularannulusisproportionalto�� tim estheslopeoftheCM B

gradient ~Ty0 tim estheareaoftheannulus.Then thetotalsignaltonoiseinside

a circleofradius� scalesas

S

N
�

~Ty0

�
1

2

Z

d�M (�) (15)

forGaussian noise.Sincethem odelrelieson theapproxim ation thattheCM B

gradient is constant (equation 11),which can only be valid on sm allscales,

wehavechosen to im posea cut-o� radiusof40from thecenterofthecluster.

Thatis,weassum ea m easurem entof�T t for� < 40,and useno inform ation

atlargerradii.W enotethatwedo addresstheuseoflensing inform ation for

reconstruction on largerscaleselsewhere (Am blard,Vale& W hite2004).
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The toy signal�T t isderived using an inputconvergence m ap m ade by ray-

tracing through ourN-body sim ulation.This convergence m ap is then used

to m ake the deection �eld ��y using Fourierm ethods,and �T ism ade by

rem apping ~T(�0)intoT(�)accordingtoequation (1),where ~T(�0)isagradient
ofconstantslope.W eprovidea description oftheN-body sim ulation and the

creation ofthe convergence m ap in an appendix,and fornow note only that

thesim ulated clustersarein generalneitherisolated norideal,ascan beseen

in theconvergence pro�lesofFigure(1).

Aftercreatingam ap ofthetoysignal,wenextintroducetwonoisecom ponents

to them odel.The �rst,thekinetic SZ,ishighly correlated with theposition

ofthe cluster,and because ithasthe sam e spectraldependence asthe CM B

itself,itcannotberem oved usingm ulti-frequency m easurem ents.W ethen add

a Gaussian \whitenoise" com ponent,which isuncorrelated with thelocation

ofthe cluster,and can be thoughtofasinstrum entnoise,and unlessstated

otherwise,we sm ooth with a 0:075 beam (FW HM ),such as is expected for

APEX-SZ.W edo notinclude noisesourceswhich we expectto besm alland

uncorrelated with the cluster,such as other CM B secondaries, nor do we

include point sources,dust,or the therm alSZ,which can in principle be

rem oved oratleastreduced by m aking use oftheirspectraldependence.In

anyrealexperim ent,treatm entofthesee�ectswillnotbeperfect,soexcluding

them entirely issom ewhatoptim istic.

3.2 Reconstruction ofClusterPro�les

In thissection weaddresstheissueofthereconstruction ofclusterconvergence

pro�leswithinthetoym odelbothforindividualclustersand\stacked"average

clusters.W e shallsee thatboth instrum entnoise,and m ore perniciously the

kineticSZ,signi�cantly degradethereconstruction forindividualclusters.

Letusbegin by lookingatthereconstruction includingkineticSZ foratypical

largem ass,high-zclusterin Figure(3).Notethatwhen thekineticSZ isadded

thereconstruction issigni�cantlyaltered,becausesom eofthekineticSZ signal

ism isinterpreted aslensing.Thise�ectisparticularlytroublesom ebecauseitis

spatially correlated with the lensing signal,spectrally indistinguishable from

it,non-Gaussian,and only loosely correlated with the m ass or therm alSZ

signalfrom thecluster.

In the lastpanelofFigure (3),we show a reconstruction with no kinetic SZ

butnow instead including Gaussian random noise ata levelof3�K-arcm in,

roughlyonethirdofthatexpected forthehighestresolution m apsfrom APEX-

SZ and consistentwith m oream bitiousfutureprojectssuch asACT and SPT.

Even atthisnoiselevel,m ostofthefeaturesoftheconvergencem ap arelost,

9



Fig. 3. The reconstructed convergence m aps for a typical cluster of

M 200 = 2:35 � 1014h�1 M � and z = 1.W e show the input m ap,the reconstruc-

tion with kinetic SZ,then with 3�K -arcm in ofinstrum ent noise and no kinetic

SZ.

Fig.4.The convergence reconstruction fora large (M 200 = 7� 1014h�1 M � ),high

redshift(z = 0:95)cluster.Theleftpanelisthetrueconvergencesm oothed by 0:075,

the center panelisthe the reconstructed convergence using the toy m odeland no

noise,and the right panelis the reconstructed convergence including the kinetic

SZ.In this unusualcase,the kinetic SZ dom inates the reconstruction com pletely,

causing thecenterofthe clusterto appearaslarge and negative.

and itisevidentthathigh quality reconstruction ofclusterconvergencem aps

fortypicalclusters is notachievable within the context ofthe experim ental

param eters we are considering.A strategy designed to integrate deeply on

clusterlocationswould haveto beadopted.

W hilethesituation depicted in Figure(3)istypical,in som ecasesthekinetic

SZ can be com pletely dom inant,aswe show in Figure (4).In thisparticular

case the cluster happens to be rotating,so that the kinetic SZ signalhas a

dipole-likestructuresim ilartothatproduced bylensing.Dependingon therel-

ativeorientation ofthekineticSZ lobesandthedirection oftheCM B gradient,

thesesignalscan enhance oroverwhelm thelensing signal.Itiseven possible

to reconstructa largenegativeconvergence rightatthecluster’slocation!

W hile this\disaster" cluster isclearly beyond hope,the reconstruction ofa

typicalcluster m ight be im proved ifwe m ask out pixels which are likely to

10



Fig.5.ThekineticSZ (left)fora typical(non-isolated)clusterand thetherm alSZ

(center) that you could try to use to m ask it.The right panelis an exam ple ofa

typicalm asked m ap,wherethem asked region isshown in black and theunm asked

region isnow (forclarity) the absolute value ofthe kinetic SZ.The therm alSZ is

nota perfecttracer ofthe kinetic SZ,resulting in m ap with m any perfectly good

pixels rem oved,and residualkinetic SZ stillincluded.The color bar in each case

shows�T in �K .

contain alargekineticSZ com ponent,which can bedoneby usingthetherm al

SZ to roughly estim ate the likelihood ofa large m agnitude kinetic SZ.This

is essentially the idea proposed in Seljak & Zaldarriaga (2000).Figure (5)

illustrates why this is not in generalhelpful;m ost clusters are not isolated,

and m any pixels m ust be excised.To m ake m atters worse,the therm alSZ

is not a perfect tracer ofthe kinetic SZ,so m any perfectly good pixels are

thrown away whileotherswith largekineticSZ signalsareincluded.

Obviously,even ifm ostclustersarenotsuitablecandidates,wem ay beableto

selectsom ethatareand focuson those.W ehaveso farbeen thwarted in our

reconstruction e�ortsby thekineticSZ and instrum entnoise.Ifweignorethe

latterforthetim ebeing,werealizerightaway that,although rare,clustersdo

som etim esform in relativeisolation,asdepicted in Figure(1).Perhapsthese

willbesuitable?

Indeed,the levelofcontam ination from the kinetic SZ isdram atically lower,

and m ostly associated with theclusteritself.W em ay now m ask outthecenter

oftheclusterand havea reasonableexpectation thatthekineticSZ contam i-

nation willbeundercontrol,and indeed thatdoesproveto bethecasehere.

However,wehavespeci�cally goneoutofourway toselectan isolated cluster,

using thetherm alSZ,and thishasintroduced astrong selection bias.Theab-

senceofotherstructuresism arvelousforcontrolling theim pactofthekinetic

SZ,buttheclusterisnow located in a largevoid which dram atically reduces

theprojected m assbelow whatonewould expectfrom an averagelocation.In

essencewehaveintroduced am asssheetdegeneracy.Thisisdepicted in Figure

(8).Here,wepresenttheactualdeection anglealongthey-axis.Thedot-dash

curveisthelensing anglethatwould resultiftheclusterweretheonly object

in theuniverse,thesolid lineistheresultincluding theclusterplusprojection

11



Fig. 6. The cum ulative convergence for our stack of 61 clusters with

2 < M =1014h�1 M � < 3 and 1 < z < 1:5 as a function ofradius.Shown here

are the input (red line),the reconstruction including kinetic SZ (green line),and

reconstruction including kinetic SZ and noise(blue line).

e�ects,and the dashed line is the actualdeection angle,where structures

faraway from the cluster ofinterest contribute to the deection angle even

though they don’taltertheconvergence (thislastisa degeneracy thatarises

becausewe haveaccessonly to they-axisdeections).Thus,even though we

\cheated" and sim ply used the y-axis deection angle directly,rather than

m easuring it,we are stillunable to reconstruct the clusters m ass from this

inform ation due to a strong m asssheetdegeneracy thatin factisconsistent

with a clusterm ass estim ate ofzero atthe virialradius,with absolutely no

noiseintroduced,sim ply becauseoftheconfusion introduced from lensing by

otherstructures.

Ourinvestigation ofthe likely success ofreconstruction ofindividualcluster

m asspro�leshasshown thatitwillprove a m ore di�cultproblem than one

m ight have hoped.It is worth noting that som e ofthe di�culties we have

encountered have com e because we have used full�eld lensing and SZ sim u-

lations,ratherthan clustersthathavebeen ‘cutout’ofsim ulationsand then

used to lensvoids.Despite thistechnicaldi�erence though,ourresultsso far

arequalitatively in agreem entwith thoseofHolder& Kosowsky (2004).They

show in theirFig.4 thatthey reconstructthe cluster m assto be essentially

zeroatthevirialradius.W eshallreturn tothispoint,and som eofthereasons

12



Fig. 7. The convergence m ap (left) of our stack of 61 clusters with

2 < M =1014h�1 M � < 3 and 1 < z < 1:5,it’s reconstruction (center) including

the kinetic SZ,and then again (right) with both G aussian noise and kinetic SZ

included.

behind it,in thenextsection.

Anotherapproach,called stacking,isto consider a group ofclusters binned

according to relevantobservables(e.g.tem peratureand redshift),cutoutre-

gionsin thesignalm apswithin aspeci�ed areacentered on each cluster,stack

them oneon top ofanother,and then com putetheaverage.Theprincipalad-

vantageofthistechniqueisthatessentially every unbiased sourceofconfusion

is reduced by this kind ofaveraging as
p
N,where N is num ber ofclusters

used.Thisincludesthe im portantcasesofthe kinetic SZ,since the baryons

are a prioriequally likely to be m oving toward or away from the observer,

and ofprojection e�ectsthatproved so troublesom e in thecase of\isolated"

clusters.IfourclustersignalgrowsasM ,oursignal-to-noise isenhanced by

stacking m ore relatively low m ass clusters as long as the m ass function is

steeperthan M �2 perm assintervalconsidered.Thisisthe case forthe high

m assand redshiftclustersweconsider,suggestingweshould targetm orelower

m assclustersratherthan fewerhigh m assclusters.

In Figure(7)weshow thereconstruction ofastack m adefrom 61interm ediate

m ass,high redshiftclusters.First,considerthecasewheretheonly sourceof

noiseisthekineticSZ.Theconvergencepro�leofthestack iscircularly sym -

m etricto a good approxim ation,which greatly reducesthem asslineartifact

thatcan arisein thereconstruction of�nite�elds,and itbecom esfeasibleto

reconstructm oreofthecentralregion.Asin thecaseofsingleclusters,adding

Gaussian instrum entnoiseof1:25�K-arcm in tothestack (consistentwith the

anticipated 10 �K-arcm in forAPEX-SZ averaged over61 clusters)introduces

substantialuncertainty to the convergence pro�le,butthe totalconvergence

as a function ofradius is reasonably constrained,as can be seen in Figure

(6).Thus,thereissom eprom isethatonem ightbeabletoprovidereasonable

m assestim atesforclusterstacks,which m ightthen be used to constrain the

m ass-tem peraturerelation.
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Fig.8.The deection angles foran isolated clusterthatoccurred naturally in our

sim ulations.Thedot-dash lineshowsthedeection anglefortheclusteriftherewere

no otherm atterin theuniverse.Thesolid lineshowsthelensing from theprojected

convergence pro�le atthe cluster’slocation on the sky.Since lensing isdependent

on the relative m assoverdensity �,the void actsasa negative m asssheet.Finally,

the dashed line is the actualdeection angle.Structures away from the center of

the clusterdo contribute to deections,som etim esquite substantially.

The reconstruction ofcluster convergence pro�les using weak lensing ofthe

CM B is a technique that clearly shows prom ise forcluster stacks ifthe ap-

proxim ations ofthe toy m odelcan be trusted.Som e potentially im portant

issues are notaddressed by thissim ple m odel,the m ostim portantofwhich

isthe factthatthe unlensed CM B isnota known quantity,so the signalas

described in equation (13)isnotdirectly m easurable.W e exam ine thisissue

in thenextsection.

4 B eyond the Toy M odel

In theprevioussection weshowed thatusinghigh resolution m apsoftheCM B

tem peratureto reconstructstacked clusterconvergencepro�lesisa technique

thatshowssom e prom ise when exam ined within the contextofa sim ple toy

m odel.By em ploying a toy m odelwehave brushed aside a num berofpoten-

tially im portantcom plications,perhapsthem ostglaringofwhich ishavingso
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Fig.9.Thelensing signalestim ated using theansatzofSeljak & Zaldarriaga (2000)

(Left) The lensed CM B (blue) is used as an estim ate of the unlensed CM B on

either side ofthe cluster,and the unlensed CM B (dashed orange)isestim ated by

connectingthedots.Thedi�erencebetween thetwoisthen theestim ateofthesignal

(red).(Right) A generic feature ofthis m ethod ofreconstruction is its system atic

underestim ate ofthe m agnitude ofthe signal.The actualsignal(dot-dash orange)

isincluded forcom parison.

farignored the uctuationsintrinsic to the prim ordialCM B itself.Although

ourm ain focusin thissection willbeon stacked clusters,wenonethelessbegin

with som ediscussion in thecontextofindividualclustersasa naturallead in

to understanding thisissue.

First recallthe toy m odelansatz ofSeljak & Zaldarriaga (2000) where the

CM B tem perature gradient can be approxim ated as constant over relevant

length scales,and the CM B can be m easured farfrom the clusterwhere the

kinetic SZ and lensing by the cluster are both sm all.The unlensed CM B

gradient can then be sim ply determ ined,as we illustrate in Figure (9),by

‘connecting thedots’between theCM B on eithersideofthecluster.However,

the CM B cannotbe wellapproxim ated asa gradienton scales greaterthan

a few arcm inutes even forcarefully selected portionsofthe CM B,so to use

this technique to get a good �t for the unlensed CM B at the center ofthe

cluster you are forced to set the lensing signal(and therefor the deection

angle) to zero at roughly a few arcm inutes from the center ofthe cluster.

Obviously the lensing e�ectoflarge clustersextendswellbeyond thisrange,

so the ‘connectthe dots’m ethod system atically underestim atesthe cluster’s

m ass(Equation 10)asyou go fartherfrom the cluster’s center,culm inating

in a totalclusterm assestim ate equalto zero on scalesofa few arcm inutes;

thatis,roughly atthevirialradius.Thisisacom pletely genericfeatureofthe

m ethod,and iseasily seen in the second panelofFigure (9)orin Figure (4)

ofHolder& Kosowsky (2004).

A betterm ethod ofestim ating theunlensed CM B iscertainly ofinterest.One
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obvious im provem ent is to extend on the originalproposalofSeljak & Zal-

darriaga(2000)by m aking useofsom ething otherthan a sim plegradient.For

exam ple,onecould �ttheCM B farfrom theclusterwith asecond orderpoly-

nom ial(butnote thatnearby structure m ay cause problem s).Alternatively,

you could useaW iener�lter,aswasrecentlysuggested byHolder& Kosowsky

(2004).Unfortunately,although the�tissom ewhatim proved,thesem ethods

appeartosu�erfrom thesam edrawback astheoriginal,and lead toestim ates

ofthevirialm assthataresystem atically low and often consistentwith zero.

A m oresophisticated approach would betoiteratethe�tortoincludeam odel

forboth lensing and theunlensed CM B.Thisistheapproach wetake.Specif-

ically we assum e thatthe clusterisspherically sym m etric and hasan NFW

pro�le,and we m odelthe unlensed CM B locally asa 2nd degree polynom ial

in 2D (theabovem entioned nearby structure contam ination willaverageout

when stacking).W econsidera rangeofm assesfortheassum ed NFW cluster

and com putethelensing deection angleforeach.Thisisused to\delens"the

CM B m ap.Theresultingm ap which best�ts,in the�2 sense,asecond degree

polynom ial(in 2D)ischosen.A second degreepolynom ialhastheadvantage

ofbeing even aboutthe centerofthe cluster,while the lensing e�ectisodd,

and on scalesofa few arcm inutes�tting an unlensed CM B fairly well.Asa

result,‘bad’�tswilloften beglaring.

W einitially tested thism ethod on clusters‘cutout’from sim ulationsand with

no instrum entnoise,kineticSZ,etc.,and wereableto routinely estim atethe

m ass to within 10% ,and to within a few percent forour�ducial61 cluster

stack.However,the m ethod incurs a bias toward underestim ating the m ass

thatbecom esm ore signi�cantasyou include regionsfurtherfrom the center

ofthe cluster.The bias occurs due to the failure ofthe 2D polynom ialto

accurately represent the CM B in the region around a cluster.One look at

Figure(9)willconvincethereaderoftheorigin ofthebias.Thedepartureof

theCM B from a constantgradientisalso odd aboutthecenterofthecluster,

so thatwhilelensing by a clusterwilldegradetheability ofthepolynom ialto

�tCM B nearthe cluster,itwillactually help it�tbetterfartheraway,and

the two e�ectscom pete.Given the need forasm uch usable area aspossible

to overcom e otherdi�culties,itislikely thata 2D polynom ialisultim ately

notthebestchoiceforthe�t.Oneway to correctforthisisto determ inethe

expectation valueoftheodd com ponentin theunlensed CM B and includethis

in the�tting procedure.Alternatively with enough clustersto beatdown the

kSZ contam ination,a higherresolution,highersensitivity observation would

beableto work atsm allerradiuswherethebiasism uch reduced.
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5 C onclusion

In thispaperwehaveinvestigated in som edetailtheprom iseofclusterlensing

oftheCM B.Thisideawas�rstintroduced bySeljak& Zaldarriaga(2000)and

willsoon becom eobservationally feasiblewith theim m inentcom m issioning of

the APEX-SZ telescope.W e verify thatthe m ethod ofSeljak & Zaldarriaga

workswellgiven theirassum ptions,butnote thatthese assum ptionsare not

wellsatis�ed in practice.

In particular we highlight the role ofthe kinetic SZ signalas an im portant

contam inantwhich isspatially correlated with the clusterand spectrally in-

distinguishablefrom thelensingsignalitself.ThekSZ uctuations,beingnon-

Gaussian and signal-correlated,are also an issue forreconstruction oflarge-

scalestructureaswediscussfurtherin Am blard,Vale& W hite(2004).Ifthe

unlensed CM B can beadequately estim ated,weshow thatthestacked pro�les

and totalm assesarereasonably wellconstructed by CM B lensing,in contrast

to pro�lesorm assesofany individualcluster.W eelucidatesom eoftheissues

in x4.

Finally we m ake som e com m entsaboutthe role ofpolarization in lensing.It

hasbeen em phasized beforethattheinclusion ofpolarization inform ation can

dram atically enhance the prospects for large-scale structure reconstruction

from lensing oftheCM B.Thisisbecauselensing inducesa B -m odepolariza-

tion signalwhich isotherwise absentforpurely scalar,prim ary uctuations.

Thelargeintrinsicsignal,which isasourceof‘noise’forlensingreconstruction,

isthusabsent.

Itispossiblethattheaddition ofpolarization inform ation could enhancethe

prospectsforclusterlensing also.To see whetherthe e�ectswe have identi-

�ed arem itigated by polarization inform ation requiresa detailed calculation.

The signallevelsforpolarization arem uch sm aller,and the spatialstructure

com plicated as for tem perature.The kSZ e�ect,which is one ofour m ajor

contam inants,is also polarized.The dom inant polarization signalcom es in

at order �Q where � is the cluster opticaldepth and Q the localCM B in-

tensity quadrupole atthe location ofthe cluster.The resulting �eld isa m ix

ofE -and B -m ode signalswith the polarization pointing in the direction of

thequadrupolecold lobe.Depending on thevariation ofthequadrupolewith

distance and position in the �eld,and on the clusterpropertiesthepolariza-

tion signalcan be som ewhatcom plex.Neareach clusterthough itm ightbe

possibleto signi�cantly reducethekSZ contam ination through m odeling.W e

leavea detailed investigation ofthisquestion to futurework.
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A T he sim ulated m ap

W e construct m aps oflensing convergence and the therm aland kinetic SZ

e�ectm aking useofa large,high-resolution N-body sim ulation ofthe�CDM

cosm ology(speci�callyM odel1ofYan,W hite& Coil(2004)).In thisappendix

wegivesom edetailsofhow thiswasdone.

A.1 The N-body sim ulation

To constructthe m apswe need som e inform ation on the spatialdistribution

and evolution of the m ass in our m odel.W e obtain this from an N-body

sim ulation.Thesim ulation m odeled alargevolum eoftheuniverse,aperiodic

cube300h�1 M pconaside,toensureagoodsam plingoftheclustersofinterest

to us.W e considered only the dark m atter com ponent which was m odeled

using 5123 particlesofm ass1:7� 1010h�1 M � .Forcom putation ofthetherm al

and kinetic SZ e�ects we assum e thatany baryonic com ponent would trace

thedark m atter,a reasonableapproxim ation on thescalesofinterestto us.

The sim ulation was started at z = 60 and evolved to the present using the

TreePM code described in W hite (2002),with the fullphase space distribu-

tion dum ped every 100h�1 M pc between redshifts2 > z > 0.Itisthisrange

ofredshiftswhich dom inatesthelensing and SZE signalon theangularscales

ofinterest to us.The gravitationalsoftening used is ofa spline form ,with

a \Plum m er-equivalent" (com oving)softening length of20h�1 kpc.Allofthe

relevantcluster-scale haloscontain severalthousand particlesto begin to re-

solve sub-structure.The sim ulation was perform ed on 128 processors ofthe

IBM -SP2 atNERSC,took nearly 4000tim estepsand approxim ately 100wall

clock hoursto com plete.

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

(2003)to which we referthe readerfordiscussion ofthe variousapproxim a-

tions.Thepastlightconewasconstructed by stacking theinterm ediatestages
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ofthesim ulation between redshifts2> z > 0.In ordertoavoid m ultiply sam -

plingthesam elargescalestructures,each 300h�1 M pcbox hasbeen random ly

re-oriented in one ofthe six possible orientations,and hasfurtherm ore been

shifted by arandom am ount,perpendicularto theline-of-sight,m aking useof

theperiodicboundaryconditions.Therearethreetim edum psperbox length.

Each 300h�1 M pcvolum ein thestack ism adeup ofthreesegm ents,each seg-

m entevolved to a laterepoch than thepreviousoneby thetim eittakeslight

to travel100h�1 M pc.W e chose 100h�1 M pc asthe sam pling intervalbecause

itislargeenough thatedgee�ectsarem inim al,yet�neenough thattheline

ofsightintegralsare wellapproxim ated by sum softhe (static)outputs.Be-

causeoftheperiodicity,wearefreeto chooseany ofthethirdsastheoldest,

cyclically perm uting theothertwo.Thisapproach preservesthecontinuity of

large-scale structure overdistancesof300h�1 M pc withoutcom prom ising the

resolution in tim eevolution.

W eproduced m apsofthelensingand SZ e�ects.Each m ap was7:5� on aside,

with 20482 square pixelseach 0:220 on a side.The sam e particle distribution

and random seeds were used to construct each ofthe m aps,so that they

representthe sam e patch ofsky in each quantity.W e now discuss each m ap

in turn.

A.2 Convergence (�)m aps

Thee�ectoflensingwascom puted from m apsoftheconvergence,�,assum ing

the weak lensing approxim ation (see x2).This is valid except near the very

centerofthecluster,and so adequateforourpurposes.Theconvergence was

com puted from thedensity contrastalong thepastlightconeas

� =
3

2

m atH

2

0

Z

d� g(�)
�

a
(A.1)

where g(�)= �(�s � �)=�s isthe lensing kernel,� isthe com oving distance

and �s ’ 9h�1 Gpcisthecom oving distancetothelastscatteringsurface.W e

have assum ed the universe isspatially at.The (projected)density contrast

within each 100h�1 M pcslicewascom puted from thedark m atterdistribution

using a splinekernelinterpolation with a sm oothing length equalto theforce

softening in thesim ulation.

A.3 Com pton-y and bm aps

Because the sim ulation containsno gaswe use a sem i-analytic m odelto in-

clude the gas physics.First we assum e that the gas closely traces the dark
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m atter.This is likely a good approxim ation in allregions except the inner-

m ost O (100)kpc ofthe cluster,which for clusters at cosm ologicaldistances

willbeunresolved by theexperim entsofinterest.(e.g.100kpcsubtendsonly

0:260 atz = 0:5.)W e ignore the presence ofcold gasand starsin the ICM ,

assum ing thatthem assin hotgasis
b=
m ofthetotal.Second,each cluster

isassum ed isotherm al.W e assign to each particle in a group a tem perature

proportionalto itsm assto the2=3 power.

W egenerateCom pton-y m apsby integrating foreach pixel

y =

Z

�Tne
kBTe

m ec
2
dl : (A.2)

Here�T istheThom pson scattering crosssection,and ne,m e and Te arethe

electron num berdensity,m assand tem peraturerespectively.W eassum ethat

within theclustersthegasisfully ionized.Thecontribution from each particle

isdistributed overthe pixelswith a spline weighting and a size equalto the

sm oothing length ofthesim ulation asforthe� m apsabove.Thetem perature

uctuation atfrequency � isthen obtained from they-m apsby

�T

T
= y

�

x
ex + 1

ex � 1
� 4

�

(A.3)

’ � 2y for x � 1; (A.4)

wherex = h�=kB TC M B ’ �=56:84GHzisthedim ensionlessfrequency and the

second expression isvalid in theRayleigh-Jeanslim it.In whatfollowsweshall

assum ethelow-frequency lim itunlessotherwisestated.

The Com pton-bm apsare produced in an alm ostidenticalm anner,replacing

kT=m ec
2 with v=c,where v is the line-of-sight velocity.The spectrum is an

undistorted black body,so the tem perature perturbation issim ply �T=T =

� b.

A.4 Prim ary CM B anisotropies

W hen needed wegenerateprim ary CM B anisotropiesasa random realization

ofa Gaussian �eld with power spectrum com puted from CM Bfast (Seljak

& Zaldarriaga 1996).W e generate random phases in m om entum space,and

assign am plitudesto each ofthe k-m odesusing a distribution whose average

value is the am plitude in the CM B power spectrum .W e have used the at

sky approxim ation,in which the k-m odein m om entum space correspondsto

‘valuein theCM B powerspectrum .
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