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ABSTRACT

W estudy thestatisticsoflarge-separation gravitationallenssystem sproduced by non-sphericalhalos
in the Cold Dark M atter(CDM )m odel. Speci�cally,we exam ine how the triaxiality ofCDM halos
a�ects the overalllensing probabilities and the relative num bers ofdi�erent im age con�gurations
(double,quadruple,and naked cusp lenses). W e �nd that triaxiality signi�cantly enhances lensing
probabilitiesby a factorof� 2{4,so itcannotbe ignored. IfCDM haloshave centraldensity slopes
� . 1:5,we predictthat a signi�cantfraction (& 20% )oflarge-separation lensesshould have naked
cusp im age con�gurations;this contrasts with lensing by isotherm al(� � 2) galaxies where naked
cusp con�gurationsare rare.The im age m ultiplicitiesdepend strongly on the innerdensity slope �:
for� = 1,thenaked cusp fraction is& 60% ;whilefor� = 1:5,quadruplelensesareactually them ost
probable. Thus,the im age m ultiplicities in large-separation lenses o�er a sim ple new probe ofthe
inner density pro�les ofdark m atter halos. W e also com pute the expected probabilities and im age
m ultiplicitiesforlensed quasarsin the Sloan DigitalSky Survey,and arguethatthe recentdiscovery
ofthe large-separation quadruplelensSDSS J1004+ 4112 isconsistentwith expectationsforCDM .

Subjectheadings: cosm ology: theory | dark m atter | galaxies: clusters: general| gravitational
lensing

1. INTRO D UCTIO N

TheCold Dark M atter(CDM )m odelofstructurefor-
m ation naturally predicts the existence ofstrong gravi-
tationallenssystem swith im ageseparationsof� 1000or
even larger.O bservationsofm assiveclustersofgalaxies
haverevealed m any system sof\giantarcs" representing
lensed im agesofbackgroundgalaxies(Lynds& Petrosian
1986;Soucailetal.1987;Luppino etal.1999;G ladders
etal.2003;Zaritsky & G onzalez 2003). However,until
recently alllensed quasarsand radio sourceshad im age
separations < 700 corresponding to lensing by galaxies,
despite som eexplicitsearchesforlenseswith largersep-
arations(Phillipsetal.2001;O fek etal.2001).4 Lensing
ofquasarsby clusters was �nally observed with the re-
centdiscovery and con�rm ation ofSDSS J1004+ 4112,a
quadruplelenswith an im ageseparation of14:0062 found
in theSloan DigitalSky Survey (Inada etal.2003;O guri
et al.2004). This lens con�rm s an im portant predic-
tion ofthe CDM m odel;indeed,the lensing probability
inferred from the discovery isin agreem entwith reason-
able valuesofthe cosm ologicalparam eters(O gurietal.
2004).
The statistics oflarge-separation lenses can be used

to place constraints on the density pro�le ofdark ha-
los (M aoz et al.1997;K eeton & M adau 2001;K eeton
2001a;W yithe, Turner, & Spergel2001;Takahashi&
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4 M iller et al.(2004) recently reported six pairs of quasars in

the Two-D egree Field (2dF)Q uasarR edshiftSurvey thatare can-

didate lenseswith im age separations on the scale ofan arcm inute;

butnone ofthe candidateshasbeen con�rm ed,and theoreticalar-
gum entsby O guri(2003)indicate thatitwould bequite surprising

ifany ofthe system s are lenses.

Chiba 2001;Sarbu,Rusin, & M a 2001;Li& O striker
2002;O gurietal.2002;O guri2002;Huterer& M a 2004;
K uhlen,K eeton,& M adau 2004),ordeterm inetheabun-
dance of m assive dark halos (Narayan & W hite 1988;
W am bsganss et al.1995;K ochanek 1995;Nakam ura &
Suto 1997;M ortlock & W ebster2000;O guri2003;Lopes
& M iller 2004;Chen 2004). The discovery ofthe �rst
such lenssuggeststhatthesestatisticscan bea practical
toolto study structure form ation in the universe. The
statisticsofgiantarcsarealso known asa good probeof
clusters(Bartelm ann etal.1998;M eneghettietal.2001;
M olikawa & Hattori2001;O guri,Taruya,& Suto 2001;
O guri,Lee,& Suto 2003;W am bsganss,Bode,& O striker
2004;Dalal,Holder,& Hennawi2004;M acci�o2004),and
in factlensed arcsand quasarscom plem enteach otherin
severalways.Forinstance,in lensed quasarsurveysone
�rst identi�es source quasars and then checks whether
they are lensed,while in searching for lensed arcs one
selectsm assiveclustersand then searchesforlensed arcs
in them . In other words, surveys for arcs are biased
toward high m ass concentrations,while lensed quasars
probe random lines ofsight. Clusters selected by the
presenceoflensed quasarscould,in principle,di�erfrom
those selected as having giantarcs. In addition,lensed
quasars have three advantages over lensed arcs in sta-
tisticalstudies. First,quasarscan be regarded aspoint
sources,whilesourcesforarcsaregalaxieswhoseintrinsic
sizes and shapes are im portant but unobservable. Sec-
ond,thenum berand con�guration ofim agesin a quasar
lens system is unam biguous. Third,the redshift distri-
bution ofarcsourcesispoorly known (and controversial;
see O gurietal.2003;W am bsganssetal.2004;Dalalet
al.2004),whiletheredshiftdistribution ofquasarsiswell
known.
In allpreviousanalyticwork on thestatisticsoflarge-

separation lensed quasars,thelensobjectswereassum ed
to be spherical. However,in the CDM m odeldark ha-
losarenotsphericalatallbuttriaxial(e.g,Jing & Suto

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0403633v2
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2002,hereafterJS02).Itisalready known thattriaxial-
ity hasa signi�cante�ecton thestatisticsoflensed arcs,
from both analytic (O gurietal.2003,hereafterO LS03)
and num erical(M eneghetti,Bartelm ann,& M oscardini
2003a;Dalaletal.2004)pointsofview.In thestatistics
ofnorm allensed quasars,triaxiality (or ellipticity) has
been thought to m ainly a�ect the im age m ultiplicities,
with only sm allchanges to the totallensing probabil-
ity (K ochanek 1996;K eeton,K ochanek,& Seljak 1997;
Evans & Hunter 2002;Chae 2003;Huterer & K eeton
2004). However, that conclusion is based on nearly-
singular isotherm allens m odels,and the situation m ay
be quite di�erent for the less concentrated m ass distri-
butionsofthem assivehalosthatcreatelarge-separation
lenses. M oreover,only triaxialm odeling allows us to
study im age m ultiplicities,and to considerwhetheritis
statistically naturalthatthe�rstknown large-separation
lensisa quadruple.
The structure of this paper is as follows. In x2 we

review thetriaxialdark halo m odeland itslensing prop-
erties (originally presented by JS02 and O LS03). In x3
we show our generalresults,while in x4 we custom ize
our predictions to the SDSS quasar sam ple. W e sum -
m arizeourconclusionsin x5.Throughoutthe paper,we
assum e a �-dom inated cosm ology with current m atter
density 
M = 0:3,cosm ologicalconstant
� = 0:7,di-
m ensionlessHubbleconstanth = 0:7,and norm alization
ofm atterdensity uctuations�8 = 0:9.

2. FO RM ALISM

2.1. Lensing by triaxialdark halos

In thissection,webriey sum m arizethelensing prop-
erties ofthe triaxialm odelofdark halos proposed by
JS02.Form oredetails,pleasereferto JS02 and O LS03.
First,we relatethe principalcoordinatesystem ofthe

triaxialdark halo ~x = (x;y;z)to the observer’scoordi-
natesystem ~x0= (x0;y0;z0),wherethez0-axisrunsalong
the line ofsightto the observer. In general,the coordi-
natetransform ation isexpressed as~x = A ~x0 with

A �

 
� sin� � cos�cos� cos�sin�
cos� � sin�cos� sin�sin�
0 sin� cos�

!

: (1)

The density pro�lesoftriaxialdark m atterhalospro-
posed by JS02 (also seeZhao 1996)is

�(R)=
�ce�crit(z)

(R=R 0)�(1+ R=R 0)3��
; (2)

where

R
2 � c

2

�
x2

a2
+
y2

b2
+
z2

c2

�

(a � b� c): (3)

Two m odelscom m only discussed in thecontextofCDM
sim ulationsare� = 1 and 1.5 (Navarro,Frenk,& W hite
1997;Fukushige& M akino 1997;M ooreetal.1999;Jing
& Suto 2000;Power et al.2003;Fukushige,K awai,&
M akino 2004),and we focuson these. JS02 give �tting
form ulas for the axis ratios a=c and a=b in the triaxial
m odel,and fortheconcentration param eterce � R e=R 0,
where R e is de�ned such that the m ean density within
theellipsoid ofthem ajoraxisradiusR e is� e
(z)� crit(z)

with � e = 5� vir

�
c2=ab

�0:75
.

W hatm attersforlensing istheprojected surfacem ass
density in unitsofthe criticaldensity forlensing,orthe
convergence�,which can be expressed as(O LS03)

� =
bT N FW

2
fG N FW

 

1

R 0

s

(x0)2

q2x
+
(y0)2

q2y

!

; (4)

where bT N FW is a dim ensionless \strength" param eter
(de�ned in O LS03),q� qy=qx � 1istheaxisratioofthe
projected m assdistribution,and

fG N FW (r)�

Z
1

0

1
�p

r2 + z2
�� �

1+
p
r2 + z2

�3�� dz:

(5)
For � = 1, equation (5) has an analytic expression
(Bartelm ann 1996).For� = 1:5,we adopta �tting for-
m ulaforequation (5)presented by O LS03.Notethatthe
convergence has ellipticalsym m etry,so the lensing de-
ection and m agni�cation can becom puted with a setof
1-dim ensionalintegrals(Schram m 1990;K eeton 2001b).
Also notethatifwework in dim ensionlessunits,scaling
alllengthsby L0 � R 0qx,then the lensing propertiesof
thedark m atterhalosdepend only on theparam eters�,
bT N FW ,and q.

2.2. Crosssectionsand im age separation distributions

W e com pute lensing crosssectionsusing M onte Carlo
m ethods. W orking in dim ensionless coordinates X �

x0=L0 and Y � y0=L0,we pick random sourcesand use
thegravlenssoftwareby K eeton (2001b)to solvethelens
equation.Figure1 showsexam plesofthethreedi�erent
kinds ofim age con�gurations: double,quadruple,and
naked cusp lenses.5 W ecountthenum berofsourcesthat
produce lensesofdi�erentim age m ultiplicitiesto deter-
m ine the dim ensionlesscrosssections ~�2,~�4,and ~�c for
doubles,quadruples,and cusps,respectively. For each
setofim ages,wede�nethedim ensionlessim agesepara-
tion ~� tobethem axim um separation between any pairof
im ages;thisisa convenientde�nition thatdependsonly
on observablequantitiesand iswellde�ned forallim age
con�gurations(no m atterhow m any im agesthere are).
W e bin the sources by the im age separationsthey pro-
duce to derive im age separation distributions,asshown
in Figures2 and 3. Fora given halo there isa range of
separations,butittendsto befairly narrow (. 20% );the
m ain exception isforcusp con�gurations,which show a
tailtosm allseparationsthatcorrespondstosourcesnear
the cusp in the caustic.
Ifwenotonly countthe sourcesbutalso weightthem

appropriately,we can com pute the m agni�cation bias.
Speci�cally,ifthe sources have a sim ple power law lu-
m inosity function �L (L) / L�� then the \biased cross
section" can be written as

B ~� =

Z

dX dY
�L (L=�)=�

�L (L)
=

Z

dX dY �
��1

; (6)

where the integralisoverthe m ultiply-im aged region of
the source plane. W e can com pute the biased crosssec-
tionsfordoubles,quadruples,and cuspssim ilarly.Each

5 W e use the term s\double" and \quadruple" because the third

and �fth im agesareusually too faintto beobserved,although with

the density pro�les we use here they are probably not as faint as

fornearly-isotherm allenses(see R usin 2002).
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Fig. 1.| Sam ple im age con�gurations. The top panels show the source planes,and the bottom panels show the corresponding im age

planes. The solid lines indicate the caustics and criticalcurves. W e show three sources (denoted by triangles,circles,crosses),and their

corresponding im ages. From left to right,the lenses are doubles,quadruples,and cusps. Speci�c values of(bT N F W ;q) for each exam ple

are (2;0:95),(2;0:75),and (0:6;0:25) for doubles,quadruples,and cusps,respectively. D oubles and cusps are distinguished by the im age
parities: doubles have one positive-parity im age and one negative-parity im age,plus a centraldouble-negative im age that is usually too

faintto be observed;while cusps have two positive-parity im ages and one negative parity im age,allofcom parable brightnesses.

source is to be weighted by ���1 ,where we take � to
bethem agni�cation ofthesecond brightestim ageto re-
ectthe m ethod ofsearching forlarge-separation lenses
in observationaldata such asthe SDSS (see Inada etal.
2003;O gurietal.2004).
An im portant qualitative result is already apparent

from Figure 1. CDM -type dark m atter halos are very
sensitive to departuresfrom sphericalsym m etry,in the
sensethateven sm allprojected ellipticitieslead to large
tangentialcausticsand hence large quadruple crosssec-
tions.W hen theellipticity islarge,thetangentialcaustic
ism uch largerthan the radialcaustic and nearly allthe
im ages correspond to cusp con�gurations. This situa-
tion isnotably di�erentfrom whathappensin lensingby
galaxiesthathaveconcentrated,roughlyisotherm alm ass
distributions.In thatcase,theellipticity m ustapproach
unity before cusp con�gurations becom e com m on (see
K eeton etal.1997;Rusin & Tegm ark 2001).Such large
ellipticities are uncom m on,and cusp con�gurationsare
correspondinglyraream ongobservedgalaxy-scalelenses:
am ong � 80 known lenses there is only one candidate
(APM 08279+ 5255;Lewisetal.2002).Theincidenceof
cusp con�gurationstherefore appearsto be a signi�cant
distinction between norm aland large-separation lenses.

2.3. Lensing probabilities

The probability that a source at redshiftzS is lensed
into a system with im age separation � is com puted by
sum m ing the biased cross section over an appropriate
population oflenshalos:

dP

d�
(�;zS)=

Z

dzL
cdt

dzL
(1+ zL)

3

Z

d(a=c)

Z

dce

�

Z

d(a=b)

Z

d�

Z

d�

�

p(a=c)p(ce)

p(a=bja=c)p(�)p(�)B �
dn

dM

�

M (�)

:(7)

The �rst integralis over the volum e between the ob-
serverand the source.The nextthree integralsare over
thestructuralparam etersofthelenshalos,whilethelast
two integralscoverthe di�erentorientations. The m ass
function ofdark m atterhalosisdn=dM ,and weusethe
m odelfrom equation (B3) ofJenkins et al.(2001). Fi-
nally,M (�) is the m ass ofa halo that produces im age
separation � (for given redshift and other param eters),
which isgiven by the solution of

� = R0 qx
~�(bT N FW ;q): (8)

The square brackets in equation (7) indicate that the
integrand isto beevaluated only forparam etersetsthat
producethedesired im ageseparation.Equation (7)gives
the totallensing probability,butwe can sim ply replace
the totalbiased cross section B � with B 2�2,B 4�4,or
B c�c tocom putetheprobabilityfordoubles,quadruples,
orcusps.
W e use the m odelgiven by JS02 for the probability

distribution functions (PDFs) that appear in equation
(7).ThePDFsforthe axisratiosare:

p(a=c)=
1

p
2� � 0:113

� exp

2

6
4�

n

(a=c)(M vir=M �)0:07[
 (z)]
0:7

� 0:54
o2

2(0:113)2

3

7
5

�

�
M vir

M �

� 0:07[
 (z)]
0:7

; (9)

p(a=bja=c)=
3

2(1� m ax(a=c;0:5))
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Fig. 2.| Im age separation distributions for sam ple lenses with � = 1. A rrows indicate the average separations. The corresponding

caustics are shown forreference.For each bT N F W ,the caustics are allplotted on the sam e scale.

Fig. 3.| Sim ilarto Figure 2,but for� = 1:5.

�

"

1�

�
2a=b� 1� m ax(a=c;0:5)

1� m ax(a=c;0:5)

� 2
#

;(10)

where M � isthe characteristicnonlinearm asssuch that

the RM S top-hat-sm oothed overdensity at that m ass
scale is 1:68. Note that M � and 
(z) depend on red-
shift,so p(a=c)varieswith redshiftsuch thathalostend
tobem oretriaxialathigherredshifts(seeFig.8ofJS02).
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Fig. 4.| Lensing probabilities and im age m ultiplicities as a

function ofa=c. The leftpanels are for innerslope � = 1,and the
rightpanelsfor� = 1:5.W e adopt� = 1500,� = 2:5,and zS = 2:0.

W e show the total lensing probability (thick solid line), as well

as the probabilities for double (dotted),quadruple (dashed),and

cusp (dash-dotted) lenses.Forcom parison,the lensing probability

ofsphericalhalosisshown by the thin solid line.

Also note that p(a=bja=c)= 0 for a=b < m ax(a=c;0:5).
ThePDF forthe concentration param eteris

p(ce)=
1

p
2� � 0:3

exp

�

�
(lnce � ln�ce)2

2(0:3)2

�
1

ce
: (11)

Forthe m edian concentration param eter�ce,we adopta
�tting form ula given by JS02 (see also O LS03):

�ce = 1:35exp

"

�

�
0:3

(a=c)(M vir=M �)0:07[
 (z)]
0:7

� 2
#

� A e

s

� vir(zc)

� vir(z)

�
1+ zc

1+ z

� 3=2

; (12)

with zc being the collapse redshift ofthe halo ofm ass
M vir and A e = 1:1 in the Lam bda-dom inated CDM
m odel(JS02). Forsphericalhalos,large-separation lens
statistics are highly sensitive to the concentration dis-
tribution (both the m edian and the scatter;see K uhlen
et al.2004). However,we checked that in the triaxial
m odelthe sensitivity is m uch reduced because there is
such a broad distribution ofaxisratios;hencewedo not
presentresultswith a di�erentm edian orscatterin the
concentration distribution.Finally,thePDFsfortheori-
entation anglesare

p(�)=
sin�

2
; (13)

p(�)=
1

2�
; (14)

corresponding to random 3-d orientations.

3. LENSING PRO BABILITIES AND IM AG E

M ULTIPLICITIES IN THE TRIAXIAL HALO M O D EL

3.1. Dependence ofthe triaxiality

W e begin by exam ining how the lensing probabilities
and im age m ultiplicities vary when we change the de-
gree oftriaxiality. W e rem ove the integralover a=c in
equation (7)tocom putethelensingprobabilitiesat�xed

Fig. 5.| Lensing probabilities and im age m ultiplicities with

triaxialdark halosasa function ofim age separation �.The source

is placed at zS = 2:0,and slope ofthe source lum inosity function

is�xed to � = 2:5.

triaxiality (we stillintegrate over the interm ediate axis
ratio a=b and over random orientations). W e can then
plot the probabilities as a function ofa=c,as shown in
Figure 4. In this exam ple,we place the source at red-
shiftzS = 2:0,and we use a source lum inosity function
with slope� = 2:5.W ecom putethe probabilitiesforan
im age separation of� = 1500,sim ilarto thatofthe one
known large-separation lensed quasarSDSS J1004+ 4112
(Inada etal.2003).
Fora=c! 1 werecoverthe sphericalcase.Asa=cde-

creases(the triaxiality increases),at�rstthe totallens-
ingprobability staysroughly constantbutthefraction of
quadruplesrises;thisissim ilarto the e�ectsofelliptic-
ity on isotherm allenses(seeK eeton etal.1997;Rusin &
Tegm ark 2001).Then theprobability fornaked cusp im -
age con�gurationsbeginsto rise dram atically,and they
com etodom inatethetotalprobability.Interestingly,the
sum oftheprobabilitiesforquadrupleand doublelenses
isroughly equalto theprobability forsphericalhalosfor
m ostvaluesofa=c,atleastforthisexam ple with im age
separation � = 1500 (also see Figures 5{7 below). This
suggeststhattheenhancem entin thetotallensingproba-
bility ism ainly driven by naked cusp con�gurations.The
� = 1 and 1.5 casesboth havethesequalitativefeatures,
and they di�er only in the quantitative details. Since
the typicaltriaxiality in CDM sim ulations is a=c � 0:5
(JS02),itappearsthattriaxiality can have a signi�cant
e�ecton the statisticsoflarge-separation lenses.

3.2. Fullresults

Tocom putethefullim pactoftriaxiality on lensstatis-
tics, we m ust integrate over an appropriate triaxiality
distribution (as in equation 7). Figure 5 shows the re-
sulting lensing probabilities and im age m ultiplicities as
a function ofthe im age separation �. Again,we place
the source quasar at zS = 2:0,and �x the slope ofthe
source lum inosity function to � = 2:5. The �rst im -
portantresultis that the triaxialm odelpredicts larger
lensing probabilitiesthan thesphericalm odelforallim -
age separations. The enhancem entisa factorof� 4 for
� = 1,and a factorof� 2 for� = 1:5,ifthe im age sep-
aration is notso large (� . 3000). Atlargerseparations
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Fig. 6.| Lensing probabilitiesand im age m ultiplicitieswith tri-

axialdark halosasa function ofthe slope ofthe source lum inosity

function �. W e consider an im age separation of� = 1500,and we

place the source atzS = 2:0.

itseem sthatthe e�ectoftriaxiality iseven m oresignif-
icant,especially for � = 1;we willdiscuss this issue in
x3.3.
Thereareseveralinteresting resultsin theim agem ul-

tiplicities. The � = 1 and 1:5 caseshave very di�erent
m ultiplicities:with � = 1thelensingprobabilityisdom i-
nated bycusp con�gurations;whilewith � = 1:5quadru-
ple lensesaresom ewhatm orecom m on than cusps.Nei-
therresultisvery sensitive to the im age separation. In
both casesdouble lensesare fairly uncom m on,which is
very di�erentfrom thesituation with norm alarcsecond-
scalelensesproduced bynearly-isotherm algalaxies.This
resultisconsistentwith previoustheoreticalconclusions
thatim age m ultiplicities depend on the centralconcen-
tration ofthe lensm assdistribution,such thatlesscon-
centrated pro�les tend to produce m ore quadruple and
cusp lenses(K assiola & K ovner1993;K orm ann,Schnei-
der,& Bartelm ann 1994;Rusin & Tegm ark 2001;Evans
& Hunter2002;Dalaletal.2004).Theim portantpoint
forobservationsisthatifdark haloshave innerpro�les
with � . 1:5,then m any oreven m ostlarge-separation
lensesshould bequadruplesorcuspsratherthan doubles.
(W ewillconsidertheim plicationsforSDSS J1004+ 4112
in x4.) Anotherpointisthattheim agem ultiplicitiesare
sensitiveto the innerdensity pro�le,so they o�era new
m ethod forprobing dark m atterdensity pro�lesthatis
qualitatively di�erentfrom m ethodsdiscussed before.
M agni�cation biasisim portantin lensstatistics,par-

ticularly in im age m ultiplicities, because it gives m ore
weighttoquadrupleand cusp con�gurations(which tend
tohavelargem agni�cations)than todoubles.W eshould
thereforeunderstand whathappenswhen wem odify the
m agni�cationbiasbyvaryingtheslope� ofthesourcelu-
m inosity function.Theresultsareshown in Figure6(for
im age separation � = 1500 and source redshiftzS = 2:0).
Thelensingprobabilitiesincreaseas� increases,because
asthe source lum inosity function becom essteeperm ag-
ni�cation bias becom es stronger.6 Interestingly,the in-
creasein thetotalprobability dueto triaxiality weakens

6 N ote that the m agni�cation bias diverges if the lum inosity

function is a pure power law with � � 3,so we are restricted to

shallowercases.

Fig. 7.| Lensing probabilities and im age m ultiplicities as a

function of source redshift zS. W e �x the im age separation to

� = 1500 and the ofthe source lum inosity function to � = 2:5.

as� increases,although the e�ectisnotstrong. Asfor
the im age m ultiplicities,� = 1 halos are always dom i-
nated by cusp lenses,although for su�ciently steep lu-
m inosity functions quadruples becom e fairly com m on.
W ith � = 1:5 halos,when m agni�cation bias is weak
(� � 1)doublesare the m ostprobable,butasm agni�-
cation biasstrengthens(� increases)quadruplesreceive
m oreweightand becom ethem ostlikely.In practice,the
e�ectivevaluesof� arelargerthan � 1.5forboth optical
(e.g.,Boyleetal.2000)and radio surveys(e.g.,Rusin &
Tegm ark2001),soweexpectcuspstodom inatefor� = 1
and quadruplesto be the m ostcom m on for� = 1:5.
Finally, we consider whether the results depend on

the source redshift,as shown in Figure 7. The lensing
probabilitiesrise with zS,because there ism ore volum e
and hencem oredeectorsbetween the observerand the
source.In addition,geom etrice�ectsm ean thata given
halo can produce a larger im age separation when the
sourceism oredistant,so thehalo m assrequired to pro-
ducea given im ageseparation goesdown and the abun-
danceofrelevantdeectorsgoesup.However,theprob-
ability increasea�ectsthedi�erentim agecon�gurations
in basically thesam eway,so theim agem ultiplicitiesare
quite insensitive to the source redshift. Therefore,we
conclude that details ofthe source redshift distribution
are not so im portant for im age m ultiplicities, at least
when the source lum inosity function has a power law
shape.

3.3. Statisticsatlarger im age separations

In Figure5,atvery largeim ageseparations(� & 10000)
thelensingprobabilitiesin thetriaxialhalom odelareor-
dersofm agnitudelargerthan thosein thesphericalhalo
m odel. In addition,at these very large separationsthe
� = 1 case produceshigherprobabilitiesthan the m ore
concentrated � = 1:5 case. Both features are puzzling
and invite carefulconsideration.
Figure8 showsthe dependence oftotallensing proba-

bility on the lowerlim itofthe integralovera=c. In the
previouscalculations,we assum ed (a=c)m in = 0:1. This
�gureshowsthatfor� = 1500theresultsarequiteinsen-
sitiveto (a=c)m in,suggesting thatthe contribution from
extrem ely triaxialhalosisnegligible.For� = 20000,how-
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Fig. 8.| D ependence ofthe lensing probability on the cuto�

in a=c. Both � = 1500 and 20000 are shown. Filled squares and
open circles denote � = 1 and 1:5,respectively. The slope ofthe

lum inosity function is�xed to � = 2:5.

ever,thelensingprobabilityrapidlydecreasesas(a=c)m in

increases.In otherwords,thelensing probability atvery
large im age separationsseem sto be dom inated by very
sm alla=c,orvery largetriaxialities.
Resultsthataredom inated by such extrem ehalosare

probably not very reliable. They depend sensitively on
both the assum ed PDF for the axis ratio a=c (eq.[9])
and the correlation between a=c and the concentration
ce (eq.[12])atvery sm allaxisratios. The �tting form s
presented by JS02 were intended to reproduce the PDF
and correlation at a=c & 0:3,and it is unclear whether
they are stillaccurate ata=c� 0:1. In addition,even if
we know accurate �tting form s,such a situation im plies
thatsam plevariance(i.e.,thee�ectofthe�nitenum ber
oflensing clusters)m ay be quite large.
Anotheram biguity istheprojection e�ect.In thispa-

per,weassum ed thatthedensity pro�le(eq.[2])extends
beyond thevirialradius,and in projecting along theline
ofsight we integrated the pro�le to in�nity. Although
it is not clear whether we should cut o� the pro�le at
the virialradiusornot(e.g.,Takada & Jain 2003),the
e�ectoftheextended pro�leon thegravitationallensing
isnotsolargefornorm aldark halos.However,when a=c
is sm allenough,equation (12) indicates that the con-
centration param eterce becom essm allerthan unity,so
the e�ect ofthe extended pro�le outside the virialra-
dius is quite signi�cant. The puzzling feature that the
� = 1caseproduceshigherprobabilitiesthan the� = 1:5
caseatvery largeseparationscan beascribed to thepro-
jection e�ect,because the e�ect is m ore signi�cant for
shallowerdensity pro�les.
Thus,lenses with extrem ely large im age separations

areassociated with them ostextrem edark m atterhalos,
and itm ay bedi�culttom akereliablepredictionsabout
them . W e em phasize,though,that these issues do not
apply to lenses with separations� . 3000,and on these
scaleswe believeourresultsto be robust.

4. PRED ICTIO NS FO R THE SD SS

In theprevioussection,weassum ed asim plepowerlaw
sourcelum inosity function to understand the generalef-
fectsoftriaxiality.Hereweconsideraspeci�clum inosity

function appropriate forquasars,and furthercustom ize
ourpredictionsto quasarsin the Sloan DigitalSky Sur-
vey.
W e adopt the double power law B -band lum inosity

function for quasarsproposed by Boyle,Shanks,& Pe-
terson (1988),

�L (zS;L)dL =
��

[L=L�(zS)]�l + [L=L�(zS)]�h
dL

L�(zS)
;

(15)
and use �h = 3:43 and �l= 1:64 (see Boyleetal.2000).
W eletthebreaklum inosityevolvefollowingam odelthat
reproducesthelow-redshiftlum inosityfunction aswellas
thespacedensity ofhigh-redshiftquasars(seeW yithe&
Loeb 2002;O guriet al.2004). In practice we actually
usethe cum ulativelum inosity function

�L(zS;L)=

Z
1

L

�L (zS;L)dL; (16)

to calculatethe biased crosssection (see x2.2)

B ~� =

Z

dX dY
�L (L=�)

�L (L)
: (17)

W eapproxim atethatthe SDSS quasarsam pleisa sam -
plewith auxlim itofi� = 19:7.7 O neneedsacross-�lter
K -correction to convertobserved i� m agnitudesto abso-
lute B -band lum inosity.W e adoptthe following form

K B i(z)= � 2:5(1� �s)log(1+ z)

� 2:5�slog

�
7500

4400

�

� 0:12; (18)

with �s = 0:5 (O guriet al.2004). Finally,we approxi-
m ate the redshiftdistribution (see Fig.1 ofO gurietal.
2004)with the following G aussian distribution:

p(zS)dzS =
1

1:21
exp

�

�
(z� 1:45)2

2(0:55)2

�

dzS

(0:6< zS < 2:3): (19)

W e have con�rm ed thatthe resultsusing these approx-
im ationsagree wellwith those obtained by fully taking
accountoftheobserved redshiftand m agnitudedistribu-
tions.
Figure9showsthelensingprobabilitiesand im agem ul-

tiplicities as a function of im age separation � for the
SDSS quasarsam ple. Again large-separation lenses are
dom inated by cusp con�gurations for � = 1, but all
threecon�gurationsarealm ostequally likely for� = 1:5.
Therefore,wecon�rm thatim agem ultiplicitiesin SDSS
large-separation lenseswillo�erinteresting inform ation
on thedensity pro�leofdarkhalos.W ecan now consider
whether it is statistically natural that the �rst large-
separation lens in the SDSS is a quadruple lens. W e
�nd thatforan im age separation � = 1500 the fractions
ofquadruplelensesare� 0.2 and � 0.4 for� = 1 and 1:5,
respectively. Thus � = 1:5 could explain the discovery
ofthequadruplelenssom ewhatbetter,but� = 1 isalso
notunnatural.

7 The SD SS quasar target selection is aim ed to choose quasars
with i� . 19:1 (R ichards et al.2002). H owever,we assum e a ux

lim it of i� = 19:7 because there are quasars with i� > 19:1 in

the SD SS quasar sam ple which are,for exam ple,�rst targeted as

di�erentobjects butrevealed to be quasars.
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Fig. 9.| Lensing probabilitiesand im agem ultiplicitiesforSD SS

quasars atredshifts0:6 < zS < 2:3.

Finally,wecan usethediscoveryofSDSS J1004+ 4112,
together with the lack oflarge-separation lenses in the
Cosm ic Lens All-Sky Survey (CLASS; Phillips et al.
2001),to constrain the cosm ologicalparam eter �8 de-
scribing the norm alization of the density uctuation
power spectrum . Using sphericalm odels,O guriet al.
(2004)found thatthediscovery ofSDSS J1004+ 4112re-
quired rather large values ofeither � or �8,but given
theim portanceoftriaxiality weshould revisitthisques-
tion. For the SDSS,we com pute the expected num ber
oflarge-separation lenseswith 700 < � < 6000 am ong the
29811 SDSS quasars.ForCLASS,weadopta powerlaw
source lum inosity function with � = 2:1 (see Rusin &
Tegm ark 2001),�x the source redshift to zS = 1:3 (see
M arlow etal.2000),and calculate the expected num ber
oflenses with 600 < � < 1500 am ong 9284 at-spectrum
radio sources (Phillips et al.2001). W e then com pute
the likelihood

L /
�
1� e

�N SD SS

�
e
�N C L A SS; (20)

which representsthePoisson probability ofobserving no
large-separation lenses in CLASS when N C LA SS are ex-
pected,and at least one large-separation lens in SDSS
when N SD SS are expected. (There m ay be other large-
separation lensesin the SDSS sam ple thathave notyet
been identi�ed.) W econsidertwopossibilitiesfortheex-
pected num beroflensesin theSDSS:(1)thetotalnum -
beroflensesN tot isused asN SD SS;(2)only thenum ber
ofquadruplelensesN quad isbecause the discovered lens
isquadruple.
Figure10showstheresultingm axim um likelihood con-

straints on �8. W e �nd that �8 � 1 explains the data
well,although the detailsdepend on the value of� and
the choice of N SD SS. O nly the case with � = 1 and
N SD SS = N quad prefers relatively large �8,but �8 = 1
is stillallowed at the 2� level. At present the data do
not allow particularly strong constraints on �8. Never-
theless,wecan concludethatthestatuslarge-separation
lenses is quite consistent with the predictions ofCDM
given �8 � 1.
Forcom parison,Figure10alsoshowsresultsforspher-

icalhalos.Itturnsoutthatthe sphericalm odeloveres-
tim atesthe value of�8 by � 0.1 for� = 1 and � 0.2 for
� = 1:5,com pared with cases where we take N SD SS =

Fig. 10.| M axim um likelihood estim ates for �8 from com bin-

ing the discovery ofSD SS J1004+ 4112 in SD SS with the lack of
large-separation lensesin CLA SS.In m aking predictionsforSD SS,

we considertwo cases:the appropriate prediction could be the to-

talnum ber oflenses (solid lines);or since SD SS J1004+ 4112 is a

quad the appropriate quantity could be the num ber ofquadruples

(dashed lines). The likelihoods for � = 1 and 1:5 are shown by
thick and thin lines,respectively. R esults for sphericalhalos are

also shown by dash-dotted linesforreference.

N tot.Triaxiality isthereforean im portantsystem aticef-
fect in these cases. Interestingly,the best-�t values of
�8 from sphericalm odelsarequitesim ilarto thosefrom
triaxialm odelswith N SD SS = N quad.In both cases,the
likelihood function for the sphericalm odelis narrower
than forthetriaxialm odel,indicating thatthespherical
m odelwould underestim ate the statisticaluncertainties
in �8.

5. SUM M ARY AND D ISCUSSIO N

The dark m atter halos predicted by the CDM m odel
aretriaxialratherthan spherical,which hasa signi�cant
e�ect on the statistics oflarge-separation gravitational
lenses. Triaxiality system atically enhances the lensing
probability by a factorof� 4 ifdark haloshavean inner
density pro�le with � = 1,ora factorof� 2 if� = 1:5.
The e�ects m ay be even m ore dram atic at very large
im age separations(� & 10000),although such lenses are
very sensitive to the m osttriaxialhalosand so the pre-
dictions are not as reliable. Thus,triaxiality m ust be
added to the list of im portant system atic e�ects that
need to be included in calculations oflarge-separation
lens statistics. (Som e ofthe other e�ects are the inner
density pro�le and the shape ofthe distribution ofcon-
centration param eters,as found by previous studies of
large-separation lensstatisticsusing sphericalhalos.)
Triaxialm odeling allowsusto predictthe im age m ul-

tiplicitiesforlarge-separation lenses.W e found thatthe
m ultiplicitiesdepend strongly on the density pro�le:for
� = 1,lenses are dom inated by naked cusp im age con-
�gurations;while for � = 1:5,quadruple con�gurations
are the m ostprobable. Double lenses,which are dom i-
nantam ong norm alarcsecond-scalelenses,are subdom -
inantin both cases.Notethatcusp lensescan bedistin-
guished from doubles by the presence ofa third im age
com parable in brightness to the other two,and by the
con�guration ofim age positions.The di�erencescan be
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ascribed to the di�erentm assdensity pro�les,and they
indicatethatthem ultiplicitiesoflarge-separation lenses
willprovidea qualitatively new probeofthecentralden-
sity pro�les ofm assive dark m atter halos (and hence a
new testofCDM ).
W e have com puted lensing probabilities and im age

m ultiplicities for the SDSS quasar sam ple. W e predict
thatforboth � = 1 and 1:5 m ostofthelarge-separation
lenses should be quadruples or cusps. The fractions of
quadruplelensesatseparationsof� = 1500 are� 0.2 and
� 0.4 for� = 1 and 1:5,respectively.Thusitisnotsur-
prising thatthe�rstlarge-separation lensdiscovered isa
quadruple.In addition,wecom puted theexpected num -
beroflarge-separation lensesin both SDSS and CLASS,
and found that the data are consistent with the CDM
m odelwith �8 � 1,in agreem ent with other m easure-
m ents(e.g.,Spergeletal.2003,and referencestherein).
Thus,the discovery ofSDSS J1004+ 4112 can be inter-
preted asadditionalsupportforCDM on non-linearclus-
terscales.
The prediction that triaxialhalos produce signi�cant

fractions ofquadruple and cusp lenses should be kept
in m ind when considering sam ples of candidate large-
separation lenses.Forexam ple,M illeretal.(2004)found
six large-separation double lens candidates in the 2dF
Q uasarRedshift Survey,but no quadruple or cusp lens
candidates.Even accountingforsm allnum berstatistics,
ourresultssuggestthatsuch a high fraction ofdoubles
would beinconsistentwith CDM atm orethan 3�,8 and
thatitwould besurprising ifm any ofthesix candidates
aregenuine lenssystem s.
W enotethatthetriaxialdark halo m odelweadopted

in thispapercan beim proved in severalways.First,we
assum ed thattheaxisratiosofthetriaxialellipsoidsare
constant with radius. However,JS02 showed that the
axisratiosdecreaseslightly toward thehalo centers:a=c
decreases by � 0:2 as the m ean radius decreases from
� 0:6rvir to � 0:06rvir. Since strong lensing ism ostsen-
sitiveto the innerpartsofdark halos,itispossiblethat
we have actually underestim ated the e�ects oftriaxial-
ity on the statistics oflarge-separation lenses. O n the
otherhand,including baryons(which were neglected in
the sim ulationsofJS02)would tend to m akedark halos
rounderby �(a=c)� 0:1{0:2becauseoftheisotropicgas

pressure.
W hile our theoretical m odel is m uch m ore realistic

than thesim plesphericalm odel,wehavestillm adesev-
eralsim plifying assum ptions. O ne is that we have ne-
glected substructurein dark halos.Thegalaxiesin m as-
siveclusterhalosdo nothavea largee�ecton thestatis-
ticsoflensed arcs(M eneghettietal.2000),butitisnot
obviouswhetherornottheywould a�ectlarge-separation
lenses. Substructure can a�ect the im age m ultiplicities
for isotherm al lenses (Cohn & K ochanek 2004), so it
should beconsidered forCDM halosaswell.Anotheref-
fectwehaveneglected isthepresenceofam assivecentral
galaxy in a cluster.M eneghetti,Bartelm ann,& M oscar-
dini(2003b) claim that centralgalaxies do not have a
large e�ect on arc statistics. However,because our re-
sultsdepend on theinnerslopeofthedensity pro�le,and
a centralgalaxy e�ectively increases the concentration,
thise�ectshould beconsidered.A third phenom enon we
haveneglected isclusterm ergerevents.Indeed,m ergers
can changetheshapesofcriticalcurvesand causticssub-
stantially,and thushavea greatim pacton lensing cross
sections (Torriet al.2004). To estim ate the e�ect on
large-separation lensstatistics,wewould need a realistic
m odelofthe clusterm ergereventrate and the physical
conditions ofm erger events. Addressing these various
issuesto im provethe accuracy ofthe theoreticalpredic-
tionsisbeyond the scope ofthispaper,butiscertainly
ofinterestforfuture work.
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8 Ifthe predicted double fraction isf2,then the Poisson proba-
bility ofhaving N doubles and no quadruples or cusps is L(f2)/

(f2)
N .
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