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ABSTRACT

W e study the statistics of large-separation gravitational lens system s produced by non-sphericalhalos
in the Cold Dark M atter (CDM ) m odel. Speci cally, we exam Ine how the triaxiality of CDM halos
a ects the overall lensing probabilities and the relative num bers of di erent In age con gurations
(double, quadruple, and naked cusp lnses). W e nd that triaxiality signi cantly enhances lensing
probabilities by a factor of 2{4, so i cannot be ignored. IECDM halos have central densiy slopes
15, we predict that a signi cant fraction (& 20% ) of lJarge-separation lenses should have naked
cusp In age con gurations; this contrasts w ith lensing by isothemm al ( 2) galaxies w here naked
cusp con gurations are rare. The in age m ultiplicities depend strongly on the inner densiy slope
for = 1, the naked cusp fraction is & 60% ; while for = 15, quadruple lenses are actually the m ost
probable. Thus, the In age m ultiplicities in large-separation lenses o er a sin ple new probe of the
Inner density pro les of dark m atter halos. W e also com pute the expected probabilities and in age
m ultiplicities for lensed quasars in the Sloan D igital Sky Survey, and argue that the recent discovery
of the Jarge-separation quadruple lens SD SS J1004+ 4112 is consistent w ith expectations for CDM .

Subfct headings: coan ology: theory | dark m atter | galaxies: clusters: general | gravitational

lensing

1. NTRODUCTION

TheCold Dark M atter CDM ) m odelof structure for-
m ation naturally predicts the existence of strong gravi-
tational lens system s w ith in age separationsof 10% or
even larger. O bservations ofm assive clisters of galaxies
have revealed m any system s of \giant arcs" representing
lensed in ages ofbackground galaxies (Lynds & P etrosian
1986; Soucailet al. 1987; Luppino et al. 1999; G ladders
et al 2003; Zaritsky & Gonzalez 2003). However, until
recently all lensed quasars and radio sources had In age
separations < 7® corresponding to lensing by galaxies,
despite som e explicit searches for lenses w ith larger sep—
arations P hillipset al. 2001; 0 f&k et al. 2001) N Lensing
of quasars by clusters was nally observed w ith the re—
cent discovery and con m ation of SD SS J1004+ 4112, a
quadruple Jens w ith an in age separation of 14%62 found
in the Sloan D igital Sky Survey (Inada et al.2003;0 guri
et al. 2004). This lens con m s an in portant predic—
tion ofthe CDM m odel; indeed, the lensing probability
Inferred from the discovery is n agreem ent w ith reason—
able values of the coam ological param eters (O guriet al
2004).

T he statistics of Jarge-separation lenses can be used
to place constraints on the density pro ke of dark ha-
los M aoz et al. 1997; Keeton & M adau 2001; K eston
2001a; W yithe, Tumer, & Spergel 2001; 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 uasar R edshift Survey that are can—
didate lenses w ith In age separations on the scale of an aram inute;
but none of the candidates has been con m ed, and theoretical ar-
gum ents by O guri (2003) indicate that it would be quite surprising
if any of the system s are lenses.

Chiba 2001; Sarbu, Rush, & Ma 2001; Li& O strker
2002;0guriet al. 2002; 0 quri2002; Huterer & M a 2004;
Kuhlen, K eston, & M adau 2004), ordetemm ine the abun—
dance of m assive dark halos Narayan & W hite 1988;
W am bsganss et al. 1995; K ochanek 1995; N akam ura &
Suto 1997;M ortlock & W ebster 2000; O guri2003; Lopes
& M iller 2004; Chen 2004). The discovery of the rst
such lens suggests that these statistics can be a practical
tool to study structure form ation in the universe. The
statistics of giant arcs are also known as a good probe of
clusters Barteln ann et al. 1998; M eneghettiet al. 2001;
M olkawa & Hattori2001; Ogurd, Taruya, & Suto 2001;
O gur, Lee, & Suto 2003;W am bsganss, Bode, & O striker
2004;D alal, Holder, & Hennaw 12004;M accio 2004), and
in fact lensed arcs and quasars com plem ent each other in
severalways. For instance, In lensed quasar surveys one

rst denti es source quasars and then checks whether
they are lensed, while In searching for lensed arcs one
selectsm assive clusters and then searches for lensed arcs
In them . In other words, surveys for arcs are biased
toward high m ass concentrations, while lensed quasars
probe random lines of sight. C lusters selected by the
presence of lensed quasars could, in principle, di er from
those selected as having giant arcs. In addition, lensed
quasars have three advantages over lensed arcs In sta—
tistical studies. F irst, quasars can be regarded as point
sources, w hile sources for arcs are galaxiesw hose Intrinsic
sizes and shapes are in portant but unobservable. Sec—
ond, the num ber and con guration of in ages in a quasar
lens system is unam biguous. Third, the redshift distri-
bution of arc sources ispoorly known (and controversial;
see Oquriet al. 2003; W am bsganss et al. 2004; Dalalet
al.2004), w hile the redsh ift distrdboution ofquasarsiswell
known.

In allprevious analytic work on the statistics of lJarge—
separation lensed quasars, the lens ob gcts were assum ed
to be spherical. However, in the CDM m odel dark ha—
los are not spherical at allbut triaxial (g, Jing & Suto
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2002, hereafter JS02). It is already known that triaxial-
ity hasa signi cant e ect on the statistics of lensed arcs,
from both analytic (O guriet al. 2003, hereafter O LS03)
and num erical M eneghetti, BarteIn ann, & M oscardini
2003a;D alalet al. 2004) points of view . In the statistics
of nom al lensed quasars, triaxiality (or ellipticity) has
been thought to m ainly a ect the In age m ultiplicities,
with only sm all changes to the total lensing probabil-
ity K ochanek 1996; K eeton, K ochanek, & Selpk 1997;
Evans & Hunter 2002; Chae 2003; Huterer & K eeton
2004). However, that conclusion is based on nearly-
singular isothem al lens m odels, and the situation m ay
be quite di erent for the less concentrated m ass distri-
butions of the m assive halos that create large-separation
lenses. M oreover, only triaxial m odeling allow s us to
study in age m ultiplicities, and to consider w hether it is
statistically naturalthat the st known large-separation
lens is a quadrupl.

The structure of this paper is as Pllows. In 2 we
review the triaxialdark halo m odeland is lensing prop-—
erties (origihally presented by JS02 and O LS03). In x3
we show our general results, whilke In x4 we custom ize
our predictions to the SD SS quasar sampl. W e sum —
m arize our conclisions in x5. T hroughout the paper, we
assum e a -dom nated cogn ology w ith current m atter
density » = 0:3, coan ological constant = 07, di
m ensionless Hubble constant h = 0:7, and nom alization
ofm atter density uctuations g= 09.

2. FORMALISM
2.1. Lensing by triaxial dark hals

In this section, we brie y sum m arize the lensing prop—
erties of the triaxial m odel of dark halos proposed by
JS02. Form ore details, please refer to JS02 and O LS03.

F irst, we relate the principal coordinate system of the
triaxialdark halo x = (x;y;z) to the observer's coordi-
nate system 8°= x%v%z%, where the z%axis runs along
the line of sight to the observer. In general, the coordi-

nate transform ation is expressed as x = ARX% w ith
|

sin s Cos Cos sin
A cos sin cos sin s : 1)
0 sin cos

T he density pro les of trdaxial dark m atter halos pro—
posed by JS02 (also see Zhao 1996) is

ce crit (2)
®) R=R;) @1+ R=Rj)? @

w here
. 2 P 52 .

R & —+5+5 @ b o 0
Twom odels comm only discussed in the context of CDM
simulationsare = 1 and 1.5 Navarro, Frenk, & W hite
1997; Fukushige & M akino 1997; M oore et al. 1999; Jing
& Suto 2000; Power et al. 2003; Fukushige, K awai, &
M akino 2004), and we focus on these. JS02 give tting
form ulas for the axis ratios a=c and a=b in the triaxial
m odel, and for the concentration param eterce  R=Rg,
where R, is de ned such that the m ean density w ithin
the ellpsoid ofthem a praxisradiisRe is ¢ (2) crir ()

With o=5 5 =ab .

W hatm atters for lensing is the pro fcted surfacem ass
density in units of the critical density for lensing, or the
convergence , which can be expressed as (O LS03)

s I
bl“ 1 (XO)2 (y0)2
= -7 fenrw + C’é H

5 n 4 )

is a din ensionless \strength" param eter
1 is the axis ratio ofthe

where bINFW
(de ned N OLS03),q gy=c
pro ected m ass distrbution, and
Z
1

dz:
P_—
1+ 21 22°

fonrw (X) 1S
0 r2 + z2

©)
For = 1, equation (5) has an analytic expression
Bartelm ann 1996). For = 1:5,weadopta tting for-
mula Prequation (5) presented by O LS03. N ote that the
convergence has elliptical sym m etry, so the lensing de-
ection and m agni cation can be com puted w ith a set of
1-din ensional ntegrals (Schramm 1990; K eston 2001b).
A Iso note that ifwe work in din ensionless units, scaling
all lengthsby Ly Rog, then the lensing properties of
the dark m atter halos depend only on the param eters ,
bryrw ,and q.

2 2. Cross sections and In age separation distributions

W e com pute lensing cross sections using M onte C arlo
m ethods. W orking in dim ensionless coordinates X
x%=Ly and Y y%Lg, we pick random sources and use
the graviens software by K eeton (2001b) to solve the lens
equation. Figure 1 show s exam ples of the three di erent
kinds of In age con gurations: double, quadruple, and
naked cusp lenses’ W e count the num ber of sources that
produce lenses of di erent im age m ultiplicities to deter—
m ine the dim ensionless cross sections ~,, ~4, and ~. for
doubles, quadruples, and cusps, resgoectively. For each
set of in ages, we de ne the din ensionless in age separa—
tion ~ tobe them axin um separation between any pairof
In ages; this is a convenient de nition that depends only
on cbservable quantities and iswellde ned for all in age
con gurations (no m atter how m any in ages there are).
W e bin the sources by the In age separations they pro—
duce to derive In age separation distrbutions, as shown
in Figures 2 and 3. For a given halo there is a range of
separations, but it tends to be fairly narrow (. 20% ); the
m ain exception is or cusp con gurations, which show a
tailto am all separationsthat corresponds to sources near
the cusp in the caustic.

Ifwe not only count the sources but also weight them
appropriately, we can com pute the m agni cation bias.
Speci cally, if the sources have a sinpl power law lu—
m nosity function 1 @) / L then the \biased cross
section" caél be w ritten as .
xar 287 L way ;@

1 @)
w here the integral is over the m ultiply-im aged region of
the source plane. W e can com pute the biased cross sec—
tions for doubles, quadruples, and cusps sin ilarly. Each

B~=

5 W e use the tem s \double" and \quadruple" because the third
and fth in ages are usually too faint to be observed, although w ith
the density pro les we use here they are probably not as aint as
for nearly-isothem al lenses (see Rusin 2002).
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Sam ple In age con gurations. T he top panels show the source planes, and the bottom panels show the corresponding im age

planes. The solid lines indicate the caustics and critical curves. 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 ¢ values of oryry ;9q) 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 central doublenegative Im age that is usually too
faint to be observed; while cusps have tw o positive-parity im ages and one negative parity im age, all of com parable brightnesses.

source is to be weighted by !, where we take to
be them agni cation ofthe second brightest in age to re—

ect the m ethod of searching for lJarge-separation lenses
in cbservationaldata such as the SD SS (see Thada et al.
2003; O guriet al. 2004).

An important qualitative result is already apparent
from Figure 1. CDM —type dark m atter halos are very
sensitive to departures from spherical sym m etry, in the
sense that even an all pro fcted ellpticities lead to large
tangential caustics and hence large quadruple cross sec—
tions. W hen the ellipticity is large, the tangential caustic
ismuch larger than the radial caustic and nearly all the
In ages corresgoond to cusp con gurations. This situa—
tion isnotably di erent from what happens in lensing by
galaxiesthat have concentrated, roughly isotherm alm ass
distrbbutions. In that case, the ellipticity m ust approach
uniy before cuso con gurations become common (see
Keeton et al. 1997; Rusin & Tegm ark 2001). Such large
ellipticities are uncomm on, and cusp con gurations are
correspondingly rare am ong observed galaxy-scale lenses:
am ong 80 known lenses there is only one candidate
APM 08279+ 5255;Lewiset al. 2002). T he incidence of
cusp con gurations therefore appears to be a signi cant
distinction between nom aland large-separation lenses.

2 3. Lensing probabilities

T he probability that a source at redshift zg is lensed
Into a system with in age separation  is com puted by
sum m ing the biased cross section over an appropriate
population of lens halos:

Z
dp cdt 3
—( ;z)= dz;, — 1+ z) d@=c) dc
d dz,
Z Z Z
d@=b) d d p@=0)p()

p@ba=c)p( )p( )B an :(7)
Moy

The st Integral is over the volum e between the ob-—
server and the source. T he next three integrals are over
the structuralparam eters ofthe lenshalos, whilke the Jast
tw o Integrals cover the di erent ordentations. The m ass
fiinction of dark m atter halos is dn=dM , and we use the
m odel from equation B3) of Jenkins et al. (2001). Fi-
nally, M ( ) is the mass of a halo that produces In age
Separation (for given redshift and other param eters),
which is given by the solution of

=Roxk “lrnrw iD: 8)

The square brackets In equation (7) indicate that the
Integrand is to be evaluated only for param eter sets that
produce the desired In age separation. E quation (7) gives
the total lensing probability, but we can sin ply replace
the total biased cross section B wih B, ,, B4 4, O
B . to com pute the probability for doubles, quadruples,
or cusps.

W e use the m odel given by JS02 for the probability
distrbution functions @DFs) that appear In equation
(7). The PD F's for the axis ratios are:

1
@=c)= p————
P 2 0:113
2 n . 0, 3
; (=c) 01 vy )OO0 @1 054
&P 2(0:113)2 >
. 2107
M i 0:07[ (z)] - o)
M 14
. 3
p @=bpa=c) =

21 max(@=c;0:5))
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Fig. 2 | Im age separation distributions for sam ple lenses w ith

= 1. Arrows indicate the average separations. The corresponding

caustics are shown for reference. For each bryry , the caustics are allplotted on the sam e scale.
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Fig. 3. Similarto Figure 2, but for =

" #
2a=b 1 max(@=c;05) °

1 max(@=c;0:5)

7(10)

where M is the characteristic nonlinear m ass such that

the RM S top-hat-am oothed overdensity at that m ass
scale is 168. Note that M and (z) depend on red-
shift, so p (@=c) varies w ith redshift such that halos tend
to bem ore triaxialat higher redshifts (seeF ig.8 0£JS02).
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Fig. 4.| Lensing probabilities and im age m ultiplicities as a

function of a=c. T he left panels are for inner slope = 1, and the
right panels for = 1:5.W eadopt = 1500, = 2:5,and zg = 20.
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. For com parison, the lensing probability
of spherical halos is shown by the thin solid line.

A Iso note that p@=bp=c) = 0 for a=b < max(@=c;05).
ThePDF for the concentration param eter is

o 1 hee he) 1 a1)

C) = p——— _— —:

P 2 03 T 2(0:3)2 C

For the m edian concentration param eter c.,, we adopt a

tting form ula given by JS02 (see also OLS03):
"

2#
= 135 03
ST Tamg M 0T @FF
s 3=2
vir 1+ ;
A, (2c) Zc ;12)
vir (Z) 1+ z

with z. being the collapse redshift of the halo of m ass
My and A, = 1:d1 in the Lambda-dom inated CDM
m odel (JS02). For spherical halos, large-separation lens
statistics are highly sensitive to the concentration dis—
tribution (oth the m edian and the scatter; see K uhlen
et al. 2004). However, we checked that In the traxial
m odel the sensitivity is m uch reduced because there is
such a broad distribbution of axis ratios; hence we do not
present results w ith a di erent m edian or scatter in the
concentration distribution. F inally, the PD F s for the ori-
entation angles are

corresponding to random 3-d ordentations.

3. LENSING PROBABILITIESAND IMAGE
MULTIPLICITIES IN THE TRIAXIJAL HALO MODEL

31. D ependence of the triaxiality

W e begin by exam ining how the lensing probabilities
and in age m ultiplicities vary when we change the de—
gree of triaxiality. W e rem ove the integral over a=c in
equation (7) to com pute the lensing probabilitiesat xed

TTT

| MR | L

10 100 10 100
Olarcsec]

Fig. 5.\ Lensing probabilities and im age m ultiplicities w ith
triaxialdark halos as a function of im age separation . The source
is placed at zg = 2:0, and slope of the source lum inosity finction
is xedto = 25.

triaxiality We still integrate over the interm ediate axis
ratio a=b and over random ordentations). W e can then
plot the probabilities as a function of a=c, as shown In
Figure 4. In this exam ple, we place the source at red—
shift zg = 20, and we use a source lum inosiy function
wih slope = 25.W e com pute the probabilities for an
in age separation of = 15, sin ilar to that of the one
know n large-separation lensed quasar SD SS J1004+ 4112
(Inada et al. 2003).

Fora=c! 1 we recover the spherical case. A s a=c de—
creases (the triaxiality increases), at rst the total lens—
Ing probability stays roughly constant but the fraction of
quadruples rises; this is sim ilar to the e ects of elliptic—
iy on isothermm allenses (see K eeton et al. 1997; Rushh &
Tegm ark 2001). T hen the probability fornaked cusp im —
age con gurations begins to rise dram atically, and they
com e to dom nate the totalprobability. Interestingly, the
sum of the probabilities for quadruple and doubl lenses
is roughly equalto the probability for sophericalhalos for
m ost values of a=c, at least for this exam ple w th in age
separation = 15° (also see Figures 5{7 below). This
suggeststhat the enhancem ent in the total lensing proba—
bility ism ainly driven by naked cusp con gurations. T he

= 1 and 1.5 casesboth have these qualitative features,
and they di er only in the quantitative details. Since
the typical triaxiality in CDM smmulations isa=c 05
(JS02), it appears that triaxiality can have a signi cant
e ect on the statistics of lJarge-separation lenses.

32. Fullresulks

To com pute the full in pact oftriaxiality on lens statis—
tics, we must Integrate over an appropriate triaxiality
distrbution (as In equation 7). Figure 5 show s the re—
sulting lensing probabilities and in age m ultiplicities as
a function of the im age separation . Agalh, we place
the source quasar at zg = 20, and x the slope of the
source lum mnosity finction to = 25. The st in-—
portant result is that the triaxialm odel predicts larger
lensing probabilities than the sphericalm odel for all m -
age separations. The enhancem ent is a factorof 4 for

= 1,and a factorof 2 for = 135, ifthe In age sep—
aration is not so large ( 307). At larger separations
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Fig. 6 | Lensing probabilities and in age m ultiplicities w ith tri-
axialdark halos as a function of the slope of the source um inosity
finction . W e consider an im age separation of = 15%, and we
place the source at zg = 20.

it seem s that the e ect of triaxiality is even m ore signif-
icant, especially for = 1; we will discuss this issue in

x33.
T here are several interesting results in the in agem ul-
tiplicities. The = 1 and 15 cases have very di erent

multiplicities: wih = 1 the lensingprobability isdom i
nated by cusp con gurations;whilewith = 1:5 quadru-
ple lenses are som ew hat m ore com m on than cusps. Nei-
ther resul is very sensitive to the In age separation. In
both cases doublk lnses are f2irly uncomm on, which is
very di erent from the situation w ith nom alarcsecond—
scale ensesproduced by nearly-isothem algalaxies. T his
result is consistent w ith previous theoretical conclusions
that In age m ultiplicities depend on the central concen—
tration of the lensm ass distrbution, such that less con—
centrated pro les tend to produce m ore quadruple and
cusp kenses K assiola & Kovner 1993; K om ann, Schnei-
der, & Barteln ann 1994; Rusin & Tegm ark 2001; Evans
& Hunter 2002;D alalet al. 2004). T he im portant point
for observations is that if dark halos have Inner pro ls
wih . 135, then m any or even m ost large-separation
Jenses should be quadruples or cusps rather than doubles.
W e w ill consider the in plications for SD SS J1004+ 4112
in x4.) Another point is that the in agem ultiplicities are
sensitive to the inner densiy pro l, so they o era new
m ethod for probing dark m atter densiy pro les that is
qualitatively di erent from m ethods discussed before.

M agni cation bias is in portant in lens statistics, par-
ticularly in in age m ultiplicities, because it gives m ore
weight to quadruple and cusp con gurations which tend
to have largem agni cations) than to doubles. W e should
therefore understand w hat happens when we m odify the
m agni cation biasby varying the slope ofthe source lu—
m inosity fiinction. The resultsare shown In Figure 6 (for
in age separation = 15° and source redshift zg = 20).
T he lensing probabilities increase as  increases, because
as the source lum inosity finction becom es stegper m ag—
ni cation bias becom es stronger.’ Interestingly, the in-
crease In the total probability due to triaxiality weakens

® Note that the m agni cation bias diverges if the lum inosity
function is a pure power law w ith 3, so we are restricted to
shallow er cases.
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Fig. 7.| Lensing probabilities and im age m ultiplicities as a
function of source redshift zg. We x the Imnage separation to
= 15% and the of the source um inosity fiunction to = 2:5.

as Increases, although the e ect is not strong. A s for
the In age multiplicities, = 1 halos are always dom i-
nated by cusp lenses, although for su ciently stesp lu—
m nosity fuinctions quadruples becom e fairly comm on.
W ith = 135 hals, when m agni cation bias is weak
( 1) doubles are the m ost probabl, but asm agni —
cation bias strengthens ( increases) quadruples receive
m ore weight and becom e the m ost lkely. In practice, the
e ective valuesof are largerthan 1.5 forboth optical
eg.,Boyket al 2000) and radio surveys (€g., Rush &
Tegm ark 2001), soweexpect cuspstodom inatefor =1
and quadruples to bethemost common for = 1:5.

Finally, we consider whether the results depend on
the source redshift, as shown in Figure 7. The lensing
probabilities rise w ith zg, because there ism ore volum e
and hence m ore de ectors between the cbserver and the
source. In addition, geom etric e ectsm ean that a given
halo can produce a larger in age separation when the
source ism ore distant, so the halo m ass required to pro-
duce a given In age separation goes down and the abun-—
dance of relevant de ectors goes up. H ow ever, the prob—
ability Increase a ects the di erent in age con gurations
in basically the sam e way, so the in agem ultiplicities are
quite Insensitive to the source redshift. Therefore, we
conclude that details of the source redshift distrbution
are not so Inportant for im age m ultiplicities, at least
when the source lum inosity function has a power law
shape.

33. Statistics at larger im age separations

In Figure 5, at very large in age separations ( & 100%)
the lensing probabilities in the triaxialhalo m odelare or—
ders ofm agnitude larger than those in the sphericalhalo
m odel. In addition, at these very large separations the

= 1 case produces higher probabilities than the m ore
concentrated = 135 case. Both features are puzzling
and invite carefiil consideration.

Figure 8 show s the dependence of total lensing proba—
bility on the lower lim it of the integral over a=c. In the
previous calculations, we assumed @=C)y i, = 0:dl. This

gure show s that or = 15% the results are quite nsen—
sitive to (@=C)n n, SUggesting that the contribution from
extrem ely triaxialhalos isnegligbl. For = 200%, how -
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Fig. 8.| D ependence of the lensing probability on the cuto
in a=c. Both = 15% and 200® are shown. Filled squares and
open circles denote = 1 and 1:35, respectively. T he slope of the

lum inosity function is xed to = 2:5.

ever, the lensing probability rapidly decreasesas @=C)n n
Increases. In other words, the lensing probability at very
large in age sgparations seem s to be dom inated by very
an all a=c, or very large triaxialities.

R esuls that are dom inated by such extrem e halos are
probably not very reliable. They depend sensitively on
both the assuimed PDF for the axis ratio a=c (eg. O]
and the correlation between a=c and the concentration
C (Eg. [L2]) at very amn all axis ratios. 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 still accurate at a=c = 0:1. In addition, even if
we know accurate tting formm s, such a siuation im plies
that sam ple variance (ie., the e ect ofthe nite number
of lensing clusters) m ay be quite large.

A nother am biguity is the proection e ect. In thispa—
per, we assum ed that the density pro J (eq. R]) extends
beyond the virial radiis, and In pro fcting along the line
of sight we Integrated the pro ke to in nity. A lthough
it is not clear whether we should cut o the pro ke at
the virial radiis or not (eg. Takada & Jain 2003), the
e ect ofthe extended pro le on the gravitational lensing
isnot so large fornom aldark halos. H ow ever, when a=c
is am all enough, equation (12) indicates that the con-
centration param eter ¢, becom es an aller than unity, so
the e ect of the extended pro le outside the viral ra—
dius is quite signi cant. The puzzling feature that the

= 1 caseproduceshigherprobabilitiesthan the = 15
case at very large separations can be ascribed to the pro-
Fction e ect, because the e ect is m ore signi cant for
shallower density pro les.

Thus, lenses wih extrem ely large in age separations
are associated w ith the m ost extrem e dark m atter halos,
and it m ay bedi cul tom ake reliable predictions about
them . W e em phasize, though, that these issues do not
apply to lenses w ith separations 30%, and on these
scales we believe our resuls to be robust.

4. PREDICTIONS FOR THE SD SS

In the previous section, we assum ed a sin ple pow er law
source lum inosity function to understand the generalef-
fects of triaxiality. H ere we consider a speci ¢ um inosity

function appropriate for quasars, and further custom ize
our predictions to quasars In the Sloan D igital Sky Sur-
vey.

W e adopt the double power law B -band lum inosiy
finction for quasars proposed by Boyle, Shanks, & Pe-
terson (1988),

dL

L=l )]+ L=L (zs)1* L (z)’
15)
anduse p = 343 and 1= 1:64 (see Boylk et al. 2000).
W e ket thebreak um inosity evolre ollow ing am odelthat
reproduces the low redshift lum inosity finction aswellas
the space density of high-redshift quasars (see W yithe &
Loeb 2002; Oguriet al. 2004). In practice we actually
use the cum ulative um inosiy fiinction
Z

L (Zs;L)dL =

L (Zs;L) = L (zs;L)dL; 16)

L

to calculate the biased cross section (see x2 2)

Z
Br=  axay %7, a7)
. @)
W e approxin ate that the SD SS quasar sam pl is a sam —
plkwiha uxliniofi = 19:7. Oneneedsa cross- lter
K -correction to convert observed i m agnitudes to abso—

lute B band lum nosity. W e adopt the follow ing form

Kgil@)= 250 s)log(l+ z)
25 o 7500 0:12; 18)
> 1200 "

wih <= 05 (Oguriet al 2004). Finally, we approxi-
m ate the redshift distrdbution (see Fig.1l ofOguriet al.
2004) w ith the follow Ing G aussian distribution:

2o)d 1 (z 1:45)?
Z Zg = — &X —_—
Pizs)Gzs = 701 &P 2 (055)2

06< 2zg< 23): (19)

Zs

W e have con m ed that the results using these approx—
Im ations agree well w ith those cbtained by fiilly taking
account ofthe observed redshift and m agniude distribu—
tions.

Figure 9 show sthe lensing probabilitiesand in agem ul-
tiplicities as a function of im age separation for the
SD SS quasar sam ple. Again lJargeseparation lenses are
dom inated by cusp con gurations for = 1, but all
three con gurationsare alm ost equally lkely for = 15.
T herefore, we con m that in age m ultiplicities in SD SS
large-separation lenses will o er interesting inform ation
on the density pro ke ofdark halos. W e can now consider
whether it is statistically natural that the st large—
separation lens in the SDSS is a quadruple lens. W e

nd that ©r an in age separation = 15% the fractions
ofquadruple lensesare 02and 04 for = land 135,
regoectively. Thus = 15 ocould explain the discovery
ofthe quadrupl lens som ew hat better, but = 1 isalso
not unnatural

7 The SD SS quasar target selection is ain ed to choose quasars
with i . 19:1 Richards et al.2002). However, we assume 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 erent ob jcts but revealed to be quasars.
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Fig. 9.\ Lensing probabilities and im age m ultiplicities for SD SS
quasars at redshifts 0:6 < zg < 2:3.

F inally, we can use the discovery ofSD SS J1004+ 4112,
together w ith the lack of large-separation lenses in the
Coam ic Lens A llSky Survey (CLASS; Phillips et al
2001), to constrain the cosn ological param eter g de—
scribing the nom alization of the density uctuation
power spectrum . U sing spherical m odels, O guri et al.
(2004) und that the discovery ofSD SS J1004+ 4112 re—
quired rather large values of etther or g, but given
the in portance of triaxiality we should revisit this ques—
tion. For the SD SS, we com pute the expected num ber
of large-separation lenseswih 7 < < 60° am ong the
29811 SD SS quasars. For CLA SS, we adopt a pow er law
source um inosity function with = 21 (see Rusin &
Tegm ark 2001), x the source redshift to zg = 13 (see
M arlow et al 2000), and calculate the expected num ber
of nses with 6¥ < < 15° among 9284 at-spectrum
radio sources (Phillips et al. 2001). W e then com pute
the likelihood

L/ 1 eN SD ss eN crass . (20)

which represents the P oisson probability of observing no
large—separation lenses in CLASS when Ncpags are ex—
pected, and at least one large-separation lens in SD SS
when N gpss are expected. (There m ay be other large-
separation lenses In the SD SS sam ple that have not yet
been identi ed.) W e consider tw o possibilities for the ex—
pected num ber of lenses in the SD SS: (1) the totalnum —
ber of lenses N o+ isused asN gp s5; () only the num ber
of quadruple lenses N q,.q is because the discovered lens
is quadruple.

Figure 10 show sthe resultingm axim um lkelhood con-
straintson g. We nd that g 1 explains the data
well, although the details depend on the value of and
the choice 0f Ngpss. Only the case wih = 1 and
Ngspss = Ngquaq prefers relatively large g, but g = 1
is still allowed at the 2 level. At present the data do
not allow particularly strong constraints on g. Never—
theless, we can conclude that the status large-separation
lenses is quite consistent w ith the predictions of CDM
given g 1.

For com parison, F igure 10 also show s results for spher—
icalhalos. It tums out that the sphericalm odel overes—
tim ates the value of g by 01 for = land 02 for

= 15, com pared w ith cases where we take N gpss =

[ I T T T T I T T T T ]
0 > =
R X A7 S/ AN NN
—~ :
% L
g—1
1 L
\ :
- C
N
o] L
= L
- 20
-2 = fofeeeeged MRl
C |
0.5 1 1.5
O
Fig. lO.| M axin um likelithood estim ates for g from com bin—

ing the discovery of SD SS J1004+ 4112 in SD SS w ith the lack of
Jarge-separation lenses in CLA SS.In m aking predictions for SD SS,
we consider two cases: the appropriate prediction could be the to—
tal num ber of lenses (solid lines); or since SD SS J1004+ 4112 is a
quad the appropriate quantity could be the num ber of quadruples
(dashed lines). The likelilhoods for = 1 and 1:5 are shown by
thick and thin lines, respectively. Results for spherical halos are
also shown by dash-dotted lines for reference.

N ot . Triaxiality is therefore an im portant system atic ef-
fect in these cases. Interestingly, the best- t values of
g from sphericalm odels are quite sin ilar to those from
triaxialm odels w ith N gp ss = N quaq - In both cases, the
likelthood function for the spherical m odel is narrower
than for the traxialm odel, indicating that the spherical
m odel would underestin ate the statistical uncertainties

mn g.

5. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

T he dark m atter halos predicted by the CDM m odel
are triaxial rather than spherical, which hasa signi cant
e ect on the statistics of large-separation gravitational
lenses. Traxiality system atically enhances the lensing
probability by a factor of 4 ifdark halos have an inner
density pro ewih = 1,ora factorof 2 if = 15.
The e ects may be even m ore dram atic at very large
in age separations ( & 100%), although such lenses are
very sensitive to the m ost triaxial halos and so the pre—
dictions are not as reliable. Thus, triaxiality must be
added to the list of in portant system atic e ects that
need to be Included in calculations of large-separation
Jens statistics. (Som e of the other e ects are the inner
density pro ke and the shape of the distrbution of con—
centration param eters, as found by previous studies of
large—separation lens statistics using sohericalhalos.)

T riaxialm odeling allow s us to predict the In age m ul-
tiplicities for lJarge-separation lenses. W e found that the
m ultiplicities depend strongly on the density pro le: for

= 1, lenses are dom inated by naked cusp in age con—

gurations; whilke for = 135, quadruple con gurations
are the m ost probable. D oublk lenses, which are dom +
nant am ong nom al arcsecond-scale lenses, are subdom —
inant in both cases. N ote that cusp lenses can be distin-
guished from doubles by the presence of a third im age
com parable In brightness to the other two, and by the
con guration of In age positions. The di erences can be
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ascribed to the di erent m ass density pro ls, and they

iIndicate that the m ultiplicities of large-separation lenses
w illprovide a qualitatively new probe ofthe centralden—
sity pro les of m assive dark m atter halos (and hence a
new test ofCDM ).

W e have computed lensing probabilities and im age
m ultiplicities for the SD SS quasar sam pl. W e predict
that forboth = 1 and 1:5 m ost ofthe large-separation
lenses should be quadruples or cusps. The fractions of
quadruple kenses at separationsof = 15%are 02 and

04 or = 1 and 15, respectively. Thus it is not sur-
prising that the rst large-separation lens discovered is a
quadruple. In addition, we com puted the expected num —
ber of large-separation lenses in both SD SS and CLA SS,
and found that the data are consistent with the CDM
modelwih g 1, in agreem ent w ith other m easure—
ments (eg. Spergelet al. 2003, and references therein).
T hus, the discovery of SD SS J1004+ 4112 can be inter—
preted asadditional support orCDM on non-linear clis—
ter scales.

T he prediction that triaxial halos produce signi cant
fractions of quadruple and cusp lenses should be kept
In m nd when considering sam ples of candidate large—
separation lenses. Forexam ple, M illeret al. 2004) found
six large-separation doubl lens candidates in the 2dF
Quasar Redshift Survey, but no quadruple or cusp lens
candidates. Even acoounting for an allnum ber statistics,
our results suggest that such a high fraction of doubles
would be nconsistent with CDM atm ore than 3 2 and
that i would be surprising ifm any of the six candidates
are genuine lens system s.

W e note that the triaxialdark halo m odelwe adopted
In this paper can be in proved in severalways. F irst, we
assum ed that the axis ratios of the triaxial ellipsoids are
constant w ith radius. However, JS02 showed that the
axis ratios decrease slightly tow ard the halo centers: a=c
decreases by 02 as the mean radiis decreases from

061,14 to 0065, . Sihoe strong lensing ism ost sen—
sitive to the inner parts of dark halos, i is possble that
we have actually underestin ated the e ects of triaxial-
ity on the statistics of large-separation lenses. On the
other hand, Including baryons (which were neglected in
the sin ulations of JS02) would tend to m ake dark halos
rounderby @=c) 0:1{02 because ofthe isotropicgas

pressure.

W hile our theoretical m odel is much m ore realistic
than the sin ple sphericalm odel, we have stillm ade sev—
eral sin plifying assum ptions. O ne is that we have ne—
glected substructure in dark halos. T he galaxies In m as—
sive cluster halos do not have a large e ect on the statis-
tics of lensed arcs M eneghettiet al. 2000), but it is not
obviousw hetherornotthey would a ect large-separation
lenses. Substructure can a ect the In age m ultiplicities
for isothem al lenses (Cohn & Kochanek 2004), so it
should be considered orCDM halos aswell. Another ef-
fect we have neglected is the presence ofam assive central
galaxy in a cluster. M eneghetti, Bartelm ann, & M oscar-
dini 2003b) claim that central galaxies do not have a
large e ect on arc statistics. However, because our re—
sults depend on the inner slope ofthe density pro le, and
a central galaxy e ectively increases the concentration,
thise ect should be considered. A third phenom enon we
have neglected is cluster m erger events. Indeed, m ergers
can change the shapes of critical curves and caustics sub—
stantially, and thus have a great im pact on lensing cross
sections (Torri et al. 2004). To estin ate the e ect on
large-separation lens statistics, we would need a realistic
m odel of the cluster m erger event rate and the physical
conditions of m erger events. A ddressing these various
issues to I prove the accuracy of the theoretical predic-
tions is beyond the scope of this paper, but is certainly
of Interest for uture work.
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through JSP S R esearch Fellow ship for Young Scientists.
CRK is supported by NASA through Hubbl Fellow—
ship grant HST-HF-01141 01-A from the Space T elescope
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of Universities or Ressarch in A stronomy, Inc., under
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8 Ifthe predicted double fraction is f;, then the P oisson proba-
bility of having N doubles and no quadruples or cusps is L (f2) /

)N .
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