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ABSTRACT

W e crosscorrelate the sam ple of Type Ia supemovae from Riesset al. [2004) with
the SD SS D R 2 photom etric galaxy catalogue. In contrast to recent work, we nd no
detectable correlation betw een supemova m agniude and galaxy overdensity on scales

ranging between 1

10°. O ur resuls are n accord w ith theoretical expectations for

gravitational lensing of supemovae by large-scale structure. Future supemova surveys
like SNAP w illbe capable of detecting unam biguously the predicted lensing signal.

K ey words:

1 INTRODUCTION

W eak gravitational lensing by large-scale structure can both
distort and m agnify the in ages of background sources. T he
form ere ect, coan ic shear, hasbeen detected (see

m for a review ) and holds great prom ise for the study of
m atter uctuationson large scales. T he latter e ect, coan ic
m agni cation, has yet to be detected convincingly but has
been theoretically investigated in detail m m,
M enard et all [2003; ITakada & Ham anal [2003). In particu-
lar, a num ber of authors have studied m agni cation of T ype
Ia supemova, which have been em ployed as standard can-—
dles to m easure the expansion history of the universe (eg.
WM;WM). The RM S m agni ca—
tion of supemovae is expected to be at the 1% levelon
aran inute scales, w ith the largest m agni cations occurring
near the centers ofm assive halos.

On scales larger than aran nutes, only m odest shear
and m agni cation at the sub-percent lvel are expected.
T he theoretically expected m agnitude of shear uctuations
has been con m ed observationally In cosm ic shear sur-
veys. A ccordingly, it would be extrem ely surprising if ob—
servations contradicted the expected level of cosm ic m ag—
ni cation, since statistical shear and m agni cation are re—
lated In a sinple way. In principle, standard candles like
Type Ia supemovae should o er a means of measuring
the m agni cation caused by large scale structure, for ex—
am ple by crosscorrelating supemova brightness w ith fore—
ground galaxy overdensity. In practice, all but the very
highest redshift supemovae which su er the m ost lensing)
are not expected to provide usefiill m easurem ents of cos—
m ic m agni cation, since even Type Ia SNe are not per—
fect standard candles. T he observed dispersion in supemova
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m agniudes is roughly m 20% , whereas uctuations of
only . 1% are expected from lensing M enard et all|2003;
ITakada & Ham anall2003).Even ifm agni cation and galaxy
overdensity w ere perfectly correlated, we would expect to see
only a weak correlation }peUNeen supemova brightness and
galaxy overdensity, r= h 2i=h m?i . 0:05. Therefore a
very large sam ple of SN Ia would be needed to ocbserve such
an e ect.

Recently, W_illiam s & Sond [2004) have reported a
highly signi cant (> 99% con dence) detection of corre—
lation between the m agniude of 55 supemovae and fore—
ground galaxy overdensity on 10° scales, corresponding
to m agni cations at the 10% level ) has
clain ed further evidence for gravitational m agni cation of
the supemovae. Ifcon m ed, these resultswould
confound much of the conventional wisdom on m agni ca-
tion e ects and would call into question previous cosm ic
shear m easurem ents which detected m uch lower shear vari-
ance on these scales. A dditionally, if such a correlation ex-—
ists, it ispossible to correct for it and therefore signi cantly
reduce the dispersion in supemova lum inosities: the m agni-
tude variance can be reduced by a factor 1 ?

M) . This would be especially in portant for m odem su—
pemova surveys, which can calbrate supemova m agniudes
nearly to 0.1 m ag.

In this paper, we revisit this issue by cross—correlating
the m ost recent sam ple of coan ological Type Ia SNe com —
pikd by @ M), with low redshift galaxies In
the Sloan D igital Sky Survey (SD SS) photom etric catalogue.
The plan of the paper is as llow s. Tn section [, we brie y
review theoretical predictions for cosn ic m agni cation on
an all scales. N ext, we describe the supemova sam ple and
galaxy catalogue em ployed in our analysis. Resuls are pre—
sented in 4, and our conclusions are discussed in .
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2 COSMIC MAGNIFICATION

The large scale distrbbution of m atter in the Universe can
give rise to m easurable gravitational lensing e ects (shear
and m agni cation) on background ob gcts. The m agni ca-
tion factor depends on whether m atter along the line of
sight is preferentially over- or underdense com pared to the
mean.

T he local properties of the gravitational lens m apping
are characterised by the convergence ,which isproportional
to the surface m ass density pro cted along the line-ofsight,
and the shear , which is related to the gravitational tidal

eld of the lensing m ass distribbution. The SD SS population
ofgalaxieswith m , < 21 hasam edian redshift near03 (eg.
D.odelson et all[2007), so that angular scales of aran inutes
corresoond to length scales of M pc. On these scals, the
convergence and shear uctuations are small, j 57 J 1.
To leading order the m agni cation is approxim ately

=1+2 +0(%3%; a)

see M_enard et all [2003) for higher order corrections. O b—
servable e ects are due to departures from the m ean value
of the m agni cation. It is therefore convenient to use the
overmm agni cation = 1. Then, the cross—correlation

betw een and the foreground m atter overdensity traced
by galaxies at an angular separation reads:
h  ga1d() 2h  pwmi()
3 Ho 2° dw DaDas
2° ¢ aw b, "W
? sds s
Ba1 2—P E (w);w Jols ): (2)

In this expression, w is the com oving distance along the
line-ofsight, D g;s;4s are angular diam eter distances to lens,
source, and from Jens to source respectively, W 4a1 is the
nom alised distrbution of galaxies along the line-ofsight,
a is the scale factor and P is the m atter power spec—
trum , calculated using = 0:19 and the tting function
of [Peacock & D odds (199¢), and we assum e that the lin—
ear bias byay = 1 for the galaxies and scales of interest
Werde et all 12007). In princple, the bias of the detected
galaxies should vary with redshift, but because the galaxy
distrbution is dom inated by a narrow redshift interval, the
use of a constant bias seem s reasonable. If Instead of the
tw o-point correlation, we wanted the crosscorrelation w ith
galaxy overdensity sm oothed on scale we would replace
Jo(s )by 241 (s )=s

Figure [l show s the am plitude of this cross-correlation
between and ga1 Eq.D).The solid line showsh  gaii
com puted for di erent angular separations and the dashed
line shows the integrated correlation, ie. the correlation
between supemova m agnitude and the num ber of galax—
jeswithin radius .For estin ating these quantities we have
used a galaxy redshift distrbution peaking at z = 0:3 and
aWMAP commolgy with , = 027, = 073, n=1,
and g = 09 |[Spergelet all |2003). Black lines have been
com puted for supemova redshifts of z; = 0:6 (the m edian
redshift of our sam ple) and gray lines for zs = 2.A s can be
seen In this gure, m agni cationsof. 1% can be generated
by structures on scales of a few arom inutes or larger.

A s an aside, it is perhaps worth noting that high red-
shift sources are expected to be m ore strongly perturbed

N angular correlation

____ integroted correlation

<O Oga > [%)
R R NSNS S RS R

o
T T T T T T T

angular scale [arcmin]

Figure 1. C ross-correlation between gravitationalm agni cation
and galaxy overdensity as a function of angular scale. A linear
bias of unity has been used in this calculation.

by lensing uctuations, both because the lensing e ciency
increases with redshift, and because m ore distant sources
are sub gct to lensing from structures along a greater path
length .Forexam ple, sourcesat z = 2 are typically m agni ed
by 2% by structures on scales of . Thishas ram i ca-
tions for pencitbeam surveys attem pting to constrain dark
energy w ith supemovae at high redshift, z 15.For exam —
ple, Riess et all 12004) report the discovery of 16 SN Ia in
the GOODS eld, over an area of 0.1 sg. degrees. Lensing

uctuations are signi cantly correlated across this narrow

eld. If these high redshift supemovae played an im portant
role in the constraints derived by R iess et all, then their de—
rived dark energy param eters could be signi cantly biased,
for exam ple by 5% in w.Fortunately, the 16 high redshift
GO OD S supemovae were negligble w thin the larger sam —
ple of 177 SN e reported by Rdess et all, in plying that their
dark energy constraints were not appreciably biased.Future
w ide area surveys, like the SNAP survey which expects to
cover 20 sg. degrees, should also be undisturbed by corre—
lated structure across their elds.

3 THE DATA

W e attem pt to detect a correlation between supemova m ag—
nitude and galaxy overdensity using follow ing data sets:

For supemovae, we use the \gold" sam ple of 156 SN Ia
com piled byRiess et all 2004) .Foreach supemova, the red—
shift, (dust-corrected) distance m odulus, and extinction cor-
rection have been provided by these authors. The SN red—
shifts range from z = 0:014 to 1.75 w ith an average value of

06.

For foreground galaxies, we use the second data release
D R2) of the Sloan D igital Sky Survey (SD SS).A s shown
by IScranton et all [2007) this dataset provides an e cient
star/galaxy separation for obfcts with r < 21 and a ho-
m ogeneous density by requiring a seeing value greater than
157,



O fthe 156 SN e listed by R iess et all, 55 fllw ithin the SD SS
DR 2 Potprint. G iven the m agnitude cut m entioned above,
the average galaxy density is roughly 1 aram in 2. The list
of SN Ia that we use is given in table[l.

used m agnitude cuts in each eld in
order to restrict their galaxy counts to low redshifts ob jects
and m axin ize the signal. In our case, the buk ofSD SS pho-
tom etric galaxies are at redshifts z . 0:3, while the m edian
SN redshift in our sample is zneq = 0:%. A ccordingly, the
num ber of galaxies that w ill overlap the supemova redshift
distribbution of our sam ple w illbe largely negligble.

4 ANALYSIS

Foreach ofthe 55 SN Jawe rst count the num ber of neigh—
bours wihin an angular radius . The correlation between
this num ber of neighbours and the absolute SN Ia m agni-
tude is shown in Fig.[. The left panel show s, as a fiinction
of supemova m agniude, the distribution of galaxies located
within 10° from the SN Ia position, ie. the angular scale
wherekd_ﬂljam_sj_ﬁgnd 2004) ©und the strongest correla—
tion. T he horizontal error bars correspond to the m easure-
m ent error in the SN Ia m agnitudes quoted by
), and the vertical errors correspond to the P oisson

noise of the galaxy counts. T here is no apparent correlation
in this scatter plot; this w ill be quanti ed below . T he right
panel show s the sam e correlation but using stars instead of
galaxies and allow s us to check for possible system atics.

For each angular bin, we have com puted the cross—
correlation coe cient

(N N) (M M)
r=p
h(N N )2ih( M

3)

M )2

where N is the number of neighbours (galaxies or stars)
w ithin a given angular separation from the supemova and M
is the SN absolute m agniude. N eglecting the m easurem ent
uncertainties in each ob fct, and accounting only for the
scatter in the population, the error in the cross-correlation
coe cient reads

1 ¢

r= P=——=7 4)
N sy

where N gy is the num ber of SN Ia.For cells of 10 *radius, we
nd r= 0:03 0d3 and r = 0:04 026 for galaxies and

stars respectively. T he result obtained by

M) is therefore not reproduced in our analysis: no signif-

jcant correlation is detected.

In Fig.[d we plt the crosscorrelation coe cient r as a
finction of .In this gure, we have counted galaxies w thin
an annulus centred on each , so that the pltted errors
are uncorrelated. For both galaxies and stars, no signi cant
correlation has been detected on any scale.

5 DISCUSSION

U sing the \gold" sam ple of type Ia supemovae given by

) and the galaxy distribbution m easured by
SD SS DR 2, we have investigated correlations between the
brightness of the supemovae and the density of foreground
galaxies, on scales of 1-10°.0ur analysis does not reproduce
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Figure 3. C rosscorrelation coe cient r between SN m agnitude
and galaxy counts (solid) or star counts (dashed), as a function
of radius. T he overplotted curves show the theoretical prediction
for source redshifts of0.6 and 2.

the recentresu]tsoﬂW_jJJjam_s_LSmd |2m14),who detected a

cross—correlation at high signi cance (> 99% con dence) on

10° scales. O ur result is in line with theoretical predictions:

the . 1% m smagni cation caused by large-scale structure

on aran nute scales is negligble com pared to the observed
20% dispersion in supemova m agnitudes.

The number of SNe used by closely
m atches the number used In our analysis. The m ain dif-
ference between the two analyses is that
derive galaxy counts from the APM catalogue, whereas we
have used counts from the SD SS photom etric catalogue.
W hilethe APM catalogue isbased on scans of photographic
plates taken w ith the UK Schm idt telescope, the SD SS uses
m odem CCD s wih high-quality Im aging reaching down to
m uch desperm agnitudes, providing a higher galaxy density.
T herefore we expect the SD SS to be m ore suitable for n-
vestigating weak correlations.

Thus there is no evidence for a signi cant correla—
tion between supemova brightness and foreground galaxy
overdensity. Such a correlation would be expected for a
sam ple of weakly lensed supemovae. In this light, the re—
cently clain ed detection of signi cant weak lensing in the

Riesset all 200d) sam ple by W and 200) is som ewhat sur-

prising. Further exam ination of the data presented by
indicates that the e ect appears to be dom inated by a few
outliers in the m agniude distrbution, whichm ascribes
to m agni cation factors 2, ie. strong lensing. Thiswould
In ply a surprisingly high strong lensing rate ( % ) am ong
high z supemovae, Inconsistent w ith the strong lensing rate
( 10 3) of distant quasars IB_mw_n_eﬂ_a_]llZQQj)

Lastly, we note that the theoretically expected SN -—
galaxy correlation (solid curves in gure @) would be de-
tectable w ith larger sam ples of supemovae w ith an aller ux
errors. A though the signal is not currently detectable us-
ng the ) supemovae and SD SS galaxies,
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Figure 2. Scatter plot of residualm agnitude vs. num ber of galaxies (left) or stars (right) w ithin 10°.

future datasets (eg. SNAP) should unam biguously exhibit
the lensing signalon sm all scales.
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Table 1. Supemovae used in our analysis. Here, (¢ and are the distance m odulus and its error. A 1l quantities are taken from the
larger \gold" sam ple oflRjess et all 2004).

SN RA DEC redshift 0 host A

1999dk 01315 +1417 0.0141 3443 026 020
1993ae 01298 0159 0.0180 3429 023 0.00
1994M 12312 +00 36 0.0244 35.09 020 023
19940 16 49.9 +40 26 0.0290 35.70 0.19 0.33
1998cs 16 30.7 +4113 0.0327 36.08 0.19 -0.03

1994T 13190 0209 0.0360 36.01 020 0.09
19971 04 59.6 0309 0.172 39.79 018 |

1999fiw 23319 +0010 0278 41.00 041 026
1997b3j 10 424 +00 02 0.334 40.92 0.30 0.34
1996K 08 24.7 0021 0.380 42.02 022 0.02
1995ba 08191 +0743 0.3880 42.07 0.9 |

1997am 10575 0314 0.416 42.10 0.19 0.00
1997bh 13446 0020 0.420 41776 023 0.60

1997Q 10 56.9 03 59 0.430 41.99 0.8 |
1998ba 13436 +0220 0.430 4236 025 |

1997aw 10235 +0407 0.440 42.57 040 0.80
1997ai 10490 +00 32 0.450 4210 023 |
1999 02 33.9 +0033 0.455 4229 028 0.19
1997p 10 55.9 0357 0.472 4246 019 |

2002dc 12 368 +6213 0.475 4214 0.19 023
1995ay 03011 +0021 0.480 42.37 020 |
1996ci 13459 +0227 0.495 4225 0.9 |

1997¢cj 12 371 +6226 0.500 42.74 020 0.15
19990 09 26.7 0538 0.500 42.775 0.19 0.04
1997as 08242 0048 0.508 41.64 035 0.85
1997bb 12290 +0009 0.518 4283 0.30 0.11
20011y 10524 +5717 0.570 42.88 031 -0.04
19961 12 00.7 0016 0.570 4281 025 0.14

1997af 08239 +0409 0.579 42.86 0.9 |
1995ax 02264 +00 49 0.615 4285 023 |

1996H 1228.9 0005 0.620 43.11 030 0.09
1998M 11 33.7 +0405 0.630 42.62 024 0.75
2003be 12364 +6207 0.64 43.07 021 023
1997R 10 573 0355 0.657 4327 020 |

2003bd 12374 +6213 0.67 43.19 0.28 0.27
2001ix 10523 +57 07 0.710 43.05 032 0.53

1998bi 1347.7 +0221 0.740 4335 030 |
1997ez 08216 +0325 0.778 4381 035 |
2001hx 08 494 +4402 0.798 43.88 031 031
2001hy 08 498 +4415 0.811 43.97 035 0.03
19991f]j 02284 +0039 0.815 43.76 033 023
20013 02281 +0027 0.815 4409 028 023

1996cl 10 570 03 38 0.828 43.96 046 |
1997ap 13472 +0224 0.830 4385 0.19 |
2003eq 12378 +6214 0.839 4386 022 022

2001Hh 02290 +0021 0.884 4423 019 -0.01
2003eb 12373 +6214 0.899 43.64 025 026
2003 12375 +6211 0.94 4387 020 0.15
2002dd 12369 +6213 0.95 4406 026 024
2003es 12369 +6213 0.954 4428 031 0.07

2002ki 12375 +6221 1.140 4484 030 0.09
1999fs 23306 +0017 1.19 4419 034 024
2003az 12373 +6219 1.265 4520 020 025

2003dy 12372 +6211 1.340 4505 025 0.54
1997 12 36.7 +6213 1.755 45.53 035 0.00
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