arXiv:astro-ph/0407255v2 10 Feb 2005

Astronomy & Astrophysicsnanuscript no. March 20, 2022
(DOI: will be inserted by hand later)

A CFH12k Lensing Survey of X-ray Luminous Galaxy Clusters
I: Weak Lensing Methodology

S. Bardeaty, J.-P. KneiB?, O. Czoské!, G. Souca#, |. Smaif', H. Ebeling, and G. P. Smith

1 Observatoire Midi-Pyrénées, UMR5572, 14 Avenue EdoBaiih, 31400 Toulouse, France.

2 Caltech, Astronomy, 105-24, Pasadena, CA 91125, USA.

3 Institut fur Astrophysik und Extraterrestrische ForsehuAuf dem Higel 71, 53121 Bonn, Germany.
4 Institute for Computational Cosmology, University of Darh, South Road, Durham DH1 3LE, UK.
5 Institute for Astronomy, University of Hawaii, 2680 Wooula Dr, Honolulu, HI 96822, USA

Received —; accepted —

Abstract. We describe the weak lensing methodology we have applieditt-oolour CFH12k imaging of a homogeneously-
selected sample of luminous X-ray clusterg at 0.2. The aim of our survey is to understand the variation intelustructure
and dark matter profile within rich clusters. The method wecdbe converts a fully reduced CFH12k image into constsain
on the cluster mass distribution in two steps: (1) detertioneof the “true” shape of faint (lensed) galaxies, inchgliobject
detection, point spread function (PSF) determinatiorexgathape measurement with errors; (2) conversion of tne daiaxy
catalogue into reliable mass constraints using a range afrkD2D lensing techniques. Mass estimates are derivedéneep
dently from each of the three images taken in separate ftliegigantify the systematic uncertainties. Finally, we canggthe
cluster mass model to the light distribution of cluster merstas derived from our imaging data. To illustrate the nubtiee
apply it to the well-studied cluster Abell 1689+ 0.184). In this cluster, we detect the gravitational shearaligut to~ 3 Mpc
at>3-0 significance. The two-dimensional mass reconstructionahak)-o- significance peak centered on the brightest clus-
ter galaxy. The weak lensing profile is well fitted by a NFW mpssfile with Mago = 14.1*53 x 10 Mg, andc = 3.5703

2 = 0.33), or by a power law profile witlg = 0.75+ 0.07 anddg = 14’6 + 0'3 (y® = 0.64). The mass-to-light ratio is found
to be almost constant with radius with a mean valu®gtr = 150h (M/L)n. We compare these results to other weak lensing
analyses of Abell 1689 from the literature and find good age@s in terms of the shear measurement as well as the final mas
estimate.

Key words. Gravitational lensing: weak lensing — Galaxies: cluste@®usters of Galaxies: individual (Abell 1689)

1. Introduction Although the study of a single cluster can be instructive,
we need to study homogeneous samples of massive clusters in

Clusters of galaxies are the most massive collapsed stasctiprder to better understand cluster physics, test theatgtie-

in the Universe. They are located at the nodes of the ﬁlamQﬂctions and to constrain the Cosmo|ogica| and phys|camar

tary cosmic web, as mapped by the SDSS and 2dF redsBiérs governing the growth of structure in the Universeeér
surveys. These massive systems are the focus of both theadgfsters are expected to show some variation in their proper
ical (e.g. LEke et al. 1996; Bahcall ef al. 1997; Viana & LifldIges; in particular in the amount of substructure and theirger
1998) and observational studies. The aim is to better Undﬁrstory, which can be direct]y probed by measuring theirsnas
stand cluster formation and evolution and thusi it is Immirta distribution. Thus to obtain a representative view of thme"'-

quantify their physical properties as precisely as posg#lg. ties of clusters, a fair and statistically-reliable samyfleluster
mass distribution, mass density profile, importance ofsubs needs to be studied.

ture, etc.). Diferent techniques such as galaxy dynamics, X-ray
emission, the Sunyaev-Zeldovicktect or gravitational lens-
ing, are available to probe the physical properties of elsst
Gravitational lensing is a particularly attractive mettasit is
directly sensitive to the total mass distribution irredpecof
its physical state (see the reviewlhy Mellier 1999).

In order to obtain a better understanding of the mass dis-
tributions on small and large scales in clusters, we have se-
lected a sample of 11 X-ray luminous clusters (Czoskelet al.
2003;.Smith et dl. 2005) identified in the XBACs sample (X-
ray Brightest Abell-type Clusters: Ebeling et al. 1996). Al
these clusters have X-ray luminositieslgf > 8 x 10**ergs?

in the 0.1-2.4 keV band, and all lie in a narrow redshift séite
Send gfprint requests toS. Bardeau z ~ 0.2 (from zaz218 = 0.171 toza1835 = 0.253). As XBACS
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Fig.1. The full 42 x 28 CFH12k R-band image of Abell 1689. The thick contours repméshe number density of bright
galaxies selected in the R-band: the first contour corredptm5 objects per square arcmin, increased by steps of & Uihié
maximal density is 36.5 galaxies arcrmrin the cluster center. The thin contours represent the mexssitst reconstruction with
LensEnt2 and an ICF of 180 (see Secf412 for more details). Contour levels are respéc?, 3, 5, 7 and 8, while the peak
value corresponds to a mass density of 110\ho.pc2. North is to the top, East to the right.

is restricted to Abell clusters _(Abell etlal. 1989), it is Hyr 12000). The basic idea is to relate the “true” ellipticity it
flux-limited but not truly X-ray selected. However, a compaibackground sources to the observed ellipticity througlapni
ison with the X-ray selecteROSATBrightest Cluster Sample ability tensors, which include the smearinfjeet of the PSF,
(BCS:|Ebeling et al. 1998, 2000) shows that 5% of the BCS possibly with anisotropic components. In practice theselsa
clusters in the redshift and X-ray luminosity range of ounsa computed through the combination of the second order mo-
ple are in fact Abell clusters. Hence, our XBACs sample is, iments of the light distribution of the galaxies and the PSF it
all practical aspects, indistinguishable from an X-raystdd self. However, in this paper we will use amverseapproach
sample. through a maximum likelihood or Bayesian estimate of the
Using the CFH12k wide field camerh (Cuillandre et afource galaxy shape convolved by the local PSF (this method
2000) mounted at the Canada-France-Hawaii Telescdf§@s first proposed by Kuijken 1699). Both the galaxy shape
(CFHT), we imaged all 11 clusters in our sample in the B, Rnd the local PSF are modeled in terms of sums of ellipti-
and | bands. In the present paper we presentbak lensing cal Gaussians. This approach is implemented in the software

methodologywe have applied to analyse these images, usiligZSAPE which has been developed by Bridle €t al. (2001).
our observations of Abell 1689 as a test case. The main advantage ofiPSiare is that it provides estimates of

the uncertainties of the recovered parameters of the sparzk

, _ . these uncertainties can then be included in the mass ioversi
The first step of any weak lensing work is to correct the

observed galaxy ellipticities for any observational snregar In the weak lensing limit, the ellipticities of background
circularization or anisotropy due to the point spread fiomct galaxies give an unbiased estimate of the shear field induced
(PSF). The classical approach to do this is the so-called K8B the gravitational potential of the foreground clustdrees-
methodi(Kaiser et dl. 1905), implemented in thear software timate is inherently noisy due to the shape measurementserro
(see alsa_Luppino & Kaiser 1997; Rhodes et al. 2000; Kaisand the intrinsic ellipticities of the galaxies. Severalthoels
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have been proposed to reconstruct the mass density field {ixel scale of 0205. The log of the observations of Abell 1689
the potential) of the foreground structure from the measur&ryoooo=13"11M30%, 532000= —01°20'28") is summarized in the
shear field. Non-parametric methods are usually best to pfiost part of Tabld1L.

duce a mass-map, necessary to identify mass peaks. They can

also be used to estimate the cluster mass profile by means of .

the aperture mass densitometry metHod (Fahlmar ket all 1984 Data reduction

Schneidel 1996). On the other hand parametric methods

best to constrain the cluster mass profile and total mass-by 002). Here we just give a brief outline. Pre-reductiont t

ting a radial shear profile to the galaxy ellipticities. CFH12k data was done in a standard way usingithé pack-

To illustrate the various methoqls and techniqu.es USeemscrep (Valdes 1998) for bias subtraction and flat-fielding
we apply our procedure to one particulary well-studied Cluﬁsing twilight sky images

ter from our sample, Abell 1689. Abell 1689 at= 0.184 o . .

is one of the richest clusterk( = 4) in the Abell cat- Frlngl_ng n the | band images was_remov_ed by_subtractmg

alog. Abell 1689 is a powerful cluster lens and has be correction image constructed from eight science images fr
ifferent fields taken during the same night, after masking any

studied by various groups usingfi@drent lensing techniques™ . ) . : .
(Tvson et all 1990;_Tvson & Fischer 1995; Tavlor gtial. 199 bjects detected in the images. The appropriate scalintéor
y > : ﬂnge correction was determined interactively.

Clowe & Schneidel 2001; King etiel. 2002). It has also be
studied in X-rays usin@handrgXue & Wil[2002) ancxMM- Weak lensing applications demand precise measurements
Newton (Andersson & Madejski 2004). The central structurgf the shapes of faint galaxies and therefore precisevelas-
of this cluster is complex: from the redshift distributiohe ~trometric alignment of the individual dithered exposuréthe
cluster membeis Girardi etldl (1997) find evidence for asup#€!d (~ 6” in our case). A transformation is needed between
position of several groups along the line of sight to thetelus each chip of the input image and a common astrometric output
center which explains the extraordinarily high velocitgmtr- 9rid which has to account for the position of the chip in the fo
sion of 2355238km s°L. [Czoske [(2004) has recently obtaine&al pIape, rotation, variations in the height (and posditilyof
a new large dataset of more than 500 cluster galaxy redshtft§ chip surface with respect to the focal plane, as well gs an
in this cluster, which will help elucidate the galaxy distiion ~Optical distortion induced by the telescope and camera®pti
Abell 1689. Preliminary analysis of these data shows theat tRourth order polynomials were found to beffatient to model
large scale distribution of galaxies in and around Abell a6ghese &ects. The method that we have developed follows the
is in fact rather smooth and that significant substructueense @PProach described by Kaiser et al. (1999).
confined to the very center of the cluster. Thus, even though We use Digital Sky Survey (D$Bimages to define the
the cluster has clear substructure, it may still be readentab external reference frame for observations, but then mirgmi
model the large-scale mass distribution of the cluster siith-  the RMS dispersion of the transformed object coordinatas fr
ple models, such as the “universal” mass profile proposed @Y the exposures rather than the deviations between the-tra
Navarro et al.L(1997) (NFW). formed object coordinates from the corresponding DSS coor-
This paper is organized as follow§f briefly presents the dinates for each individual exposure. This approach essure
observations of Abell 1689 used in this paper and gives a suaptimal relative alignment of the transformed exposures. The
mary of the data reduction procedure and the conversionregulting RMS dispersion of the transformed coordinates is
the reduced data into catalogues that can be used in the wetgler @01, corresponding to 0.05 of a CFH12k pixel, for usu-
lensing analysis. 11§33 we present the measurement of galaxaily > 100 objects per chip.
shapes and correction for PSF anisotropy usingShiare. The input images are resampled onto the output grid with
In 4 we convert the galaxy shape measurements into twsixel size 0205 (the median féective pixel scale of the
dimensional shear maps and radial shear profliexplains CFH12k camera) using the softwasearp (Version 1.21).
how we model the lensing data using both 1D and 2D techixel interpolation uses thesnczos3 kernel which preserves
niques. In§8 we compare the projected mass to the light distidbject counts, without introducing strong artifacts ambim-
bution in the cluster. Finally il we discuss our method andage discontinuities (Bertin 2001). Fields with a large nemif
results. In a separate paper (Bardeau et al. 2005, in prep.)exposures¥ 10) were averaged after rejecting outliers, those
will present a more extensive analysis of the mass distabut with fewer exposures median combined.

in Abell 1689 combining weak and strong lensing mass mea- The images were photometrically calibrated on fields of

Efﬁ a detailed description of the data reduction Isee Crzoske

surements. N standard stars taken from the listlof Landolt (1992) with ad-

We aSSUTEHO = 70kms=Mpc™, Qm = 0.3,Q4 = 0.7.  ditional photometry bl Stetsbh (2000). Atmospheric extore
Atz=0.18, 1" corresponds t0.89 kpc (and 1t0 185kpc).  \yas determined from sequences of science images spanning a
2. Observations and Cataloging ! IRAF is distributed by the National Optical Astronomy

. Observatories, which are operated by the Association ofédsities

B, R and I filters (Fig[dL shows the R-band image) between 8@ National Science Foundation.
May and 2 June 2000. The camera consists of 12 CCD chip5 http://www-gsss.stsci.edu/dss/dss_home.htm,
of 2k x 4k pixels with a total field of view of 42x 28 at a http://cadcwww.dao.nrc.ca/dss/
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Table 1. Observing log for Abell 1689. We indicate the number of détes in each filter (B, R or I), their number density
(expressed in arcmiR, in parenthesis), and the magnitude cuts for galaxy cleasifin. Estimated average redshiftand
B = (Dis/Ds), with their standard deviations, are given for the fainbgglcatalogues (sef8.3 for details).

Filter B R I
Date of observation May 30une 2 2000 May 30une 2 2000 May 30une 2 2000
Number of exposures 4 5 5
Exposure time (sec) 3600 3000 3000
Seeing m1 0.85” 0.88”
Completeness mag 24.9 24.3 22.6
PSF anisotropy 032+0.012 Q071+ 0.019 Q064+ 0.028
Number of Detections 34669 (28.6) 41067 (33.9) 28805 (23.7)
Stars 2223  (1.8) 3488  (2.9) 2397  (2.0)
Galaxies 25823 (21.3) 30189 (24.9) 21145 (17.4)
Others 6623  (5.5) 7390 (6.1) 5263  (4.3)
Bright galaxies B22.0 1171 (2.0) R21.1 2166 (1.8) 419.3 950 (0.8)
Faint galaxies 225B<25.4 20186 (16.7) 21£8R<24.7 22794 (18.8) 198<23.3 14382 (11.8)
Other galaxies 224B<22.5 21.kR<21.6 19.%1<19.8
or B>25.4 4466 3.7) or R24.7 5229 (4.3) or$23.3 5813 (4.8)
Faint galaxiez 1.02+0.42 1.06:0.42 0.82:0.35
Faint galaxie® 0.70:£0.08 0.69:0.08 0.65:0.07

suficient range in airmass to allow accurate determination ofacror (Bertin & Arnouts{1996) in a two-pass mode. A first
the extinction cofficient. run is made to detect bright objects, with a detection level o
50~ above the background. The average size (full width at half
maximum, FWHM) of the point spread function (PSF) is then
easily determined from the sizes of stars. The saturatiosl le

With the reduced and calibrated images in hand, the We(()J‘fkthe image is also determined in this run. These parameters

shear information must be extracted from the photomettic c5'€ then fed into a secomdxtractor run with a lower detec-

alogues. The analysis of the images involves a number of std8" IevEI (ﬁSo-hwut(? afl_rTln|mumd5|ze of 5 colnnected pixels
that we describe in detail below. These various steps are cBRove the thresho ). This second output catalogue camelsp

trolled in (as much as possible) an automatic way using d]f)- the working catalogue. The total number of objects detkct

ferenteerL scripts which allow a simple and easy handling df eadch '.magﬁ IS given in Tﬁblg 1f The photometry was com-
catalogues and can easily call external programmes. puted using theiac_auto MEtNOd OISEXTRACTOR.

In the present paper we first treat the images taken in the
three filters B, R and IndependentlyDifferences between 2 3. Star catalogue
the results obtained from the three datasets are expected du
to a number of #ects. Diferent seeing in the imagefiects The second step is to extract a star catalogue from the full ca
the accuracy of the measurement of ga|axy Shapes and h@{@gue which will then be used to estimate the local PSF. We
the accuracy of the derived shear fieldsff&ient photometric Select stars by a number of criteria. First we locate objects
depths of the images will change the number density of faifte magnitude #max diagram (FiglRa) whergmax is the cen-
background galaxies and thus again the accuracy of the sH&lrsurface brightness of the objects. Stars, for a givex flu
measurements. Finally, the images sampliettnt wavebands have the highest peak surface brightness (provided theyptio n
of the observed galaxies, which has dfeet on the contrast saturate the CCD). Hence they populate the “star"-region of
between cluster and background galaxies if these are sdledtig.[da, limited to a maximum value of the peak surface bright
based on magnitude alone. This independent approach all®\@§s by the saturation of the detector, and to a lower value,
us to assess the uncertainties introduced by the lidtedts. Where galaxies start to overlap the star sequence.
Of course it is desirable to eventually combine the infoiorat We use an additional cut in FWHM indicated on Hijj. 2b:
present in the three images in an optimal way so as to arriveoafects with FWHM> seeing+ 1 pixel are excluded from the
definitive measurements of the physical properties of the-cl star catalogue. Note that very compact objects (in the upper
ter. A first attempt at this combination is implemented here bright part of Fig[2a) correspond to cosmic rays or noiseatsfe
will be discussed in more detail in a forthcoming paper. in the overlapping region between chips. They are rejeateld a
The first step is to construct a master photometric cafe putin the “others” catalogue (see Telle 1).
logue of each individual image. For this purpose and to au- Finally, the star catalogue is cleaned one last time §8€B
tomate the procedure as much as possible we havesased once the star shapes are adequately measuralyapk.

2.2. Object detection
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than 0.8 (this removes faint stars or faint compact galakigs
the catalogue), and galaxies cannot be smaller than stan& s
exclude all objects with a FWHM smaller than seeihf pixel.
This blind cleaning is done in a similar way in all three bands
These cuts remove most of the defects in the catalogues.
The galaxy catalogue is then split into three sub-catalsgue
defined by their magnitude range: one for the brightest galax
ies, dominated by the cluster members, one for the faintest
galaxies expected to be background sources, and the last
one for the remaining galaxies (intermediate magnitudgean
galaxies or excluded objects).
The bright galaxies catalogue is defined with respect to the
‘ ‘ ‘ apparentn* of cluster galaxies (se§6.4 for the estimate af
15 20 25 in each filter). In order to achieve good contrast betweestetu
Magnitude galaxies and the background field population, while stiiéin
a) grating a fair fraction of the cluster luminosity functiome de-
fine the bright galaxy catalogue by selecting galaxies dawn t
n*+2 for the B and I-band anat* + 3 for the R-band (the deeper
R-band image allows to have a fainter limit). For Abell 1689,
these correspond to magnitude limits®f< 220, R < 21.1
andl < 19.3. For illustration, a rough estimate of the field con-
tamination is given for the Abell 1689 R catalogue: outside a
radiusr = 10 the galaxy density measured in the magnitude
rangeR < 21.1 is 1.3 gal arcmir? while the galaxy density in
an inner radius = 5 is 5.5 galarcmin?. Therefore with our
selection criteria the field contamination does not exce@d 2
to 25% of the “bright galaxy” catalogue which will be called
1 hereafter the “cluster catalogue”. After a uniform coriecfor
field contamination, it will be used to measure the clustariju
nosity and derive a light map, providing simple comparisains
the stellar distributions between clusters in our survey.
FWHM (pixels) Fig.[d shows the colouR- I) — magnitudel)) diagram for
b) the galaxies matched in both R and | filters Thd sequence
of cluster ellipticals is well defined. THeright galaxiesas de-

Fig. 2. a) Magnitudegmax diagram for all objects detected by, :
sExTRACTOR in the Abell 1689 R-band image. The points inflned above, are plotted as large symbols. These mainlyiollo

: . the colour-magnitude sequence for early-type galaxiekimvit
side the parallelogram correspond to stars, the pointsibielo gnitude seq rearly-type g

. . . the cluster, which indicates that their identification asmbers
galaxies. Points on the upper left correspond to cosmic, ra

S,.
defects and saturated objedty. FWHM-magnitude diagram },S Mflsitc%ss c(::gtg?oCt'LJe is created for the faint galaxies, wih th
for all the objects detected byxtracTor in the Abell 1689 9 9 .

following limits: m* + 2.5 < m < m° + 0.5 for the B and I-band

R'bf”md image. The yemcal black line indicates the avera gtalogue and +3.5 < m < m°+0.5 for the R-band catalogue
seeing value (4.15 pixels for the Abell 1689 R-band image). . . . . . :
is the completeness magnitude which varies from filter to

Stars are excluded from the right hatched part of the diagr . )
(> seeing+ 1 pixel), and galaxies from the left hatched parﬁper, see Tabl€ll). These catalogues are dominated by faint

(< seeing- 0.5) and hence probably distant galaxies aqd are thereforedzonsi
e ered as catalogues of background galaxies lensed by therclus
The diferent cuts were adjusted in order to separate the bright
(foreground) and faint (background) galaxies as much as pos
sible without losing too many galaxies (see [Eig. 4).
The third step in our analysis is to compute the galaxy cata-
logues that will be used to identify the faint lensed galaxi
and the bright galaxies that are likely to be part of the €us
and which will be used to calculate the cluster luminosity. The shapes of stars detected in the images provide our best es
Galaxies are selected from the Magnitydgx diagram timate of the point spread function (PSF), measuring the re-
(see Fig[ka). First, as for the stars, saturated galaxésxar sponse of the entire optical system (atmosphdrescope op-
cluded. We checked that none of the brightest galaxies in tiies) to a point-source. The shape of a star includes aroisiotr
cluster core areftected by this cut which onlyféects lower component mainly due to atmospheric seeing, as well as an
redshift galaxies. Furthermore, we applied two additiané$: anisotropic component caused, for example, by small irregu
galaxies must have sxTrACTOR cLASS_STAR parameter lower larities in the telescope guiding. The isotropic comporafnt

18

20

Hrmax

22
T

Magnitude

2.4. Galaxy catalogues

,'[93. Galaxy shape measurements
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Fig. 3. Colour-magnitude diagram for the galaxies detected in

the R and | filters. Magnitudes are thac_sest measurement Fig. 5. Abell 1689 R-band PSF map. The length of the vectors
from sexTracTor, and colours are computed from magnitude§ Proportionalto their ellipticity as indicated by the ke the
measured in a’3aperture. Larg (red) points are tRebright UPPer-left comer. The origin of the figure is the clustertoen
galaxies(as defined in Secf2.4) within 30®f the cluster See details g3,

centre.

of ellipticity e = (a — b)/(a + b) is much smaller than 0.15 in
— ‘ B ‘ each filter (see Fi@l5).
BRIGHT FAINT ] In order to correct for both the PSF circularization and

] the PSF anisotropy, we use th&suapre software developed
by [Bridle et al. (2001)m2sHape implements a Bayesian ap-
proach to measure the shape of astronomical objects by mod-
elling them as the sum of elliptical Gaussians, convolved by
the local PSF, which is also parameterized in terms of éllipt
cal Gaussians. The minimization procedurema®suape esti-
mates the posterior probability distribution of the imageeg

108

—1

.mag” ')
10*
T

-2

N(m) (deg

SE E the model and the PSF, and Markov Chain Monte Carlo sam-
pling gives the most probable value for each parameter, with
the errors linked to the dispersion of the samples. This ap-
proach is a practical implementation of the idea presenyed b

Kuijker (1999).m2suare is becoming increasingly popular,
and has been used in a number of weak lensing applications

_ o using diferent instruments_(Kneib etlal. 2003; Cypriano et al.
Fig.4. Number counts of galaxies in the Abell 1689 R-baring3/Fayre et Al 2004).

image in bins of 0.23 magnitude. The thick line corresponds A detailed comparison betweem2suare and the KSB

to COL_mts pf .galaxies across the whole field, the thin line Rethod is discussed by Bridle et al. (in prep.). In the folow
galaxies \.N'th'n 300from the cIu_ster centre._The grey_ed area Tﬂg we describe in detail the procedure we implement to trans
the Ie_ft (right) shows the magnitude selection for brighir(f) form the catalogue data into source ellipticity paramaiseful
galaxies. for a weak lensing inversion. For simplicity, only one diigal
Gaussian is used to describe both the shape of the starseand th
galaxies. Indeed, as shown in HIj. 6, star profiles are wigltffit
the PSF leads to a circularization of the images of smalbgaldy a single Gaussian. Furthermore, orientation and adltyti
ies and thus reduces the amplitude of the measured shear. (filve most useful parameters for the weak lensing analysss) a
anisotropic PSF componentintroduces a systematic conmporrelatively insensitive to the model used to describe lurgino
in galaxy ellipticities and thus causes a spurious shear még profiles. Thea posteriorijustification of the validity of the
surement if not corrected (Kaiser el lal. 1995). The geometchoice is demonstrated by the quality of the weak lensing mea
distortions of the camera and the corresponding instruahergurements.
shear are corrected during the data-reduction proceduee wh

the image is reconstructed on a linear tangential projeaifo 3.1. Mapping the PSF distribution over the field
the sky on a plane.

20 . 22
Magnitude

In the case of Abell 1689, which is representative of the em a first step,m2suare is used to measure the local PSF by
tire survey, the mean anisotropy of the PSF expressed irstemstimating the shapes of all the stars in the star cataldthee.
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X (pixels) R-band image of Abell 1689. Leftm2suape catalogue with
_ o _ no PSF correction. Rightu2suape catalogue with PSF cor-
Fig.6. Top: a 16x 16 pixel image showing the averaged shapegction. The vertical line indicates the average value efeh

of the five nearest stars to an arbitrary position (2000,2000 |ipticity. The efect of circularization on the faint galaxies can
the R-band image of Abell 1689. The contour levels are frogysily be seen.

0.5 to 4.5 in steps of 1. Bottom: A cut along thexis of the

image above, indicated by small squares, and a Gaussialeprofi

fit (obtained bym2snape) shown by the solid line. and interpolation can be directly tested on the star catmieg
Fig.[d shows the resulting distribution of the intrinsiceszof
stars after deconvolution with the local PSF. They areristri

resulting PSF catalogue is then inspected in detail. Werrst cally much smaller than 0'of a pixel.

move objects with ellipticity greater than 0.2 which maiafy- mM2sHAPE then computes the intrinsic shapes of galaxies by

pear to be defects between the chips. A second cleaningpas®nvolving a galaxy model with the interpolated local PSH a

done to remove stars which are veryfeient from their neigh- determine which one is the most likely by minimizing residu-

bours: if they are- 20 away from the mean value of the locahls. In the endiM2suare’s output gives a most likely model for

seeing, they are automatically rejected from the PSF qguialo the fitted galaxy characterized by its position, size, gdity

The final cleaned distortion map measured from the starin #imd orientation, and errors on all of these.

field is presented in Fi@l 5. Fig.[d shows how the galaxy ellipticity distribution alters
after the M2suare correction; the ffect of PSF circularization

3.2. Faint galaxy shapes is evident.

In a second step, we linearly interpolate the local PSF dt eag
galaxy position by averaging the shapes of the five closast st
(Fig.[@). This number of stars is large enough to locallyripte ~ Although the photometric catalogues do not contain retlshif
late the PSF, whereas a much larger number would over-smaafiormation on the background sources, we attempt to egtima
the PSF characteristics. Th@ieiency of the PSF measurementhis for the population in a statistical sense. This is neaes

3. Mean redshift of the faint galaxies



8 S. Bardeau et al.: CFH12k Weak Lensing Survey — Abell 1689

as the relative distance of the background population aed ffhe bracket) indicate the average of a quantity near a posi-
lensing cluster is of prime importance in the quantitativals tion. However, because of the random orientation of thexgala
ing of the mass distribution from our weak lensing analysigs in the source plane, the error in the observed galaxy-elli

The critical parameter is the mean valuggef D s/Dgs: ticities and thus on the estimated reduced shear will depand
N the number of galaxies averaged together to measure the shea
- 1< Dusi (1) (Schneideretal. 2000):
N =1 Dosi 2
: (1-19) o
_ _ o Tg=0¢q x —t (5)
whereN is the number of faint galaxies in the catalogue and® é VN

D.s is the angular diameter distance between the lens and the . . .
source andos between the observer and the source. whereN is the number of galaxies used in the averaged~

To compute3 we have used a photometric redshift catag'_33 (_see Fig8) is the dispers_ion of the intrinsic eIIip;iaiis—_
logue produced from théiubble Deep Field§HDF) North tribution, and the (%|g?) factor is the &ect of the shear on this

and South, observed with théubble Space TelescogelST) dispersion. In the weak lensing regipgp’s much smaller than
(Fernandez-Soto etlal. 1999; Vanzella et al. 2001). Thia-cal (Our measurements reach 0.1 typically, see[Ely. 11), éad th

logue, kindly provided to us by S. Arnouts (priv. comm.),&gv factor can be neglected. The error on the shear measuresnent i

for each object in the HDF-I$ the apparent magnitudes angqen:
colours as well as measured spectroscopic redshift if it &g ~ Jes (6)
ists (Vanzella et al. 2002) or a photometric redshift otheew VN

Similarly, each galaxy in our three CFH12k catalogues (B, R Next we will explore diferent ways to do this averaging
or I) has at least one entry in the corresponding photometyg ~onstrain the cluster mass distribution.
catalogues. Depending on the number of available entries fo

each galaxy (1, 2 or 3) an automatic search is done in the full o
HDF catalogues for the ten most similar objects in terms éf1. Building the 2D shear map

magnitude and colour_s (correcting for the sligtfteliences be- The first and simplest test of the lensing influence of Abel9.6
tween the photometric systems of the CFH12k and WFP(2i compute the 2D shear maps. To computestiear maps
camgra}s). T_hen the average rerhM_(photpmetnc or Ipecif average the galaxies in cells using the lensing catalogue
scopic if available) of these 10 objects is assigned to thexga §PSF—corrected faint galaxy catalogue). The cell size @seh

When photometric measurements are available in all three b that each cell contains about 35 galaxies. At the magaitud
ters for an object, then this procedure crudely mimics anhOEIepth of the catalogues (20 galaxies arcmit?) this number

metric redshift estimate, while it is a simple statistioatge. is typically achieved for cells sizes of 80« 80”. Averaging

of photometric redshifts at a given magnitude limit oth&®vi g, -, 5 hymber of galaxies should mean that the measured aver-
Finally, the mean redshift of each catalogue is computed, g5, o ipticity should be small (below 0.03 from &, 5) arsd it
well as the meap. Their values are listed in Tat 1. orientation random in regions with no shear signal. Nearsmas
peaks, we expect to see the shear vectors tangentiallyedlign

4. Shear measurements around the centre of mass. Hig. 9 clearly shows that we detect
this characteristic lensing signal around the cluster aothe
afgiand catalogue of Abell 1689. The signal traced by the co-
herent alignment of the “average” galaxy shape is represent
by vectors whose length is proportional to the ellipticityda
__6*49 @) whose orientation follows the mean orientation of the gialsax

1+ g'es in each cell. Similar shear maps are seen in the two othersband

We have now measured the “true” shapes of faint galaxies
estimated their mean redshift. The lensing equation fagal
shapes can be written as:

€|

where ¢, and es are the complex ellipticities of the image

and the sourceg = y/(1 — «) is the reduced sheay, is 4.2, Reconstructing the 2D mass map
the shear vector andis the convergence (e.q. _Mellier 1999;
Bartelmann & Schneidér 2001). Note that bgtandx are pro- We use theensent2 codel(Marshall et dl. 2002) to compute the

portional to the distance ratj In the weak regime < 1 the 2D non-parametric mass map of the clustexsent2 imple-

above equation simplifies to: ments an entropy-regularized maximum-likelihood techaiq
to derive the mass distribution within the field on a grid.
€ =€s+( (3) The technique consists of a Bayesian deconvolution process

t;f[trial mass distributio(6) is used to generate a predicted re-
qgéjrﬁed shear field through the convolution of the surface mass
ensity by a kernel (KS93: Kaiser & Squires 1993). In con-

averaging a number of ellipticities we have an unbiased edffSt 10 KS93pensent2 cannot produce negative feature in the

mate of the reduced shear, allowing us to directly measu@re fpass maps Ie.ad|ng to more physmal solut|ons_ th"?‘” can be ob-
mass distribution: tained from direct reconstructions of the gravitationalgme

tial . Moreover,Lensent2 can include information not only
(€1) =(0) (4) from the mean shear field, but from each individual lensed

Assuming that the faint galaxy population lies at our es
mated mean redshift, and assuming that galaxies have ran
orientations in the source plane, it is easy to see that alljoc
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Fig.9. The shear map derived from the R-band image of [ o 1
Abell 1689. The cluster centre is marked by &' The cir- § - -
cles have radii of 200~ 620kpc), 780(~ 2.4Mpc) and i 1
1200’(~ 3.7 Mpc) respectively. The inner circle correspondsto ®
the region of strong lensing, the second one to the largeseci  _ [ @ o i
that lies entirely within the CFH12k field, and the outer l&rc =
marks the limit where the area outside the field becomesfsigni
icant. The shear vectors are computed in cells ¢/880”, and 2
have been smoothed by a Gaussian éfv@dth (see detailsin 0 [ ]
o
O - =
e

galaxy with its redshift (if known). As clusters of galaxies I
have smooth and extended mass distributions, the values of 1
¥ on the field are expected to be correlated through a kernel? |
called the Intrinsic Correlation FunctiohQF). In our analy- I
sis, we provide.ensent2 with a position, elliptical shape pa- L .,
rameters (with errors) and an estimate of the redshift fohea ©
lensed galaxy (we use the mean redshift as explaingd.1). L
There is then only one free parameter in the proceedure, the, [ 1
Intrinsic Correlation Function (ICF) which measurestheeo 3 |- — -
lation between mass clumps. We choose a Gaussian ICF, and | '@] )
let its width vary. The ICF size is optimized so that the recon — 7“‘)00‘ S (‘) — wo‘oo
structed mass map does not contain a large number of insignif
icant small-scale fluctuations, although small ICFs beshét Fig.10. LensEnT2 mass reconstructions for Abell 1689 from
mass peak of the cluster, while large ones best fit the wingstbe B (top), R (middle) and I (bottom) catalogues. The ICF is
the extended profiles. This optimization is performed by imaxGaussian with a width of 180 The cluster peaks are at 1320,
mizing theevidencevalue of each reconstruction, which is thé.250 and 109043 M.pc 2 for B, R and | respectively. White
probability to observe these data for a given ICF width. Féblack) in the gray scale is set tor{50), and contours are at
more details omensent2 see Marshall et al. (2002). 2, 3, 4 and o. o values are estimated as explained#id.

The main cluster mass clump is very well detected byhe scale is in arcsec relative to the cluster centre. A plessi
Lensent2. The code estimates the central surface mass densggondary peak is visible at200’, —1507].
of the peak, and gives its spatial configuration. Note thada
ICFs smooth the main peak. Reconstructions are computed for
a large set of ICFs (with scales from’6f 240’), and the best ing process strongly attenuates the central peak densighwh
ICF width is found to be near 160-18@or our dataset. An in the case of Abell 1689 is clearly over-critical.
illustrative example is shown in Fif1L0 where the peak of the To assess the significance of the other mass density peaks
surface mass density is at a value of 1259 Mq.pc? in the detected in each image we randomize the orientation of the
adopted cosmology, although typical values of the critieat  faint galaxies in the lensing catalogue, while keepingrthet
face mass density for massive clusterg at- 0.2 are roughly sitions and axial ratios fixed. We perform mass reconswusti
aroundz. = 3200 lyo M@ .pc? for sources ats ~ 1.0. Thisis  of 200 randomized catalogues, and in each identify the 15-hig
because the ICF width used here (188 much larger than the est significance mass peaks. The statistics of these 3008sval
Einstein radius of the cluster(40”). Therefore the smooth- gives a mean noise peak of 116 Mg.pc? (99, 85) above the
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background level (set at 109dMp.pc? in input of Lensent2)  than the tangential shear out4dl 100, arguing for good data
respectively in the R (B, I) images. This value is considerepiality in all three bands.

as the average fluctuation of the noise peakdpith this def- Note that in the very centreR(< 70”) the shear profile
inition, the cluster mass peak is detected at nearlfy above appears to drop_ The error bars are |arge due to the low num-
the background. To be formally correct, prior to randontzinper statistics: the area considered is small, reducedfstill
their orientations we should also “unlens” the galaxiesgsither by the masking feect of the bright galaxies. Moreover
the shear determined above and applyindJeq.2. This has fi depletion of the number density of background galaxies
been done yet for simplicity and will be explored in more dgn the center due to the magnification bias (Taylor &t al. 1998
tail in the next paper (Bardeau etal. in prep, paper Il). H®we aiso decreases the number of observable galaxies, alttioisgh

as the lensing induced distortion is almost always very bmajfect is only important in the inner-most annuli. These low
compared to the width of the ellipticity distribution, we dot number statistics does not completely explain the weakniess
expect that this simplification willféect the estimated Slgnlfl- the shear: it can also be under-estimated if unlensed ga|ax_
cance of the mass peak. ies (such as cluster members) are included in the catalpgues

LENSENT2 Mass reconstructions give many low significané’éhiCh should be more likely towards the cluster core. As a

mass peaks. For example, FIgl 10 shows that four clumps re§eAS€duence, the points insie= 70" will not be used in
the 20 level, but only one is above the @4evel (excluding the modeling of the shear profile. The measurements done by

the main cluster peak). To check their reality, we can corlowe & Schneider (2001) using R band images from the ESO

pare the reconstructions derived from the three filters (8, \¥ide Field Imager (WFI) are also presented in Eig. 11 for com-
and 1, Fig.[ID). The regions where a mass clump is detecfiSon: Our measurements are q_uantltatlvely in good agree
in all three images are considered as “real” ones and can"BgNt with those of Clowe & Schneider (2001). Moreover, our
compared to the number density map of bright cluster ga|£{_r0r.bars are smaller_anq our pollnts less scattered, evemn if
ies. Another test is to compare these clumps with any ernsider the dferent binnings. This strongly suggests that the
hancement of the light distributior§1), provided that the US€ ofmm2suapE in the analysis process improves significantly
mass clumps are not associated with “dark clumps”. The muffie shear measurements. This will be quantified in a forthcom
colour approach in our weak lensing survey provides a powdt9 Paper (Bridle et al. 2005, in preparation).

ful tool to eliminate most of the inconsistencies createthin

mass reconstructions from defects in the lensing catakbgue

For Abell 1689, apart from the mass peak associated with theModeling the lensing data

cluster, no other 30 peaks were detected in all three filters. A o

possible 2—-3 peak is locatedSouth-East of the cluster but no5.1. Description of the mass models

obvious counterpart in the galaxy distribution can be idieat . .
P 9 y Three families of mass models are used to fit the measured

shear profile: a singular isothermal sphere profile (SIS), a
power law profile (Pow) and finally the “universal” NFW
profile (Navarroetall 1997). In addition we implemented

We have demonstrated that only one significant mass peamg Aperiure M"?‘SS Densnor_netry method (AMD) to_cor_npute
detected in the field of Abell 1689, and that it aligns weflLnon-parametricmass profile fror_n the shear_ proflle_ltself
with the cluster centre indicating it corresponds to thespet (Eahiman et al. 1994). We recall briefly the basic equations f

tial well of the cluster. In order to quantify the mass of thi%}i mass density}, shear¢) and convergence] profiles for

clump we analyse the radial distribution of the shear arou three models.

this peak. Tangential and radial shear components are com-

puted as a function of the distance to the cluster centrey The1 1. The Singular Isothermal Sphere model

are averaged in annuli of widthR = R, — R; for a mean ra-

diusR = (Ry + Ry) /2. AR is kept constant so the/I$ of the This is the simplest mass profile used in lensing inversios. |
shear roughly decreases d@svR, in order to keep enough inde-essentially given by the following equations:

pendent points at large radii (a constafitl Sequires too large

4.3. The radial shear profile

annuli at these radii). A quasi-continuous profile is bujltus- o2
ing a “sliding window” with stepsAr much smaller thaAR. p(r) = 2.Gr2 (7)
In practice, we chos&R = 160’ (and Ar = 10”) for the O
Abell 1689 R image, so about 10 independent points are i) = ¥(0) = 2% (8)
cluded in the profile. 4ro? Dis

Fig.[I1 shows the tangential and radial shear profiles frorr?E - ¢ Ds ©)

the three images of the field. The radial shear should be mero i

the case of perfect data and a well chosen centre for theiannuhereo is the velocity dispersion of the cluster. Note that once
In practice, it can be considered as an independent estimadl® cluster centre is fixed, this profile depends has only one
of measurement errors (this is also referred to as the 4®dedree parameterdg or equivalentlyo), so only one degree of
test). In the case of Abell 1689, the radial shear is alwaygto freedom is available in the fits.
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Fig. 11. The tangential shear profile for Abell 1689, in the B, R andridm The bin widthAR) is 160’. A series of uncorrelated
points with error bars is displayed for the R band (solid sgs)a Absolute values of the associated radial compdnet, > |
are indicated in grey at the bottom of the plot, showing thatdignal is well detected out t01000’ (~ 3 Mpc) from the centre.
The measurementsof Clowe & Schneider (2001) are also shmvwaomparison (open squares).

5.1.2. The Power Law model be expressed as

The Power Law model is a generalization of the SIS model,
where the slope of the mass density profile is a free parameter
(Schneider et al. 2000).

_ Ocpc
q(o\* A = (r/r)(L+r/rs)? (12)
ve) = i(e_) (10) 200 ¢
E
_ where 6 = — (13)
2-q(6\" 3 In(1+c)-c/(1+c¢)
0 = = (e_) (11) 3H2(2)
E and pc = el (14)

whereq is the slope of the Power Lawg(= 1 for the SIS
model). Once the cluster centre is fixed, this model provides
two degrees of freedom for fitting.

rsis the scale radiusi(2) the Hubble parameter aicd= r00/rs
5.1.3. The NFW profile the concentration parameter which relates the scale raalius

the virial radiusrypo. This density profile is shallower than the
The NFW profile is derived from fitting the density profile ofSIS near the center but steeper in the outer parts. Sim#arly
numerical simulations of cold dark matter halos (Navarralet the power law model, once the centre is fixed, it has two degree
1995,11997). This theoretically-motivated profile is beeonof freedom:M,gg for the normalization of the mass angifor
ing increasingly popular in weak lensing analyses of chsstehe scale radius, or equivalentlyyg andc. The details of the
(Kneib et all 2003) as it appears to give a reasonable descepalytic expressions for the shear and convergence of thié NF
tion of the observed shear profiles. The mass density praiile grofile can be found ih King et al. (2002).
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Table 2. Best fit results for the Abell 1689 R-band shear profile. Fer #iS, the results are given in terms of Einstein radius
(6e) and velocity dispersiomqs. For the Power Lawgg is again the Einstein radius andhe logarithmic slope. Finally for the
universal NFW profilec is the concentration parameter amngy the virial radius.Mxq is the 2D-projected mass insidgy in
units of 132h;! Mg andék is the derived Einstein Radius. (a) refers to the fit resuttsiClowe & Schneidet (2001), (b) from
King et al. [2002). The numbers in italics assume: 1.06.

SIS op(kms?) 0e(") X
998+ 68 224+ 3.0 1.98 (1)
@) 1028+ 35 238+16
Pow q Oe(") X
0.75+0.07 146 + 0.3 0.637 (2)
(b) 0.88 18.0
NFW c r200(N70™* MpC)  Mago (102 Mg)  6(”) X
3598 199+ 0.25 14108% 2614 0.334(2)
@) 6.0 1.83 1030 9.7
(b) 4.8 1.84 1070 5.3
5.2. Weak lensing fit (2002), whereas the virial radiugg is very similar. The de-

i ived Einstein radius is however quite small and thus thiseho
Each of the three models presented above is fitted to the c{gt ot a good fit of the central parts of the cluster

with a least square minimization over the parameter space o We conclude that total mass profile of this cluster across

the models. The* value is then: all angular scales is not well described by any of these gmpl
1 /e = gmodel)\2 fitting formulae and requires a more complex model, perhaps
Y= Z( kSmore ) ) (15) including contributions from the cluster galaxy halos and-p
N-1(H Tk sibly a steeper central mass distribution.
Fig.[I12b shows the projected mass profiles from the previ-
ous fits computed with the following equation

whereN is the number of data bins, awq is the error on the
tangential ellipticity. The error is computed in each birttaes

mean error on the tangential ellipticity'), weighted by the M(r) = r? Ze&(r) (16)
numberNy of galaxies in the bin used to do the measurement:
ok = {Te )/ VNk. wherex(r) is the mean dimensionless surface mass density in-

The data in the outer regionsmat- rmay, Where the annuli side radius.
reach the borders of the field, are excluded. In practice; onl
the area where the tangential shear is greater than radiat s
is included in the fits. Furthermore, as explained#fhd, we
also exclude the central part of the cluster. In the casesoRth Instead of fitting analytical formulae, we can directly itate
band observations of Abell 1689, the fitted range corresporitie measured reduced shear to determine the relative mass
to radii fromrmin = 707 t0 rmax = 11007, profile within the cluster. This direct method has been devel
Table2 summarizes the results of the fits, and[El}y. 12a digped by Eahlman et all_(1994) and is called “Aperture Mass
plays the resulting best-fit models. The lower quality offihe Densitometry” (AMD). The functiof(r4, r2) is defined as the
by the SIS profile is easy to understand as it depends on onegqifference between the average convergences (or mean pro-
rameter only, contrary to the other two which are represkntected mass densities) inside the radiusnd within the an-
by two parameters. Moreover, the value of the Einstein sadioulus betweemn; andr,:
deduced from the fit is significantly lower than that measured

%.3. The Aperture Mass Densitometry method

from strong lensing (which is estimated to fie= 417). Note ¢(f1:12) = «(r <r1) —«(rs <r <r) 17
thatiClowe & Schneide( (2001) deduced from their weak lens- _ 2 frz Y dinr (18)
ing analysis a value for the Einstein radius similar to oui-es 1-(ra/ra)? Jr, 1-«(r)
mate. _ : .

The fit with a power law is slightly better than the SIS a‘é’he reconstructed mass inside the radiusr maxis then
the slope of the profile appears to be shallower than isothmz(r) = 25 £ Tma) (19)

mal, but the Einstein radius is again some 25% lower than ex-

pected [(King et &l.L (2002) found similar results with an evemherermay is the maximum radius for which we can measure

lower Einstein radius). the shear or the radial limit of the data. In the case of our ob-
The universal NFW profile provides the best fit to our sheaervations of Abell 1689, we choosgax ~ 1100, the maxi-

profile. The concentration parameteyig slightly smaller than mum radius where annuli lie entirely within the field of view.

the values found by Clowe & Schneider (2001) and King et dRegarding EQ_I7M,(r) is only a lower limit to thetrue mass
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Fig. 12. Top: Best fitting parameters for SIS, Power law and NFW mqdelshe Abell 1689 R-band shear profile. One series

of uncorrelated points is shown (bin width160”). Bottom: Deduced mass profiles from these models. The maiedrom

the Aperture Mass Densitometry Method is also displayeth aireference radius of 1100See text for details.



14 S. Bardeau et al.: CFH12k Weak Lensing Survey — Abell 1689

M(r) = nr? Z. «(r) and should not be considered as an absoluTable 3. The photometric parameters of the luminosity func-
mass determination. tion in B, R and | filters for our adopted cosmologyy =
The AMD mass profile is shown in FifzIL2 with the mas30 kms*Mpc™?, Q, = 0.3 andQ, = 0.7. The distance mod-
profiles derived by fitting the various analytical models.eks ulusism—- M = 39.70 or equivalently the luminosity distance
pected, we find that the mass estimated from AMD is alwaisD; = 872 Mpc, atzaisgs = 0.18. 1/(1 — C) is the correction
lower than the parametric mass estimates. factor applied to the integrated luminosity of the catalegto
determine the total luminosity of the cluster.

6. Light distribution and mass-to-light ratio S ~ :

6.1. 2D light distribution :
k-correction 1.06 0.16 0.16

The catalogue of “bright” galaxies is expected to be doneidat M* -5logh;e -20.47 -21.83 -21.54
by cluster members, although it may also contain other brigh @ 130 120 125
galaxies within the field of view. Thus a density map (lighhde m(z=018) 2029 18.03 17.32

sity or number density) derived from this catalogue canetrac 11-C) 1.28 11 127

the morphology of the cluster and any associated struciares

its vicinity. In the case of Abell 1689, no galaxy over-deies,

other than the main cluster component, are associated myth data (Blanton et al. 2001), although they correspond to d fiel

prominent peaks in the lensing mass distribution (ig. 1). LF. The SDSS photometric system, §,r,i, 2) is transformed
We therefore focus on the distribution of light around thi® the CFH12k (Johnson) system by applying the transforma-

cluster centre assuming that the observed over-densityds dions oflFukugita et all (1996). In this paper we use the param

to cluster members. First in order to build a quantitatighti eters of the LF summarized In_de Lapparent (2003) and ap-

density map or its radial profile, it is necessary to staidly plied to a Sbc galaxy. Therefore the absolute magnitMde

correct the catalogue for the field contamination. Fortelyat in the R filter is—21.83 in the adopted cosmology and the

the CFH12k images are large enough so that at radii beyaidpe isag = 1.20. This includes also the k-correction at

600" from the cluster centre (2 Mpc at the cluster redshiftedshift 018, computed with the galaxy evolutionary code by

we can assume that the galaxy density is close to the “fiel@tuzual & Charlati(2003).

density. The mean number and light densities are theretore ¢ Finally, the correction factors/{1 — C) are applied td_cq

rected by subtracting their minimal values estimated iretfé& to obtain the total integrated magnitude for the B, R and4 cat

600’ < R< 1200". alogues, with the magnitude ranges defined in $ec. 2.4. The
Furthermore in order to estimate the total luminosity of therecise values derived are summarized in Table 3.

cluster and its radial profile, it is necessary to correcttifar

magnitude limit of the catalogue, corresponding to a cubhén t ) o ) )
cluster luminosity function (LF). The incompletenesséag 6-2- Comparison of mass and light: M/L radial profile

is estimated as follows, the cluster LF is assumed to follww tsjng the best-fitting NFW model for the observed shear pro-
standard Schechter luminosity function (Schechteri1976):  fjje the M/L profile is computed by dividing the luminos-
dN ¢ /L L ity profile, esti_mated frpm the brig_ht gala?des _cataloguye, b_
¢(L) = T (F) e (20) the mass profile. The field contamination in this catalogue is
o ) estimated by measuring the minimum of the surface bright-
Therefore the luminosity integrated in the catalogue dawa t ogg density between 60@and 1200 from the cluster center.

luminosity Lint is Fig.[I3a displays this integrated luminosity profile for Re
+00 band image. Note that the; values adopt the correction factor
Leat = j; Lg(L)dL (21) discussed in the previous section.
inf

s s Fig.[I3b displays theMr(< r)/Lr(< r) profile with error
= ¢l [[(2-0) -T2 - o Lint/L)] (22)  pars estimated from the errors on the mass profile only. The

so the fraction of the luminosity not taken into accountwimen M/L increases from a low value (near 18A0hz(M/L)e at

tegrating within the magnitude limits of the catalogues igw 400kpc from the centre) and flattens out beyend Mpc at
ten as a value near 16@ 40hzo(M/L)e. This behaviour is indepen-

T2 - @, Lin /L) dent of the filter considered. It does however depend sligintl
—L = (23) the background correction at large radius, and on the éetail
[2-a) mass modeling in the inner part of the cluster. In partigudar
and the total luminosity it = Lcat/ (1 — C). we derived a relatively small Einstein radius compared &t th
For the three bands used in this study, we need to estimdétermined from strong lensing, we are likely to be underest
the two main parameters of the Schechter luminosity funetio mating the mass in the central regions, which would suggest a
andL*. These parameters depend on the choice of filters, on #wen flatteM/L profile towards the centre.
mix of galaxy types, and on the cosmological model. The best Beyond~ 1 Mpc theM/L ratio found in Abell 1689 is con-
multi-colour luminosity function determinations are prasy sistent with being constant with radius. This result is &mi
those from the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) early releagethe findings of Kneib et all (2003) in their lensing analysi

C=
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Fig. 13. Left: luminosity profile for the bright galaxy cataloguerfB-band image of Abell 1689, corrected for background
contamination. See Seff b.1 for details. RigWk/Lg ratio as a function of radial distance from the cluster aarithe mass
profile is estimated from the best fit NFW parameters. Thedfilegion indicates the errors on the profile.

of the cluster Cl 00241654 ¢ = 0.39), both in the radial dis- redshift. In order to determine the “true” PSF-deconvolved
tribution and in the normalization. For comparisoll/()r at shape properties of the background (lensed) galaxies we use
large radii in the Coma cluster is found to be 1780 (M/L)s them2suare package developed recently for the purpose of im-
from dynamical analysis (Geller etlal. 1999; Rines ¢t al.1300 proving the quality of shear measurements, including aeoorr
Similar profiles for mass and light on 1-5 Mpc scales ateeatment of the measurement errors (Bridle et al. 2001). We
expected if cluster assembly is largely governed by infglli then reconstruct the mass distribution by computing tharshe
groups and if no strong mass segregation occurs in the clustgrofile and either fitting it with parametric mass models tike
In their sample of 12 distant clusters.18 < z < NFW mass profile or deducing the relative profile directlyrwit
0.56) [Smail et al.1(1997) found a mean value 84/0)3" = the non-parametric Aperture Mass Densitometry methoch Bot
126'397(M/L)o (h = 0.7) in the cluster cores, where the sumethods are found to be consistent. We also show a 2D mass re-
perscriptall refers to the entire population of the clusters, n@onstruction using theensent2 softwarel(Marshall et &1. 2002)
only early-type galaxies. Given the colour indéx{ R) of a and applying it to the three images taken through the three fil
mean Sa galaxy at redshift 0.18, this corresponthﬂ_Q;” = ters. Finally we compute thil/L ratio as a function of radius,
102"2°(M/L)e. Since our bright galaxies catalogue is dorragain in the three photometric bands. The three filters are us
inated by elliptical galaxies (Fig.3), we expect to find a éow independently for most of the processing steps in orderme co
luminosity thus theiiM/L value is consistent with our findings.firm the significance of the results (comparison of shear pro-
files and mass maps). They give quantitatively consistent re
sults, further demonstrating the robustness of our methioe.
7. Discussion and Conclusion images in the three filters are used jointly to estimate th&-ba

. . ground galaxies’ redshift distribution and so provide areor
In this paper, we describe the methodology used to analyz€a~ .~ . o
normalization of the mass determination.

multi-colour wide-field imaging survey of 11 X-ray luminous
clusters. The goal of our survey is to constrain the massg-dist We apply this method to the well-known cluster Abell 1689
bution in clusters of galaxies using weak gravitationaklag. as a test-case. We find only one significant mass peak in the
The main elements of the data analysis are: the useg&BEror  mass reconstructions, corresponding to the cluster .itblf

for object detection and photometry to provide well-definbe is consistent with preliminary results from a large spectro
ject catalogues. A “stars” catalogue is used to determire thcopic survey of Abell 1689 and its outskirts (Czdske 2004),
PSF locally, a “bright galaxies” catalogue is defined todre  which shows that the environment of this cluster is remark-
distribution of cluster members and a “faint galaxies” tegae ably smooth and quiet. We also compare our results to pre-
is constructed which should comprise background galaxiesous work byl Clowe & Schneider (2001) who used an inde-
The magnitude limits of each catalogue are determined with pendent data set and the methods from Kaiser et al. (1995) and
spect to the observational constraints such as the limitiag- Kaiser & Squires|(1993) for their galaxy shape measurements
nitudes of the available images as well as physical comésraiand mass reconstruction. Within the errors both recontbns
related to the magnitude distribution in the clusters atvami agree very well. The same is true for tMg'L determination,
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which is consistent with previous findings. Moreover we amertin, E. & Arnouts, S. 1996, A&AS, 117, 393

able to build aM/L profile which in the case of Abell 1689 Blanton, M. R., Dalcanton, J., Eisenstein, D., et al. 2001, A

shows a near constant behaviour at large radius with a gessib 121, 2358

decrease close to the center. This suggests that massligatesBridle, S., Gull, S., Bardeau, S., & Kneib, J.-P. 2001, in

at least in the outskirts of the cluster. The drop\WfL in the Proceedings of the Yale Cosmology Workshop: "The Shapes

cluster centre may be due to an underestimate of the mass iof Galaxies and their Dark Halos”, ed. N. P. (World

the centre, due to increasing contamination of the backgtou Scientific)

galaxy catalogue by cluster members diluting the lensigg sBruzual, G. & Charlot, S. 2003, MNRAS, 344, 1000

nal. The flatM/L profile in the infall region of the cluster in- Clowe, D. 2003, in ASP Conference Series, Vol. 301, Matter

dicates that the association between mass and light haslglre and Energy in Clusters of Galaxies, ed. S. Bowyer & C.-Y.

been achieved outside the cluster and thiect of the cluster  Hwang, Chung-Li, Taiwan, April 23th-27th 2002, pp. 271-

environment on the mass-to-light ratio of infalling gakesxand 280

groups is minor. This supports the picture of a hierarchasal Clowe, D. & Schneider, P. 2001, A&A, 379, 384

sembly of clusters. Cuillandre, J.-C., Luppino, G. A., Starr, B. M., & Isani,
For the results presented here we did not make use of th&. 2000, in Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4008, Optical and IR

colour information available from multi-band imaging tgse Telescope Instrumentation and Detectors, ed. M. lye & A. F.

rate cluster from background galaxies which makes ourt®sul Moorwood, 1010-1021

directly comparable to those of Clowe & Schneider (2001¢ypriano, E. S., Sodré Jr., L., Kneib, J.-P., & Campusané, L

Howevel Clowe|(2003) presented an updated mass reconstru@003, astro-p/©310009

tion for Abell 1689, this time using colours derived from ou€zoske, O. 2002, PhD thesis, Université Toulouse Il — Paul

CFH12k images. The colour information resulted in an im- Sabatier

proved removal of cluster galaxies from his backgroundgala—. 2004, astro-pf9403650, to appear in Proc. of IAU Collog.

catalogue, increasing bothgo and ¢ for his best-fit NFW 195:; "Outskirts of Galaxy Clusters: Intense Life in the

model and better agreement of the weak lensing mass profil&uburbs”, ed. A. Diaferio et al., Turin 12-16 March 2004

with that derived from strong lensing. We will include cotouCzoske, O., Kneib, J.-P., & Bardeau, S. 2003, in ASP

selection of the dferent galaxy catalogues in a forthcoming Conference Series, Vol. 301, Matter and Energy in Clusters

paper aimed at comparing in great detail all the mass estsnat of Galaxies, ed. S. Bowyer & C.-Y. Hwang, Chung-Li,

at different scales in Abell 1689: velocity distribution of the Taiwan, April 23th-27th 2002, pp. 281-290

galaxies, X-ray mass maps, strong lensing in the centereof the Lapparent, V. 2003, astro/#307081

cluster and weak lensing at larger scales. Provided themdynabeling, H., Edge, A. C., Allen, S. W, et al. 2000, MNRAS,

ics of the cluster is well understood this should give a c®nsi 318, 333

tent picture of its mass distribution and components. ®ikeé Ebeling, H., Edge, A. C., Bohringer, H., et al. 1998, MNRAS,

main goal of the pan-chromatic survey which is conducted by301, 881

our group on intermediate redshift X-ray clusters. Ebeling, H., Voges, W., Bohringer, H., et al. 1996, MNRAS,
Finally, we will present a global study of our results based 281, 799

on the application of the present methodology to the whdike, V. R., Cole, S., & Frenk, C. S. 1996, MNRAS, 282, 263

cluster catalogue, with a discussion of the statisticapprties Fahlman, G., Kaiser, N., Squires, G., & Woods, D. 1994, ApJ,

of such clusters. A better understanding of the global ptigse =~ 437, 56

of the mass distribution in rich clusters of galaxies wilbpide Faure, C., Alloin, D., Kneib, J.-P., & Courbin, F. 2004,

profound insights into the growth of structure in the Ungeer astro-phio405521
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