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ABSTRACT

T his paper prin arily addresses the question of w hether recent lensing observations probing
the sn all scale structure In the universe are consistent w th the CDM model. A conservative
approach is taken where only the most di cult to explain cases of In age ux anom alies In
strong lenses are considered. Num erical sim ulations are perform ed to com pare predictions
forthe CDM small scalem ass function with cbserved ux ratios. It is found by sin ulating
several represent cases that all the cusp caustic lens anom alies and the disagreem ents between
m onochrom atic ux ratios and sin ple lensm odelsm ight be explained w ithout any substructure
In the prim ary lenses’ dark m atter halos. Intergalactic CDM halos are enough to naturally
explain these cases. However, thus far, spectroscopic gravitational lensing observations require
more snallmasshalos ( 10°M ) than is expected in the CDM m odel

1. Introduction

The Cold Dark M atter (CDM ) m odel predicts a Jarge quantity of sn allm ass dark m atter
halos (< 10’ M ) that must have little or no stars in them to agree w ith the num ber counts of
dw arfgalaxies. Q uasars (Q SO s) that are being gravitationally lensed into m ultiple in ages have
recently been used to put lin its on the surface density and m ass of such invisble subclim ps
M ao & Schneider 1998; M etcalf & M adau 2001; Chipa 2002; M etcalf 2002; M etcalf & Zhao
2002; Dalal & Kochanek 2002; Bradac et al. 2002; K eston 2003; M etcalf et al. 2004). Sm all
m ass clum ps near the in ages a ect the observed m agni cations ratios. T he question arises as
to whether these cbservations are com patlble w ith the current CDM m odel.

T his question is signi cantly com plicated by the fact that all lenses were not created equal.
Som e Jenses provide m uch stronger and m ore certain constraints on the am all scale structure
than others. In this paper, I try to take a conservative approach and consider only the lenses
that provide clean, relatively unam biguous constraints. I also refrain from doing a form al
likellhood analysis to constrain structure form ation param eters because I think this would be
prem ature considering the uncertainties in the relevant CDM predictions and the an allam ount
ofdata at thistime.

In this paper, the single large lens that is causing the Q SO to have multiple in ages is
referred to altemately as the prin ary lens, the host lens or the host halo. T he additional sm all
scale halos are referred to as subhalos or substructures even if they are not physically inside
the host halo, but In intergalactic space. For the purposes of this paper the standard CDM
coam ologicalm odel w ill have the coan ological param eters , = 03, = 07, g = 09,
Ho= 70km s! Mpc'! and a scale free nitial pow er spectrum .

In section :_2, the predictions of the CDM m odel are discussed. Relevant background
Inform ation about strong gravitational lensing and the techniques used to probe substructure
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are reviewed in section :_3 A brief summ ary of relevant observations is in section :_4 Section :5
provides a description of the lensing sin ulations. T he resuls of the sin ulations are com pared
w ith the cbservations in section :_d and in section -'j the in portance of these results are discussed.

2. Expectations for CDM

Coan ological Nbody simulations predict that 10 15% of the m ass w ithin the virial
radiis ofa 10'* M  halo is in substructureswithm > 10’M (M oore et al. 1999; K yph
et al. 1999). Cosn ological sin ulations are lin ited to partickemassesof > 10°M  so smaller
substructures cannot be probed directly. For the strong lensing studies considered here, we are
Interested in the m ass fraction in substructure at a profcted radiusof 10 kpc which m ay be
substantially less than the value for the halo as a whole because of tidal stripping, tidal heating,
and dynam ical friction. Lim ited resolution can m ake overm erging a problem at these radii. The
lensing observations are also sensitive to substructure m asses well below the resolution of the
sin ulations. In addition, baryonsm ay play a signi cant role In determ ining the structure of
the halo at these an all radii and no sim ulation has yet fully Incorporated them at high enough
resolitions. As a result of these com plications, the predictions of CDM as they pertain to
substructure in strong lenses are not certain. They m ust be extrapolated from the sin ulations
of nsu cient resolution.

M ao et al. (2004) have done Nbody sinulations in an e ort to determm ine the level of
substructure. They nd that < 05% ofthe surface density at appropriate pro fcted radii is in
structureswithm > 108 M . T is uncertain how accurate this estin ate is shce no thorough
convergence tests have been done In this regim e. In addition, below thism ass dynam ical friction
becom es considerably less e ective (see Taylor & Babul2001, 2004). D ynam ical friction erodes
the orbits of large satellite halos, causing them to be destroyed as they sink to the center of their
host halo. D e Luci et al. (2004) have also studied halo substructures form asses > 10° M
and nd that the m ass function is lndependent of the host halo m ass.

Zentner & Bullock (2003) have developed a m ethod for extrapolating the results of Nbody
sin ulations to sn aller m asses and radii. Using their gure 19 i can be estim ated that the
fraction ofthe surface density in satellites ofmass 10°M < m < M g IS
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®r10°M < Mge< 10°M ) at a profcted radius of 10 kpc which is appropriate for the
strong lenses considered here. A In ost all of these subhalos are m ore than 30 kpc { or several
tin es the typical E Instein radius { from the center of the host halo iIn 3 dim ensions. A nalytic
m odels have also been constructed by Taylor & Babul (2004) who clain that Nbody sin ulations
may be su ering from overm erging at an all halo-centric radii (see also Taylor, Sik, & Babul
2004). They argue that because of this the above m ight underestin ate the substructure m ass
function by a factor of several. H owever, they do not provide a prediction that can be easily
com pared to the lensing. Forde niteness, equation @') w illbe considered the CDM predication
for substructure nside the prin ary lens in this paper. In this sense the Nbody results, and
extrapolations of them , are taken at face value although i is still possible that these sin ulations
do not accurately reproduce the CDM m odel in this regin e. For exam ple, the role of baryons
is not taken into account.
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In addition to the substructure inside the host lens there are also Independent halos in
Intergalactic space that happen to be well aligned w ith the source, lens and observer. The
num ber of these halos can be calculated straightforw ardly using the P ress-Schechter P ress
& Schechter 1974) m ethod and the Sheth-Tom en (Sheth & Tomm en 2002) m odi cation to
it. A typical line of sight to z = 2 passes within 1/3 of the virial of 150 halos of m ass
10°M < m < 10°M . Since the de ections from these halos w ill add, they can m ake a
contrbution to the lensing that is signi cantly larger than one halo could do by itself. W e w il
see that they have an in portant e ect on the m agni cation of any sm all source at high redshift.

Besides the m ass function of halos one m ust also consider how the concentration of the
halos depends on m ass. The Nbody sin ulations are generally not of high enough resolution to
determm ine the concentration of halos w ith m asses below 10° M that are inside the halos
of large galaxies. Som e progress can be m ade in this regard by dropping \live" arti cially
constructed satellites Into a static m odel for the host halo extracted from a coam ological
simnulation (as n Hayashiet al. 2003). T he subhalos are taken to have N avarro, Frenk & W hie
NFW ) pro s Navarro, Frenk, & W hie 1997)
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The sin ulation resuls indicate that substructures are e ectively tidally truncated at som e
radius w ith the Interior rem aining relatively unm odi ed until the stripping radiis becom es on
the order of the scale length, rs. This is the sin ple picture that w illbe used for the sin ulations
In this paper. By extrapolation of Nbody sin ulations Zentner & Bullock (2003) nd that the
concentration of an allhalos goes as

’ m vir (3)
s “ 1012 M
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with o’/ 12and ' 010 0:15. I thispaper = 0:13 isadopted. m i isthe virialm ass of
the subhalo before it is tidally stripped.

3. Som e Lensing B ackground

Som e background on strong gravitational lensing w illbe necessary to understand the results
that follow . For a m ore com plete description see Schneider, Ehlers, & Falco (1992), or any
other review of strong lensing (see Saha & W illiam s (2003) for a nice qualitative description). A
strong lens can be de ned as one w here there arem ultiple in ages of a single source. For any lens
{ that is less concentrated than a perfect point m ass { there w illbe one in age if the source is far
enough away from the center ofthe lens. O n the source plane of a potential strong lens there are
also regions w here there are three In ages and, when the lens is not perfectly axisym m etric, ve
In ages. O ne of these In ages is usually near the very center of the lens and, if the density pro ke
is very cuspy there, this in age is highly dem agni ed; in the large m a prity of cases it is not
observed (for an exception see W inn, Rusin, & Kochanek 2004). T his leaves two or four im ages.
Separating these regions on the source plane are the caustic curves. If the source m oves from
outside a caustic to the inside of it two In ages are created. G enerally for a sn ooth centrally
concentrated lenses there are two caustic curves { tem ed the radial and tangential caustics.

Figure @' illustrates the basic con gurations for four in age lenses. In this gure the central
(or tangential) caustic is shown as a solid curve and the critical curve that is the in age of



Fig. 1. Fourbasic lens con gurations. In each case the caustic is shown as a solid curve and the critical curve is shown as
a dashed curve (only one of each for each con guration is shown). The four im ages that are usually observable are shown as
large dots and the source position ism arked by a sm alldot. On the top left is the E instein cross con guration where all the
in ages are well separated and the source is near the center of the lens which is at the center of each plot. On the top right
is the fold caustic con guration where two of the im ages are close together and the source is near the caustic, but not near a
cusp. The lower left show s a short axis cusp caustic con guration and the lower right is a Jong axis cusp caustic con guration.
T he im age opening anglk is the angle between the dotted lines shown in the cusp caustic cases. N ote that this opening angle
isde ned di erently here than it is in som e other papers w here the center of the lens is taken as the vertex. T here are always
two Im ages w ithin the critical curve w here the m agni cation is negative and two outside of the curve where the m agni cation
is positive. T he long and short axis cusp caustic cases di er in that the close triplet of im ages have either one (long axis) or
two (short axis) negative im ages. T hey also di er in how close the singlet im age is to the center of the lens which can usually
be detem ined observationally.

the caustic curve is shown as a dashed curve. Im ages w ithin the dashed curve have negative
m agni cation re ecting the fact that these In ages are reversed In one dim ension w ith respect
to in ages that are outside the curve (ie. negative parity In one dim ension). The two types
of cusp caustic con gurations di er in that for the long axis case the triplet of close In ages
Includes one of these negative in ages and in the short axis case it ncludes two. The sign of
the m agni cations is not directly observable, but for con gurations other than E instein crosses
one can usually deduce them because the parities altemate from In age to In age as one follow s
the critical curve and the positive pariy in ages are generally fiuirther from the center of the
Jens. For exam ple, the two types cusp caustic con gurations can be distinguished by how close
the singlet in age is to the center of the lens. To m easure the degree of \cuspyness" the in age
opening anglk isde ned as shown in gure '1.:

T o investigate the presence of substructure In a strong lensonemust nd a prediction that is
not strongly dependent on the m acroscopic orm of the lens which is not known in detail. The
m agni cation ratiosare in uenced by substructure M etcalf& M adau 2001), but their values are
m odel dependent which lin its their use som ew hat and m akes their interpretation am biguous.
There are a few observables that are relatively unam biguous. T hey are discussed below .
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3.1. The cusp caustic relation

Tt can be proven by expanding the lensing m ap to third order in the angular separation from

a cusp In the caustic that the m agni cations of the close triplkt of In ages should sum to zero

(Schneider & W eiss 1992). To m ake this prediction independent of the intrinsic um inosity of
the Q SO the im ages In the triplkt are labeled A through C and the cusp caustic param eter,
R usps isde ned as
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which should be zero if the expansion of the lensm ap about the cusp is valid. Sm all scale
structure on approxim ately the scale ofthe in age separationsw illcause R oy to di er from zero
fairly ndependently of the form of the rest of the lens. By adding radialm odes to analytic lens
m odels K eeton, G audi, & Petters (2003) showed explicitly that, for their fam ily of lensm odels,
Rcusp Is @always sm allwhen the im age opening angle is sm all and there are no large uctuations
In the surface density on the scale of the in age separations.

Note that by the de nition ofR o5 used here it can be both negative and positive (som e
authors use the absolute value of R oy ). Substructure ism ore likely to reduce the absolute
m agni cation than to increase it for negative m agni cation im ages M etcalf 2001; M etcalf &

M adau 2001; Schechter & W am bsganss 2002). T he positive parity in ages are biased in the
other direction. A s a result, the probability distribution ofR o Willbe skewed tow ard positive
values. W e w ill see that this is a strong e ect. A Iso note that R cug J< 1 by de nition.

Cusp caustic system s also have the bene t that the tin e delays between the in ages of the
triplet are usually an all, sm aller than typical tim e scales for the variations in the radio or
Infrared em ission. This m akes the interpretation of the ux ratios asm agni cation ratiosm ore
secure.

3.2. Spectroscopic gravitational lensing

Tt was proposed by M oustakas & M etcalf (2003) that m uch ofthe lensm odel degeneracy can
be rem oved and the sensitivity to substructure properties in proved by utilizing the fact that the
di erent em ission regions ofthe source Q SO have di erent physical sizes. If the lens is an ooth on
the scales that bridge the sizes of the em ission regions, the m agni cation ofthose regions should
be the sam e and thus them agni cation ratios should be the sam e. T he visble and near-nfrared

(near-IR ) continuum em ission regions are an all, 100 AU (Yonehara 2001; W yithe, W ebster,
& Tumer 2000; W am bsganss, Schneider, & Paczynski1990), and their m agni cation can be
a ected by m icrolensing by ordinary stars in the lens galaxy. T he broad line em ission region is
01 pc in size Kaspiet al. 2000; W andel, Peterson, & M alkan 1999) and is less a ected by
m icrolensing in m ost cases. The radio and m d-IR regionsare 10 pc Andreani, Franceschini,
& Granato 1999; W yihe, Agol, & Fluke 2002) and their m agni cation should be dom inated
by larger scales than stars. The narrow line em ission region is even larger, 100 pc Bennert
et al. 2002). Them agni cation ratios in these bands and lines can be com pared to constrain the
m ass, concentration and num ber density of substructures M etcalfet al. 2004). A m ism atch In
the m agni cation ratios can be expressed by the di erentialm agni cation ratios OM R) which
is form ed by taking the ux ratio between in ages for one em ission region and then dividing by
the ux ratio n another em ission region. The DM Rswillallbe 1 if there isnom ism atch. To
further distill the inform ation, the spread is de ned as the di erence between the largest DM R
and the smallest DM R m easured In m agnitudes. The soread is ndependent of which in age is
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used to nom alize the ratios and w illbe larger for larger the m iam atch in the m onochrom atic
ux ratios.

3.3. bent radio ts

Another idea for detecting substructure is to com pare the in ages of a radio £t in a strong
lens M etcalf 2002). The Very Long Baseline Interferom eter (VLBI) is able to In age these
Ets at m illiarcsecond resolution and in som e cases can m easure structures in the radio Ft.
Substructure can bend the £t In one in age In a di erent way than is seen in the other In ages.
In practice there can be som e am biguiy in this kind of m easurem ent because the curvature of
the £t In one In age can be m agni ed In another in age by the host lens alone and, because
of lim ited resolution, the curvature of a gt is not offen wellm easured. H owever, the relative
directions of the In age curvatures can be predicted In a m odel independent w ay, ie. the relative
parities of the in ages can be predicted. A violation of this prediction would be an unam biguous
signature of substructure. In general this kind of observation is sensitive to substructures that
aresmallm 10°M ) and strongly concentrated.

4. Summ ary ofO bservations

At this tin e there are about 80 known gravitationally lensed Q SO sw ith multiple in ages. A
very usefiil resource for data on these lenses is provided by the C A -A rizona Space Telescope
Lens Survey (CASTLE 5)5 which is tasked w ith doing follow up observations of all close Q SO
lenses In the visbl and nearIR . O f these prospective lenses som e are two In age lenses and
som e are cases where it has not yet been veri ed that there is a single Q SO being muliply
In aged rather than muliple Q SO s. M any of these lenses have been observed only at visble
wavelengths or only at radio wavelengths. Only a an allm inority of them have su cient data
to do a spectroscopic kensing study of them and/or are in a con guration that m akes the cusp
caustic relation a signi cant constraint.

T here are several cases of particular interest here. The data and previous studies of these
lenses are brie y summ arized here.

41. Q2237+ 0305

This lens is probably the m ost well studied Q SO lens. It is In an E Instein cross con guration
w ih a lens redshift zx,s = 0:04 and a source redshift zgouree = 1%69. M icrolensing by stars
has been detected in this case through tin e variations in the m agni cation ratios at visble
wavelengths and used to study the structure ofthe Q SO (Irw in et al. 1989; W ozniak et al. 2000;
W yithe et al. 2000, 2002).

A spectroscopic lensing study of Q 2237+ 0305 was done by M etcalfet al. (2004). Tt was
found that the broad line # ), m d-infrared, radio and narrow line (P IIT]) m agni cation ratios
do not agree (@though the m id-infrared and radio ratios do agree which is expected because of
their sim ilar size). The spread (see x:_é_.-Z) between the com bined radio/m id-IR and the narrow
lines is 077 0:19mag. It is shown that if substructures are regoonsible for this, they must

| mmmmmm e mm————————————
2See http i/ /cfa-www harvard .edu/cast]esz for a sum m ary of current data.
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haveamass10°M < m < 108 M and that their surface density m ust be greater than 1% of
the total surface density of the lens for typical assum ptions about the radialpro I of the lens

and substructures. By com parison w ith equation ('J:) it can be seen that this is in violation of

the CDM predictions. O nly substructures w ithin the prim ary lens were considered in M etcalf
et al. (2004). T his study provides the strongest constraint on the type, m ass and concentration,
of the substructures that could be causing the m agni cation anom alies.

4.2. B2045+ 265

T his is the strongest case for a violation of the cusp caustic relation. T he in age opening
anglk is only 252° m aking this an extrem e exam ple. The redshifts are zins = 0:87 and
Zsource = 128 and it is a long axis cusp caustic con guration. In the radio, Fasshacht et al
(1999) get Rusp = 0516 0018 and K oopm ans et al. (2003) get R oygp = 0:501  0:035 after 14
m easurem ents. K oopm ans et al. (2003) have dem onstrated that the uxes ofthe close triplt of
In ages are varying independently at the 7% level (this is lncorporated into the quoted error).
T hey attrbute this variation to scintillation w ithin our galaxy. H owever, it seem s unlkely that
these variations are responsible for the Jarge value of R oy since the radio, nearIR and visble
m easurem ents allagree (the CASTLES value isR g = 0:506  0:013).

4.3. B1422+ 231

This is the st case publicized as a violation of the cusp caustic relation M ao & Schneider
1998) and it has been further investigated in this regard by a num ber of authors K eston 2002;
M etcalf & Zhao 2002; Bradac et al. 2002). The redshifts are zns = 034 and Zgource = 3:62.
The con guration is a long axis cusp caustic w ith an im age opening angle of 61:0° which m akes
it a less extram e case than B 2045+ 265. This lens hasbeen observed in the radio by Patnaik &
N arasin ha (2001) and K oopm ans et al. (2003) who essentially agree on Ry = 0:187  0:006
w ith no detectable tim e variation. T he optical and near-IR m easurem ents from CASTLES are
In agreem ent w ith this valie.

Keeton et al. (2003) showed that the violation of the cusp caustic relation In com bination
w ith the im age opening angle is not in itself strong evidence for substructure. However,
using explicit lens m odels, it has been shown that it is di cul to construct a lensm odel for
B 1422+ 231 that tsthe in age positions, resem bles a realistic galaxy+ halo and at the same tin e
reproduces the m agni cation ratios (for exam ple M etcalf & Zhao 2002; Evans & W it 2003).

44. BO0712+ 472

This lens is a Jong axis cusp caustic case sin ilar to B1422+ 231 in that the in age opening
angle is 50:0°, but two of its In ages are signi cantly closer together than in B 1422+ 231. This
Indicates that the in age is not located along the caustic cusp’s axis of sym m etry (theoretically
this does not a ect the prediction that R cysp  0). The redshifts are zx,s = 0:41 and
Zsource = 134. The observed radio Ry = 026 002 (Jackson et al. 1998; K oopm ans
et al. 2003). The visble/nearIR Rqug Is Jarger and a finction of wavelength indicating that
di erential extinction m ight be im portant at these wavelengths (see CASTLES).
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4.5. bent radio Ets

T here are several cases where a distinct bend is visble in one or m ore of the gt im ages.
O ne strong bend In lens M G 0414+ 0534 is traceable to a visble dwarf com panion galaxy.
In addition B1152+ 199 has an unexplained m ism atch In the in age curvatures that can be
explained by substructure Rusih et al. 2002; M etcalf 2002). In this case the signal to noise
In the m easurem ent of the bend is not large and the conclusion that the bend is a result
of substructures requires som e assum ptions about the form of the host lens. W hen these
assum ptions are m ade, the m ass scale for the substructures is very low (¢ 10°M ) and the
probable num ber density is higher than expected n the CDM model M etcalf 2002). A less
am biguous system of this type could be extrem ely usefiil for studying substructure.

4.6. other lenses

In addition to the above cusp caustic cases there is 1IRX S J1131-1231 which has been
observed by Sluse et al. (2003) In V -band, but not yet at radio wavelengths. The cusp caustic
relation is signi cantly violated In this case Rcugp = 0:355 0015 and in age opening angle
of 43:0°), but since m icrolensing by stars in the lens galaxy could be in portant in the visble
I choose not to an phasize this case. It is interesting that Ry > 0 as expected from the
substructure hypothesis.

T here are a couple of other relevant cases of spectroscopic gravitational lensing observations.
W isotzkiet al. (2003) have shown that the equivalent w idths of the broad lines of HE 0435-1223
aredi erent in the di erent im ages. T hey attribute this to m icrolensing of the optical continuum
em ission. Interestingly, they still have di culty tting the broad-line ux ratios to a sinple
lensm odel. Since the narrow -line, radio orm id-IR ux ratios are not known in this case it is
not possble to determ ine if lJarger scale substructure is responsble for this discrepancy. In lens
SD SS J1004+ 4112, Richards et al. (2004) have cbserved changes in the C w line pro lsover a
322 day period that are not reproduced in all the In ages. T hey attribute this to m icrolensing
of part of the broad line region by ordinary stars. A lthough intrinsic tim e variations are not
yet com pletely ruled out as a cause of the varations, m icrolensing of the broad line region is
particularly lkely in this case because the Q SO is under lum inous and thus the broad line
region is relatively sm all. R ichards et al. (2004) also nd tin e independent di erences in the
C w pro swhich could be caused by som e lJarger scale substructure. Further observations of a
larger em ission regionswould also be very revealing In this case.

Tt ishas been shown that in generalthe m agni cation ratios of gravitational lenses do not
agree w ith sin ple lensm odels M etcalf & Zhao 2002; Dalal & K ochanek 2002). K ochanek
& Dalal (2004) showed that the negative m agni cation in ages tend to have an aller absolute
m agni cations than are predicted by sin ple lens m odels as is expected if substructures are
causing the disagreem ents. T he existence ofthis asym m etry is further supported by the fact that
all of the observed R o5 quoted above are greater than zero. The asymm etry forR o5 ismore
extram e than it is for the distrdbution of just m agni cation ratios between positive and negative
m agni cation in ages. A though the evidence is pretty good that these anom alies are caused by
substructures, any constraints on the m ass and density of the substructures derived from these
cases is predicated on the host lensm odel that is assum ed. Evans & W it (2003) showed that
som e of the anom alies In non-cusp caustic cases can be explained by adding relatively large scale
axialm odes to the lensm odels. These m odelsm ay not be consistent w ith w hat is expected from
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other observations of galaxies and their halos, but they do illustrate the am biguities that are
Inherent in deducing properties of the substructures from sin ple anom alies In the m agni cation
ratios (not to be confiised w ith the di erentialm agni cation ratios that are less am biguous).

5. Simulations

Num erical sin ulations are perform ed to calculate the In age m agni cation distributions.
Analytic m ethods fr calculating these distrbutions are discussed in section 5.1 where it is
argued that they are not adequate for calculate the expected in uence of am all scale structure
In the CDM model. In this section the m ethods used in the sin ulations are brie y described.

Any m assive ob gct near the line of sight inside or outside of the prin ary lens could
potentially contrbute to the lensing signal. A plane approxim ation is used where the de ections
caused by each ob Ect are treated as if they take place suddenly in the plane of that lens and
the light follow s an unperturbed geodesic between them . This is known to be a very good
approxin ation. G iven the angular position of a point on the source, 7, the sin ulations m ust
calculate the in age points, 7, that corresoond to it. Ifthere areN lensesthese angular positions
are related by

X3
Ds"==xx4+1() ®ir1 = D17 Dijv1 i Ki) ©)
i=1
where D ; is the angular size distance to the ith lens, D ;4 is the distance between the ith and
the jth lensplanesand D ¢ = Dy +1 is the distance to the source. The de ection angle caused
by the ith lensis *; %;) . Equation (E) isonly valid fora at cosn ology because i assum es that
Diji+1tDisr1si+2= D ijis 2. W e assum e that this is the case In this paper.

T he large num ber of sm all halos and the large range In size scales, from the size of the
prim ary lens (100 kpc) to the size of the source (* 0: pc for the broad line em ission region),
m ake nding the in ages and calculating their sizes challenging and tinm e consum Ing. An
adaptive m esh re nem ent technigque is used to overcom e these problem s. F irst, equations ("EJa) are
soled on a coarsegrid. M nina In 77 “sjare Hund where 7y isthe position of the center ofthe
source. The grid regions are then m odi ed to surround the m inina. They can bem odi ed in

ve di erent ways: 1) the center of the region can m ove, 2) it can expand or contract depending
on whether the in age is found to intersect w ith the border of the region, 3) the grid spacing
can be m ade ner, 4) regions that are close together can pin to becom e one region, and 5) if
further re nem ent of the grid fails to reach su cient accuracy, the region can be subdivided
Into nine equal subregions and the regions that do not contain any of the in age are discarded.
These m odi cations In the grid regions are continued until an estim ated fractionalaccuracy in
the area of each in age reaches 10 ¢ or am aller.

T he code is tested by com parison w ith severalsin ple cases that are solvable analytically. T he
sim plest is to place a substructure and nite sized source in the center of the sim ulated region
along w ith a extemal shear and/or a uniform background surface density. T he code reproduces
the analytic solutions for a point m ass and a untruncated Singular Isothem al Sphere (SIS).
Further tests are discussed In section :_5-_51' A 11 sin ulations were done on a beow ulf com puter
cluster at the University of C alifomia, Santa C ruz.

T he entire Jens is sin ulated at once in allcases. H ow ever, w hen the m ass of the substructures
is am all, their num ber density can be very large slow ing the code down. To reduce this problem
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the angular range for the positions of substructures included in the calculation ism ade an aller
for an allerm asses. Lin iting the range appears to have a smalle ect on the results (< 10% on
the m agni cation) if the region is kept large enough to contain over 150 subhalos per decade in
m ass.

For intergalactic halos the P ressSchechter form alisn (P ress & Schechter 1974, w ith the
extra factor of 2) isused to calculate the m ass function from which a random sam ple of halos
isdrawn. It is known that the m odi ed m ass function of Sheth & Tom en (2002) isa better t
to coam ologicalNbody sim ulations. H owever, these m ass fiinctions are very close to each other
for the range of halo m asses used in this paper. A Ifhough the P ress-Schechter m ass finction
underestin ates the number a halos in the m ass range 10*°  10'*M , orm < 101°M the
Sheth-Tom en m ass function is larger. T he two m ass functions are w ithin a factor of 1.3 for
10°M < m < 10'°M . Using the P ressSchechterm ass function is m ore conservative. T he
structure ofthese halos is taken to be ofthe NFW form truncated at the virialradiis. The initial
power spectrum is taken to be scale invariant and nom alized to g = 0:9. The concentrations
of the halos are set according to equation (-'_?'1) .

T he subclum ps inside the prin ary lens are treated as a di erent population and calculated
In separate sin ulation runs since their abundance is considerably less certain. They are also
of the NFW fom , but they are truncated. The truncation is done by using the standard
approxin ation to the tidal radiis

Rm?'=3 . @IhM

nm;R)= — 7
) M R)B ) @nR

(6)

where R is the distance from the center of the host halo, M R ) is the m ass of the host w ithin
that distance and m is the m ass of the subhalo. For the purposes of calculating the tidal radius,
the host is taken to be a SIS and R is set to 5 tim es the E instein radius of the host lens. Since
not much is known about the m ass function of substructures Inside a host halo In thism ass
range, it was decided to use substructures of just onem ass at a tin e and adjist the total surface
density of them . T hism akes interpretation of the results m ore straightforward.

In addition to the substructure, a m odel for the host lensm ust be chosen. T he substructure
w il change the positions of the in ages slightly so ifa lensm odel is chosen to t the observed
In age positions perfectly it will not t them perfectly affer the substructure is added. To
produce a perfectly consistent lensm odel one would have to adjust the host lensm odel for each
realization of the substructure. This is very com putationally expensive and not necessary in
practice. T he shifts in positions are generally sm allwhen the m asses of the substructures are
amall (¢ 04® orm < 10°M ) and, in addition, since the host lens m odel is degenerate it is
am biguous how it should be adjisted to correct for the shift. The goalhere is to reproduce all
the signi cant characteristics of the ocbserved lens { in age con guration, rough Im age opening
angle wihin 2 ), redshifts of source and lens { so that one can determ Ine w hether lenses the
Jook like the ones cbserved and have the observed ratio anom alies are common in the CDM
m odel.

O ften, when the host lens m odel is set up to produce an extrem e cusp or f©ld caustic
con guration and the substructure inclidesm asses of > 108 M, the in age con guration w ill
be changed so that two of the In ages are no longer present. In the statistical studies presented
In section EG these cases are sin ply ignored on the basis of their being Incom patible w ith the lens
system s that are being m odeled.
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5.1. com parison w ith cross section m ethod

Another way to calculate the m agni cation probability distribution is to use a cross section
or opticaldepth m ethod. T his approach signi cantly reduces the com putationalw ork necessary.
Them agni cation as a function of source position is calculated for one subhalo and the host lens
is represented by a constant background shear and am ooth surface density. From this the cross
section, (), is found for a single halo. T he probability of getting a m agni cation of above
is then approxinated as () = () where isthe number density of halos. K eston (2003)
found an analytic approxim ation to () for a untruncated SIS halo and a point-lke source.
Chen, K ravtsov, & Keeton (2003) used this result to estin ate the in uence of halos Inside and
outside of the prim ary lenson Q SO m agni cation anom alies.

Thism ethod has severaldraw backs. F irstly, the cross section approach is only valid for rare
events. A typical source w ill lie roughly equidistant betw een subhalos; the assum ption that the
m agni cation can be calculated using a single subhalo willbe valid in only a m inority of cases.
This would be acoeptable if the subhalos where very spars and the m a prity of sources were
una ected by them . This is generally not the case however. A typical line of sight outto z= 2
passes w ithin one virial radius of approxin ately 300 halos w ith m asses between 10’ M and
10° M . The standard deviation in the total convergence and shear caused by these halos is on
the order of several percent which w ill cause changes In the m agni cations of the sizes seen in
the these sin ulations (see M etcalf 2004).

Another problm is that to sim plify the calculation in this m ethod the source is taken to
be In niely am all com pared to the subhalo. This is not a good approxim ation for a radio or
m d-TR source which can be lJarger than the subhalos under consideration. T he subhalo is also
taken to be untruncated which will clearly not be the case, especially near the center of the
prin ary lens. Even if the lensing were not sensitive to the truncation radius, it would a ect the
conversion between subhalo num ber density and m ass density.

T he cross section m ethod can also breakdown because the de ections caused by the prin ary
Jens are not well approxin ated by a sin ple shear and convergence. T his is particularly true near
the caustics which are of special interest here. A 1so, the substructure is taken to in uence each
In age Independently in the cross section approach. T his is not always the case, especially when
the n ages are close together. For exam ple, a shglk subhalo, if large enough ( 10°M ) can
shift the position and shape ofa cusp caustic, changing the positions of all three close in ages.

T he analytic cross section of K eeton (2003) has been used to test the lensing code used
In this paper. The code should retum the sam e results when there is only one untruncated
subhalo and the source ism ade very sm all. T his was done for the local shear and convergences
appropriate for the 4 In ages of Q 2237+ 0305. G ood agreem ent was found or > 0:03mag
below which the nite size of sin ulated region becam e in portant.

6. Resuls

Sin ulations were perform ed to m In ic the observed lenses discussed In sectjon-'_4 w ith the
addition of CDM substructure. The resulting com binations of in age m agni cations are then
com pared w ith those observed to detem ine if the observed anom alies are expected to be
reasonably comm on in this coan ologicalm odel.

To represent lens Q 2237+ 0305, and other lenses in the E insteln cross con guration, a host
lensm odel is constructed that tsthe in age positions of Q 2237+ 0305. The m odel consists of a



{12 ¢

0.8

©
o

©
i

cumulative probability

0.2

0.0
0.0

spread (mag)

F Jg 2 | T his is the probability ofhaving a m agni cation ratio disagree w ith the lensm odelby m ore than a certain m agnitude
for Q 2237+ 0305. The two solid curves are w ithout observational noise and the dashed curves are with 0.15 m ag of noise. For
each type of curve the one on the left is for intergalactic halos with 10’ M < m < 10° M  and the one on the right is for
10'M < m < 10°M . There is no substructure inside the prim ary lens.

Singular Isothemm alE lljpsoid (SIE) with an extemalshearand tsthe In age positions very well
The e ects of substructure w ithin the host lens and is contrbutions to spectroscopic lensing
were Investigated in M etcalfet al. (2004). Just the Intergalactic contrbution is discussed here.
A llthe halosw ithin 2 arcsec of the center of the lens are ncluded in the sin ulations.

For each realization of the substructure the three m agni cation ratios can be com pared w ith
the ratios expected from the host lensm odel. F jgure:_Z show s a cum ulative distribbution of the
largest discrepancy (n m agnitudes) out of these three between the m odel and sin ulated values.
T he source size is 1 pc In this case. By com paring the curves gure'@: it is found that m ost ofthe
anom alies are caused by the high end of the m ass distrdoution, m # 10® 10°M .One can see
that these discrepancies are rather large even w ithout any substructure in the host lens iself.
D iscrepancies as large as 05 m ag are expected In half the cases. T he typical discrepancies
between observed ux ratios and m odels are a few tenths ofa m agniude (see M etcalf & Zhao
2002; K ochanek & D alal2004). T hism akes the cbserved ratio anom alies consistentwih CDM ,
sim ple lensm odels and no substructure intemalto the prim ary lenses.

A Ythough gure g dem onstrates a consistency wih CDM it is not certain that CDM
substructures are the only possible explanation for the discrepancies in E instein cross lenses.
Som e of the discrepancy could be acoounted for by a less than perfectly symm etric host lens.
A Yhough thisprobably cannot account for all of the discrepancies, it can signi cantly change the
am ount of substructure that is required to produce them and thus it is not a strong constraint
on the CDM model

A s descrbed in section 5;2", a m ore restrictive test com es from the spectroscopic lensing
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FJg 3.| The solid curves are the probability of the spread in the di erential m agni cation ratios being above a certain
m agnitude for Q 2237+ 0305. T he source sizes used are 1 pcand 100 pc. The substructure m ass ranges are 107 M < m <
108 M for the left m ost curve and 107 M <m < 10°M for the solid curve on the right. The dashed curves are the
sam e but w ith 0.15 m ag of noise which was the levelm easured in M etcalf et al. (2004). T he dotted line m arks the m easured
discrepancy between the radio/m id-IR m agni cation ratios and the narrow line m agni cation ratios reported in that paper.

observations of Q 2237+ 0305. Figure :_3 show s the cum ulative distribbution of the spread In the
di erentialm agni cation ratiosbetween a 100 pc source and a 1 pc source. T hese are very an all;
much an aller than the soread 0f0:77 0:15 m ag between the narrow line em ission region and
them id-TR em ission region m easured by M etcalfet al. (2004). CDM halos seem easily capable
of changing the m agni cation ratios by this m uch, but they do not produce the m ism atch in
the m agni cations of di erent size sources. T his problm can be traced to a de ciency of sm all
mass ( 10°) halos in the CDM model. Aswe shall see this is the only strong inconsistency
between the CDM m odeland m agni cation ratio m easurem ents.

In considering the case of B1422+ 231 the sam e kind of sim ulations are perform ed only
the cusp caustic param eter, R g, IS calculated for each realization. T he host kens is again
a SIE+ shearm odel t to the observed in age positions. F igure -_4 show s the distrbution of
Rcusp With the expected population of intergalactic halos only. The st thing to note is the
m arked asymm etry In the distrbution. A s previously seen M etcalf 2001; M etcalf & M adau
2001; Schechter & W am bsganss 2002), the m agni cations of negative m agni cation in ages are
a ected by substructure di erently than positive m agni cation In ages. W hen substructure is
added, R cugp should be biased tow ard positive values as seen here.

A lso shown in g‘ure'ff is the cbserved value of R o5 fOr com parison. T here is a perfectly
reasonable probability of © 028 that R would be even larger than the cbserved value. By
com paring the two di erent ranges for the halo m asses, it can be seen that violations in the
cusp caustic relation are m ostly caused by m ore m assive halos In this case. A 1so note that a
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F Jg 4 | T he distrdbbution of the cusp caustic param eter, R cusp , for lens B 1422+ 231 w ith only intergalactic standard CDM
sm allscale structure. T he observed value in the radio w ith error is shown as the hashed region. T he di erent curves correspond
to the halos m ass ranges shown. It can be seen that m ost of the changes in Rcusp are caused by relatively large m ass halos,
108 M <m < 10°M . There is about a 25% chance of Rcusp di ering from zero by m ore than is observed.

negative R ougp Of the sam e m agnitude would be clearly inconsistent w ith this explanation. In
Iight of this, the violation of the cusp caustic relation in B 1422+ 231 seaem s fully consistent w ith
the CDM m odeleven without substructure w thin the halo of the prim ary lens.

W e can also com pare gure ﬂ: to lens B0712+ 472 which has a sim ilar con guration to
B 1422+ 231 although a low er source redshift. Tt is easily seen that ftsvalue of R qugp = 026 0:02
is not particularly unlkely (there isa  12% probability of it being larger) and thus does
not require an additional explanation beyond the expected population of intergalactic halos.
C onsidering the additional substructure w ithin the host lens, the observed R o5, Seam s perfectly
consistent with CDM . A lthough a precise calculation would require m odeling this particular
lens speci cally, the results would not change greatly if that was done.

Lens B2045+ 265 is a m ore extrem e cusp caustic case. W hen the source is very near the
cusp, substructure can have a signi cant e ect on the details of the lens con guration such
as the precise in age opening angle. A ffer substructures are added to a host lens m odel, the
In age positions w illlnot t the cbserved ones precisely, but the lens w ill still be very sin ilar In
is general aspect. To investigate the violations of the cusp caustic relation in cases lke this,
a SIS+ shear host lens m odel is constructed that reproduces the approxim ate size and in age
opening angle of B2045+ 265. T he im age con guration for thism odel is shown in gure E_S:

Fjgure-r_é show s the resuls for sim ulations w ith jist intergalactic CDM halos. A 1so shown
is the observed valie ©rRoysp - W ith a halomassrange of 10° M < m < 10° M the cbserved
R cusp does not appear strongly disfavored { 15% chance of it being larger. Again one sees the
strong asymm etry of the distribution. An observed value of R oy © 03 would have been
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FJg 5.| D iagram of the close cusp caustic m odelused in sin ulations. T he dots are w here the centers of the in ages are and
the + m arks the center of the lens. T he units are in arcseconds. T he in age opening angle is 25:5° . T he redshifts used are the
sam e as for B2045+ 265, zjons = 0:87 and Zsource = 128.

strong evidence against the substructure explanation for the m agni cation ratio anom alies.

T he in portance of substructures w thin the host lens for a B2045+ 265{1ke lens was also
investigated. For the 10° M and 10® M  cases the range was 2 arcsec from the center of
the lens. Because of the high num ber of individual subhalos in the 10’ M case the range
was reduced to the 1.61 arcsecs surrounding the im age triplet. Fjgure:j show s the results for
di erent substructure m asses and surface densities. For a host lensw ith a radialpro l sin ilar
toa SIS ( (x) / r ?),theE stein radius { and thus the in ages { om swhere ’ 05. Forthis
reason we expect a substructure surface density of = 0:005 to be % of the total surface
density in the lens. From gure-'j. it can be seen that this is enough substructure to account for
the cbserved R oy ifthem ass scale is 10| M  or greater. Substructure w ithin the prin ary
lens could be the m ost signi cant cause of the anom aly in this case, but com paring gure '§: to

gure -rz: show s that the contributions from intemal and extemal substructure are com parable.

T he In portance of ntergalactic halos w ill com e as a surprise to som e. Calculating som e
sim ple num bers can m ake it less so. The total (surface density weighted by the critical
density) in halosbelow 10° M  along a line of sight to z= 2 is 0:15 0:19. The variance i
thisnumber ish ?i'™ ’ 0:04 w ith the halo m odelused here. This is close to 10% ofthe surface
density of the prin ary lens, larger than the expected level needed to cause the m onochrom atic

m agni cation anom alies.

7. D iscussion

Tt has been shown here that anom alies in the m onochrom atic (as opposed to di erential)
m agni cation ratios of cusp caustic lensesm ight be explained naturally w thin the CDM m odel
w ith little if any substructure w ithin the dark m atter halo of the prin ary lenses. Intergalactic
halos could be enough to account for these anom alies. T his conclusion is derived from sin ulating
several realistic and representative cases where it is shown that the cusp caustic relation is
violated by such halos. Furthem ore, the typical observed anom alies In the m onochrom atic
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Fig. 6 | T he cum ulative distribution ©rR cusp in the tight long axis case like B 2045+ 265 w ith only intergalactic substructure.
T he observed value of Rcysp In the radio is shown by the hashed region. T he included subhalo m ass ranges are shown.

m agni cation ratios of several tenths of m agniudes { when com pared to sin ple lensm odels {
are easily explained in the sam e way. T he contrdbution to ux anom alies from intergalactic halos
is found to be signi cant. M easuring the am ount of substructure that is w thin the prin ary
Jens halos for com parison w ith Nbody sim ulations w ill require a Jarge num ber of lenses and an
accurate prediction for the intergalactic contribution. These anom alies in the m onochrom atic
m agni cation ratios could also be explained by an aller scale structures since they do not provide
signi cant constraints on the substructure m ass. T he fact that all of the cbserved cusp caustic
param eters, R . , are positive is further support for the conclusion that these anom alies are
being caused by som e kind of substructure.

T he altemative to intergalactic halos, substructure In the prin ary lens, could also be
contrbuting to the m agni cation ratio anom alies although the expected abundance of such
substructures is not yet certain. M ao et al. (2004) have argued that Nbody sin ulations indicate
that there is not enough substructure in CDM halos to explain the lensing observations. T his
argum ent requires extrapolating the m ass function of subhalos beyond the lin itations of the
current sim ulations to sm aller m asses and further into the centers of the halos. For this reason,
it cannot yet be determm ined if the additional intergalactic halos cause m agni cation anom alies
to be overabundant relative to cbservations.

Chen et al. (2003) found that intergalactic halosplay a signi cant, but less in portant role in
the m agni cation anom alies. T he disagreem ent w ith this paper appears to be a result of Chen
et al. (2003) not taking into account of de ections by m uliple halos and approxin ating the
host lens as a sin ple shear and constant surface density instead ofm odeling it in m ore detail
(see section 5.1). The collective surface density in sm all, intergalactic halos is signi cant and
varies across the sky. T hese perturbations in the surface density are enough to change the in age
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T he cum ulative distrdbbution for Rcusp in a tight long axis case like B 2045+ 265 w ith substructure inside the host

lens. In each case the subhalos are of the m ass as indicated. T he total average surface density in substructure is indicated in
units of the critical density. A surface density of = 0:005 is approxin ately 1% ofthe surface density. T he observed value and
errors are indicated by the hash m arks.

m agni cations by tenths of a percent.
In contrast to the m onochrom atic m agni cation ratios, the spectroscopic gravitational

lensing observations of Q 2237+ 0305 require m ore am allm ass halos than are expected In the

CDM model. Bent multiply im aged radio Fts also hint, although less securely, at a large
num ber of sm allm ass ob cts M etcalf 2002). The case for an allm ass substructure is not
yet secure, but further data should resolve the issue. On the theoretical side, advances In
coam ological sim ulations should soon m ake it possble to extend predictions for the m ass
function of substructures w thin the halos of large galaxies down to sn allerm asses and am aller
galactocentric radii w here they can be m ore directly com pared w ith observations. At this tin e,
there is an inconsistency between the CDM m odel and the gravitational lensing observations
that needs to be resolred.

T he author would like to thank J.Bullock for very usefiil discussions and M .M agliocchetti
for very helpfiil suggestions. I would also lke to thank J.P rin ack and his group for allow ing
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Hubbl Fellow ship grant HF-01154.01-A awarded by the Space Telescope Science Instiute,
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