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ABSTRACT

Traditionally, the degeneracy between the unknown radiailps of total mass and velocity
anisotropy inherent in the spherical, stationary, noaastring Jeans equation has been han-
dled by assuming a mass profile and fitting models to the obddtinematical data. How-
ever, mass profiles are still not well known: there are djganeies in the inner slopes of the
density profiles of halos found in dissipationless cosmialagV-body simulations, and the
inclusion of gas alters significantly the inner slopes ohldbe total mass and the dark matter
component. Here, the opposite approach is consideredqgtregien of anisotropic kinematic
projection is inverted for known arbitrary anisotropy tel the space radial velocity disper-
sion profile in terms of an integral involving the radial ptedi of anisotropy and isotropic
dynamical pressure (itself a single integral of observgblentities). Then, through the Jeans
equation, the mass profile of a spherical system is derivadrins of double integrals of
observable quantities. Single integral formulas for batprdjection and mass inversion are
provided for several simple anisotropy models (isotropadlial, circular, general constant,
Osipkov-Merritt, Mamon-tokas and Diemand-Moore-StadBsts of the mass inversion on
NFW models with the first four of these anisotropy modelsd/@tcurate results in the case
of perfect observational data, and typically better thafodih 4 cases out of 5) accurate
mass profiles for the sampling errors expected from curres¢vational data on clusters of
galaxies. For the NFW model with mildly increasing radialsatropy, the mass is found to
be insensitive to the adopted anisotropy profile at 7 scalieaad to the adopted anisotropy
radius at 3 scale radii. This anisotropic mass inversiorhoteis a useful complementary
tool to analyze the mass and anisotropy profiles of sphesysaéms. It provides the practical
means to lift the mass-anisotropy degeneracy in quasirgaihsystems such as globular clus-
ters, round dwarf spheroidal and elliptical galaxies, ab agegroups and clusters of galaxies,
when the anisotropy of the tracer is expected to be lineathted to the slope of its density
(Hansen & Moore 2006).

Key words: stellar dynamics — dark matter — methods: analytical — gesakinematics and
dynamics — galaxies: haloes — galaxies: clusters, general

1 INTRODUCTION

The major goal of kinematical modelling of a self-gravitatiastrophysical system, observed at one instant, is toureeas one hand the
total mass distribution (visible and dark matter), and andther hand the three dimensional velocity streaming aspledsion moments.
In other words, the modeller wishes to deduce the distidimstiof dark matter and of orbital shapes. The modeller hassatisposal, at
best, maps of surface density (or surface brightness) atitkofelocity field at each point, or else its moments (linesight mean velocity,
dispersion, skewness and kurtosis).

The basic equation for such kinematical modelling isdbiisionless Boltzmann equati¢hereafter CBE, but also often called Liouville
or Vlasov, se82), which states the incompréisgibi the system in 6-dimensional phase (position,velgcspace:
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where® is the gravitational potential (hereafter potential) gnid thedistribution functionthat is the density in phase space. Unfortunately,
the resolution of the CBE is difficult, especially when ptjen equations are taken into accolrin particular, the CBE presents a degen-
eracy between the unknown potential and the unknown vgléieid (given that observations usually limit the velocitie their projection
along the line-of-sight, measured through redshifts).

The traditional simpler approach has been to use the (fietdcity moments of the CBE, which are more easily relatedoseovables,
the Jeans equationthat pertain to local dynamical equilibrium
aa—v+(v V)V :—V¢—%V~(p02), (1)
wherep is the space density of theacer used to observe the system? is the tracer’s dispersion tensor, whose elementsr%rez
T;U; — T; U5, andp o is theanisotropic dynamical pressure tensof the tracer. With the simplifying assumptions of statidtyaand the
absence of streaming motions, equat[dn (1) simplifies tethonary non-streaming Jeans equations

V-(pa?)=—pVo. 2

Using the stationary non-streaming Jeans equatidns (2)can relate the orbital properties, contained in the pressum with the mass
distribution contained in the potential (through Poiss@guation).

The small departures from circular symmetry of many astysjaial systems observed in projection, such as globulasteils, the
rounder elliptical galaxies (classes EO to E2), and gronpsciusters of galaxies, has encouraged dynamicists tonesspherical symmetry
to perform the kinematical modelling. Tlséationary non-streaming spherical Jeans equatian then be simply written

d(po?) B GM(r)
—— 25 p0t = —p(r) T ®)
whereM (r) is thetotal mass profile, while
2 2 2
. _ Ty + U¢ N _ 0’_9
6(T) - 1 20_72 - O'% )

is the tracer'svelocity anisotropy(hereafteranisotropy profile, witho,. = o, etc.,co = o4, by spherical symmetry, and with = 1,
0, — —oo for radial, isotropic and circular orbits, respectively€elstationary non-streaming spherical Jeans equatioidgan excellent
estimate of the mass profile, given all other 3D quantities|dowly-evolving triaxial systems such as halos in disgrdess cosmological
simulations|(Tormen, Bouchet, & White 1997) and elliptigalaxies formed by mergers of gas-rich spirals in dissipati-body simulations
(Mamon et all 2006).

Again, one is left with having two unknown quantities, thdigd profiles of mass and velocity anisotropy, linked by aygrequation.
In other words, we have to deal with a serionass-anisotropy degeneracy

The simplest and most popular approach is to assume parafioetns for both the mass and anisotropy profiles. One camékpress
the product of the observable quantitissrface densitprofile ©(R) andline of sight square velocity dispersipnofile o, (R) vs. projected
radius R through theanisotropic kinematic projection equatig¢Binney & Mamon 1982) expressing tipgojected dynamical pressui@ =
20-1208:

h d
P(R)=S(R)ofu(R) = 2 /R (% = ) ot + Rooi] p— ey @
o R? rdr
= 2/R < /3—> 7@7 ®)

where equatior[{5) is only valid for non-circular orbitsdamherep = po? is theradial dynamical pressure

Inserting the radial pressﬁeéeq [B]) in the spherical stationary Jeans equafidn (33, @etermines the line of sight velocity disper-
sions essentially through a double integration qvé{ dr.[Mamon & t.okas|(2005b, Appendix) have simplified the probleynwriting the
projected pressure as a single integral

P(R) = S(R) 0% (R) = 2G / Koveglr. RIB()] p 21 22 = 2 / Koroslr, RIB(r)] po? dr ©®)
R

where they were able to determine simple analytical expresgor the dimensionless kernél,,,.; for several popular analytical formula-
tions of 3(r). Note that if one assumes isotropy, the equations are gr&iatiplified, and one finds (Tremaine eflal. 1994; Prugniel £i8i
(1997) Kproj(r, R) = /1 — R?/r2. Also, if 3 = cst # 0, the kernel can be expressed either in terms of incompleta Beactions
(Mamon & tokak 2005b), or in terms of the easier to computellegized incomplete Beta functions (Mamon & t.okas 2006)th/iara-
metric choices of the mass profild () and anisotropy profil&(r), one can fit for the free parameters of these two profiles &zt to the
best match of the observed line of sight velocity dispergimfile. The drawback of thi;direct methogeven with the recent introduction
of these simplifying kernels, is that the analysigl@ibly-parametric so that the derived parameters will be meaningless if oms dot
choose the correct form for both the mass and anisotropylgsofi

1 Note that fordynamicalstudies, a fast computer code has been recently develom @B) that solves the CBE in 1+1 dimensicansg
a 3+3 dimension code is under development by G. Lavaux arse t#gthors.
2 For clarity, we hereafter drop the temiynamicalbeforepressure
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Mass inversion of spherical systems3

The next step in complexity is to performsingle-parametrianalysis: either isotropy is assumeddicectly obtain the mass profile,
which we call themass inversionwhich is the focus of the present paper. Alternatively, asnaofile can be assumed amk directlydeter-
mines the anisotropy profile through taeisotropy inversionfirst derived by Binney & Mamon (1982), with later and praggieely simpler
solutions found by Tonly (1983), Bicknell etll. (1989), &us & Salvador-Sale (1990), and Dejonghe & Merritt (19@X)e can attempt
to lift the mass-anisotropy degeneracy by consideringttegehe variation with projected radius of the line-offigelocity dispersioand
kurtosis (Lokas| 2002 t okas & Mamon 2003). For halos in cosmologigaiusations, which are not far from spherichl (Jing & Slito 200
and references therein) and nearly isotropic (Mamon & H@@@5b and references therein), viewed in projection, thipetsion-kurtosis
analysis yields fairly accurate masses, concentratiodsaaisotropies._(Sanchis. t.okas, & Maron 2004). Unfortuyatke line-of-sight
projection of the 4th order Jeans equation, required in iggedsion-kurtosis method, is only possible wiies: cst, which does not appear
to be realistic for elliptical galaxies formed by major nmmm&.

An even more sophisticated and general approach is to adopteatial and minimize the residuals between the prediatetitrue
observables, i.e. the distribution of objects in projeghbdse spacé€R, vi.s) (Wherewvos is the line of sight velocity) by one of several
methods involving the distribution function:

(i) A general global form for the distribution function is goted, in terms of known integrals of motions. For examphespherical
systems with isotropic non-streaming velocities, theritistion function is a function of energy only, while in aatsopic non-streaming
spherical systems it is a function of energy and the modulfube angular momentum. Alas, there is no known realistienfdor f =
f(E,J) for anisotropic non-streaming spherical systems nor forsgherical systems, althoth@OOS) haventbe shown

that cosmological halos have distribution functions trat be writtenf (E, J) = fg(E) J?>P==F0) (1 + JQ/J§)76°, where we adopt
hereafter the notation$y = £(0) and S« = lim._,« 3, WhereJ, is a free parameter related to the ‘anisotropy’ radius wlikrg =
(Bo + B)/2. Unfortunatell. do not provide an analyticaimula for fz (E).

(i) A set of elementary distribution functions &f or (£, J) is chosen, as first proposed|by Dejoridhe (1989),lthen Mé&rfaha (1993),
and applied to elliptical galaxies by Gerhard €t al. (19¥®)e then searches the linear combination of these distiibfiinctions, with
positive weights (to ensure a positive global distributionction) that minimizes the residuals between the predieind true observables.
However, there is no guarantee that the set of elementanhdison functions constitute a basis set, so that someajlealistic distribution
functions may be missed. Moreover, the distribution fumttnay depend on an additional unknown integral of motion.

(iii) A set of delta- distribution functionsf = f(FE,J) is chosen, in other words one considers orbits of gikeandJ d
[1979;[ Richstone & Tremaire 1984; Syer & Tremhine 1996). Agaie searches for a linear combination of these orbits thmmses
the residuals between predicted and true observables) agéircing positive weights. These weights are obtaingteeiby averaging
the observables over an orhild) or by contisly updating them (Syer & Tremaine; de Lorenzi et al. 2007)s method is
powerful enough to handle non-spherical potentials. Desmncerns about convergence (Cretton & Emseéllem! 2004uriat all[2004),
the orbit-superposition method, if properly implementeaes reproduce the correct solutions (Richstonelet all; Xtenas et al. 2004).

The potential can be adapted from the observations, asgurpimstant mass-to-light ratid{/ L) if the observed density is a surface
brightness, or constant mass-to-number ratify (V) if the observed density is a surface number density. If Spalesymmetry is assumed,
this involves a choice ai//L or M /N, the deprojection of the surface density map, and then &uisequation is easily inverted to obtain
the potential from the density. For axisymmetric system® can deproject the surface density maps into a potensaha@sg it to be the
sum of gaussians (Emsellem. Monnet, & Bacon 1994). One cdricathe potential a possible dark component given in panagnieirm
(see, e.gl, Williams et al. 2009).

Alternatively, instead of using distribution functionmyeocan fit the distribution of objects in projected phase sgacthe multiple
parametric adjustment of the mass and anisotropy profiesyedl as possibly the velocity distribution in space (whixbuld be non-
gaussian, see Kazantzidis et al. 2004; Wojtak et al.|2006sefaet al. 2006), as in the MAMPOSSt method (Mamon, BiviarBagé, in
preparation).

Returning to direct single-parametric estimations, thesraofile of astronomical systems does not seem to be bstahiished than
the anisotropy profile. Indeed, despite early claims (Navdfrenk, & Whitel 1996, hereafter NFW) of a universal dgngitofile for the
structures lfalog in dissipationless cosmologicAl-body simulations of a flat Universe of cold dark matter witbcemological constant
(hereafterACDM), there has been an ongoing debate on whether the iroee & steepel (Fukushige & Makino 1997; Moore ét al. 1999)
or shallower|(Navarro et El. 2004; Stoehr ef al. 2002; St@e6). Furthermore, the inclusion of gas in cosmologicaiuations can lead
to much steeper dark matter density profiles (Gnedinlet 8 0ndeed, the dissipative nature of baryons leads themdomulate in the
centers of systems, not only in spiral galaxies, as is wakm but also in elliptical galaxies, for otherwise the NHWé mass distribution as
found in ACDM halos would lead to a local/ /L, and aperture velocity dispersion much lower than obseMeairon & + okak 2005a), and
the dominance of baryons in the center and dark matter ime@pes has been recently confirmed by X-ray measurenml
) Moreover, the dark matter dynamically responds édbtiryons that dominate in the inner regions, to reach stestggees than they
would have had without the presence of baryons (Blumenttedl €986 Gnedin et al. 2004). But the final density profilelafk matter is
expected to be very sensitive to the details of the bary@ediback processes.

On the other hand, the anisotropy profiles of the halos inghsisnless cosmological simulations appears to be fainiyersal (see
the compilation by Mamon & t.okHs 2005b and references thermaid Woijtak et al. 2008), although galaxy-mass halos haweewhat
more radial orbits than cluster-sized halos (Ascasibar &l6Glwel 2008). Also a similar shape of anisotropy profilédsdn N-body+SPH
simulations of merging spirals galaxies, including gag,\ith a ratio of anisotropy to virial radius that is ten timawaller I.
M). Moreover, dissipationle®g-body simulations (cosmological and binary mergers) iati¢hat the anisotropy is linearly related to the
slope of the density profile (Hansen & Moore 2006), althourghttend is less clear in elliptical galaxies formedvirbody+SPH simulations
as merger remnants of spiral galaxiZOOG}a,lme of the dynamical interaction of the stellar, dark enathd dissipative
gas components.

In this paper, we derive and test the mathematics of the nmwession. We begin in Sedi_2.1 with a reminder on the kinamat
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deprojection of isotropic systems, followed by the massiision of isotropic systems in Sect.[2.2. We then develogat /2.3 our algorithm
for the kinematic deprojection of anisotropic systems, iarslect[2.# we deduce the mass profile with the Jeans equ@)idn Sect[B, we
test our mass inversion methods.

The reader in a hurry might want to skip the mathematicalidets)he will find the general anisotropic deprojectiomnfalae in
equation [(3R), with special cases given in equatién$ (38Jidit orbits], [4%) [circular orbits], and in equatiois ) g2onstant3 < 1,
Osipkov-Merritt, Mamon-tokas, and Diemand-Moore-Stjdeith C given in Tabld® and kernel&; given in equationd(37) [constant
B < 1], @8) [Osipkov-Merritt], [53) [Mamon-t.okas], anf{b1) [Bmand-Moore-Stadel]. The formulae for the mass inversiiihe found
in equations[(69) [general[{4) [radial[{76) [circylaand [83) [constanB < 1, Osipkov-Merritt, Mamon-tokas, and Diemand-Moore-
Stadel] with the samé'; and kernels, and witfs also given in TablE]2.

In the very late stages of this work, we came across a draftaif &va @), who independently developed an analogoeethiod for
anisotropic kinematic deprojection. Whm al. puoe a general formula for kinematic deprojection, the preadicle also provides
simpler formulae for the kinematic deprojection with sfiecsimple anisotropy profiles, as well as general and spefdfimulae for the
mass profile.

2 METHOD
2.1 Kinematic deprojection of isotropic systems

We begin by reviewing the mathematical formalism for theckiratic deprojection of isotropic systems. ®irmuctural projection equation
relating the space densipy(r) to the (projected) surface densiy(R):

20 = [~ gz [T A0 @

is inverted through the usual Abel transform, whose dddwaive recall in appendikJA, as we will use it in the followinglsection. One
then recovers the well-knowstructural deprojectioror Abel inversionequation

1 [dn dR
p(T) = _;‘/’r E (R2 —7‘2)1/2 N (8)

In the case of isotropic velocities one can express the ghagjedynamical pressubgc? . in terms of the dynamical pressyser? with
theisotropic kinematical projection equatiponbtained by settingg = 0 in the anisotropic kinematic projection equatibh (5):

oo
rdr

0—7
P \/7_R2

Equation [9) is the strict analog to equati@h (7), where theer density is replaced by the dynamical presswre= p o and the surface
densityY: is replaced by projected pressufe= EGIOSE With these replacements, the structural deprojectiontaquég) turns into the
isotropic kinematical deprojection equation

Piolr) = o(r) 0 (P)sm0 = —= / o %

Yot =2 9)

(10)

2.2 Mass inversion of isotropic systems

Now, from the stationary non-streaming spherical Jeanatemu[3), with the isotropic conditior3(= 0), the total mass profile is trivially

2 dplbo_lig/“’g dR

CGp dr mGpdr dR VRZ —¢2°

é\%h the variable substitutio®® = ru, we can avoid the singularity in the surface term of the deire of the integral of equatiof _({L0) or
) by writing

M(r) = (11)

oy 1A [TAP AR 1 [T wdw 1 (TP RaR_ )
PisolT") = dr  wdr . dR VRZ -2 « | W —1  mr dR?2 VRZ — 2’

whereP”(R) = d? P/dR?. Inserting the right-hand-side of equatién](12) into thetfiquality of equatiori(11), we then obtain teetropic
mass inversion equation

/ > d*(Zon,) RdR
dR? 2 2
M(T) = _L - ) It ! ’ (13)

G Az dR
. dRVRE 2

3 Given the isotropy, the space velocity dispersion is equéie radial velocity dispersion, so we drop the subscript ‘
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Mass inversion of spherical systems5

Table 1.Nomenclature

Definition full expression  abbreviated expression
space radius r

projected radius R

projected pressure X 01205 P

radial pressure po? P

tangential pressure pcrg po=(1-8)p
anisotropy 1—o02/o? B

circular velocity GM(r)/r v

where we used the structural deprojection equafibn (8)flace the density in the denominator. The isotropic massréion equation can
be further simplified, expressing teicular velocity, v2 = GM/r afl

2y 1 [*d&P RdR
0=y | v o

Unfortunately, the mass and circular velocity profiles iiegjthe second derivative of the (observable) projectesquneP = Yo (R). The

singularity (R2 —2)7"%in the numerators of equatioris {13) ahdl(14) prevents ome éxpressing the mass profile with single integrals
derivatives of the projected dynamical pressure aftertalsig integration by parts.

2.3 Kinematic deprojection of systems of arbitrary known arisotropy profile
2.3.1 General anisotropy

The anisotropic kinematic projection equatigh (5) is $yivalid for non-circular orbits (finite3). For circular orbits ¢, = 0) equation[(%)
yields

dr
P(R) =2 R? S — 15
where
po=(1—-B)p=po;
is thetangential dynamical pressurdo guide the reader, Tallé 1 reviews the nomenclature adapthis paper.
We repeat the steps of the standard (isotropic) Abel inver@hppendixXA), now defining
=~ RdR
J(r) = i P 7\/Tr2 (16)
dpP
— 2 —r2d 17
/T ar VE R, (17
where equatior(17) is obtained by integration by parts §tivéace term is 0 foP(R) oc R~ with a > 1).
For non-circular orbits, inserting the projected presgate [3]) into the definition of/ (eq. [18]), one finds
* RdR >~ R? sds

RdR >® ds [°* R3dR
- _ 9
/psds/ N o) 2/7. Bp . /T N R (19)

5/ [2—( +1> 6]psds7 (20)

where equatiori{19) is obtained after reversing the ordartegration and the two inner integrals of dq.1(19) are warth and (7 /4) (r* +
s?), respectively. Differentiating equatidn_{20), one has

(clij {1— p+/ Bp— ] (21)
-

4 We've never encountered in the literature the mass profiiéenrin this direct fashion, althoum&m::\ve the equivalent expression

r2 /°° d(P’/R)  dR
wp(r) drR JVRZ =2

The expression in equation_(14) seems preferable as tlegatiffation is performed in a single pass.

v2(r) =

© 2009 RAS, MNRASD00Q, 000—-000
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Now, equation[(1l7) can be differentiated to yield
&/ [TdP_dR
dr dR VRZ — 2
where the second equality in equatibnl(22) comes from eguéiid). Equationg§(21) and (22) yield

—T T Piso (7”) 5 (22)

por) =)= [ p %L 23)

Equation[[2B) is an implicit integral equation femwith pis, (eq. [20]) and3 known. For finite3 < 1, we solve forp by differentiating
equation[(ZB), to get the differential equation

/I Tﬂ,—’_ﬂ E_ p;so

P =3 v71-3" (24)
Now, if we write

,_rf+Bp _1d(gp) (25)

1-8 r g dr '’
then equationg (24) and {25) lead to
L% gpie
r)=——— ds, 26
ooy [ (26)

where the upper limit at infinity ensures that the radial guesp = po? does not reach negative values at a finite radial distance. Bu
equation[(2b) directly gives

dinf  —rpg' +p

dlnr ~ 1-8 °

hence

9(r) = 9(r1) exp (— = d—) (27)

for any arbitraryr;. With equation[(2l7), equatioh (P6) leads to
"sB 4P ds - Tt 4B AL ple
p</ =7 > / e“’( / =4 t) -5
[ [Pt 4B At pl
/r exp( /T - t>1_/3ds7 (28)

where the second equality is obtained adopting= 7.
One wishes to avoid the second derivative of the observabBsoccurs in the expression of equatibnl (12) g (r), which will
amplify any uncertainties on the measurements of these@isles. Integrating by parts the integral in equatiod (2&) finally obtain

p(r)

o peo(r) [T As(rs) ds
p(T’) - 1 _/B(T) _/T plso(s)l — 6(8) S ’ (29)
wherep;s, is given in equation (10), and where
Ag(r,s) = 153(7;23) exp (—/ tfj_ﬂﬁ %) ; (30)

which is provided in TablEl2 for various simple anisotropydeis.
One may prefer to use the tangential dynamical pressureadsif the radial one, as it can be expressed in a slightlylsirfgom:

_/ exp (—/ %%) Piods (31)
= Piso(r)—/r pisolfﬂ exp <—/T %%) %,

= o) — / Preo(s) B (r, ) 52 | (32)

S

po(r)

as similarly derived in AppendixIB, and where

Bg(r,s) = 153(;)(3) exp (—/ % %) , (33)

(© 2009 RAS, MNRASDOG, 000-000




Mass inversion of spherical systems7

Table 2. Terms in equation§ (34 (52) arid [67) for specific anisgtimofiles

Anisotropy model Ag(r, s) Bg(r, s) Ca(r) Dg(r)
(eq. [30]) (eq.[[3B]) (eqlIB2]) (ed187])
B [r\F/1-8) 3 [r\P/1-8) 1 8 (3-28)8
SO SO s e
1-8 \s 1-p8 \s 21-8 1-8
. . s\? 72 +a? r2 — s2 s\? r2 — 52 r r\?2 2 +5a?
Osipkov-Merritt (eq.[4b]) (Z) T P ( 52 ) (Z) exp (W) - (Z) o
r+a s (r+2a)s r\ r+2a 2r
Mamon-t okas (eq[[49]) s+a (s + 2a) (s +2a)? (a) a a+r
(al/3 —s1/3 3 (al/3 —s1/3 2 1/3 £ ,1/3 _ 9..1/3
Diemand-Moore-Stadel (eq58]) s”3g /3 ( ) ! 2 (f) u
3 \a al/3 —p1/3

(a1/3 — r1/3)4 (a1/3 — r1/3)3 (a1/3 — r1/3)3

Notes: the Diemand-Moore-Stadel values are restricted<toa.

which is provided again in Tablé 2 for our simple anisotropydels. The radial pressure is then simply) = po(r)/[1 — B(r)]-

The expressions for the dynamical pressure (radial or t#impare made of single integrals involvings,, which is a single integral
itself. Hence, the dynamical pressure is expressed in tefohsuble integrals. For simple anisotropy profiles, we darpéify the dynamical
pressure to single integrals by inserting the expressiopifo(s) (eq. [10]) in equation(32) and inverting the order of intgon. This yields

1 [*dP Rop B dt ds
polr) = plSO(THE/T @dR/T 1—56Xp<_ ; 1—5?)8 T

1 <, R ds
= puolr) + — / P'(R)dR / Bp(r, s) ———— (34)

sV R? — s2

and for simple3(r), the inner integral can be expressed in closed form, as wergimasee.

2.3.2 Case offinitg =cst< 1
Equation[[2D) withAz from Tabld2 leads to

_ piso() B sa-s [T —s/a-sds
p(?”) =71 g(,«) — (1 — ﬂ)2 r /T Diso S 5 (35)

Using equation[(34) wittBs from Tabld 2, one obtains a single integral representatiothe tangential dynamical pressure

%) R
1 B s/a-p dpP —B/(1-B) ds
= iso - = d ————————]
po(r) p (r)+71'1—ﬂr i dR R B § svVRZ — 52
B 1 B 1 [TdP r
= Piso(r) + 2n 1—08r /T dR Kost (R) dE, (36)

where the second equality of equatibnl(36) is obtained wigrchange of variable= 1 — s /R%. The dimensionless kernel in equatibnl(36)
is

Kest(u) =u/0~# B (1 — 2, % —%> , (37)

whereB(x,a,b) = ["t*~" (1—t)"~'dt is the incomplete Beta function. Integrating by parts titegral in equatior({36), we finally obtain
after some algebra a single integral expression for thestatigg pressure that does not depend on derivatives of theredtions:

po(r) = piso(r) + % _B [rﬁ/um/o}(R) R-(H/0-8) g <1_r_2 1 _ﬂ_/2> dR - 2(1-8) ~ P(R) dR] . (38)

(1-8)* R272 1-p JRZ_12 R
The surface terniz~ /") B [1 — r?/R?,1/2,-8/(2 (1-8))| P(R) that occurs in the integration by parts goes to Gkas» cc. Indeed,
forz = r/Randc = —3/2/(1 — ), one hast'™2¢ B(1 — z%,1/2,¢) = —x/c + O(z*) and moreoverP — 0. In practice, if a

programming language does not provide the incomplete Betetibn, but only the regularized incomplete Beta functias (x, a,b) =
B(z,a,b)/B(a,b) = T'(a + b)B(z,a,b)/[I'(a)I'(b)], one should then be careful thatb) diverges when the last terbrin the incomplete

© 2009 RAS, MNRASD00, 000—-000



8 Gary A. Mamon and GweaBole

Beta function is a negative integer, i.e. wher= 2n/(2n + 1) = 2/3,4/5,6/7... (n being a positive integer). Luckily3(z, a, b) always
converges to finite valub.
In the limit 3 — 0 everywhere, equations (35), {36), ahdl(38) all reduggt) = piso(r), as expected.

2.3.3 Case of radial orbitsg = 1

For radial orbits, differentiation of equatidn {23) leads t
() = —rploo(r) = 1 [*d’P RdR

p - plso - dR_2 7\/@ .

m

39)

2.3.4 Case of circular orbits8 — —oo

For circular orbits, we proceed in a similar fashion: insgrthe projected pressure (elg.]15]) into the definitiow/ ¢&q. [18]), one finds

I = 2/"" R*dR >~ ds
VR, VsveE_Rr
s i 2 2 ds
= §/T pg(r +s)?, (40)
and

dJ ~ ds
= <p0_/7. pg?> . (41)

Equations[(2R) and[(41) lead to

d /1 dJ ; pe _ o+ _ 1d(fpe)
[ (i 20 _p == 42
dr (71'7‘ dr) Pot . Piso f dr (42)
whose solution is given by = r:
[, 1 [~
pQ(T) - _; / Piso sds = piso(r) + ; / Piso ds 5 (43)

where the 2nd equality is found by integration by parts, fdrich the surface termlim, .. 7 piso(r), vanishes fordlnp/dInr +
dln M/dInr < 0 (as derived from the Jeans equatibh [3]), as is the case &sonable mass and tracer density profiles. Insegting
(eq. [10]) into equatior{{43) and inverting the order of gragion, we finally obtain the single integral expressiontfie tangential pressure:

=L [ [t oot ()] an

2.3.5 Case of Osipkov-Merritt anisotropy

For the Osipkov-Merritt (Osipkdv 1979; Merlitt 1985) artisipy

7_2

= 45
equations[(3]1) reduces to
oo 2 _ .2 e} 2 2
po(r) = —/T exp <—%) Pisods = (po7), . (r) = % /T exp (T 2a28 > Piso s ds (46)

where the last equality is again obtained after integratipparts or from equatiofi (82). Equatidn34) yields (sedd@pa single integral
representation for the tangential dynamical pressure:

r) = .(r)+ie L wng Re _ sds
bott) = Dol 2gs P 22 ) | ar " ) P\ T2 ) Voo

1 ~dpr R2 — 2
= piso(’/') + E ‘/T ﬁ KOM < 2 a2 ) dR s (47)
where the dimensionless kern€by is
Kowm(u) = V2 F(u) = \/g exp (—u2) erfiu, (48)

5 An SM macro forB(z, a, b) is available upon request.
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Mass inversion of spherical systems9

where
/T exp (—u2) erf(iu)
21
is Dawson’s integral and wheeefi(z) is the imaginary error function. Note that Dawson’s intéggavailable in most software packages for

mathematical functiorl® Equation[[4¥) can also be found by inserting the expressiop:f, (s) (eqg. [10]) into equatior{46) and reversing
the order of integration.

F(u) = g exp (—u2) erfiu =

2.3.6 Case of Mamon-tokas anisotropy

For the simple anisotropy profile that Mamon & t.okas (2005h)fd to fit well ACDM halos
1 r

/B(r)zir_'_a? (49)
one obtains

>, ds oo ds
pg(r) = - (7' +2 a) ‘/T Piso m = piso(T) - (7' +2 a) ‘/T Piso m , (50)

where the first equality is from equatidn{31), while the setone is obtained after integration by parts or from equei@). Equation(34)
now yields (see Tablg 2) the single integral expressiontfertangential dynamical pressure:

[e) R
r/2+a 5 1 dpP ds
= - r - iso - 2
po(r) = — == p(r)on(r) Piso(r) + — (r+ a)/f _dR/T- +20° VRE—5°
1r+2a 4P R r
- plso(r) + ; a2 /T dR KML (Ey a) dR7 (51)

where the dimensionless kern€hir,, usingX = R/a, x = r/a andy = s/a, is

Kun(X,z) =

[ =
VX2 -y (y+2)?

cos ™ H(z/X)
1 de
- X / ’ )
o (cosO +2/X)

- X2 - 4 tan~t | /22X jX = for X < 2
4-X2 242 (4 — X2)3/? 24XV X+=z ’
_ 1 d+o)v2—u for X =2, (53)

12 (2+a)%2

/X2 2 _ _
! Xt 4 tanh ™ * X-2 [X-z forX > 2,
X2—-4 24z (X2 —4)%/? X+2\V X+z

where equation[(32) is found through the variable subgiituy = X cos 0. Equations[(51) and(52) can also be found by inserting the
expression fopiso (eq. [10]) into equatior{(30) and reversing the order ofgra¢ion.

2.3.7 Case of generalized Mamon-t.okas anisotropy

The velocity anisotropies in halos in cosmologi¢albody simulations do not always fit the Mamon-tokas formuigq (@9]), but instead,
B(r) shows halo to halo variations in its limits at= 0 andr — oo 8). Hence, a more general form for the aropy
profile is (e.gl Tiret et al. 2007)

B(r) = Bo+ (Bss — Po) T—T—a .

The Mamon-tokas anisotropy is the special case With= 0 and3.. = 1/2. For3, < 1 and3.. < 1, inserting equation (34) into
equation[(3M1) yields, after some algebra:

po(r) = _pPo/(1=Fo) [(1=Boo) 7+ (1 — Bo) a]ﬁoo/(lfﬁoo)*ﬁo/(lfﬁo)

(54)

x / s~ UP0) [(1 = Boo) s+ (1= Bo) @]/ 17 P0) =P/ UmBoe) i s (55)

For By < fss = 1, the same procedure gives

6 SM macros forrfi(x) and Dawson's”(z) are available upon request.

(© 2009 RAS, MNRASD00, 000—-000



10 Gary A. Mamon and GweigBole

pe(T) = —exp r/a Tﬁo/(lfﬁo) = exp | — 'S/a‘ 8*130/(1*,50) pi,so ds . (56)
1—Bo , 1—Po

Forfee < Bo = 1]3 we similarly obtain

po(r) = —exp (_1 a/; > Poo/ (1= Boo) / exp <1 a/; > 5o/ (=Bo0) 1t o (57)

The integrals of equations (55]). {56), ahdl(57), are esslgntiouble integrals, since they involyé,, (eq. [12]). Single integral solutions do
not appear to be possible to derive, even for the simple dasge & 0 (unlessB. = 1/2, i.e. the Mamon-tokas anisotropy model).

2.3.8 Case of Diemand-Moore-Stadel anisotropy

Finally for the other simple anisotropy profile that DiemaNtbore, & Stadéll (2004, Sect. 3.3.2) also found to fit We@DM halos

r\1/3
(—) r<a,
B(r) = a (58)
1 r=>a,
we obtain
1 “ : 3v2 ds
po(r) = piso(r) — @ / piso (a'/® — '/%) =7 forr <a, -
p(r) = praa(r) forr>a, (59)

where equatior(39) is obtained from equation (32), whikeebjuation[(59) comes from the pure radial orbitsifée a (eq. [58]). Again,
for r < a, the integral in equatiof ($9) is essentially a double irgbfbecause of;,,), and a single integral solution can be obtained using
equation[(34), yielding (with Tabl[d 2)

2
1 @ qp R (al/S —31/3)
polr) = o)+ o | @dR/ I i
1 “dpP R r
= pu 4 [ e (7) 4, ©0)

where the dimensionless kernel is
X (1-y)” gy

1 —1 -1
B 1 cos” (z/X) 46 - 9 cos” (z/X) 46 N cos” (z/X) W
X cos¥360 X3 [ cosl/3 0 o

r'(1/6) 2 1 1\ x°%3 r'(1/3) z? 11 _1/3 iz
ram 8 (es)) o e 2 (ean) | e (R) e

for X = R/a,x = r/aandy = s/a.

Kpus(X,z) = /z

2.3.9 General expression for the tangential pressure fecsjt anisotropy profiles

The expressions for the tangential pressure for the casemesfant, Osipkov-Merritt, Mamon-t.okas, and Diemand-keStadel anisotropy
(eqgs. [36], [4Y],[51], andT80], respectively) can all beteen in the form

1 *dpr 1 ~dpP R r T
p9(7")—piso(7“)+ﬁcﬁ(7“)/r ﬁKﬁdR_E/T i [CB(T)KB (57—)—W} dR, (62)

where the second equality of equatiénl(62) is found with qogId) and where”'s(r) and K5(X, x) are dimensionless functions such
that

R r * Bg(r,s) d
oo (3:5) = | A=Y 2

with Cg(r) given in Tabld®, and<s given in equationd (37)(#8). (b3) arld 161), respectivietyr. the Diemand-Moore-Stadel anisotropy
model, the upper integration limits in equatign](62) shooddreplaced by the anisotropy radiusThe second equality of equatidn [62)
allows the kinematic deprojection with a unique single gn&.

7 Decreasing anisotropy profiles are found for some regulknsB), although the central anisotropyeger unity.
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Mass inversion of spherical systems11

2.4 Mass profiles of spherical systems with arbitrary known aisotropy
2.4.1 General mass profile

The mass profile is obtained through stationary non-strneguspherical Jeans equatim (3), which writes

GM 2
—p—g =0 +-6p. (64)

Now, equation[(24) reads

/! p;so Tﬂl—'_/BB_ pi’so Tﬂ’+/3@
ST 1B - 1-8 a-p’ r (65)

Insertingp’ from equation[(6b) into equatioh (64) yields theneral mass inversion equati¢aropping the dependencies effior clarity):

p

~ (1= 80 S 0) = () + | B2 ) — )+ 22 ) (66)
where the dimensionless function
Da(r) = rdg/dr+ (3—-208)8 67)

1-p
is given in TabléR for four anisotropy models. Inserting gfemeral expression far, into equation[(86), and converting the mass into the
circular velocity withv?(r) = G M (r) /r gives either

(1= 8000t o20) = —riftr) + | CZZDEN [T B (= [ ) ey ] (68)
(from eq. [29]) or
(1= B plr) w2 (r) = {%‘ﬂ”m] [ ew (— [+ %) o s = 7 pho(r) (69)

(from eq. [28]). Alas, both forms (eq$.[68] arfld [69]) invelthe second derivative of the observablghence the second form (ef.]69])
seems preferable to use as it is simpler. However, for siraplsotropy profiles, the double integral of equatidns (68) &9) can be
simplified to single integrals, or equivalently, singledigtal expressions fqs, exist, which can be inserted into equatifn](66) to obtain a
single integral expression for the mass profile.

2.4.2 Case of isotropic systems

For isotropic systems3(= 0), equation[(6b) trivially leads to

'02 r) = _Tpi,so(r)
O (70)

which is equivalent to the first equality of equatiénl(11).

2.4.3 Case of finit& = cst < 1

For finite 3 = cst < 1, while equation[(60) becomes (wifhs from Tabld2)

GM , 3—28)/r _ ® sa-p)
- (1 - 6) P T—Q(T) = Piso — [%} TB/(l f / S A Diso ds 5 (71)
a single integral expression is found inserting the tarigeptessure (eql]38]) into equatidn {66) to yield

GM / 3—-2 1
7‘2 (T) = piso+ |:B( 1_5)/r:| {piso"'_% (1 _/36)2

oo 2 oo
8/(1-8) —(2-6)/(1-8) 1 B2 o(1— P(R) dR
x |:7" /TP(R)R B (1 5 1_5) dR — 2(1-f) R]} (72)

—(1-8)p

2.4.4 Case of radial orbitsg = 1

For radial anisotropy, equatioris {39) ahdl(64) simply yield
GM(r

p(r) SO

However, using the change of variablBs= r cosh u, the last equality of equatiop (39) yields

= 3Plso + T Pivo -

© 2009 RAS, MNRASD0Q, 000—-000



12 Gary A. Mamon and GweigBole

’ Prad 1 o ) dR
= Drad | -~ PR L 73
Prad r . A R \/W ) ( )
hence, from equatiof (64):
2 1 =~ 11 111 RdR
i) = ———— 3P" + RP") ——— . 74
") =—m /T ( ) N 7

Alas, equation[{74) involves a triple differentiation oétbbservables.

2.4.5 Case of circular orbitsg — —oco

For circular orbits, the first term in the stationary noreaming spherical Jeans equatih (3) vanishes, and oné\tlethe trivial relation

'Uf (r)= 20’3 = i |:piso + 1 / Piso d5:| » (75)
p(r) r ),
where we made use of equati@nl(43) for the last equalitygtateng the last equation by parts, or equivalently, usimgagion [4%), we get
2= 2 [TdPf 1 1 (%)
ve(r) = ) /T i [m—b-rcos 7 dR. (76)

2.4.6 Case of Osipkov-Merritt anisotropy
For Osipkov-Merritt anisotropy (ed. T#5]), equatiéni(66éls to (withD s from Table2)

GM r?+a? 1 r? +a? = r?— g2
P (7”) = - a2 p;so + ; a2 + 4 T exp W pilso ds. (77)

7"2
A single integral solution to the mass profile is obtainedrseitingp, of equation[(4l) into equatiof (b6), yielding

GM r’+a ; a+—1 ex r_2 Oogex —R—2 erfi RZ—TZdR
Piso NoT P 2a? , dR P 2a? 2a?

/ 2 2y T
(T): a2 piso"’(r +5a) ﬁ

= (78)

2.4.7 Case of Mamon-tokas anisotropy

For[Mamon & tokas anisotropy (eqJ#9]), equatifnl(66) bsitgith D from Table2)

GM r+a , >, ds
P (T) =-2 Piso + 4 / Piso . (79)

72 r+2a s+2a
The single integral solution, found by insertipg from equation[(51) into equatioh (66), is

GM 2 , 4 [*aP R r
(r)= r+2a [(T+a)piso+2p1so] +m /T EKML (E,E) dR, (80)

where the dimensionless kern&l,, is given in equation (33).

r2

2.4.8 Case of Diemand-Moore-Stadel anisotropy
Finally for the anisotropy profile (ed_58]) proposed|by Biend et al. (2004), equatidn (66) leads to (with from Table2)

o =3\ GM , 2/3 (543 —3r1/3 1/ fdp R a
_ <T p—r2 (r) = piso — (ar2)1/3 R YERYE Piso + (@15~ 7“1/3)3 /T iR Kpwms (E’ E) dR| , (81)

for r < a, and to the radial solution (ed._74]) for> a.

2.4.9 General form of the mass profile for specific anisotqomyiles

Inserting equation§ (12) and(62) into equatiod (66), omeot#ain a general form for the mass profiles for the constaisb&ropy, Osipkov-
Merritt, Mamon-tokas, and Diemand-Moore-Stadel anisofrprofiles:

GM(r) 1 [ [ Dga(r) T dpP R d?p
—[1—5(7“)]/)(7“)7,—2—5[ {T [CB(T)KB—W @_\/ﬁd—}?}(ﬂ%’ (82)

where, for the Diemand-Moore-Stadel anisotropy profile ghisotropy radiug should be used for the upper integration limits. Equafid}) (8
allows to express the mass profile as a unique single intefitak observations, whei@s(r) and Ds(r) are given in Tabl€]2, while the
kernel K 5 is given by equation$ (37)._(#8). (53), add](61) for the camsanisotropy, Osipkov-Merritt, Mamon-tokas, and Dielhdvoore-
Stadel anisotropy models, respectively. Equivalentlyzagign [82) can be used to formulate the circular velocitfife
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o 1 > R AP  Ds(r) r apr
vc(r)—m/r {mdm Br [CB(T)KB(R,T)—W} dR}dR (83)

For isotropic models, equation (83) withs; = Cs = Kz = 0 recovers the second equality in equation (14).
In practice, writing the tracer density a¢r) = p(a) p(r/rs), wherer; is the characteristic scale of the tracer, the projectesspre
asP(R) = P(rs) P(R/rs), equation[(8B) yields

ver) 17 _ B0/ [rreptra)) [Tf X dP_ Ds(rer) & ]ap
[ )} T =80 ﬁ(r/rs)/x { /X2 — 72 dX2 - |:CB(T5$)KB X2—1’2:| dX}dX

X(rs) r/Ts
[mrs p(rs)] (1= B(r)] p(r/rs)

cosh (dex/z)v _
X / P"(x coshu) coshu — L’B (rsz) [Cs(rsz) Ks(x coshu,x) sinhu — 1] P'(x coshu) du (84)
T
0

wherez = r/rs;, X = R/r,, and where the second equality of equat(od (84) is usefwddalahe singularity atX = =, integrating out to
the equivalent of, say,0 7, i.e. Ximax = 107, /7. All quantities on the right-hand side of the two equaliliequation[[84) are known
or assumed (the anisotropy profile). In particular, the maoe of the factor in front of the integral of the first eqalof equation[(8K) is a
function of the shape of the tracer density profile, found Inglinversion (eq[]8]) of the surface density profile.

3 TESTS
3.1 Accuracy

We test our mass inversion equations, on four anisotropyefsodsotropic, constant, Osipkov-Merritt and Mamon-tek&or each of
these anisotropy models, we compute the projected preasimg equatior({6), with the kernels given|by Mamon & t 0ka80h, 2006),
evaluated on a logarithmic grid from = 0.01r, to 1007 in steps of 0.2 dex. The projected pressukd¥s?) were differentiated after
cubic spline interpolation and the integral of equatlor) (88s performed in steps obsh ™' (R/r) out to 100 5. We choose our mass and
anisotropy models by placing ourselves in the context cftelts of galaxies. We assume a one-component NFW )
for which the dimensionless density and mass profiles caxfressed as

~ p(zrs) (In2 —1/2)""

pla) = M(rs)/ (4nrd) ~ z(@+1)2 (85)
~ _ M(zrs) _ In(z+1)—z/(z+1)
M@ = a0 = 2 1/2 ’ (86)

wherer; is the scale radius, where the slope of the density profile2iswe make no use of our assumption that the total and traceitglen
profiles are proportional.

The anisotropy proflle for dark matter particles ACDM halos of the masses of clusters is close to the Mamon-4.okadel

d8; Mamon ef al. 2009vainisotropy radiug ~ 0.18 r200 (Mamon & tokak) 010.275 rag0 =
117 .). We adopt a scaling @f= r, for the Mamon-tokas model and for the Osipkov-Merritt modeiwell, and we adopt
a constant anisotropy model that is fairly radial but caesiswith the anisotropy seen iCDM halos:5 = 0.4.

Figure[d shows the comparison of the circular velocity pesfibbtained from the mass inversion equation (83) with the ¢ircular
velocity profiles. Despite the double differentiation oé throjected pressure, the circular velocity (hence masd)igs are recovered to a
few percent relative accuracy or be%xcept at the innermost point where the mass is overestintgtd to 10% in the four anisotropy
models, because of the inaccurate cubic-spline interipalaf P(R) near the edges. The accuracy of the mass inversion is even ifete
use a finer grid to measure the projected pressure beforeithe spline interpolation of’(R) and subsequent mass inversion: for example
with the OM anisotropy, the maximum relative error in theawsred mass decreases with grid size from 9% (0.2 dex stes§% (0.02
dex steps).

3.2 Robustness to small data samples

We next test the accuracy of the recovered mass profiles vhigetiatta is sparse and noisy. We consider the case of veloeagumements

in a cluster of galaxies. We assume that the cluster has 5@8ured velocities withih r; (which is roughly the cluster virial radius), and
assume for simplicity that we have line-of-sight velociigpersions measured in 10 equal size radial bins centeoed Gr25 to4.75 rs.

With N = 50 velocities per bin, the velocity dispersions are known telative accuracy of /1/2/(N—1) = 10.1% (e.g. Lupto! 3)

and we fold this noigkinto the predicted line-of-sight velocity dispersion pl&fiusing the same seed for the random number generator
for all four anisotropy profiles. We extrapolate the progecpressures to larger radii by fitting a power-lawR¢R) using the last 5 data

8 Both mass inversion and deprojection appear to be unstatddiar < r5 for the Mamon-t.okas anisotropy model wheiis exactly set to-s, when using
ourMathemat ica routines (but this odd behavior is not present when testéu ether software). The figure shows the case 1.001 rs.

9 We neglect the noise on the uncertain surface density prefilich contributes negligibly to the noise in the projectedssure in comparison to the noise
in the velocity dispersion.
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Figure 1. Left: Adopted anisotropy profiles: isotropisdlid black ling, Osipkov-Merritt (eq.[[4b], witha = r5, dotted red ling, Mamon-tokas (eq[T49],
with @ = rg, short dashed green lingand3 = cst = 0.4 (long dashed blue line Right: Accuracy of the mass inversion (in the absence of noised ot
inferred (eq.[[8B], using ed.]6] to first evaluateon logarithmic grid of 0.2 dex steps, and using the dimersgsfunctions of Table] 2, and the dimensionless
kernels of equation§ 48[ ]53], arld [37], for the latteretdranisotropy models) over true NFW mass profiles for the doigotropy models shown in the left
panel.

points, at outer linearly spaced outer radii, with the sapaeg as the data, and then fit a 4th order polynomial to thefs#served and
mock-extrapolated data. We repeated these tests 5 timeslifférent seeds for the random generator.

The left-hand panel of Figuig 2 shows the accuracy of the mmasssion is much worse than in the academic case with naenbis
particular, the extrapolation errors at radii lower thaa khwest data point make the inner mass profile inaccuratactors often greater
than 2. With the isotropic3 = 0.4, and Mamon-tokas anisotropy models, the mass profile isrtieless recovered to typically better than
20% accuracy for > 0.8 r, out to twice the radius of the last data point. However, trgd error bars show that there is a large scatter
in the accuracy of the recovered mass profile for differentioanly generated projected pressure profiles. The right-panel of Figurgl2
gives the second highest error among the five tests perforimeeach given radius and anisotropy model. Typical suchb&@entile errors
are of the order of 70% far > 0.8 r5. Surprisingly, this typical error decreases to only 20%igh adii (- > 8 r;), despite the fact that the
projected pressure is extrapolated beyond 4.5 r.

3.3 Robustness to the wrong anisotropy model

The essential ingredient to the mass inversion is the krdyeef the velocity anisotropy profile. How wrong can the massrsion be if
the incorrect anisotropy profile is used? We adopt the Mahwkas anisotropy model witlh = r, similar to what is found for cluster-mass
ACDM halos 9) and compute the projected pregsr an NFW model with this anisotropy model. We then penfthe
mass inversion assuming other anisotropy profiles to seeofffome are. In this exercise, we assume perfect data, i.eorsen

The left panel of FigurEl3 shows that the mass profile is reeavm better than 33% accuracy for all anisotropy modetsatd r, i.e.
beyond the virial radius. Within the virial radius, the Agig-Merritt underestimates the mass by as much as a factauhd2 r, but is
much more precise at very low radii. Tite= 0.4 model is accurate for > r;, as expected as it resembles there the Mamon-tokas model,
but underestimates the mass by increasingly large factoeda r < r,, and the recovered mass actually goes negative at0.17 ..
Finally, the isotropic model finds the correct mass to wid36 at all radii, usually overestimating the true mass.ragengly, atr ~ 7 r;,
all four anisotropy models lead to the correct mass to wifi§in

The right panel of FigurE]3 indicates that the recovered risasst very sensitive to the assumed anisotropy radius, @sntss is
recovered to 20% accuracy, unless the anisotropy radiussisn@ed to be 10 times lower than it actually is. This grapb af®ws that
atr ~ 3r;, (i.e. roughly two-thirds the virial radius of clusters)etmass is correctly recovered to better than 5% for our fivécelsoof
anisotropy radius.

4 DISCUSSION

The mass inversion algorithm presented in this work gelyetat]. [69]), requires two steps: 1) deprojection and 2giting the radial
pressure in the Jeans equation to derive the mass. The eejwnoj(eq.[[3P]) requires a single integral involving ofwaqtity, pis. (eq. [10])

(© 2009 RAS, MNRASDOQ, 000-000
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Figure 2. Robustness of the mass inversion to small data samipééis.Same as right panel of Figl 1, but for the projected presstofigomeasured on a
linear grid of 10 radial bins from 0.25 .75 r, with 20% relative gaussian errors on the projected presgu@. 10% errors on the line-of-sight velocity
dispersion measurements based upon 50 velocities pel biw)iaThe error bars show the standard deviations on 5 teititsdifferent seeds for the random
number generator. The points and error bars are slightfieshalong ther-axis for clarity. Right: 2nd highest error out of 5 tests on recovered mass profile.
A value of unity indicates a perfect recovery of the mass.

that is itself a single integral involving the derivative the observed projected pressure. The second step (massidnyealso requires a
single integral involving the derivative gfs,. Each differentiation of the data introduces errors, ardftil mass inversion requires three
single integrals. For the special cases of simple anisptropdels, we find it preferable to write the mass profile withrale integral
involving the double derivative of the observed projectesspure. Indeed, this requires a single smoothing oparbétore differentiation,
thus leading to more accurate results, even if the matheatdtirmulation of the deprojections and mass inversiongézh of the simple
anisotropy models has strongly increased the number otiegsan this article.

While this work (andMl.@bg)) used the Abel inversifor the kinematic deprojection, one can alternativelglygp-ourier
methods (see also Kalal & Nugent 1988 and Kalnajs cit6). Indeed, structural and kinematic projeatimbe written as
a convolution:

F(X) = / f@) K(X —2)dz,

whereX = R?,z = r*, F(X) andf(z) correspond to eithet(R) andp(r) (structural projection) oP(R) and(1— 8) p+ [~ Bpds/s
(anisotropic kinematic projection, following Wolf etlalvhich simplifies tap for isotropic kinematic projection), and where

_J =7 y<o,
K(y)_{o y>0.

Hence, with the convolution theorem, deprojection is atadiby applying an inverse Fourier transform to

Iy _LM_ i W)/ Flw) = i w MNw
fl) = = 20 = 1 sat )y oz Flw) = [+ ison)] /22 Fw),

wheref(w), K (w) and F'(w) are the Fourier transforms ¢{x), K (y) andF (| X|), respectively (note the absolute values in the last term).
A comparison of the accuracy of the two deprojection teahesgs beyond the scope of the present article.

Our mass inversion algorithm should serve as a useful tqubriio get around the mass-anisotropy degeneracy in thenese the
anisotropy profile is thought to be known. As mentioned inethe of Sect. |, there is a good convergence on the anisotrofiygs of ACDM
halos as well as those of elliptical galaxies formed by himaergers of spiral galaxies. Moreover, the anisotropy f@afimany simulations
appears linearly related to the slope of the (tracer) depsiifile (Hansen & Moote 2006), and this can be used to liftrifass-anisotropy
degeneracy. A first application of our algorithm was givetBiyiano & Salucdi (2006) for the analysis of stacked clustefrgalaxies.
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Figure 3. Robustness of the mass inversion to the wrong choice of taofsoprofile. Left: Same as right panel of Fil 1, where the true anisotropy profil
is now always am = rs Mamon-tokas model, but assuming that of the other threeotinjsy modelsRight: Same as left panel, but where the assumed
anisotropy profile is always the = rs Mamon-tokas model, but with 5 different choices fofrs.

The mass inversion technique has the advantage of prodaa:iog-paramet mass profile, which can then be used to test the popular
parametrizations of the mass profile (or alternatively efdlensity profile, the circular velocity profile or the depsitope profile).

In Sect[B, we show that, for a mock NFW galaxy cluster withdigilincreasing radial velocity anisotropy as seem\i@GDM halos
and with typical line-of-sight velocity dispersion proBlemeasured with 50 velocities per radial bin, the mass snwershould be accurate
to typically better than 70% relative errors at most radil &etter than 20% for anisotropy models other than the Osibkerritt one at
r > 8rs. The relatively high errors are a consequence of the doudsieadive of the observed projected pressurel/dR?, that enters
the mass inversion equatidn {68) br](69), through the term or in equation[(82) of(83) for the special cases of anigytimodels. The
errors are high at radii smaller than the first radial bin & tfbserved line-of-sight velocity dispersion profile. Tiflisstrates the concept
that kinematical modelling can only recover the mass anslaairtipy at radii corresponding to the projected radii ofda&a. Nevertheless,
with power-law extrapolations of the data to outer radii, st@w that the mass inversion can recover mass profiles witi gocuracy far
beyond the outermost data point. Note that the mass inveirsiolves integrals out to infinity (e.g. e@.]83]), so ong@ests that the method
should be most accurate when the tracer density profile figlsat large radii. Our use of the NFW model for the tracethts shallow
outer slope ofl In p/d Inr = —3 is thus expected to provide poorer results for the masssiwethan for steeper tracer density profiles.

We found that the recovered mass is correctly returned pignagently of the shape of the anisotropy profile at 7, and indepen-
dently of the anisotropy radius for our chosen anisotropgl@hatr = 3. A similar independence of the recovered mass on the assumed
anisotropy profile has been recently notice in the context of dwarf spheroidal and elliptical géax(for which the
dark matter may not follow the stars, which themselves dofolaw the NFW model). Howevel, Wolf et l. prove analytigathat this
robustness to the anisotropy model occurs near the thesratisiope—3. Now, the NFW model has shallower slopes everywhere, ragchi
—3 at infinite radius, Wolf et al. notice that, for density prefilsimilar to those of ellipticals and dwarf spheroidals,rédius of slope-3 is
close to the half-mass radius. In contrast, in the currenteot of clusters, the NFW model is divergent in mass (ed)[&d the concept
of half-mass radius is ill-defined. Moreover, the radius rettee mass is recovered for all anisotropy models testedriseale radii, which
is outside the virial radius, hence not comparable to theliggit radius of elliptical and dwarf spheroidal galaxi€sxing the anisotropy to
the Mamon-t.okas model (whi¢ch Mamon & t okas 2005b found to geed fit to the anisotropy profile of the halosA€ DM cosmological
simulations), the recovered mass is most robust to the aopgoradius aB r,, which is roughly two-thirds of the cluster virial radiugan
not directly comparable to the half-light radius of dwarhspoidals and ellipticals.

The mass inversion technique is thus a useful complemehetsdt of tools one has to lift the mass-anisotropy degeyénaspherical
systems. Mass inversion is certainly not the privileged, toat should be considered as one of many tools foettoratory data analysisf
spherical systems viewed in projection, in addition to ety inversion, fitting models to the line-of-sight vellyalispersion and possibly
kurtosis profiles, and fitting models, distribution funcisp orbits andV-body systems to the distribution of particles in projecpédse
space. Ideally, one would analyze the kinematics of spalesizstems using a variety of these tools. We are preparicly global analyses
on dwarf spheroidal and elliptical galaxies, as well as aupgs and clusters of galaxies.

10 Although the algorithm uses a parametrized anisotropy lprafid a smooth fit through the projected pressure profilemiass profile that comes out is
non-parametric.
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APPENDIX A: ABEL DEPROJECTION

In this appendix, we remind the reader of the derivation efdbprojection of equatioh](7) with the Abel inversion. ddes

_ [™ S(R)RdR
J(T)—/T m (Al)

Replacing®™(R) in equation[(A1) by its definition in equatiohl (7), one findierminverting the order of integration:

J(r) =2 / p(s) sds / e r2)1id(}; — (A2)

The internal integral in equatioR (A2) is equakit@2, as inferred from the substitutietn® § = (R? — r?)/(s*> — r?). Hence,

J(r)=m /Toop(s)sds,

and therefore
1 dJ
p(r) = = dr (A3)

Now integrating equatioh (A1) by parts, one gets
J(r) = lim RQ—T2Z(R)—/ 3_]2 (R2_T2)1/2 dR, (A4)

For all realistic density profiless(R) falls faster thanR™!, as is the case for the surface density profiles of globulastets, elliptical
galaxies and clusters of galaxies. Hence, the surface teeguation[(A#) is zero and one can write

dJ < dy dR
WZT/ dR (R2 — 2)1 2" o

Inserting the derivative off of equation [[Ab) into equatio (A3) leads to equatibh (8)e Burface term that survived whéh < 1/R
disappears in the derivative.

APPENDIX B: KINEMATIC DEPROJECTION FOR THE TANGENTIAL DYNA  MICAL PRESSURE

In this appendix, we derive equatiofis(31) and (32) for thgeatial dynamical pressure.
Differentiating equatior{23), one finds to get the diffai@nequation

’ B pe /
o FY B1
Po 1_5 r Piso ( )

Now, if we write

I

then equationg (B1) anf(B2) lead to

pg(?‘) = _% / fp;so ds ) (BS)

where the upper limit at infinity ensures that = (1 — 3) p o2 does not reach negative values at a finite radial distandee@uation[BP)
directly gives
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dlnf B(r)

dlnr ~ 1-8(r)’

hence

9(r) = g(r1) exp (— |+ d—) (B4)

for any arbitraryr,. With equation[(B%), equatiof (B3) allows one to recoveragipn [31):

pg(”l‘) = —exXp (/ % %) / exp <—/ % %) p;so d87
== —/ exp (_/ % %) p;so d87 (BS)

where the second equality is obtained adopting= 7.
Integrating by parts the integral in equatién{B5), we fipadicover equatio (32)

po(r) = piso(r) —/ piso% exp (—/ % %) % .
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