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ABSTRACT

Context. The Navarro—Frenk—White (NFW) density profile is often usednodel gravitational lenses. Fey < 0.1 (wherexs is a
parameter that defines the normalization of the NFW lenapial— corresponding to galaxy and galaxy group mass sealdigh
numerical precision is required to accurately computers¢geiantities in the strong lensing regime.

Aims. We obtain analytic solutions for several lensing quartif@ circular NFW models and their elliptical (ENFW) and pde-
elliptical (PNFW) extensions, on the typical scales whenaviational arcs are expected to be formed, in#hes 0.1 limit, by
establishing their domain of validity.

Methods. We approximate the deflection angle of the circular NFW maahel derive analytic expressions for the convergence and
shear for the PNFW and ENFW models. We obtain the constaturtdis curves (including the tangential critical curve)ich are
used to define the domain of validity of the approximationsemmploying a figure-of-merit to compare with the the exaanetical
solutions. We compute the deformation cross section agfaefucheck of the validity of the approximations.

Results. We derive analytic solutions for iso-convergence contamd constant distortion curves for the models consideresl hige
also obtain the deformation cross section, which is giverhased form for the circular NFW model and in terms of a oratisional
integral for the elliptical ones. In addition, we provideimple expression for the ellipticity of the iso-convergeraontours of the
pseudo-elliptical models and the connection of charasttertonvergences among the PNFW and ENFW models.

Conclusions. We conclude that the set of solutions derived here is gdgereturate fors < 0.1. For low ellipticities, values up to
ks ~ 0.18 are allowed. On the other hand, the mapping among PNFWhenBNIFW models is valid up tes ~ 0.4. The solutions
derived in this work can be used to speed up numerical codiemsure their accuracy in the lowregime, including applications
to arc statistics and other strong lensing observables.
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1. Introduction: Bayliss 12012;| Wiesner etial. 2012, Erben et al., in prep),
. . .._.as well as in images targeting clusters (Luppino et al. 1999;
Gravitational arcs are powerful tools to probe the massndlstEbe"nq et al.[ 2001 Zaritskv & Gonzalez 2003 Smith et al.

bution in galaxies|(Koopmans et al. 2009, Barnabé Gl aI1202|2005; Sand et al. 2005; Hennawi el al. 2008; Kauschlet al);2010
Suyu et al. [ 2012) 6}”‘?‘ clusters_of ga(la>_<|§es (Kovier 'Lngai?‘foresh et dl. 2011; Furlanetto et lal. 201.3; Postman! et ag)201
Miralda-Escudel 1993, Hattori etal. 1997, _Comerford et aly galaxies [ (Ratnatunga et al. 1999; Fassnacht étall 2004
200(’)'. In addition, their abundance can help to constrai Csojton et g, 2006; Willis et all_2006; Moustakas et al. 2007;
mological models|(Bartelmann et al._1998; Golse et al. 200¢/ b 5" Dell Antonic 2008:[Faure et al. 2008; Jackson 2008).
Eartelmann etal.l 2003] Meneghetti et al. 2005; _Jullo et %oreover, the upcoming wide-field surveys, such as the Dark
010). . . . Energy Surve¥(Annis et all 2005, Frieman et al., in prep; Lahav
Two techniques have been used to extract information frogp 5 “in prep), which started taking data in 2012, are etquec
gravitational arcs. The first iarc-statistics counting arcs as , getect strong lensing systems in the thousands, aboutlan o
a function ?f their propertlefs, su<|:h as the an?\svh'thHv'mh of magnitude more than the current homogeneous samples.
tio_or angular separation, for a lens sample (Wu & Hammer  \yidely used model for representing the radial distribatio
1993; |Grossman & Saha_1994; _Bartelmann & Welss_199; gark matter from galaxy to cluster of galaxies mass scales
Bartelmann et al. 1995; Bartelmann _1995). The seconit-is 5 the Navarro—Frenk—White profile (Navarro et al. 1996,7,99

verse modelingusing arcs in individual clusters or galaxies aimpareafter NFW), whose mass density is given by
ing to determine the mass distribution of the lens and source '

properties/(Kneib et al. 1998; Keeton 2001b; Golse et al220Q(r) = Lz (1)
Wayth & Webstéef 2006; Jullo et/al. 2007, 2010). (r/rs)(1+r/rs)

These approaches have motivated arc searches in wide figlerers andps are the scale radius and characteristic density,
surveys|(Gladders et lal. 2003; Estrada et al. 2007; Cabaméc erespectively. It is useful to define the characteristic @gence
2007; | Belokurov et al. 2009; Kubo etial. _2010; Kneibetal. rgps
2010;[Gilbank et all 2011; Wen etlal. 2011; More et al. 201%s = Teri )
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as a mass parameter, wherZg; is the critical sur- marks. In AppendikA we present the expressions for the poten

face mass density_(Schneider etlal. 1992; Petters et al.; 200d! derivatives of elliptical models. In AppendiX¥ B we pide

Mollerach & Roulet 2002). fitting functions giving upper limits oks for the validity of the
Some observational properties of many arcs systems (s@¢talytical solutions as a function of ellipticity.

as arc multiplicity, relative positions, morphology) ingpthat

the mass distribution of the lens is not axially symmetri - .

Furthermore, results from N-body simulations prgdic¥m 2. Definitions and notation

matter halos are typically triaxial in shape and can be mow/e present below some basic definitions of gravitationaditem

eled by ellipsoids|(Jing & Suto 2002; Maccio et al. 2007). An order to set up the notation throughout this work. More de-

first approximation to model realistic lenses is to consieler tails on the subject can be found, say, in Schneider|et 28219

liptical lens models, where the ellipticity is introducether on [Petters et al! (2001), and Mollerach & Rolilet (2002)

the mass distribution (the so-called elliptical modelfari@mm The lensing properties are encoded in the lens equation,

1990;| Barkana 1998; Keeton 2001b; Ogurietal. 2003) or avhich relates the observed image positéio a given source

the lensing potential (the so-called pseudo-ellipticaldels, positions (both with respect to the optical axis). By defining the

Blandford & Kochanek 1987; Kassiola & Kovner 1993; Kneillength scalegy on the lens plane angh = &Dos/DoL on the

2002;/ Golse & Kneih 2002). While elliptical models are genegource plane, wher®os andDo, are the angular-diameter dis-

ally more realistic, they are usually much more time-conisigm tances to the lens and source planes, respectively, thedgras

for lensing calculations than are pseudo-elliptical oAssa con-  tion is given in its dimensionless form by

sequence, both have been used in the literature, dependthg o

application. y=Xx-a(x), 3)

In this work we consider both elliptical and pseUdOWherey = n/10, X = £/&o anda(x) = (ID;BDLS)&(&X)’ wherea”
oYos

elliptical lens models in which the radial mass dIStI’IthIO.S the deflection angle due to the lensing mass distribution.

is given by the projected NFW profile. When used to rep- ; ; . .
resgent Ienges onpgailactic mass se:ales (see, e.q.,/Asanp 2600 roperties of the local mapping are described by the Jasobia

Davis et al! 2003; Vegetti & Koopmans 2009; Suyu ei al. po12atnx of Eq.(3)

Ludlow et al{ 2013), the characteristic convergence of tFr_MN Jij(x) = &ij — dij(X). 4)
model (Eq.[(2)) takes very low values. For instance, lensirsg . _ _ )

tems withMago < 10Mph 2, . < 1 and sources withs = 27, The two eigenvalues of this matrix are written as

have values df ks < 0.05. In this regime high numerical Preci- 1 (x) = 1 — x(x) + v(x) and A(x) = 1 — k(xX) — v(x 5
sion is required to accurately compute the functions inedlin ) K9+ 709 (9 K09 =7(). ®)
gravitational lensing, such as the deflection angle anceitvar  where

tives. Therefore, the numerical codes become either slower 1
worse, they provide unreliable results as we go to low vatifes«(x) = 5 (d1a1(X) + d2a2(X)) (6)
Ks.

Thisfissxe hlas. apparentkljy not betlan_adldressed _i(gw;?ehlitqgathe convergence ang(x) = /ﬁ(X) +92(x), is the shear,
ture so far. A solution is to obtain analytical expressiamisic yhich has components

are valid in this regime, providing at the same time a fast a
reliable way to compute the relevant lensing functions.hiis t 1 1
work, we present approximations for the deflection angle; co”2(X) = > (01a1(X) — B202(X)), y2 = 5 (0122(X) + 0201(x)) .(7)
vergence, and shear of the circular, pseudo-elliptical, ellip- . e 1 .
tical NFW models in the strong lensing regime. We use thefjagnification n the radial direction is given by (x) and in the
to derive analytical solutions for iso-convergence corgparit-  t2ngential byl;~(x). Points satisfying the conditiong(x) = 0
ical curves, and constant distortion curves. We Comparsethémd/lt(x) = 0 are the radial and tangential critical curves, respec-
solutions with the exact calculations to determine a dorodin tVely- Mapping these curves onto the source plane, we otai
validity for these approximations. Moreover, for applioas to  c0rresponding caustics.
arc statistics, we apply these solutions to the calculatfotine
deformation cross section. 3. Solutions for iso-convergence contours and

The outline of this work is as follows. In Seli. 2 we presenta ...

; e , o : critical curves

few basic definitions of lensing quantities and introdueerib-
tation used in this paper. In Selct. 3 we show the approximsatidn this section we present the approximations for the lensin
for the lensing functions of the circular NFW model and theilunctions of the the circular NFW (Se€f.B.1), the PNFW (Sect
extension to the pseudo-elliptical NFW (PNFW) and elligtic [3:2), and the ENFW (Se¢f"3.3) models.
NFW (ENFW) models. We also derive analytical expressions
for iso-convergence contours and critical curves for thasd- .
els. In Sect ¥ we obtain analytical solutions for constastbd- 3.1. Circular NFW model
tion curves and for the deformation cross section. In $éate 5 Following/Bartelmannl(1996), from the density profié (1)pan
determine a domain of validity of these solutions in termthef takingé, = rs, the dimensionless deflection angle is given by
characteristic convergences and ellipticity parameterSect[6

we obtain a mapping among the PNFW and ENFW model pa: \  4«s | X 2 ¢ 1-x 8
rameters. In Sedi] 7 we present the summary and conclumngoféx) T n 2 + Vio 2 arctan 1+ x|’ (8)

2 To obtain this value ofs we use the expressions[in Caminha et affom which the convergence and shear are derived. In the limi

(2013) with the same choices for the NFW and cosmologicalmaters 0f ks < 0.1, the typical scales corresponding to the strong lens-
as described in Sect. 2.2(of DUmet-Montoya ét al. (2012). ing regime (e.g., the size of critical curve and causticsyaunch
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smaller than unity. In this case high numerical precisioreis IDUmet-Montoya et al. 2012, hereafter DCM), from Eds. (9)-
quired to accurately compute lensing quantities, such as {1, the deflection angle, convergence, and componentweof t
shear and convergence. However, simple analytic expressishear of the PNFW model are

can be found in this regime by avoiding such numeric#i-di

culties. Keeping the first terms in a series expansioflof¢8) f @,(X) = CY(K;)(\/QCOS%, \/b:sinm), (18)
X <« 1leadsto ¢
" ko(X) = Ak(X,) — Bk COS B, (19)
a(¥) = —XKs(l +2In E)' ) Y1(X) = Br(x,) - AKE COS B, (20)
In this case, the convergence and shear are given by v25(X) = - \/awwaé Sin2p,,, (21)
where
K(X) = %(% + ‘;—i’() - —2Ks(1+ In 12‘) (10) L .
A= Z(ay,+b,), B = (a,~b,) andp, = arctar( Jb./a, tan¢), (22)
(X) = lle d_a = (12) ? 2
=2 \x Tax) T and we denote the NFW characteristic convergence[Tq.¥2), b

P

Ks.
AIIOWIng a relative deviation of less than 1% (01%) with re's From Eq KIQ) and f|X|ng a value for the iso_convergence

spect to the exact expression, we found that El. (9) is a gag@htour ascons; the equation,(X) = keonsthas the solution
approximation to the deflection angle for< 0.12 (x < 0.04),

while the same holds for Eq$.{10) andl(11) for the convergenc ) = 2 exp( Keonst+ (2A + B cos Zﬁga)Kﬁ) (23)
and shgar fox < 0.08 andx < 0.05 (x < 0.025 andx < 0.015), 7 m 2AKE :
respectively.

From Eg. [ID) and fixing a value for the iso-convergenckherefore, the iso-convergence contours are not elliptisais

contour as«ons; the equation(x) = kconsthas the solution well known for pseudo-elliptical models.
The solutions for critical curves are a bit more involved.
X =2 exp(— Kcon;t+ 2/<s). (12) From Eqgs.[(IR)£(21), the determinant of the Jacobian mistrix
Ks

detd(x) = a,b,k(X,)—2Ak(X,)+1+2B«E cos 2,—-a,b,(k§)%.(24)

From Egs.[(6).[(10). an@{11) it follows that Then, solving the equation diix) = O for x(x,), defining

X X
/lt(X) = 1+Ks(1+2|n 5), /1r(X) = 1+Ks(3+2|n 5) (13) I}i((ﬁ) — (awb‘p)fl(j{i \/BZ+(a¢b¢K‘é)2—2a¢b¢BK‘éCOSZﬁ¢),

such that the determinant of the Jacobian matrix is and inverting(x,) = ¥*(¢), using Eq.[(Z), we obtain

detd(x) = k*(X) — 2(X) + 1 — k2. (14) () + 28
X = ———— exp|l-———2], 25
The solutions for the tangential and radial critical curf@kw (@) JA+Bcosd ( 2«5 ) (25)
from the equations above. The radial coordinates of thesesu 2 (@) + 2
ardl X(9) = ———— exp(——¢3). (26)
A+ Bcos 2Ks
1+ ks
X =2 exp(— ke ) (15)  These curves are mapped onto the source plane by using the len
equation with the deflection angle given in Hg.l(18). Thedigli
X = 2 exp(— 1+ 3’(3). (16) of these solutions is discussed in ddct 5.
Ks

The expressions for the caustics are obtained straighafoiiyy  3.3. Elliptical NFW model
by inserting the expressions above in the lens equationtivith
deflection angle given in Ed.](9). The validity of these siolus
is discussed in Set 5.

We construct the ENFW model by replacing the radial coordi-
nate of the surface mass density, Eq] (10), by

Xs = x\/co§ ¢/a2 + sir? ¢/b2, (27)

whereas andby define the ellipticity of the mass distribution.
The lensing functions of this model can be written as (see

3.2. Pseudo-Elliptical NFW model

The construction of pseudo-elliptical models is made byaep

ing the radial coordinate of the lensing potential by AppendixA)

X, = x\/a¢ co ¢ + b, sir? ¢, (17) a=(x) = azbzX[JOK(X) - 2K§£o(¢)] cosg, (28)

wherea, and b, are two parameters that define the Iensinﬁx(x) - azbzx[jlx(x) - 2’%1:1("))] sing, (29)

potential ellipticity. Adopting the approach of thengle de- B 1

flection methodntroduced by Golse & Kneitl (2002) (see also¥=(¥) = «(x) =1~ S [P +Q —asb:(Jo + Ju)k(X)].  (30)
% These solutions are shown [in_ Meneghetti étlal. (2003). Hewevyiz(X) = }[azbz(jo - J)k()+Q-P], (31)

there is a typo in this reference as they appear in their Eq.44 the 2

eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix. yas(X) = —asgbsk® sin 26K (), (32)
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where we denote the characteristic convergence [Eq. (2% by4.1. Constant distortion curves

and define . . L : .
A typical arc-forming region in the lens plane is determined

P = 1+ 2asbeikE [Ko(d) cOL b + £ i 33) by the so-called constant distortion curves, correspandin

ZbEKS[ o(#) ¢ 0(¢)] (33) the |R;] = Ry contours. An often used value & is 10. As
Q = 1+ 2ashskt [7(2(¢) Sirt ¢ + £1(¢)] . (34) the value ofRy, is decreased, the inner curve (corresponding to
R, = —Ru) gets closer to the center, while the outer enclosing

We computed the accuracy of Eds.](28) dnd (29) with respectdarve R, = +Ry,) reaches higher radii, where the analytic ap-
the exact expressions (Eq.(A.1)) for the angheim which the proximations derived in section 3 are less accurate. Therdiy
deviations are maximal. For a percentile deviation lesa ft?%4 using a lower value oRy, to determine the limit of validity of
(0.1%), such expressions are good approximations of thet exénese approximations, we are assuring they are even maue acc
components of the deflection angle for< 0.11 (x < 0.03) rate in the arc formation region. For this reason, we aBgpt 5
andx < 0.10 (x < 0.025), respectively, within the ellipticity when we make the numerical comparisons to the exact solution

parameter range D-06. throughout this paper.
For an iso-convergence contour vakygns; the solution for From the approximations given in Selct. 3, it is possible to
ks(X) = KeonstiS obtain analytical solutions for the radial coordinatesafistant

distortion curves. For the circular NFW model, from Hg.l(13)
the equatiorR,(x) = Ry, has the solution

2 ( Kconst T 2K§)
exp|——=_—5 ),

(35)
\/co§¢/a§ + Sir? ¢/b2 26

X() =
1+ 3ks— (1 + «ks)Rin

. . 2ks(Rn — 1)
which are ellipses, as expected.

From the definitions in({5) and Eq§._{3d)=(32), the determi- For the PNFW model, calculating the radial coordinates of
nant of the Jacobian matrix is the constant distortion curves is a bit more complicatednfr

Egs. [I9)4(21), solving the equati®t}(x) = RZ for «(x,), we
detd(x) = (azhy)’ToT1k3(X)—asbs (J1P+ToQ)k(X)+PQ-y5, .(36)0btain

Following a similar procedure to obtain the critical curfes «(x,) = K (412)
2

X, = 2 exp| (40)

the PNFW model, the solutions of the equation{&} = 0 are (712 - B2 tzh)

s 2% where
x(¢) = 2 exp(—l(z(qzk#), (37)

s Rip = Rup + Rap = \[(Ray = Rop)? + 4A2 - B2 Q) Qo 73,

R ORE 28
X(¢) = 2ex Tx ) (38)  with
where we define Qn = zh i 1
h—

. J1P + JoQ £ \/(3170 - JoQ)? + 491.T0v3s Rip = (A= BQun)(1+ (AQw + 8)’(5 COSs 2p,),
K2(¢) = ZaEij()j]_ . RZQD = (ﬂ + BQIh)(l - (ﬂch - B)KS COoS %sﬂ)»

whereg, is given in Eq.[(2R). Inverting EqL{#1) and using Eq.

The corresponding caustics are obtained by using the lares eﬁgm, we obtain for any angular position

tion with the deflection angle given in EqE. 128) ahd](29). T

validity of these solutions is discussed in Jdct 5. Rap + A(A2 - BZQﬁ,)Kﬁ

2
ex
JA+Bcosd p( A(A? - B2Q2 K&

Following the same procedure as above, for the ENFW
Gravitational arcs are usually defined as images with letmgth model, from Eqs[(30)E(32), we obtain for each angular pusit
width ratio, L/W, greater than a threshoRl,. For fast calcula- .
tions in arc statistics, it is useful to approximat@V to the ratio s =2 exp(— Kiz + 4Q12Q22’<§)
of the eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix (Wu & Hammer 1993} AQ1s QoK
where we have defined

). (42)

Xip =

4. Solutions for the deformation cross section

(43)
Bartelmann & Weiss 1994; Hamana & Futamiase 1997)

L
— =Ry, (39) kiz = RuQos + RoxQus —

W
\/ (Riz Qo5 — RoxQix)? + 16Q1sQox Qi v5,

whereR, = A;/4:. This approximation holds for infinitesimal
circular sources and breaks down for arcs generated by
merger of multiple images (Rozo etal. 2008) or by large or-non
circ;;lzatrrlsourcets. _— . A der Ris = P+Q+Qun(P-Q),
n this section, using the approximation above, we deri _ B B

analytical solutions for constant distortion curves fog thFW \%22 =P+Q-Qun(P-Q)

models (SecE411). We thereafter employ these solutioosite Qiz = asbs[Jo + J1 + Qun(Jo - 1)),
pute the arc cross section (Séci]4.2). Q. = asbhs[Jo+J1 - Qn(JTo - T,
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where®, Q, and. 7, are given in Eqs[(33)[(34), and (A.8), rewhere
spectively.
In Egs. [@0), [@R), and(33) the solution for the equatiofii, = k(X,) + k&,
Ri(x) = —Ry, is obtained by replacin®, — —Rn. Also, at Sa, = 1+ (a, — by)kf cos 2.
the limits Ry, —» o andRy, — 0, these expressions yield the
radial coordinates of the tangential (Eds.](18). (25), @@))( In this case, this function must be evaluated@ndx. given in
and radial (EqsL(16).(26), and {38)) critical curves oft¢bere- Eqs. [25) and(42), respectively.
sponding models. For the ENFW model we have

4.2. Arc cross section S() = ¥ (ashs)*(JoT1)S2s — asbs(J1P + ToQ)S1s + Soz |, (49)

The arc cross sectioog,, is defined as the weighted area in thevith

source plane, such that sources within it will be mappedants

with L/W > Ry,. This cross section is usually computed using 81z = «(X) + Ki,

large sample of arcs obtained from ray-tracing an eveniargg,  — (a;by)290.91(%)2 + PQ - 2.

number of finite sources and is computationally demandimg. A S =

alternative for fast calculations is to use the approxiora{B9). This function must be evaluatedsat Eq. [37), anc. Eq. (43).
In this case, the arc cross section is calculated in the llmep

as (Fedeli et al. 2006, DCM)

5. Domain of validity of the solutions

2
0 ~ ~
ORn = (DS—OL) TRny ORp = f detd(x)Ixdxdp, (44) " In this section we quantify the deviation of the analytiasians
Ril=Ra (Sects[B andl4) with respect to their corresponding exactica

where the quantityz, is known as (dimensionless) deformatiofations, seeking to determine their domains of validityemts
Cross section. of the model parameters (Sdct.]5.1). Then, aiming to tesddhe

For low values of the characteristic convergences, tha-det@ain of validity of these solutions for computing other liexgs
minant of the Jacobian (see Eds.1(18)](24), (36)) tdles %antities, we compare the deformation cross sectionséh Se
form 5.2.

detd(x) = Ak*(x) + Bk(x) + C, 102

whereA, B, andC are independent of the radial coordinates. It
possible to reduce the calculation bf(44) to a one-dimeraio
integral. Inserting the expression above into [Eq] (44) auet i

grating over the radial coordinate, within the lower and e 4
limits given by the constant distortion curves (i.e., frefR, to 101~
Rih), we obtain
1 & 2 3
Fra = [ 1S00) + SG0) - 2500 0 (45) : :
2 Jo »° 10°F s

whereS, is a function (given below) resulting from the integre

tion of detJ(x) over the radial coordinate, = x.(¢) are the so-

lutions for the radial coordinate of the constant distoriiorves

for -Ry, and Ry, andx = x(¢) is the solution for the radial 8

coordinate of the tangential critical curve. 10
For the circular NFW model we have
S = X2[1 - ks — k(X)]?, (46)
-10 \ \

such that Eq[{@5) gives 109,05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25
4ni2 5

~ 2,2 2,2

TRy = R _31)2 [(Rth + 1) + (Rn - 1) X—]' (47)  Fig.1. Mean weighted squared radial fractionaffeiencen?
h

for the constant distortion curve witRy, = 5 for the circular
wherex, are given in Eq.[{40) foRy, and —Ry, respectively. NFW lens model as a function of the characteristic convezgen
This expression shows the exponential dependence of tss crt-
section onks (Caminha et al. 2013). For instance, varying
from 0.01 to Q1, 65 changes approximately by 41 orders of
magnitude. Furtherrg, « Ry2 for Ry > 1 as expected from
the behavior of sources near to the caustics (Mollerach &étou
2002; Caminha et &l. 2013). 5.1. Limits for constant distortion curves and critical curves

For the PNFW model we have ] ] N
To compare the analytic solutions for critical curves and-co

S(p) = ¥ [awbwsi - (8, + by)S1, + SW], (48) stant distortion curves to their exact calculations, we asa
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figure-of-merit the mean weighted squared fractionfibdénce In AppendiXB we present fitting functions for the maximum
between the two curves (Dumet-Montoya et al. 2013) values ofs (e5) as a function of% («%) for which the approxima-
) tion is accurate following the criteria of this section. lig &8 we
Zi’ilwi [Xex(¢i) - Xapp(qﬁi)] show the constant distortion curves (including tangeatial ra-
D? = N > ) (50) dial critical curves) in both the lens and source planessémne
Ziz1 WiXex(i) values of the NFW, PNFW, and ENFW parameters, both using

whereN is the number of points of the curves,is their polar the approximations introduced in this work, as well as tigtou
anglew; = ¢; — ¢i_1 is a weight (to account for a possible nonthe numerical computation with no appro;qr_natlons. The para
uniform distribution of points)xex(¢i) andxapd(¢i) are the radial €ters were chosen such thet < 2x 10°°, i.e. less than our
coordinates of the curves curves obtained from the exact & D° = 107°. We see that the exact and approximated curves
approximated calculations, respectively. We notice trap? are almgst |nd|st|ngmshable, V|s_,ually |IIl_Js_trat|ng thedidlity o_f

in Eq. (50) is independent both of the lens length scale and YFingD- to determine the domain of validity of the approxima-
the discretization. tions.

Choosing a maximum value fd@?, we can define upper val-
ues for the characteristic convergences (for a given ®liip} 5 > comparison between deformation cross sections
such that the contour curves obtained with both the exact and
approximated calculations will be close enough to eachrothé/e compare the exact calculations and the solutions deived
This maximum value is chosen by visually comparing the a@ect[4.2, in order to verify that the limits derived in S&il
proximated and exact solutions for critical curves and tamts also give a domain of validity for the deformation cross &ect
distortion curves for several values 8 and combinations of To quantify this comparison, we compute the relatietience
the NFW model parameters. .

We computeD? on theR; = +Ry, curves since their points AGR,
are the farthest from the lens center. Thus, imposing a bmit &g,
the NFW parameters to match tRg = Ry, curve, we automat-
ically match the curves enclosed by it. We have checked tivéaere the subscripexandapprefer to the exact and approxi-
for a broad range of the NFW model parameters and ellipgiitimated calculations, respectively.

(for both elliptical and pseudo-elliptical models), a gogsual
matching of the exact and approximated curves if obtained fn -
a maximum value of>? = 10~ (for Ry, = 5). This value also 10°F
ensures a good matching of the critical curves, and we fauatd t

the corresponding curves in the source plane are well-radich

too. We thus fix this as the upper value ©f throughout this

work. %

In Fig.[1 we showD? for the Ry, = 5 curve as a function of 10
ks for the circular NFW model. Setting the above upper value fi ~
9?2 leads to a maximum value @f = 0.18, for which all curves 5
|IR:| = Rin(= 5), and the radial critical curves are well matched.

For the PNFW model, we chose the conventio 1 9
(Blandford & Kochanek 1987; Golse & Kneib 2002) 0

a,=1-s b,=1+g (51)

ORip.ex — ORy.app

O Rip,ex

: (53)

[

T T
Ll

where the ellipticity parameter is defined in the range & -
€ < 1. As shown in DCM, for low values of{ we must have 1© 10"1 L
& < 0.5to avoid dumbbell-shape mass distributions. In the fort ™, 10—2

coming analyses, we therefore adopt an upper value-00.5. *2 3
In the left hand panel of Fidll2 we sha®? as a function of 10
k% for some values of. For the higher value of considered,
D? = 10~ is reached fok{ = 0.1, providing an upper limit for
the characteristic convergence for the validity of the agpna-
tions. However, higher values ef are allowed ag decreases. Fig.4. Deformation cross section for the circular NFW lens
For instance, whea — 0, we find thak% — 0.18 (in agreement model as a function ofs. Solid line corresponds to expression

g
O [Ty
()]
)
—

| ‘ |
0.15 0.2 0.25
K

S

with the result for the circular NFW model). (43). Filled circles correspond to the exact (numericalja-
For the ENFW model, we chose the parametrization tion.
as = and by = \/1- &5, (52)

1-es In Fig.[4 we showos (upper panel) and\ds/ds (bottom

where the ellipticityes is defined in the range 8 es < 1. Inthe panel) as a function ofs for both the exact and approximated
right hand panel of Fig.2 we sho®? as a function of for calculations. Considering the limit of the previous setioe.,
some values ofz. The behavior 0f)?, as well as the maximum «s < 0.18, Eq. [4Y) deviates from the exact calculation by at most
values ofey for each«?, is qualitatively similar to that of the 2.5%.

PNFW model. In this case, we find that a maximum value of In the left hand panel of Fig.]5 we shaws {upper panel)

kt = 0.1 is allowed fores = 0.7. Again the maximum value andAds/Gs (bottom panel) as a function af for the PNFW

k% — 0.18 asez — 0. model for both the exact and the approximated calculations.
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Fig.2. Mean weighted squared radial fractionaffeience?D?, for constant distortion curves witRy, = 5, as a function of the
characteristic convergences, for some values of elligtighrameters. Left panel: PNFW model. Right panel: ENFW ehod

Considering the limit of applicability obtained in the piews axisb by x.(¢ = 7/2) such that
section (01 < «f < 0.18 ande < 0.5), Eq. [45), with Eq. b
(48), deviates at most 2.6% from the exact calculation. A/veg, — 1 _ b = 1- \/gexp M
similar result is found for the ENFW model. In this case, for a by (a, +by)

0.1 < «% < 0.18 andes < 0.7, we find thatAds/ds (775 calcu- 1% R

lated by Eq.[(4b) with Eq[{49)) is at mosE26. — 4/ 1o, &P _5]' (54)
E

This expression has no dependencdgror on.

The qualitative behavior afs(¢) from this equation is very

, similar to what was found numerically for generic valuesf
6. Mapping among PNFW and ENFW parameters in DCM (see, e.g., their Fig. 6). Fer< 1, the expression above

) ) ) ) o givesey =~ 2¢, in agreement with DCM (see, e.g., Eq. (B.2),
As mentloned_m the introduction, eI_Ilp_tlcaI models are monhyhich giveses = 1.97¢, for % — 0).
physically motivated than pseudo-elliptical ones. Howeue- Interestingly, Eq.[(54) is a good approximation of the exact
termination of lensing quantities, such as the shear, fer ths|ation for values ok? well above the limit of validity of the
former requires evaluating integrals (Schrarm 1990: Keetgpproximation derived in Sed 5. Indeed, the relative i
2001a, see also Appendid A), which generally have to be Cofjith respect to the exact calculationaf(s, ¢, Rn) (see the el-
puted numerically. On the other hand, pseudo-ellipticatimojiptical fit method in Sect. 4 of DCM) is at most 5% feff < 0.4,
els do not require such integrals to be evaluated (see,B8., with £ < 0.5 andRy, > 5.
(I8)-(21)) allowing for fast calculations for the same dfitéers. To associate a value af to a pair (2, ), we require that
However, itis well known that pseudo-elliptical models @0  the tangential critical curves of the PNFW and ENFW models

main limitations: their surface mass density can assumativey match a = 0. This condition, from Eqs[{25) and{(37), gives
values in some regions (Blandford & Kochanek 1987) and may b
pKs

present a “dumbbell” shape for high ellipticities (Kovn&8p; H(}; _ (55)
Schneider et al. 1992; Kassiola & Kovner 1993). At least i th's — A _ G, —2 ‘

case of the NFW model, the first problem does nidéc the abs [jl +byrs(J2loga, - I £1(0))]

region of arc formation (DCM). Regarding the shape of the is@or ¢ = ¢, = 0 the expression above reducesfo= « = ks, as
convergence contours, for each valuedf there is a range in it should be.

& for which the contours are approximately elliptical (DCM).  \ve determine the upper value df such that the expression
principle, within this range of parameters, the pseudpithl ahove deviates by at most 5% with respect to the exact calcula
models could be employed instead of elliptical ones in &idition, This yieldsk? < 0.5 for & < 0.5 and R, > 5. Again, the
that require numerous evaluations of lensing quantitiesttiis  gomain of validity of the approximate mapping is greatemntha
sake, a correspondence among model parameters has to b¢ye$he lensing equations.

tablished, which associates a pair of the PNFW parameters (

k%) to a pair of the ENFW oneg¥, «%). 7 s d ludi k
. . Summary and concluding remar
To obtaines from the PNFW model we use the same proce- mimary ane coneileing rematies

dure as in_Golse & Kneih (2002, see also DCM). From Egl (28Yhen considering low values of the characteristic conuecge
we define the semi-major axasby x,(¢ = 0) and the semi-minor of the NFW model (i.e., on the galactic and galaxy group mass

k]
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Fig.5. Deformation cross sections for the PNFW model (left panet) ENFW model (right panel). Symbols correspond to the
exact calculation.

scales), some strong lensing quantities require high nigader lidity of the approximations. We emphasize that these §ralso
precision to yield accurate results, which can demand aflot @nsure a good match for critical curves andie- —Ry, curves
time. Motivated by this issue, we obtained analytic solsio to their corresponding exact calculations, since theseesuare
for several strong lensing quantities for elliptical anéypdo- enclosed by th&®, = Ry, curve. We verified that the correspond-
elliptical NFW models and quantified their correspondimgils ing curves in the source plane also match the exact solution f
of validity. the parameters within the limits derived above.

The starting point is approximatioln (8) for the deflectionan We compared the deformation cross sections (obtained from
gle of the circular NFW model. This approximation was aphoth the exact and approximated calculations) in order ézkh
plied to the standard prescriptions for obtaining the convehat the domain of validity derived for the constant distort
gence and shear for circular, elliptical, and pseudo@igh curves also holds for this quantity (Sect.]5.2), which wenfibu
models, leading to analytic solutions for these quantit&ext. to be the case. For instance, for the circular NFW model, for
B). Those were in turn used to derive analytic expressions fg < 0.18 andRy, = 5, Eq. [4T) deviates at most 2.5% from the
iso-convergence contours and critical curves (see Sean@) exact calculation, while for the PNFW and ENFX\s/5s (EQ.
for the constant distortion curves as a functiomgf(Sect[Z:1). (&3)) is at most 5%, for Q1 < «% < 0.18 ande < 0.5, and

> .
As a practical application of these results, we computed tRe- < ¥s < 0.18 andey < 0.7, respectively.

deformation cross sectiomrg,). In the case of the circular NFW  Overall, the approximate solutions presented here are-accu
model, we obtained an analytical formula fer, (Eq. ([47)), rate for all strong lensing quantities that were addressetis
which reproduces the behavior with respecki@nd the scal- work, within the considered parameter ranges, §or< 0.1.

ing with Ry, obtained numerically in previous works (see, e.glh some cases they are valid for higher such as for low el-
Caminha et &l. 2013). We have shown that the computationlcities. Furthermore, some derived quantities aredvap to

this cross section is reduced to a one-dimensional intdégral much higher characteristic convergences. For exampleglthe
both the PNFW and ENFW models (ElQ.145) with either Eql (48pticity of the iso-convergence contours of the PNFW model
or Eq. [49), respectively). These expressions speed uputhe i$ reproduced well by the simple analytic form of EqQ.1(54) up
merical computations by two orders of magnitude for the PNFW «5 ~ 0.4. We found that in this range the relatieg(s) is
model and one order of magnitude for the ENFW one, independependent o and of the chosen value of the contour. To
dently of the values of the ellipticity parameter. complete the association of the PNFW to ENFW model param-

We used the figure-of-metd?, Eq. [50), to quantify the de- eters we derived a relation among characteristic convegsgen

viation of the solutions of the constant distortion curvehw E9- (33), which also matches the values obtained in DCM for

respect to their exact calculations. Setting a maximumevafu “s <05 anth,? >5. _

D? = 104, we find that Eq.[{42) (Eq[{43)), matches its corre- The analyt_lc solutions presented her_e allow fo_r_a robust and
sponding exact calculation up#§ = 0.1 (k% = 0.1) fore < 0.5 fast computation of several strong lensing quantities tadre

(es < 0.7) andRy, > 5. In particular, we find that the characterfied out in the low characte_rlstlc convergence regime. Thay _
istic convergence can go up tdl® as the ellipticity parametersthus be useful for the lensing community and could be readily
tend to zero, as expected from the limit derived for the d¢incu included in strong lensing codes, considering the domaapef
NFW model. In AppendikB we provide fitting functions for thePlicability derived in this work.

maximum ellipticity allowed as a function of the charactéd In principle, the approximate solutions derived in this @ap
convergences (in the rangelG< «%, k4 < 0.18) to ensure the va- could be extended to other quantities, such as the lensigg ma
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nification and the magpnification cross section. They migbo al Appendix B: Fitting functions
be applied to finding solutions of the lens equation, for iplét . . . .
images and arcs. One way of finding approximate solutions fgpplylng the procedure outlined in Seff. 5.1, we obtainel th

i 1 P (2
arcs, for low ellitpicities, is through the perturbativepapach Maximum values of (ex) as a function oks («s) such that the
(Alard [2007, 200%; Peirani et Al gOOS), For which the Eiirste 2nalytic solutions derived in the paper are accurate. Wetfiad

ring solution (given analytically in EG{15)) is the stagipoint. these functions are well fitted by a Padé approximant ofdhma f

Therefore, analytic solutions for arcs might be derivedhiis t 4 n
framework. The investigation of these and other possibierex B(ks) = Zin-0 8n(«s) (B.1)
sions is left for future work. 32 o blks)™
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PNFW ENFW
. . . - o 0.187 0.300
Appendix A: Lensing functions for elliptical lens a —0.770 ~1.236
models a -0.556 -1.481
. _ o ) ag | -3129 -0.796
The lensing functions of models with elliptical mass dkastion Do —0.024 0.125
can be obtained following the expressions derived in Schram b, 1.670 0.542
(1990) and _Keeton (2001a), which were generalized for any b, 5.021 4717
choice of the ellipticity parameterization in_Caminha et al x? | 464x10° | 869x 10°
(2013) and are given by Table B.1. Results from the regression analysis using the Padé
ars = ashbyJoXCOSp, @y = asbrdixsing, (A.1) approximant fok{ks). The last row corresponds to the values of
5 x? for each function.
Ora1z = agbs (Jo + 2KoX cog ¢) s (A.2)
Orars = asbs (Jl + 2K2X2 cod ¢) s (A.3)
01z = agbsKiXxsin 2p, (A.4)
whereas andby are defined in Eq[(27), References
fl k(m(u)) (AS5) Alard, C. 2007, MNRAS, 382, L58
h = . Alard, C. 2008, MNRAS, 388, 375
o [1-(1-bEul¥zn1 - (1-aZ)u]¥/2" Annis, J., Bridle, S., Castander, F. J., et al. 2005, [agtrp-pH0510195]
and Asano, K. 2000, PASJ, 52, 99
Barkana, R. 1998, ApJ, 502, 531
1 UK’(m(u)) Barnabe, M., Czoske, O., Koopmans, L. V. E., Treu, T., & BoJtA. S. 2011,
Kn = f , (A.6) MNRAS, 415, 2215
o [1-(1-b2)u]¥2n[1 - (1-a2)u]5?" Bartelmann, M. 1995, A&A, 299, 11

Bartelmann, M. 1996, A&A, 313, 697
wherex is the convergence of the circular model,= -L %M  Bartelmann, M., Huss, A., Colberg, J. M., Jenkins, A., & RearF. R. 1998,

: : ) 2m - dm A&A, 330, 1
and we have defined the variabté = x g(u, ¢) such that Bartelmann, M., Meneghetti, M., Perrotta, F., Baccigalpi & Moscardini, L.
: 2003, A&A, 409, 449
92(u ¢) =u cos ¢ + Sm2¢ . Bartelmann, M., Steinmetz, M., & Weiss, A. 1995, A&A, 297, 1
’ 1-(1- a%)u 1-(1- b%)u Bartelmann, M. & Weiss, A. 1994, A&A, 287, 1

Bayliss, M. B. 2012, ApJ, 744, 156
For the ENFW model, with the approximatidn{10), we caBelokurov, V., Evans, N. W., Hewett, P. C., et al. 2009, MNRAS2, 104
rewrite the potential derivatives as Blandford, R. D. & Kochanek, C. S. 1987, ApJ, 321, 658
Bolton, A. S., Burles, S., Koopmans, L. V. E., Treu, T., & Mtalss, L. A. 2006,
ApJ, 638, 703

In(% @) = Tnk(X) = 2ELn(B), Kn(X% @) = ——=Kn(¢), (A.7) Cabanac, R.A., Alard, C., Dantel-Fort, M., et al. 2007, A&&1, 813
X Caminha, G. B., Estrada, J., & Makler, M. 2013, [arXiv:138569]
where Comerford, J. M., Meneghetti, M., Bartelmann, M., & Schinne. 2006, ApJ,
642, 39
T fl du (A 8) Davis, A. N., Huterer, D., & Krauss, L. M. 2003, MNRAS, 344,280
n = > . DUmet-Montoya, H. S., Caminha, G. B., & Makler. 2012, A&A4%H A83
o [1-(1-Db2)u]¥2[1 - (1-a2)u]¥z™" (DCM)
1 ug(¢ u)’zdu Dimet-Montoya, H. S., Caminha, G. B., Moraes, B., et al.0ANRAS, 433,
Kn(d) = f d . (A9 2975
(9) o [1-(1-Db2)u]¥/2[1 - (1-a2)u]>2™" (A.9) Ebeling, H., Edge, A. C., & Henry, J. P. 2001, ApJ, 553, 668
1 Estrada, J., Annis, J., Diehl, H. T., et al. 2007, ApJ, 660,611
r _ logg(¢, u)du A 10 Fassnacht, C. D., Moustakas, L. A., Casertano, S., et ail, 208], 600, L155
”(¢) - [1 _ (1 _ bz)u] l/2+n[1 _ (1 _ 2)u]3/2_n’ ( : ) Faure, C., Kneib, J.-P., Covone, G., et al. 2008, ApJS, 196etratum 2008,
0 z a5 178,382

Substituting the expressions above in Hg. [A.1) we obtaﬁ‘?ﬁ”’&ch“?"e;fgghemv M., Bartelmann, M., Dolag, K., & Masdini, L. 2006,
.Eqs' m) and:(zg)' Slm.llarly’ by Sl.Jb.S_tltUtmg EdE(IA.?) _Furlane'tto, C Santiago, B. X., Makler, M., et al. 2013, MAR
in (A.2) - (A.4) and using the definitionkl(6) arid (7) we obtaiBiank, D. G., Gladders, M. D., Yee, H. K. C., & Hsieh, B. C.120 AJ, 141,

Egs. [30) —[(3R). 94
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