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ABSTRACT

Mass estimates of black holes (BHs) in the centers of Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN) often rely on the
radius-luminosity relation. However, this relation, usually probed by reverberation mapping (RM), is
poorly constrained in the high-luminosity and high-redshift ends due to the very long expected lag
times. Multiply imaged AGN may thus offer a unique opportunity to explore the radius-luminosity
relation at these ends. In addition to comprising several magnified images which enable a more efficient
light-curve sampling, the time delay between multiple images of strongly lensed quasars can also aid in
making such RM measurements feasible on reasonable timescales: If the time delay is, for example, of
the order of the expected time lag, changes in the emission lines in the leading image can be observed
around the same time as the changes in the continuum in the trailing image. In this work we probe
the typical time-delay distribution in galaxy-cluster lenses and estimate the number of both high-
mass (~ 10° — 10!° M), and high-redshift (z > 4 — 12) quasars that are expected to be strongly
lensed by clusters. We find that less than one, very massive (and luminous, Lyy > 10%65 erg s71)
multiply imaged quasar is expected across the sky down to 30 AB mag. Nonetheless, up to several
dozen thousand Mpy ~ 106-108 Mg broad-line AGN at z > 4 should be multiply imaged by galaxy
clusters and detectable with JWST, hundreds with Fuclid and several thousands with the Roman
Space Telescope, across the whole sky. These could supply an important calibration for the BH mass

scaling in the early Universe.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Super massive black holes (SMBHs) are found in the
centers of most galaxies. The masses of those SMBHs
are of much interest as their evolution is not well un-
derstood, and since they are believed to play a major
role in their host galaxy evolution. In fact, tight rela-
tions seem to hold between the mass of an SMBH and
the properties of its host galaxy such as the luminosity
or the velocity dispersion of the bulge (e.g., Ferrarese &
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Merritt 2000; Kormendy & Ho 2013; Reines & Volon-
teri 2015; Ding et al. 2020). Measuring SMBH masses
as a function of redshift can also shed light onto black
hole (BH) formation and the physics of accretion pro-
cesses (e.g., Wang et al. 2021; Volonteri 2012), and their
mass evolution through cosmological time might help
constrain different cosmological models (e.g., Fanidakis
et al. 2012; Habouzit et al. 2022).

SMBHs are believed to be the central engines of Ac-
tive Galactic Nuclei (AGNs). The rapid accretion onto
the BH results in a high luminosity across a broad range
of wavelengths and unique spectral features from which
one can estimate the virial mass of the BH. Using a sin-
gle epoch spectrum, one can resolve the velocity of the
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material in the broad line region (BLR) surrounding the
BH and, through further assumptions of virial motion,
obtain an estimate for the BH mass (e.g., Greene & Ho
2005). However, this technique strongly relies on the
ability to determine the distance R from the central en-
gine to the BLR (often referred to as the size of the
BLR) which is usually obtained through empirical scal-
ing relations with the AGN’s continuum luminosity L
(often referred to as an R-L relation).

R-L relations can be empirically derived using Re-
verberation Mapping (RM). The RM technique aims to
measure the distance to the BLR in AGNs by measur-
ing the time lag between variations in the continuum
flux from the accretion disk, and the response of the
emission lines in the BLR to those variations, assuming
that this response propagates with the speed of light
(Bahcall et al. 1972; Blandford & McKee 1982; Peter-
son 1993; Netzer & Peterson 1997). Almost a 100 AGNs
were studied using RM to determine the sizes of their
BLRs, resulting in an empirical relation connecting the
continuum luminosity to the BLR size for different emis-
sion lines (Kaspi et al. 2000, 2005; Bentz et al. 2009,
2013). Indeed, those R-L relations are widely used for
virial mass estimates of SMBHs in the centers of AGN,
varying in luminosity and redshift. However, because
those relations were mostly obtained using (relatively)
low redshift and lower-luminosity AGN, RM studies of
high-luminosity and high-redshift quasars are needed in
order to extend and calibrate these relations to those
extreme ends where the relation is not well established
and where the physical picture may be different (for ex-
ample, the BLR might not be necessarily virialized (e.g.
King 2024; Lupi et al. 2024)).

Unfortunately, RM of high-luminosity and high-
redshift quasars faces several difficulties. High-
luminosity quasars are presumed to have large BLR
sizes, resulting in long time lags between continuum
and emission-line variations. Similarly, high-redshift
quasars and AGN (e.g., Wang et al. 2021; Furtak et al.
2024; Larson et al. 2023; Goulding et al. 2023) will also
show longer observed time lags compared to their lower-
redshift counterparts, due to cosmological time dilation.
As a result, observations for several decades are needed
for those RM campaigns (Kaspi 2018, 2021). Neverthe-
less, several attempts have been recently made to con-
duct RM for those types of AGN. In one study, Kaspi
et al. (2021) observed photometrically 11 quasars at
redshifts ~ 2 < z < 3.4 and luminosities ~ 10469 <
ALy (13504) < 10%80 erg s~ for almost twenty years
while six of them were monitored spectrophotometri-
cally for 13 years. Their study manages to significantly
measure time lags of the C1v AA1548,1551A doublet in

three objects and a C111] AA1907, 1909A time lag in one
object. Scaling the BLR size with the UV continuum
luminosity they conclude that their objects lie on the
previously measured relation. Shen et al. (2023) pre-
formed RM using 11-year photometric and a 7-year spec-
troscopic data for 849 broad-line quasars. They report
339 significantly measured time lag detections for the
different emission lines. Although they claim that on
average the R-L relations follow existing ones, they re-
port an intrinsic scatter of ~ 0.3 dex in the lags for the
HJ line at 4861 A and the Mg 11] AX2796, 2803A doublet,
whereas the C1v R-L relation has an even more substan-
tial scatter of ~ 0.5 dex. It is thus becoming important
to understand whether these large scatters stem from
intrinsic physical processes at high luminosities or due
to the fact that there is often a difficulty to significantly
measure time lags for such objects given the monitoring
times needed.

In this work, we discuss the possibility to probe the
R-L relation for the high-luminosity or high-redshift
regimes using multiply imaged quasars. If the strong-
lensing (SL) time delays between different multiple im-
ages of a lensed quasar are of the same order as the time
lags, the expected changes in the emission lines can be
observed in a leading multiple image around the same
time as the changes in the continuum from a trailing
multiple image, so that RM of these types of objects
can be done with a reasonable and shorter monitoring
time-span than for similar, un-lensed quasars (nominally
shorter by one lag-time, but as we also discuss here in
practice the gain will be larger, as a lensed quasar will be
lensed into several magnified images, supplying a more
efficient sampling of the light curve).

About a handful of quasars and AGN, mostly around
cosmic noon, are known to be multiply imaged by galaxy
clusters (e.g., Inada et al. 2003; Oguri et al. 2013; Sharon
et al. 2017; Acebron et al. 2022; Furtak et al. 2023a;
Napier et al. 2023a), whereas some have also been used
for cosmography (e.g., Napier et al. 2023b). Notably,
a successful RM of a strongly lensed quasar has been
recently done by Williams et al. (2021) where they ex-
ploit the time delays between the multiple images of the
strongly lensed quasar SDSS J2222+2745 to construct a
detailed light curve spending over 6 years in the observed
frame with 4.5 years of observations with high cadence.
They significantly detect a time lag of 7.e,, = 36.51@:8
rest-frame days for the C1v emission line, whereas the
time delays from the two other images they use are of
~ 40 and ~ 700 days. The quasar SDSS J2222+42745
ranged in continuum luminosity with the average value
of log1o[ALx(13504) /erg '] = 44.66 + 0.18. In this
illustrative case the time lag was short enough so that
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the gain from image multiplicity was mainly manifested
in additional data points on the light curve, thus impor-
tantly allowing to shorten the overall monitoring time.
Here, we wish to focus on objects at the high luminosity
end, namely continuum UV luminosities Lgy > 1046
erg s~ (BH masses of logioMpgy = 9), or at high red-
shifts (i.e., z = 4), for which we expect time lags of
~ 300— ~ 1000 days, depending on redshift. For exam-
ple, a redshift z ~ 7, My ~ 107 — 10°° M, quasar
(e.g. Wang et al. 2021) would be expected to show an
observed time lag of about 3 or 6 years respectively,
requiring decades of monitoring to measure it without
lensing multiplicity. In this paper we suggest that SL
time delays of lensed quasars may be a useful route to
constraining the R-L relation at those regimes. This is
becoming especially timely now that JWST has been un-
covering a new abundant population of Type I AGN at
high redshifts (e.g., Kocevski et al. 2023a; Harikane et al.
2023; Matthee et al. 2023; Larson et al. 2023; Greene
et al. 2023), including the first example of a cluster-
lensed multiply imaged one at z ~7 (Furtak et al. 2023b,
2024).

The work is constructed as follows. In section 2 we
start by estimating the expected time lags for high-
luminosity and high-redshift quasars (§2.1), and then es-
timate the distribution of time delays between the mul-
tiple images of lensed systems in typical lensing clusters
(§2.2). In section 3 we estimate the expected number
of lensed quasars and AGN that could be found with
e.g., the JWST, Fuclid, or with the Roman Space Tele-
scope, in the near future. In section 5 we demonstrate
the suggested idea using simulated light curves, and in
section 6 we conclude the work. Throughout we assume
a standard flat ACDM cosmology with Hy = 70 Sllf/lr‘;c,
Qp = 0.7, and Q, = 0.3. Magnitudes are quoted in the
AB system (Oke & Gunn 1983) and all quoted uncer-
tainties represent 1o ranges unless otherwise stated.

In this work we use the terms “quasars” and “AGN”
synonymously. In addition, whenever we discuss lensed
AGN in this work, we explicitly refer to multiply imaged
examples.

2. THE DISTRIBUTIONS OF TIME LAGS AND
LENSING TIME DELAYS

2.1. RM of quasars: the distributions of time lags

As was noted above, RM of quasars relies on the abil-
ity to detect temporal variations in the continuum emis-
sion from a quasar that lead to, after a time lag which
depends on the BLR size, similar variations in the emis-
sion lines from the BLR. In this section, we estimate the
BLR sizes — and thus time lags — of a representative sam-
ple of quasars, namely the SDSS quasar catalog, which
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Figure 1. Histograms of the expected BLR sizes for SDSS
DRYT quasars. The catalog contains two distinct subsamples
(see sub-section 2.1 for details). The HfA time-lag distribu-
tion is plotted for the subsample of quasars which have an
optical continuum measurement, assuming the R-L relation
by Bentz et al. (2013). The C1v time-lag distribution is plot-
ted for the subsample of quasars which have a UV continuum
measurement, using the relation from Kaspi et al. (2021).
The distributions seem to each fit well to a Gaussian distri-
bution, with [u, o]=[1.86,0.21] and [u, o]=[1.78,0.16] for HA
and C1v, respectively. For example, ~ 9%(~ 26%) of the
expected C1v (HB) rest-frame time lags will be 100 days or
longer. This means 500 — 1300 observed days, depending on
redshift. The reader should also note that in general, for the
same quasar, HB time-lags are expected to be longer by a
factor of a few compared to C1v time-lags, so that in prac-
tice the HfB distribution may extend to even longer lag times.

is based on Data Release 7 (DR7) (Shen et al. 2011)
and is available online. This catalog supplies continuum
luminosities for either ALy (13504) or ALy (51004), de-
pending on redshift.

The distributions of BLR sizes are shown in Fig.1.
The expected Hf time-lag distribution is obtained as-
suming the R-L relation from Bentz et al. (2013), for
those quasars that have a measurement of the contin-
uum luminosity at 5100 A. The expected C1v time-lag
distribution is obtained assuming the R-L relation from
Kaspi et al. (2021) (see their eq. 1), using the continuum
UV luminosity at 1350 A. Note that the C1v subsam-
ple consists of 52,427 objects, which have a higher red-
shift (median redshift of 1.96) and are typically brighter
(median ALy (1350A) = 106! erg s~!) than the Hf sub-
sample (23,093 objects, median redshift of 0.59, median
ALy (5100A) = 10*+6 erg s—1). As can be seen in Fig. 1,
the lag-time distributions, plotted as logio(R) where R is
in light days, are approximately Gaussian, with a mean
and width of [u, 0]=[1.86,0.21] and [, 0]=[1.78,0.16] for
HpB and C1v, respectively. About 9%, roughly, of the



4 GOLUBCHIK ET AL.

quasars show C1v time lags of 100 days or longer in
the rest-frame, and about 26% of the quasars show Hf3
time lags of 100 days or longer in the rest-frame. This
translates to 500 — 1300 days for redshifts of z ~ 4 — 12,
respectively, which we define here as the high redshift
regime.

2.2. The distribution of strong-lensing time delays

In this subsection we aim to obtain a general distribu-
tion of the time delays caused by strong lensing in clus-
ters. Galaxy clusters act as gravitational lenses, causing
the bending of light. When the projected mass density is
larger than some critical density for lensing, strong lens-
ing will occur comprising multiple images of background
sources. Using the thin lens approximation, light that
travels from a source to the observer will be delayed by
some time t (Schneider 1985):

15,0 = D0 2@ - a7 —w@| L,

with D;, Ds; and D;s; being the angular diameter dis-
tances to the lens, source and between the lens and the
source, respectively; z; is the redshift of the cluster; g
and 5 represent the position of the image and source,
respectively; and ¢(§) is the lensing potential in that
position in the image plane (see Narayan & Bartelmann
(1996) for more details). The relevant lensing quanti-
ties can be obtained for different clusters using SL lens
modeling (e.g., Richard et al. 2014; Mahler et al. 2019;
Bergamini et al. 2022). We use mass models made pre-
viously by our group (e.g., Zitrin et al. 2015; Furtak
et al. 2023c,b,a) for three typical high Einstein mass
galaxy clusters: RXC0018, MACS0035 and Abell 2744,
where the Einstein mass is the projected mass enclosed
within the Einstein radius, and three typical lower Ein-
stein mass clusters: Abell 383, Abell 611 and RX J2129.
While all these clusters have typical masses of a few
times 10'* Mg to ~ 10*® Mg, the high Einstein mass
clusters have a corresponding Einstein radii of ~ 20—30"
(and thus higher enclosed mass) and the low Einstein
mass clusters have Einstein radii of about ~ 10—15" typ-
ically. Two of the three high mass clusters also happen
to show a multiply lensed AGN or quasar-like system
with three multiple images each: MACS0035 contains
a Type I AGN at z = 2.06 (Furtak et al. 2023a), and
a redshift z = 7.05 “red-dot” AGN was found behind
Abell 2744 (Furtak et al. 2024, 2023b).

In order to create the time delay (TD) distribution,
we randomly plant sources in the source plane and re-
lens them to the image plane using the deflection fields
from the model. Typically we use a 100 multiply im-
aged sources in each case. We calculate the time delays

between all available pairs using eq. 1 and repeat this
process for different source redshifts, in the ranges of
1<2<2,2<2<3,3<2<)5,5<2<8,8<2z<10
and 8 < z < 12. The SL time-delay distributions are
plotted in Fig.2.

We parameterize the TD distributions and note that
they can be well fit (R-square of ~ 0.98) by the following
parametrization, inspired by a log-normal distribution

function:, P(z) = #_w) ~exp{—[ln(d_c$b]2}, with a ~
10—16 typically (depending on the redshift bin), b ~ 0.1,
¢ ~ 0.8 and d ~ 4.6 for most redshift bins. Various
previous works (e.g., Oguri et al. 2002, 2003; Li et al.
2012) have also looked into the TD statistics. Another
useful way to parameterize the TD distribution is in log-
log space, where we find a slope of ~ 0.8, similar to what
was found for, e.g., Abell 1689 (Li et al. 2012).

In Fig. 2 we also compare the lensing TD probability
distributions to the time lags expected from the BLR
sizes, recalculated to match each redshift bin. We see
that there is an overlap in the distributions such that
time delays by both types of galaxy clusters cover the
entire range of expected time lags, with a higher prob-
ability of having the relevant time delays, i.e., of order
the time lag, for higher-luminosity and higher-redshift
quasars. About 20%—40% of the TD pairs in all clusters
overlap with the range of time lags, depending on the
redshift of the lensed source. We see that the peak of the
TD distribution caused by lower mass clusters, which
should be more abundant, agrees better with the peak
of the time lag distributions, but those clusters would
have also less multiple images per cluster in propor-
tion to their smaller critical area size (which is roughly
proportional to the square root of the mass), such that
both populations should be useful. Also overplotted is a
line marking a typical time delay expected by a massive
galaxy lens — where we nominally adopt for this calcula-
tion a SIS galaxy of 0ye; ~ 250 km s~ placed at redshift
0.5 (Oguri 2019), demonstrating that time delays in the
case of lens galaxies are too short for a significant gain
in the wait time needed for RM of high-redshift, high-
mass quasars, and that galaxy clusters are needed for
that purpose.

3. EXPECTED NUMBERS OF LENSED QUASARS

To examine whether the proposed idea for RM of mul-
tiply imaged quasars at the high luminosity and high
redshift ends might become realistic in the near future,
we estimate the expected number of quasars that would
be multiply imaged by galaxy clusters. Given the many
uncertainties involved (see for example section 5), our
goal is merely to obtain an order-of-magnitude estimate.
We focus on the observational properties of three ob-
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Figure 2. Overlap of the distribution of SL time-delays by lensing clusters, and the distribution of expected time lags from the
BLR sizes for different redshifts. We show the distribution for both high and low mass galaxy clusters. The redshift limits in
each panel’s legend indicate the redshift range of the sources that are lensed to create the SL time delay distribution. The time
lags are corrected for the specified, central redshift, i.e., they are given in the observed frame as well. As can be seen, there is
substantial overlap such that SL time delays by galazy clusters completely cover the range of expected lag times. We also mark
with a dashed black line a typical time delay caused by galaxy-galaxy strong lensing by a massive galaxy (where we adopt a SIS
galaxy model with ¢ = 250 km s~* placed at z = 0.5), showing that only galaxy clusters supply large enough time delays for
our purpose. As can be seen, smaller galaxy cluster lenses show more overlap, but they are also expected to show less multiple
images per cluster. For more details see section 2.
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servatories: Fuclid, the Roman Space Telescope, and
JWST. The basic idea is to calculate for each observa-
tory, i.e., a filter set and depth limit, how many quasars
in the relevant BH mass and redshift regimes fall within
the caustics of lensing clusters so that they would be
multiply imaged, and would be bright enough, folding
in the magnification, to be detected. We adopt relevant
quasar luminosity functions (QLFs) and generally follow
known prescriptions for the lensing optical depth, where
we assume an explicit cluster mass function — from which
an Einstein radius function is calculated — and then cal-
culate the magnification bias and expected fraction (and
total number) of multiply imaged quasars in the relevant
cluster mass and redshift ranges.

3.1. The Quasar Luminosity Function

For the calculations below we adopt two complemen-
tary QLF's: For UV selected quasars we use the one from
Willott et al. (2010), and to account for recent popula-
tions of AGN uncovered with JWST for example, we
also use the QLF from Harikane et al. (2023). Both
QLF's are given in terms of the UV absolute magnitude
at 1450 A, Mj450. The former also has a term for evo-
lution with redshift, which we assume applies for the
range of redshifts spanned here (4 < z < 12), while the
latter is divided into four discrete QLF's, one for each of
the following redshift bins - z~ 4, z~ 5, z~ 6, and z~ 7,
where we assume that it does not change significantly
from z~ 7—12 — but as seen below, even as such the red-
shift window from z~ 8 — 12 only negligibly contributes
to the result. Note that, given that we are interested
in an order of magnitude and since the results heavily
rely on the various assumptions made throughout, for
the QLFs we adopt only the best-fit parameters, with-
out propagating their uncertainties (which would affect
the uncertainty on our estimates, too). Also, while the
QLF from Willott et al. (2010) is less constrained at the
faint end, the QLF from Harikane et al. (2023) is better
constrained at that regime.

3.2. The total expected number of quasars

For each observatory we then do the following. We
first divide the relevant redshift range into bins. For
each bin, we redshift a quasar’s SED and define the selec-
tion according to the band in which the quasar would be
brightest. Then, using the QLF, which itself is divided
into magnitude bins for summation, we calculate how
many quasars are expected in that redshift bin down to
the observational depth. The total number of quasars
expected to be observable across the sky is then obtained
by summing this number up over the different redshift
bins.

For the Fuclid survey we focus on the detection of typ-
ical ”blue” quasars and adopt the spectrum from Van-
den Berk et al. (2001). Following the Euclid overview
paper (Laureijs et al. 2011), we primarily use the QLF
from Willott et al. (2010), but also for comparison em-
ploy the Harikane et al. (2023) one. For each redshift
bin we choose as the selection band the band in which
the rest frame 1450A falls. If the redshifted wavelength
is lower (or higher) than the survey’s available bands,
we choose the nearest band to it. Since in this work we
are particularly interested in lensed high-mass and high-
redshift quasars, we perform the calculation for those
two regimes specifically.

We follow the same procedure for the Nancy Grace Ro-
man Space Telescope. Both observatories cover roughly
similar wavelength ranges into the near-infrared. While
the nominal FOV for Roman is about half of that of
FEuclid, Roman has a two times in diameter larger mir-
ror and the observational limits are deeper than the
ones for Fuclid, hence we may expect higher numbers
of quasars to be detectable with it. Again our focus re-
mains on the high-redshift and high-luminosity quasars
and as above we adopt the typical SED from Vanden
Berk et al. (2001).

Last we turn to perform the same calculation for
JWST. In addition to typical "blue” quasars that are
detectable with JWST at redshifts higher than ~ 4,
given the new population of “red-dot” AGN at high red-
shift that has been discovered in JWST observations in
increasing numbers (e.g., Furtak et al. 2023b; Kokorev
et al. 2023; Matthee et al. 2023; Labbe et al. 2023; Ko-
cevski et al. 2023b, 2024), we also consider here an addi-
tional quasar SED model. The SED of this type of ob-
ject is heavily reddened and thus is brighter towards the
red, with some UV light from star formation or scattered
AGN radiation. As the representative SED for red-dot
objects we use the one from Furtak et al. (2023b), and we
only consider here the QLF from Harikane et al. (2023)
which was based on or commensurate with this new
population of quasars (Greene et al. 2023). Given the
red SED, for red-dot AGNs we now choose the selection
band to be the one in which the rest frame 5500A falls,
shifting all selection to the red-optical end of the spec-
trum, which indeed, is currently only observable with
JWST for these redshifts. We again focus on the high-
redshift population for our calculations and estimate the
expected numbers of quasars to be detected with JWST
for both blue quasars and red quasars. To account for
JWSTs extreme depth capabilities we assume a depth of
30 magnitudes, reachable in several hours with JWST.

3.3. The lensed fraction
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Various works have calculated the effect of lensing on
the luminosity function and the fraction of some pop-
ulation of lensed sources of interest such as galaxies,
quasars or supernovae, and the prescriptions for doing
so are well established. Here we largely follow the out-
lined procedure in Yue et al. (2022), where they obtained
an estimate for the fraction of lensed quasars mostly by
galaxies. i.e. in a different mass regime that is our in-
terest here, and expand it to massive galaxy clusters.
Various components of the formalism are also based on
e.g., Oguri & Marshall (2010); Wyithe et al. (2011); Ma-
son et al. (2015a). Ome other important difference is
that in this formalism, given it was usually applied to
galaxies, a singular isothermal spheres (SIS) mass den-
sity profile is typically assumed, where here we consider
the Navarro—Frenk-White (NFW) mass density profile
Navarro et al. (1996), which is a more realistic approxi-
mation for the mass distribution of clusters.

One can define the optical depth for multiple images,
which describes how likely it is for a source at z; to lie
within the caustics of a lens (the Einstein radius mapped
back to the source plane), and thus be multiply imaged.
The optical depth for multiple images is then given by:

2

_ - d-Ve 212
Tom = fsp/o dzl/dM¢(M,zl)deZlﬂ'QE(M,zl,zs) D;
(2)

where ¢(M, zl) is the lens density function and taken
here to simply be the halo mass function (see eq. 3),
z; is the redshift of the lens, D; is the angular di-
ameter distance to it, and f, is the fraction of the
critical area (76%) in which sources would be multi-
ply imaged (for example, for a SIS lens, fs;, = 1).
The expression d‘g;ﬁ;“d = (1+ zd)?’cd% is the differen-
tial co-moving volume!, with d‘% =
H(z) = Ho(Qm (1 + 2)3 4+ Qp) /2.

For our calculations we adopt the mass function from
Tinker et al. (2008), namely:

1
GIED] where

-1

= (o) Q)
with pm, = perit€lym being the mean matter density, o
is the RMS variance of a spherical top hat containing a
mass M and f(o) is the halo multiplicity function given
also in Tinker et al. (2008). In practice, to calculate
the mass function (and the power spectrum required
therein) we use cluster_toolkit and CLASS. We re-
fer the reader to https://cluster-toolkit.readthedocs.io/
en/latest /source/massfunction.html for more informa-

I Note that in some work the differential co-moving volume is de-

fined such that it contains the Dl2 factor seen in eq. 2.

)

tion. The Einstein radius of a NFW lens depends on
the mass, concentration and the redshifts of lens and the
source. To obtain the Einstein radius for the NF'W lens
for each combination of parameters we follow the pro-
cedure from Broadhurst & Barkana (2008) and Sadeh
& Rephaeli (2008, see also Bartelmann 1996), while
we assume the concentration-mass (c-M) relation from
Meneghetti et al. (2014):

1.34\ " M ¢
C<M’Z)_A<1+z) (8><1014h1M@) @

with A = 3.757 £ 0.054, B = 0.288 + 0.077 and C =
—0.058+0.017 (although note, we only use here the best
fit values to translate the mass to Einstein radius; we do
not propagate the scatter in this relation).

Analytically, for a NF'W lens multiple images will oc-
cur if the source lies within the radius of the radial
critical curve (Meneghetti et al. 2003). We however
adopt here the more empirical assumption of f,, = 0.1,
which we obtained from an ensemble of cluster models
for known lensing clusters (e.g., Zitrin et al. 2015): We
find that in practice, the angular source-plane area en-
closed by the caustics is about ~ 10% of the angular
area enclosed by the critical curves in the image plane
(see also Broadhurst et al. (2005)).

Next we need to consider that in flux-limited surveys,
objects that lie intrinsically below the detection thresh-
old can be detected if they are sufficiently magnified.
However, there exists a trade-off with the smaller area
probed in the source plane and the actual gain in number
count would depend also on the shape of the luminos-
ity function (Broadhurst et al. 1995; Wyithe et al. 2011;
Fialkov & Loeb 2015). The magnification bias can be
written as:

[ dp p(p)N (> Liim /)
N(> Llim) ’

B= ()
where p(u) is the magnification distribution of lensed
sources, Ly;y, is the survey flux limit, and N (> Ly;y,) is
the cumulative luminosity function, i.e., the number of
background sources brighter than L;;,.

We use pmin = 2 for the magnification bias calcula-
tion, and, as the magnification probability function we
adopt p(u) oc 1/(p)?® (truncated at g = 100). This dis-
tribution seems to approximately describe the magnifi-
cation distribution of lensed images, also in NFW lenses
(see for example Figure 9 in Wyithe et al. (2001)). We
also verify this by simulating a NF'W lens and calculat-
ing the magnification distribution of randomly planted
sources.

As is also indicated in Yue et al. (2022), out of all
sources with apparent luminosity brighter than L,
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the lensed fraction is given by (Mason et al. 2015a):

Bty
BTy + B'(1 —7)

Frouii = (6)
where B’ is the magnification bias of non lensed sources,
and we assume here it is B’ &~ 1 as in Yue et al. (2022);
Mason et al. (2015b); Wyithe et al. (2011).

After calculating the expected number of quasars to
be detected as explained in the previous section, the
number is multiplied by the lensed fraction Fj,,;; for
each redshift bin. Eventually, a total lensed fraction is
calculated. We perform the calculation for three dif-
ferent regimes - quasars at all redshifts and luminosity
ranges, high luminosity quasars (i.e. Miygs0 < —26.5
which corresponds to ALyv, 1450 > 10%6-5 erg s7!) and
high redshift quasars, namely 4 < z < 12. Last, out
of the high redshift candidates we aim to obtain the
number of quasars for which the notions we highlight
here might be particularly useful, i.e, those with long
lag times. We follow the same procedure, only this time
for each redshift bin we find the lower limit for the lumi-
nosity such that the expected time lag of the C1v line
is at least, e.g., a 100 days. As can be seen in Fig.1, the
expected time lags for the Hg emission line will be even
longer.

4. RESULTS

We summarize the results in Table 1. For all ob-
servatories, we see that the chances to detect a mul-
tiply imaged, high-luminosity quasar are very small -
with < 1 that are expected to be detected across the
sky, with both QLFs. Nonetheless, for the high redshift
regime, we obtain that many such lensed AGN should
be found. Explicitly, we find that ~ 3 —400 multiply im-
aged AGN may be detected with Fuclid over the whole
sky, with the exact number depending on the choice of
QLF. For the Roman Space telescope, we similarly esti-
mate ~ 13 —9, 800 detectable, multiply imaged quasars,
and for JWST we find that ~ 3 x 10* — 5 x 10* quasars
multiply imaged by galaxy clusters might be detected all
over the sky. In general, then, the numbers of multiply
imaged AGN above correspond to about ~ 10~4 of the
total (unlensed) population.

It is interesting to note that JWST has imaged to date
about ~ 10 clusters and in one of them, Abell 2744, a
conspicuous multiply imaged AGN at z ~ 7 has already
been discovered (Furtak et al. 2023b). If we take this 1
in 10 ratio as representative, then many more such mul-
tiply imaged AGN should be detected soon with JWST,
as it expands its observations to a larger cluster sam-
ple. Moreover, with ~ 100,000 clusters in the sky one
could expect about ~ 10,000 multiply-imaged AGN de-

tectable with JWST, which is of the same order of mag-
nitude as the result obtained in our more detailed calcu-
lation, implying that the expected number is represen-
tative.

While it is encouraging to see that many AGN multi-
ply imaged by galaxy clusters could be detected across
the sky, it is also insightful to examine which fraction
of this lensed population has a large expected time lag,
such that the gain from lensing would be most signif-
icant. Columns 5 and 6 in Table 1 list the expected
number of multiply imaged AGN that are expected to
have lag times of, as an example, > 50 and > 100 days.
For Euclid, we expect ~ 3 — 380 multiply imaged AGN
with > 50 days observed time lags and ~ 2 — 35 with
> 100 days; ~ 4 — 2150 and ~ 2 — 207 with the Roman
space telescope; and ~ 2750 — 3500 and ~ 140 — 190
with JWST, respectively, across the sky. This is about
1-2 orders of magnitude lower than the total number of
high-redshift AGN that are multiply imaged by galaxy
clusters, but shows that there exists a lensed population
in the sky which can gain substantially from RM cam-
paigns to probe the R-L relation at high-redshift, as we
also discuss further below (section 5).

In addition to the above, it is seen in Table 1 that for
both Fuclid and the Roman space telescope higher num-
bers of quasars are generally expected assuming the QLF
from Harikane et al. (2023) compared to the QLF from
Willott et al. (2010). The order of magnitude differ-
ence is not surprising given the high number density of
broad-line AGN recently detected with JWST to fainter
magnitudes (e.g., Furtak et al. 2023b; Labbe et al. 2023;
Greene et al. 2023; Kocevski et al. 2023a; Matthee et al.
2023).

In Table 1, for completeness, the first column lists the
numbers of quasars across all redshifts that are expected
to be multiply imaged by galaxy clusters. It should be
noted that both the QLFs we adopt for this calculation
are, however, limited in redshift. For the Harikane et al.
(2023) QLF, which is defined between redshifts z ~ 4
and z ~ 8, we assume no additional evolution: We use
the z ~ 8 QLF for all redshifts above z ~ 8, which con-
tributes only negligibly to the final numbers, and the
z ~ 4 QLF to all redshift below z ~ 4. Since the QLF
is expected to rise down to z ~ 2 and then turn over in
resemblance to the cosmic star formation density (e.g.,
Richards et al. 2006; Shen et al. 2020), we note that the
exact effect of this assumption is not clear, in particular
since the evolution of “ little red-dot” and other JWST
selected AGN is not well established yet to lower red-
shifts. Regarding the QLF from Willott et al. (2010),
we note that it has a term for a monotonic evolution
with redshift, although it was defined in practice over
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QLF reference ‘ all sources ‘ high L ‘ high z ‘ C1v >50 days ‘ C1v > 100 days
FEuclid

Willott et al. (2010) 50 (1.3 x 107) <1 (19, 800) 3 (84,000) 3 (81,500) 2 (41,800)

Harikane et al. (2023) | 2,000 (1.5 x 10®) <1(<1) 400 (2 x 10°) 376 (1.7 x 10°) 36 (45,000)

Roman Space Telescope

Willott et al. (2010) 200 (5.9 x 107) < 1 (19, 800) 13 (4.2 x 10°) 4 (1.2 x 10°) 2 (46,000)

Harikane et al. (2023) | 32,700 (2.4 x 10%) <1(<1) 9,800 (1.3 x 10%) 2,150 (1.7 x 107) 207 (1.1 x 10°)
JWST

Harikane et al. (2023) | 1.3 x 10° (8.8 x 10%) | <1 (< 1) 5.3 x 10* (7.2 x 10%) 2,750 (2.4 x 107) 140 (1.1 x 105)

Harikane et al. (2023)

(red selection) — <1(<1) 3.5 x 10* (5.3 x 10%) 3,500 (2.4 x 107) 190 (1.1 x 109)

Table 1. The estimated numbers of lensed quasars that might be detected with Fuclid, Roman space telescope and JWST. In
every column, we also specify within the brackets the total number of quasars expected to be detected; Column 1: The assumed
QLF. The detection limit is calculated assuming a blue selection unless otherwise specified; Column 2: The estimated number
of lensed quasars at all redshifts and all luminosity range; Column 3: The estimated number of lensed quasars at all redshifts
and high luminosity range; Column 4: The estimated number of lensed quasars at high redshifts; Columns 5-6: The estimated
number of lensed quasars with luminosities and redshift that would result in a C1v observed time lag of above 50 and 100 days;

the redshift range ~ 5.5 — 6.5 and the redshift evolution
term assumes a monotonically increasing number den-
sity towards lower redshifts. In that case, assuming this
QLF below z ~ 4 might cause an over estimate of the
number of quasars at the low redshift regime. A detailed
examination of the effect of the z ~ 1 — 4 range on the
total numbers is out of scope for this work, in particular,
since here we focus on the high-redshift regime z 2 4.

5. DISCUSSION

To examine the feasibility of the idea proposed in this
work, in the first part of this work we have shown the
distribution of time delays by typical lensing clusters
and compared it to the time lag distribution of quasars
across their mass range and at various redshifts. After
showing that indeed galaxy clusters supply useful time
delays that can easily be as large as the the time lags ex-
pected for highest luminosity and highest redshift AGN,
in the second part of this work we then estimated the
number of AGN that are expected to be multiply im-
aged by galaxy clusters and observable with different
observatories of interest.

Before concluding the work and while perhaps quite
intuitive, we now aim to provide a more visual demon-
stration of the idea, using an idealized case. In par-
ticular, we consider an illustrative scenario in which the
expected time lag is equal to the time delay between two
images of a quasar. We end by referring to a couple of
recent lensed examples for which such RM observational
campaigns may be feasible using existing facilities.

To simulate a typical continuum light curve of a
quasar, we use mock light curves of the quasar HE0435-
1223 generated by HOLiCOW collaboration and avail-
able online (Wong et al. 2017; Chen et al. 2019) . We

simulate the emission-line light curve by replicating the
continuum light curve shifted by a certain time lag and
add for illustration purposes, a Gaussian noise with a
standard deviation = 0.05 in flux.

In Fig. 3 we show the mock light curves for two lensed
images A and B for a SL time delay of 1000 days, where
it is in this case equal to the observed time lag. An ob-
served BLR size of a 1000 days corresponds to a phys-
ical BLR size of 1000/(1 + z) light days. At a redshift
of z = 2, for example, this corresponds to a SMBH lu-
minosity of ALy ~ 4 x 1047 erg s~1, according to the lo-
cal scaling relations. For each image we show the same
time-frame of 1200 days in the observer frame, while
the duration was arbitrarily chosen for illustration pur-
poses. For each image separately, similar to the case in
which the quasar were unlensed, the pattern seen in the
first 1000 days in continuum is seen repeating itself in
emission lines a 1000 days later. In practice, to securely
identify such an offset it would require at least several
times this timeframe, hence order a decade or more of
continuous monitoring. However, due to the TD being
similar to the time lag, the same changes in the con-
tinuum seen in the trailing image are seen at the same
time in emission lines in the leading image, essentially
saving the years-long wait time to observe the lagging
emission line changes. Suppose that in order to detect
the ~ 3 year time lag a monitoring campaign spanning
15 years were needed for an unlensed source to accumu-
late enough data points and timespan (the true value
depends on a variety of factors that we do not go into
here). Investing 15 years of observing time would be
looked upon as an uneasy and perhaps risky investment
given that the output is uncertain. In contrast, imagine
a lensed quasar such that the source is multiply imaged
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with at least three images, which - more often than not
- would be the case for wide separation lensed quasars
as we consider here (e.g., Sharon et al. 2017; Williams
et al. 2021). In such a case the investment becomes much
more reasonable: each observation triples the number of
data-points compared to the unlensed case, and more
importantly, assuming that t7p ~ t;4, then the corre-
sponding emission line changes can be observed (even
if not immediately identified) already in the first few
batches of monitoring. Furthermore, each image would
then be magnified, which would also ease the observa-
tional follow-up.

As another example, in the case of a smaller BLR
size, causing a shorter time lag than the SL time de-
lay, the pattern seen in the first days of observations in
continuum would already be seen repeated in the emis-
sion lines after a short time lag. This is similar to the
way it would appear for an unlensed quasar, where as
for the lensed case we mainly gain magnification and
additional sampling from the different multiple images,
making the reverberation mapping more efficient over-
all. Also in the opposite scenario where the SL time
delay is much shorter than the expected time lag, while
we do not gain much in terms of overall wait time, we
gain in several other aspects as above. First, we ob-
tain additional points in the light curve with the same
observation, compared to the unlensed case (an advan-
tage that increases even further when more than two
quasars images are seen, as is often the case in cluster
lensing). Second, the images are magnified, which fa-
cilitates their follow-up. Third, while of singly imaged
(or unlensed) objects can only be observed for several
months a year, when they are away from the Sun’s di-
rection, a multiply-imaged quasar may allow us to fill
gaps in the light curves also in those otherwise down
times.

It should however be noted that even if TDs are used
to facilitate RM, the monitoring time should still be suf-
ficiently significant so as not to bias the measurements
towards the available TDs.

Recently, a successful reverberation mapping was
performed on the multiply imaged quasar, SDSS
J222242745, at z = 2.805 (Williams et al. 2021), demon-
strating the usefulness of multiply imaged quasars in
that respect. A time lag of 7., = 36.57357 restframe
days was significantly detected for the C1v emission
line, whereas the time delays to the two other images
of the quasar are about ~ 40 and ~ 700 days (see also
Sharon et al. 2017). Hence, one time delay is of the or-
der of the time lag, similar to first case discussed above
(but with a shorter time lag than what we consider here,
which is aimed for the high-redshift and high luminosity

regimes), and the second time delay is much longer than
the time lag, similar to second case discussed above.

Note that throughout we assume that any object de-
tected by a certain observatory could also be followed up
spectroscopically (by the same or other observatories).
In addition, given that we only wish to demonstrate the
basic idea, we only show an idealized case. We also ne-
glect here other sources of noise such as local microlens-
ing for some of the images, which is known to often be
present and cause its own variations to the light curve
for some of the components (e.g., Eigenbrod et al. 2008;
Mediavilla et al. 2015; Vernardos et al. 2024) — depend-
ing on the mass of the point mass and size of the emitting
source — although even in such cases the effects can be
remedied (see e.g. Williams et al. (2021)). Similarly, we
do not take into account so-called “changing-look” AGN
(e.g. Ricci & Trakhtenbrot 2023), for which some of the
images may not show, for example, broad-line emission,
while the other images might (in fact, lensing TDs may
be a route for detecting lensed AGN of this type).

One should also bear in mind that in reality the TD
is not necessarily known from the lens model to the re-
quired accuracy to remove it from the fit altogether.
However, it might be first determined from the tempo-
ral shift between the continua of the two images before
determining the time lag. This may improve the error
on the TDs compared to the errors from the lens model’s
TD, which would otherwise propagate into the R-L re-
lation as well.

It is also worth highlighting a couple of interesting re-
cent objects which may become useful targets for RM of
lensed AGN (other examples naturally exist, too). First
we note the triply-imaged Little Red Dot AGN reported
by Furtak et al. (2023b) at = 7.045. This object is cur-
rently the highest-redshift multiply imaged AGN. It has
according to their lens model a TD of ~3 years, roughly,
between the two closest images, and a TD of about 19
years between the first of these two and the third, more
distant image, which is first to arrive. The NIRSpec
spectrum of the source was published in Furtak et al.
(2024). Based on its luminosity, with a few hours per
visit we could detect both the continuum and the HS line
(no C1v lines were detected in the object, despite the
very deep integration time). One can thus envision that
a NIRSpec/JWST program, for example, targeting the
three images simultaneously, could be used to measure
both the continuum and emission lines in each epoch.
From the width of HS, Furtak et al. (2024) derived a
BH mass of 4x107 M, which, according to the scaling
relations by Kaspi et al. (2021), corresponds to an ex-
pected or observed time lag of a couple dozen days. This
time lag is relatively short (corresponding to the second
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Figure 3. Simulated idealized light curve for the case where the time delay equals the time lag. In the top panel
of the figure we demonstrate mock light curves of two images of the same source. The time axis represents the observing time
of the images and the y axis represents a normalized flux. The SL time delay between the two images is 1000 days, image A is
the trailing image and image B is the leading image. The orange and blue curves correspond to the mock continuum and line
emission light curves respectively. Since the two images will have different magnification factors, the leading image shown in
the top right panel has its flux normalized lower, as it will usually have a lower magnification than the trailing one. Details on
the mock data are given in section 5. In the bottom panel we show the full mock light curves with shaded areas emphasizing
the data obtained from each image and the overlap. The mock light curves of the leading image B are corrected by the time
delay. We emphasize the time lag between the continuum and emission curves at several points with arrows.
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case discussed above), and while its measurement could
in principle also be done were it not lensed, its measure-
ment would be facilitated by measuring the three images
simultaneously. While the expected time lag for this ob-
ject does not appear to be very long (so that the gain in
wait time is not maximized), it could supply a unique
example for probing the RM relation at high-redshift.

A second, recent example is the large separation z =
3.27 quasar COOL J0335-1927 (Napier et al. 2023a),
for which time delays of ~ 500 days and ~ 130 days
between two pairs of its images were predicted from the
lens model, although with quite substantial uncertainty.
To estimate the expected time lag, we adopt the typical
g-band luminosity seen in Fig. 4 in their work, and
translate it to an absolute UV magnitude of ~ 25.5 AB,
which, based on existing scaling relations (Kaspi et al.
2021), corresponds to a an observed time lag of ~ 300
days. The object therefore might benefit significantly
from such a campaign. For more discussion on the latter
object, see also Napier et al. (2023a).

We thus conclude that designated observations of mul-
tiply imaged quasars can open the door for RM studies
in a much more efficient manner, as was already demon-
strated at lower-redshifts Williams et al. (2021). For the
most massive and/or high-redshift quasars for which the
time lags may be otherwise too long, this might possibly
be the only, feasible way.

6. SUMMARY

In this work we discuss the possibility of using lensing
time delays to facilitate the RM of high-luminosity and
high-redshift quasars, for which the radius-luminosity
relation is currently, poorly constrained. The expected
time lags for very-massive or high-redshift quasars can
reach several years and would likely require much longer
monitoring times than can be comfortably accommo-
dated by typical observing campaigns. Multiply imaged
AGN may, however, offer a unique opportunity to ex-
plore the radius-luminosity relation at these ends. Not
only do strongly lensed quasars comprise several magni-
fied images which boost the efficiency of the light curve
sampling, but also, the time delay between the quasar’s
multiple images can save the long wait times that are

typically required. For example, if the time delay is
roughly of the order of the expected time lag, changes
in the emission lines in a leading image can be observed
around the same time as the changes in the continuum
in a trailing image, thus allowing a much reduced wait
times and overall monitoring times-spans.

We start by showing the typical distribution of BH
time lags compared to the lensing TD distribution from
cluster lenses and show that a strong overlap exists. We
then estimate the number of multiply imaged quasars
that may be detectable in the near future with Euclid,
Roman, or JWST. We find that indeed, a fair amount
of multiply imaged high-redshift quasars, out of which
some would experience a significantly long observed time
lag, should be detectable. Using the time delays between
the multiple images, RM of these possible future candi-
dates could be obtained in a reasonable few-year moni-
toring timescale, probing the poorly known R-L relation
in the early Universe.
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