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ABSTRACT

We report the discovery of an intriguing, low-mass galaxy-scale strong-lens system in the
SMACS J0723.3-7327 galaxy cluster. By modeling James Webb Space Telescope imaging and Very
Large Telescope Multi-Unit Spectroscopic Explorer spectroscopic data, we find that the lens is
cluster member galaxy at z = 0.397 with an Einstein radius of 07424 + 07012, stellar mass of
M, = (3.3 £0.8) x 10'° M, half-light radius of ~ 1 kpc, and central stellar velocity dispersion of
14046 km s~1. This lens galaxy is one of the few strong lens galaxies known to date that have stellar
mass as low as M, ~ 10%5M, offering an exceptional opportunity to peek into the population of
low-mass galaxies that has largely remained unexplored in the context of strong-lensing studies. This
strong lens system can also assist in assessing the systematic uncertainty in the lens modeling of cluster

member galaxies.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Strong gravitational lensing is the phenomenon of
forming multiple images of a background source object
by the gravity of a foreground lens object. In particular,
galaxy-scale strong-lens systems, where the lens objects
are galaxies, are powerful tools for understanding galaxy
formation and evolution. For example, it has been sug-
gested that the lens galaxies studied generally prefer a
Salpeter initial mass function (IMF) (e.g., Spiniello et al.
2011; Oguri et al. 2014) and their dark-matter fractions
increase with stellar mass and velocity dispersion (e.g.,
Auger et al. 2010; Shu et al. 2015; Shajib et al. 2021).
Correlations between the central mass density profile of
lens galaxies and galaxy properties such as stellar mass
density, stellar mass, and redshift have been character-
ized (e.g., Auger et al. 2010; Bolton et al. 2012; Sonnen-
feld et al. 2013; Shu et al. 2015; Li et al. 2018), provid-
ing constraints on the impact of baryonic physics and
mergers (e.g., Nipoti et al. 2009; Velliscig et al. 2014;
Sonnenfeld et al. 2014). By measuring the shape and
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alignment of the dark matter distribution and stellar
mass distribution, studies have shown that dark-matter
halos of those lens galaxies are typically rounder than
the stellar mass distributions and the misalignment an-
gles between dark matter and stars are generally small
(e.g., Koopmans et al. 2006; Bruderer et al. 2016; Shu
et al. 2016).

Nevertheless, such knowledge have been largely lim-
ited to massive galaxies because lens galaxies in cur-
rently known strong-lens samples typically have stellar
mass of 10'1-10'2My. On the other hand, stellar dy-
namical analyses of nearby galaxies (z < 0.1) suggest
that the dark-matter fraction reaches a minimum at a
characteristic stellar mass of M, ~ 3 X 1010M® and
increases towards both low- and high-mass ends (e.g.,
Cappellari et al. 2013a). The IMF is also found to vary
with velocity dispersion in the sense that galaxies with
lower velocity dispersions tend to have lighter IMF (e.g.
Chabrier or Kroupa, Cappellari et al. 2013b; Li et al.
2017). Low-mass lens galaxies (M, < 1019°My) can
hence provide highly complementary constraints, espe-
cially at high redshifts where spatially-resolved stellar
kinematics observations remain challenging.

A key obstacle in discovering low-mass lenses is the
need for high angular resolution data. For typical lens
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Figure 1. Color composite image of SMACS J0723 generated from JWST NIRCam data in six filters (FO90W, F150W, F200W,
F277TW, F356W, F444W). The inset figure provides an enlarged view of the strong-lens system studied in this work.

and source redshifts of 0.5 and 1.5, the angular separa-
tions between multiple lensed images are on the order of
2" when the lensing mass is 10*!> M, which can be eas-
ily resolved in existing imaging data from wide-field sur-
veys such as the Sloan Digital Sky Survey, Dark Energy
Survey, Legacy Surveys, etc. When the lensing mass
becomes 10'%° M, the angular separations decrease to
~0/7, significantly hindering the detectability.

In this work, we will report a serendipitous discov-
ery of a low-mass (M, ~ 10195My) strong-lens system
from James Webb Space Telescope (JWST) observa-
tions of the SMACS J0723.3-7327 galaxy cluster (here-
after SMACS J0723). This paper is organized as follows.
We describe the imaging and spectroscopic data in Sec-
tion 2, and present the strong lens modeling procedures
and results in Section 3. Discussions and conclusions are
provided in Section 4 and Section 5. All magnitudes are
on the AB scale, and a standard concordance cosmology
with €, = 0.3, Qx = 0.7, and h = 70 km s~! Mpc~! is
assumed.

2. DATA
2.1. JWST imaging data

The JWST Early Release Observations (ERO) of the
SMACS J0723 galaxy cluster include broadband imag-
ing by the NIRCam and MIRI as well as multi-object
and slitless spectroscopy by the NIRSpec and NIRSS
(Programme ID: 2736, Pontoppidan et al. 2022). In this
work, we focused on the NIRCam imaging data in six

filters covering the wavelength range from roughly 0.8
pm to 5.0 um, i.e. FO9OW, F150W, F200W, F277TW,
F356W, and F444W. In each NIRCam filter, observa-
tions were split into nine sub-exposures (following the
INTRAMODULEX dither pattern) with a total expo-
sure time of ~7537 seconds. Regarding data reduction,
we made use of the UPdec-Webb dataset constructed
by Wang et al. (2025), who reduced and coadded the
NIRCam imaging data of SMACS J0723 using a cus-
tomized algorithm — Up-sampling and PSF Deconvolu-
tion Coaddition (UPDC, Wang et al. 2022). As demon-
strated in Wang et al. (2025), the UPdec-Webb images
exhibit significant improvement in terms of photome-
try accuracy and faint source detectability compared to
coadded images processed by the standard Drizzle algo-
rithm. The UPdec-Webb dataset! contains 11 imaging
files per filter, which correspond to a directly coadded
image (iter0) and 10 deconvolved images produced after
different iterations of PSF deconvolution (iterl-iter10).
In this work, we used the UPdec-Webb coadded images,
which are supersampled by a factor of two, resulting
a pixel scale of 070155/pixel in FO9OW, F150W, and
F200W and 07031 /pixel in F277W, F356W, and F444W.

A color composite image of the central region of
SMACS J0723 constructed from the UPdec-Webb coad-
ded images in all six NIRCam filters is presented in Fig-

1 Available at the National Astronomical Data Center:

doi:10.12149/101436.
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ure 1. The galaxy-scale strong-lens system we discovered
and analyzed in this work, denoted as SMACS J0723-
SL, is located at R.A. = 110°.8488458, Decl. =
—73°.4606771, about 31.3 arcsecs (=167 kpc) southeast
from the brightest cluster galaxy (BCG). In this system,
we clearly see an orange-ish question-mark structure sur-
rounding the central galaxy, indicative of a strong lens-
ing effect. The radius of the structure is about (/8.

2.2. MUSE data cube

The SMACS J0723 cluster was also observed by the
Multi-Unit Spectroscopic Explorer (MUSE) integral
field spectrograph in 2019 under Programme ID: 0102.A-
0718 (PI: A. Edge). In this work, we used the reduced
data cube from Caminha et al. (2022), which has a 1
arcmin? field of view centered on the BCG and covers
the wavelength range 4750A—9350A. The spectral res-
olution is ~ 2.4A with a sampling of 1.25A per spectral
pixel. According to the redshift catalog built from the
MUSE data cube by Caminha et al. (2022), the lens
galaxy in SMACS J0723-SL has a spectroscopic redshift
of 0.3970, confirming it as a cluster member galaxy. In
addition, the bright tail of the question-mark structure
was also cataloged in Caminha et al. (2022) with a spec-
troscopic redshift of 1.4792. The two different redshifts
further support the strong lensing interpretation.

3. STRONG LENS MODELING

Encouraged by the imaging and spectroscopic evi-
dence, we aim to obtain a sensible strong lens model
for SMACSJ0723-SL to firmly establish its strong
lensing nature. Although strong-lens models of the
SMACS J0723 cluster have been constructed by several
teams (e.g., Caminha et al. 2022; Golubchik et al. 2022;
Sharon et al. 2023; Mahler et al. 2023), the lens galaxy
in SMACS J0723-SL. was either completely ignored or
modeled simultaneously with all other member galax-
ies following a scaling relation, without using any con-
straint from the potential lensing features around it.
In this work, we explicitly model the lens galaxy in
SMACS J0723-SL.

3.1. Model set-up

For the lens galaxy in SMACS J0723-SL, we used an
elliptical power law (EPL) profile to model its projected
total-mass distribution, which is parameterized as:

E(l‘, y) = 2Clrit 3= JEPL ( 9E
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where 0g is the Einstein radius, ygpy, is the power-law
slope, ¢ is the minor-to-major axis ratio, x and y are

defined in a coordinate system aligned with the major
and minor axis of the lens mass distribution. Y. is the
critical density defined as Yc,iy = % ﬁ, where Dy,
Dg, and Dy g are angular diameter distances of the lens,
the source, and from the lens to the source respectively.

To account for the contribution from the cluster to
the lensing potential, we utilized the lens model of
SMACS J0723 constructed using the JWST ERO data
by Caminha et al. (2022, hereafter C22), or more specif-
ically, their convergence and shear maps (100 each, cor-
responding to 100 Monte Carlo realizations). In princi-
ple, we should directly adopt C22 results as the external
convergence and external shear in our model. However,
only the shear strength map was available in C22 but
not the shear position angle. We thus had to optimize
for the external shear, the lensing potential of which is
parameterized as

1
1pshear = _§’Vshear($2 + y2) cos 2 ((b - ¢shear> 5 (2)

where Yshear and @shear are the strength and position
angle of the external shear.

Regarding the external convergence, we selected a
5" x 5" region centered on SMACS J0723-SL from the
(C22 convergence maps. We found that the mean con-
vergence in this region is ~ 0.4 and the spatial varia-
tion is ~ 0.017. We therefore assumed the external con-
vergence can be approximated as a constant Keyg, i.e.
a mass sheet. We computed the mean convergence in
the selected region for each realization and adopted the
median and standard deviation of the 100 mean con-
vergence, 0.40 and 0.018, as the median and 1o un-
certainty for Kext. In our modeling process, we then
fixed Keyxy to 0.40. To account for the impact of the
Kext uncertainty on the other lens parameters, we actu-
ally made use of the mass-sheet degeneracy (MSD, Falco
et al. 1985; Schneider & Sluse 2013; Khadka et al. 2024).
According to the MSD, the following two sets of lensing
potentials give identical lensed imaging signals,

K (2, y) = As(z,y) + (1= N), ®3)

when the source plane coordinate is also rescaled as ﬁ =
AB. Therefore, g and ~ghear Will change with Kexy as

00g OKext
] 5 4
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We used the Sérsic profile (Sérsic 1963) to model the
light distributions of the lens galaxy and source galaxy.
The number of Sérsic components was determined by
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Figure 2. Best-fitting results. Within each row, from left to right, we show the data, lens light model, lens light-subtracted
data, lensed image model, normalized residual, and source light model. The first six rows correspond to the six filters and the
last row is a color composite equivalent generated by combining the six filters.
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the data. In each filter, we found that a single Sérsic compact component and an extended component. The
was sufficient for the lens galaxy while two were needed point spread function (PSF) models were derived from
for the source galaxy, which appears to have a relatively
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Table 1. Lens model parameters (median and the 68% confidence interval).

0r (") YEPL orrL (°) qEPL Yshear @shear (°)
0.42470012 2101003 —60.411°%  0.87100% 0.152700)5 —20.7107

Table 2. Lens light parameters (median and the 68% confidence interval). Column 2 is the integrated magnitude. Columns
3—4 are the = and y coordinates of the Sérsic component relative to the cutout center. Columns 5-8 correspond to the

position angle of the major axis (east from north), minor-to-major axis ratio, half-light radius, and Sérsic index.

o(°)

q

Re (//)

n

Filter MAaB Az (") Ay ()
FO9OW  20.852670:0655  0.0040575:66005  —0.010186:50057
F150W  19.918070:005, 0.00405%0:00008  —0.0101870-00057
F200W  19.6748+0:99%  0.00405739999¢  —0.0101875:09930
F277TW  19.781110:9924  0.0040570:00096  —0.01018+0:99910
F356W  20.2036+0:9%3,  0.00405799999¢  —0.0101875:59930
F444W  20.5871399¢  0,00405+99999%  —0.010187:59910

—42.1970-38
—42.19%018
—42.19+5-18
—42.1919-18
—42.19%9:18
—42.1919-18

0.874650020
0.874670 9950
0.874670 0950
0.874619:00%5
0.874679:00%5
0.874670-00%5

0.26045:6010
0.254010:00%%
0.249810-00%9
0.199810-50%¢
0.207250 0010
0.193570-0022

494875515
4.6161001°
4.49610 054
4.428F5:0%°
3.896t8;8§‘3_
3.5877001%

Table 3. Source light parameters (median and the 68% confidence interval). The columns are arranged in the
same order as Table 2.

Filter man Az(") Ay(") o) q R.(") n I
Component 1
FO9OW  26.9197055,  —0.0877501  0.3687095¢ —75.8725 0.33175:9%  0.10279:0%  1.495700%, 7.8
F150W  25.36750%  —0.08775016  0.3687095 —75.8725 0.33170:0%%  0.123075:9515  1.80070:5%7 8.1
F200W  25.12750%  —0.0875016  0.36875:93  —75.8725 0.33170:0%5  0.1143F5:99%7  1.5487055, 8.0
F277TW  24.867500  —0.0875010  0.3687503  —75.8725  0.33170:0%5  0.0997F59921  1.69270557 7.7
F356W  24.767508  —0.08775010  0.36875:03  —75.8725 0.33173:0%5  0.09370:00%  1.6207050% 7.7
F444W 24717505 —0.0875010  0.36875055  —75.8725  0.33170:0%5  0.0940750522  1.6567005, 7.7
Component 2
FO9OW  27.057005  —0.12170015  0.45370:0%  —82.4%22 0.15815:90¢  0.13315902  0.19475:99¢ 8.6
F150W 25.757700%, —0.12170:01% 045370008 824732 0.15870505  0.149075:0%25 0.2707051% 8.6
F200W  25.63470050 —0.12170015  0.4537099% 824732 0.15870:0%0  0.14770:007  0.409700%, 8.2
F277W  25.22970926  _0.121F5:015  0.45375:09% 824722 0.15870-09¢  0.1425%5:9524  0.5917051, 8.0
F356W 25.045799%  —0.121F9512  0.4531999% 824722 (.15870-09¢ 0.1381+5:9928 0.6407091. 7.8
F444W 249571595 —0.12115512  0.4531599% 824722 (.158T0-09¢ 0.127715:9028 0.75670-91% 7.6

the (unsaturated) star closest to the lensing system us-
ing the method developed by Nie et al. (2023).

We simultaneously modeled the imaging data from all
six filters. For the three shorter wavelength filters (i.e.
F090W, F150W, and F200W), cutouts of 325x 325 pixels
centered on SMACS J0723-SL were used, while cutouts
of 163 x 163 pixels were used for the three longer wave-
length filters (i.e. F277W, F356W, and F444W). Each
cutout is therefore roughly 5” across. In the modeling
process, we assumed that the lens light distributions in
the six filters have the same center, axis ratio, and posi-
tion angle. For the source galaxy, each of the two Sérsic
models also has the same center, axis ratio, and posi-

tion angle across the six filters. We further fixed the
lens mass center to the lens light center. In total, our
model contained 54 non-linear parameters that need to
be constrained, including 4 from the EPL model, 2 from
the external shear model, 16 from the lens light mod-
els, and 32 from the source light models. The param-
eter inference was done using the open-source package
lenstronomy (Birrer & Amara 2018).

3.2. Modeling results

Our modeling results are presented in Figure 2 and Ta-
bles 1, 2, 3. It can be seen that our model successfully
reproduced the imaging data, especially the question-
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Figure 3. Left: pPXF velocity dispersion fitting result. The black line corresponds to the observed spectrum (smoothed for
illustration purposes) and the red line corresponds to the best fit. Right: CIGALE SED fitting result. Open and filled circles

correspond to the observed and model-predicted photometry.

mark structures. The reduced x? value is 0.9976. The
lens mass distribution is slight steeper than isothermal
(i.e. v =2), and is well aligned with its light distribu-
tion in terms of both the axis ratio and position angle.
We thus confirmed that SMACS J0723-SL is a genuine
strong-lens system. Furthermore, we found that the
lens galaxy has an exceptionally small Einstein radius
of 0”.424 £+ 0”.012. We note that this Einstein radius
is what the lens galaxy would have if it were in the
field (i.e. without considering the contribution from the
cluster). The quoted uncertainty includes contributions
from both the data noise and uncertainty on Kext. As
will be shown in the next section, the small Einstein
radius makes SMACS J0723-SL immediately stand out
from other previously known strong lenses.

The Sérsic indices of the lens are about 4-5 in all six
filters, suggesting that the lens is an early-type galaxy.
The half-light radii of the lens are progressively smaller
towards redder wavelength, starting from ~ 0”.26 (1.39
kpe) in FO9OW to =~ 0”.19 (1.02 kpc) in F444W. This
trend is consistent with the inside-out growth scenario.

The two components of the source galaxy are sep-
arated by =~ 07.09 (0.761 kpc) in the source plane,
and have distinct Sérsic indices (both smaller than
n = 2). The brighter component, i.e. Component 1,
is slightly more compact and less elongated compared
to the fainter component. The lensing magnifications
for the two components are ~ 7.8 and ~ 8.1, and they
do not vary significantly across the six filters.

4. DISCUSSION

According to our best-fit model, the total enclosed
mass of the lens galaxy in SMACS J0723-SL within the
iso-density ellipse of semi-major axis 0g/./qepr, (2.43

kpc) and semi-minor axis /gepr.0r (2.11 kpc) is given
by

Miensing = ™05 Seic = (3.74£0.2) x 10'°M.  (6)

To estimate the stellar mass of the lens galaxy, we
utilized CIGALE, a public tool designed for fitting the
spectral energy distribution (SED) of galaxies (Bo-
quien et al. 2019). We chose the single stellar pop-
ulation (SSP) library from Bruzual & Charlot (2003)
and assumed a double exponential star formation his-
tory (the sfh2exp module). The Salpeter stellar ini-
tial mass function (IMF, Salpeter 1955) was employed
and the metallicity is fixed to Z = 0.02. We used the
dustatt_modified_starburst module, a modification
and extension of the Calzetti et al. (2000) attenuation
law, for characterizing the dust attenuation. We also
included dust emission using the casey2012 module,
which is based on the dust emission model from Casey
(2012). We used this model to fit for the observed lens
galaxy SED in six NIRCam filters, and the fitting result
is shown in Figure 3. We found a total stellar mass of
(3.3£0.8) x 10'°M. The projected dark-matter frac-
tion within the half-light radius is thus ~ (12 &+ 22)%.
We further extracted the spectrum of a 0”.6 x 0”.6 re-
gion centered on the lens galaxy from the MUSE data
cube and used the pPXF package (Cappellari & Emsellem
2004; Cappellari 2017, 2023) to derive the central stellar
velocity dispersion of the lens galaxy. For this analy-
sis, we utilized the E-MILES stellar population synthe-
sis (SPS) models (Vazdekis et al. 2016), which provide
UV-extended templates spanning the wavelength range
of 1680-50000A. The fitting result is shown in Figure 3,
and the lens galaxy was found to have a velocity disper-
sion of o, = 140 + 6 km s~ 1.
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Figure 4. Stellar mass versus Einstein radius for a repre-
sentative subset of known strong lenses. Blue circles repre-
sent SLACS lenses, green triangles represent SL2S lenses,
orange squares represent S4TM lenses, the magenta pen-
tagon represents iPTF16geu, and the cyan diamond repre-
sents MACS J1115-G1. SMACS J0723-SL is indicated by the
red star. The blue, green, and orange bars indicate the typ-
ical stellar mass uncertainties (+1c0) for the SLACS, SL2S,
and S4TM lenses.

The size, stellar mass, and stellar velocity disper-
sion measurements all suggest that the lens galaxy in
SMACS J0723-SL is indeed a relatively low-mass early-
type galaxy. To put into context, we constructed a com-
pilation of previously known strong lenses from the lit-
erature. The compilation contains 148 lens galaxies at
redshifts ~ 0.05—0.9 with published Einstein radius and
stellar mass measurements, including 70 from the Sloan
Lens ACS Survey (SLACS), 36 from the Strong Lenses
in the Legacy Survey (SL2S), 40 from the SLACS for the
Masses (S4TM) Survey, iPTF16geu, and another strong
lens galaxy discovered in the MACS J1115.94-0129 clus-
ter (i.e. MACSJ1115-G1). Although not complete,
this compilation is representative of all currently-known
galaxy-scale strong lenses in terms of stellar mass and
Einstein radius. For the SLACS lenses, Einstein radii
and stellar masses were retrieved from Bolton et al.
(2008) and Auger et al. (2009). For the SL2S lenses,
Einstein radii and stellar masses were retrieved from
Sonnenfeld et al. (2013). For the S4TM lenses, Ein-
stein radii and stellar masses were retrieved from Shu
et al. (2017). For iPTF16geu, we obtained its Ein-
stein radius from Goobar et al. (2017) and its stellar
mass from Arendse et al. (2025). For MACSJ1115-
G1, Einstein radius and stellar mass were retrieved
from Parry et al. (2016). Figure 4 shows the stellar
mass-Einstein radius distributions for the known lens

compilation? and SMACS J0723-SL. It becomes obvious
that the lens galaxy in SMACS J0723-SL is substantially
less massive than the majority of known lens galaxies.
SMACS J0723-SL thus provides a rare opportunity to
peek into a population of galaxies that is largely unex-
plored in previous strong-lensing studies.

It is worth making a brief comparison between
SMACS J0723-SLL. and MACS J1115-G1, another low-
mass strong lens galaxy embedded in a galaxy clus-
ter. According to Parry et al. (2016), MACS J1115-
G1 has a similar (lens) redshift of 0.353 and a similarly
small Einstein radius of 0”.32 & 0”.04. The stellar mass
of MACS J1115-G1 is (7.6 £ 2.3) x 109 M, assuming a
Chabrier IMF (or (1.4 & 0.4) x 10*°M, after convert-
ing to a Salpeter IMF), a factor of &~ 2.4 less massive
than SMACS J0723-SL. On the other hand, the half-
light radius of MACS J1115-G1 is 3.3 kpc, a factor of
~ 3 larger, suggesting that the stellar mass distribu-
tion of SMACS J0723-SL appears more compact. The
projected dark-matter fraction within the half-light ra-
dius is close to 90% for MACS J1115-G1, substantially
higher than that of SMACS J0723-SL. More similar mea-
surements will be extremely helpful in characterizing the
internal mass structures of galaxies in this mass regime.

SMACS J0723-SL is also a valuable discovery from the
perspective of cluster lens modeling. Due to the intrinsic
complexity, it is currently infeasible to model all cluster
member galaxies in the same detail as is commonly done
for galaxy-scale strong lenses. Instead, cluster mem-
ber galaxies are usually assumed to follow the same
mass distribution profile up to a normalization factor,
which is determined through an empirical scaling rela-
tion (Natarajan & Kneib 1997; Limousin et al. 2007).
This conventional modeling approach may introduce sig-
nificant systematics, especially as there is no consensus
on the exact form of the mass profile or scaling relation
(Meneghetti et al. 2017). SMACS J0723-SL can pro-
vide an exclusive chance of validating the adopted mass
profiles and scaling relations by comparing mass mod-
els from the conventional approach to those constructed
with the strong-lensing features around SMACS J0723-
SL taken into account (as achieved in this work). This
type of tests will provide important insights into dark
matter properties and cosmology which cluster lenses
have been used to constrain. For example, Meneghetti

2In the original papers, a Chabrier IMF (Chabrier 2003) was
assumed in the stellar mass estimations for the S4TM lenses,
iPTF16geu, and MACSJ1115-G1. To make a more fair com-
parison, in Figure 4, we added 0.25 dex to their reported stellar
masses, which is a typical mass-to-light ratio offset between a
Chabrier IMF and a Salpeter IMF for an old stellar population.
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et al. (2020) found that observed cluster member galax-
ies, based on the conventional modeling approach, have
noticeably larger lensing cross sections than simulation
predictions assuming cold dark matter. They suggested
that this discrepancy could arise from the assumption
about the nature of dark matter. It would be inter-
esting to verify the estimation of lensing cross sections
using systems like SMACS J0723-SL (e.g., Granata et al.
2023).

Although the number of low-mass strong lenses (M, ~
1005 M) is very limited at the moment, ongoing and
forthcoming facilities will soon increase the sample size
by orders of magnitude. In particular, space mis-
sions such as Euclid and China Space Station Telescope
(CSST) will be able to discover 10° galaxy-scale strong
lenses with thousands containing low-mass lens galaxies
with Einstein radii as small as 072 (e.g., Collett 2015;
Cao et al. 2024), both in clusters and in fields. With
such a large sample, we expect to gain a far more com-
prehensive understanding of galaxy evolution, the na-
ture of dark matter, and many other aspects.

5. CONCLUSION

In summary, we report the discovery of a rare,
low-mass strong lens system—SMACS J0723-SL in the
SMACS J0723 cluster. MUSE spectroscopic data sug-
gest that the lens and source galaxies are at redshifts
of 0.3970 and 1.4792 respectively. By simultaneously
modeling JWST NIRCam imaging data in six filters, i.e.
FO90W, F150W, F200W, F277W, F356W, and F444W,
we find that the Einstein radius of the lens galaxy in
SMACS J0723-SL is 0”.424 4+ 0".012, which corresponds

to a total enclosed mass of (3.7 +0.2) x 10'°M. The
half-light radius of the lens galaxy decreases from 072604
(1.39 kpc) in the FO90W to 071935 (1.02 kpe) in F444W,
and the central velocity dispersion is found to be 140+ 6
km s~'. The stellar mass of the lens galaxy is estimated
to be (3.3 +0.8) x 10'° M, from fitting the photometry
in six JWST filters. The dark-matter fraction within
the half-light radius is ~ (12 + 22)%.

SMACS J0723-SL is one of the few known cases that
contains a low-mass lens galaxy of M, ~ 10'05M,
which is about an order of magnitude lower than the
average mass of all galaxy-scale strong lenses discovered
to date. It hence presents a rare opportunity to investi-
gate a population of galaxies that has remained largely
unexplored in previous strong-lensing studies. In the
near future, thousands of low-mass strong lenses with
Einstein radii as small as (/2 will be discovered by mis-
sions such as Euclid and CSST, which will provide fur-
ther constraints on galaxy evolution, dark matter, and
cosmology.

We would like to thank the anonymous referee for their
helpful comments, which improved the presentation of
this work. This work is supported by the National Key
R&D Program of China (grant No. 2023YFA1608100).

Facilities: JTWST, MUSE

Software: lenstronomy (Birrer & Amara 2018),
pPXF (Cappellari & Emsellem 2004; Cappellari 2017,
2023), CIGALE (Boquien et al. 2019)
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