arxXiv:1201.1692v3 [astro-ph.CO] 23 Mar 2012

Mon. Not. R. Astron. Sod00, 000-000 (0000) Printed 11 January 2021 (MK style file v2.2)

The SWELLS survey. IV. Precision measurements of the stellaand
dark matter distributions in a spiral lens galaxy

Matteo Barnab* Aaron A. Dutton?34f Philip J. MarshalP Matthew W. Auger®
Brendon J. Brewet,Tommaso Tred;: Adam S. Boltor’, David C. Kod
and Léon V. E. Koopmarts

IKavli Institute for Particle Astrophysics and Cosmologtarord University, 452 Lomita Mall, Stanford, CA 94035,AJS
2Dept. of Physics, University of California, Santa Barba@# 93106, USA

3UCO/Lick Observatory, Department of Astronomy and Astysjis, University of California, Santa Cruz, CA 95064, USA
4Dept. of Physics and Astronomy, University of Victoriatafi, BC, V8P 5C2, Canada

5Department of Physics, University of Oxford, Keble Roadp@x OX1 3RH, UK

SInstitute of Astronomy, University of Cambridge, MadiygRd, Cambridge, CB3 OHA, UK

"Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Utalt, |S&e City, UT 84112, USA

8Kapteyn Astronomical Institute, University of Groning®0.Box 800, 9700 AV Groningen, The Netherlands

ABSTRACT

We construct a fully self-consistent mass model for the palaxy SDSS J2141 at redshift
0.14, and use it to improve on previous studies by modellingrigvitational lensing effect,
gas rotation curve and stellar kinematics simultaneoW§t.adopt a very flexible axisym-
metric mass model constituted by a generalized NFW darkemhtilo and a stellar mass
distribution obtained by deprojecting the multi-Gaussépansion (MGE) fit to the high-
resolution K’-band Laser Guide Star Adaptive Optics (LGSA@aging data of the galaxy,
with the (spatially constant) mass-to-light ratio as a jaeameter. We model the stellar kine-
matics by solving the anisotropic Jeans equations. We fiadttie inner logarithmic slope
of the dark halo is weakly constrained, iye= 0.82%% and consistent with an unmodified

—0.54'

NFW profile; we can conclude, however, that steep profiles (L.5) are disfavoured{ 14%
posterior probability). We marginalize over this paraméteinfer the galaxy to have (i) a
dark matter fraction within 2.2 disk radii of 2813 independent of the galaxy stellar popu-
lation, implying a maximal disk for SDSS J2141 (i) an apgoety uncontracted dark matter
halo, with concentratios_, = 7.7*32 and virial velocityv,;; = 24235 kms™, consistent
with ACDM predictions; (iii) a slightly oblate halagg = 0.757327), conS|stent with predic-
tions from baryon-affected models. Comparing the tightbyliirained gravitational stellar
mass inferred from the combined analysis (o, /M, = 1112535 with that inferred
from stellar populations modelling of the galaxies colousd accounting for an expected
cold gas fraction of 2@ 10 per cent, we determine a preference for a Chabrier IMF over
Salpeter IMF by a Bayes factor of 5.7 (corresponding to suttist| evidence) We infer a
values, = 1-o%/og = 0.4370 93 for the orbital anisotropy parameter in the meridional plan
in agreement with most studles of local disk galaxies, afidgwut at 99 per cent confidence
level that the dynamics of this system can be described bgantegral distribution function.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Measuring the relative contribution of luminous and darkteran
spiral galaxies is essential to understand their intetnattire and
therefore constrain the physical processes that drivefiranation
and evolution (e.la). Traditionallystts done
by means of detailed stellar and gas kinematics and stesiau-p
lation diagnostics (e.g. Bershady etlal. 2011). Howevegnobne
needs additional assumptions about the relative conioivatf the
stars and dark matter (elg. van Albada & Salcisi 1986), outabo
the stellar initial mass function (elg. Bell & de Jong 2001).

The combination of strong gravitational lensing and galaxy
kinematics is a powerful tool for constraining the mass rdist
bution and the dynamical structure of galaxies beyond the lo
cal Universe, since this approach makes it possible to owesc
many of the difficulties associated with the traditionalhteiques,
which are severely limited when applied to distant objestse(
e.g. Treu & Koopmans 2002, 2004: Barnabé & Kooprians [2007;
Jiang & Kochanek 2007 _Grillo et al. 2008 Auger et al. 2010a;
Koopmans et al. 2009; Barnabeé etlal. 2010, 2011). In paaticu
gravitational lenses in which the deflector contains a higtii-i
nation disk provide extra (geometrical) information toghdisen-
tangle the distribution of baryons and dark matter, and tasuee

tion: therefore, in order to provide an accurate descniptibthe
data set, we model the stellar kinematics by means of anfgotr
Jeans equations, which allow us to properly take into adc@und
recover) the anisotropy ratio parameggr In addition to this, we
use more flexible and general models for both the stellar hed t
dark matter density profiles. Specifically, we obtain théatenass
density profile from the deprojection of the observed luramdis-
tribution (fitted with the state-of-the-art method of mu@aussian
expansion, MGE, sI02), rather than the sumoof
“Chameleon” profiles, which were used to approximate aigérs
profile bulge [(Sérsit 1958) and an exponential disk. Finakre
we model the dark matter halo with an ellipsoidal generdliXeW
profile (inner logarithmic slopey, outer slope-3) rather than the
non-singular isothermal ellipsoid (inner slope 0, outepsl-2)
with a fixed density profile in the inner regions used in thevjones
analysis.

The resulting model is both self-consistent and, in the case
the dark matter halo, physically-motivated, and allowsoesttempt
to fit all the data we have for SDSS J2141 simultaneously. e us
it to answer the following questions about SDSS J2141: Howimu
does dark matter contribute to the total mass of this disigain
particular in the inner regions? What is the concentratiod ia-
ner profile slope of its dark matter halo? What is its haloaps?

the 3D shape of the dark matter halo (e.g.. Keeton & Kochanek \when calibrated via its stellar mass distribution’s gratiitnal ef-

11998, Koopmans et bl. 1998, Maller eflal. 2000, Trott &t al.(R0
Suyu et al! 2011 and Dutton et al. 20f11b, Paper Il of this sprie
Because these measured masses are gravitational, theg camb
pared with the stellar mass from stellar population synsh&PS)
models and so used to constrain the form of the stellar imitess
function (IMF), and the response of dark matter haloes texgal
formation.

Until recently only a small number of gravitational lenses
with high-inclination disks were known. The SLAdm
2006/ 2008) and SWELLS (Treu etlal. 2011, Paper 1) surveye hav
significantly increased the number of known gravitatioeakles in
which the deflector contains a high-inclination disk, inthg sev-
eral disk-dominated systems.

One of the most promising spiral lens systems for a joint-lens
ing and dynamics analysis is SDSS J24@001 (hereafter simply
referred to as SDSS J2141 for brevity), at redshift = 0.1380,
which is a disk-dominated galaxy (it has a disk K'-band lifylat-
tion of ~ 80%) at high inclinationi(~ 78). In addition to the dis-
covery data from the SLACS survey, a wealth of imaging ané-kin
matic data are available from the SWELLS project (Paper l1§nd
A joint strong lensing and gas kinematics (rotation curveglgsis
of SDSS J2141 conducted in Paper Il yielded a gravitatiore s
lar mass of logy(M,/Mo) = 1099973 (consistent with that from a
stellar population analysis assuming a Chabrier IMF), & deatter
fraction at 2.2 disk scale lengths iy = 0.55'9%, and a dark mat-
ter halo flattening ofy, = 0.91*315. However, in that work, simple
phenomenological (“Chameleon”) models for all three masa-c
ponents, i.e. the dark matter halo and the stellar bulge #id d
were assumed. Moreover, only a fraction of the availablerkiatic
data for the lens galaxy was used: the stellar velocity dspe and
rotation curve were not considered. Indeed, the velocipelision
could not be predicted self-consistently within the asstimedel.

In this paper we improve on the Paper Il analysis of
SDSS J2141 in several important ways. The main improvensent i
the inclusion of stellar kinematics data, which providesasscon-
straint at smaller radii than obtained from lensing or ga®ekiat-
ics. It is well known that disk galaxies are usually chardzesl
by a velocity dispersion ellipsoid flattened along the attdirec-

fects, what galaxy-averaged IMF do we infer from a stellgoypo
lation synthesis analysis of its optical and near infra-cetburs?
What is the vertical-to-radial anisotropy of its velocitisjersion
ellipsoid?

This paper is structured as follows. We first describe ouesbs
vational data (imaging for the lens modelling, spectrogdop the
stellar and gas kinematics) in Sectldn 2. We then outlinencass
model for SDSS J2141 in Sectibh 3, giving the functional fome
use to describe its stellar and dark matter distributiordeenT in
Sectior % and Sectidd 5 we show how our model predicts both the
lensing and kinematic data in a self-consistent way, an@@i&{6
we review the probability theory behind the actual infeeepooce-
dure we follow. In Sectioh]7 we present and discuss the esfilt
our analysis, and in Sectidh 8 we draw conclusions, progidin
answer to the questions posed above.

Throughout this work, we assume a flRCDM cosmology
with present day matter densit®, = 0.3, and Hubble parameter,
Ho = 70kms! Mpc.

2 OBSERVATIONS

In this Section we briefly recall the data set available fis gtudy.
A more detailed description of the data is given in Paper Il.

2.1 Imaging data

The imaging data consists of a high spatial resolution (FWHM
~ 0.15 arcsec) K'-band image taken with adaptive optics on the
Keck Il telescope. The galaxy-subtracted image (see Pdpéer |
used for the strong lensing analysis, while the light prafilehe
galaxy is fitted with a set of elliptical Gaussians which aee d
convolved and deprojected to provide a 3D model of the stella
mass (up to the normalization), as detailed in Se¢fich $&.|1&ns-
subtracted image used as data set for the lensing analyisis

in the upper-right panel of Figutd 1. Multi-band HST photdme

is also available and used to determine stellar mass assdisdun
Papers | and II.
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Figure 1. Lensed image reconstruction obtained fromitieximum a pos-
teriori model. From the top left-hand to bottom right-hand panetore
structed sourcetHST/ACS data showing the observed lensed image after
subtraction of the lens galaxy; lensed image reconstma@responding

to the source in the first panel; residuals.

2.2 Kinematic data

The second set of data that we will use to constrain our masgimo
is the rotation and velocity dispersion profiles derivedhfropti-
cal emission- and absorption-line spectroscopy. A majir laxg-

slit spectrum of SDSS J2141 was obtained with the DEep Ingagin
Multi-Object Spectrograph (DEIMOS) on the Keck Il 10-m tele
scope.

We used the 1200 line grating (corresponding to a pixel scale
of 0.32 A) with a 1 arcsec width slit resulting in a spectral retiolu
of ~ 1.9A. The wavelength range was 520607800 A, covering
several prominent emission and absorption lines. At thesleagth
of Mgb the velocity resolution isres ~ 41 kms?, and for Hy it
iSoes = 32 kmst . We took three exposures of 1200s in excellent
seeing conditions of .80 arcsec. The spectra were reduced using
routines developed by D. Kelsan (Kelson 2003).

Kinematic parameters were measured from one-dimensional
spectra extracted along the slit with a spatial sampling @.59
arcsec (5 DEIMOS pixels), corresponding to one data point pe
seeing FWHM. The rotation and velocity dispersion profilehaf
stars were obtained by fitting a region including the Mgb [BAY
and Fell [5270 A] lines with a set of stellar templates.

The rotation curve of the ionized gas was measured by fitting
Gaussians to theddline [6563 A], and is shown in the upper panel
of Figure[2 (data points with error bars). Outside of the inne2
arcsec the velocity dispersion of the‘tine was equal to the instru-
mental resolution, indicating the ionized gas disk is dyicaifty
cold.

In our dynamical model (see Sectibh 5), we assume that the
ionized gas traces the circular velocity of the galaxy (ilere is no
pressure support). For the stellar kinematics our modeliditip
includes rotation and dispersion, although neither ofétlpgame-
ters are fitted to directly. Instead, our model predicts ttogegted
second velocity moment, which is fitted to the root mean sguar
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Figure 2. Observed gas and stellar kinematics compared to the picadict
of themaximum a posterionnodel. Theupper panekhows the galaxy bl
rotation curve (blue data points): the red line represéresritrinsic model
circular velocity, while the black line gives the predicteliservable, i.e.
the model circular velocity after the beam-smearing, fisitewidth and
inclination effects are taken into account. The light blagéadpoints are not
used to constrain the model (see text). Thwer panelshows the model
projected second velocity momemi (black line) compared to the corre-
sponding observational quantityms (blue data points). The stellar kine-
matic data setfof (stellar rotation curve, green) anxl (stellar velocity
dispersion profile, red) are also shown for reference. Setid®3 for a
rigorous definition of these quantities.

velocity of the starspms(R) = +/v2,(R) + 04(R) (see_Cappellari
2008). The lower panel of Figuiré 2 shows the observahleando
(as green and red data points, respectively) as well as therean
square velocity (blue data points).

In our modelling, as described in Paper Il, we conservativel
exclude from the fit the data points of the gas rotation cuhes t
are (i) within the inner 2 arcsec (due to uncertainties akelyi
asymmetries in the &l distribution in this region) and (ii) beyond
3.5 arcsec on the west side of the rotation curve (where thexe is
asymmetry caused by the presence of the warp). These erclude
points are shown in light blue in Figuré 2.

3 THE GALAXY MASS MODEL

In order to perform a self-consistent analysis of the masgsire

of SDSSJ2141 we need to combine the constraints derived from
both the lensing and kinematics data sets. The most genadal a
straightforward way to proceed is simply to adopt for theaggla
plausible total mass density distributipg:(x, i), wherex denotes

the spatial coordinates angis a set of parameters characterizing
the density profile, and use it to model simultaneously theua

sets of observables. The main challenge with this apprdastin
choosing a mass distribution that is realistic and flexilleugh

to reproduce the data, but at the same time simple enougthéhat
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exploration of they parameter space remains computationally fea-
sible.

In keeping with local studies of both disk and elliptical ayel
ies (e.gl Weijmans et 4l. 2008, Williams eflal. 2009) we makdel
mass distribution using two components: (i) a luminous ncass-
ponent whose detailed profile is obtained by deprojectiegath-
served surface brightness distribution and (ii) a generdliNFW
dark matter halo whose profile is motivated by cosmologizals
lations.

Throughout the remainder of this work we will make reference
to the two following right-handed coordinate systems: (Qyén-
drical coordinate systeniR(¢, z) with the z-axis directed along the
galaxy rotation axis; (ii) a Cartesian coordinate systemy(,Z),
where thez -axis is directed along the line-of-sight anx,§’) de-
notes the plane of the sky, with tlieaxis aligned along the galaxy
projected major axis. In both cases the origin of the axesciated
in the center of the galaxy (which is assumed to be an axigtty-s
metric system). We use the first reference system to writénthe
trinsic galactic quantities (e.g. density and potentiakl ¢he sec-
ond one to express the projected quantities (e.g. surfagletbess
and deflection angle). We denote witthe galaxy inclination, i.e.
the angle comprised between theandz-axes (so that= 90° for
a system observed edge-on).

3.1 Luminous mass distribution

An ideal model for the luminous mass distribution should be
flexible and realistic (in particular, it should be able tpneaduce
the observed surface brightness distributions when pegjec
along the line-of-sight), and analytically simple, so thae
corresponding gravitational potential is easy to caleuldthis

dimensional luminosity density distribution has the siengkpres-
sion

Lk 1 z
RY=Y b o [__(R2+_)],
P2 T 2

which is still a sum of Gaussian functions with intrinsicaxiatios
given by

®)

’2 H
G —cosi. (4)
sirfi

Since the stellar component of galaxies is oblate or spalenost
(if not all) Gaussians will turn out to have € g < 1. In order
for the axial ratios of the 3D Gaussian components to be phlsi
one must enforce the constraint that the projected axialsraf are
rounder tharcosi| when fitting the profile of Eq[{1) to the observed
surface brightness distribution.

The luminosity density in Eq[{3) can be straightforwardly
converted into a mass density by multiplying each term bystak
lar mass-to-light rati@’y, so that the mass of each Gaussian is given
by My = T«Lx. However, the single Gaussian elements are simply a
mathematically convenient way to describe the light pradited do
not have a direct physical meaning individually. Therefaiace
there is little interest in studying them one by one, in th@kwve
assign the same global stellar mass-to-light ratjoto all the lu-
minous components. This simplifying assumption is eqenato
assuming that the bulge and disk components have the saltae ste
mass-to-light ratio. Note that the choice of thélkand image as
trace of stellar light should minimize variations in masdight ra-
tio. Future work with higher resolution data should explfuneher
the limitations of this assumption.

An additional advantage of the MGE approach is that we avoid
dealing with the difficult and somewhat degenerate problédee

G =

can be achieved by making use of the MGE method, a technique composing the light profile into the separate disk and butme ¢

originally pioneered byl Bendinellil (1991) and subsequentl
generalized and developed by Monnet, Bacon, & Emsellem
(1992), [Emsellem. Monnet, & Badon [ (1994),
[Emsellem, Dejonghe, & Bacon (1999) and Cappellari (2002),
whose formalism we follow here. In order to minimize dust
obscuration and map as closely as possible the stellaitdittm,

we apply the MGE decomposition to the high-resolution Kia
image of the SDSS J2141 surface brightness distribution.

The observed galaxy surface brightne(x,y’) is
parametrized as a sum oN two-dimensional, concentric,
elliptically-symmetric Gaussian componentgx’,y’), each with
luminosity Ly:

() = ) Leak(X o), &)
K
where each Gaussian function
1 ) y/2
gu(X.y) = - eXp[—— [X’ + —) (2
27r0'§ql< 20'5 q((z

is characterized by the widtls andg, o along thex' - andy’-axis
respectively, andy, is the projected axial ratio of theth compo-
nent. The total stellar luminosity of the system is simplyegi by
Liot = Xk Lk-

In general, even assuming—as we do—that the galaxy in-
clination anglei is known, the deprojection of the observed light
distribution of an axisymmetric galaxy is an intrinsicathegen-
erate problem unless the system is seen eng_’L98
The solution, however, can become unique when a model is-spec
fied. In the case of the MGE parametrization, the deprojettiee:-

tributions (see e.g. van der Kruit & Searle 1981) since weshav
model that can fit very accurately the whole light distribatiat
once.

The density distribution of Eq[3) is a sum of components
stratified on homoeoidal surfaces, hence the corresporgting-
tational potential can be derived using the clas

(1969) formula, obtaining (sée Emsellem €f al. 1994)

®(R2) = -G \[ Z —x q)k(R, 2,

whereG is the gravitational constant and the dimensionless func-

tion
="
P (R 2) = f ( + )]
J1-nE?
1 - ¢, can be evaluated with a single numerical inte-

with 2 =
gral. 'Fhe density distribution (Ef] 3) and its potential (B are
remarkably simple for such a flexible mass model. Even hétter
corresponding kinematic quantities, obtained by solvirg leans
equations, also have relatively straightforward expmssthat do
not involve any special functions (M@OOS fdgar-
ous derivation of the velocity moments).

©)

zZ

eX] _—
P~ 1- 77572

(6)

3.2 Dark matter halo

Cold dark matter simulations are known to produce halos,with

average, universal mass density profiles (Navarro, Frenkihste
1997, NFW) that are well fitted by a broken power-law functibn

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASD00, 000—-000
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form with an inner logarithmic slopg = 1 and a slope’ = 3 in whereh = H/100kms? Mpc™ andH denotes the value of the
the outer regions, i.e. at radial distances much largeritmascale Hubble constant at the redshift of the object.
radiusrs. The situation, however, becomes far more complex when It is convenient to perform an MGE of the axisymmetric

the baryons are added to the picture and —although the elétail gNFW profile in order to simplify considerably both the cdicu
mechanisms are not yet fully understood —it is widely acedpt  tion of the lensing angle and the solving of the Jeans equatio
that the involved processes can have the effect of modifyiadn- (cf., e.g.] Williams et &l. 2009, where a MGE decompositibthe

ner slope of the dark halo density profile (met NFW halo is performed). We find that around 8 Gaussian com-
[1986; [ Dekel et &Il 2003;_Gnedin ef al. 2004; Nipoti étlal. 004 ponents are typically enough to provide an excellent fit tih boe
|Abadi et all 2010). Therefore, in order to account for a daskter pow distribution and the lensing deflection field (typically it 1-
halo that can be either steeper or shallower than a NFW imthe i 3 per cent), ensuring that the adoption of this approxinmatioes
ner regions, we adopt an axisymmetric generalized NFW (gNFW not change our inferences. In this case, the total potaatsll ob-
density distribution (see Zhao 1996; Wyithe €t al. 2001): tained from Eq.[{5) by extending the sum to include alsoNbg
Gaussian elements that describe the dark halo component.

Oc Perit
(m/re)r (L+m/rg)®r

Here, ot is the critical density of the universe at the redshift of the

pom(M) = @)

object in question, anch denotes the elliptical radius, i.e. 4 MODELLING THE GRAVITATIONAL LENSING
o = R z Given the observed surface brightness distribution of émséd
=R @ ®) images and a mass model for the deflector, we recover the un-

o . . . ) lensed surface brightness distribution of the backgroumjed (the
where ¢, indicates the three-dimensional axial ratio of the pro- “source” object) by making use of the pixellated source nstaic-
file (the halo is oblate fog, < 1, spherical forg, = 1, prolate for 5 method, which takes into account the effects of PSFrioigr

> 1). Note that we take the halo to be aligned with the stellar .4 regularization (see elg. Warren & bye 2003: Koophhan§ 200
mass distribution, as in Paper II. Suyu et al[ 2006: Brewer & Lewis 2006). Our implementation of
In order to enable an easier comparison of the scale radii be- this method is described in detaillin Barnabé & Koopman®730
tween profiles having different valuespfit is useful to introduce and is included in the AULDRON code that has been employed in
the quantityr_, = (2 - ¥)rs, which corresponds to the radius at  hq combined lensing and dynamics analysis of the SLACS-earl
which the logarithmic density slope of the profile-i2. Clearly, type galaxies for which two-dimensional kinematic map il-

r,=rgonlyin the case of the regular NFW profile. Another use- o (seé Czoske etl4l. 2008, 2012: Barnabel &t al. 20098H200

ful scale length is the “virial” radius,;;, defined as the spherical )_
radius within which the average density is equal to 2@f. The
concentration parameter of the halo is usually expresséteas-
tio ¢ = ry;/rs; an alternative definition, adopting the radius, is

This approach consists in casting back, pixel by pixel,ugto
the lensing equation, the lensed image grid onto the souorage
grid. The results of this procedure are encoded in the lgrsier-

C-2 = Nir/l-2. o . o atorA, which allows one to express the mapping of the background
The characteristic halo densiby that sets the normallzat|on sourcesinto the lensed imagd as a linear problem, i.é\s = d.

of pou in the center is then expressed (following, e.g.Duttorieta s set of linear equations is then solved &by means of very
EI as a function of both the concentration and the slope: efficient standard techniques.

200 3 All that is needed to calculate the lensing operator is
c= ?g(c,y, 1)’ ©) the deflection anglea, which is obtained from the sur-
face mass density distribution of the lens galaxy (see e.g.
where we have defined the function \Schneider, Kochanek, & Wambsganss 2006). Therefore, the ma
2 7(1+ )3 trix A depends both on the physical parametgrsharacterizing
{(cy.an) = f (10) the density profile and on the geometry of the system, i.eirthe
v 1-(1- qz)TZ/CZ clinationi and the angular diameter distances between the observer

and the sourcels), between the observer and the lebg)( and
between the lens and the sour@gd).

For many three-dimensional density profiles of astrophys-
ical interest the deflection angle is very cumbersome to com-
pute (cf., e.g., the catalogue tOOl). This has con-

The mass distribution given by EJ(7) is completely spedtifie
when the four independent parametersy,, rs andc are given.
In this work, we choose to re-parametrize the halo using ihal v
velocity vy, i.e. the circular velocity at the virial radius, in place
of the scale radius, sinag, has a very intuitive physical interpre- tributed to the widespread adoption of those few profileshsu
tation and facilitates the comparison with theoretlcal lwcwhere . L . . .
this quantity is frequently employed (see &.g. Maccio HpaDS:; as the |sotk_1ermal ellipsoid, for whlch_ analytical expressi .
MMa) If the velocity is expressed in krhand the of @ are available (sele Kormann, Schneider, & Bartel[Hann_ 1994;
radii in kpe, then one can show (mmOOS) thatis Keeton & Kocha.mdk 1998). Remarkqbly, thg lensing defleqhmn

gle corresponding to the density distribution of Hg. (3) &w

related to the virial radius by the formula . . . .
y straightforward to calculate, involving a single quadratend no

(M)z Y CPAD) ’ 1) special functions:
Tyir ¢(cy.1) 1 1 My X
ay(X,y) = 2—f TdTZ—i
ﬂDchrit 0 © Ok [1 _ 7757'2
1 Note that there is a typographical error in Eq. (7) of Duttoale(2005): ex _T_Z g2, 72 12
inside the integral the numerator should rgdd'[1 + (2 — a)y]*~3. PI=% 1-np2e2)|”

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASDOQ, 000-000
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~r

! My y
L TdTZ _—

K Ok (l _ 77%1_2)3/2

ay X’s !
J( v ﬂD(ZjEcrit

T2 g/z
xexp|——= (%% + ,
p[ 2 ( 1-mgr? )]
where both the deflection angle and the widifsare expressed in
radians;X" = X' /o andy’ = i’ /o are the sky coordinate (normal-
ized too) with respect to the lens center. As befajg= (1 - ¢2).
The critical surface density

2 Ds
2crit =T N N
4G Ddst

is the characteristic surface density used in gravitatiterzssing
(e.q. 0).

(13)

(14)

5 MODELLING THE KINEMATICS

5.1 Predicting the observed second velocity moments with
the anisotropic Jeans equations

Let us consider a steady-state axially symmetric stellatesy
characterized by a distribution function (DF)x, v), where the po-
sitions x and the velocities are the phase-space coordinates, and
subject to the influence of a total gravitational potendak(R, 2).
While the typical observational data sets do not allow oneen-
eral, to recover the full six-dimensional DF, it is possibbegain
valuable information on the global dynamical structurehsf sys-

tem by noting that its velocity moments must satisfy the teans
equations/(Binney & Tremaihe 2008)
de12) 1 &(Rovrrz) IDior
oz 'R 4R Pz (15)
o) o(ptmy) oo E- 0k
aR az PR PR (16)

Here,p(R,2) = f fd® denotes the three-dimensional density
distribution of the stellar system, and the bar indicateshasp-
space average of the quantity of interest, i.e.

E fvivjfd3v.
P

The system is not required to be self-gravitating and tloeeef
in Egs [I%) and[{d6p might well be the density distributiopy,
of a tracer stellar component described by a fafand subject to
an external potential. Moreover, if other collisionlessnpmnents

Vivj

(17

(each one defined by its own DF) are present, each one will obey bW

its own set of Jeans equatiowithin the same total potentiab,;.

In our dynamical analysis of late-type galaxies, we adopt an
axisymmetric total potentiab,; = @, + ®py, Where the two com-
ponents represent the potentials of the luminous distdbuand
dark matter halo, respectively. We then write down and stiee
Jeans equations, using the stellar density distribytjoassociated
to the corresponding potential via the Poisson equatiomyrdier
to obtain the intrinsic velocity momerfisThese are then projected
along the line-of-sight and — after taking into account tiffect

2 Because of the collisionless nature of dark matter, onedcuuite an
analogous set of equations also for the halo component. ¥#wsince
the corresponding velocity moments cannot be observesiwtbuld be of
no use in the present context of comparing the model predgtwith the
observed data sets.

of instrumental PSF and aperture integration — comparel tivé
corresponding observational quantities.

Of course, even when the potential and the density distribu-
tions are given, the two Equatiofis115) ahdl (16) still depamthe

four unknown functions3, vg, vZ andigoy, and therefore additional
assumptions are needed in order to determine a uniquecofoti
the Jeans equations. This is usually achieved by assighingri-
entation and the shape of the intersection of the velocgyeatision
ellipsoid with the meridional plandx(2) at each point.

Observations of the Milky Way and of nearby disk galax-
ies show that the velocity dispersion ellipsoid is more flat-
tened _in the vertical direction than in the radial Bné.e.
2 < % (see e.gl_Wielen 19777, Gerssen. Kuijken. & Merrifield
11997, 12000, Lvan der Kruit & de Grijs  |__1999,
Shapiro, Gerssen, & van der Marel 2003, _Ciardullo etlal. 2004
Noordermeer, Merrifield, & Aragon-Salamafica 2008).

imS) introduced a simple and effective way (re

ferred to as anisotropic Jeans models) to provide a closuréné
Jeans equations that manages to reproduce this importntde
The two assumptions of this phenomenological model ardéhé)
velocity dispersion ellipsoid is aligned with the cylincil coor-
dinate system (so that the mixed terms, are everywhere zero)
and (ii) the anisotropy in the meridional plane is constauet,
Vg = bv_§, with the anisotropy parametér > 0. The meridional
plane anisotropy is usually expressed in the literatuneggie pa-
rameteis,, such that

2
Br=1-=Z=1-
v
In real galaxies, the shape and the orientation of the vgloci
dispersion ellipsoid are in general a non-trivial functafrthe po-
sition on the meridional plane. However, the assumptionybtifh€
drical alignment is quite accurate for fast-rotating gadaand disk
systems in general, in particular along the minor axis araeraru-
cially, in the vicinity of the equatorial plane, where thendity is
highest. In fact, Jeans models constructed with this sipgscrip-
tion for the anisotropy have been shown to reproduce rerhgrka
well the observed kinematic moments of fast rotators andakspi
(Scott et al. 2009, Williams. Bureau, & Cappellari 2009).
With these assumptions, the Jeans Equatfods (15[ ahd (16) be
come

(18)

Tl

d(pv2) IV
oz oz (19)
8(PU_§) 0ot E - bv_§
- PR TPTR O (20)

From the equations above, and imposing the intuitive con-
straint that the vertical pressu,ma_Z = 0 for z — oo, one obtains
the following expressions for the intrinsic second velpaibments
along the coordinate directions:

- 1 [ 00
2 - = o
02 > f p 0z (1)
") b 817F — Dot
l)i = /_)Rﬂ_RZ + bU% +R R . (22)

3 If the assumption of a steady-state axisymmetric systemshdthis im-
plies that the disk DF also depends on a third, non-classictggral of
motion I3, in addition to the two classical integrals, namely the gndt
and the angular momentuda along the rotation axis.
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These intrinsic quantities are then integrated ilong tieedf sight

to obtain the projected second velocity momeft(whose square
root is usually indicated gs,) which can be directly compared to
the stellar kinematics observables. The projected vgloodments
for the case of MGE parametrization are calculatema
). The observational counterpart of the model quaptitis

the root mean square veloCityns = +/v3, + 02, whereo,, and
o indicate the line of sight projected stellar rotation vépand
velocity dispersion, respectively.

We recall that, given a potential and a density distribytion
the Jeans equations impose a condition for the equilibrium o
the second velocity moments, but they provide no presoripti
on how to separate these moments into the contributionsref ra
dom and ordered motions. Since no net radial or vertical aneti
are considered, and thusy = v ando? = v2, here this issue
would only be relevant for the splitting of the azimuthal quoon
nent into the streaming motiary and the velocity dispersioa,,

i.e.v2 = @2 + ai, which is usually tackled by adoptiray hocas-
sumptions such as ttMQSO) decomposition. In thik,wo
however, we avoid making any additional assumptions inroiae
modelo, separately, and we only model the second velocity mo-

ments as described above.

5.2 Predicting the observed gas circular velocity

In order to model the rotation curve of thertgas, we calculate the
circular velocity profilepc(R), of a test particle of negligible mass
in a circular orbit in the equatorial plane of the galaxy.

The circular velocity, as it is clear from its definition, .i.e
2(R) = R(0Dot/R)| =0, is uniquely determined by the total gravi-
tational potential of the galaxy. In generaldiffers from the stellar
rotation velocityo, (often referred to as streaming motion) which
is usually lower due to the effect of the stellar velocitypdission,
which acts as a pressure term (seele.g. Binney & Tremainé) 2008

The (squared) circular velocity profile that correspondshe
MGE mass model described in Sectidn 3 is readily calculatad f
Egs [3)-(6) and has the following expression:

Z Ok Pok
K ,ll—nETZ

where agaim? = (1 - ¢?) and the constanto = p«(0,0) is the
central value of the mass density distribution of Kqélh Gaussian
element.

In order to compare the predicted rotation cunR) of
Eg. [23) with the observations, we also take into accounttme-
bined effects of inclination, PSF blurring and finite slitdih, col-
lectively referred to as beam-smearing. Since the exatthiison
of the Hy gaseous component is not known from the observations,
we approximate it using the availalfé-band light profile instead,
which is more accurate than using an exponential disk médgl.
ditionally, in keeping with Paper Il, we have cautionarikckided
from the fit two regions of the rotation curve: (i) the innerr2sec,
a region where the &ldistribution is probably asymmetric, due to
the effect of extinction and (ii) the outermost three poiotghe
west side of the rotation curve, which are affected by a spri
decrease of the velocity caused by the warp.

1
(R) = 47rGR2f 2dr 5
0 207

exp(—T—sz) , (23)
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6 BAYESIAN INFERENCE AND UNCERTAINTIES

In order to derive rigorous constraints on the parametextscthar-
acterize the adopted model, we conduct our analysis witign t
standard framework of Bayesian statistics (see,
and| Sivia & Skillingl 2006 for an extensive treatment of thibs
ject).

Let us denote the combined data setsl@nd the considered
hypothesis ag¢{(#). In our case, for instancé{ includes the model
that we have adopted to describe the mass distribution amahaly
ics of the galaxy under study (Sectidd$ B-5), and also alathe
sumptions we make about the uncertainties on the datayimstrt
response functions and any prior knowledge of the situatien
might want to include. The non-linear paramet@mnay include,
in general, not only the physical parametegrsiefining the total
mass density distribution, but also the parameters thaactexize
the dynamics (e.g. anisotropy) and the geometry (e.g.nattn)
of the system.

From Bayes’ theorem, the posterior probability distribati
function (PDF) for the set of parametdtss given by

Pr(d|6, H)Pr@|H)

Pr@|d, H) = Pr| ) ,

(24)

where Pr@|6, H) is the likelihood, Pr| ) is the prior, and
Pr(d|H), i.e. the factor required to normalize the posterior ayer

is known as the Bayesian evidence, which is used in comparing
different model forms. When modelling the lensing and kiaém
data we do not keep track of the value of the evidence, but d@ma
use of it in Sectiofi 714 below.

The set of paramete@,p for which the posterior is max-
imized identifies themaximum a posterior(MAP) model. The
MAP model can be interpreted as a “best model” of sorts, in the
sense that it represents the combination of parameteristtoamnd
to best reproduce the data given our assumptions. We adopt it
as our reference model for the times when we need to show our
best estimates of the predicted observables (lensed imatg&pn
curve, velocity moments) and the reconstructed backgrtemskd
source.

The primary quantities of interest are the marginalized pos
terior PDFs for individual parameters obtained by integrating
the joint posterior PDF over all the other parameters. Tlietse
grals can be performed most readily if we characterise the jo
posterior by a set of sample parameter values drawn fromhi. T
marginalised distributions are then readily approximabgdhis-
tograms of these samples. When a more compact representatio
is required, we quote parameter constraints as the medlaasva
of these one-dimensional histogramiges, and quantify our uncer-
tainty with their 68% credible intervals (Cls, calculategthking
the 16th and 84th percentiles).

The model that we employ for the analysis of SDSS J2141
has six free parameters, i.e. parameters with uninformatiiors
which are allowed to vary and for which the posterior exiora
is performed. These are: the virial velocity,, the inner loga-
rithmic slopey, the concentratior_, and the three-dimensional
axial ratio g, which describe the gNFW dark matter halo (Sec-
tion[3.2); the global stellar mass-to-light rafi. of the luminous
component (Sectidn 3.1), that is more readily interprethdmex-
pressed in terms of the total stellar mads = Y, Ly and the
meridional plane anisotropy paramebe¢Sectior{ 5.11). In analogy
with Paper Il, we adopt a broad Gaussian priordgrcentered on
255 km st with a width of 45 km st. This corresponds to the
prior adopted in Paper Il for the virial velocity of their nemgular
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Figure 3. Marginalized two-dimensional (contour plots) and one-glisional (histograms) posterior PDFs for the galaxy modedmpeters using constraints
from the gravitational lensing data set only. The three @ars indicate the regions containing, respectively, 688% @nd 99.7% of the probability.

isothermal halo, and is equivalent to assuming that theesealius
is not so large that the virial velocity is dramatically larghan the
observed rotation velocity. We also adopt, as in Paper bgadr-
mal prior centered on, = 1 (spherical) for the axial ratio, which
allows for both oblate and prolate haloes. Weclgtvary on a wide
uniform prior from 0 to 50 to represent our ignorance of thivha
concentration. The inner logarithmic slopés allowed to vary be-
tween O (flat core) and 2 (isothermal). We note thatis allowed
to go to zero, so that we are also including in our analysicése
of a disk galaxy with no dark matter halo, fully described tseé-
gravitating stellar mass distribution. By letting the tatizllar mass

vary (with uniform prior) between 0 and&L0M Mg we allow for a
wide range of contributions of the luminous components édatel
mass, including the limiting case in which the galaxy isyudark
matter dominated and the stars are only a tracer with néetgigi
mass. Finally, the anisotropy parameter can vary uniforfrdyn

b = 0, indicating a velocity dispersion ellipsoid without amdral
component, td = 5, for which the velocity dispersion ellipsoid
is very elongated along the radial direction: this intengalvide
enough to include all the values of meridional plane anégmtob-
served in real disk galaxies (see Secfiof 7.5). The modehpar
ters, together with the adopted priors, are summarizedbitelh A
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Figure 4. Marginalized two-dimensional (contour plots) and one-glisional (histograms) posterior PDFs for the galaxy modedmpeters using constraints
from the kinematics data set only. The three contours inelite regions containing, respectively, 68%, 95% and 9%f7fte probability.

full description of the model also includes a number of dddl this case, the joint likelihood can be written simply as
parameters that do not represent physical characteridttbe sys-

tem (i.e., the line-of-sight inclination, the lens centég regular- { 1N [5i0bs_ gimod(g)]z
ization level, the weights, widths and flattenings of theivitilial Prd|0,H) « exp -3 I
MGE Gaussians): these are treated as nuisance parametéwesan i=1 Tei
fixed or marginalized over. 1 N [ﬂg,ti)s_ﬂg]i()d( 0)]2 L Ne [vg?s_ o (0)]2
_EZ o2 T2 o2 . - (29)
i=1 12,1 i=1 ve, i

For the likelihood function we follow the standard ap- where the three terms inside the exponential represenathiidr
proach of assuming Gaussian errors on the data points (gee e. y? misfit functions for the separate contributions of gravitaal

[Brewer & L ewis 2006/ Suyu et Hl. 2006; Marshall et'al. 2007). |  lensing, stellar kinematics and gas kinematics, respalgtiwe in-
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Figure 5. Marginalized two-dimensional (contour plots) and one-ligsional (histograms) posterior PDFs for the galaxy moaedpeters using the combined
constraints from both lensing and kinematics. The thre¢ocos indicate the regions containing, respectively, 68585 and 99.7% of the probability.

dicate asé’i°bS the N, data points constituting the lensing data set,

i.e. the pixel values in the galaxy-subtracted observesdeimage
(see top-right panel of Figutd 1), each characterized byraer
tainty o;. We denote a$’im°d the corresponding pixel values of
the model-predicted image, which are determined by theifspec
choice of model parameteés(for example, the bottom left panel
of Figure[1 showsfim"d(GMAp), i.e. the model-predicted image in
the case of the MAP model). An analogous notation (i.e., oesk
values, model-predicted values, uncertainties on the plaitats)
applies for the velocity moment, in the case of the stellar kine-
matics and for the circular velocity in the case of gas kinematics.

The computationally expensive task of exploring and sam-
pling the joint posterior distribution is accomplished byakn
ing use of the very efficient and robust WTINEST algo-
rithm (Feroz & Hobsdr 2008; Feroz et al. 2009), which imple-
ments the nested sampling Monte Carlo techm@Z
[Sivia & Skillind [2006), and can provide reliable posterioifeir-

ences even in presence of multi-modal and degenerate aiatie
distributions. For the analysis of SDSS J2141, we have laohc
MULTINEST with 2000 live points (the live or active points are
the initial samples, drawn from the prior distribution, fravhich
the posterior exploration is started). The large numberi |
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Table 1. Summary of the adopted priors and of the posteriors infefin@d the com-

bined analysis for the model parameters.

parameter description prior posterior
vyir/ km st dark halo virial velocity N(255, 45) 242‘313

b4 dark halo inner logarithmic slope u(o, 2) ,82_*8:22
C.2 dark halo concentration U(0, 50) .71‘21:%

Gh dark halo 3D axial ratio W(1,03) 075927
M, /101M,  stellar mass u(o, 5) .328:%2

b orbital anisotropy parametesz/o2  U(0, 5) 1774939

Note.In the prior columnU (a, b) denotes a uniform distribution over the open interval
(a, b); N(a, b) denotes a normal distribution, withbeing the central value arixbeing
the standard deviatior; N'(a,b) denotes a lognormal distribution, with being the
central value for the variable, arlibeing the standard deviation for the log of the
variable. In the posterior column, we list, for each par@ndhe median value of the
corresponding marginalized posterior PDF and the uncgytgiuantified by taking the
68% credible interval (i.e., the 16th and 84th percentiles)

points adopted for this study (cf., e.g., theuMINEST analysis
in 1) has allowed us not only to producg der
tailed posterior distributions, but also to gauge the mimmmum-
ber of live points (which is found to be200) needed to obtain
reliable posterior PDFs, which will be very useful in rechgithe
computational load in future analyses of further SWELL S&ys.

7 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this Section we present and discuss the results of ouysinaif
the disk galaxy SDSSJ2141, combining the constraints froth b
the gravitational lensing and the kinematic data sets azithesl in
the previous Sections.

7.1 Inferences on the galaxy model parameters

As discussed in Sectidi 6, the inferences on the model pagesne
obtained from our analysis are expressed in the form of aimult
variate posterior PDF. We consider six free parametersvitied
velocity vy, inner logarithmic slope, concentratiore_, and three-
dimensional axial ratig}, of the gNFW dark matter halo, the total
stellar mas$/,, and the meridional plane orbital anisotropy rdtio
Since visualizing the full six-dimensional surface is ¢dadjing,
we present the inferences in the familiar form of “cornetglahat
show all possible one-dimensional and two-dimensionabmat-
ized posterior PDFs for the six model parameters. The infmg
obtained when using just one single data set are presented-in
ures[3 (gravitational lensing only) ahtl 4 (kinematics onlyiile
Figure® shows the results for the combined lensing and katies
data sets. In each plot, the three contours indicate thensgion-
taining, respectively, 68%, 95% and 99.7% of the probahiiie.
they represent the analogue of the 1, 2 amcc8ntours of a Gaus-
sian distribution. The median value and the correspondimgem
tainties (expressed as 16th and 84th percentiles) for edohdual
parameter are listed in Talfle 1.

The constraints provided by kinematics alone are in general
slightly better than the constraints obtained with a puraviga-
tional lensing analysis, in particular for the concentmatand the
stellar mass; obviously, the anisotropy paramétés completely
unconstrained in the lensing analysis, and thus, in this,¢he pos-
terior is nothing else than the input uniform prior. The hefeces

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASDOQ, 000-000

on the remaining parameters have uncertainties of simikgmnia
tude in the two cases, but the marginalized posterior PDFe ha
different shapes (note, in particular, the profile for thergnzal-
ized PDF of the halo axial ratio in the two cases), which makes
possible to tighten the inferences when lensing and kinesdata
are considered simultaneously. The effectiveness of thebowed
analysis can be seen in Figlide 5: in particular, we can pigbe t
constraints oM, by clipping both the low-mass and the high-mass
tails, and we also improve significantly our inferences andhrk
halo parameterg, andy, for which we weed out the higher val-
ues. The meaning and implications of the constraints on thaein
parameters are discussed below in Secfiods 7.p—7.5.

The high-probability models drawn from the posterior PDF
of the combined analysis, and in particular the MAP model, re
produce both the lensing and the kinematic observablesacany-
rately (Figuregll andl 2, respectively). Similarly to whasvieund
in Paper Il, the most probable lensing models predict a faonh-
terimage whose presence is consistent with the noise legethe
kinematics, we note that the predicted gas rotation curvetma
quite well also the data points within the inner 2 arcseccivinere
conservatively excluded from the fit.

7.2 Mass budget: baryons and dark matter

A very intuitive way to visualize the galaxy mass budget asrecf
tion of radius that is inferred from the combined analysipris-
vided by Figurd' b, where we show the circular velocity prodite
tained from the posterior PDF, decomposed into the baryamnit
dark matter components. The solid lines indicate the mediares
from the posterior PDF, while the shaded regions represent8
per cent confidence intervals. The constraints on the tatallar
velocity v are extremely tight, whereas there are larger uncertain-
ties on the contributions given by the separate componBetpite
this, it is clear that the baryonic matter is dominant allrabe en-
tire region for which we have data, with the dark matter congma
becoming progressively more important as we move outwards i
radius.

Traditionally, in studies of disk galaxies, the charactiri
radius at which one measures the dark matter fractign =
Mpwm /Mot is 2.2 times the disk scale leng®, which corresponds
to the radius at which the circular speed peaks for a razonrettpo-

nential disk (see, e.g., Bershady et al. 2010 and refereheesin).
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Figure 6. Circular velocity profile inferred from the combined lengiand dynamics analysis. The total circular velocity is smawblack, while the baryonic
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Ry = 3.58 kpc is the disk scale length of the galaxy.

In the case of SDSS J2141, we determfpg(2.2Ry) = 0.287315,
by integrating the mass within a spherical radius 2.2R4. We note
that this dark matter fraction was inferred from gravitatibdata
alone, and is independent of the stellar populations in Hiaxy.
The marginalized posterior PDF for this quantity is showifriig-
ure[7: it is clear that the distribution peaks at arodgg =~ 0.3;
dark matter dominated models (i.By > 0.5), however, are still
possible, albeit with a low probability of about 9 percenbodéls
without dark matter, on the other hand, are ruled out at nifwaa t
the 3-sigma level, i.e. the probability fdpy < 0.05 is less than

stellar component (e.q.. Gerhard et al. 2001, Cappellaii €006,

mll) However, one should keep in thiatd
fom has been observed to vary quite significantly between iddivi
ual systems.

This analysis also enables us to test whether the “maximum
disk” hypothesis| (van Albada & Sancisi 1986), frequentlpaied
in studies of late-type galaxies (¢.g. Bell & de Jong 200dld#for
the object examined here. We follow the definition of maximum
disk introduced by Sackbtt (1997), i.@us(2.2Ry)/vei(2.2Ry) =
0.85+ 0.10, substituting the circular velocity of the digksx with

0.3 per cent. The Paper Il analysis of this same galaxy — carried the more relevant circular velocity of the entire baryonienpo-

out using a less flexible mass model and without including the
stellar kinematic constraints —found (at lower precisiar)igher
contribution of dark matter at.2Rg, i.e. fou = 0.557372, which

is however still consistent within 1-sigma with the reshiat we
determine heré. Trott etlal. (2010) and Suyu étlal. (2011)agby
plying a combined lensing and dynamics analysis on two diffe
ent disk galaxies, obtain a fractional amount of dark mattese

to 45+10 percent, which is slightly higher than (but not incoresist
with) the fp that we derive from the present analysis. On the other
hand/van de Ven et al. (2010), by conducting a combinedrgnsi
and dynamics study of the same early-type disk galaxy siualye
Trott et al. (2010), and adoptind a Krolipa (2001) IMF, find the
upper limit for fpy is only ~ 0.20. Interestingly, the value dby

that we obtain in this analysis is similar to the typical ager dark
matter fraction of about 30 per cent determined for massivly-e
type galaxies within one effective radius based on lensirdydy-
namical analysis (e.d.. Treu & KoopmBns 2004; Treu Et al0201
\Auger et all 2010h; Spiniello etlal. 2011), or by assumingimak

nent, vpar. We find thatvpa(2.2Rq)/vei(2.2Rg) = 0.87'595, which
corresponds to a maximal disk. From the posterior PDF farrii
tio, the probability that the SDSS J2141 disk is submaxisabiout
10 per cent.

This result would make SDSS J2141 something of an out-
lier when compared with a sample, recently studied using dy-
namical methods, of 30 local disk galaxies (Bershady|etG112
1). These authors find that, although the rati
vaisk(2.2Rq) /viot(2.2Ry) increases with the maximum rotation speed
of the galaxy, even the most massive systems wjth(2.2R,) =
250 km st are submaximal on average. We note, however, that the
existence of individual massive galaxies consistent witlximal-
ity” is not ruled out in their study (see, in Figure .
, the outlier and the error bars for some of the higheatiom
velocity systems). In addition, it is important to keep mihdt both
our method and that of Bershady et al. (2011) inevitably ey
different assumptions: in our case, for example, a commaossma
to-light ratio for bulge and disk, in their case assumptioesessary
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to compare edge-on and face-on galaxies. In addition, thikaods
obtain their information from different parts of the masstdbu-
tion, with our method being more sensitive to the inner regjo
owing to the lensing and stellar velocity dispersion caists. We
plan to perform a more detailed comparison of the two resulte
data and models for the full SWELLS sample will be available.

7.3 Constraints on the dark matter halo: shape and profile

Pure dark matter N-body simulations find that dark halos gelye

have triaxial shapes, with a preference for prolatenesticpkarly

in the inner regions (e.g Jing & Stito 2002; Allgood et al. 2006
Bett et al| 2007; Maccio et Al. 2008). Recent numerical wsHe,

e.g., Abadi et al. 2010; Tissera etlal. 2010) has shown tieitdn

ing the contribution of the baryons has the effect of modifythe

overall profile of the dark halo, which flattens to a more axigyet-

ric and oblate shape, with an average axial ratio of ord&5-00.95,

largely constant with radius. In our study of SDSS J2141, vferi

from the combined analysis that the dark halo is moderataste,

with an axial ratiog, = 0.7573%%. Significantly prolate haloes with

0n > 1.25 are strongly disfavoured (i.e., with less than 5 per cent

probability). This is in good agreement with the numerieults

on baryon-affected halos, although the median value ibtfjifjat-

ter than the typicaty, obtained in the simulations. The axial ratio

obtained for SDSS J2141 in Paper Il (using a less flexible Niik d

halo model which does not allow for a variable inner slop&), i

g = 0.91'513 was closer to spherical but still consistent, within the

68% uncertainty, with the more accurate analysis condueéeel.

In contrast, in the only other joint lensing and kinematietsly of

a disk galaxy that adopts a non-spherical halo madel, Sugli et

) find a much more flattened dark matter distributiorthwi

0n = 0.33. These authors adopt a simpler luminous mass model

than the one considered here (i.e., a razor-thin exponeligiaand

a point-mass bulge) and do not have access to stellar kiremat

data.

Including the inner slopeg as a free parameter in the dark halo
mass density model (see Section] 3.2), rather than just iadopt
fixed isothermal or NFW profile (as done in previous studiés, ¢
Paper Il anll; but see 201Gre/vh
a spherical gNFW halo is used), is important since it allows
account for possible baryon-induced effects, such as aticaton-
traction, that can modify the steepness of the densityilbligion
in the galaxy central regions. The data-set at hand, unfatély,
does not permit us to place a strong constraint on the inogesl
we obtainy = 0.8273%%, approximately equiprobable over the range
0to 1.5, and perfectly consistent with an unmodified NFW peofi
The probability that the halo has an inner slope & v < 2 is 14
per cent. We are able to conclude, however, that very stesipgsr
are disfavoured: slopes7l< y < 2 have only a 5 per cent proba-
bility, whereas from the adopted uniform prior U(0,2) (sedl€1)
one would predict 15 per cent over the same interval.

We infer a halo concentration parametes = 7.7'3Z, with
a low-probability tail for high concentrations (the 95thda@8th
percentiles fall at_, ~ 17 andc_, ~ 30, respectively). The in-
ferred virial velocity isvi, = 242f‘3“9‘. From these parameters one
can derive the posterior PDFs for all other useful quarstitiear-
acterizing the gNFW halo, such as the generalized scaleigadi
r—» = 4127 kpc, the virial radiugy, = 31537 kpc and the virial
mass Iogo(M\,Ir /Mg) = 12487228,

Figure[8 shows a comparison between the dark matter concen-

tration and the virial velocity from our lensing and dynamanal-
ysis of SDSSJ2141 (contours), with the predictions fromddyb

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASDOQ, 000-000
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Figure 7. Dark matter fraction enclosed within the spherical radius2.2
disk scale lengths, inferred from the combined lensing gnaahics anal-
ysis. The median and uncertainty (corresponding to 16th &kt per-

; ; _ 015
centiles) isfpm = 0. 28*0 o

simulations in a WMAP 5th year cosmolompOS

The uncertainty on our inferred dark matter concentratioquiite
broad~ 0.2 dex, but is nevertheless in very good agreement with
the simplest predictions fromCDM (i.e., assuming no contraction
or expansion of the dark matter in response to galaxy foomati

7.4 Constraints on the stellar IMF

The total stellar mass inferred from the combined lensindén
namics analysis is lgg(M,/My) = 1112335, This value is very
well constrained and represents a significant improvemeeittbe
M, determination of Paper Il, by cutting the low mass tail of the
posterior PDF of about.8 dex.

In order to draw conclusions on the galaxy IMF, we need to
compare the stellar mass derived from the joint analysib thiée
stellar masses that are inferred from SPS models when assum-

ing either a Chabrieil (2003) orla Salpeter (1955) IMF. The SPS
analysis is performed by applying tt009)ecod

the multi-band photometric data set of SDSS J2141, as teskri

in Paper Il. However, we note that so far we have neglected the
contribution of the cold gas: if such a component is prestnet,
massM, derived above from the combined analysis actually rep-
resents the totabaryonic mass. Therefore, in order to obtain a
posterior PDF for the stellar mass that can be properly coespba
with the predictions from the SPS models, we need to subthact
cold gas fraction, which in disk galaxies (with stellar nes®f

M, =~ 10"M,) accounts for about 28 10 per cent of the baryonic
mass (see e.g. Dutton & van den Bosch 2009). Under the assump-
tion that the cold gas is distributed approximately like #tars,

for each sample in the posterior PDF M, we draw a random
gas fractionfyss € [0, 1] from a Gaussian distribution centered on
0.2 with a standard deviation of 0.1, and we calculate thetifya
M, (1 - fga9d. The gas-subtracted stellar mass derived in this way
is log,o(M,/Mg) = 110199 about 0.1 dex lower than the value

—0.11’
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J2141-0001

log,o(c_y)
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Figure 8. Dark matter concentration_p = ry; /r_» vs dark matter virial

velocity vyir. The shaded region shows the prediction (with 1- and 2-sigma

scatter) from N-body simulations in a WMAP 5th yea€DM cosmology
IES). The contours enclose 68% and 95% opdseerior
probability from the combined lensing and dynamics analy$he black
dot shows the median of the posterior distribution.

obtained above by ignoring the cold gas contribution. Thizjoles
a robust lower bound to the stellar mass function. In ther&ytit
will be useful to refine these mass estimates by including hég-
olution constraints on the gas fraction from ALMA obserovas.

The posterior PDF for the inferred stellar mass (both witth an
without cold gas) is presented in Figlile 9, and compared thih
distributions obtained for a Chabrier and Salpeter IMFs Itlear,
just by a visual inspection of this Figure, that our resuitpport
a Chabrier-like IMF over a Salpeter one. This preferencelmn
quantified in a rigorous way by calculating the Bayes fadterthe
evidence ratio between the two models

[ L(M,)Pr(M, | Hc) dM,
[ LM,)Pr(M, [Hs)dM, ~

where in our case the likelihoad(M,) is the posterior PDF for the
inferred stellar mass, while the priors Rt { | Hc) and Pr (M, | Hs)
are given by the posterior PDFs obtained from SPS modelsein th
cases of Chabrier and Salpeter IMFs, respectively. Theileaéx
Bayes factor isBcs = 5.7, which corresponds to substantial evi-
dence in favour of a Chabrier IMF with respect to a Salpetef IM
(see e.gl_Kass & Raftery 1995, and references therein).Her ot
words, if these are the only two possible models, this vafuBg
means that there is a 85 per cent probability that the Chafoeel
is the true one.

This result corroborates the findings of Paper Il, and is

cs = (26)

the other hand, there is mounting evidence that massivgtielli
cals favour a Salpeter-like_(Auger ef al. 2010b; Treu Bt L@
Barnabeé et al. 2011: Spiniello et/ al. 2011) or an even steldpe
(van Dokkum & Conroy 2010). These findings, including the re-
sults of this work, support the idea that the traditionatygie of a
universal IMF (see, e.@@m) might need to be eeVis
favour of a more complicated scenario where the IMF depends o
the galaxy mass and/or Hubble type.

7.5 Constraints on the stellar anisotropy

Determining the shape of the velocity dispersion ellipsafidlisk
galaxies is important not only in order to understand th&bal
dynamical properties, which are related to the formatiomh evo-
lution mechanisms, but also because the vertical-to-radlacity
dispersion ratiar,/or can be used, together with the galaxy scale
height distribution, to derive the dynamical mass of thé di&ee
e.glBottema 1997; Kregel et al. 2005; Westfall et al. 2011).

From our analysis, we infer a meridional anisotropy paramet
b = 177233, with a very symmetric posterior distribution around
the median value. In order to facilitate the comparison withdisk
galaxy studies literature, it is convenient to express thisadropy
in the notationg, = 1 - o%/c% (see SecfBl1), wheg = 0 cor-
responds to isotropy: in this case we hagie= 0.4373%. These
results show that, for SDSS J2141, the velocity dispergiothe
vertical direction is about three quarters of the radiabeiy dis-
persion. The probability that the velocity dispersionpabid is ap-
proximately isotropic in the meridional plane (i,8;,= 0.0+0.1) is
only of order 1 per cent. This confirms that two-integral DFdele
(which are semi-isotropic, i.e. havez = o2 everywhere, see e.g.
IBinney & Tremaine 2008) do not prowde an ideal descriptién o
the dynamical properties of this galaxy, and a more flexilpge a
proach allowing for anisotropy, such as the one adopted i th
work, is warranted. Within the hypothesis of axial symmeirg
can then conclude that the disk galaxy DF respects a thiedjiat
of motion (cf., e.g.. Noordermeer et al. 2008).

These findings are in agreement with numerous dynamical
studies of disk galaxies, including the Milky Way, which avell
known to have velocity dispersion ellipsoids flattened gltive ver-
tical direction (see van der Kruit an 2011, and refees
therein). For local disk galaxies, Gerssen étlal. (1997 dpead
Shapiro et d1.[(2003) determine30 < g, < 0.75.[Williams et al.

), adopting a dynamical model analogous to the one used
in this work (i.e., based on anisotropic Jeans equationsyl fi
00 < B, < 05 for a sample of 14 spiral and SO galaxies.
[Noordermeer et all (2008), using two-dimensional kinemdéta
sets to analyze the dynamics of four early-type disk gagfiad

~ 0.5, perfectly consistent with the result for SDSS J2141. Re-
cently, one of the galaxies studied in detail in the DiskM&ssvey
was determined to have a more flatteed= 0.77 I.

in agreement with the works of, e.q, Bell & de Jong (2001),

Kassin et al. [(2006) and_van de Ven et al. (2010), which dis-

favour a Salpeter IMF for disk galaxies, preferring instead

IMFs that predict lower stellar masses, such as Chabrier or

m @1). Low-mass, fast-rotating early-type gaaxare
also found to be often inconsistent with a Salpeter IMF (e.g.

\Cappellari et al. 2006; Auger etlal. 2010a; Barnabg let 4I0p@®n

2011).

We remark that the present study represents the first determi
nation of the anisotropy parameter for a disk galaxy welldnely
the local Universe, at a redshit,s ~ 0.14 (a previous combined
lensing and dynamics study of a disk galaxy at a lower retshif
Zens = 0.04, was conducted by van de Ven et al. 2010, who found

B2 = 0.1+ 0.1, consistent with the system being semi-isotropic).

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASD00, 000—-000



The SWELLS survey. IV 15

[T T T T T T T T T T T T]
0.2 -
0.15 + i
E - 4
< - i
e 01 I~ —
o I ]
0.05 + i
O -I | —l , N |-

10.4 10.6 10.8 11 11.2 11.4 11.6

log;g MAMgyn

Figure 9. Comparison of the stellar mass inferred from the combinesiitgy and dynamics analysis (black) with the stellar matsrhened from photometry
and stellar population synthesis models, assuming a GivdMF (blue) or a Salpeter IMF (red). The grey shaded histogshows the posterior PDF for the
inferred stellar mass when a 20&10% contribution in mass from cold gas in included. In théelatase, the Bayes factor in favor of a Chabrier IMF with
respect to the Salpeter IMF is 5.7, corresponding to Chabeimg preferred at 85%.

8 CONCLUSIONS

We have carried out an in-depth, self-consistent analykihe
mass and dynamical structure of the lens disk galaxy SDS&J21
at redshift 014 by combining the constraints from gravitational
lensing, Hr rotation curve and stellar kinematics. We have adopted
a flexible axially symmetric mass model consisting of a gNFW
dark matter halo and a self-gravitating stellar distribatobtained
from the MGE parametrization of the observed luminous pofil
We have modelled the kinematics by means of anisotropicsJean
equations in order to allow for a velocity dispersion eltigsthat
is flattened in the meridional plane, as is typical for dislages.

This work improves in several ways (namely, the inclusion of
stellar kinematics constraints and the upgraded mass amahdy
cal model) on the study of this same object described in Pléper
and represents the most accurate and detailed analysiset@ida
the dark and luminous mass profile of a disk galaxy beyondahe |
cal Universe, i.e. at redshift 0.1. The main conclusions of this
analysis can be summarized as follows:

(i) The spherical dark matter mass fraction withirRRy is
fom = 0.28721%, independent of assumptions on the stellar popu-
lations in the galaxy. The dark matter fraction increaseth wna-
dius, but does not become dominant within the range probéleoy
observations, which extend to approximatBy= 14 kpc. Models
without dark matter (i.e.fpom < 0.05) are ruled out at more than
the 3-sigma level.

(ii) We test the maximum disk hypothesis: we find that,.2Rg,
the fractional contribution of the baryons to the total alez veloc-
ity is 0.87°395. This corresponds to a maximal disk (following the
definition o?@?); the probability of having a suxin

vey,|Bershady et al. 20111, Martinsson 2011), which typjcifid
submaximal disks.

(iiiy The gNFW dark matter halo is characterized by a viriat v
locity vyir = 242735 kms™ and a concentration parametep =
7.7°52, implying a generalized scale radius = 41*% kpc. This
is in very good agreement with the predictions from N-body-si
ulations in aACDM cosmology (i.e., assuming no contraction or
expansion of the halo in response to galaxy formation).

(iv) The inner slope of the dark matter halo is only weakly-con
strainedyy = 0.82'98% and is consistent with an unmodified NFW
profile (y = 1). We can still conclude, however, that very steep
inner profiles withy > 1.7 are disfavoured.

(v) The dark matter halo is moderately oblate, with a three-
dimensional axial ratia, = 0.75702], and a very low probabil-

ity for significantly prolate haloes (i.eq, = 1.25). Recent high-
resolution simulations (e.q. Abadi ef al. 2010; Tisserd é2@10)

find that the baryons have the effect of turning the prolatial

dark matter halos into roughly oblate spheroids, a scerthabis

consistent with the results of this work.

(vi) The total baryonic mass is tightly constrained by theneo
bined lensing and dynamics analysis, and is determined to be
l0g,o(M. /M) = 1112395 independent of the IMF. When ac-
counting for the expected cold gas contribution, we obtastel
lar mass logy(M. /M) = 11017398, This value is in excellent
agreement with the stellar mass that is predicted when asgum
a Chabrier IMF. Model comparison shows that there is sulistan
evidence in favour of a Chabrier IMF with respect to a Salpdié
(the Bayes factor is 5.7, corresponding to a 85 per cent pititya.

(vii) We infer a meridional anisotropy paramefgr= 0.439,
implying that, for SDSSJ2141, the velocity dispersionpsitid
in the meridional plane is flattened along the vertical dicet in

mal disk for SDSSJ2141 is 10 per cent. This is in disagreement agreement with most studies of local disk galaxies. Seatrapic

with recent studies of local disk galaxies (e.g., the DiskbM&ur-

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASDOQ, 000-000

models (i.e.3, ~ 0) are ruled out at a very high confidence level,
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corroborating the evidence that the dynamics of disk gatais not
adequately described by two-integral DFs, and a third nalegf
motion is required.
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