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ABSTRACT

Using three magnified Type la supernovae (SNe la) detecteihd&LASH clusters,
we perform a first pilot study to see whether standardiza#telles can be used to calibrate
cluster mass maps created from strong lensing observaSoied calibrations will be crucial
when next generation HST cluster surveys (e.g. FRONTIERYide magnification maps
that will, in turn, form the basis for the exploration of thiglh redshift Universe. We classify
SNe using combined photometric and spectroscopic obsengafinding two of the three to
be clearly of type SN la and the third probable. The SNe ekBilghificant amplification,
up to a factor of 1.7 at 50 significance (SN-L2). We conducted this as a blind study to
avoid fine tuning of parameters, finding a mean amplificatifergnce between SNe and the
cluster lensing models of 09+ 0.09%@' 4+ 0.05%Smag. This impressive agreement suggests
no tension between cluster mass models and high redshittatdized SNe la. However, the
measured statistical dispersion@f = 0.21 mag appeared large compared to the dispersion
expected based on statistical uncertainties4}) Further work with the supernova and cluster
lensing models, post unblinding, reduced the measure@digm too, = 0.12. An explicit
choice should thus be made as to whether SNe are used unbtmdaprove the model, or
blinded to test the model. As the lensed SN samples growrlgige technique will allow
improved constraints on assumptions regarding e.g. thetate of the dark matter halo.

Key words: Supernovae: general — cosmology: observations — gramitatiensing: strong
— galaxies: clusters: general — dark matter
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1 INTRODUCTION the observed lightcurve shape and color, yield distandenatds
with a measured scatter at thed.14 magnitude levelGonley et al.
2012, Suzuki et al. 201p Although the uncertainty in lens model-
ing of the foreground cluster adds an additional systenetior
when SNe found behind clusters are used as cosmologicaéqrob
the problem can be inverted and any changes to SN luminosity
can be used to test cluster mass models or break the mags-shee
degeneracyKolatt & Bartelmann 1998 Previously such studies
have only been performed using weak lensing. For instamce, i
Jonsson et al(2010, the Hubble residuals of 24 SNe la in the
GOODS fields were compared with galaxies along the line-of-
sight, providing constraints on the scaling law betweerocigy
dispersion and galaxy luminosity.

Dark matter substructure in the cluster halo is expected to

Clusters of galaxies are the most massive bound objectg iarth
verse. They are dominated by their dark matter halos, whiabig
tationally distort and magnify background objects via gegtional
lensing. This allows them to act as powerful gravitatiorelet
scopes, thereby offering unique opportunities to obsextremely
distant galaxies (e.gKneib et al. 2003 Lensing magnification of
up to a factor~ 70 (i.e. up to~ 4.5 mag) has been observed for
multiply lensed images, and typical magnification factdr&-d.0
are very common within the central one arc-minute radius @-m
sive cluster lenses. Since the lensing amplification cpoeds to a
gain factor? in exposure time, observations otherwise too distant
and faint are made possible, opening a window to the unexglor

hlgh-_lr_egshlft universe. h b dqf | yield magnification differences around 0.05 mag (see discus-
oday, mass maps have been constructed for many ClusterSgiq, o errors in well-constrained strong lensing mass tesadde

mainly relying on the positlions of multiple Counte,rpa”mbng'y Limousin et al. 2007 Jullo & Kneib 2009. If the luminosity of
lensed _gaIaX|es (se_e e.Bichard et "’_II' ZOlpKne!b & Nat_ar_ajan SNe show discrepancies with the cluster mass model predsti
2011, Richard etal. in prep.). Eotent|a| sy;tematlc uncem- this could challenge the current assumption of no substrect
sult from the sparse data, forcing qssumptlons to be madedieg However, the SN la measured dispersion is stilBx larger than
phys_lcal p_ropert|e§. AV\_/eII-known ISSUe IS the mass—_shggeder- substructure predictions, meaning thaB80 SNe would be needed
acy, in which the distortions and flux ratios from gravitatblens- to confirm that estimate. Larger discrepancies, for ingtahe to
ing are unaffected by a change in the mean mass surface ydensit the mass-sheet degeneracy in systems with only one strasg le
(Falco et al. 1985Gorenstein et al. 1998Strongly lensed galaxies may be detectable with a much smaller sample. In that spait w
at multiple redshifts can break this degeneraagd et al. 2003, have undertaken this study to, for the first time, test clustass
However, substructure within clusters can act like lo@limass models using amplification.

sheets I(iesenborgs & De Rijcke 20325chneider & Sluse 20)3 In Sec.2 we describe the CLASH survey and the modifica-
and thus add some uncertainty to the cluster mass model®ldFhe 05 made in order to facilitate detection of SNe in and belthe

;olute an;phﬁcano;, s;ch as that megst;red fromba stangaltdi;; K clusters. The discovery of the lensed SNe are describeddn3Se
Is not subject to this degeneracy and thus can be used to ireak g, e lightcurves and Hubble residuals are presentSed.

or constraiq its amounK(o!att & Sartelmann 1998 In addition.to The cluster mass models are presented in Semd the two mag-
.these physngal compllcatlong, dlfferen.t teams may makfg@ﬁt nification estimates are discussed in S&dVe conclude in Sed.
implementation choices, for instance in their selectiateda for This study was performed blind to prevent a sub-conscious
multiple images. However, until now there has not been ae-ind ¢ yoards choices that agree better with the expectett.rEbe
pendent way of testing strong lensing mass maps and theleduo .\ i< of the SN amplifications was kept separate from ¢he d
“_”C?“a'r_‘“e? This W'_”_be necessary n order to propertgripret termination of lensing maps until both were considered detep
findings in high magnification regions. Only after this were the derived magnitudes compared. Aafdit

Each cluster observation also presents the opportunitp10 0 4y was done after unblinding, as described further in ec.
serve transient objects, thus potentially pushing thehiédsm-

its for e.g. supernova&llivan et al. 2000Gunnarsson & Goobar
2003. Ground-based searches for lensed supernovae usingRear-
observations have reported two SNe behind Abell 1689: a Tippe
SN with predicted amplificatiodm = 1.4 (Stanishev et al. 2009 The Cluster Lensing And Supernova survey with Hubble (CLASH
Goobar et al. 2000and a Type lIn SN witlhm= 1.6, the most am- program was a 524-orbit survey of 25 galaxy clusters, andpags
plified supernova to date provided the cluster mass modetisct of the Hubble Space Telescope (HST) multi-cycle-treasuny p
(Amanullah et al. 201)1 However, Type Il SNe exhibit a large scat- grams Postman et al. 20)2Each cluster was observed with up
ter in brightness and thus cannot be used to independendgune to 16 Advanced Camera for Surveys (ACS) optical and WidedFiel
amplification. See e.gdamuy & Pinto(2002 for a discussion of Camera 3 (WFC3) IR filters for a total observation tim@0 orbits,
Type Il SN standardization. which allowed precise photometric redshift estimates baats.

We here describe a pilot study of three Type la supernovae This is a core requirement for determination of the clustassn
(SNe la) discovered behind clusters observed as part ofliiee C  profile — a main goal of the CLASH program. Visits were sepa-
ter Lensing and Supernovae with Hubble (CLAStistman et al. rated by roughly two weeks and each cluster was monitored for
2012 programme, and how these can be used as “test beams”months. Simultaneously, HST observations of the paralétigi
to compare with amplifications predicted by strong lendiaged were used for a search for field SNe by the CLASH team (see e.g.
models. SNe la have been used as standardized candles to deRodney et al. 2012 where lensing effects are small and SNe la can
tect the accelerated expansion of the UniveRiegs et al. 1998 be used for probing dark energy and SN rate studriess et al.
Perimutter et al. 1999and can, with modern calibration based on 2007 Dahlen et al. 2008Barbary et al. 2012 Graur et al(2014)

2 CLASH
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Lensed SNe as Probes of Cluster Mass Model3

recently presented eleven SN la (fourzat 1.2) detected in the
CLASH parallel observations, finding rates consistent \pitévi-
ous high redshift studies.

Searching for SNe in the clusters was not part of the original
CLASH survey and we proposed to find and follow these targets.
As a search using so many different filters observed in an arbi
trary order will be less sensitive than one using a few deeita
search bands, we worked in coordination with the CLASH team
to ensure that observations were scheduled such that thenomax
SN search sensitivity was achieved while not changing thed to
exposure times and sequence of cameras. First, we optirttized
observing sequence to ensure that we could detect SNe. Hsis w
performed by requiring that each observation epoch afeefitht
epoch must contain at least one filter that was previouslgmves
on the cluster, allowing us to find transients via image sdbimn.
Second, because of the short time baseline on the coveragelof
cluster, edge effects were very important. In particulapesnovae
near maximum light in the first epoch would not be discoverét w
sufficient time to schedule any additional required obsema. We
thus placed as wide a range of wavelengths as possible inrshe fi
epoch, maximizing the chance that a supernova found aftgi-ma
mum light would have well-constrained colors, even withwig-
gered follow-up. For the following epochs, we also atterdpteget
as wide a range of wavelengths as possible, when compatitiie w
the other constraints.

Given this optimized filter cadence, it was realized thakbac
ground SNe amplified by gravitational lensing due to the -fore
ground cluster could also be studied, and both teams urakerto
this work as well. In order to provide full lightcurves of a®Ne
detected in or behind the clusters, we were granted 12 oobits
ACS and/or WFC3 observations to follow up these SNe (HST-GO:
12360).

they are based on a more diverse selection of filters thaicdlypi

of the fixed bands used in all previous SN searches. Two of the

three candidates, nevertheless, have lightcurves coirfgrio cur-
rent SN cosmology requirements (as discussed indgec

3 DISCOVERY AND CONFIRMATION

Built on a previous ACS cluster SN survey (for details, see
Dawson et al. 2009 a pipeline was constructed where CLASH
WFC3-IR and ACS observations were automatically downldade
bias de-striped, charge transfer efficiency-correcteeared for
cosmic rays, astrometrically registered, drizzlEduchter & Hook
2002, and sky-subtracted (only the last three steps are negessa
for IR images). Whenever an earlier observation in the same fi
ter existed this was subtracted from the new data, and tfer-dif
ence image searched for suitable candidates. The lastswpad

a manual scan of remaining candidates (typicall30). We will
here focus on our discoveries of background SNe la lensetey t
clusters.

© 2002 RAS, MNRASDOQ, 1-13

The SNe observations described here are thus unusual in that

3.1 SN-Al-Abell 383

SN Al was detected in the field of Abell 383 £ 0.187; Abell
1958 at RA= 42.00532Dec= —3.55469 in an ACS-F814W ob-
servation taken on Dec 28 2010 (UT). ACS-F435W did not show
SN flux, making the candidate a likely high-redshift supseo
This was confirmed in subsequent ACS-F625W and ACS-F850LP
observations, which all showed a good match to~al Type la
supernova on the rise. Unfortunately, the transient wasideithe
footprint of the cadenced WFC3 IR observations. In ordeato-s
ple the rest-frame optical color of the SN, we requested olpi¢ @f
WFC3-IR observations, split between F105W, F125W and F160W
The detection image, together with a larger view of Abell 383
shown in Fig.1.

This cluster was observed Nov 1st 2010 using the FO-
cal Reducer and low dispersion Spectrograph 2 (FORS2;
Appenzeller et al. 199&or the 8.2 m Very Large Telescope array
(VLT) Unit Telescope 1 at Cerro Paranal as part of a speatpmsc
follow-up of lensed sources in this field (PID: 086.B-06083(PI:
Richard). The SN host galaxy was observed for 40 min using the
G300V grism and the GG435 order filter, covering the waveleng
range 4400-8800 Angstroms. The spectrum shows continugm an
a strong emission line identified as [Oll] at= 1.144, a redshift
consistent with the SN color.

As no supernova spectrum was obtained, we must type it us-
ing only the photometric data. We follow a procedure simitar
that of Jones et al(2013. Fortunately, our lightcurve has a well-
constrained rise and decline, and measurements in sevéezed fi
near maximum. To represent SN la we synthesize photomemy fr
the template oHsiao et al.(2007) and for non-la we use the 51
non-la templates (31 SN II, 20 SN Ibc) from SNANKdssler et al.
2009. Each template is fit to our data angtacomputed. The Core
Collapse (CC) supernova templates themselves may be redden
due to dust, and therefore in performing our typing we allbe t
relative extinctionAAy to range over both positive and negative
values. This distribution diAy, is likely concentrated around zero,
but to be conservative we use a flat prior. To account for the re
ative reddening we use a Cardelli la@drdelli et al. 1989 with
Ry = 3.1+ 0.5, to warp the templates to match the data. Also, as
the CC templates do not span the full observed range of CC SNe,
we add 0.15 magnitudes in quadrature to the error bar on éwseh p
tometric measurement (for further discussion on thesecelBpsee
Appendix inJones et al. 20)3To be consistent, the same quadra-
ture addition to the photometric error is made for all fitsjahwill
lead to artificially lowx?/dof for good SN la matches. For typing
purposes, we use the data from ACS F606W to WFC3 F160W, rep-
resenting the near UV teband rest-frame.

In Rubin et al (2013, we considered both how well each indi-
vidual template matches the data as well as the probabibig-
ing of such templates that do. The former is a commonly used ap
proach, while the latter is most appropriate when seekiegctr-
rect ensemble statistics (that is, when we wish to know thas od
that these particular SNe are of Type la).

We find that the SN la template, compared with the best non-
la template (SDSS-000018), provides a significantly béttexith
Ax2 = 7, indicating that a SN la is preferred at greater than 99%
confidence. Moreover, the non-la template requiég = —1.0,
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Figure 1. SN-A1 behind Abell 383; the inset shows the field prior to expl
sion (both ACS-F814W).

i.e. the template is much redder than SN-A1. (The absojfiel-
ues are 12 and 19 respectively, for 19 dof, with the Ihvi#/dof
caused by the added 0.15 magnitude scatter, as discusset)abo
Next we examine the probability-weighted fraction of match
ing templates. This then needs to be multiplied with thetinala
observed incidence of observing different SN types. As shbw
Rubin et al (2013 the large rate of CC SNe is offset by their faint-
ness, making the probability of finding a la and a CC SN close to
unity at high redshifts. For each template, we compute tlagive
x2 between that template and the best fit. After convertingethos
values into probabilities we can compute the average SNdb-pr
ability (= 1, as this is the best fit) and the average CC probability
(= 4 x 10~%). The resulting probability of a SN la relative to the
incidence-weighted CC probability is over 99.9%. The cosicn
from this approach agrees with the result using the besi\fiie#n-
plates, but in other circumstances these approaches niay dif

3.2 SN-H1-MACSJ1532.9+3021

SN-H1 was detected in the field of MACSJ1532.9+3021
(MACSJ1532;Ebeling et al. 1998 atz= 0.345, with coordinates
RA = 23324682 Dec = 30.36191 (J2000) in ACS-F625W and
F850LP observations taken on March 4 2012 (see Figur&he
scheduled HST observations provided a well-sampled lighec
with good color coverage, so no additional HST observatioeie
requested.

Target-of-opportunity (ToO) long-slit spectroscopy of -SN
H1 was obtained from two observatories: The first, using the
Low Resolution Imaging Spectrometer (LRISke etal. 1995
Rockosi et al. 201D optical spectrograph mounted on the 10-m
Keck-1 telescope at the summit of Mauna Kea with an expo-
sure time of 3x 1000 sec on March 16th 2012 (600/4000 grism,

Figure 2. SN-H1 behind MACSJ1532; the inset shows the field prior to
explosion.

400/8500 grating and d560 dichroic; Program ID U043, Pl -Perl
mutter) with seeing~ 1 arcsec did not yield sufficient signal-to-
noise for conclusive typing and is not considered furthertu=
nately, a ToO the following night at VLT, inv 0.7 arcsec see-
ing, was successful in yielding a conclusive SN type. A FORS2
spectrum with a exposure time ofx71000 sec was obtained on
March 17th 2012 (300l grism, OG590 filter; Program ID 088.A-
066, PI Amanullah). The Supernova ldentification softw&HID;
Blondin & Tonry 2007, applied to the VLT spectrum, securely
identifies the transient as a SN lazat 0.855+ 0.010 (See Fig3).
The best match is provided by SN2007co at phas&2 days
past lightcurve maximum, which agrees quite well with SN-H1
lightcurve phase at this time-«(10 days), given typical uncertain-
ties of approximatelyt-2 days for spectroscopic dating. The SNID
rlap parameter is 1@ (corresponding to a very strong identifica-
tion).

Type Ibc SNe close to lightcurve peak can exhibit a similar
optical spectrum as SNe la at phas&0. The best non-la SNID fit
is the peculiar Ibc SN2005bf at phas8, with a significantly worse
rlap (6.3). We conclude that using only spectroscopic evidence,
SNID strongly prefers a SNla identification for SN-H1. By auyl
lightcurve phase constraints we can rule out non-la SN paisty

3.3 SN-L2 - MACSJ1720.2+3536

Observations of MACSJ1720.2+3536 (MACSJ17EbBEeling et al.
2010, at z= 0.389, in F850LP on June 17th 2012 revealed two
transients: SN-L1 at RA 260.07796 Dec 35.62296 and SN-L2 at
RA 260.08757 Dec 35.61133 (Fig). SN-L1 was found in the out-
skirts of a cluster member galaxy, with photometry compatitith

a SN la on the rise in the cluster (SN-L1 is later securelysifies!

as a core-collapse event). SN-L2, on the other hand, hach&ifai

© 2002 RAS, MNRASD0Q, 1-13
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Figure 3. VLT observations of SN-H1 together with best SNID match .

Figure 4. SN-L2 behind MACSJ1720; inset shows the field prior to explo-
sion.

host for which photometric redshift estimates yielde2ld z < 1.8,
and a magnitude roughly compatible with an amplified backgdo
SN la.

ToO spectroscopic observations, with the slit alignedugto
both candidates, were made June 30th 2012 with the Gemini-Mul
Object Spectrographs (GMOSpok et al. 200%in longslit mode
on the 8.1 m Gemini North telescope at the summit of Mauna Kea
with a total exposure time of 1800 sec (GG455 filter, R400-grat
ing; Program ID GN-2012A-Q-19, PI Perimutter). Both caradésb
were extracted using the Gemini IRAF GMOS pipelin8N-L1 is

1 http://iwww.gemini.edu/sciops/data-and-results/pssagg-software

© 2002 RAS, MNRASDOQ, 1-13

confirmed as a cluster SN, and as we here focus on lensed SNe thi
object will not be discussed further. The GMOS spectrum of SN
L2 has low signal-to-noise (see inset in B, and thus alone can
neither confirm nor rule out a high redshift SN Ia.

For SN-L2, HST grism observations were then obtained us-
ing both WFC3 G102 (2260 R ~ 210; 08 — 1.15um) and G141
(47005, R~ 130; 11— 17um) and reduced using the aXe software
(Fig.5). One further epoch of G102 observations is not used due to
contamination. We dete¢ia (and low signal-to-noiséi3) emis-
sion, allowing us to determine the redshiftas 1.266+ 0.006, in
good agreement with the photometric redshift estimate.

To determine the SN subtype all non-contaminated spectro-
scopic data (Gemini, HST-G102, HST-G141 orientation 1 and 2
were simultaneously fit with a combination of supernova aost h
galaxy templates. As supernova templates we use the SALT 2-2
spectral surfaceRuy et al. 200y, the SN templates compiled by P.
Nugent as well as the best fit SNID spectrum of each SN subtype.
The exception is the UV spectrum at peak covered by the Gemini
observations, which is always fit by one of the Nugent teneglat
since few other spectra extend sufficiently blue. For SNewk,
apply Milky Way type reddeningRy = 3.1, Cardelli et al. 1989
according to the color predicted by the SALT2-1 lightcurtédee
section 4). For other subtypes we fit for the bagt(allowing neg-
ative values). The host galaxy component is best fit with an Sb
like template withE(B—V) = 0.5 for all supernova templates. The
SN la SN2003it, at phase9 (close to the value predicted by the
lightcurve), provides the best fit of the SN la templated£ 367,
dof = 333). The SN Ibc template fit is as gogdk, = 367, but for
DAy ~ —0.6 (bluer than every known SN Ibc). The SN lip template
has worse combinegf (389), but is the only template that matches
theHa feature well (as this is lacking in the Sb template). To irves
tigate whether this originates from the SN or the host weaexéd
the spectrum from the other side of the galaxy, having theesam
separation from the host core. In this spectrum we Frdthat is
comparably strong, therefore we believe it is likely thatcmuwf
theHa in the SN+host spectrum arises from the host. We conclude
that the spectroscopic identification favors SN-L2 as a SiKuais
still ambiguous (see Fid).

We turn now to the two photometric classification techniques
discussed earlier. We begin with the method based on tharbest
dividual matches, and find that with a standard SN la template
(Hsiao et al. 200ywe get ax2 of 17.9 for 16 dof. As previously we
allow negativeAAy, which allows three CC SNe to fit withy? < 4
(but with —0.8 < AA, < —1.2). The consistent red color of these
three SNe may imply that SN-L2, if a CC SN, would have to be
much bluer than the current CC sample. For example, we make th
a posterori calculation that for equal probabilities of 8 being
extincted more or less than SN-L2, the probability of findalh
three on the red side is only 3. Conservatively ignoring this fac-
tor, the resulting\x? comparison based on best-matching templates
gives a 33 % chance that SN-L2 is a SN la.

We now turn to the second method, examining the probability-
weighted fraction of matching templates, which is more appate
for the classification question. For each template, we coenthe

2 http://supernova.lbl.gov/ nugent/nugent_templates.ht



6 Nordin et al.

relativex? between that template and the best fit. After converting variations in the PSF with position. We add this scatter iadya-
those values into probabilities we can compute the averdgaS ture to the statistical uncertainties. This uncertaintglé& appro-
probability (= 0.526) and the average CC probability 0.03). The priate for ACS photometry.

resulting probability of a SN la relative to the incidenceighted Using our PSFs on data for P330E (again assuming that
CC probability is 95%. This demonstrates the differenceianmbr- all pixels have equal weight, similar to SNe), we find zero-
tance of considering the incidence of comparison objectscivi- points~ 0.02 mag fainter than the STScl zeropofhtSor F105W,
sider, based on the spectroscopic and photometric evidehte& 2 F110W, F125W, F140W, and F160W, we find 25.630, 26.082,
to be a probable, but not certain, SN la. 25.352, 25.401, and 24.710 on the VEGAmag system. Subtract-

ing 0.03 magnitudes for the count-rate non-linearity (désed
more below), gives the zeropoints we used in our analysi§025

4 LIGHTCURVES AND HUBBLE RESIDUALS 26.052, 25.322, 25.371, and 24.680.

As with some of the models used Buzuki et al.(2012),
The Union2.1 analysis ofSuzuki et a|(2013 prOVideS a frame- we modeled the host ga|axy in each WFCS3 filter with a two-
work for propagating SALT light-curve fits into distancesdan  dimensional second-order spline plus a PSF for the supariite
cosmological constraints. For the lightcurve fits preseritere, relative alignment of each image was included in the fit, as wa
we take the portion of the framework that computes the sen- residual variation in the sky level. The photometry was Istab
sitivity of the lightcurve fit to each calibration systentative reasonable changes in the spline node spacing. For the mata i

also use this framework to compute the, c, and host-mass  each filter, we placed simulated supernovae on the hostygatax

correction coefficients. For the host masses, we used Z-PEG positions with similar amounts of host ga|axy ||ght to V?rijur

(Le Borgne & Rocca-Volmerange 20p@n the results of aperture  parametrization of the host galaxy. For SN-A1, which lacder

photometry with a 2 radius. Note that the host photometry must  ence images’ we used a Sp|ine node Spacing of 0.36 arcséc (jus

be de-magnified before a mass can be estimated. under three pixels). For SN-L2, which has reference images,
The reduction of the WFC3-IR data, not partwfion2.1, used 0.144 arcsec, or just over one pixel. SN-H1 does not tzem

closely follows our previous HST Near Infrared Camera andtiMu have structured under|ying ga|axy ||ght’ SO it made no diffice

Object Spectrometer (NICMOS) reductions. We here give the for the WFC3-IR data if we modeled it (for the results present
WFC3-IR specific calibration results, and also discuss hoeett here, we used a node spacing of 0.72 arcsec).

tainties were handled for this small set of objects.

4.2 SALT lightcurves
4.1 WFC3 IR Photometry

Light-curve fits were initially made using the SALT2-1 ligbairve

In Union2.1, we opted to use Point Spread Function (PSF) pho- qqe|. The improved SALT2-2 is currently available, but vegih
tometry to extract the NICMOS fluxes, avoiding any resamplin - yeciged to use SALT2-1 before the blinding was lifted. Ad

of these undersampled images. As the IR imager of WFC3 is sig- giscussed below, the amplification estimate of SN-A1 vasigs
nificantly more undersampled, we continued with this methvde nificantly depending on which model version is used. Chafiges
multiplied each calibrate_d flat fielded image by the WFC3 Iiepi SN-H1 and SN-L2 are negligible. We take the light-curve shap
area map before computing the photometry. and color correction coefficients, the mass-correctiorfficient,

Comparisons between aperture and PSF photometry of the 5 the absolute magnitudh £ 0.7) from Suzuki et al.(2012):
standard star P330E show that the TinyTikrigt 1995 PSF is a=0.13,B=2.47,56=—0.03, andMg = —19.32. (Later when we

systematically too narrow, causing the flux derived from B&F use SALT2-2, we will use the values from Rubin et al. (in prep)

photometr.y to bev 8% bellow that from the aperture .phoyometry. a = 0.14, = 3.07,5 = —0.07, andMg = —19.09; the change in

We thus fit for a convolution kernel that matched TinyTim PSFs 4 fiqycial absolute magnitudbls, is mostly due to an arbitrary

to HST calibration observations of P330E. The convolutiemk! redefinition of the color zeropoint.) The SALT2-1 light-gerfits

was allowed to vary radially, but was constrained to haviptethl are shown in Figuré and the parameters are provided in Table

symmetry. In constructing this PSF we were careful to siteutae

conditions when measuring supernova fluxes. Because siya&rn

are faint, the background dominates the noise and theréffe 4.3 Statistical Uncertainties

fitting weights each pixel nearly equally. We thus assumelegyr ) o ) )

certainties per pixel, while simulating a fit of host galaight. The_ following sources of st_atlstlcal l_Jncertalnty were urnkedd, fol-
The PSFs generated with this approach followed the data well 10Wing theunion2.1 analysis Suzuki et al. 201 light-curve pa-

the new PSF photometry matched aperture photometry toHass t rameter uncertainties, SNe la intrinsic dispersiori{0mag), and

afew mmag on average for all filters. Checking individual P&6- 16% uncertainty in the MW extinction map frorS¢hlegel et al.
tometry measurements against aperture photometry shoesicar ~ 1998. The intrinsic dispersion value is taken from near-IR-
ual 0.02 magnitude scatter, representing focus variatishsaall observed HST SNe. Note that when performing cosmologicai-an

ysis our error bar would include uncertainty due to graiotsl

3 http://www.stsci.edu/hst/wfc3/pam/pixel_area_mapspage  updated
09/17/2009 4 http://Mww.stsci.edu/hst/wfc3/phot_zp_lbpage updated 03/06/2012
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Figure 5. Spectroscopic observations of SN-L2 obtained at Geminiraddightcurve peak (top panel) and with HSTLO restframe days later using the G102
(mid panel) and G141 grisms (bottom panel). Data is grey Wilhned values shown black. We do a combined fit for SN andkgatmplate, each with its
separate reddening. We fit the fraction of SN light and arebfisr each observation. The best fit SN la (blue), SN Ibc (@reed SN lIp (red) templates are
shown for each spectrum. The lower panel also includes aacatxin made on the opposite side of the host galaxy, whe&\nlight is expected (cyan line).
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SN z me X1 c Host Galaxy Stellar MasSs Amgp® AMmap
Al 1.144+0.005 2523+0.04 062+0.57 014+0.04 107+0.1 —0.17£0.18 —-0.374+0.06
H1 0.86+0.01 2403+£0.03 056+0.40 —0.07£0.03 <91 —011+0.14 —-0.364+0.05
L2 1.266+0.006 2535+0.05 —0.21+0.83 026+ 0.05 109+0.2 —0.73+£0.14 —-0.384+0.08

Table 1. SALT2-1 lightcurve parameters and predicted magnificafiom SN distances/\msy) and lensing maps\{nyap). me is the peakB band magnitude,
X1 measures the lightcurve width anthe lightcurve color. For all SNe, the difference betwéemsy andAmyapcan be compared with the measured intrinsic

dispersion, L1, of SNe la with similar data ionion2.1.

lensing. However, in this context, lensing is our signal eritiere-
fore not included in the statistical error budget.

4.4 Systematic Uncertainties

We follow ourtUnion2.1 analysis for the systematic uncertainties,
but do remark on new WFC3-specific uncertainties. A summary
of their impact on the distance modulii is given in TaBleAs we
are working with a small number of SNe, the combined unaertai
ties will be dominated by statistical uncertainties. We tarefore
make a highly conservative systematics analysis, and wethat
these systematics can be substantially reduced in thesfutur

Riess(201Q 2011) finds that the WFC3 IR detector exhibits
a small ¢~ 0.01 magnitudes per dex) count-rate non-linearity. Al-
though there is no official non-linearity correction codeaibv
able, we follow their recommendations and correct our z&rdap
brighter by 003+ 0.01 magnitudes, with the uncertainty correlated
across all WFC3 filters.

Another possible source of non-linearity is variation
in the interpixel capacitance with counts. Results from
Hilbert & McCullough (2011) indicate that there could be an
effect as large as 0.01 magnitudes when comparing our Soy@ern
photometry to the much-brighter standard stars. As wittcthant-
rate non-linearity uncertainty, we assume this 0.01 magdait
uncertainty is correlated. Comparison of PSFs at diffefunt
levels would calibrate out this systematic, but this is retessary
for our analysis.

As noted above, P330E was the source of our WFC3 PSFs,

and we therefore account for systematic difference duest@gec-
tral Energy Distribution (SED) difference between P330d aar
SNe. Redoing the PSF photometry with PSFs from a range affilte
reveals that the photometry change®.05 magnitudes per 1000 A
change in effective wavelength. P330E should match our SKE i
fective wavelength to within- 200 A for most filters, or to within

~ 400A for the broad F110W. We thus add a 0.02 magnitude corre-
lated uncertainty on the F110W photometry, and a 0.01 madit
correlated uncertainty on the other WFC3 IR photometryeér
modeling of stars with differing colors can greatly redugis sys-
tematic, but we do not need to attempt that here.

5 In units oflog(M/Mg)

6 These values are statistical uncertainties only, and dimolide the con-
servative correlated 0.05 magnitude uncertainty desgiib&able2. When
computing the uncertainty on the ensemble mean, we do ie¢h& corre-
lated uncertainty.

SN Lightcurve Systematics Magnitudes
ACS and WFC3 Zeropoints —0.021t00.03
Near IR Flux Reference 0.02
WFC3 IR Count + Count-Rate Non-Linearities 0.02
Uncertainty in WFC3 PSFs —0.01t00.03
Uncertainty in Distance Modulus 0.03
Uncertainty on Absolute Magnitude 0.03
Other Systematics frominion2.1 0.02
Total, summed in distance modulus covariance matrix 0.05

Table 2. Sources of systematic uncertainty, followingnion2.1
(Suzuki et al. 201p The systematics that are new to WFC3 data and this
analysis are broken out. The typical effect of each systenuaicertainty
category on the distance modulii is given. Negative systieracertainties
indicate anti-correlation between our SNe, caused by thgeraf redshifts
(e.g., increasing the ACS F850LP zeropoint makes SN-HIr Hbue SN-A1
redder).

As noted above, we find WFC3 IR zeropoints0.02 mag-
nitudes fainter than the STScl values. It is possible thist itha
difference in encircled energy normalization, but to beseoua-
tive and since the effect is small compared to the amplifosti
we wish to measure, we take a 0.02 magnitude uncertaintyan ea
zeropoint.

Finally, we use a background cosmology of #fe€DM, with
Qmn = 0.30+0.02, which gives an (essentially correlated) uncer-
tainty of about 0.026 magnitudes for our SNe. We also tak@®a O.
magnitude uncertainty on the absolute magnitude (dorrdniaye
calibration, seeSuzuki et al. 201 These last two effects make
up the bulk of the correlated uncertainty in this analysiheW
summed using the covariance matrix, these effects &®rfag in
total. This is comparable to the expected systematic emnrdiuister
mass reconstructions, but much less than the uncertainigdon
vidual standardized SN brightnesses.

5 MAGNIFICATION PREDICTIONS FROM CLUSTER
MASS MODELS

5.1 Procedure

For each of the three CLASH clusters, we have constructeat par
metric models of the mass distribution based on constréiots
the strong lensing observed in the cluster cores. The maalel p
rameters have been optimized with Lensfo@lullo et al. 2007

7 available at http://projets.lam.fr/projects/lenstook
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Jullo & Kneib 2009 using a Bayesian Markov Chain Monte-Carlo
(MCMC) sampler. Based on a sample~0f100 models sampling
the posterior probability-density function of all paraerst we can
predict the average magnification and statistical errodéuthe as-
sumptions of the parametric models) at the locations of tipers
novae. The procedure we use is very similar to previous plédl
work on cluster cores (e.dgimousin et al. 20077?; Richard et al.
2010.

Full details on the modeling of each cluster and the result-
ing mass distributions have either been presenteRiichard et al.
(2011 (for Abell 383) or will be published in a forthcoming paper
(Richard et al. 2013, in preparation), but we summarize taiain-
gredients of each model in the following subsections. Initauid
since all three supernovae from our study are located agiaigs-
tercentric distance than the strong lensing region, ther em the
magnification will be dominated by the systematic error andk-
sumed cluster mass profile, which is typically truncated atMpc
(seeLimousin et al.(2007) andRichard et al(2010 for a discus-
sion). In order to better estimate this additional sourceradr, we
recomputed the magnification letting the truncation radary be-
tween 500 kpc and 2 Mpc. Figuieshows magnification contours
for the three clusters, and the magnification estimatesalected
in Tablel.

5.2 Abell 383

The cluster mass distribution is constrained by the locatibsix
multiply-imaged systems, five of which have been confirmeith wi
spectroscopyNewman et al. 2013 At the location of supernova
SN-A1 and for a redshift = 1.144, our Lenstool mass model pre-
dicts a magnification of 1.400.02 (linear value, statistical error
from MCMC samples). By varying the cut-off radius of the mass
distribution we estimate the systematic error toti207. In total,
the magnification is estimated to bé.37+0.06 mags.

5.3 MACSJ1532

The cluster mass distribution is constrained by the loocatioonly
one multiple system with a spectroscopic redshitat0.87, very
close to the redshift of SN-H1. At the location and redshifbl-
H1, we predict a magnification factor of 1:80.03 (statistical er-
ror) and estimate a systematic erroeted.06 by varying the cluster
profile. In total, the magnification is estimated to-b6.36+ 0.05
mags.

5.4 MACSJ1720

The cluster mass distribution is constrained by the locabiotwo
multiple systems, one of which has a clear photometric ii&dsh
atz=0.7+0.1 (based on the public CLASH photometric redshift
catalogsPostman et al. 20)2We created a variety of mass models
by varying the redshift constraint on this multiple systemttie
range 06 < z < 0.8 and derive the magnification factor 1:4@.09
(linear value and statistical error) at the location anghéftiof SN
L2. Again, by varying the mass profile on these models we esém
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a systematic error af£0.06. In total, the magnification is estimated
to be—0.38+0.08 mags.

After unblinding we identified a likely counterimage for the
main multiple system used in our strong lensing model. Agdin
this new constraint shifts the estimate up to 1.65+/-0.1&n(c
bined). Further, including a foreground £ 0.2) galaxy located
near the supernova will potentially enhance the magniticatd
1.71+0.12, or—0.58+ 0.08 mags.

6 DISCUSSION

All candidates show> 1o differences between mass model and
supernova prediction after unblinding (see TabjeSeeing such
large dispersion in all three candidates is very unlikehg ae will
therefore examine each candidate separately. We will sgettis
large dispersion can all be accounted for. This finding wilturn,
lead to a discussion about the importance and methods afdalin
analysis.

6.1 SN-Al — Abell 383

While the restframe optical spectra of SNe la are very weldlst
ied, only a handful of nearby SNe have high signal-to-noise o
servations covering UV wavelengths (see &lgguire et al. 201p
This is further complicated by changes with progenitor fiieta
ity, which are thought to be much greater at bluer wavelength
(Sauer et al. 2008Walker et al. 2012 The SN-A1 lightcurve is
dominated by such UV observations, with restframe optiokirs
only at one epoch.

This UV template uncertainty is manifest by a change in
brightness estimate of as much a& éhagnitudes, depending on
which version of SALT (the SN lightcurve fitting tool) is useds
seen in Tablel, using SALT2-1, SN-A1 ends up.® magnitudes
fainter than predicted by the mass model. However, as regort
in Table 3 with the updated SALT2-2 model, introduced as this
work progressed and thus not our default fit version, theipted
SN brightness excess+g0.38 magnitudes, identical with the mass
model prediction. This- 16 move (for the same input data) shows
that the uncertainties in the rest-frame UV model may ha@nbe
underestimated in SALT2-1 (the stated uncertainties agetan
SALT2-2). We note that the brightness estimates of the diier
candidates, which have more rest-frame optical data, doh@otge
with SALT version. Due to the uncertainties in the rest-feao,
ideally SNe should be observed in rest-frame optical bantls w
multiple epochs. It is possible that SNe la UV fluxes are as-sta
dardizable as at redder wavelengths, just less well megsuneyor
modeled Wilne et al. 2013. Future lightcurve fitters might thus be
able to also standardize SNe la well in the UV.

6.2 SN-H1 — MACSJ1532.9

SN-H1, on the other hand, has a very well-measured lightcand
thereby small measurement errors, and is 0.25 mag fairgete-
dicted by the mass map (199, consistent with having experienced
no amplification. With the current data we can not rule out tha
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Figure 7. Magnification models for, from left to right: Abell 383, MAQ$532, MACSJ1720. The SN position is marked with a whiteleirthe colorbar

shows predicted brightness amplification, expressed iminates.

this measurement corresponds to a statistical fluctuatithinihe

SN intrinsic dispersion. We note that if vessumethat there is no
structured hostlight underlying SN-H1 and fix the undedyACS
galaxy light to zero, the amplification increases-t6.24 magni-
tudes, within 1o of the map estimate. However, as we had decided
to follow Union2.1 in using floating band offsets before unblind-
ing, this is clearly a post-unblinding choice, and is thereflisted

in Table 3. Whether structured host light is present under SN-H1
can be straightforwardly settled by obtaining deep refegabser-
vations after the SN light has faded, but that additiongh &enot
needed in this pilot study.

6.3 SN-L2 —MACSJ1720

Using the magnification map available at the time the ansilysis
unblinded, SN-L2 deviates in the opposite direction by Or&fy-
nitudes, or 2lo, brighter than predicted by mass maps. As dis-
cussed in section 5.4, the new strong lens candidate andake m
sive foreground galaxy that have been introduced in theirigns
model increase the magnification map predictionby.13 magni-
tudes, with a combined (SN-+lens map) uncertainfyynags. This
makes the deviatior 10.

We note that MACSJ1720 is the only system without spec-
troscopic confirmation of the strongly lensed system and ttrex
mass model uncertainty is consequently larger. It would & b
if future studies were to predefine criteria required to aersa
cluster magnification map complete prior to comparison it
accompanying supernova amplification.

We also note that the classification of SN-L2 as a SN la is
considered likely but not secure. See elgnes et al(2013 for

8 After completing the manuscript we became aware of a patehigh-
mass host for SN-H1 located at a projected distance~080 kPC
(Patel et al. 2018 This would change the appropriate mass step correction,
and thus the amplification, by 3%. Our conclusions are uotteby this
small change.

further discussions on the challenge when typing high ri&dSNe
using HST grism and/or photometric data.

6.4 Ensemble results

We now examine the SN amplification and the predicted clsster
mass model magnification predictions for the blinded stuslpm
ensemble using the values Amgy and Ammap given in Tablel.
We find an ensemble mean sy, = 0.09-+ 0.09%@ £ 0.05%Smag
and dispersion of, = 0.21 mag. This dispersion is higher than ex-
pected from the SN and lensing map uncertainties, but dispe

of at least this size occur by chance 17% of the time in suchadl sm
sample. Because the sample size is small, rather than insrabt
served dispersion we have used the uncertainties derivedtfre
guoted uncertainties on the supernova lightcurve measmesmand
the lensing model amplification when calculating the errothie
mean. Overall, the mean agreement for the ensemble fourtin t
blinded analysis is already quite good despite some of thigid

ual deviations described above being slightly large.

Following the same approach for the results of the post-
unblinded analysis, as presented in TaBlave find an ensemble
mean ofAmy, = —0.03+ 0.09°@" +- 0.05%* mag and dispersion of
ou = 0.12 mag. This agreement is excellent, however, we caution
against overinterpreting the quality of the agreementesithese
values result from changes made after unblinding. Nonetisethe
changes that produced this improvement are well motivéietthe
case of the cluster lensing model, a new strong lensing eopeutt
was identified, and a foreground massive galaxy was addebeln
case of the switch from SALT2-1 to SALT2-2 for the SN analysis
by almost any metric SALT2-2 has been found to perform batter
fitting SNe la lightcurves (see Rubin et al, in prep).

6.5 Using SNe la as tests of cluster lens maps

The upcoming HST-Frontier survi/aims at providing high preci-
sion lensing mass models, which will be used both to studstetu
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SN mg X1 C AmSNg Ammap

Al 2526+0.05 030+0.73 010+0.05 —0.38+0.21 —0.37+0.06
H1 2405+0.02 017+0.19 -0.10+002 -0.30+0.13 —0.36+0.05
L2 2534+006 027+0.63 016+0.04 —0.75+0.15 —0.58+0.08

Table 3. These values have been updated after unblinding, but esresr current estimates. To summarize, we switch lightetitters from SALT2-1 to
SALT2-2, add more structure to the magnification map of SNdrl assume that the host-galaxy light underneath SN-Hhd®th.

properties and to probe the largely unknown high redshiftaree 7 CONCLUSION
that the magnification allows us to see. Already, severabmdint
methods for creation of mass models exist. Evaluating thdemno
accuracies will be a key element in fully utilizing the newtala

The SNe detected in this pilot study show that a larger sample
of SNe la, with good lightcurve coverage, could be used ast “te
beams”. Our study highlights the importance of a blindedyais
framework: possible strong lenses or substructure coukehpially
be added gradually until the results meet expectationsyvarid-
tions in supernova lightcurve analysis could be tried, iefiort to
minimize deviations. Blinded analysis requires a decisibwhen
this process is “done” before looking at the final results.

We have presented three SNe la detected behind clustenvetise
as part of the CLASH survey. The small peak magnitude uricerta
ties for SN-H1 and SN-L2 (totally dominated by the SN intiins
dispersion) are remarkable since these observations wate m a
novel way, using a mixed selection of filters with irreguladence.
This further demonstrates HST/WFC3-IR capabilities fagsion
SN measurements at high redshifts.

The SN luminosities were compared with those predicted
from strong gravitational lensing maps. The results of tum-
parison are as follows:

Current models suggest that substructure in dark matteshal

is not likely to create magnitude differences beyon@50magni-
tudes. To accurately measure such deviations with SNen gineasr
current magnitude dispersion, would require100 such cases.

However, there may be unanticipated scenarios in which dl sma

sample can yield exciting results. Furthermore, improveisén
SNe la standardization techniques would also improve theise
tivity. Several methods for doing exactly this have been aem
strated using nearby SNe Bdiley et al. 2009Mandel et al. 2011
Barone-Nugent et al. 201Kim et al. 2013.

Unfortunately, obtaining> 20 amplified SNe will be a chal-
lenge. The CLASH survey, though not optimized for transihat
tections, yielded roughly one lensed SN la per cluster peryaar

(i) In SN-L2, we now have a clear example of a SN la signifi-

cantly (~ 50) amplified by a foreground galaxy cluster.

(i) We find remarkably good agreement between these SNe la

and the mass models of their clusters, with a difference of
Amy, = 0.09+0.09% -+ 0.05"YS mag from our blinded analy-
sis, andAmy, = —0.03 0.09%' + 0.05"Y* mag after additional
adjustments were made.

(i) Substructure would primarily add dispersion and ittisis

comforting that we find a dispersion of onty, = 0.21 mag
from our blinded analysis, and an impressiyg= 0.12 mag
after additional adjustments.

Such comparisons can in principle be used to test assursption

regarding the properties of dark matter halos, but wouldirsta-
tistical samples significantly larger than what is curngatfailable.

Based on the three SNe in this pilot study we can provide sev-
eral important guidelines for future larger surveys:

of monitoring. A large scale survey would demand monitoririg
at least 10 clusters for one year, with frequent high quéditpw-
up of all detected supernovae. A smaller set of SNe Ia, if olese
close to the cluster core, could provide interesting liraiisany er-
ror on the overall magnification scale, due to the much |angggy-
nification expected here. However, the effective volumebpdy
and thus the detection probability, will drop in proportion

Alternative ways of using lensed SNe la have been suggested.
Riehm et al.(2012), e.g., simulated how lensed SNe can be used
as additional constraints when constructing the mass mhp. T
method we are suggesting here has the advantage of prowding
independent test of strong lensing mass maps in general xwe e
pect only a small subset of all clusters to host detecteddvackd
SNe la.

Finally, the chance of finding a SN in a strongly lensed back- With these ideas in mind, there is strong motivation to peisu
ground galaxy is small, but only one such object (of any kind) larger sample of lensed SNe la, in order to verify clustersmasd-
could provide an independent measurement of the Hubblergara  els, break the mass-sheet degeneracy and potentially pliartxe
ter through a measurement of the time-delRgfdal 1964 matter properties or measure the Hubble constant in a new way

(i) SN la UV flux variations are still not well-understood and
therefore multiple rest-frame optical observations aredeed
for a reliable constraint.

(i) Mass models, including analysis of structure alonglthe of
sight, should be completed before amplification compagson
are performed.

(iii) An explicit choice should be made and reported as totivae
the SNe are used unblinded to improve the model, or blinded
to test the model.

computing the uncertainty on the ensemble mean, we do iac¢h&corre-
lated uncertainty.
10 yww.stsci.edu/hst/campaigns/frontier-fields/

° These values are statistical uncertainties only, and dimohide the con-
servative correlated 0.05 magnitude uncertainty destiib@able2. When
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APPENDIX A: SN PHOTOMETRY

Below we present the multibanidST photometry for SN-A1, SN-

H1 and SN-L2. For each SN we list the date of observation, both
as calendar dates and modified Julian dates. We then listtédwe fi
exposure time, measured flux for each observation. Obsemgadf
reference images are also listed, with no flux measuremextedu
Next, the diagonal uncertainty, that is, the portion of theartainty
that is uncorrelated between the filters, is given. To aidd¢aeler in
converting fluxes to magnitudes, we provide the zeropoimaich
filter on the VEGAmag system. Here the values used for WFC3
are those determined by us in Section 4.1. The off-diagoahl v
ues of the covariance matrix are then listed; these arise for
method of accounting for underlying light from the host. Tast
column lists theH ST program identification numbers: GO-12065,
GO-12454, GO-12455 PIl: Postman, GO-12099 PI: Riess, and GO-
12360 PI: Perlmutter.
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14 Nordin et al.

UT Date MJD Filter Exp. Time Flux Diagonal Vega=0  Off-Diagdn Program ID
Uncertainty ~ Zeropoint Covariance
04-Mar-12  55990.313 F475W  1032.0 0.533 0.089 26.154 5424
18-Mar-12  56004.743 FA75W  1032.0 0.122 0.077 26.154 5424
18-Feb-12  55975.698 F606W  998.0 7.927 0.197 26.407 4245
16-Mar-12  56002.615 F606W  1032.0 2.484 0.109 26.407 5424
03-Feb-12  55960.646 F625W  1032.0 0.433 0.086 25.736 54124
04-Mar-12  55990.246 F625W  1032.0 4.232 0.127 25.736 5424
18-Feb-12  55975.682 F775W  1032.0 8.315 0.195 25.274 54124
04-Mar-12  55990.329 F775W  1013.0 8.401 0.204 25.274 5424
03-Mar-12  55989.847 F814W  1032.0 10.237 0.228 25.523 4542
16-Mar-12  56002.631 F814W  984.0 7.234 0.184 25.523 4245
29-Mar-12  56015.541 F814wW  1017.0 3.609 0.139 25.523 5424
12-Apr-12  56029.642 F814W  985.0 1.526 0.114 25.523 4245
03-Feb-12  55960.662 F850LP  1017.0 0.370 0.073 23.900 45412
04-Mar-12  55990.262 F850LP  1017.0 2.534 0.093 23.900 4542
18-Mar-12  56004.759  F850LP  1001.0 1.738 0.080 23.900 4542
12-Apr-12  56029.626 F850LP  1032.0 0.670 0.063 23.900 4542
16-Mar-12  56002.683 F105W  1508.801514 9.873 0.175 25.600 12454
04-Mar-12  55990.381 F110W  1508.801514 17.571 0.252 26.052 0.01090 12454
12-Apr-12  56029.710 F110W  1005.867676 7.492 0.302 26.052  .01000 12454
16-Mar-12  56002.700 F140W  1005.867676 5.314 0.228 25.371 12454
04-Mar-12  55990.398 F160W  1005.867676 4.638 0.207 24.680  .00689 12454
12-Apr-12  56029.694 F160W  1508.801514 3.658 0.168 24.680  .00669 12454
Table Al. Photometry of SN H1.
UT Date MJD Filter Exp. Time Flux Diagonal Vega=0 Off-Diaghn Program ID
Uncertainty ~ Zeropoint Covariance
18-Jan-11 55579.356 F606W  1032.0 0.882 0.144 26.407 65120
22-Jan-11 55583.433 F606W  1073.0 0.595 0.131 26.407 65120
19-Nov-11  55884.956 F606W  2254.0 0.000 0.090 26.407 9920
18-Nov-10  55518.913 F625W  1032.0 0.000 0.094 25.736 6320
04-Jan-11 55565.975 F625W  1032.0 1.538 0.104 25.736 65120
18-Nov-10  55518.995 F775W  1010.0 0.000 0.111 25.274 6320
22-Jan-11 55583.416 F775W  1032.0 1.543 0.119 25.274 65120
08-Dec-10  55538.433 F814W  1060.0 0.000 0.128 25.523 6520
28-Dec-10  55558.470 F814W  1092.0 2.287 0.122 25.523 6520
18-Jan-11 55579.373 F814W  1059.0 3.024 0.143 25.523 65120
07-Feb-11 ~ 55599.391 F814W  1032.0 1.518 0.128 25.523 65120
18-Nov-10 55518.929 F850LP  1014.0 -0.002 0.071 23.900 2068
08-Dec-10  55538.417 F850LP  1032.0 0.002 0.065 23.900 0632
04-Jan-11 55565.991 F850LP  1092.0 0.783 0.069 23.900 06512
21-Feb-11  55613.178 F850LP  1994.0 0.275 0.044 23.900 09912
01-Mar-11  55621.441 F850LP  1076.0 -0.006 0.069 23.900 2064
24-Jan-11 55585.083 F105W  805.9 5.414 0.284 25.600 01236
24-Jan-11 55585.116  F125W  805.9 5.658 0.295 25.322 01236
24-Jan-11 55585.150 F160W  905.9 3.225 0.284 24.680 01236

Table A2. Photometry of SN Al.
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UT Date MJD Filter Exp. Time Flux Diagonal Vega=0 Off-Diagdn Program ID
Uncertainty ~ Zeropoint Covariance
22-Apr-12  56039.072 F814W  1032.0 0.077 0.091 25.523 5824
22-May-12  56069.685 F814W  1007.0 -0.108 0.107 25.523 4582
17-Jun-12 56095.686 F814W 975.0 1.703 0.114 25.523 51245
26-Mar-12  56012.617 F850LP  1007.0 0.062 0.058 23.900 4532
25-Apr-12 56042.014 F850LP  1007.0 -0.086 0.063 23.900 245%
05-May-12  56052.587 F850LP  991.0 0.011 0.060 23.900 5324
17-Jun-12 56095.670 F850LP  1032.0 0.665 0.065 23.900 45812
22-Apr-12  56039.221 F105W  1305.9 12455
09-May-12  56056.030 F105W 1408.8 12455
02-Jul-12 56110.099 F105W  1005.9 5.699 0.220 25.600 0D111 12360
16-Jul-12 56124.111 F105W 1005.9 5.170 0.259 25.600 02111 12360
23-Jul-12 56131.379 F105W  455.9 3.539 0.282 25.600 0.01112 12360
25-Apr-12 56042.132 F110W 1408.8 12455
17-Jun-12 56095.754  F110W 1005.9 7.363 0.307 26.052 55124
22-Apr-12 56039.204 F140W 1305.9 12455
09-May-12  56056.046  F140W 1005.9 12455
02-Jul-12 56110.161 F140W 1005.9 6.877 0.275 25.371 04165 12360
16-Jul-12 56124.175 F140W 1005.9 6.480 0.271 25.371 040165 12360
26-Mar-12 56012.685 F160W 1005.9 12455
25-Apr-12 56042.148 F160W 1005.9 12455
05-May-12  56052.645 F160W 1408.8 12455
17-Jun-12 56095.738 F160W  1408.8 3.275 0.193 24.680 010094 12455
23-Jul-12 56131.444 F160W 455.9 3.218 0.312 24.680 0.00941 12360

Table A3. Photometry of SN L2.
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