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ABSTRACT

Context. The Zwicky Transient Facility (ZTF) was expected to detect more than one strong gravitationally-lensed supernova (glSN)
per year, but only one event was identified in the first four years of the survey.
Aims. This work investigates selection biases in the search strategy that could explain the discrepancy and revise discovery predictions.
Methods. We present simulations of realistic lightcurves for lensed thermonuclear (glSNIa) and core-collapse supernova (glCCSN)
explosions over a span of 5.33 years of the survey, utilizing the actual observation logs of ZTF.
Results. We find that the magnitude limit in spectroscopic screening significantly biases the selection towards highly magnified
glSNe, for which the detection rates are consistent with the identification of a single object by ZTF. To reach the higher predicted
rate of detections requires an optimization of the identification criteria for fainter objects. We find that around 1.36 (3.08) SNe Ia
(CCSNe) are identifiable with the magnification method per year in ZTF, but when applying the magnitude cut of m < 19 mag, the
detection rates decrease to 0.17 (0.32) per year. We compare our simulations with the previously found lensed SNe Ia, iPTF16geu
and SN Zwicky, and conclude that considering the bias towards highly magnified events, the findings are within expectations in terms
of detection rates and lensing properties of the systems. In addition, we provide a set of selection cuts based on simple observables
to distinguish glSNe from regular, unlensed, supernovae to select potential candidates for spectroscopic and high-spatial resolution
follow-up campaigns. We find optimal cuts in observed colours g− r, g− i, and r− i as well as in the colour SALT2 fit parameter. The
developed pipeline and the simulated lightcurves employed in this analysis can be found in the LENSIT github repository.
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1. Introduction

When a galaxy lies in the line of sight of a background super-
nova explosion, the light from the supernova can be deflected and
magnified by the gravitational field of the intervening galaxy.
This effect is known as gravitational lensing, and in the regime of
strong lensing we refer to these as gravitationally lensed super-
novae (glSNe). In these cases, multiple images of the supernova
are produced, each with different magnification and arrival time,
depending on the geometry of the alignment and the properties
of the galaxy acting as the lens.

glSNe provide excellent opportunities in cosmology and as-
trophysics (see Suyu et al. 2024, for a recent review). Interest-
ingly, glSNe also uncover a population of compact galaxy-scale
lenses which would not be possible to identify in the absence of a
well-understood background source (Goobar et al. 2023). Com-
pared to multiply-imaged quasars (QSOs), the main sources for
time-delay cosmography today (Treu & Marshall 2016), glSNe
offer the advantage of shorter timescales, and they fade away,
such that the lens galaxy can be studied without source contam-
ination. They have a significantly larger amplitude of variability
and a well understood family of light curves for accurate time-
delay measurement. If the lensed source is a Type Ia SN, the

small dispersion in the corrected peak luminosity helps to break
modelling degeneracies and provides a magnification estimate
independent of the mass model, and also yields robust time-delay
estimates.

Identifying spatially unresolved glSNe is a challenging task.
Optical sky surveys like PanSTARRS (Kaiser et al. 2010), the
AllSky Automated Survey for Supernovae (ASASSN; Shappee
et al. 2014), the Dark Energy Survey (DES; Dark Energy Survey
Collaboration 2016), the Asteroid Terrestrial impact Last Alert
System (ATLAS; Tonry et al. 2018) or the Zwicky Transient Fa-
cility (ZTF; Graham et al. 2019; Bellm et al. 2019) detect thou-
sands of supernova explosions every year. However, the proba-
bility of a massive galaxy being in the line of sight between the
observer and the supernova explosion is very small. This prob-
ability increases with distance, as the number of galaxies along
the path is statistically larger. Strong lensing can also occur from
galaxy clusters; they have larger cross sections than individual
galaxies but they are also much less abundant. In this paper, we
will focus on galaxy-scale lensing systems.

In the past few decades, several glSNe have been discovered
and studied, which have provided crucial insights into the prop-
erties of these events and their host galaxies. Five glSNe have
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been discovered behind galaxy clusters: SN Refsdal (Kelly et al.
2015) the first multiply- imaged glSN in a galaxy cluster, which
allowed for a 6% precision measurement of the Hubble constant,
H0, (Grillo et al. 2018; Kelly et al. 2023), SN “Requiem” (Rod-
ney et al. 2021), AT2022riv (Kelly et al. 2022), “C22”(Chen et al.
2022), “SN H0pe” (Frye et al. 2023) and SN Encore (Pierel et al.
2023). Two glSNe have been discovered behind galaxy-scale
lenses: SN iPTF16geu (Goobar et al. 2017), the first multiply-
imaged glSN by a single-galaxy discovered with the intermedi-
ate Palomar Transient Factory (iPTF; Kulkarni 2013), predeces-
sor of ZTF, and SN Zwicky (Goobar et al. 2023), both of them
produced by thermonuclear explosions. The latter being the one
glSN found with the ZTF so far. There are two main identifi-
cation methods: either they are differentiated by their magnified
brightness (“magnification method”) or they are clearly resolved
as multiple images of the same source (“multiplicity method”).
In the single-galaxy lensing systems that we focus on in this pa-
per, the image separation of the multiple images is too small to
be resolved with current ground-based surveys.

Finding single-galaxy-lensed supernovae can greatly en-
hance our understanding of the properties of small lensing galax-
ies, measure the expansion rate of the universe (Refsdal 1964)
and provide constraints on other cosmological parameters (Goo-
bar et al. 2002). Upcoming surveys, such as the Vera Rubin
Observatory’s Legacy Survey of Space and Time (LSST; Ivezić
et al. 2019) and the Nancy Grace Roman Space Telescope (Ro-
man; Pierel et al. 2021), are expected to discover tens to hun-
dreds of glSNe per year (Arendse et al. 2023; Sainz de Murieta
et al. 2023; Wojtak et al. 2019; Goldstein & Nugent 2017; Oguri
& Marshall 2010). It is important to gain understanding on the
observational properties of glSN lightcurves and improve detec-
tion methods to improve the detection rates for glSNe.

According to Goldstein et al. (2019), it was expected that
ZTF would detect more than one glSN per year. However, after
four years of ZTF’s operations, only one glSN, SN Zwicky, was
identified. The observational challenges and sub-optimal search
criteria might explain this discrepancy. In this study, we explore
selection effects affecting the identification of all types of glSNe.
SN Zwicky and iPTF16geu, the latter found before ZTF, were
identified with the magnification method, because they were
bright enough to obtain a classification spectrum. Other glSNe
might be in the ZTF database but never passed this magnitude
limit for spectroscopic vetting and are unidentified or misiden-
tified ZTF transients. In a parallel paper, Townsend et al. (2024
in prep.) perform an archival search for glSNe with ZTF, which
utilizes results from this paper to improve the selection criteria,
we will refer to this paper as T24.

The primary objective of this study is to explore the char-
acteristics of synthetic lightcurve data, simulated according to
the real observations of ZTF, to investigate the selection criteria
require to identify glSN within ZTF. We simulate realistic unre-
solved glSN lightcurves using the actual observing logs of the
ZTF survey and analyze how the expected detection rates from
idealized survey predictions compare to the actual observing per-
formance. We determine the number of glSNe as a function of
magnitude limit, and explore the observables that can be used for
background rejection.

Section 2 explains the simulation packages, the modeling as-
sumptions we make on the glSN population used in this analy-
sis, and the methodology used to produce synthetic lightcurves.
Section 3 describes the detection criteria used and investigates
detectability and selection cuts. In Sect. 4 we analyse the lensing
parameters obtained from the synthetic lightcurves and compare
to SN Zwicky and iPTF16geu. Finally, in Sect. 5 we discuss our

findings, the likelihood of finding glSNe such as SN Zwicky and
iPTF16geu, propose an explanation for the discrepancy between
predicted number and actual number of glSN detections, and dis-
cuss our actual performance and improvement and prospects on
finding more lensed SNe.

2. Simulations

2.1. Strong lensing simulation

The probability of a supernova to be subjected to strong lensing
involves the lensing cross-section, which depends on the velocity
dispersion of the lens galaxies, and the co-moving volume as
follows (Oguri 2019):

Psl(zs) =
∫ zs

0
dzl

d2V
dzldΩ

∫ ∞

0
dσ

dn
dσ

BAsl(σ), (1)

where zs is the redshift of the source, zl the redshift of the lens
galaxy, d2V

dzldΩ
the comoving volume element per redshift and

steradian, dn
dσ the velocity dispersion function of galaxies, B the

magnification bias and Asl(σ) the lensing cross-section depen-
dent on the velocity dispersion (σ).

The input sample in our simulation for a given glSN type
would follow a redshift distribution that combines the volumet-
ric supernova rate with the lensing probability described above
(Oguri 2019),

Rsl(< zmax) = Ωsky

∫ zmax

0
dzs

d2V
dzsdΩ

R(zs)
1 + zs

Psl, (2)

with R(zs) the redshift dependent volumetric rate of the super-
nova type. Ωsky corresponds to the area of the sky probed. In the
case of ZTF we simulate around 75% of the whole sky.

We assume a Singular Isothermal Ellipsoid (SIE; Kormann
et al. 1994) model with external shear for the lens galaxies.

The redshift of a lens galaxy is sampled from:

P(zl) =
1
K

(1 + zl)2D2
l

E(zl)
, (3)

with K =
∫ zl,max

zl,min

(1+zl)2D2
l

E(zl)
dzl and Dl the angular diameter distance

of the lens galaxy. E(zl) =
√
Ωm(1 + zl)3 + (1 −Ωm) is the as-

sumed cosmology considered from the latest results from the
Planck mission (Planck Collaboration et al. 2020). We thus as-
sume a flat ΛCDM model with H0 = 67.8 km s−1 Mpc−1 and
Ωm = 0.308.

The velocity dispersion (σ) is modeled as a modified
Schechter function (Sheth et al. 2003):

dn
dσ
= ϕ∗

(
σ

σ∗

)α
exp

− (
σ

σ∗

)β β

Γ(α/β)
dσ
σ
, (4)

with parameter values α = 2.32, β = 2.67, ϕ∗ = 8 ×
10−3 h3 Mpc−3 and σ∗ = 161 km s−1, internal galaxy properties
inferred from Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) in Choi et al.
(2007).

The Einstein radius for a SIE model is given by:

θE = 4π
(
σ

c

)2 Dls

Ds
, (5)

where Dls and Ds are the angular diameter distance between the
lens and the source and between the observer and the source,
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Fig. 1. Distribution of lensing parameters generated for a population of
Type Ia supernovae up to redshift 1.5 under the assumptions described
in Sect. 2.1. The distributions are separated into input data (blue), the
detectable sample (orange) and the identifiable sample (green). The
detectable criteria correspond to basic requirements on the lightcurve
(minimum 5 detections around the peak) and identifiable refer to those
that in addition pass the magnification method (see Sect. 3.1). The lens-
ing parameters shown in this plot corresponds to the total magnification
in magnitude (∆m), the maximum time delay (∆tmax) and the maximum
angular separation in arcsecond (θmax).

respectively, and σ is the velocity dispersion and c the speed of
light.

The ellipticity (e) is distributed following a velocity
dispersion-dependent Rayleigh density as described in Collett
(2015)

P(e|σ) =
e
s2 exp

(
−

e2

2s2

)
, (6)

with s = A + Bσ with fit values A = 0.38 and B = 5.7 × 10−4

(km s−1)−1. To avoid including extremely elongated mass pro-
files, the ellipticity parameter is limited to a maximum value of
e = 0.8. We assume random orientation for the lens and the ex-
ternal shear: θe ∼ U[0, 2π], and θγ ∼ U[0, 2π]. We assume a
Rayleigh distribution in magnitude for the external shear:

P(γ|s) =
γ

s2 exp
(
−
γ2

2s2

)
, (7)

with s = 0.05 (Wong et al. 2011).
The source position is uniformly distributed in an area within

the Einstein radius in polar coordinates: r ∼ U[0, 1], θ ∼
U[0, 2π]. The source positions are transformed to cartesian coor-
dinates by: xs = θ

√
r cos(θ) and ys = θ

√
r sin(θ), both in angular

units.
We simulate source redshifts up to zs,max = 1.5. We utilize the

software package lenstronomy1(Birrer & Amara 2018; Birrer

1 https://lenstronomy.readthedocs.io/en/latest/

et al. 2021) to solve the lensing equation with parameters sam-
pled following the formulae described in this section. We pro-
vide source position, redshifts, parameters for the lens model,
and after running lenstronomy we obtain the multiplicity, im-
age positions, magnification (µi) and arrival time (ti) for each
image. We iterate until each zs get a set of parameters that sat-
isfies multiplicity (Nim ≥ 2) and minimum total magnification
µtotal > 2, where the total magnification is calculated by the sum
of the individual magnifications:

µtotal =

Nim∑
i

µi (8)

The angular separation between two images i and j in the
system is calculated by:

θi, j =
√

(xi − x j)2 + (yi − y j)2, (9)

with xi and yi the image positions in cartesian coordinates, with
i, j from 1 to the number of multiple images.

The resulting distribution of parameters for the magnifica-
tion, arrival time and image separation from our assumptions are
shown in Fig. 1.

With lenstronomy and the assumptions on the lensing
model described in this section, we obtain 3 types of multiplic-
ities: Doubles (two images), Triplets (three images) and Quads
(four images). The relative proportions on the input sample are
∼87% doubles, ∼1% triplets and ∼12% quads. We observe that
the most common setting provides doubles, but they correspond
to smaller total magnifications. Triplets are rare but still possi-
ble, they typically correspond to higher ellipticities and shear. In
the detectable sample, the relative multiplicity fractions become
∼32% doubles, ∼3% triplets and ∼65% quads. A more detailed
discussion about the detected multiplicity is given in Sect. 4.1.1.

2.2. Modeling unresolved glSN lightcurves

The angular separations between multiple images are expected
to be small compared to the spatial resolution of around 2 arc-
seconds for ZTF. Therefore, it is fair to assume that the majority
(if not all) of the glSNe will have unresolved lightcurves in ZTF.

To model the unresolved lightcurves we have created a
source class wrap that takes any source class implemented in
the python library for supernova cosmology SNCosmo 2 (Bar-
bary et al. 2016) and applies the strong lensing effect to derive
the multiplicity (Nim), time delays (time arrival differences: dti),
and flux magnifications (µi). This model allows for including ad-
ditional effects on the lightcurves, such as the extinction by dust
in the host and lens galaxies and the Milky Way, as well as mi-
crolensing by stars in the lensing galaxy. We consider the stan-
dard extinction law for the wavelength dependence from Cardelli
et al. (1989), and Milky Way Galactic extinction based on the
Schlegel, Finkbeiner, Davis (SFD98) reddening maps (Schlegel
et al. 1998). For the host galaxy extinction, we adopt a total-to-
selective extinction ratio, RV = 2 and a colour excess described
by an exponential function (see e.g., Stanishev et al. 2018) with
scale parameter β = 0.11, for the Milky Way we adopt RV = 3.1.
In this work, we assume no reddening in the lensing galaxy as
it is unclear how to model it, and since the two glSNe found
in single-galaxy lensing had negligible extinction (Goobar et al.
2023, 2017), we also neglect the effects of microlensing in the
model. Dust extinction and microlensing in the lens galaxy have
2 https://sncosmo.readthedocs.io/en/stable/
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Fig. 2. ZTF survey tiles coverage, including public survey and Partner-
ship time. We see that most of the tiles had received around 1000 visits
over its survey time, although some other fields received higher cadence
visits, accumulating more than 3000 in total.

opposites effects in the observed brightness of the SN, with the
latter possibly adding on extra magnification.

For unresolved lightcurves, the total flux as function of time
consists of the addition of the fluxes of each SN image at their
arrival times (ti) multiplied by their magnifications (µi).

FT =

Nim∑
i

F(ti)µi (10)

We simulate thermonuclear and core-collapse supernovae
by utilising spectral energy distribution templates available in
SNCosmo. The SNCosmo template name is an input for our model
as well the corresponding intrinsic parameters of the given tem-
plate and the lensing parameters including the arrival times dif-
ference with respect to image 1 (dti) and the magnification of
each individual image.

The simulated supernovae are uniformly distributed in right
ascension (RA) and the declination (Dec) within the range cov-
ered by the ZTF survey: Between 0◦ and 360◦ in RA and from
−30◦ to +90◦ in Dec. We assume homogeneity in the sky dis-
tribution for lensed events. Time of explosion is also considered
homogeneous and we use a uniform distribution for this param-
eter in the time range of the observations.

The amplitude parameter that the model requires is that of
the supernova magnitude without magnification (Mint). Then the
absolute magnitude with lensing (Mlen) is computed as

Mlen = Mint − 2.5 · log10(µtotal) (11)

2.2.1. Modelling SNe Ia

To simulate SNe Ia, we adopt SALT2 (Guy et al. 2007), an
empirical model that parametrises the SN lightcurves in terms
of stretch (x1) and colour (c). We make use of SALT2 param-
eter distribution functions built into the skysurvey3 package.
The stretch parameter assumes that the population is described
by two Gaussian distributions with mean values 0.33 and 1.50
and with standard deviations 0.64 and 0.58, respectively, and a
prompt fraction of 0.5 is assumed (Nicolas et al. 2021). For the
colour parameter c, we assume an exponential decay distribution
convolved with an intrinsic Gaussian with mean cint = −0.075

3 https://skysurvey.readthedocs.io/en/latest/

and σc,int = 0.05. The intrinsic absolute magnitude is obtained
by making use of the two parameter luminosity correlation from
Tripp (1998) M = M0 + αx1 + βc, with α = −0.14, β = 3.15
and M0 the absolute magnitude corresponding to x1 = 0 and
c = 0 for a normal distribution is assumed with average −19.3
mag and an intrinsic scatter of σint = 0.1 mag. We assume SN Ia
volumetric rates described in Kessler et al. (2019) with local rate
Rloc = 2.35 × 104 Gpc−3 yr−1 and a redshift evolution described
by (z+1)1.5 for z < 1 (Dilday et al. 2008) and (z+1)−0.5 for z > 1
(Hounsell et al. 2018).

2.2.2. Modelling CC SNe

We consider core-collapse supernova types IIP, IIn and Ibc. To
simulate them we use the templates built in SNCosmo as in Gold-
stein et al. (2019), in particular we employ “s11-2005lc” tem-
plate for IIP (Sako et al. 2011), “nugent-sn2n” for IIn (Gilliland
et al. 1999) and “nugent-sn2n” for Ibc (Levan et al. 2005). The
intrinsic magnitude is assumed to be distributed from a normal
distribution in the rest-frame B-band absolute magnitude in the
Vega system as described in Table 1, with peak magnitude cen-
tered around -16.9 mag for IIP’s, -19.05 for IIn’s and -17.51 for
Ibc. We choose to focus in these three CCSN subtypes as they
are expected to contribute the most in detection rates from pre-
dictions in Goldstein et al. (2019).

The local volumetric rates are taken from Perley et al. (2020)
and the redshift dependence follow the star-formation density as
described in Madau & Dickinson (2014).

2.3. Survey observation logs for ZTF

The Zwicky Transient Facility project uses a camera mounted
on the Samuel Oschin Telescope at the Palomar Observatory in
California to scan the night sky for transient and variable ob-
jects (Bellm et al. 2019). ZTF is led by the California Institute of
Technology (Caltech) in collaboration with partners worldwide.
It is a valuable facility for discovering new transients due to the
wide field of view of 47 degrees squared and relatively high ca-
dence of ∼3 days.

ZTF uses three filters (g, r, and i) to map the northern sky
to minimum declination of −30◦ (see Fig. 2). The g and r bands
are used more frequently, while the i-band is over a smaller re-
gion of the sky. However, the second half of the survey includes
more i-band observations, which is beneficial for the search for
glSNe that appear redder than unlensed events mainly due to
their higher redshifts. The survey operates year-round, and the
number of visible fields and the length of the nights change
throughout the year.

For this work we are considering observations taken under
the public survey, as well as initially proprietary "Partnership
time", during 5.33 years of the survey from June 19th, 2018 to
October 19th, 2023. The typical exposure time is 30 seconds,
and the median depth of the survey is about 20.5 mag. However,
this is not the same for all filters and varies over time and direc-
tion mainly due to atmospheric conditions, exposure lengths and
detector sensitivity.

Figure 3 illustrates the survey performance from the obser-
vation logs used in this work. We note that the number of ex-
posures, solid angle coverage and depth varies with the time of
the year. During winter, dark nights are longer, hence more ex-
posures. However, on average, the atmospheric conditions are
worse, leading to shallower monthly depth average compared
to summer nights, which explains the anticorrelated sinusoidal
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Fig. 3. Left panels. This plot illustrates some of the key aspects that describes the performance of the ZTF along its survey time. Top panel: The
fluctuations in depth of each filter (g, r and i). Note the sinusoidal shape that correlates with the season, i.e. it is typically harder to achieve deeper
limiting magnitudes in winter as compared to summer. We can also appreciate that the i-band depth improved over time. Middle panel: the squared
degrees covered per month with each filter. We again observe a sinusoidal fluctuation and that i-band sky coverage increases over the survey
time. The last thing is crucial, as redder bands are beneficial in the search for the redshifted lightcurves of lensed SNe. Bottom panel: Exposures
per night and filter, showing a clear correlation with the length of the nights throughout seasons. Our log includes gaps in the observations, for
example, due to bad weather or instrument issues. Right panels. The top panel shows the number of expected glSNe in the identifiable sample per
month bins for SNe Ia (blue) and CCSNe (purple). The average monthly rate is 0.1 glSN-Ia and 0.3 glSN-CC. The middle and bottom panels show
the cumulative detections per time, middle panel for the Bright sample (m < 19 mag) and bottom panel for the Faint sample (m > 19 mag). The
yellow line indicates the time of peak of the first ZTF lensed Ia discovery, SN Zwicky. Finding ∼ 1 lensed SN Ia in 5 years in the Bright survey is
consistent with our simulations.

curves. Figure 3 also illustrates how the detection rate depends
on the survey performance, by shown the number of detections
over survey time. We note drops in detections correlated to drop
in magnitude depth, and we appreciate a positive effect in the
number of detections with the increase of i-band usage.

2.4. Simulating synthetic lightcurves

In order to generate realistic lightcurve observations, the Python
package skysurvey is utilized. skysurvey is an open source
package built in Python for astronomical survey simulations
that has a better speed performance compared to its predecessor
simsurvey (Feindt et al. 2019). The simulation process involves
the combination of a modeled population of glSNe with actual
observing logs from the ZTF to obtain lightcurves as they would
have been observed by the survey. This includes the replication
of realistic error bars, cadence, and wavelength coverage.

The unresolved supernova lightcurve model, described in
Sect. 2.2, is provided. The lensing parameters obtained as de-
scribed in Sect. 2 are used as input parameters. The intrinsic
supernova parameters are sampled independently of the lensing
properties following the assumptions described in Sect. 2.2.

The modeled lightcurves are combined with the observation
log of ZTF described in Sect. 2.3. Subsequently, skysurvey is
employed to obtain the observed lightcurves with realistic error
bars and cadences.

2.5. Simulation framework

We develop a pipeline named Lensing End-to-end Supernovae
Lightcurve Investigation Tool (LENSIT4) that consists of a frame-
work to combine lenstronomy and skysurvey to perform an
end-to-end analysis of simulated unresolved lightcurves of su-
pernovae with ZTF observing logs. The catalogs of synthetic
data produced in this work are available in the github repository
for LENSIT.

The first step is to run lenstronomy with the model as-
sumptions described in Sect. 2.1 from which we obtain the rel-
evant lensing parameters to add together with the supernova pa-
rameters in the unresolved glSN lightcurve model described in
Sect. 2.2. We run skysurvey with the lightcurve model com-
bined with the ZTF observations described in Sect. 2.3 to sim-
ulate the realistic lightcurves. This lightcurves include realistic
sampling, depths and cadences as if observed with ZTF.

In this work we simulate a fixed number of supernovae in
the order of 105 strongly lensed and detected events that pro-
vides enough statistics for our analysis. To estimate a realistic
number of events, we re-scale with the expected rates by us-
ing equation (2). The input parameters assumed in this work are
summarize in Table 1.

4 https://github.com/asaguescar/LENSIT
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Table 1. Input parameters for lenstronomy and for intrinsic supernova
parameters. N(µ, σ) represents gaussian distribution with mean µ and
standard deviation σ. E(loc, scale) is a exponential distribution shifted
and scaled by the parameters loc and scale. U(min,max) corresponds
to an uniform distribution between min and max.

Parameter Value or Distribution

Lens Galaxy Model
Lens model "SIE" + "SHEAR"
Lens redshift 0 < zl < zs
Velocity dispersion 50 < σ < 400
Ellipticity 0 < e < 0.8
External shear 0 < γ < 1.5
Source position xs, ys ∼ U(−θE , θE)
Orientation angle (rad) θe, θγ ∼ U(0, 2π)

Type Ia SN
template SALT2
Stretch x1 ∼ 0.7N(0.33, 0.64)

+0.3N(−1.5, 0.58)
Colour c ∼ N(−0.075, 0.05)

×E(−0.075, 0.05)
Corrected magnitude M0 ∼ N(−19.3, 0.10)
α, β −0.14, 3.15
Local rate Rloc = 2.35 · 104 Gpc−3yr−1

Type IIP SN
template "s11-2005lc"
Absolute magnitude MB ∼ N(−16.9, 1.12)
Local rate Rloc = 5.52 · 104 Gpc−3yr−1

Type IIn SN
template "nugent-sn2n"
Absolute magnitude MB ∼ N(−19.05, 0.5)
Local rate Rloc = 5.05 · 103 Gpc−3yr−1

Type Ibc SN
template "nugent-sn1bc"
Absolute magnitude MB ∼ N(−17.51, 0.74)
Local rate Rloc = 3.33 · 104 Gpc−3yr−1

Sky localization
Right ascension (◦) 0 < RA < 360
Declination (◦) −30 < Dec < 90
Time (mjd) t0 ∼ U(58288.2, 60236.5)

3. Detecting Lensed SNe with ZTF

3.1. Detection criteria

Our simulations provide realistic lightcurves for every supernova
observed. To estimate the number of detected supernovae, we
need to establish the detection criteria. A single data point is
considered a detection only if it passes the 5σ threshold, which
means that its flux must be at least five times its flux error. In
the ZTF, an object is saved as a newly detected source only if
it shows at least two 5σ detections. However, making follow-
up decisions for a SN-like source that shows only 2 detections
throughout its entire lightcurve evolution is unrealistic. There-
fore, we apply a more stringent criterion on the number of detec-
tions, which is at least 5 detections around lightcurve peak (from
−10 to +20 days) that are separated in time more than an hour
and spread within at least 5 days. This way we remove transients

with significant detections only from high cadence observations
in a single night. We set these criteria without any further con-
sideration on the observed bandpasses. We will refer to these as
the detectable criteria.

However, detectable criteria for ZTF are not enough to se-
lect a potential lensed candidate. We need to apply selection cri-
terium that identifies potential glSN candidates. For that we need
to consider some lensing features. In the case of ZTF, we do not
expect to resolve the image multiplicity, and therefore we need to
focus on the magnification method for identification. The magni-
fication method requires that the unresolved lensed SN appears
brighter than a normal Type Ia SN at the redshift of the lens
galaxy. We require that the inferred absolute magnitude, assum-
ing the SN is at the lens redshift, should be brighter than −19.4
mag, which is the typical peak magnitude for unlensed Type Ia
supernovae. We add this magnitude cut to consider the identifi-
able criterion:

MB(tpeak) = mX(tpeak)−µD(zlens)−KBX(zlens, tpeak) < −19.5, (12)

mX(tpeak) correspond to the apparent magnitude in the observed
filter X at peak, µD(zlens) is the distance modulus for the lens
redshift and KBX the K-correction.

However, there is a different approach to the identification
steps depending on a magnitude cut established by the Bright
Transient Survey (BTS; Fremling et al. 2020; Perley et al. 2020)
to obtain a classification spectrum. BTS is a survey within ZTF
aiming to spectroscopically classify all transients up to a magni-
tude limit, it takes automatic spectra to every transient brigther
than 18.5 mag at peak, limit extended to 19 mag but with less
completness, in this work we consider the 19 mag the magnitude
cut at which we expect to obtain a classification spectrum with
ZTF as it matches the case of magnitude range of SN Zwicky.
With a spectrum of the transient, we can determine the redshift,
the supernova type, and the phase. That way, we can assess if
a supernova is too bright for its redshift and suspect lensing, as
was the case for SN Zwicky. On the other hand, if the apparent
magnitude does not meet this cut, we need to rely on photomet-
ric data and archival redshift measurements either from spectro-
scopic surveys or photometric redshifts of the lens galaxy. The
latter are affected by significant uncertainties that cause bias in
the inferred magnitude, as discussed in Sect. A. Without the red-
shift from the SN spectrum, magnified supernovae might look
like normal supernovae in ZTF. Therefore, investigations into
signatures of lensing and how they impact the lighcurve prop-
erties are necessary to identify fainter glSNe.

For this reason, we divide our sample as brighter and fainter
than 19 mag at peak; we refer to them as the bright and faint
samples, respectively.

3.2. Detectability and selection cuts

Next, we investigate the impact of different selection criteria on
the detectability of lensed supernovae. The findings help us de-
velop an optimal search strategy, which we report in Sect. 5.

3.2.1. Transient magnitude cuts

We observe a significant relation between the detection rates and
the apparent magnitude cut, as can be seen in Fig. 4. Considering
the identifiable criteria, we find that only ∼ 12% of the lensed Ia
supernovae and ∼ 10% of the CCSNe are brighter than 19 mag
(BTS magnitude cut) corresponding to 0.17 Ia (0.33 CCSN). The
curve of the expected discovery rate increases steeply with mag-
nitude cut, it rapidly increases toward fainter magnitudes. If we
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Fig. 4. Expected discovery rate as a function of the apparent magnitude
cut for Ia (blue) and CC (red) lensed supernovae. The dashed fainter
curves are for subtypes of that are individual components of the red
curve for CC; we have considered IIP, IIn, and Ibc types, of which IIn is
the dominant type in the lensed CC SN rate from our work. The vertical
dashed lines indicate the magnitude cuts of 18.5, 19, and 20 mag with
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corresponds to the BTS magnitude completeness cut, under which most
supernovae are spectroscopically classified. We also include a region up
to 19 mag because BTS also samples up to 19 mag in some cases, so it
would still be possible to get an automatically triggered spectrum.

Table 2. Optimal selection cut from glSN lightcurves. t0 denotes time
of maximum light. g− i, g− r, r− i observed colours are corrected from
the MW extinction. SALT2 fits include all the available dertections for
each SN.

Observed transient colour cuts
Phase (days) g − i g − r r − i

t0 − 7 > −0.08 > −0.08 > −0.34
t0 > 0.06 > 0.12 > −0.28

t0 + 7 > 0.33 > 0.33 > −0.23

SALT2 fits
Colour parameter c > 0

Absolute Magnitude MB < −20

set a cut at 20 mag, ∼ 52% of the SNe Ia are included (∼ 39%
of the CCSNe), which yields a detection rate of about 0.7 glSN
Ia per year (1.33 CCSNe). Over the 5.33 years we thus find 0.88
Ia (1.77 CC) lensed SNe in the Bright Transient Survey, which
is consistent with our single discovery of SN Zwicky.

We have examined the sample under the detectable criteria
in order to determine how many glSNe we might be missing due
to not passing the absolute brightness threshold. Our brightness
cut-off is set at an intrinsic brightness level higher than that of
a normal SNe Ia (−19.5 mag) to identify lensed SNe. From our
analysis, we found that about 20% of Ia and 23% of CC super-
novae from the detectable sample can not be identified, because
of the absolute magnitude inferred when assuming the lens red-
shift. This indicates that there may be around 4 Ia (12 CC) glSNe
in the ZTF data that cannot be identified using the magnification
method in 5.33 years.

3.2.2. Observed transient colour

Supernovae that are gravitationally lensed occur at a higher red-
shift than those that are not lensed. As a result, their observed
colour is expected to be redder than that of unlensed super-
novae at the lens redshift. Furthermore, due to time dilation, their
colour evolution appears to be slower in the observer frame.

We compare the synthetic lensed lightcurves to a simulated
sample of unlensed SNe Ia and investigate optimal selection
cuts. We measure the observed colour at maximum and one week
before and after the peak using three ZTF filter combinations:
g − r, g − i, and r − i. The synthetic Type Ia and CC lensed SNe
and the typical unlensed Type Ia SN are shown in Fig. 5 with the
g − r, g − i, and r − i per observed epoch.

To investigate optimal selection cuts in colour space we look
for cuts that better differentiate lensed from unlensed SNe. This
investigation is targeted for SNe Ia, but CCSN are also included
to understand how many would pass our cuts. We consider un-
lensed Ia contaminants and glSNe true candidates, and we study
the percentage of events passing colour cuts at the peak and one
week before and after lightcurve maximum. The resulting true
versus false candidate percentages per colour cut is visualized in
Fig. 6. It is noticeable that the most efficient colour distinction is
g − i, but the other two colours also provide promising results.

We examine cuts that retain 90% of the lensed Ia and look at
how many lensed CCSN and unlensed Ia pass the cut, the latter
being considered a contaminant that we want to minimize. The
set cuts are summarized in table 2. The best colours cut is the
combination of g − i > 0.06, g − r > 0.12 and r − i > −9.28 at
peak, g− i > −0.08, g−r > −0.08, r− i > −0.34 one week before
peak and : g − i > 0.33, g − r > 0.33, r − i > −0.23 one week
after peak brightness. We find that 70%, 56% and 92% of lensed
CCSN pass the g− i, g− r and r− i cuts, respectively, while 10%,
30% and 40% for the unlensed SNe Ia. The extracted cuts are
illustrated in Fig. 5 with black arrows. These cuts are employed
in T24 to select photometric lensed candidates.

However, not all lightcurves present the same colour infor-
mation. For lensed SNe, g is often undetected, and i is less often
observed than r and g. Approximately 17% of the lensed Ia show
g−r colour at any of the 3 epochs considered, approximately 9%
g− i, and 33% r− i. The percentage of lensed SNe Ia passing any
of the colour cuts at any of the 3 epochs considered is approxi-
mately 42%, or one per year. Similarly, for lensed CC, we found
that approximately 61% or 2.3 per year pass the cuts.

3.2.3. SALT2 parameters

SNe Ia are often modelled using the SALT2 empirical lightcurve
model. By fitting Ia lightcurves with SALT2, we obtain an es-
timate of the stretch (x1) that describes the broadness of the
lightcurve, color (c) including intrinsic color of the SN and dust,
time of maximum (t0) and the inferred absolute peak magnitude
in B-rest frame (MB). The SALT2 model can have converging
fits to a variety of shorter duration SN-like transients, so it is
a simple metric for evaluating live/archival candidates as it was
applied in T24. We investigate how the SALT2 model performs
on glSNe and we explored how selection cuts of the SALT2 fit
parameters could identify potential lensed candidates.

Figure 7 shows the distribution of the fitted SALT2 parame-
ters for glSN Ia and CC as well as for normal SNe Ia. The stretch
distribution shows a tail towards higher values, but there is not
a clear cut in that parameter with 1.8 mean value for glSNe Ia.
On the other hand, fitting SALT2 to glCCSNe generally returns
significantly larger x1 values with a mean value of 6.7. In colour
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Fig. 7. Joint distribution of the best fit parameters from SALT2 model
to the identifiable sample. On the yaxis the infered absolute magnitude
(MB), and on the xaxis we show the stretch (x1) and the colour param-
eters (c). The contours mark the 1σ, and the 2σ regions. Plotted for
unlensed Ia (gray), lensed SNIa (blue) and lensed CCSN (red).

space, it is noticeable that the lensed Ia colour distribution is
shifted to larger (redder) values. We find that ∼ 90% of the glSNe
Ia show c > 0, this is another selection cut also implemented in

T24, which excludes around half of the unlensed events and most
of the glCCSNe. If we combine the parameters with the inferred
MB, there is a clear separation, we observe that setting a cut of
MB < −20 mag excludes almost all the unlensed SNe Ia, even
though losing close to ∼ 20% of the identifiable sample.

Examining the number of events passing the cuts from the
SALT2 fit parameters we obtain: ∼ 90% (2.15 per year) pass
c > 0, ∼ 80% (1.9 per year) pass MB < −20 mag.

4. The impact of time delays

Observations of unresolved glSN lightcurves correspond to the
superposition of multiple images, where each individual im-
age has a distinct magnification and arrival time. The combined
lightcurve appears brighter than in the resolved case because of
the addition of flux from multiple lightcurves. The shape de-
pends on the time delay, which can broaden the lightcurve or
even create multiple bumps in the case of significant time de-
lays. Figure 8 provides an illustration of the effect of time delays
for a SN Ia.

The average values for lensing parameters including source
and lens redshift, total magnification, time delays and Ein-
stein radius are presented in Tab. 3 for the detected simulated
lightcurves. We distinguish between the faint and bright sample
in this section.

4.1. Source and lens redshifts

The average source redshift for the identifiable sample is z =
0.61 for Ia and z = 0.77 for CC. The average redshift of the
galaxy acting as a lens is 0.34 for Ia and 0.41 for CCSNe.
These are much higher redshifts than for unlensed supernovae
in ZTF, which are typically found at redshifts z < 0.1. There-
fore, it makes sense to exclude candidates with small redshifts
z < 0.1 to avoid unlensed supernova contaminants, given the
limited follow-up resources, which cut is also applied in T24.

The only identified lensed Ia within ZTF is SN Zwicky with
zsource = 0.3544 and zlens = 0.2262. These redshifts are compa-
rable to the average for the bright sample that would be detected
in a similar way as SN Zwicky, given that the brightness cut en-
sures classification spectra from the BTS survey (see Fig. 9).

4.1.1. Image multiplicity

The simulated lensing systems show three types of multiplicity
with 2, 3 and 4 images, that we refer to as doubles, triplets and
quads, respectively.
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Table 3. Statistical results on the detection rates and the lensing parameters of the simulated SN in this work. We distinguish the sample by the
detection criteria and the faint and bright as defined in Sect. 3.1. The uncertainties correspond to the 1σ confidence level.

#SN (5.33 yrs) #SN (yr−1) zsource zlens ∆mag (mag) ∆tmax (days) θEin (”)
Detectable sample
glSN-Ia (all) 21.05 3.95 0.60+0.26

−0.24 0.21+0.13
−0.14 2.94+1.29

−1.24 6.83+16.87
−4.70 0.76+0.44

−0.41
glSN-Ia (m < 19) 1.39 0.26 0.56+0.31

−0.29 0.18+0.12
−0.12 4.37+1.12

−1.20 5.24+14.98
−3.92 0.80+0.47

−0.41
glSN-Ia (m > 19) 19.67 3.69 0.61+0.25

−0.24 0.20+0.13
−0.12 2.85+1.24

−1.28 6.92+21.24
−4.62 0.76+0.44

−0.41
glSN-CC (all) 56.02 10.51 0.76+0.41

−0.37 0.24+0.15
−0.14 3.03+1.20

−1.35 8.64+27.45
−5.82 0.82+0.48

−0.47
glSN-CC (m < 19) 2.88 0.54 0.66+0.49

−0.36 0.18+0.13
−0.11 4.46+1.61

−1.79 5.04+15.46
−3.29 0.87+0.41

−0.50
glSN-CC (m > 19) 53.14 9.97 0.77+0.41

−0.35 0.24+0.17
−0.15 2.98+1.23

−1.21 8.86+19.82
−6.20 0.81+0.49

−0.46
Identifiable sample
glSN-Ia (all) 7.25 1.36 0.68+0.23

−0.23 0.34+0.13
−0.12 3.60+0.99

−1.15 8.71+20.91
−5.90 0.58+0.37

−0.34
glSN-Ia (m < 19) 0.91 0.17 0.58+0.31

−0.25 0.24+0.14
−0.11 4.56+0.93

−1.04 6.92+30.67
−5.06 0.70+0.40

−0.37
glSN-Ia (m > 19) 6.34 1.19 0.69+0.22

−0.22 0.35+0.12
−0.11 3.45+1.02

−1.00 8.79+25.71
−6.52 0.56+0.33

−0.33
glSN-CC (all) 16.42 3.08 0.93+0.38

−0.37 0.41+0.17
−0.17 3.74+1.05

−1.07 9.98+33.13
−7.56 0.61+0.33

−0.36
glSN-CC (m < 19) 1.71 0.32 0.72+0.44

−0.36 0.24+0.12
−0.11 4.74+1.47

−1.65 5.40+19.43
−3.23 0.79+0.47

−0.44
glSN-CC (m > 19) 14.71 2.76 0.96+0.39

−0.37 0.42+0.16
−0.15 3.63+0.99

−1.04 11.04+37.74
−8.41 0.59+0.35

−0.33

The lens simulations made with lenstronomy provided a
relative proportion of ∼87% doubles, ∼1% triplets and ∼12%
quads, implying that doubles are more commonly produced in
gravitational lensing systems. Nevertheless, higher multiplicity
generally translates to higher total magnifications. In the case of
unresolved lightcurves, the observed magnitude corresponds to
the sum of the individual fluxes. In that case higher total magni-
fications provide apparent brighter lightcurves that are also more
likely to be detected for a ground-based survey like ZTF. Figure
10 illustrates the relative fraction of multiplicity per supernova
type for the faint and the bright subsample of the identifiable
glSNe. Four images are the most likely scenario in the faint and
bright regimes, and across the SN types, in agreement with Gold-
stein et al. (2019). 75% of the identifiable glSNe Ia are quads,
21% doubles and 3% triples, considering only the bright sample
with peak magnitude less than 19 mag, the relative fraction be-
comes 85% quads, 10% doubles and 5% triplets, indicating the
preference of quads with brighter magnitude cuts.

4.1.2. System properties: Time delay, magnification and
image separation

Next, we examine the distributions of the lensing parameters for
the identifiable sample of Type Ia glSNe. The injected distribu-
tion of magnifications is an exponentially decaying function fa-
voring low values (see Fig. 1). The average magnification from
our sample is 3.59 mag, corresponding to µtotal ∼ 27.29 5. For the
bright sample, it becomes 4.55 mag or µtotal ∼ 66. This shows
a selection bias towards highly magnified events in ZTF. This
result agrees with the findings by Sainz de Murieta et al. (2023).

The maximum time delay between the multiple images cor-
relates inversely with the magnification. The magnification is
larger for events with more symmetric geometrical alignment
between source and lens. These cases will have shorter differ-
ences in arrival times. Hence, the bias towards highly magnified
events also favours short time delays. In our sample the average
maximum time delay is 8.5 days, 7.1 days for magnitude limit
m < 19 mag.

SN Zwicky and iPTF16geu were both highly magnified, with
small time delays around zero days. SN Zwicky was magnified
∆m = 3.44±0.14 and iPTF16geu ∆m = 4.3±0.2. The values are

5 The minimum magnification required for strong lensing is 2.
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within the expectations for 50% of our simulation for the bright
sample.

5. Discussion and conclusions

In this work, we simulated lensed Type Ia supernovae and core-
collapse supernovae. We assume a recipe of lens galaxies as de-
tailed in Sect. 2.1 and combine this with volumetric supernova
rates and the probability of lensing per source redshift to obtain
a distribution of lensed supernovae. From the modelled systems,
we simulated realistic lightcurves by combining with the ZTF
observing logs over 5.33 years of the survey.

We distinguished 4 categories of detections in this work, dif-
ferentiated by the detection criteria: detectable and identifiable;
and by the apparent magnitude cut from BTS: bright and faint.
First, in regard to the lightcurve requirements, we distinguish
the detectable sample as the events that pass 5 detections around

peak, and the identifiable sample as those that also satisfy the
magnitude criteria for the magnification method, meaning that
their inferred absolute magnitude is brighter than normal SNe
Ia.

The predicted rates for ZTF are revised in this work and
presented in Table 3. We find that, in the identifiable sample,
1.36 glSNe Ia and 3.08 glSNe CC are predicted per year, from
which 0.17 glSNe Ia will be in the bright sample and 1.19 in
the faint sample. For glSNe CC, the values are 0.32 and 2.76.
In the 5.33 years of the survey, around 1 glSN are brighter than
19 mag, consistent with finding only SN Zwicky. The finding of
1 glSN Ia brighter than 19 mag is thus consistent with our sim-
ulations. T24 conduct an archival search for lensed supernova
in ZTF, with candidates landing mostly in the magnitude range
fainter than the BTS cut. Based on the simulations presented in
this work, 3.87 Ia and 8.97 CC glSNe should occur in the faint
sample from which 2.17 glSNeIa and 0.6 glCCSNe pass the cuts
summarize in Tab, 2 during 3.25 years which corresponds to the
search time span in T24.

If we look at the magnification versus source redshift, SN
Zwicky and iPTF16geu are somehow outliers if compared with
the whole distribution, but they are highly probable and expected
in the bright sample. This indicates a bias in ZTF for classifying
highly magnified events because of the apparent magnitude cut
from the BTS survey.

Even though we see in Fig. 11 that the mode of the glSN time
delay distribution is below 5 days, the cumulative distribution in
Fig. 12 indicates that more than 50% of the faint show more than
8.9 days and 50% of the Bright sample more than 5.6 days, from
which 10% or better measurements of time delays are feasible.
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Fig. A.1. We show the bias ∆MB due to the photometric error. The red
histogram shows for CC supernovae and the blue for Ia supernovae.
Shown median with 68% CI. There is no signs on different biases on
the infered MB for CCSN and Ia.

Appendix A: Photometric error impact on inferred
brightness

We investigate the effect of the photometric redshift error in the
inference of the intrinsic absolute magnitude of the supernovae.
We apply a 15% standard deviation from the true redshift of the
lens galaxy. We investigate the bias on MB,zl obtained from the
SALT2 fit with and without the photometric error

∆MB,zl = MB,zl,phot − MB,zl, (A.1)

finding ∆MB,zl = 0.02+0.68
−0.58 mag (see Fig. A.1). We note that the

bias in the inferred MB,zl is null in average, but in individual
cases it can bias up to ∼ ±1 magnitude, which can induce false
candidates and exclude true candidates. We find that ∼ 6.7% of
the events would be lost from the photometric error bias, mean-
ing that we get < −19.5 with the true redshift but ≥ −19.5 with
the photometric error. Inversely, we find that ∼ 5.6% would be a
false candidate, as they would only pass the brightness cut with
the photometric error applied. In the case of glSNeCC we get
4.9% losses and 4.7% false passes. Nevertheless, the symmetry
in this bias indicates that the error bias in MB,zl is not affecting
the rate estimates. See Fig. A.1 for a visual distribution of this
bias.

Article number, page 12 of 12


	Introduction
	Simulations
	Strong lensing simulation
	Modeling unresolved glSN lightcurves
	Modelling SNe Ia
	Modelling CC SNe

	Survey observation logs for ZTF
	Simulating synthetic lightcurves
	Simulation framework

	Detecting Lensed SNe with ZTF
	Detection criteria
	Detectability and selection cuts
	Transient magnitude cuts
	Observed transient colour
	SALT2 parameters


	The impact of time delays
	Source and lens redshifts
	Image multiplicity
	System properties: Time delay, magnification and image separation


	Discussion and conclusions
	Photometric error impact on inferred brightness

