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Abstract. We present a detailed model of the absolute number
counts, color and redshift distributions of gravitational arclets
observed in clusters of galaxies. The framework adopted for
galaxy evolution is chosen to reproduce the observed number
counts and redshift distribution of field galaxies. Then, a spec-
trophotometric evolutionary code is coupled with an accurate
modelling of the cluster-lens mass distribution. The interest in
applying these calculations to arclets is to use cluster-lenses as
filters to select faint distant galaxies, gravitational magnifica-
tion being more efficient as the redshift of the galaxy is higher.
This procedure is applied on two different cluster-lenses, Abell
2218 and Abell 370, for which the mass distribution is well con-
strained. We have studied the impact of the different sources of
uncertainty on the predicted number counts and redshift dis-
tributions, taking into account the observational conditions for
two sets of data, HST and ground-based images. We investigate
in details the influence of the mass modelling on the counts and
we show that simple cluster-scale potentials can no longer be
used for arcs statistics. The main result is that arcs at redshifts
between 0.5 and 1 are correctly predicted by the modelling as
observed. Nevertheless, an important population of high redshift
arclets (z > 1.0) is also revealed by the simulations, which is
not observed in spectroscopic surveys of arclets. We discuss the
nature of this disagreement, due to uncertainties in the evolu-
tionary models adopted here for galaxies at high redshift and to
some biases in the spectroscopic surveys. The spatial distribu-
tion of arclets in number density and the local mean redshift of
the sample are also derived. These maps can be used as a tool
to optimize the search for high redshift galaxies magnified by
the clusters of galaxies.

Key words: galaxies: cluster: individual: Abell 370, Abell 2218
— galaxies: evolution — cosmology: observations — gravitational
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1. Introduction

The measure of galaxy number counts and the study of the
spectrophotometric properties of faint galaxies are the two
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leading topics to constrain the evolutionary history of galax-
ies, a key-point of present day Cosmology. The new observa-
tional tools coming from HST imaging surveys, deep number
magnitude counts in different wavelengths and spectroscopic
surveys of faint galaxies have allowed to approach the spec-
tromorphological evolution of galaxies in a reliable way. For
the first time, some clues have been proposed to explain the
nature of the faint blue galaxies and to determine the star
formation history (see the reviews by Koo & Kron 1992 and
Ellis 1997, and also Madau 1997, Metcalfe et al. 1996 and the
references therein). The traditional framework for galaxy evo-
Iution cannot reproduce all the observed properties of field
galaxies, namely the rapid evolution of late-type galaxies to
z =~ 1, and the lack of a dominant population of high-z
galaxies at z > 3. Different scenarios of galaxy formation
and evolution have been proposed to account for observa-
tions, such as the hierarchical models (White & Frenk 1991),
merging processes (Broadhurst et al. 1992), the introduction
of an additional population of dwarf galaxies at z =~ 1
(Babul & Ferguson 1996) and/or the absorption of the rest-
frame UV light by intervening matter (Pei & Fall 1995,
Fall et al. 1996, Campos & Shanks 1995, Pozetti et al. 1997).

Spectroscopic surveys are important tools to constrain
the evolutionary scenarios, but the samples are flux limited
and/or they are hardly controlled in limiting magnitudes. The
surveys up to B = 24 show a peak at z ~ 0.5 — 0.7
(Glazebrook et al. 1995, Cowie et al. 1996), but the lack of a
large number of high redshift objects in these surveys argues
for a mild luminosity evolution at intermediate redshift. From
a deep sample of /-band selected galaxies, the Canada France
Redshift Survey (CFRS, Lilly et al. 1995) reveals an evolution
in the luminosity function (LF) of the bluer field galaxies of
about 1 magnitude between z = 0.7 and z = 0 but fails to
identify a population of high-z galaxies. Spectroscopic data ac-
quired by the Autofib Redshift Survey (Ellis et al. 1996) leads
to similar conclusions about the evolution of the luminosity
function with redshift and show also a clear steepening in
the faint end slope of the LF. Recently, the detection of ob-
jects at z > 2.5 has proved to be successfull. Steidel et al.
(1996a) used the Lyman dropout to photometrically identify
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3.0 < z < 3.5 galaxies in empty fields, and they succeeded
in confirming spectroscopically 16 of them at the Keck tele-
scope. A similar technique was used on the HDF to identify at
least 17 galaxies with 2.2 < z < 3.5, then spectroscopically con-
firmed (Steidel et al. 1996b, Lowenthal et al. 1997). All these
results from ground-based spectroscopy and from the HDF
survey have enabled to determine the star formation rate his-
tory, which shows a maximum in the redshift range 1 <2z <2
(Madau 1996).

A powerful way to investigate higher redshift popula-
tions keeping the same magnitude limit is to use the grav-
itational magnification of background sources in the field
of massive clusters of galaxies (see Fort & Mellier 1994 for
a review). Serendipitously lensed by a foreground clus-
ter, gravitational arcs and arclets are expected to be rep-
resentative of the distant population of galaxies, at least
up to a redshift ~ 1 (Soucail et al. 1988, Pell6 et al. 1991,
Bézecourt & Soucail 1997, Ebbels et al. 1997), or even higher
in a few cases (Mellier et al. 1991, Ebbels et al. 1996, Trager et
al. 1997). Again, the limitation in magnitude for spectroscopy
prevents an extensive analysis. To overcome the difficulty, sev-
eral approaches are proposed, each of them being based on
a redshift estimate for individual arclets. A promising one is
the lens inversion technique which consists in finding the most
probable redshift for each arclet, depending on its location and
shape parameters, for a given lens model of the cluster poten-
tial (Kneib et al. 1994a, Kneib et al. 1996, Ebbels et al. 1997).
Successfully used in a few cases, it allows to reach magni-
tudes up to B ~ 27 after correction for the magnification. The
redshift distribution of gravitational arclets can also be esti-
mated through multicolor photometry on a long wavelength
baseline (ideally from U to K), using one of the photomet-
ric redshift techniques (Connolly et al. 1995, Pell6 et al. 1996,
Brunner et al. 1997). Another method consists in measuring
the depletion in counts of very faint magnified sources (B >
26,1 > 24) caused by the amplification bias: depending on
the slope of the number counts for field galaxies, the radial
density of arclets will show a depletion curve characteristic
of the redshift distribution of the sources (Broadhurst 1995,
Fort et al. 1996).

The aim of the paper is to probe the spectrophotometric
evolution of galaxies by computing both the number counts
of arclets behind a cluster-lens and their redshift distribution.
The basic idea is to consider cluster-lenses as “high-z filters”
which select background galaxies and distort them, making their
shape easier to identify while foreground galaxies remain undis-
torted. Only objects with z greater than about 2 X 2,5 can
be selected with these gravitational telescopes. So the sample
of arclets is a subsample of a global population of faint field
galaxies in which galaxy evolution at relatively large look-back
times may be much stronger. The deep number counts of ar-
clets are then supposed to probe more directly the redshift dis-
tribution of distant galaxies and their relative weight with re-
spect to a possible population of faint nearby galaxies. Previous
statistical studies about the occurence rate of arcs or arclets
assumed spherical potential for all clusters and/or neglected
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galaxy evolution (Nemiroff & Dekel 1989, Smail et al. 1991,
Wu & Hammer 1993, Grossman & Saha 1994,
Refregier & Loeb 1997, Hattori et al. 1997). The authors were
more concerned about constraining the mass profile of the
lenses, whereas in this paper we want to emphasize the im-
plications on galaxy evolution. For this reason, we apply our
models on real cluster-lenses (Abell 370 and Abell 2218) for
which the presence of multiple-images strongly constrains the
potential in the cluster core. Moreover in order to optimise the
arclets identification among the crowded cluster fields, we use
deep HST images available for both clusters.

This paper is organised as follows: in Section 2, we compute
the number counts of gravitational arclets by combining models
of spectrophotometric evolution of galaxies, which reproduce
the field number-counts, and realistic models of mass distribu-
tion for clusters, which are well constrained by multiple images
and giant arcs. The sensitivity of our model with respect to un-
certainties on the lensing potential at large radii is tested, and the
robustness of the results with respect to some observational cri-
teria such as axis ratio or surface brightness is explored. Section
3 presents the results obtained with this method on two cluster-
lenses, A2218 and A370, including a comparison between the
predicted number counts of arclets and the observed ones. The
sensitivity of our model to different parameters is discussed in
Section 4, and some clues about the possibility to detect high-z
galaxies are also considered. Finally, conclusions are presented
in Section 5.

Throughout the paper, we consider a Hubble constant of
Hy=50kms~! Mpc=!, with A =0, and two different cosmo-
logical models corresponding to gy = 0 and gy = 0.5.

2. Number counts and redshift distribution of gravitational
arclets

The surface density of gravitational arclets obeys to two com-
peting effects: one is the magnification of the luminosity by
the cluster potential and the other one is surface dilution. If
n(< m) = ngl0%™ is the surface density of galaxies up to mag-
nitude m with slope «, the density of arclets magnified by a
factor M is

Nare(< m) =, n(< m+2.5logM) (1

Hence,

Nare(<m) = MZ.Sa—l (2)
n(<m)

The dominating effect depends on the slope of number counts
in empty fields when the mean redshift in the magnitude bin
is z > z;. For steep counts (a > 0.4), gravitational lensing
will increase the surface density whereas for shallower counts
a depletion will take place (Broadhurst 1995, Fort et al. 1996).

Looking in details at the number counts behind a cluster-
lens, we can write the number of arclets brighter than magnitude
m with an axis ratio greater than A,,,;, and a surface brigthness
brighter than yiy within a given region of the sky as:
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N(m, Amina MO) =

/’anaw /OO
i Zl A

min

Lmax dV
S(A, 2)dA ®,(L,2)dL dz (3)
L, dz

min

The summation is over the different morphological types and z;
is the lens redshift. 2,4, (10, ¢) is the redshift cutoff correspond-
ing to the limit in central surface brightness 1. S(A, z, Hy, €2)
is the angular area in the source plane (at redshift z) filled by
sources corresponding to arclets with an axis ratio between A
and A+dA. ®;(L, z) is the LF at redshift z for each morpholog-
ical type. Lyin (2, m, A, Hy, ) is the luminosity of an object at
redshift z which has an apparent magnitude m after magnifica-
tion by the cluster, assuming that the source is circular and that
its axis ratio is A after magnification (see below in Sect. 2.3).
Finally, L, is the bright end of the LF and dV' (z, Hy, §2) is
the volume element.

The main differences with standard number counts are:
firstly, the integration in redshift runs from the lens-redshift z;
as a minimum up to a limit which depends essentially on the
limitation in surface brightness 2,4, (10, ¢). Gravitational lens-
ing preserves the surface brightness of the sources, so a cut in
observed surface brigthness is more realistic than a cut in magni-
tude for extended objects. Secondly, one has to take into account
the differential observed surface, computed in the source plane
for each redshift and for each magnification. Finally, each lu-
minosity has to be corrected from the magnification before the
integration over the LF of the sources, as well as the minimum
limit in luminosity. An additional application is to compute lo-
cal values of the different parameters to derive the 2D projected
number density and the mean redshift of arclets (see Sect. 3.6).

In order to validate this computation of number counts, we
check first in the following section that observations in empty
fields are correctly reproduced by the evolution model. We then
present how to include a mass model in the problem, and the way
both models are combined. We finally investigate the sensitivity
of counts to these mass distributions.

2.1. Number counts and redshift distribution of field galaxies
2.1.1. Spectral energy distributions for template galaxies

As a first step, one has to define a framework for galaxy evolu-
tion that fairly reproduce both the number counts and the red-
shift distribution of field galaxies. We follow here the results
of Pozzetti et al. (1996, hereafter PBZ) using the Bruzual and
Charlot evolutionary code (1993 updated as GISSEL95). Four
galaxy types are used to represent the distribution in morpho-
logical types. They correspond respectively to an exponential
star formation rate (SFR) for elliptical and spiral galaxies, with
time scales of 1 Gyr and 10 Gyr for g9 = 0 (model 1) and
1 Gyr and 8 Gyr for gy = 0.5 (model 2). A constant SFR is
assumed for late type galaxies and a population of eternally
young objects is also introduced by the authors to account for
very blue objects. The redshift of formation for all galaxies is
Zform = 4.5 for model 1 and 5 for model 2. It should be noted
that an additional assumption is made in PBZ by considering
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different initial mass functions for late type spirals (Salpeter
IMF, Salpeter 1955) with respect to ellipticals and normal spi-
rals (Scalo IMF, Scalo 1986). This is necessary to obtain good
fits to number counts from U-band to K -band, although the pre-
dicted colors for nearby galaxies do not match very well those
observed and appear too red. A better agreement would require
the use of a Salpeter IMF for all types but the drawback is that
too many high redshift galaxies are produced, compared to spec-
troscopic surveys. Being aware of this discrepancy, we choose
as prime constraints number counts and redshift distribution of
field galaxies and adopt the same parameters as PBZ. A sum-
mary of the ingredients of our models is presented in Table 1.
The colors for the different galaxy types at z = 0 are given in
Table 2, and compared to those observed in the local universe or
directly derived from observed spectra (Fukugita et al. 1995).

2.1.2. Luminosity function

The weight affected to each galaxy type is taken from the de-
termination of the local LF by Efstathiou et al. (1988), with the
assumption that (1) morphological types are equivalent to spec-
troscopic types at any redshift, and (2) the weights of spectro-
morphological types remain unchanged with z. A model fulfill-
ing these two conditions is a pure luminosity evolution model.
Moreover, density evolution can occur due to the addition of a
population of dwarf objects at low redshift or to an earlier phase
of merging. A change in the overall density is not required in a
low 2 universe but it is necessary in a closed universe to repro-
duce number counts (Rocca-Volmerange & Guiderdoni 1990,
Broadhurst et al. 1992). This is why we consider here two dif-
ferent models, which correspond to these two cases:

— Model 1: gy=0, with a constant Schechter function, which
is a pure luminosity evolution model.

— Model 2: ¢p=0.5, a number luminosity evolution model
which keeps constant the comoving mass density. The LF
evolves with z according to the merging law of Rocca-
Volmerange and Guiderdoni (1990):

By(L, 2) = (14227, (L(1 +2)", 2 = 0) @)
where

(i) L
L,z =0dL =0 (L) e o A 5)

is the LF at z = 0 described by a Schechter law. ¢ cor-
responds to each morphological type and n = 1.5 is ad-
justed by Rocca-Volmerange and Guiderdoni to reproduce
the field number counts. ®; is the normalisation of the
LF for each morphological type (Table 1). In the integra-
tion over the luminosities, we stop the bright end of the
blue LF at M p,,q = —23.5 for any z in model 1, and at
LBmaJ;(Z) = LBma;c(Z = O)/(l + 2)7] with LBmaw(Z = 0)
corresponding to M p,,q. = —23.5 for model 2.

Model 2 produces more faint objects at high redshift than
model 1, a trend which is consistent with the results of the Aut-
ofib Redshift Survey (Ellis et al. 1996). Nevertheless, this qual-
itative model is somewhat unrealistic because the photometric
properties induced by merging are not investigated in details. In
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Table 1. Ingredients of the two number counts models, for two selected cosmologies.

model g0  Spectral type fraction SFR IMF zf density o) «@ MpB«
% evolution 107 h3,Mpc ™’
1 0 4.5 no
E/SO 0.28 exp. T = lGyr Scalo 0.95 -0.48 -20.87
Sab/Sbc 0.47 exp. 7 = 10Gyr Scalo 1.15 -1.24 -21.14
Scd/Sdm 0.22 constant Salpeter 0.54 -1.24 -21.14
vB 0.03 Salpeter 0.12 -1.24 -21.14
2 0.5 5 yes
E/SO 0.28 exp. 7 = 1Gyr Scalo 0.95 -0.48 -20.87
Sab/Sbc 0.47 exp. T = 8Gyr Scalo 1.15 -1.24 -21.14
Scd/Sdm 0.22 constant Salpeter 0.54 -1.24 -21.14
vB 0.03 Salpeter 0.12 -1.24 -21.14
Table 2. Colors of model and observed galaxies (Fukugita et al. 1995).
type U-B B-V V-1
=0 q=05 observed =0 ¢=05 observed =0 ¢ =05 observed
E/SO 0.70 0.63 0.45/0.40  0.99 0.96 0.97/0.93 1.61 1.56 1.45/1.25
Sab/Sbc 0.22 0.19 0.13 0.68 0.65 0.73 1.33 1.29 1.30
Scd/Sdm  -0.12 -0.14 -0.11 0.43 0.41 0.43 1.13 1.10 1.17
vB -0.61 -0.61 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.62 0.62 —

any case, model 2 is a useful approach to the gy = 0.5 scenario
in view of the high M /L values found in weak lensing analy-
sis (see Narayan & Bartelmann 1996 for a review) which seem
to reject a low 2 universe. Finally, the number counts of arcs
and arclets are limited to redshifts higher than the lens redshift,
and they are mainly sensitive to rather bright objects, even at the
faintest magnitudes. For this reason, these counts do not depend
severely on the uncertainties on the faint end slope of the local
LE

2.1.3. Surface brightness

The detection of extended objects highly depends on their sur-
face brightness, and on the way this light is spread by seeing
effects, especially on ground-based images. To include this ef-
fect in the models, we follow the observed distribution in central
surface brightness 1% determined by King (1978) for ellipticals
and Van der Kruit (1987) for spiral galaxies:

- B <y >=17.550=0.15
— S0, Sa, Sb and Sc: < u® >=21.02, 0 = 0.42
— Sdand Im: < z° >=122.24, 0 =0.49

o being the width of the gaussian distributions.

In principle, the luminosity profile for each morphological
type defines a characteristic radius which is related to the total
luminosity of the galaxy, L(z). This characteristic angular radius
6 is then convolved with the seeing to give an observed central
surface brightness p2, . A cutin p?, - will induce a maximum
redshift at which the galaxy can be observed. This effect is

minor for elliptical galaxies because z.,; > 2Zform provided
that the surface brightness limit is faint enough, but it should
be much more sensitive for spirals. It is generally skipped in
standard models of number counts of faint galaxies, but in the
case of extended objects such as arclets it has to be included. For
reasons of simplicity, we have adopted the crude weighting first
described, with a detection limit of ,ugbs = 28 mag. arcsec 2 in
B, close to the 20 detection level in most of our observed images.
At redshift z and for each morphological type and magnitude,
a visibility weight is introduced according to the above surface
brightness distributions to compute the total fraction of objects
actually detected. A more realistic treatment of source profiles
would require a fair knowledge of the morphological evolution
of galaxies, taking into account that morphology is expected to
be strongly wavelength dependent.

2.1.4. Results

The predictions of field number counts in the B-band are pre-
sented in Fig. 1, and the corresponding redshift distributions are
shown in Fig. 2. All these calculations were performed without
accounting for seeing effects. Observed number counts are taken
from the compilation by Metcalfe et al. (1991) of various works.
The counts at faint magnitudes were obtained by Williams et al.
(1996) from the Hubble Deep Field survey. When we introduce a
seeing of 0.8"" and a more accurate treatment of galaxy profiles,
only a slight difference appears for the faintest bin in magnitude,
where the counts are reduced to ~ 80% of their value without
seeing.
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20 25
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Fig. 1. Observed blue number counts (o) (from the compilation by
Metcalfe et al. (1991) completed by Williams et al. (1996)) and counts
derived for model 1 (dashed line) and model 2 (solid line) per bin of
one magnitude and per square degree.

We also checked that number counts in filters U and [
were correctly reproduced as well as the redshift distribution
of galaxies selected in I (17 < I < 22) according to the CFRS
(Crampton et al. 1995). Infrared counts in the K -band are some-
what more discrepant and show an underestimate of the counts
predicted at faint magnitudes. However, our approach does not
include the effects of obscuration along the line-of-sight, such
as the attenuation of the starlight coming from high-z galaxies
by intervening matter (galaxy disks or clouds). Self-consistent
models by Pei & Fall (1995) and Fall et al. (1996) have shown
the importance of obscuration effects to account for the observed
data on damped Ly« systems, and the influence of intervening
matter on the global star formation history and the cosmic chem-
ical evolution. We are aware of this limitation in our approach,
which is also common to most of the presently available mod-
els. It is worth noting that we are interested here on the effects
of lensing upon individual objects and that the results by Fall
et al. (1996) are insensitive to the sizes and morphologies of
the damped Lya systems (disks or spheroids, the progenitors
of present-day galaxies).

2.2. Mass distributions in clusters lenses

An accurate modelling of the mass distribution in the lens is
needed because, in principle, any variation in the local sub-
structures or in the slope of the potential may induce a change
in the local magnification and axis ratio of the background
galaxies. Steep surface mass density profiles will produce ar-
clets narrower than a more gradual slope (Hammer 1991).
For this reason, our model is applied on two well studied
cluster-lenses, using the published lens models: Abell 370 at
z = 0.375 (Kneib et al. 1993) and Abell 2218 at z = 0.176
(Kneib et al. 1995, Kneib et al. 1996). Both clusters are very
well represented by bimodal cluster-scale mass distributions,
with the clumps being centered on the two main galaxies and
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Fig. 2. Redshift distribution of galaxies with 22.5 < B < 24 for model
1 (dashed line) and model 2 (solid line). Numbers are absolute counts
per bin of 0.1 in redshift, normalized to the total counts by Cowie et
al. (1996). The solid histogram is from Cowie et al. (1996) data and
the dashed histogram is from Glazebrook et al. (1995). Models predict
~ 20% of the total number counts at z > 1.5.

the potentials modelled by pseudo isothermal elliptical distri-
butions (PIEMD, Kassiola & Kovner 1993). In the improved
modelling for A2218 (Kneib et al. 1996), the authors introduce
an additional galaxy-scale component in the mass distribution.
Each one of the 34 brightest cluster galaxies is modelled by a
pseudo—isothermal elliptical mass distribution with the param-
eters (truncation radius, core radius and velocity dispersion)
scaled to the galaxy luminosity. The effect on number counts of
uncertainties in the mass distribution is quantified below (see
Sect. 2.5).

2.3. Axis ratio and magnification

S(A, z) in equation (3) is the background surface at redshift
z where the sources have an axis ratio between A and A +
1 after magnification. It is a specific term related to lensing
and magnification, which makes the arclet number counts quite
different from results in empty fields. Numerically, S(A, z) is
obtained by computing the area in the image plane where arclets
with A < a/b < A + 1 can be found, and then dividing by the
magnification at each point because of the dilution factor in the
image plane. The upper limit chosen for the magnification is
20, a value representative of giant arcs, but of negligible effect
because statistics is not dominated by giant arcs. In practice, as
number counts will be computed in the image plane, we have
chosen to scan this plane with a grid of 1” step and then to relate
these image elements to the corresponding surface in the source
plane at each redshift.

The relation between the axis ratio and the magnification of
an arclet is not unique for the complex lens potentials we use
in the model and varies locally (see Bartelmann & Weiss 1994
for an illustration). For each arclet, the observed axis ratio is the
result of the intrinsic size of the source (6}, half light angular
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radius), tangential and radial magnifications (A\¢, A,.) and seeing

(s):
a _ (2>\t9hl)2+52
b~ (2)\7«0;,,1,)24-82

All sources are considered circular because it is not worth in-
troducing an ellipticity distribution when we are only interested
in arclets with rather high axis ratio (a/b > 2), and when the
intrinsic ellipticity is negligible compared to the one induced
by the lens. However, we are aware of the higher importance of
source ellipticities in weak lensing studies, when reconstructing
mass profiles.

We have investigated the influence of the size of the sources
through two additional hypothesis: a) the linear size is constant
(models 1a and 2a, for ¢p = 0 and gy = 0.5 respectively), and b)
the linear size decreases with z (models 1b and 2b, for ¢y = 0
and gy = 0.5). The former set of models apply a linear size of
8.7 kpc to the half light radius of the sources, a typical value for
nearby spiral galaxies (Mathewson et al. 1992), also compati-
ble with the Medium Deep Survey results (the MDS project)
which show a rather constant size for galaxies up to z ~ 0.8
(Mutz et al. 1994). The second set of models is motivated by
the results of lens inversion by Smail et al. (1996), based on
HST images, according to which the half light radius of the
sources of giant gravitational arcs follows approximately the
relation r,; o< 1/(1 + 2). This law is also in good agreement
with the typical sizes observed for the most distant galaxies
(Trager et al. 1997, Lowenthal et al. 1997).

(6)

2.4. Surface brightness and seeing effects

For number counts of arclets, the effect of seeing is important
because it modifies the shape of the images. Although gravita-
tional lensing does not change the surface brightness, an arclet
appears larger than the equivalent unlensed galaxy, and its lumi-
nosity profile is stretched. Hence flattening by the seeing is less
effective for a lensed object than for its source galaxy. In ad-
dition to simple magnification, gravitational lensing makes the
detection of faint galaxies easier by increasing their mean sur-
face brightness. This effect can be approximated by considering
the change in surface introduced by the seeing:

ab (7)

= w(no seeing) — 2.5 log @ )
where a and b are the semi major and semi minor axis of the
arc and s is the seeing FWHM. In the case of HST data, s is
equal to 0.1 " although data are undersampled by the pixel size.
The result is also sensitive to the way a and b are measured, the
central part being more circular than the limiting isophote after
convolution. We choose here to consider the half light distances
in both axis. A more precise treatment is proposed by Hattori et
al. (1997) who consider isophotal magnitudes whereas we are
concerned here with total magnitudes, less sensitive to detection
conditions. In the following we limit the counts to arcs with
central surface brightness 1% < 26.5 or u%, < 25.5.
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2.5. Sensitivity to the mass distribution

We check here the sensitivity of our model to uncertainties on the
mass distribution. In particular, we focus on the effects of vary-
ing the assumptions for the cluster potential in the two cluster-
lenses considered.

As explained in Sect. 2.2, two lens models are available
for the cluster A2218 (Kneib et al. 1995 and Kneib et al. 1996):
the first one with only cluster-scale mass components, and the
improved one with 34 additional galaxy-scale components in
the mass distribution. Both of them reproduce correctly the ob-
served shear pattern. Nevertheless, the second model increases
the local magnification and distorts the critical lines in the re-
gions around each lensing galaxy, in such a way that a lensed
image located in this area will be divided in 2 or 3 parts whereas
the same object would appear as a giant arc with a smoother
cluster-scale potential. Hence a higher number of arclets is ex-
pected, for a given set of lens parameters. This point is crucial
in our problem because although they do not dominate the arcs
counts, multiple images can distort our statistics of small num-
bers, at least in a few magnitude bins.

The uncertainty introduced by the slope of the cluster poten-
tial in the external part of the deflector, where most of the arclets
appear, has also been investigated with the lens model of A370.
In this case, the mass distribution in the central part of the clus-
ter is very well constrained by two systems of multiple images
(Kneib et al. 1993). Hence, we have introduced modifications
in the external potential only, keeping the center unchanged.
The external region is defined by a limiting ellipse oriented par-
allel to the line linking the two central galaxies and with a semi
major axis of 40”. Inside the ellipse we keep the potential to the
expression by Kneib et al. (1993):

o, 0) = paao(r, 8) + dgas(r, 0) (8

where G20 and G35 are the main cluster galaxies (see
Mellier et al. 1988). Outside the ellipse, the potential is not bi-
modal any longer but it follows the same law as for each clump,
characterized by an ellipticity ¢, a velocity dispersion o, a core
radius 7.:

v
2 2
(.7 cos(20—00)
¢(T79)=¢0 [\/1+(:C) +§ \/1+(Trc)2 ]

~ is a parameter which characterizes the slope of the potential,
and ¢y = 67 (Cc’)z e %j . Note that this potential is continuous
only along the major axis of the limiting ellipse, but this sim-
plification is used to test the effects of the potential slope on the
absolute normalisation of arcs number counts. Outside the el-
lipse, the parameters of the global potential are v = 1, € = 0.38,
re = 20" and o = 1000 kms~! to fit the modelling of Kneib et
al. (1993). The values v = 0.8 and v = 1.1 have been chosen
to provide respectively an underestimate and an overestimate of
the surface mass density of 20% at large distance from the center
of the cluster (Fig. 3). Such fluctuations in the mass density cor-
respond to variations in the parameters far beyond the published
uncertainties. Whatever the model used, we have checked that

€))
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Fig. 3. Gravitational potential (left) and surface mass density (right)
along the line G20 — G35 in A370. Solid lines are for the expression
given in Kneib et al. (1993); also shown are the cases: v = 1.1 (dashed
line) and v = 0.8 (dot—dashed line).

the change in the amount of mass in the external parts of the
cluster-lens simply scales the total number of arcs seen through
a cluster, with a similar shape for the redshift distribution (i.e.
an overestimate of the total mass, y=1.1, increases the number
of arclets by 25% while an underestimate, v=0.8, will decrease
it by 30%).

3. Results
3.1. Catalogs of observed arclets

The detection of elongated objects in the two cluster-lenses was
performed in the frame of WFPC2 HST images, obtained from
the STScl Archives: 5600 sec of exposure in filter F675W for
A370 (P.I: R.Saglia), and 6500 sec of exposure in filter F702W
for A2218 (Kneib et al. 1996). The B — F'702W color distribu-
tion of arclets in A2218 is also studied below. Blue magnitudes
for A2218 were determined from ground-based deep B images
obtained at the 3.5m telescope at Calar Alto (Pell6 et al. 1992).
The pixel size was 0.25” and the seeing was 1.1” in this case.

The SExtractor package (Bertin & Arnouts 1996) was used
to detect the arclets, with the requirement for an object to have
at least 12 contiguous pixels above 20 of the local sky level.
The 1o detection limit is R ~ 25.2 mag. arcsec 2 in A2218
and R ~ 24.9 mag. arcsec™2 in A370. We limit the sample to
objects with total R magnitude between 21.5 and 25.5 and axis
ratio greater than 2, the bright end cut is aimed to avoid contam-
ination by cluster members. A close inspection of each object
has been done to eliminate objects with problems in detection
or photometry (close or inside the PC, partially out of field,...),
and also those showing position angles outside the range +45°
from the predicted local shear. The final catalog contains 73
objects in A2218 and 81 objets in A370, the number of objects
excluded on the basis of a wrong position angle with respect to
the shear direction being 2 and 12 respectively.
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Fig. 4. Number counts of arclets in A2218 with the F702W filter, per bin
of one magnitude, up to Rr70ow=25. Selection criteria are: a/b > 2
and 190 < 25.5. o: observed counts. The solid line corresponds
to go = 0.5 (model 2a) and the dashed line to go = 0.0 (model 1a),
both computed through the lens model by Kneib et al. (1996). The
results obtained with the cluster-scale mass distribution only (Kneib et
al. 1995) are also displayed for comparison: dotted line and dot-dashed
line correspond to count models 2a and 1a respectively. No evolution in
the source size has been included as it does not change the graphs (see
text for more details). Errors bars correspond to statistical fluctuations.
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Fig. 5. Number counts of arclets in A370 with the F675W filter, per bin
of one magnitude. Selection criteria are: a/b > 2 and g5y < 25.5.
Same notations as in Fig. 4.

3.2. Absolute number counts

The observed and predicted number counts of arclets versus R
magnitude in A2218 are shown in Fig. 4. The predicted total
number of arcs (Rp7oow < 23.5 and a/b > 2) with the best
mass model is lower than the observed number by a factor of 2
(table 3). Similar counts in A370 with a/b > 2 are displayed in
Fig. 5. Again, the models underpredict the observed counts by
a factor of ~ 1.3 at the faintest magnitudes. The contamination
by cluster members is possible, especially for the less elongated
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Table 3. Comparison of different mass models for A2218 from
Kneib et al. 1995 and Kneib et al. 1996. Number of arclets with
R <235 and pr < 25.5 in the frame of the HST image for model
2a, compared to the observations.

mass model a/b>2 a/b>3
bimodal (Kneib et al. 1995) 12.1 5.1
multimodal (Kneib et al. 1996) 16.7 7.9
observed arclets 30 13

objects or the faintest ones. The number of objects excluded in
each cluster allows to estimate this source of contamination,
which is unable to explain all the observed excess. Some clues
to understand this discrepancy in terms of cosmological param-
eters, LF and clustering are given in Sect. 4.

3.3. Color distributions

Another test of reliability for these results is to compare the pre-
dicted with the expected color distribution of arclets. To do that,
the evolution with z of the color index B — F'702W was com-
puted for the four morphological types of galaxy included in the
model. Then, these discrete values were replaced by a gaussian
distribution for each type (¢ = 0.15 mag.) and the counts in
color were computed in the usual way. These predictions have
been compared to the observed values in A2218. Because of the
different detection conditions in the B-band compared to the
WEFPC2 (exposure time, seeing, pixel size), the resulting cata-
logue is limited to 49 objects with B < 27.0 and a/b > 2, 21
of them at B < 24.5. The color distribution of arclets in A2218
for Rp7oow < 25.5 and a/b > 2 is shown in Fig. 6. The ob-
served range of B — F'702W is well reproduced by the models,
although the modelled colors tend to be slightly bluer than ob-
served. This effect is probably due to the way color indices are
computed on CCD images: with such different sampling and
observing conditions, colors are obtained roughly as the differ-
ence between the measured magnitudes, HST magnitudes being
total ones while B-magnitudes are isophotal. As isophotal mag-
nitudes tend to be overestimated at faint fluxes, the net effect is
an artificial reddening of the sample which could explain this
small discrepancy.

3.4. Redshift distributions

For a direct comparison with existing deep redshift surveys, the
redshift distribution of arclets has been computed in both B and
R filters. These results are shown in Figs. 7 and 8 for A2218,
and in Fig. 9 for A370. In the case of A2218, our results can be
partially compared to the results of a successful spectroscopic
survey of arclets (Ebbels et al. 1997), where 19 redshifts were
obtained ranging from z = 0.45 to 2.5, and observed magni-
tudes from R = 20.0 to R = 23.5. This observed distribution
peaks to a mean value of < z >= 0.7, with only two objects
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Fig. 6. Color distribution of arclets in A2218 with Rr70ow < 25.5 and
a/b > 2 (mass modelling by Kneib et al. (1996)) for model 1a (dashed
line) and model 2a (solid line). The histogram is the observed color
distribution. The reddest observed overdensity may be due to some
cluster contamination (B — F'702W =~ 2.0 for elliptical galaxies at
the cluster redshift).
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Fig. 7. Redshift distribution of arclets in A2218 per bin of 0.05 in 2, in
the HST field (Rr7ow < 23.5 and pgr < 24) for go = 0 (dot-dashed
line:a/b > 2, dashed line: a/b > 3) or go = 0.5 (dotted line: a/b > 2,
solid line: a/b > 3).

at z > 1. Fig. 7 shows the redshift distribution of arclets ex-
pected with the same selection conditions than that adopted by
Ebbels et al. 1997. The peak observed is remarkably well re-
produced. However, another population of objects is expected
at higher redshifts, z > 2, with models 1 and 2, which is not
seen in these data. This high redshift tail is mainly produced
by elliptical-type galaxies and it is sensitive to the redshift of
formation assumed for the sources and to the hypothesis of no-
evolution in morphological types. The maximum value of N(z)
at z > 2 is lowered by 30 — 50% assuming a redshift of for-
mation zy ~ 6, but the distribution extends to higher redshifts
keeping the total number of objects approximately constant. Se-
lection biases affecting the spectroscopic sample, the accuracy
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Fig. 8. Redshift distribution of arclets in A2218 per bin of 0.05 in z,
with B < 24.5 and a/b > 2, according to the mass distribution by
Kneib et al. (1996) for model 1a (dashed line) and model 2a (solid line).
Dotted line corresponds to the bimodal mass distribution of Kneib et
al. (1995) for model 2a. The cut at z = 4.5 corresponds to the redshift
of formation for go = 0.
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Fig. 9. Redshift distribution of arclets in A370 per bin of 0.05 in z
(B < 24.5 and a/b > 2) for model la (dashed line) and model 2a
(solid line). The cut at z = 4.5 corresponds to the redshift of formation
for go = 0.

of the lens model and the effects of clustering behind the lens
are discussed below (Sect. 4).

We have also tried to compare our model with a larger sam-
ple of giant arcs and arclets originating from different clusters
(Fig. 11), from a compilation of all measured redshifts at the
present day. Again, in this sample arclets are mostly found be-
tween 2=0.5 and 1, although arcs produced by different mass
distributions are mixed and cannot be used for a close compar-
ison with Fig. 8. This sample is however interesting because it
corresponds to arcs with high magnifications so the integrated
flux favours the acquisition of better S/N ratio on the contin-
uum of the spectra. Some absorption lines are expected to be
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Fig. 10. Redshift distribution of arclets in A2218 per bin of 0.05 in
z (B <24.5,a/b > 2and ,u% < 26.5). Solid line is for no seeing,
dashed line corresponds to a seeing of 1" while dotted line corresponds
to no seeing and no threshold in surface brightness, all curves are for
model 2a. Dot-dashed line corresponds to model 2b with a seeing of
1" (evolution of the source size).

observed at least in a few cases of star forming galaxies, and
they would help in principle to determine redshifts in the range
1.2 < z < 2.2 where no emission lines are present in the visible
spectrum. This may be the case for the giant arc in C10024+17
(Mellier et al. 1991) where a blue continuum is detected with
no emission lines, but no firm identification has been proposed
up to now. Beeing aware that objects with 1.2 < z < 2.2 are
systematically missed in spectroscopic surveys because of the
lack of strong spectral features in their visible spectrum, we find
again a similar trend: present-day arcs spectrocopy reveals very
few objects at z > 2, whatever the selection criteria are.

3.5. Size evolution of sources

When neither the seeing nor the surface brightness are con-
sidered, the total number counts and the color distributions of
arclets are almost independent of the size evolution of sources
with redshift. On the contrary, when realistic ground-based de-
tection conditions are introduced in the model, the resulting
redshift distribution can differ significantly. Fig. 10 shows these
effects on the redshift distribution of arclets in A2218. When
an atmospheric seeing of 1” is introduced together with size
evolution of galaxies, the observed population splits into two
components: one corresponds to spirals at redshifts of the order
of 1 and the other one to ellipticals at z greater than 2. The former
probably constitutes the bulk of the redshifts compiled in Fig.
11 because most of these arcs were selected on ground based
images and display emission lines. As expected, including an
evolution of the size of galaxies does not change the results on
HST data where the PSF is always smaller than the angular size
of the sources whatever the redshift.
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Fig. 11. Redshift distribution of arclets in several clusters except
A2218. References: Soucail et al. 1988 (A370), Mellier et al. 1991
(A370 and Cl12244-02), Fort & Mellier 1994 (A2163 and S295),
Pell6 et al. 1991 (A2390), Bézecourt & Soucail 1997 (A2390), Mel-
nick et al. 1993 (CI2236-04), Kneib et al. 1994b (CI12236-04), Smail
et al. 1995 (AC114), Ellis et al. 1991 (A963), Lavery et al. 1993
(GHO2154+0508), Allen et al. 1996 (PKS0745).

3.6. Optimisation of the search for high-z galaxies

One of the most interesting issues of this work is to produce a
tool to select lensed galaxies at various redshifts. Instead of com-
puting counts in the whole field, one can compute the 2D distri-
bution for both counts and mean redshifts, in order to estimate
and to compare the local densities all over the field. For com-
putational reasons, the surface brightness distribution in Sect.
2.1.3 was replaced by the mean value of u% for each morpho-
logical type. The results for A2218 are shown in Fig. 12. The
area where arclets are observed is fairly well identified (see Fig.
1 in Kneib et al. 1996 for comparison). These figures show the
places where the numerous high redshift objects (seen in the
N(z) curves) are expected. As one goes away from the cluster
center, only arcs with high z can be lensed to acquire an axis
ratio greater than 3. However, in the limiting area where arcs
can be found, the cutoff in the density of arcs is quite sharp.
In the very center of the cluster, radial arcs at high redshift are
also predicted by the model. These objects remain unobserved
because of obscuration by the cD enveloppe.

With the help of our model and maps similar to those in Fig.
12 we can optimize the search for well defined samples of arclets
and/or the search for high redshift lensed galaxies. The selec-
tion procedure could even benefit from the combination with
redshifts estimated through multi-color photometric techniques
(Connolly et al. 1995, Pell6 et al. 1996, Brunner et al. 1997) or
with the so-called “lensing redshift” (Kneib et al. 1994a,
Kneib et al. 1996). Note that some high-z lensed galaxies at
z > 4 have already been detected, although serendipitously, in
the cluster C10949+4713 (Trager et al. 1997), or in C11358+62
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(Franx et al. 1997), all of them showing “red” colors in the vis-
ible.

4. Discussion
4.1. Number counts of arclets

The observed absolute number counts of arclets presented in
Figs. 4 and 5 tend to be overestimated with respect to the pre-
dicted values, especially at faint magnitudes where the excess
attains a factor of 1.3 to 2. Computing number counts is dif-
ficult because of the large number of uncertainties involved in
models. Some of them concerning the evolution of galaxies are
quite similar to those encountered in empty fields. For exam-
ple, number counts depend on the local normalisation of the LF,
which has an uncertainty of a factor of 2 (see the discussion
in Ellis et al. 1996), due to the statistical fluctuations from field
to field and to the clustering of background galaxies. These
fluctuations may also introduce a bias because we are look-
ing deeply at only a few lines of sight, and the cluster-lenses
selected at first are among those with the highest number of
arcs and arclets. This last bias is difficult to avoid, but is not
expected to induce an excess larger than a factor of 2. A pos-
sible excess of galaxies at z ~ 0.45 is indeed mentionned by
Ebbels et al. (1997) in A2218 but it does not seem to strongly
distort the final redshift distribution. Another example of clus-
tering of background galaxies is observed behind the cluster-
lens A2390, where two redshift planes are suspected behind the
cluster (Bézecourt & Soucail 1997).

Anyhow, a spectacular change in the number counts is ob-
tained when we take into account the effects due to galaxy-scale
mass components. The number of lensed objects is increased
thanks to both the local enhanced magnification and the addi-
tional critical lines which divide giant arcs in smaller ones. We
illustrate this effect in Sect. 3.2 and Sect. 3.4 in the case of
A2218, where the number of arclets is a factor of 1.5 higher
when galaxy-scale mass components are introduced. This is a
strong justification for an accurate modelling of the lens when
computing arcs statistics, and in this sense the present model
is a clear improvement with respect to previous similar works
(Nemiroff & Dekel 1989, Grossman & Saha 1994). The abso-
lute normalisation of counts through a cluster-lens has been ap-
proached in a reliable way for A2218. In the case of A370, the
lens modelling has to be improved by adding the local effects
of individual galaxies as additional mass components. This is a
work in progress thanks to the constraints given by new spec-
troscopic results which clearly confirm some multiple image
candidates. The results will be presented in a forthcoming pa-
per. They confirm the increase of the predicted number of arclets
and may reconcile the observed number of arclets presently in
excess with model predictions for this cluster.

Another major point to discuss is the sensitivity of our results
to the geometry of the universe. The two models considered here
have been fixed to reproduce both number counts and redshift
distributions of galaxies in the field. The mass models used in
all the simulations were determined for a universe with A = 0
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Fig. 12. Left: Density of arclets in cluster A2218 with B < 24.5 and a/b > 3 for model la. The arclets density increases from white pixels
(null density) to black pixels. Right: Mean redshift of arclets in cluster A2218 with B < 24.5 and a/b > 3 for model la. Gray scale levels
corresponds to redshift bins of Az = 0.5 from [0.0,0.5] (clearer pixels) to [3.5,4.0] (black pixels).

and ) = 1. It was assumed here that the same models were
still valid for 2 = 0 because varying {2 would not change the
mass distributions by more than a few percents. This remark
can also be extended to the value of A, which has a negligible
effect on the lens-model parameters (less than 10%), but a more
significant impact on the expected distribution of background
sources. As shown in Figs. 7 and 8, the value chosen for g
affects the expected distribution of background sources at high
redshift as well as the total number counts, especially at faint
magnitudes where the main contribution comes from the more
distant objects. Roughly speaking, when ¢y changes from 0.5 to
0 keeping A = 0, the efficiency of the cluster-lens given by N(z)
increases by a small factor of less than ~ 10% up to z ~ 3, but
it rises dramatically up to a factor of ~ 200% at the highest z
(Figs. 4 and 5). The maximum effect on absolute number counts
is ~ 30% for the faintest bins in magnitude (B ~ 27—28). When
we change from a matter dominated ((go, Ag) = (0.5,0.0))toa A
dominated geometry ((go, Ao) = (0.0,0.5)) keeping 2 =1 (2 =
2qp +2 o), the predicted number counts of arcs will increase by
15% even at moderate magnitudes (B = 24 — 25). According to
this result, models with Ay > 0 could reconcile observed with
predicted number counts of arcs. The increase in number counts
is even higher when we consider models with low values of 2:
it attains 40% at the same moderate magnitudes with Ay ~ 0.9
and gy < 0, but this model is somewhat unrealistic.

4.2. Redshift distribution of arclets

In the cluster A370, the fraction of galaxies at z < 1 is quite
small compared to the distribution in A2218 (Fig. 9). This is
essentially related to the difference between the redshift of the

two lenses: the magnification of galaxies at z < 0.6 is much less
efficient in A370 (zjens = 0.37) than in A2218 (2jens = 0.17).
This is also visible in the spectroscopic redshift survey of A2218
where 50% of the redshifts are smaller than 0.6.

The main discrepancy between predicted and observed N(z)
for arclets is the apparent lack of objects observed at z > 1. A
systematic bias in the sample of spectroscopically confirmed
arclets may account partly for these missing galaxies. Indeed
objects with z between about 1.2 and 2.2 can be missed in spec-
troscopic surveys because of the lack of any emission lines in the
visible part of the spectrum. For example, in the spectroscopic
sample of Ebbels et al. (1997), most of the redshift determina-
tions considered as secure correspond to spectra with an emis-
sion line, generally identified with [OII]. This clearly indicates
a bias in the spectroscopic sample to redshifts lower than 1.2 or
higher than 2.2. About 40% of their sample of arclets remains
with no redshift determination and may correspond to galaxies
at z > 1. A more detailed examination of their photometric
SEDs might allow to deduce a photometric redshift and to dis-
cuss this particular point. Anyway, as far as no well defined and
magnitude-limited samples of arclets are studied yet, no direct
comparison with our work can be proposed.

Several uncertainties remain in the general problem of mod-
elling galaxy evolution above z ~ 1 which could also mod-
ify the predicted N(z). Computing the redshift distribution
of gravitational arclets with B < 24.5 is in fact equivalent
to the distribution of field galaxies up to B ~ 26 or even
fainter after magnification by the cluster. Evolution models
are mostly constrained until to B = 24, where spectroscopic
data for field galaxies are available (Glazebrook et al. 1995,
Cowie et al. 1996). The bulk of the undetected population of
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high redshift arclets at z > 2 is made by elliptical galaxies and,
in this respect, we join the results obtained in previous works
about numbers counts (Bruzual & Kron 1980, Tinsley 1980,
Guiderdoni & Rocca—Volmerange 1990, Metcalfe et al. 1991,
Pozetti et al. 1996). As long as ellipticals form in a single burst,
changing their redshift of formation only modifies the expected
N(z) distribution at high-z, but it does not reduce significantly
the total excess in number. The introduction in the model of in-
ternal absorption by dust or obscuration by intervening matter
along the line-of-sight could decrease the counts at high red-
shifts. We are mostly interested by the B—band, equivalent to the
rest frame UV -band, where absorption effects are more impor-
tant. Internal absorption by dust has been explored by Campos
and Shanks (1995). Metallicity effects, which are not taken into
account in our model (metallicity is assumed to be solar), would
act in the opposite way because the UV luminosity is increased
for a lower metallicity (as expected at earlier epochs). The most
straightforward way to solve the problem is to break down the
hypothesis that ellipticals form in a unique burst. This idea is
also supported by the deep HST images (see also a discussion in
Baugh et al. 1997), where the distant galaxies seem rather irreg-
ular, deviating from the pure elliptical shape assumed here. In a
more general way, there is no observational reason to assert that
the progenitors of present day galaxies follow the simple evolu-
tionary laws used here, and the first results on the arclet sample
strongly support this idea. There is more probably a strong rela-
tionship between morphology and spectrophotometry, the two
aspects being both interdependent and wavelength dependent.
In any case, the identification of the distant progenitors of ellip-
ticals remains an exciting challenge.

5. Conclusions

We have presented in this paper a detailed model of spectropho-
tometric evolution of galaxies coupled with a gravitational lens
model of clusters of galaxies, aimed at studying the population
of arclets. The framework for galaxy evolution has been chosen
to fairly reproduce the observed number counts and redshift dis-
tribution of field galaxies, using the Bruzual and Charlot code,
and most of the standard prescriptions for Hubble types and star
formation histories. The interest in applying these calculations
to arclets is to use cluster-lenses as filters to select representa-
tive populations of distant galaxies at various redshifts. Apply-
ing our model to two well studied cluster-lenses (A2218 and
A370), with arclets samples selected on deep HST images, we
derive the following conclusions and results:

— Detailed models for the cluster-lenses, including galaxy-
scale mass components, are absolutely needed to interpret
the observed distribution of arcs and arclets in terms of gen-
eral properties of the background population of galaxies.

— Number counts and redshift distributions of arclets at z <
1.0 are correctly predicted by our model. The important pop-
ulation of arclets expected at z > 1.0, which is not observed
in spectroscopic surveys, could be reduced using more re-
alistic prescriptions in evolutionary models for galaxies at
high redshifts. In particular, elliptical galaxies cannot be
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formed in a unique burst, whatever the redshift of forma-
tion, except if a strong absorption of the rest-frame UV is
the general case.

— Computing the 2D distributions of arclets in number counts
or mean redshift seems to be a promising tool. We propose
to use these maps, coupled with a photometric redshift se-
lection when possible, to build up spectroscopic samples of
high redshift candidates, which represent top priority targets
for spectroscopic observations on 8m-class telescopes.

A good agreement between model and observed absolute
number counts can be obtained by a fine tuning parametrization
of the evolutionary models for galaxies and/or the cosmological
parameters. Observing distant cluster-lenses could help on dis-
entangle the role of pure geometrical effects, giving constraints
on the world model, from pure spectromorphological evolution.
This paper is the beginning of a study, an example on two single
clusters at moderate redshift, but the effort has to be pursued
on a complete sample of lenses in order to minimize the fluctu-
ations and possible clustering along the line of sight, which is
difficult to avoid.
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