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ABSTRACT

We present new observations of the closest-known stromgjrg galaxy, ther ~ 330km s
giant elliptical ESO325-G004, made with the ESO Very Largke3cope. The low redshift
of the lens £ =0.035) results in arcs being formed at a small fraction efdffective radius,
(Rpin =2.85arcseer Rq/4). At such small radii, stars dominate the lensing mass, ab th
lensing provides a direct probe of the stellar mass-totligtio, with only small corrections
needed for dark matter. However, the redshift of the galaxgéd by ESO325-G004 was
unknown until now, so the lensing mass was not securely mited. Using X-SHOOTER,
we have detected multiple spectral lines, from two brightgaf the arc system, and mea-
sured a source redshift ef =2.141. Combined with lens modelling constraints, thiddse

a total mass inside the Einstein radius of HB006x10''M. We estimate the range of
possible contribution of dark matter to the lensing mas#gubalo profile statistics from
cosmological N-body simulations. Subtracting this comgatryields a stellar mass-to-light
ratio for the lens ofM, / Lygiaw =3.147523(M/L) o rs1aw- Using VIMOS, we have also
obtained very high signal-to-noise spectroscopy for tims lgalaxy. Fitting models to this
spectrum confirms that ESO325—-G004 has a very old stellanlatipn. For a Milky-Way-
like (Kroupa) IMF, the stellar population fit yields a pretid stellar mass-to-light ratio of
Taw =3.01£0.25 M/ L) rs14w. Hence the mass attributable to stars with a Kroupa IMF
is consistent with the lensing estimate. By contrast, aedatfor heavier) IMF is disfavoured
at the 99.8 per cent confidence level. A “heavyweight” IMRhana mass twice as large as
the Kroupa case, is firmly excluded for this galaxy. Such ak s been proposed for more
distant elliptical lenses, and also to explain strong dvs&af sensitive spectral features, in par-
ticular the Na 8200A doublet. A FORS2 far-red spectrum shows that this featiasistrong

in ESO325-G004 as it is in other highellipticals, suggesting tension between dwarf-star
indicators and lensing-mass constraints for this galaxy.

Key words: gravitational lensing: strong — stars: luminosity funationass function —
galaxies: stellar content — galaxies: elliptical and lewltir, cD — galaxies: individual:
ES0325-G004

1 INTRODUCTION importance to establish whether the IMF is universal oroif how
it depends systematically on the environment in which Stars.

Within the Milky Way and its satellites, the IMF can be de-
termined directly through star counts. The distributioticies a
power law with the Salpeter (1955) slop@N (M) < M ~*dM
with 2 =2.35) for M > 0.5M¢, but breaks to a shallower slope
at lower mass (e.g. Kroupa 2001; Chabrier 2003). Therelis &t/-
idence for systematic variation in IMF as a function of migtay,

The distribution of stellar masses at formation (the ihitieass
function, IMF) is a crucial quantity in astrophysics, bothacon-
straint on star-formation processes and in linking obsktueni-
nosities to the stellar masses of galaxies. It is thereférgreat

* Based on observations collected at the European Southeser@b star-formation rate or other properties in the Milky WagltBas-
tory, Chile (ESO Programmes 077.A-0806(A), 088.B-06534G) 291.B- tian, Covey & Meyer 2010). However, IMFs with slopes flattean
5011(A)). Salpeter (at~0.7 M) have been reported for several dwarf satel-

t Based on observations made with the NASA/ESA Hubble Spate Te  |jites, which probe to lower metallicities (Wyse et al. 20@2jlirai
scope, obtained at the Space Telescope Science Institoite) i8 operated etal. 2013; Geha et al. 2013).

by the Association of Universities for Research in Astrogpinc., under . . . . .
NASA contract NAS 5-26555. These observations are assacigith pro- For galaxies beyond the Milky Way and its immediate neigh-
grams 10429 and 10710. bours, resolved star counts are impossible, and indirethads

1 Email: russell.smith@durham.ac.uk are used. In this case, the mass-to-light ratio of the stelbg-
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ulation (M. /L) provides a simple constraint on the IMF. For a
single power law, slopes steeper than the Salpete?.35 imply
large numbers of very faint dwarf stars which dominate thesna

ent excess of low-mass stars in massive ellipticals, coetbtr
the Milky Way. (Spiniello et al. 2012; Conroy & van Dokkum
2012b, hereafter CvD12b; Smith, Lucey & Carter 2012; Faser

for much flatter slopes, the mass budget becomes dominated byet al. 2013; La Barbera et al. 2013; Spiniello et al. 2013 @b-

stellar remnants. In either caskl./L is increased relative to the
Salpeter power-law. Breaking the power law away from Salpet
low mass, as observed in the Milky Way, yields lowéy. /L than a
single power-law, by-35 per cent. Combining rotation curves with
stellar population models for a sample of spiral galaxiesd| & de
Jong (2001) found that&30 per cent reduction in mass, relative to
Salpeter, was required to avoid violating dynamical caists on
the total mass. Hence a Milky-Way-like (Chabrier or Kroupd}-
appears to be generic for spiral galaxies as a class.

For elliptical galaxies, constraining the the IMF vid../L
poses a greater challenge, since masses are more difficet- to
tablish for dynamically-hot systems. Strong gravitatioleasing
of background galaxies provides a powerful method to detem
masses in these objects. Important progress has been madgtth
the systematic assembly and follow up of large samples selen
especially from the Sloan Lens ACS (SLACS) survey (Boltoalet
2006). In the SLACS methodology, lenses are selected thrthey
presence of anomalous emission lines in the galaxy specatuen
to the lensed source, and followed up withbble Space Telescope
(HST) imaging. Modelling the lensing configuration proddine
total projected mass within an aperture, while the velodity
persion from SDSS spectroscopy yields an additional dycalmi
constraint, which allows the stellar contribution to be algded
from the dark-matter halo. Analysing 56 SLACS lenses, Tital.e
(2010, hereafter T10) found that for a universal standardaNa,
Frenk & White (1996, NFW) halo, some 80 per cent of the total
lensing mass was contributed by the “stellar” model comptne
Comparing the lensing stellar mass against the mass deiimi
from stellar population fits to broadband colours, T10 fotimak
Salpeter IMFs were favoured over Milky-Way-like distrilmrts on
average, and that the mass normalisation of the IMF incseaih
galaxy velocity dispersion. For the most massive SLACS»gala
ies, withe > 300kms™!, the analysis requires an IMF twice as
heavy as the Kroupa IMF. Recent lensing analysis of maspive s
ral galaxies suggests there are variations within suchxigalawith
bulges having heavier IMFs than disks (Dutton et al. 2013} D
namical modelling estimates for nearby ellipticals alsdidate a
larger M./ L than expected for a Milky-Way IMF (e.g. Thomas et
al. 2011; Wegner et al. 2012; Cappellari et al. 2013). In #ngdst
of these studies (Cappellari et al.), the average exceshdanost
massive galaxies is compatible with Salpeter IMF, rathantthe
more extreme forms required by SLACS. Note however, that the
dynamical studies include few galaxies with very high viiodis-
persions > 300kms™*.

As noted above, largd/. /L ratios could arise either from
an excess of faint dwarf stars in a “bottom-heavy” IMF, omfro
an excess of dark remnants in a “top-heavy” IMF. The analykis
gravity-sensitive spectroscopic absorption featuremses to dis-
tinguish between these cases, by isolating lines and bdradae
teristic of either dwarf or giant stars (Spinrad & Taylor 19Whit-
ford 1977; Cohen 1978; Faber & French 1980; Carter, Visvearat
& Pickles 1986; Couture & Hardy 1993; Cenarro et al. 2003;-Con
roy & van Dokkum 2012a, hereafter CvD12a). This method, up-
dated with modern spectral synthesis model ingredients, apa
plied to a small sample of massive ellipticals by van Dokkum &
Conroy (2010), who found strong dwarf-star features whichid
only be reproduced in models with a very bottom-heavy IMAF: Fo
lowing this work, a number of studies have confirmed an appar-

gree of dwarf-star-enrichment, and the strength of its deeece
on galaxy mass, metallicity and other properties, is stll fully
clear however. In general, analyses which include the BRO0A
doublet feature have tended to find stronger evidence forfda
richment, a discrepancy already noted by Carter et al. (1288l
persisting to the latest works (e.g. figure 12 of CvD12b). Aipa
ular challenge is to decouple the IMF effect from trends inrab
dance ratios, especially Na/Fe which affects not only the ddau-
blet but also many other lines, through its strong influencehe
free electron pressure in cool stellar atmospheres (CvDEathe
most massive ellipticalss(> 300 kms™ '), CvD12b favour IMFs
with mass normalisation twice that of the Milky Way IMF, iroske
concordance with the SLACS lensing results.

In summary, several recent studies have presented evidence
for “heavyweight” IMFS] in giant ellipticals, with a mass-to-
light ratio twice that of a Milky-Way-like IMF. Given the imgp-
tant and widespread implications of this result, carefudesia-
tional scrutiny is essential. In this paper, we exploit amusual
low-redshift lens system to measure the stellar masgyta-tiatio
in a single, but very powerfuly >300kms~* elliptical galaxy.

In Smith et al. (2005, hereafter S05), we discovered a system
of gravitationally-lensed arcs around ESO325-G004, usi8g
imaging. This was a serendipitous discovery, in the senskith
was not derived from any systematic search for lenses. Dtieeto
closeness of this leng;(=0.035), the Einstein radius in ESO325—
G004 is smaller than the stellar effective radius, by a factdour.
Hence in this system the lensing mass is dominated by stans to
unusual degree, and only small corrections for dark mateerex
quired. However, the lensing mass has not been determirtédd un
now, because the redshift of the background source was wmkno
In this paper, we report the measurement of the source rfedski
determine the implications for the stellar mass-to-lightia and
IMF in ESO325-G004.

The structure of the paper is as follows. Secfibn 2 preshats t
observations, including measurement of the source red$Setc-
tion[21), photometry and determination of the total legsimass
(Sectior 2.R), and spectroscopy of the lens galaxy to déterits
age, and hence the mass-to-light ratio expected for a givikn |
(Section[2.B), In Sectioh] 3, we estimate the likely contiiu
of dark matter to the lensing mass. Secfidn 4 compares the dar
matter-corrected lensing mass against the age consttaiinéer
the viable range of IMF normalization, and presents testsHe
robustness of our analysis. In Sectidn 5 we compare ourtsetsul
those obtained from SLACS, and to the results from dwanfigta
dicators, including a measurement of the INe200A feature for
ESO325-G004 itself. Brief conclusions are summarized ic- Se
tion[d.

Where necessary, we adopt cosmological parameters from
WMAP7: Ho=70.4kms~ ! Mpc™!, Q. =0.272 andQ, =0.728
(Komatsu et al. 2011).

1 We use the term “heavyweight” to refer to the high mass ndgatibn,
without reference to whether this arises from dwarf stafsan remnants.
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Figurel. HST image of the: =0.035 giant elliptical galaxy ESO325-G004
(Smith et al. 2005) and its immediate environment (CredkSM/ESA and
the Hubble Heritage Team). The inset shows a zoom of theatergions
of the image after subtracting a smooth model describingethe galaxy.
The arcs are formed at the Einstein radius of 2.85 arcseé kp®at the
distance of the lens). Because this is small compared toftbetiee ra-
dius (12.3 arcsec), the enclosed mass is dominated by isttivsy than dark
matter (see Sectidd 3). The colour figures were created féraW (blue,
4800 s exposure), F625W (green, 2400 s) and F814W (red, E39@@ges
taken with the Advanced Camera for Surveys. The yellow negéaindi-
cates the slit orientation for the X-SHOOTER observations.

2 OBSERVATIONS
21 X-SHOOTER spectroscopy: arc redshift

We observed ESO325-G004 with the X-SHOOTER three-arm
echelle spectrograph (Vernet et al. 2011), mounted on UTiBeof
ESO Very Large Telescope (VLT), on 2013 March 7. Spectra were
obtained with a 0.4 arcsec slit, providing resolving pow@0odo0,
18000 and 10500 in the UVB, VIS and NIR arms respectively.
The total integration time was 2400 s, split between two sxpes.
The image quality, as estimated from the acquisition frames
~0.5arcsec FWHM. The slit was aligned to intersect two segsnen
of the arc system (Arc C and the brightest part of Arc A, in the
nomenclature of S05), as shown in Figlte 1.
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source are not the concern of this paper, but we note therapect
is similar to those of other lensed high-redshift star-fimgrgalax-
ies (Richard et al. 2011).

2.2 HST Photometry and lensing analysis

ES0O325-G004 was originally observed with the Advanced Cam-
era for Surveys on HST in January 2005 (programme 10429, P.I.
Blakeslee), for 18900 s in F814W and 1100 s in F475W, as regort
by S05. Deeper observations in blue passbands were obt@ined
February 2006 (programme 10710, P.I. Noll) for a Hubble tage
public release, providing 4800 s in F475W and 2400 s in F625W.

The lensing mass was determined by S05, modulo the then-
unknown source redshift, using a singular isothermal spf®IS)
model with an additional external shear term. From this h@&i&b
found an Einstein radius d®gi, = 2.85 arcsec and a corresponding
mass (projected withiRg;,) of MaiS =1.40x 10! (Ds/Dys) Mo .
Here, Ds is the angular-diameter distance from the observer to the
source andDis is the angular-diameter distance from the lens to
the source. For the measured source redshift=2.141, the ge-
ometric factor is close to unityDs/Dis =1.027 (with negligible
error). Hence the lensing mass for the SIS modalif§> =1.44 x
10 Mg. The effective (half-light) radius of ESO325-G004, de-
termined from the F814W image . = 12.3+0.5 arcsec, a factor
of four larger thanRgin.

We derive the luminosity projected within the Einstein tedi
from simple aperture photometry performed on the HST/ACS in
F814W and F475W filtells We work entirely in the native pho-
tometric bandpasses, at the observed redshift of ESO328+G0
and express all magnitudes in the Vega system. The observed
aperture magnitudes are F814W =13.543 and F475W =15.568.
Extinction corrections arelgsiaw =0.092 and Ag475w =0.196,
from Schlafly & Finkbeiner (2011). We assume a luminosity
distance of 152Mpc (WMAP7 cosmology, no peculiar veloc-
ity), and hence a distance modulus of 35.909 mag. The alksolut
magnitude of the Sun, redshifted to=0.034 in the observed
bands, is 4.066 in F814W and 5.254 in F475W (determined us-
ing EzGAL, Mancone & Gonzalez 2012). Hence the luminosi-
ties are Lrgiaw =4.07 X 1010L®,F814W and Lyarsw =2.07 X
10*° L rarsw. We adopt a 2 per cent error on luminosity to ac-
count for absolute calibration uncertainties (the staaserrors are
much smaller). The ratio of SIS lensing mass to luminositegi
the total M5! / Lrgiaw = 3.54:0.06(M /L) .

Since the ESO325-G004 lensing mass is expected to be dom-
inated by stellar mass, rather than by dark matter (seed®¢8}i
we have also modelled the lensing configuration using a mass d
tribution proportional to the observed luminosity. To fitstimass-

Visual inspection of the raw data revealed the presence of follows-light (MFL) model, we treat the lens as a set of point

emission lines only in the NIR arm spectra. Identical lingés=mion

is observed from the two arc segments, confirming beyond rea-

sonable doubt that the source is indeed a multiply-imageselé
galaxy (FigurdR). The observations were reduced usingttme s
dard X-SHOOTER pipeline, to produce a rectified and waveleng
calibrated two-dimensional spectrum. An approximate exifon
for telluric absorption was applied using a standard staenpla-
tion. One-dimensional sky-subtracted spectra were exilacen-
tred on each arc and combined to yield the final spectrumaetstr
from which are shown in Figuiid 3. Despite the short totalgrae
tion time and the small number of exposures (hence poor-rejec
tion of cosmetic defects), four emission lines are detectbedave-
lengths corresponding to [@] A\ 4594, 5007, Hp and Hx for

a source redshift ofs=2.141. The characteristics of the lensed

(© 2013 RAS, MNRASD00, [1H14

masses and compute the net deflection experienced by image-
plane pixels corresponding to the arcs (as identified in #wpd
F475W image). For the “mass” image, we use a smooth model
derived from ellipse fitting to the F814W image, and incogter

ing harmonic terms to describe the slightly boxy isophotapgh

The lens model is then specified by the (total) mass-to-light

tio M/L, plus a linear shear term, with free amplitude and direc-
tion, intended to account for additional distortions duenéarby
structures. Given values for these parameters, we deterthi

2 The transformation to Johnson—Cousins magnitudes apipli§@5 was
erroneous, leading to a mass-to-light ratio substantialer than we report
here.
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Figure 2. Extract from the raw, two-dimensional spectrum from a @nNgtSHOOTER NIR exposure, showing the redshifted[Plines from the lensed
source. The slit was aligned to intersect two arcs (see E[@yrlines from both are clearly visible, on either side af tliffuse trace of the lens-galaxy
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Figure 3. Segments of the one-dimensional spectrum of the lensedesdline signal has been combined over both arcs and bothiergodreas affected
by strong sky lines are masked in grey. A smooth backgrourdu@ing any true continuum) has been subtracted from thetspn. Emission line positions

are shown for a redshift of; =2.141.

source-plane location of the arc pixels, and their likeditt@f be-
ing drawn from a single compact region on the source plane. Th
assumed intrinsic source is a circular Gaussian with 0.&5ear
FWHM. Interpreting this likelihood as the probability titae lens
model is correct, we use a Markov Chain Monte Carlo method
to sample from the probability distribution of the model qnar
eters. Marginalizing over the shear amplitude and diractthis
method yieldsM¥MEY / Lrgiaw =3.69 & 0.06, marginally larger
than the SIS result. Hereafter, we adopt the results of the fdF
the lensing mass-to-light ratio, and the nominal Einstaitius is
that derived from the SIS model. Thus the mass witRig, is
MMFL =1.50 x 10" Mo, i.e. 4 per cent larger than found from the
(over-simplistic) SIS model. Other lens models which actdar
the angular structure of the luminous matter (e.g. a simgstéher-
mal ellipse, with or without external shear) yield simildfz;, to

the MFL approach, within-1 per cent. The robustness dfgin,
with respect to reasonable choices for the mass model, iana st
dard result in lensing studies (e.g. Kochanek 1991; Koopneaal.
2006; Treu 2010). In principle} s, includes contributions from
all structures along the line-of-sight to the sourceAiGDM cos-

mology, the rms contribution from large-scale structureatcu-
lated to be~2 per cent for & =2 source (Taruya et al. 2002).

In what follows, we adopt the lensing mass from the MFL
model, Mgi, =1.50 £ 0.06 x 10'! M. The adopted 4 per cent er-
ror reflects an conservative estimate of the systematictaiotes,
based on the difference between SIS- and MFL-model masses.

2.3 VIMOS spectroscopy: lensproperties

The lensingM /L yields information on the IMF if other param-
eters of the stellar population, in particular its age, cancbn-
strained using additional data.

We observed ESO325-G004 with VIMOS (Le Fevre et al.
2003) in integral-field unit (IFU) mode, on UT3 of the VLT in
2006 April-May. The data were obtained using the (“old”) HR—
blue grism, with a wavelength range of 4200-620and resolu-
tion of 1.65A FWHM, sampled at 0.54 pixel . The spatial cov-
erage was 1813 arcset, with a scale of 0.33 arcsec per IFU fibre.
Eight individual spectra were obtained, each with intégratime
of 1865 s, with pointing adjustments of a few arcsec betwden o
servations to average over fibre sensitivity variation pipeline-

© 2013 RAS, MNRASD00,[1HI4



reduced spectra from IFU elements withitk;, =2.85 arcsec of
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Table 1. Line-strength indices, as measured from the VIMOS spectrum

the galaxy centre were combined from each observation sepa-expressed in Angstroms. Values in the third column have besected for

rately to allow assessment of systematic errors betweensexes.
The overall signal-to-noise ratio for the full 4-hour intation is
~400A " at 5000A.

Standard Lick absorption indices were measured on the com-
bined spectra and corrected to the standard Lick resoll(lfékm&
FWHM, but wavelength dependent) and to zero velocity disper
sion, following the method described in Smith, Lucey & Hudso
(2007). The velocity dispersion measured from the exthspec-
trum, and used for the resolution correction,sis 335kms™*.
Corrections from the flux-calibrated system to the Lick flex r
sponse system were applied using the offsets tabulated hysNo
Sharples & Kuntschner (2006).

As may be expected given the very high signal-to-noise ratio
the scatter in index value between observations (e.g. 1085°0for
Hp3) exceeds the formal error on each individual observatigp- (t
ically 0.04A for H B). The source of excess scatter appears to be
slight ripples in the relative continuum shapes betweeoliserva-
tions. To account for the systematic error floor, we adopntean
over the eight measurements and use the observed scateivi® d
the error in the mean (O.dsfor Hj). The spectrum obtained for
ES0325-G004 in the 6dF Galaxy Survey (Jones et al. 2004)2009
in an aperture of radius 3.35 arcsec yields index values atibip
with the VIMOS measurements, but with uncertainties arosird
times larger.

We use the index data to derive constraints on the stellas-mas
to-light ratio assuming a MW-like (Kroupa 2001) IMF. We de-
note this quantityl'nvw, while the true stellar mass-to-light ratio
is M. /L, andanw = (M. /L)/Taw is the “mass normalisation
factor” of the true IMF relative to Kroupa. In this conventioa
Chabrier IMF hasww =0.87, a Salpeter IMF hasyw = 1.55,
and a “heavyweight” IMF as favoured by SLACS and CvD12b for
massive ellipticals hasyw = 2.

To determineYvw, we work in the context of models by
Maraston (2005) and Thomas et al. (2003, 2004), looselyrezfe
to collectively as M05 hereafter. The MO5 model set has tivamd
tage of incorporatingy-element enhancements in the index pre-
dictions (though not explicitly in the broadband fluxes)wasdl as
covering a comfortable range in super-solar total metgllidVe
assume single-burst star-formation history models thioug the
analysis. This simplification can be justified on the grouth@s the
galaxy shows no evidence foecentstar formation, and that an ex-
tended star-formation history efrly epochs is indistinguishable in
terms of indices and colours from a single-burst. Inspeatibthe

velocity broadening and corrected to the Lick-system regmi and flux-

response system. Errors were derived from the scatter agighgseparate
observations.

Index raw corrected
HB 1.68 +0.03 1.63 +0.03
Hyg —-2.09 £ 0.08 —2.08 £0.08
Mgb 4.22 +0.04 4.90 £ 0.05
Fe5015 4.18 £0.10 5.29 +£0.12
Fe5270 2.46 £ 0.05 2.92 £+ 0.06
Fe5335 1.95 +£0.04 2.83 +£0.05
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Figure 4. Determination ofYyw, i.e. the stellar mass-to-light ratio for a
MW-like IMF, from spectroscopy of the lens. The grey-scatel aed con-
tours show the probability distribution (marginalized pya/Fe]) for the
age and metallicity, derived from fits to the measured irgliGehe blue
contours indicate the mass-to-light ratio (in F814W, lwkin solar units)
corresponding to each location on the grid.

used in our HST photometry. The MO5 models assume no vamiatio
in Tyw with a/Fe, but this should be a small effect. For exam-
ple, Percival et al. (2008) find that old-enhanced ¢/Fe] =+0.4)

6dF red-arm spectrum does not show any evidence for emissionstellar population models are 2—-3 per cent brighter in thare

at Ha, and hence there is no reason to suspect emission infilling
contamination of the A and Hy lines.

For a fixed IMF, the stellar mass-to-light ratio of a popula-
tion depends mainly on age, and to a lesser extent on metallic
ity. Since individual line-strength indices depend on agetal-
licity and abundance ratios (especiatlyFFe), multiple indices are
needed to constrain the age. We usg &hd Hyr as the primary
age indicators, together with theelement-dominated Mgindex
and three iron-tracing indices (Fe5015, Fe5270, Fe5338)corh-
pute the likelihood of the index data for all six features athe
point in a grid spaced uniformly in log(age) (from log(5 Gyo)
log(12.5 Gyr)), total metallicity [Z/H] (from 0.1 to 0.4 dgxand
[a/Fe] (from 0.1 to 0.5 dex). We determine thig;w at each point
in the age—metallicity grid using thezZESAL code of Mancone &
Gonzalez (2012) to compute the mass-to-light ratio in theeoked-
frame F814W band, in solar units, consistent with the cotiwan

(© 2013 RAS, MNRASD00, [1H14

than models with solar-scaled abundances at the same agetaind
metallicity.

Figure[4 shows how the index data constrain the mass-
to-light ratio. We derive the final probability distributiofor
Twuw by weighting the predictions according to their likeli-
hoods (implicitly marginalizing over all the stellar poptibn pa-
rameters), which yield$l'yvw =3.0140.14(M /L) o rs1aw. AS
a test of systematics within this method, we re-ran the anal-
ysis excluding each index in turn from the constraint set. As
may be expected, the Balmer indices have the largest effect o
the derived mass-to-light ratio. If 4 is excluded, we obtain
Tyvw =2.70£0.18(M /L) o, rs14w, While If HB is excluded, we
recover Ynmw =3.25709% (M/L) o rs1aw. (The asymmetric er-
rors arise from imposing a hard upper bound on the age, iee. th
galaxy is not permitted to be older than the Universe in trogtet!
cosmology.) Since these results differ by more than ther émo
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Figure 5. The velocity dispersion of Abell S0740. Left: Histogram aflacity measurements from the NASA Extragalactic Datatias@alaxies within
60 arcmin of ESO325-G004. The curve shows the best-fit Gaussixture model, highlighting the components for Abell 807red) and Abell 3570 (blue).
Centre: Sky distribution of the galaxies with velocity me@snents. For galaxies within 60 arcmin of ESO325-G004, begship assignments are indicated
with the same colours as in the left-hand panel. Grey poiittsawblack outline indicate the galaxies which were asgignehe smooth background. Unfilled
symbols mark galaxies which were excluded before fittinge @bsignment algorithm makes no use of the spatial infoomgliut galaxies assigned to Abell
S0740 and to Abell 3570 are clearly centred near their réispedominant members (indicated by the cross-hairs). {Ripk velocity dispersions of the two
components derived from the Gaussian mixture model, asaidunof the cut-off radius (the adopted value of 60 arcmimarked by the vertical line). The
1o and & error regions for Abell S0740 are indicated by the dark aghtlgrey bands respectively.
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Figure 6. Constraints on the dark-matter contribution to the lensimass derived from halos in the Millennium Simulation. Léfie relationship between
virial mass and velocity dispersion (the latter estimatedhfsemi-analytic member galaxies, for approximate maithe observational methods). The vertical
bands show the measured velocity dispersion for Abell SE®group which is dominated by ESO325-G004). The red pahow a uniform sampling
of all halos while the black points are sampled with proligbéccording to the measured velocity dispersion. Ceritre:NFW concentration parameters
assigned following the mass—concentration relation obMeal. (2007), as a function of virial mass. Right: the daw&tter mass projected inside the Einstein
radius, computed for an NFW profile with the assigned mas<andentration, as a function of velocity dispersion. Thezemtal lines show the median and
68- and 95-percent intervals for enclosed dark-matter nvasish is well-fit by a Gaussian itbg Mpy;. The thick green line shows the total lensing mass
MEgin.

two approaches, using different models and different §ttimeth-
ods, are indistinguishable.

the fit with both Balmer lines, we inflate the error to account
for systematic uncertainties. The final estimated steltzputa-
tion mass-to-light ratio, under the assumption of a Krougé,|

is Tvw =3.014+0.27(M /L) o, rs14w . An equivalent analysis for
the F475W band yield&“Mw = 6.3&0.63(M/L)@7F475w.

We note also that assuming a single-burst population has lit
tle impact on thel'vw derived for the F814W band. To illustrate
this, consider a two-burst star-formation history. The actof the
younger burst ismallerin Yyw than on the age derived from the
V-band. Hence for &ixedV-luminosity-weighted age (e.g. 9 Gyr), a
two-burst model (e.g. 96 per cent 12 Gyr, 4 per cent 2 Gyr, bssha
has slightlylarger Tavw (3.25(M /L) o, rs14w) than a single burst
(2.85(M /L), rs1aw)-

In summary, analysing the VIMOS spectrum confirms that the
stellar population of ESO325-G004 is very old, and henceahas
high mass-to-light ratio for a given IMF. Even for an KroupaH,
stars alone contribute a maséyw Liin =1.24£0.1x10' Mg

To verify the robustness of our results, we have also applied
full-spectrum fitting method to the VIMOS data, using the Q22
models. Within this model set, the spectra are best matched (
well matched) by models with the maximum age of 13.5 Gyr. Al-
though the derived age is larger than from the MO5 indexafitti
approach, this is compensated by slightly smaller madigto+a-
tios at given age in CvD12a. In fact, the best-fitting moded ha
YTvw =2.97(M/L)o,rs1aw (after converting from Chabrier to
Kroupa IMF, to match our convention). Hence the results ftben
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within the Einstein radius, which is 8 per cent of the total lens-
ing mass.

3 DARK MATTER CONTRIBUTION

The lensing mass refers to the total mass projected witleirEth-
stein radius, including both stellar mass (living stars mdnants)
and dark matt&}: In this section, we use the statistics of halo pro-
files in a cosmological N-body simulation to estimate thekelar
matter correction and, crucially, the uncertainty in therection.

To help constrain the dark-matter contribution in ESO325—
G004, we use the velocity dispersion of its surrounding halse-
lect appropriate halos from the simulation. The lens is traidant
member of a small galaxy group, catalogued Abell S0740 (Abel
Corwin & Olowin 1989), which is located close to another sys-
tem, Abell 3570, at a projected distance~a40 arcmin and similar
redshift. To measure the velocity dispersion of Abell SQ746
use the available (incomplete) redshift information cdegbirom
the NASA Extragalactic Databﬂéelecting galaxies within a ra-
dius of 60 arcmin antAcz| < 5000 kms™* from ESO325-G004,
we fit the redshift distribution using a Gaussian mixture slod
The model includes two components representing Abell S@Rd0
Abell 3750, with mean redshift fixed to the velocities of tradm-
inant galaxies (10164¥m s~ and 1122%m s~ respectively), but
fitting for the velocity dispersions. We allow an additiotmbad
component to describe an approximately uniform backgralisd
tribution. The best-fitting velocity dispersion for AbeD®40 under
this model iss, =288+26km s~ (the error is obtained by resam-
pling using the posterior classification probabilities)e Wbnfirm
the robustness of this measurement by re-fitting the modwging
the outer cut-off radius, finding that, is stable within the formal
20 error range for cut-offs of 30-110 arcmin.

Neglecting (until Sectiofl4) the possible contraction af th
dark-matter halo in response to the dense baryonic componen
(Blumenthal et al. 1986), we can use dark-matter-only sitiuhs
to estimate the contribution of the halo to the projectedsrias
side the Einstein radius. We first select halos from the Millam
Simulation (Springel et al. 2005) having virial masdés, greater
than10'? Mg, and compute their line-of-sight velocity dispersions
based on member galaxies assigned in the semi-analyticlrabde
De Lucia & Blaizot (2007). We then draw a large random sample
from these halos, with selection probability given by a Giars
describing our constraint om, for Abell S0740, i.e. with mean
288km s~ ! and standard deviation 26ns~!. We represent each
halo by an NFW profile (Navarro et al. 1996), with concentrati
parametere, assigned according to the statistical distribution de-
termined as a function of mass by Neto et al. (2007) for “retBx
halos. We assume that at fixed halo mass,is uncorrelated with
the velocity dispersion, since the latter is obtained frohgalax-
ies assigned to the halo, and hence is a large-aperture raeasu
ment. To computeéVipm, the dark-matter mass projected within

3 In principle, there are also contributions from gas and framentral

supermassive black hole. We assume the gas mass projetiéul thve Ein-
stein radius is negligible. This is equivalent to assumilhgas is initially
converted into stars, and that the gas lost in winds and sopee is ei-
ther recycled into further generations of stars or else lieghénto a hot,
low-density halo. Black hole mass contributions are snaait| addressed in
Sectior[%.

4 The majority of these redshifts are derived from the 6dF BaBurvey
(Jones et al. 2004, 2009).
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the Einstein radius, for a given halo mass and concentratien
employ the analytic results presented by tokas & Mamon (2001
The relationships betweet,, Maoo, ¢ and Mpy are shown in
Figure[®. The derived distribution of dark halo contribuatfor the
oy-matched sample can be accurately represented by a Gaussian
in log(Mpwm /M), with mean10.34 and standard deviation 0.25.
Perhaps surprisingly, the distribution &fpy is only weakly de-
pendent on velocity dispersion: although latgeis a predictor for
higher halo mass, such halos have lower concentration arnzklze
smaller fraction of their mass projected insigin.

Comparing this distribution to the lensing estimate, we find
that dark matter con’[ribute‘ﬂifé1 per cent of the total mass pro-
jected within Rgin, in the absence of baryonic contraction effects.
The estimated dark matter component, added to the stellas ma
from Sectiod 2B (8&7 per cent with a Kroupa IMF), is thus suffi-
cient to reproduce the observed lensing configuration.

4 CONSTRAINTSON THE IMF

The previous sections have presented measurements oatsim
for the total lensing mas&/xi,, the dark matter mask/pn, the
luminosity Lrs14w, and the stellar population model mass-to-light
ratio assuming a Kroupa IMF{yrw ). All of these quantities refer
to mass and luminosity projected within the Einstein radfem-
bining these inputs, the IMF mass normalisation factorrigoy

Mgin — Mpm 1
Lrgiaw Taw

In practice of course, each quantity above is described byl p
ability distribution, which can be approximated as lognakror
Mpwm and normal for the other variables. Sampling from these dis-
tributions, we arrive at the probability distribution farrw, from
which we determine whether various proposed IMFs are compat
ible with the observations for ESO325-G004. In this sec¢tiva
first present the results using our preferred input paraseted
then explore the sensitivity of our result to various chanigethe
assumptions.

For the default result of this paper, we adopt total mass
Mg, =1.50£0.06x 10" M, from lensing (including systematic
errors), dark matter massg Mpy =10.34+0.25 from halo statis-
tics, luminosity Lrgiaw =4.074£0.08x 10*° L rg1aw from the
HST photometry (including 2per cent absolute calibration e
rors), and stellar-population mass-to-light ratio for Kpa IMF
Tyw =3.014+0.27(M /L) o, rs14w from the VIMOS spectrum fit
(including errors from index systematics). The adoptedrerare
conservative, including the various sources of systengatiar as-
sessed in earlier sections. Other possible systematicprabed
using robustness tests below. With these inputs, the pilijatis-
tribution for anw is as shown in Figurlel 7 (thick black curve), and
summarized in line 1 of Tablel 2. The distribution is fairlynsy
metric inanvw, peaking atvvw = 1.04, with a 68 percent interval
of £0.15. Hence the results are consistent with a Milky-Wag-lik
IMF, with either the Kroupa or the Chabrier form. A Salpeter o
heavier IMF is disfavoured at the 99.8 per cent confidenceev
while a heavyweight IMF withvnw > 2 is excluded with high sig-
nificance.

aMw =

5 Note this is a one-tailed confidence limit, i.e. for a Gaussistribution
84.1 per cent would correspond to astdeviation, and 99.8 per cent would
correspond to +2@. In practice, the distribution is not quite Gaussian, so
we quote the probabilities estimated directly from the highvwy tail.
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Figure 7. Probability distribution function for the IMF mass norngation factoray v, marginalizing over age and metallicity, and the contidnutfrom
dark matter. The thick black curve shows our default sofytishile other curves indicate the effect of variations ia thodelling. The green curve shows
the results derived using the F475W data. Blue curvesiilitesthe effect of using only one Balmer indexdldr Hyr) in the fit. The red dashed line results
from setting the dark matter contribution to be zero, whilethe purple curve, all dark-matter contributions are dedibo indicate the maximum likely halo
contraction effect. Input parameters, bestfiiw and the IMF probabilities associated with these curvesarersarized in Tablgl2. The mass normalization
equivalent to Chabrier, Kroupa and Salpeter IMFs are indéitaThe “heavyweight” line hasyrw =2, corresponding to the average for> 300km s—!
ellipticals, as derived by T10 and CvD12b.

Table 2. Summary of constraints obtained for the IMF mass normadisgiarametetyyryw in ESO325-G004. The six lines correspond to the curves sirown
Figure[T. Y nw is the mass-to-light ratio of the best-fitting stellar pagidn model, assuming a Kroupa IMEg;, is the luminosity inside the Einstein radius
REgin, Mpw is the estimated dark matter mass projected insigg,. Probabilities estimated from the distributions fegw are: P(anw < 1), the prob-
ability that the IMF mass normalization is smaller than KyauP{aarw > 1.55), the probability that the IMF is heavier than Salpeter; an@Rrw > 2),
the probability that the IMF normalization is larger thaf,2vhich is the meanw derived foro > 300km s~ ellipticals by T10 and CvD12b.

Tvw/(M/L)o  Lgin/10'°Le  log Mpm /Mo aMw Priomw <1)  Priamw >1.55)  Pravw >2)
(1) Default 3.01+£0.27 4.074+0.08 1034 £0.25  1.047013 0.354686 0.001545 0.000002
(2) F475W band 6.32 £ 0.63 2.07+0.04 10.34+£0.25 0977012 0.531162 0.000873 0.000002
(3) Hyr only 3.25 1096 4.074+0.08 10.34£0.25 0997597 0.577770 <0.000001 <0.000001
4) HBonly 2.70 +0.18 4.07+£0.08 1034 £025 1177013 0.138487 0.006241  <0.000001
(5) Contracted halos ~ 3.01+0.27 4.074+0.08 10.64£0.25 0917537 0.680350 0.000332  <0.000001
(6)  No dark matter 3.01 +0.27 4.07+0.08 — 1207073 0.012379 0.019302 0.000030

An equivalent calculation for the F475W band using with which a heavier-than-Salpeter IMF is excluded is rextlto

Tyw =6.32£0.63(M /L) o, rarsw and the FA75W luminosity of
2.070.04x10'° L, yieldsanmw = 0.97+£0.15, consistent with the
default result (thick green curve in Figurke 7 and line 2 of [&&l).
This agreement simply confirms that the best-fitting steltgyula-
tion model correctly predicts the observed F475W-F814Véwol
within REin.

We have seen that the choice of Balmer indices in the stel-
lar population fitting has the largest impact on the deriYagy .
This propagates trivially to the results fonrw (blue curves in
FigurelT and lines 3—4 of TaHlé 2). If onlyHs used for age con-
straints, the bestiw shifts upwards to 1.17, and the confidence

99.4 per cent. The heavyweight IMF remains firmly rejecteld. A
lowing for a-enhanced model populations being slightly brighter
than solar-scaled abundance models (Percival et al. 2089)e-
rived anrw would be increased by 2 per cent.

Our treatment of the dark matter contribution incorporétes
expected intrinsic scatter among halos, under the assompfi
pure dark-matter clustering. In practice, the halo of ES®&004
may deviate from the assumptions of this model, especialthé
innermost regions, where the dark matter distribution naatrect
in response to the dominant baryonic component. Simulatiyn
different groups differ in their estimates of the strengtthis ef-
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Table 3. Summary of relevant parameters of the ESO325-G004 lenarsyst
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Quantity symbol value comments

Lens redshift (heliocentric) 0.0339 From 6dF

Lens redshift (CMB frame) 21 0.0347

Lens angular diameter distance D, 142 Mpc Fromz; with WMAP7 cosmology

Angular scale at lens 0.687 kpc/arcsec From,

Lens half-light radius Reg 12.3 arcsec From ACS F814W image

Lens stellar velocity dispersion o 3314+2kms~! R.g/8 aperture

Lens luminosity distance 152 Mpc Fromz; with WMAP7 cosmology

Lens distance modulus 35.909

Source redshift Zs 2.141 From X-Shooter

Lensing geometry factor f= = Ds/Dg 1.027 Fromz; and zs with WMAP7 cosmology
Lensing critical surface density Yerit 5.70 x 10° Mg arcsec? From f, and D,

Einstein radius Rgin 2.85arcsec Singular isothermal sphere mass model (S05)
Luminosity inside the Einstein radius Lygiaw 4.07 £ 0.08 x 1010L@,Fs14w ACS photometry, corrected for extinction
Total lensing mass-to-light ratio Myrr/Lrsiaw 3.69 £0.03(M /L), rs14aw From mass-follows-light model

Total lensing mass insidBg;,, MMFL 1.50 £0.06 x 101 Mg From mass-follows-light model

S0740 group velocity dispersion oy 288 + 26 kms~! Literature redshifts; decomposed from Abell 3570
Dark matter mass withifRg;, Mpwm 2.1915-70 % 101 Mg From Millennium simulation halo statistics
Stellar mass insid&g;, M, 1287019 x 101 Mg From MMF™ and Mp

Stellar mass-to-light ratio M. /Lpsiaw 3.147023(M/L) o ps1aw From M, and Lpsi4w

Stellar mass-to-light ratio for Kroupa IMF Y y\w 3.01 £0.25(M/L)s Fsiaw From fit to VIMOS line-strength indices
IMF mass factor relative to Kroupa aOMW 1.04 +£0.15 M, /Lrsiaw andYyw

fect (e.g. see discussion in Gnedin et al. 2011). Revieworg-c
parisons of hydrodynamic simulations against dissip&tscon-
trol simulations, we note the following: Gnedin et al. (2Dfihd
enhancements in the the inner dark-matter mass (encloghih wi
1 per cent of the halo virial radius) by factors of 2-4. Jokans
Naab & Ostriker (2012) find the central dark-matter mass|¢esecl
within 2 kpc) is enhanced by a factor of 2.3 (their halo A2)nRis

et al. (2013) found central dark-matter density enhanced fac-
tor of 2-3 (their figure 1). These results are generally fdaxga
scale halos. Far0'® My, groups (more relevant to ESO325-G004
/ Abell S0740), Duffy et al (2010) find smaller enhancemehés,
tween zero and 50 per cent in the inner dark-matter density, d
pending on the adopted feedback prescription. All of these f
tors refer to three-dimensional densities or enclosed esasather
than projected quantities. On balance, we adopt a factowofs
an upper limit to the likely effect of halo contraction. Rakag
our input distribution ofMpy by this factor, we would recover
anw =0.9110°37 (purple dashed curve in Figuré 7 and line 5 of
Table[2). An alternative limiting case is to assume that daalter

is negligible within the Einstein radius, so that stars nacstount
for the entirety of the lensing mass (red dashed curve inrE[gu
and line 4 of Tablé€12). Under this extreme model, the lasty

is 1.2079-1%, which is marginally consistent with a heavier-than-
Salpeter IMF (98 per cent), but still incompatible with theakry-
weight models.

Connell et al Msu—o relation, the derivedunrw would be slightly
reduced, relative to our default solution, to 1461.15.

For the default result, we used the MO5 stellar population
models because these provide the most convenient predidoo
both mass-to-light ratios and line-strength indices inahgth, o
enhanced populations. We have already noted that a futtspe
fitting approach, using the CvD12a models, yields esséntasn-
tical Tvw, and consequently the same resultdarw . To test the
effect of using other model sets, we discard all informafiam
the line strength indices, and instead impose an exterial far
the age. Given the mass of the galaxy, its pure absorptioc- spe
trum including absence of any emission at rom the 6dF spec-
trum) and smooth light distribution (even in the centralioeg,
where dust features and star-forming rings are sometinmas ige
HST observations of ellipticals — e.g. Laine et al. 2003; Mar
tel et al. 2004), it is unlikely that ESO325-G004 has expeeel
substantial star-formation sinee< 1. We adopt a Gaussian prior
on (I-band luminosity-weighted) formation redshift witteem 2.5
and standard deviation 0.75. Combining this with the MO5- pre
dictions, using EGAL, for 1.5-times-solar metallicity (the maxi-
mum implemented for all model sets), we obtain a predicteliest
mass-to-light ratiér' =2.670 33 (M/L),rsiaw. This is slightly
smaller than our spectroscopic estimate, since the specpy

We neglected the extra mass that would be contributed by a favours earlier formation and higher metallicity. Combigthis es-

central super-massive black hole. From thgu—o relationship
given by McConnell et al. (2011) for early-type galaxieg thean
expected black hole massids x 10° My, or 2 per cent oMg;,. If

we account also for the intrinsic scatter of 0.38 dex arotmedMic-
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timate with lensing and the dark-matter contributions wloyield
avw =1.181015. We can now derive equivalent estimates for
other stellar population models, using the same exterrapagr,
and compare to this baseline value. The resultsfety are: 0.96
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for Bruzual & Charlot (200@; 1.10 for Conroy, Gunn & White
(2009); 1.05 for Percival et al. (2009); 1.12 for Fioc & Roeca
Volmerange (1997), all with uncertainties 6f0.15. In all cases,
the models are as implemented by default 7ZAL (see Mancone

& Gonzalez 2012), with the maximum 1.5-times-solar metayli
Hence for common assumptions on the galaxy age, otherrstella
population models yieldmallerIMF normalisations than M05, by
up to 20 per cefit We conclude that the derived IMF constraint is
fairly insensitive to the choice of stellar population mtsda@mong

the currently favoured sets.

Finally, we note that rescaling the distance assumed for
ESO325-G004 affectsarw linearly. If instead of placing the
galaxy at its Hubble-flow distance, we assign it the sameiést
as Abell 3570, themww is increased to 1.15. If instead we allow
the galaxy a large positive peculiar veIoEuyf 1000km s~ !, then
amw is reduced to 0.95.

To summarize, using a combination of lensing and stellar pop
ulation constraints, with correction for dark matter cdmitions
based on simulations, we find that ESO325-G004 has a stellar
mass-to-light ratio compatible with a Milky-Way-like (Kupa or
Chabrier) IMF. A Salpeter IMF is significantly disfavoureahd
a heavyweight IMF is excluded. The statistical errors in &
mass normalisation factor arel5 per cent; a range of robustness
tests suggest that systematic errors are also 10-15 perTdeant
most relevant measured and derived parameters for the E5032
G004 system are provided in Table 3 for reference.

5 DISCUSSION

In this section, we examine how the results obtained for 593
G004 compare to recent results which favour heavier IMF4liip-e
ticals with similar properties. We focus in particular oe #ipparent
disagreement between our results and those of T10 and CyD12b
and speculate on potential explanations for this tension.

5.1 Comparison to SLACSlensing results

As described in Section 1, SLACS is a spectroscopicallyréefi
lens sample based on SDSS. Lens systems were identifiedteom t
presence of discordant emission lines in the spectra. leomiin
study, HST follow-up was obtained for systems with at leas&t t
lines, in practice usually [@] 37274 plus H3 or [O111]5007A. A
few additional targets with strong [@] detections, but no corrob-
orating lines, were also followed up.

Figure 8 (upper panel) compares our result for ESO325-G004
against the correlation afyrw with velocity dispersiond) from
SLACS, among other works. We have increased the velocipedis
sions from T10 by 7 per cent, as an aperture correctioR9/8
(this aperture is selected for consistency with CvD12b engdhme
figure, discussed below). Apart from this correction, andveo-
sion to our definition ofanw, the points are as in figure 4 of
T10. As reported by T10, the SLACS lenses follow a clear trend

6 Unchanged if we use instead the unpublished Charlot & Biu2087
version.

7 It should not be assumed that identical shifts would appthédull anal-
ysis including spectroscopy, since the other models magligirslightly
different index strengths as well as different mass-thtligtios.

8 ES0325-G004 lies in the foreground of the Shapley supeeciuthe
original ACS data were obtained as part of an effort to meapeculiar
velocities in this region.
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Figure 8. Upper panel: result for ESO325-G004 compared to the
ayw—o relations from the SLACS lenses (T10), spectroscopic aimly
(CvD12b) and stellar dynamics (Cappellari et al 2013). Wghight the

o >300km s~ regime probed by ES0325-G004, in which both T10 and
CvD12b favour heavyweight IMFs on average. Lower panel:ivedgnt
comparison for thexw—[Mg/Fe] relation from CvD12b. The vertical axis
scale is not identical to the upper panel. Velocity and [Mg/&re as mea-
sured within an aperture dR.g /8 for ESO325-G004 and CvD12b, and
corrected to this aperture for T10 and Cappellari et al. 320h both fig-
ures, the red point represents a stacked spectrum of fowgiveadlipticals

in Virgo from van Dokkum & Conroy (2010). The orange point i8¥

of increasing IMF mass normalization with increasingeaching
a~2 ato >300kms *. As they also note, the observed scatter
is compatible witmo intrinsic dispersion around theyrw—o rela-
tion. The twelve galaxies with > 300km s~ ! (after aperture cor-
rection toR.s /8 as in Figuré B) have a meanw of 2.04, and a
x> of only 2.3 around this mean (Pyf_,; < 2.3)=0.003). At face
value, then, our measurement @f;w = 1.04+0.15 for ESO325—
G004, a galaxy with a similar velocity dispersion, is notyosig-
nificantly different from themeanSLACS anw, but is also in-
consistent with thelistribution of anw from SLACS at compara-
ble velocity dispersion. The small lensing mass of ESO3ZB4G
shows, at the very least, that notalt- 300km s~ ellipticals have
heavyweight IMFs, contrary to the implications of T10.

The SLACS analysis method differs in several ways from our
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approach, for example using only colour information to dethe
age and metallicity, rather than high-S/N spectroscopg, fating
a halo model directly to each lens using the measured veldisit
persion of the galaxy, instead of using simulation statsstAddi-
tionally, the lensing geometry of ESO325-G004 is quite iapipf
the average properties of SLACS sample lenses, due todtitfes
in selection/discovery methods.

The ES0325-G004 lens system differs from SLACS systems
in both the redshift of the lens and that of the source. The red
shift of ESO325-G004 is smaller than that of any SLACS lens,
and a factor of 7.5 smaller than the median forate 300km s~ *
SLACS lenses. Assuming only that dark matter follows a mare e
tended profile than the stellar mass, it follows that the dadtter
fraction within the Einstein radius is an increasing fuostof the
ratio Rgin/Rest. FOr ESO325-G004, this ratio is 0.23, compared
to a median of 0.62 for the twelve > 300km s~ SLACS lenses
(Auger et al. 2009). Hence in ES0325-G004, the dark-matter ¢
tribution is smaller, and all of the systematic and randoentain-
ties in modelling the dark matter are suppreElsed

At z, =2.141, the redshift of the source in ESO325-G004 is
much larger than that in any SLACS system. The absence of high
redshift sources in SLACS is a simple consequence of thearspec
scopic selection method: fer > 0.8-0.9, the 4 and [O1i1] lines
shift out of the SDSS spectral range; the single-linel[@bjects
provide a few higher redshift lenses, but there are none atl.1
For a given lens redshift and Einstein radius, a closer soime
plies a more massive lens galaxy, so the SLACS selectiorvef lo
redshift source galaxies potentially biases their sampleatds
lenses with large central (stellar plus dark matter) masdas ef-
fect could be the cause of the significant3r) anti-correlation be-
tweenanw and source redshift in the SLACS sample (Fiddre 9).
For the twelves > 300kms~* SLACS lenses, the mean source
redshift is 0.52, and the mean lens redshift is 0.26. If weirass
thato > 300km s~ galaxies actually span a wide rangenigw,
we can ask which values correspond to source redshifts that a
detectable in SDSS. Computing the geometric factorzfer0.26
and a range ot_, we find that the source-redshift selection limit
of z < 0.85 (for multiple-line source detection) imposes a linfit o
amw > 1.5 for these galaxies. Sourcesat 2, would correspond
to amw ~ 1.2, but are undiscoverable with the SLACS approach.
Hence SLACS might be selecting only the highestw galaxies
within a broad intrinsic distribution. A counter-argument this
suggestion is that Auger et al. (2010) find the SLACS lensxida
to follow the same Fundamental Plane correlations as dkfive
general SDSS samples, which would appear to argue agautst su
a bias, unless either the distributigvithin the plane was unrep-
resentative. A full investigation of source-redshift stilen bias is
beyond the scope of the present paper, but could likely beedar
out by generalizing the methods of Arneson, Brownstein & @&wol
(2012).

By contrast, our serendipitous morphological discovery of
arcs behind ESO325-G004, and subsequent spectroscomute se
the source redshift, is free from this “source-redshifésiHence,
if there is a very broad intrinsic distribution ofyw (or alterna-
tively, a distribution in deviations from the assumed daratter
halo properties), SLACS may select only those galaxieseatrtais-
sive extreme, while ES0325-G004 provides a single but negre r

9 Note that T10 report average dark-matter fractions of evid per cent,
but this is contingent upon a particular (spherical unamméed NFW) model
for the halos.
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Figure 9. Derived aprw versus source galaxy redshift for SLACS

and for ESO325-G004. Red points highlight the most massi&CS
lenses ¢ >300kms~!). The black curve shows the relationship be-
tween apnrw and source redshift through the lensing geometry factor
(f-=Ds/D)s), computed for the median lens redsh(f;) =0.26 of the
massive SLACS galaxies (shown as the vertical dashed Eme) normal-
ized to (anrw ) =2.04 found for these galaxies. The curve indicates the
implied o if these galaxies were lensing sources at other redshifies. T
source redshift limit imposed by the SDSS spectroscopiectieh trans-
lates to a limit ofaprw 2 1.5 for the highe SLACS lenses. Note that the
curve depends 0fi.,,s. The lowere SLACS systems (orange) have smaller
Zlens ON @verage, so these galaxies can lens low-redshift soavessfor
QMW 5 1.5.

resentative sample from the distribution. In this context mote
that Spiniello et al. (2011), analysing a morphologicatlgntified

o ~340kms~! lens with z, =2.38 (Belokurov et al. 2007), rule
out very heavy IMFs, while Milky-Way-like or Salpeter diikm-
tions are compatible with lensing and dynamical constsaifihis
result broadly supports our suggestion that different wdghof
selecting lenses may lead to different distributions fa tacov-
eredanw; further follow-up of large morphologically-defined lens
samples is required to test this possibility.

5.2 Comparison to CvD dwar f-star-indicator method

The spectroscopic method used by CvD12b is not sensitive ex-
plicitly to mass, but instead to the characteristic featwedwarf
stars in the integrated spectra of galaxies. The implioatifor
amw are derived assuming a three-part power-law IMF, fixed to
the Salpeter slope a/ > M, but allowed to vary to steeper or
shallower slopes at lower mass. CvD12b find an increasinmgltre
of amw as a function of velocity dispersion, and also as a func-
tion of the Mg/Fe abundance rdttb The CvD12b sample has few
galaxies at the high velocity dispersions and Mg/Fe raiiodi@r to
ES0325-G004. At > 300km s~ *, the sample contains only M87

10 These two properties are correlated. A fit foyw versus bothr and
[Mg/Fe] suggests the latter is dominant in driving the rielahip.
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Figure 10. The dwarf-sensitive Nafeature in ESO325-G004, compared
to models from CvD12a. Light grey sections indicate pixdfecied by
strong sky lines. All models shown hava/Fe]=+0.3 and age 13.5Gyr.
The spectra are normalized at the continuum regions of ttexidefined by
Spiniello et al. (2012), shown as black bars. The blue andrgeerrves are
Chabrier IMF models with solar and enhanced sodium aburegamespec-
tively. [Na/Fe] =+0.43 is the average obtained orz 300km s~ ! galax-
ies in SDSS by Conroy et al. (2013a). A bottom-heavy IMF mpdéth

x =3 (in the convention where the Salpeter slope is 2.3) is shiowed.
Matching the observed spectrum requires both3, and enhancement of
sodium (purple line). The:=3 IMF models would havexyrw > 2, and
hence would violate the lensing limits.

and a stacked spectrum of four Virgo cluster galaxies fragrotiig-
inal van Dokkum & Conroy (2010) study. These spectra botldyie
amw =& 2, in agreement with the SLACS results at similar velocity
dispersion. La Barbera et al. (2013) have analysed dwarithee
features in a stacked sample of early-type galaxies fromS§ RS-
suming single or broken power-law IMFs. As in CvD12b, thera i
strong trend ofvyrw With velocity dispersion. At ~ 300kms™*,
the best-fit broken-power-law IMF models havgrw =~ 1.7, simi-

lar to the CvD12b results at similat. Spiniello et al. (2013), using
a different set of spectral features, recover a weaker dispee of
IMF slope versusr, with slopes only mildly steeper than Salpeter
ato ~300kms~!.

Figure[8 compares ESO325-G004 with the CvD12b trends
in both theanw—o and theanw—[Mg/Fe] relations. For consis-
tency with CvD12b in placing ESO325-G004 on the horizontal
axis of the figures, we use the velocity dispersion and [Mp/Fe
ratio measured from a spectrum extracted from the VIMOS data
within a radius of Res /8. The abundance ratio is derived using
full-spectrum-fitting to the CvD12a models, allowing foriaion
in other relevant parameters (age, Fe/H, C/Fe). This aisaliedds
[Mg/Fe]=0.31-0.02 andsr =331+2km s~ !, where errors are de-
rived from repeatability over the separate VIMOS exposures

The lensing-derivedw,w for ESO325-G004 is inconsistent
with theaverageanw from CvD12b, for galaxies of similar prop-
erties. However, the intrinsic scatter at higls poorly determined,
so this discrepancy could simply indicate that ESO325-G®4a
lighter-than-average IMF within a broad underlying distition. In
this scenario, we would expect that this galaxy would aldalei
weaker dwarf-star signatures than average for massiveigala

To test this possibility, we have obtained a far-red spectru

of ESO325-G004 to measure the iNEeature and hence com-
pare dwarf-star indicators versus lensing constraintsctlir. We
observed ESO325-G004 with FORS2 (Appenzeller et al. 1998) a
UT1 of the VLT, on 2013 May 10. The observations were made
using the 1028z grism, with a 1.3 arcsec slit width, prowidan
wavelength coverage of 7730-958pwith 2.5A FWHM reso-
lution, sampled at 0.4 per pixel. The total exposure time was
1570s. To mimic a circular aperture measurement sampliag th
light within Rgin, we extracted the spectrum withih2.85 arcsec
from the galaxy centre, weighted linearly with distanceg-Fi
ure[I0 shows the Naregion in the resulting spectrum (which has
S/N = 150,5(1), in comparison with models from Conroy & van
Dokkum (20125]. The strength of Nain ESO325-G004 appears
similar to that in other higle elliptical galaxies (van Dokkum &
Conroy 2012; Conroy & van Dokkum 2012b; Ferreras et al. 2013)
The observed absorption is much stronger than in the mod#is w
Milky-Way-like IMF, even allowing for enhancement of sodiu
abundances by 0.43 dex (the averagesfer 300km s~ found by
Conroy, Graves & van Dokkum 2013). To reproduce the observed
NalI feature in the CvD12a models would require either a substan-
tially steeper IMF (e.g. a single power law with slope> 3 in the
convention where Salpeter has 2.35) or a larger enhancement
in sodium, or some combination of these effects. For the fidab
IMF, which is consistent with the lensing constraint, theliam
enhancement would have to be quite extreme, e.g. [Na/Rd].2,
which is not supported by the strength of the Na D absorptidhe
VIMOS spectrum..

Although a single power law witlt 2> 3 would certainly vio-
late the lensing mass constraint, it is conceivable that eerfiex-
ible IMF prescription as used by CvD12b would be able to repro
duce the observed Nawithout requiring excessive mass contri-
butions from low-mass stars. If so, it may be possible to tse t
lensing mass in combination with the spectroscopic sigeatto
probe the detailed shape of the IMF. For example La Barbera et
al. (2013) have shown a comparisonidt. / L derived from dwarf-
star indicators (including Nig against dynamical estimates, which
excludes single power laws, but yields consistent resutentwo-
part broken power-law IMFs are adopted. ESO325-G004 pesvid
an opportunity to conduct a similar test for an individualagg
using a robust external mass estifidte

In summary, our lensing measurementafw for ESO325—
G004 is inconsistent with the average derived from CvD12b fo
galaxies of similar properties. While it is possible that@25—
G004 is an outlier from a distribution afanw, the strong mea-
sured Na absorption does not support this interpretation, un-
less the sodium abundance is much larger than average for
o ~300km s~ 'ellipticals. The Na measurement suggests some
tension between the lensing mass and the IMF-sensitivetrapec
features for this galaxy, but further work is required befarfirm
conclusion can be drawn.

5.3 Comparison to stellar dynamics

We comment here briefly on comparison to recent dynamical est

11 Strictly, the models shown are updated versions, with ivgmicabun-
dance response functions.

12 While this paper was under review, Barnabe et al. (2013)ighdn an
analysis along these lines, constraining the slope andrass cut-off for
a power-law IMF in two SLACS lenses.
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mates of)M.. /L in early-type galaxy samples, and make a dynami-
cal estimate for the mass of ESO325-G004.

The upper panel of Figulg 8 includes the estimatedy—

o relation from Cappellari et al. (2013) derived from the A8&®
survey (from their figure 13, upper panel). The velocity digpons
have been increased by 10 per cent as an approximate apeiture
rection to R./8 in common with the other data sources plotted.
Cappellari et al. recover a much shalloweyw—o relation than
T10, but it should be noted that Atlas3D and SLACS overlapy onl
for ¢ =200-30Ckm s~ *, and in this interval the agreement is fairly
close. ESO325-G004 does not lie within #heange probed by
Atlas3D. Extrapolation of the Cappellari et al. trend woslag-
gest a Salpeter-likanw ~ 1.5. Allowing also for possible intrin-
sic scatter (estimated as 20 per cent at lowgrESO325-G004 is
marginally consistent with the Cappellari et al. trend.

A smaller dynamical study of ellipticals in the Coma and
Abell 262 clusters (Thomas et al. 2011; Wegner et al. 2012sfin
a trend which appears more similar to the SLACS trend, with av
erageanw ~ 2 for the five Coma galaxies with > 300km s~ *
(after aperture correction tBeg /8).

We can make a crude estimate of the dynamical
mass of ES0325-G004 using the virial mass estimator,
Mayn =502 Regs /G, where ogg is the velocity dispersion
estimated within the effective radius. Using the measurald h
light radius of 8.5kpc andrgg =310kms~! (allowing for an
8 per cent aperture correction froRgi, t0 Rgg), this estimator
yields Mgy, =9.441.3x 10" M. The error is derived from the
galaxy-to-galaxy scatter of 14 per cent found by Cappe#aml.
2006 through comparison to masses derived from Schwaitdsch
models. This quantity should represent the total mass mottted
to large radius. From the luminosity profile, we find that 18 pe
cent of the total flux is projected inside the Einstein radassfor
constant mass-to-light ratio, thdynamicalestimate of Mgy is
1.740.2x 10" M, which is consistent with the lensing estimate.
Note that Mgi, from lensing is a much more direct and robust
measurement of the mass enclosed within a small apertuerewh
dark-matter contributions are small and the stellar pdpria well
determined. The value efyw from lensing should thus be more
reliable and accurate than dynamical estimates.

5.4 A possible correlation with compactness?

While this paper was under revision, Lasker et al. (2013) re
ported detailed dynamical models for an unusually-comp#igt-
tical (“b19”) with o ~360km s~*, which appear to require a very
heavy IMF @ ~ 2). The striking contrast between ES0325-G004
and b19 (which has similar velocity dispersion but times higher
luminosity surface density) is suggestive of a possibleatation

of anrw with galaxy compactness.

Also during revision of our paper, Conroy et al. (2013b) pub-
lished averagexnrw from dwarf-star indicators and dynamical es-
timates, for a sample of compact elliptical galaxies in SDE&ir
sample definition selects the6 per cent densest early-type galax-
ies, based on stellar mass surface density. For such gatheieon-
tribution of dark matter within the SDSS fibre is sufficiensiyall
to justify assuming mass follows light in the dynamical misde
A consistent trend of increasingvrw with increasingo is recov-
ered using both methods, but both dynamics and spectrairésat
yield systematically largefnw for compact ellipticals than found
for the CvD12b sample. For example in the highedtin, with
0 ~300kms™", the dwarf-star-indicators suggeginw) = 2.3,
compared tov1.7 at the same velocity dispersion in CvD12b.
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Both of these recent advances imply that the IMF may vary
among galaxies of similar velocity dispersion, in a way ikator-
related with galaxy compactness, and hence presumabl tieth
gree of dissipation in the early formation history. Accangtfor
this modulation may eventually help reconcile ESO325-G0ibd
results from other studies.

6 CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have presented new data on the ESO325-G004
lens system, which demonstrate ttids giant elliptical galaxy does
nothave a very heavy IMF of the type suggested for similar galax-
ies in several recent works, in particular T10 and CvD12a Th
IMF mass normalisation, relative to the Milky Way (Kroupa) i
avmw =1.04+0.15, consistent with either a Chabrier or a Kroupa
IMF. An IMF heavier than Salpeterfw > 1.55) is disfavoured

at the>99.8 per cent level. This result is robust against a range of
possible systematic errors, and to the treatment of dartematn-
tributions. Even if we attribute all of the lensing mass tarst the
IMF is lighter than Salpeter at the 98 per cent confidencd.leve

One explanation for the difference between our result and
those favouring heavyweight IMFs is simply that ESO325-4600
is unusual among massive ellipticals: i.e. on average satixg
ies haveanw ~ 2, but there is some intrinsic scatter around this
value, and the closest-known strong lensing ellipticalpess to
have a much lighter IMF. This possibility cannot be excludaat
we have highlighted two lines of evidence to the contramsti-the
high-o SLACS lensesll haveanw = 2, apparently witmointrin-
sic scatter (and indeed an observed scatter almost too stz
consistent with the errors). This suggests that the ESO3264
differs systematically from the SLACS sample lenses, pesttae
to the different selection/discovery methods involvedc@el, the
strong Na feature observed in ESO325-G004 suggests that this
galaxy is similar to other massive ellipticals in having anbed
dwarf-sensitive spectral features. As we have indicatéal) anal-
ysis of these features is required before firm conclusiomshbza
drawn, but since a Milky-Way-like IMF does not match the INa
data without extreme Na/Fe ratios, there appears to be sarsh
between the two methods for this galaxy. We have noted the ver
recent hints that compact galaxies have heavier IMFs (&nghy
than normal ellipticals, which could help to resolve soméhefse
apparent disagreements.

Observations of a single galaxy cannot provide a definitive a
swer as to whether massive ellipticals, as a class, formeddtars
according to a mass distribution different from that in thék
Way. Nevertheless, the unique properties of ESO325-G0®4, t
nearest-known strong-lensing galaxy, provide an imporapor-
tunity to inter-compare and calibrate the various methddsoo-
straining the IMF. In future work, we intend to exploit fueththe
the dwarf-star indicators measurable both from existint ded
from infra-red spectroscopy with KMOS (Sharples et al. 20¥&
will also use the IFU data to build dynamical models, subjethe
lensing constraints, as a further probe of the mass disiibin
ES0325-G004.
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