
ar
X

iv
:a

st
ro

-p
h/

04
03

25
4v

2 
 1

7 
M

ar
 2

00
4

Astronom y & Astrophysicsm anuscriptno.aa0035_c2 M arch 20,2024

(DO I:willbe inserted by hand later)

O n the contribution ofm icrolensing to X-ray variability of

high-redshifted Q SO s

A.F.Zakharov1;2;3;4,L.�C.Popovi�c5;6;7,P.Jovanovi�c5;7

1
NationalAstronom icalO bservatories,Chinese Academ y ofSciences,100012,Beijing,China,

2 Institute ofTheoreticaland Experim entalPhysics,25,B.Cherem ushkinskaya st.,M oscow,117259,Russia
3
Astro Space Centre ofLebedev PhysicsInstitute,M oscow

4
Isaac Newton Institute ofChile,M oscow Branch

5 Astronom icalO bservatory,Volgina 7,11160 Beograd,Serbia
6
AstrophysikalischesInstitutPotsdam ,An derSternwarte 16,14482 Potsdam ,G erm any

7
Isaac Newton Institute ofChile,Yugoslavia Branch

Received / accepted

Abstract.W e consider a contribution ofm icrolensing to the X-ray variability ofhigh-redshifted Q SO s.Such an

e�ect could be caused by stellar m ass objects (SM O ) located in a bulge or/and in a halo ofthis quasar as well

as at cosm ologicaldistances between an observer and a quasar.Here,we not consider m icrolensing caused by

de
ectors in our G alaxy since it is well-known from recent M ACHO ,ERO S and O G LE observations that the

corresponding opticaldepth for the G alactic halo and the G alactic bulge is lower than 10
� 6
.Cosm ologically

distributed gravitational m icrolenses could be localized in galaxies (or even in bulge or halo of gravitational

m acrolenses) orcould be distributed in a uniform way.W e have analyzed both casesofsuch distributions.Asa

resultofouranalysis,weobtained thattheopticaldepth form icrolensing caused by stellarm assobjectsisusually

sm allforquasarbulge and quasarhalo gravitationalm icrolensdistributions(� � 10
� 4
).O n the otherhand,the

opticaldepth for gravitationalm icrolensing caused by cosm ologically distributed de
ectors could be signi�cant

and could reach 10
� 2

� 0:1 at z � 2. This m eans that cosm ologically distributed de
ectors m ay contribute

signi�cantlly to the X-ray variability ofhigh-redshifted Q SO s (z > 2).Considering that the upper lim it ofthe

opticaldepth (� � 0:1) corresponds to the case where dark m atter form s cosm ologically distributed de
ectors,

observationsoftheX-ray variationsofunlensed Q SO scan beused fortheestim ation ofthedark m atterfraction

ofm icrolenses.
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1.Introduction

TheX-ray radiation ofActiveG alacticNuclei(AG Ns),in

the continuum aswellasin spectrallines,hasrapid and

irregularvariability (see e.g.M arshalletal.(1981);Barr,

M ushotzky (1986);Lawrence & Papadakis(1993);G reen

et al.(1993);Turner et al.(1999);W eaver et al.(2001);

M annersetal.(2002),etc.).X-ray
ux variabilityhaslong

been known to be a com m on property ofactive galactic

nuclei(AG Ns),e.g.Ariel5 and HEAO 1 �rst revealed

long-term (daysto years)variability in AG Nsand by un-

interrupted observationsofEXO SAT rapid (thousandsof

seconds) variability was also established as com m on in

these sources(see,forexam ple reviewsby M ushotzky et

al.(1993);Ulrich etal.(1993)and referencestherein).X-

ray 
ux variationsareobserved on tim escalesfrom � 1000
sto years,and am plitude variationsofup to an orderof

Send o�printrequeststo:Popovi�cL.,e-m ail:lpopovic@aip.de

m agnitudeareobserved in the� 0.1-10keV band.Itwas

�rstsuggested by Barr& M ushotzky (1986)thatthe
ux

variation ofan AG N is inversely proportionalto its lu-

m inosity.Lawrence & Papadakis(1993)and G reen etal.

(1993) con�rm ed the variability-lum inosity relationship,

�nding thatthe variability am plitude (�) varieswith lu-

m inosity as� = L
� �
X

with � � 0:3.Recently,M annerset

al.(2002)analyzed thevariabilityofasam pleof156radio-

quietquasarstaken from theRO SAT archive,considering

thetrendsin variability oftheam plitudewith lum inosity

and with redshift.They found that there was evidences

fora growth in AG N X-ray variability am plitudetowards

high redshift(z)in thesensethatAG Nsofthesam eX-ray

lum inosity were m ore variable at z > 2.They explained

the�vs.z trend assum ing thatthehigh-redshifted AG Ns

accreted ata largerfraction ofthe Eddington lim itthan

the low-redshifted ones.

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0403254v2
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O n theotherhand,thecontribution ofm icrolensingto

AG N variability wasconsidered in m any papers(see e.g.

Hawkins (1993,2002);W am bsganss(2001a,b);Zakharov

(1997a),and referencestherein).M oreover,recently X-ray

m icrolensing ofAG N hasbeen considered (Popovi�cetal.

2001a;Takahashietal.2001;Chartasetal.2002a;Popovi�c

etal.2003;Daietal. 2003).Taking into accountthatthe

X-raysofAG Nsare generated in the innerm ostand very

com pactregion ofan accretion disc,theX-rayradiation in

thecontinuum aswellasin a linecan bestrongly a�ected

by m icrolensing (Popovi�cetal.2003).1

Recentobservationsofthreelenssystem sseem to sup-

portthisidea (O shim a etal.2002;Chartasetal.2002a;

Daietal. 2003).Popovi�cetal.(2003)showed thatobjects

in a foreground galaxy with very sm allm assescan cause

strong changes in the X-ray line pro�le.This fact m ay

indicate thatthe observationalprobability ofX-ray vari-

ation dueto m icrolensing eventsishigherthan in theUV

and opticalradiation ofAG Ns.It is connected with the

factthattypicalsizesofX-ray em ission regionsarem uch

sm allerthan typicalsizesofthose producing opticaland

UV bands.Typicalopticaland UV em ission region sizes

could be com parable or even larger than Einstein radii

ofm icrolenses and therefore m icrolenses m agnify only a

sm allpartoftheregionem ittingin theopticalorUV band

(see e.g.Popovi�c etal.(2001b);Abajasetal.(2002),for

UV and opticalspectrallineregion).Thisisreason thatit

could bea very tiny e�ectfrom an observerpointofview.

The aim ofthis paper is to discuss the contribution

ofm icrolensing to the relation � vs.z for X-ray radia-

tion consideringtherecentresultsgiven by M annersetal.

(2002)and Popovi�c etal.(2003).In the nextsection we

willconsiderthe opticaldepth.

2.The opticaldepth

The optical depth � (the chance of seeing a m icrolens

(M L)) is the probability that at any instant of tim e a

sourceiscovered by theEinstein ring ofa de
ector.Here

we willconsider de
ectors from the host bulge and halo

aswellasatcosm ologicaldistancesbetween an observer

and source.W e willnotconsiderm icrolensing caused by

G alactic m icrolenses since it is well-known from recent

M ACHO ,ERO S and O G LE observations that the cor-

responding opticaldepth for G alactic halo and G alactic

bulge is lower than 10� 6. Therefore, by analogy, one

could expectthatthe opticaldepth form icrolensing due

to objects in the halo or/and bulge ofa quasar is sm all

(sim ilarto the opticaldepth form icrolensing in G alaxy).

However,it would be appropriate to present som e m ore

accurate estim atesforopticaldepthsform icrolensing by

1
Sim ulations ofX-ray line pro�les are presented in a num -

berofpapers,see,forexam ple,Zakharov & Repin (2002a,b,c,

2003a,c) and references therein,in particular Zakharov et al.

(2003) showed that an inform ation about m agnetic �led m ay

beextracted from X-ray lineshapeanalysis;Zakharov & Repin

(2003b)discussed signaturesofX-ray lineshapesforhighly in-

clined accretion disks.

bulge/halo objectsassum ing reasonable density distribu-

tion m odels ofQ SO s.The reason for this is that,as we

m entioned above,the X-ray em ission regions are m uch

sm aller than UV/optical ones, and cosm ologically dis-

tributed sm all m ass de
ectors or de
ectors from Q SO

bulge/halo can producesigni�cantm agni�cation in X-ray

radiation,butitwillnothappen in theUV/opticalband.

Below we willdem onstrate such variationsofparam eters

thatcould cause som e rise ofopticaldepth in bulge/halo

ofa Q SO .

2.1.QuasarBulge m icrolenses

In this section we consider gravitational m icrolensing

caused by stellarm assobjectsin thebulgeofan observed

quasar.O fcourse,to calculate an opticaldepth we have

to know the radialm assdensity distribution in the Q SO

bulge.In this case the opticaldepth could be evaluated

by the integral

� �
4�G

c2

Z R

0

�(r)rdr; (1)

where R is the bulge radius.For qualitative discussions

of the opticaldepth range we m ake the assum ption of

constant m ass density (see also Popovi�c et al.(2003)).

Evaluating thisintegral,weobtain

� �
2�G

c2
�0R

2 =
3G

2c2

M bulge

R
; (2)

where�0 =
3M bulge

4�R 3
istheaveragedensity ofthebulge.It

isclearthatthem axim alopticaldepth correspondsto the

m ost com pact galactic bulge for a �xed bulge m ass.For

an estim ate ofthe bulgem assusecan be m ade ofscaling

from the black hole m ass;(M cLure & Dunlop 2002)give

M bh = 0:0012M bulge,and (Shields etal.2003)M bulge =

102:8M bh. However,for Seyfert 1 galaxies ratios of the

centralblackholem assand thebulgem asscould beabout

1 � 10� 4 (Bian & Zhao 2003).W e can derive an upper

lim it from the estim ate by Czerny et al.(2001)that for

AG N M bulge � 1012M � (with M A G N � 1013M � (Shields

et al.2003)).Schade et al.(2000) found typicalvalues

for the radiiofAG N bulges in the range 1{10 kpc.So,

using the lower lim it for the AG N bulge radius and the

totalm ass estim ation M tot,we obtain an upper lim it of

the opticaldepth for m icrolensing by bulge stellar m ass

objectsof�bulge � 3:5� 10� 5.Thisupper lim itisabout

the value evaluated earlier(Popovi�c etal.2003)and the

contribution to the totalopticaldepth for m icrolensing

issm all.M icrolensing would thusbe detectable only in a

sm allfraction ofquasars.

2.2.QuasarHalo m icrolenses
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2.2.1.Singularisotherm alsphere m odel

Here we assum e a m assdensity distribution described by

a singularisotherm alspherem odel,nam ely

�(y)=

( �0r

y2
; r� y � R;

0; y > R ory < r;

; (3)

whereristheinnerand R istheouterradiusofhalo,and

�0 isthe m assdensity atthe innerradiusr,

�halo �
4�G

c2

Z R

r

�
D d(D s � D d)

D s

dD d; (4)

Evaluating thisintegral,weobtain

�halo �
4�G

c2
�0r

2 ln
R

r
: (5)

The halo m asscan be expressed as

M halo =

Z R

r

�0r
2

y2
4�y2dy = 4��0r

2
R: (6)

Thus,

�0 =
M halo

4�r2R
(7)

and

�halo �
G

c2

M halo

R
ln
R

r
: (8)

Typicalhalom assesarein therange1011� 1014M � range

(Bullock etal.2001;Ferrarese2002)and typicalhaloradii

are R are � few � 102 kpc (K lypin etal.2002;Ferrarese

2002),and typicalinnerradiir� afew � 10kpc(Ferrarese
2002),we can estim ate the opticaldepth using these val-

ues.Assum ing that M halo = 1014M � ,R � 102 kpc and

r� 5 kpcwe obtain �halo � �bulge � 7� 10� 5.

2.2.2.Navarro { Frenk { W hitehalo (NFW )pro�les

Letuscalculate the opticaldepth forNavarro { Frenk {

W hite (NFW )halo pro�lesofm assdensity distributions.

A two-param eterform for halo pro�les was proposed by

Navarro etal.(1995,1996,1997)

�N FW (r)=
�s

(r=rs)(1+ r=rs)
2
; (9)

where rs is a characteristic inner radius and �s is the

corresponding inner density,�s = 4�N FW (rs) and �s =

�N FW (0:466rs)(Bullock etal.2001),where0:466rs isthe

approxim atesolution oftheequation

(r=rs)
3 + 2(r=rs)

2 + (r=rs)� 1= 0: (10)

Navarro et al.(1995,1996,1997) showed that these

halopro�lesprovideagood �toveralargerangeofm asses

and forseveralcosm ologicalscenarios(includinga
atcos-

m ologicalm odelwith 
m = 0:3and 
� = 0:7).Bullock et

al.(2001)con�rm ed thesuccessofthism odelatz = 0,but

m entioned thattheNFW m odelsigni�cantlyover-predicts

the concentration ofhalosatearly tim es z > 1 and sug-

gested som e m odi�cations ofthe NFW m odel.However,

wewilluse the standard NFW m odel.

O necan calculatethe halo m ass

M halo = 4��sr
3
sA(cvir); (11)

where

A(cvir)= ln(1+ cvir)�
1+ cvir

cvir
(12)

and cvir = R=rs.Using Eq.(4)and theNFW halo pro�le,

oneobtains

�halo �
2�G

c2
�sr

2
s (13)

and substituting �s from Eq.(11)

�halo =
M halo

4�r2sA(cvir)
(14)

weobtain

�halo �
G

c2

M halo

2rsA(cvir)
: (15)

Since typicalcvir values are in the range 5{30,A(cvir)

variesin therange1{3,and rs � afew � 10kpc(Ferrarese
2002).Assum ingM = 1014� M � ,rs = 3kpc,A(cvir)= 2,

we obtained �halo � 4 � 10� 4. Therefore, the optical

depth estim ates by Popovi�c et al.(2003) are realistic if

we considerobjectsinside the halo and/orbulge.W e re-

callthatthey found the opticaldepth to be in the range

10� 4 � 10� 3.

2.3.Cosm ologicaldistribution ofm icrolenses

To estim ate the opticaldepth we willuse the point size

sourceapproxim ation foran em ittingregion ofX-rayradi-

ation.Itm eansthatthe sizeofem itting region issm aller

than thisEinstein { Chwolson radius.Thisapproxim ation

is used com m only to investigate m icrolensing in optical

and UV bands.ThetypicalEinstein { Chwolson radiusof

alenscan beexpressed in thefollowingway (W am bsganss

2001a)

rEC =

r
4G M

c2

D sD ls

D l

� 4� 1016
p
M =M � cm ; (16)

where "typical" lens and source redshift ofz � 0:5 and

z � 2 were chosen, M is the lens m ass, D l, D s and

D ls areangulardiam eterdistancesbetween observerand

lens,observerand source,lensand source respectively.A

typicalquasar size is param eterized in units of1015 cm

(W am bsganss2001a).Sincethepointsizesourceapproxi-

m ation foran em itting region isreasonableforopticaland

for UV bands,and as it is generally adopted thatX-ray

radiation isform ed in theinnerpartsofaccretion diskswe

can usethisan approxim ation forX-raysources.However,

letusm akesom e estim ates.The relevantlength scale for

m icrolensing in the sourceplaneforthissam ple

R EC = rEC
D s

D l

� 1� 1017 cm : (17)
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Even if we consider a superm assive black hole in

the center of the quasar M SM B H = 109M � , then its

Schwarzschild radius is rg = 3 � 1014 cm and assum ing

thattheem ission region fortheX-ray radiation islocated

near the black hole rem ission < 100rg = 3 � 1016 cm ,

we obtain that rem ission < R EC ,therefore the point size

sourceapproxim ation can be adopted fortheX-ray em it-

tingregion.2 Notethatsom etim esthisapproxim ationcan-

notbe used when the m icrolensliesin the bulge orhalo

ofa quasar (see previous subsections),because then the

Einstein { Chwolson radiuswould beaboutseveralastro-

nom icalunits,since we have D l � D s,D ls < < D s from

Eqs.(16,17),

R EC � rEC ;

and

R EC � 9au

�
M

M �

� 1=2 �
D ls

10kpc

� 1=2

� 1014 cm : (18)

In this case one has to take into account the size ofthe

X-ray em ission region.

To evaluate the opticaldepth,we assum e a sourcelo-

cated atredshiftz.

The expression foropticaldepth hasbeen taken from

W ang,Stebbins & Turner (1996);Turner et al.(1984);

Fukugita and Turner(1991)

�
p

L
=
3

2


L

�(z)

Z z

0

dw
(1+ w)3[�(z)� �(w)]�(w)

p

0(1+ w)3 + 
�

; (19)

where
L isthe m atterfraction in com pactlenses,

�(z)=

Z z

0

dw

(1+ w)2
p

0(1+ w)3 + 
�

; (20)

isthe a�ne distance(in unitsofcH � 1
0 ).

W e willuse som e realistic cosm ologicalparam etersto

evaluate the integral(19).According to the cosm ologi-

calSN (Supernova)Ia data and cosm ic m icrowave back-

ground (CM B) anisotropy one can take 
� � 0:7;
0 �
0:3 (Perlm utteretal.1999;Bond etal.2001;Balbi2001;

Lahav 2002;Peebles 2002).Recent CM B anisotropy ob-

servations by the W M AP satellite team have con�rm ed

im portant aspects of the current standard cosm ological

m odel,the W M AP team determ ined 
� � 0:73;
0 �
0:27 (Bennett et al. 2003;Spergel et al. 2003) for the

"best" �t of cosm ological param eters (see also Bridle

et al. (2003) for discussion). Therefore we will assum e


0 = 0:3 and 
0 = 0:2 as realistic cases.Ifwe assum e

2 For exam ple, Chartas et al. (2002a) found evidence for

X-ray m icrolensing in the gravitationally lensed quasar M G

J0414+ 0534 (z = 2:639), where according to their esti-

m ates M SM B H is in the range 3:6 � 106(�=0:2)2 and 1:1 �

10
7
(�=0:2)

2
M � (� � 1). Therefore a typical em ission re-

gion is m uch sm aller than the Einstein { Chwolson radius

R E C , since following Chartas et al. (2002a) one could as-

sum e that the em itting region corresponds to (10 � 1000)rg

or� 1:5� 10
14
� 1:5� 10

16
cm fora 10

8
M � black hole.
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Fig.1.The calculated opticaldepth asa function ofred-

shiftfordi�erentvalue 
 L and 
0.

thatm icrolensing iscaused by starswe have to take into

account cosm ologicalconstraints on baryon density.Big

Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) calculations together with

observationaldataabouttheabundanceof2D givethefol-

lowingconstraintson thecosm icbaryon density (O ’M eara

etal.2001;Burles,Nollett& Turner2001;Turner2002)


bh
2 = 0:02� 0:002; (21)

taking into accountthe Hubble constantestim ation h =

0:72 � 0:08 (Freedm an et al.2001).However,Parodiet

al.(2000);Tam m ann & Reindl(2002a,b)givelowerlim its

for h = 0:585� 0:063.Therefore,using for exam ple the

estim ate by Freedm an et al.(2001)one could obtain for

the cosm icbaryon density (Turner2002)


b = 0:039� 0:0075: (22)
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Table 1.The calculated opticaldepth as a function of

redshiftfordi�erentvaluesof
 L and 
0 = 0:3.

zn
 L 0.01 0.05 0.10

0.5 0.001100 0.005499 0.010998

1.0 0.004793 0.023967 0.047934

1.5 0.010310 0.051550 0.103100

2.0 0.016196 0.080980 0.161959

2.5 0.021667 0.108334 0.216669

3.0 0.026518 0.132590 0.265180

3.5 0.030770 0.153852 0.307703

4.0 0.034504 0.172521 0.345042

4.5 0.037804 0.189018 0.378037

5.0 0.040742 0.203712 0.407424

Using CM B anisotropy data ofthe BO O M ERANG and

M AXIM A-1experim entsStom poretal.(2001)found that


bh
2 = 0:033� 0:013: (23)

An analysis ofrecent W M AP data on CM B anisotropy

givesasthe best�t(Spergeletal.2003)


bh
2 = 0:0224� 0:0009; (24)

which isveryclosetotheBBN constraints,butwith m uch

sm allererrorbars.

Therefore,the cases with 
0 = 0:3 and 
L = 0:05

(
L = 0:01) can be adopted as realistic (the top panel

in Fig.1,here we assum e that alm ostallbaryon m atter

and a sm allfraction ofnon-baryon m atter can form m i-

crolenses (
L = 0:05),or,alternatively,that about 25%

ofbaryon m atter form s such m icrolenses (
L = 0:01)).

However,forboth casesand fordistantobjects(z � 2:0)

theopticaldepth could reach � 0:01� 0:1(seeTable1and
Fig.1).Ifabout30% ofnon-baryonic dark m atterform s

objectswith stellarm asses,
L = 0:1can beadopted,and

then � � 0:2 atz � 2.Theopticaldepthsforrealisticval-

uesof
L asa function ofredshiftsarepresented in Table

1.Them iddleand bottom panelsofFig.1 show theopti-

caldepth asa function ofredshiftforchosen cosm ological

param eters(densities).

Recently,W yithe& Turner(2002a)considered proba-

bility distributionsforthe caseswhen lensing objectsare

concentrated in galaxies.The authors found that about

1% ofhigh-redshift sources (z � 3) are m icrolensed by

starsatany tim e.Them icrolensing rateby starsin ellip-

tical/S0galaxiesis10tim eshigherthan in spiralgalaxies.

M ultipleim aged sourcesdom inatethestellarm icrolensing

statistics.However,ifCDM halos are com posed ofcom -

pact objects,W yithe & Turner (2002a) concluded that

the m icrolensing rate should be about0.1,i.e.� 1 high-

redshiftsourceoutof10 ism icrolensed atany tim e.

W yithe & Turner(2002b)calculated variability rates

for a hypotheticalsurvey.Let us recalltheir results.For

a lim iting quasarm agnitude m B = 21 the authorsfound

thattheprobability thataquasarcould show avariability

largerthan m B = 0:5duetom icrolensingbystarsisabout

2 � 10� 3 (the cosm ologicaldensity of stars is assum ed

to be equalto 
� = 0:005).90% ofthese events are in

m ultiple-im aged system s.Therefore,m icrolensesin gravi-

tationallensesform ing m ultiple-im aged quasarsdom inate

in these statistics.Assum ing thata dark halo (truncated

so thatthe totalm assdensity equalsthe criticaldensity)

isalsocom posed ofcom pactobjects,thefraction ofquasar

im ageswhich exhibitm icrolensing variability largerthan

m B = 0:5risesto� 10% .Thus,W yithe& Turner(2002b)

pointed outthatthe com parison oflensed and un-lensed

quasarswillprovidea powerfultestfordark com pactob-

jectsin the halo.

2.4.M icrolensing ofgravitationally lensed objects

Justafterthediscoveryofthe�rstm ultiple-im aged quasar

Q SO 0957+ 561 A,B by W alsh et al.(1979) the idea of

m icrolensing by low m assstarsin a heavy halo wassug-

gested by G ott(1981).Firstevidenceofquasarm icrolens-

ingwasfound byIrwinetal.(1989).Now thereisanum ber

ofknown gravitationallenssystem s(Claeskens& Surdej

2002;Browneetal.2003)and som eofthem show evidence

form icrolensing (W am bsganss2001a).

In this subsection we consider the opticaldepth for

gravitational m icrolensing in m ultiple-im aged quasars.

There is cum bersom e approaches to calculate probabil-

ity forthiscase.See forexam ple,the papersby Deguchi

& W atson (1987);Seitz et al.(1994);Seitz & Schneider

(1994);Neindorf(2003).Herewewillpresentsom erough

estim ates for such a phenom enon,using calculations by

Turner(1990);W ang,Stebbins& Turner(1996)fora 
at

universewith �-term .According to Turner(1990)optical

depth form acrolensing

�G L =
F

30

�Z y

1

dw

(
0w
3 � 
0 + 1)1=2

�3

; (25)

wherezQ = y� 1 (zQ isthe quasarredshift)and

F = 16�3n0

�
c

H 0

� 3 �
�

c

�4
; (26)

F characterizes the gravitationallens e�ectiveness,� is

the one-dim ensionalvelocity dispersion and n0 isthe co-

m ovingspacedensity.Accordingto Turner(1990);Turner

etal.(1984)the e�ectivenessF can be chosen to be F =

0:15.Aswasshown byTurner(1990),forthem ostpopular

cosm ologicalm odel
0 = 0:3 and a distantquasarzQ = 2

theopticaldepth could beabout0:01.In Fig.2theoptical

depth as a function ofcosm ologicalredshift is given.As

onecan seefrom Fig.2,theopticaldepth hassim ilartrend

asin the caseofcosm ologically distributed objects.

Ifwetry to �nd them icrolensing phenom enon in m ul-

tiply im aged quasars, we should recall that W yithe &

Turner (2002b) showed that if we restrict ourselves to

quasarsforwhich thesum ofthem acro-im agesisbrighter

than m B = 21, one im age in three m ultiply im aged

quasars should vary by m ore than 0.5 m ag during 10

yearsofm onitoring.Thism eansthatroughlyspeakingthe

probability ofm icrolensing form ultipleim aged quasarsis

about0.3.
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Fig.2. The calculated optical depth for gravitational

m acrolensing �G L as a function ofredshift for the m ost

realisticcosm ologicalm atterdensity 
0 = 0:3.

2.5.Observed featuresofm icrolensing forquasars

M orethan 10yearsagoHawkins(1993)(seealsoHawkins

(1996,2002))putforward theidea thatnearly allquasars

are being m icrolensed.Recently,Hawkins (2002) consid-

ered three basic m odels to explain AG N variability:the

disc instability m odelproposed by Rees(1984),the star-

burst m odeldeveloped by Aretxaga & Terlevich (1994)

as an alternative,and �nally the idea that the observed

variations are not intrinsic to the AG N,but a result of

gravitationalm icrolensing by stellar m ass objects along

the line ofsight (Hawkins 1993).Suggesting that di�er-

entm echanism sdom inate in di�erentlum inosity regim es

Hawkins(2002)divided AG N into two categories,quasars

with M B < � 23 and Seyfertgalaxieswith M B > � 23.

To distinguish di�erentm odelsofvariability Hawkins

(2002) used quantitative predictions for the statistics

of AG N variability based on structure functions of

K awaguchietal.(1998).Hawkins(2002)analyzed about

1500 quasarsin the central19 deg2 ofESO /SERC Field

287 up to m agnitude B J = 22,and 610 have been con-

�rm ed with redshifts. The structure function was cal-

culated for a sam ple of401 quasars from the survey of

Hawkins(1996).Forcom parison heconsidered theresults

ofm onitoring Seyfertgalaxy NG C 5548 and a sam ple of

45 Seyfertgalaxiefrom the survey ofHawkins(1996).He

calculated structurefunctionsslopesoftwo classofAG N

and found thattheslopeis0:36� 0:02forSeyfertgalaxies

and 0:2� 0:01 forquasars.Since the m odelprescriptions

give structure function slopesof0:83� 0:08 forthe star-

burstm odel,0:44� 0:03forthediscinstability m odeland

0:25� 0:03 form icrolensing,the observationalresultsfa-

vorthediscinstability m odelforSeyfertgalaxies,and the

m icrolensing m odelfor quasars.The starburst and disc

instability m odelsareruled outforquasars,whilethem i-

crolensing m odelisin good agreem entwith the observa-

tions.As was shown by Hawkins (1996) the cosm ologi-

caldensity ofm icrolensesshould be com parablewith the

criticaldensity or at least with 
m � 0:3.However,the

analysisofthestructuralfunction only cannotcon�rm or

rule out the hypothesis ofm icrolensing origin ofquasar

variability,butitisan additionalargum entin favorofthe

m icrolensing m odel.

3.D iscussion

As was m entioned earlier by Popovi�c et al.(2003) the

probability ofm icrolensing by starsorothercom pactob-

jects in halos and bulges ofquasars is very low (about

10� 4� 10� 3).However,forcosm ologically distributed m i-

crolenses it could reach 10� 2 � 0:1 at z � 2.The upper

lim it� � 0:1 correspondsto thecasewherecom pactdark

m atter form s cosm ologically distributed m icrolenses.As

onecan seefrom Fig.1,in thiscasethe opticaldepth for

the considered value of
0 is around 0.1 for z > 2.This

indicatesthatsuch a phenom enon could be observed fre-

quently,but only for distant sources (z � 2).M oreover,

it is in good agreem entwith the trend in the variability

am plitude with redshiftfound by M anners et al.(2002),

whereAG Nsofthe sam eX-ray lum inosity arem orevari-

ableatz > 2.

To investigate distortions ofspectralline shapes due

to m icrolensing (Popovi�c et al.2003)the m ost realcan-

didates are m ultiply im aged quasars, since the corre-

sponding probability could be about 0.3 (for m agni�ca-

tion ofone im age �m = 0:5 during 10 years).However,

these cases the sim ple point-like m icrolens m odel m ay

not be very good approxim ation (W am bsganss 2001a,b)

and one should use a num ericalapproach,such as the

M ICRO LENS ray tracing program , developed by J.

W am bsganss(W yithe & Turner 2002b),or som e analyt-

icalapproach for m agni�cation near caustic curves like

folds(Schneider1992;Fluke& W ebster1999)ornearsin-

gular caustic points like cusps (Schneider & W eiss 1992;

M ao 1992;Zakharov 1995,1997b,1999) as was realized

by Yonehara (2001).

If we believe in the observational argum ents of

Hawkins(2002)thatthevariabilityofasigni�cantfraction

ofdistantquasarsiscaused by m icrolensing,the analysis

ofthepropertiesofX-ray lineshapesdueto m icrolensing

(Popovi�cetal.2003)isa powerfultoolto con�rm orrule

outHawkins’(2002)conclusions.

As it was m entioned,the probability that the shape

ofthe Fe K � line is distorted (or am pli�ed) is highest

in gravitationally lensed system s.Actually,thisphenom -

ena was discovered by O shim a et al.(2002);Daiet al.

(2003);Chartasetal.(2002a,b,2004)who found evidence

for such an e�ect for Q SO H1413+ 117 (the Cloverleaf,

z = 2:56), Q SO 2237+ 0305 (the Einstein Cross, z =

1:695),M G J0414+ 0534 (z = 2:64)and possibly forBAL

Q SO 08279+ 5255 (z = 3:91).Letusconsiderquasarslo-

cated atthesam eredshiftsasthegravitationallensed ob-

jects.Theprobabilitiesthatthesequasarsaregravitation-

ally m icrolensed by objectsin a foreground galaxy (�G L )

and by cosm ologically distributed objects (�
p

L
) are given

in Table2 (ifwehaveno a prioriinform ation aboutgrav-

itationalm acrolensing forthequasars).O necan seefrom

Table 2 that the opticaldepth for m icrolensing by cos-
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Table 2.The calculated opticaldepths (�G L and �
p

L
for

3 gravitationallensed objects.The used param eters are:


0 = 0:3; 
L = 0:05;F = 0:15.�G L isthe opticaldepth

form acrolensing forquasarslocated atthesam eredshifts

asthe gravitationallensed objects.

O bject z �G L �
p

L

M G J0414+ 0534 2.64 0.013652 0.1151256

Q SO 2237+ 0305 1.695 0.006635 0.0626277

BAL Q SO H1413+ 117 AT 2.56 0.013049 0.1112457

m ologically distributed m icrolenses are one order higher

than for m icrolensing by objects in a foreground galaxy.

So the observed m icrolensing in the X-ray Fe K � line

from theseobjectsshould becaused by cosm ologicallydis-

tributed objectsratherthan by the objectsfrom a lensed

galaxy.For exam ple, in the case of the redshift corre-

sponding to the fam ous Einstein Cross Q SO 2237+ 0305

wheretheopticaldepth issm allerthan forothertwo red-

shifts.O ne could say that it is naturalthat the discov-

ery ofX-ray m icrolensing wasm adeforthisquasar,since

theEinstein CrossQ SO 2237+ 0305isthem ost"popular"

object to search for m icrolensing,because the �rst cos-

m ologicalm icrolensing phenom enon was found by Irwin

etal.(1989)in thisobjectand severalgroupshave been

m onitoring the quasar Q SO 2237+ 0305 to �nd evidence

form icrolensing.M icrolensing hasbeen suggested forthe

quasar M G J0414+ 0534 (Angonin-W illaim e et al.1999)

and for the quasar Q SO H1413+ 117 (Rem y et al.1996;

O stensen et al.1997;Turnshek et al.1997;Chae et al.

2001).Therefore,in futurem ay bea chanceto �nd X-ray

m icrolensing forothergravitationally lensed system sthat

have signatures ofm icrolensing in the opticaland radio

bands.M oreover,considering the sizes ofthe sources of

X-ray radiation,the variability in theX-ray rangeduring

m icrolensing eventshould bem oreprom inentthan in the

opticaland UV. Consequently,gravitationalm icrolensing

in the X-ray band is a powerfultoolfor dark m atter in-

vestigations,astheupperlim itofopticaldepth (� � 0:1)

correspondsto the case where dark m atterform scosm o-

logically distributed de
ectors.O n the other hand,one

can see from Table 2 that,ifwe have no a prioriinfor-

m ation aboutgravitationallensing ofdistantquasars,the

expected variabilitiesin theX-ray band dueto m icrolens-

ing tend to bethesam eforthelensed and unlensed Q SO s

atthe sam eredshift.Thism eansthatcosm ologically dis-

tributed de
ectors play the m ain role in m icrolensing of

high redshifted Q SO s.Thecom parison ofX-ray variation

in lensed and unlensed Q SO satthesam eredshiftcan pro-

videa powerfultestforthe cosm ologically distribution of

thedark com pactobjects.Theobserved rateofm icrolens-

ing can be used forestim atesofthe cosm ologicaldensity

ofm icrolenses(see,forexam ple,Sect.2.3),butdurations

ofm icrolensingeventscould beused toestim atem icrolens

m asses(W am bsganss2001a,b).

4.Conclusions

Fora discussion ofthecontribution ofm icrolensing to the

X-ray variability ofhigh-redshiftQ SO swe calculated op-

ticaldepth consideringthedensity ofde
ectorsin thehalo

and bulgeofthehostgalaxy aswellasfora cosm ological

distribution ofm icrode
ectors.

From ourcalculationswecan conclude:

i) The optical depth in the bulge and halo of host

galaxy is � 10� 4.This is in good agreem ent with pre-

viousestim atesby Popovi�cetal.(2003).M icrolensing by

de
ectors from the host galaxy halo and bulge m akes a

m inorcontribution to the X-ray variability ofQ SO s.

ii) The optical depth for cosm ologically distributed

de
ectors could be � 10� 2 � 0:1 at z � 2 and m ight

contribute signi�cantly to the X-ray variability ofhigh-

redshift Q SO s. The value � � 0:1 corresponds to the

casewherecom pactdark m atterform scosm ologicallydis-

tributed m icrolenses.

iii) The opticaldepth for cosm ologically distributed

de
ectors (�
p

L
) is higher for z > 2 and increases slowly

beyond z = 2.Thisindicatesthatthe contribution ofm i-

crolensing on the X-ray variability ofQ SO swith redshift

z > 2 m ay be signi�cant,and also thatthiscontribution

could be nearly constantfor high-redshiftQ SO s.This is

in good agreem entwith the factthatAG Nsofthe sam e

X-ray lum inosity are m ore variable atz > 2 (M annerset

al.2002).

iv)O bservationsofX-ray variationsofunlensed Q SO s

can be used for estim ations of m atter fraction of m i-

crolenses.The rate of m icrolensing can be used for es-

tim ates of the cosm ologicaldensity of m icrolenses,and

consequently (seeSec.2.3)thefraction ofdark m atterm i-

crolenses,butthe durationsofm icrolensing eventscould

be used forgravitationalm icrolensm assestim ations.
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