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ABSTRACT

Tt has been conectured that the distrbution of m agni cations of a point
source m icrolensed by a random ly distrbuted population of ntervening point
m asses is lndependent of its m ass soectrum . W e present gedanken experin ents
that cast doubt on this conecture and num erical sin ulations that show it to be
ale.

Sub¥ct headings: Coan ology: D ark M atter, C oan ology: G ravitational Lensing,
G alaxies: Quasars

1. NTRODUCTION

Every investigation of m icrolensing at high optical depth that has explored the e ect
of multiple m icrolens m ass com ponents has led to the conclusion that the m agni cation
probability distribution is independent of the spectrum of m icrolens m asses. The recent
e ort by W yithe & Tumer (2001) is typical. W hile it was not their principal result, they
comm ent In passing
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\... we con m the nding of W ambsganss (1992) and Lewis & Trwin (1995)
that the m agni cation distribution is independent of the m ass function."

T his conecture has In portant consequences regarding the m ore general applicability ofm i
crolensing studies that are lim ited to a single m ass com ponent. W hilk galaxies have stars
w ith a range ofm asses, restricting to a single com ponent m akes analytic calculations m ore
tractable (eg. Peacock 1986; Schneider 1987; K ofmn an, K aiser, Lee, & Babul 1997) and
greatly decreases the num ber of cases that m ust be sin ulated num erically (eg.W ambsganss
1992; Lewis & Trwin 1995; W yithe & Tumer 2001). If true, the conecture sin pli es things
considerably.

Both theoretical and experin ental lines of evidence lead to this conclusion, which has
struck m any nvestigators asobvious. O n the experin ental side, sim ulations like those carried
outby W yithe & Tumer (2001) and their predecessors produce m agni cation histogram s for
di erent m ass distribbutions that appear to be indistinguishable for xed surface m assdensity
and shear.

On the theoretical side, the high m agni cation tail of the m agni cation probability
distribution has been shown to be independent of the m icrolens m ass spectrum (Schneider
1987). M oreover, W ambsganss, W it, & Schneider (1992) showed that the average num ber
of positive parity m icroin ages depends only upon the surface m ass density (or equivalently
the convergence) and the shear. Since the scalke free nature of gravity requires that the
m agni cation probability distrioution for a point source be the sam e for m icrolensing by
a sinhgle m ass of any size, it would appear strange if a m ixture of two m asses (at constant
convergence and shear) produced a di erent m agni cation probability distrioution.

There is, however, at last one argum ent against this apparently cbvious conclusion,
which we detail in x 2 below . Tt suggests that them agni cation probability distribution does
depend upon the m ass spectrum . The argum ent suggests that the dependence would show
up In a highly m agni ed negative parity m acroin age { typically one ofa close pair of in ages
In a quadruply In aged quasar like PG 1115+ 080.

W e have carried out lensing sin ulations of such an in age (at constant convergence and
shear) for a variety ofdi erent cases. In Figure 1 we show sin ulationsw ith two populations
ofpointm asses. The xst com ponent is com prised of1:000M  ob ects referred to hereafteras
\m icro-lenses." T he second com ponent is com prised of 0:005M  ob fcts referred to hereafter
as \nano—-lenses." The designations and m ass scale are arbitrary but are intended to convey
the sense that the m icroJenses are very m uch sn aller than the kensing galaxy and that the
nano-lenses are very m uch an aller than the m icro-lenses.
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The eight panels of Figure 1 show m agni cation histogram s ocbtained by varying the
m ass fractions in the m icro-Jlensing com ponent, w ith the ram aining fraction In the nano—
lensing com ponent. For the sake of com parison, we reproduce In each panel the result for
a pure m icro—lensing com ponent. A s the fraction contributed by m icro—lenses decreases to
20% and 10% the histogram broadens out and develops a second peak. But as it decreases
further to 0% , the m agni cation distrbution narrow s and ends up looking lke the 100%
case modulo nite source e ects and sam ple varance). Unless our sim ulations are fauly,
the con pcture is false.

In x 2 we put Prward a qualitative argum ent for the dependence of the m icrolensing
probability distribution on the mass spectrum . In x 3 we give details of the num erical
sim ulations that con m thee ect. In x 4 we o er a qualitative Interpretation of our resuls.
In x 5 we discuss som e astrophysical consequences.

2. AN ARGUMENT FOR THE DEPENDENCE OF THE
MAGNIFICATION PROBABILITY DISTRIBUTION ON THE M ASS
SPECTRUM

In Figure 2a we show the magni cation probability distribbution for a simulation of
a negative parity m acroim age wih convergence = 055 and shear = 055. In this
simulation all of the m ass is .n m icro-Jenses of a single m ass. In Figure 2b we again show
the m agni cation probability distribution for a sim ulation of a negative parity m acroin age
w ith convergence = 055 and shear = 055, but In this case 20% ofthem ass is In m icro—
lenses of a single m ass and 80% ofthem ass is In a sn ooth m ass sheet. T he two histogram s
ook quite di erent, with the rst show ing a single peak and the second being signi cantly
broader and show ing two peaks.!

Now suppose that the an ooth m ass sheet of Figure 2b is divided into random ly dis-
tributed point m asses that are very mudch an aller than the m icro-lenses. W e then have a
m icro—lensing com ponentw ith  iero = 0:1 and a nano-lensing com ponentw ith ., = 0:44.
If the hypothesis that the m agni cation distribution is independent of the m ass soectrum

IThe bi and even trim odality of m agni cation histogram s has frequently been noted ®Rauch, M ao,
W am bsganss, & Paczynski1992; W am bsganss 1992; Lewis & Trwin 1995; Schechter & W am bsganss 2002).
T he peaks can be Indexed by the num ber of \extra" positive parity m icro-in ages R auch, M ao, W am bsganss,
& Paczynski1992; G ranot, Schechter, & W ambsganss 2003). The broadening of m agni cation histogram s
at interm ediate m agni cations has lkew ise known for som e tine (Seitz, W am bsganss, & Schneider 1994;
Schechter & W am bsganss 2002).
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w ere correct, them agni cation probability distribution would Jook the sam e asthat ofF igure
2a’

F inally, suppose we take our source to be extended rather than point-like. In particular,
we In agine our source ismudh larger than the Einstein rings of our nano—Jenses but m uch
an aller than the Enstein rings of our m icro-lenses. The nano—Jenses should behave lke a
an ooth com ponent and the m agni cation probability distribution should look like F igure
2b.

A tematively, we can com pute the m agni cation probability distrdoution for our ex—
tended source by taking the m agni cation m ap for a point source and convolring it w ith the
surface brightness distrdbution of the extended source. Such a convolution w ill nevitably
an ooth the m ap out, Increasing the values of low m agni cation pixels and decreasing the
values of high m agni cation pixels. If the confcture were correct and the m agni cation
histogram for a point source and m acro— and nano—Jensing com ponents looked lke F igure
2a, we would expect the m agni cation probability distribution for an extended source to be
narrower.

O ur two altemative schem es for com puting the m agni cation histogram of an extended
source lensed by a two com ponent screen give di erent histogram s, in one case broader
and In the other case narrower than the histogram of Figure 2a. The histogram cannot
sim ultaneously be both narrower and broader than that ofF igure 2a. There is a bad link in
one of the chains of argum ent, which we take to be the assum ption that the m agni cation
histogram for a point source is independent of the m ass spectrum .

3. MICROLENSING SIM ULATION S

T he particular values for the convergence, shear, and relhtive fractions in the two m ass
com ponents used In the previous section were chosen (guided by the results of G ranot et.
al. 2003) to m axin ize the di erence between Figures 2a and 2b. W e have carried out
m icrolensing sim ulations at the sam e convergence and shear, to look for di erences in the
m icrolensing histogram w ith di erent proportions of com ponents.

T he sin ulations were done em ploying the inverse ray-shootingm ethod K ayser, R efsdal,
& Stabell1986; Schneider & W eiss 1987) asdescribed In W am bsganss (1990, 1999). W e used

2An anonym ous referee has arqued that breaking up the sm ooth sheet into sn allclum ps can only broaden
the m agni cation histogram and that the confcture m ust therefore be incorrect. T his is bome out by the
sim ulations presented in the follow Ing section.
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a square receiving eld of side length 20 Einstein radii Rg (of the high m ass com ponent
My o). This area In the source plane was covered by 25 m illion pixels (5000%). W e used
valuesof = 055and = 055 for surface m ass density and extemal shear, corresoonding
to an (average) m agni cation of j j= 10:0 (egative parity). The positions of the lenses
were distributed random Iy in a circle signi cantly larger than the shooting region. T he total
num ber of rays per fram e was typically about n,,s  10'°, resulting in over 200 rays per
pixelon average (the shooting region was largerthan the receiving region so that a signi cant
num ber of rays landed outside the latter).

W e perform ed a series of sin ulations w ith changing m ass com ponents. For the st
series, we used twom ass com ponentsw ith am ass ratio ofm  i0=M nano = 200. For speci city
we adopted M 4 o = 1M, appropriate to stars and m pano = 0:005M , asm ight apply to
very m assive planets.

W e started w ith three cases: In the st case, 100% ofthem asswas In m icro-lenses w ith
mass My iro; N the seocond 50% of the m icro—denses were replaced with an ooth m atter; In
the third case 50% ofthem atter was in nano-lenses w ith m assm .., rather than in an ooth
m atter.

The m agni cation m aps for these sin ulations are digplayed in Figure 3, w ith the left-
hand panel presenting the fi1ill20R ; , w hereas the right-hand panel focuses upon a 1Ry part
of the m ap. For the sm ooth m atter case (central panels) and the m .., Scenario (lowest
panels), the location of them  jon Ob FCts are the sam e.

In com paring the panels, it is apparent that the an ooth m atter and m ,,,, sin ulations
possess sin ilar large scale structure n theirm agni cation m aps, structure w hich is som ewhat
di erent from the case where allthem ass is In m 0o O Fcts. On an aller scales, how ever,
the m agni cation pattems for the sm ooth m ass and m ,.n, Cases are quite di erent, w ith
the presence of the an aller m ass nano-lenses breaking up the m agni cation structure into
an aller scale caustics.

The m agni cation distrlbbutions for these sinulations are presented in Figure 4. As
discussed previously, the case where allthe m ass is In m 40 O ECES is unim odal, w ith the
an ooth m atter case being bim odal . The case contalning m ., M asses clarly di ers from
the sokly m o Case, also appearing bin odal and sim ilar in form to the sm ooth m atter
case, at odds w ith the conecture.

SRy is the E instein radius and is the natural scale length for gravitationalm icrolensing. In the source
plne, Ry = (4GM =) O oD 1s=D 1), where M is the m ass of the m icrolensing cb fct, and D iy is the
angular diam eter distances between observer (0), lens (1) and source (s); c and G are the velocity of light
and the gravitational constant, respectively.




{6

An exam nation of the m agni cation m aps n Figure 3 illum nates the di erences be-
tween the m agni cation distributions in Figure 4. C om pared w ith the an ooth m atter m ap,
them ap f©or100% m , i hasa higher density of caustics and few er regions ofdem agni cation
(light-grey) . T hese regions of the source plane produce no positive pariy in ages. C rossing
caustics produces extra positive parity in ages and additionalm agni cation. These regions
dom nate the m agni cation histogram . In the sn ooth m atter case, the m agni cation m ap
has been bYbpened up,” revealing m ore extended regions w ith no positive parity in age and
enhancing the low m agni cation peak seen In them agni cation distrlbbution. O n large scales
the m agni cation distrdoution for the 50% m ,.,, case resambles that of the am ooth m atter
case, again w ith larger regions w ithout positive parity im ages. Thus itsm agni cation prob—
ability distribution looks m ore like that of the sm ooth m atter case than that of the 100%
M oo Case. Indeed the 50% m .0, Case is even broader than the an ooth case, due to the
additional corrugation of the large scale m ap by the an all scale lenses.

Further sin ulationswere undertaken in an attem pt to understand thisdi erence. Again,
we started w ith 100% m icro-Jenses, m o0 - Then weput 1% ofthe totalm ass in nano-lenses,
M panes (re)distrdbuting them random ly over the lens plane. W e increased the nano-lens
m ass fraction to 2%, 5%, 10% , and then proceeded in steps of 10% to 90% . W e ended
symm etrically w ith 95% , 98% , 99% and 100% nano—Jenses, fora totall7 di erent cases. The
num bers of lenses ranged from 25,000 (for 100% my i00) to 2,600,000 (for 100% m nan0) -

A selection ofthe resulting two dim ensionalm agni cation pattems is shown in F igure 5.
T he top six panels show the fi1ll sin ulation, while the bottom six panels show an expanded
Inset. Particularly notabl is the sim ilarity between the upper kft panel W ith all the m ass
In m icroJenses) and the lower right panel (the blowup of the m ap when all the m ass is In
nano—Jenses). Sin ulations of this serdes were used to produce the histogram s in F igure 1.

For the nal series, we took 50% of the m ass to be in m icro-Jenses, and 50% in nano-
lenses, but ket them asses of the nanoJenses vary with m 400N n icro = 0:32;0:10;0:032;0:01;
and 0:0032. A s a bracketting cases we considered M ,.,0=M e = 1 and the 50% sm ooth
case, corresoonding tO M ane=M e ¢ 0, M aking seven cases altogether. The m agni cation
pattems forallbut the an ooth case aredisgplayed in F igure 6. Them agni cation distriboutions
are seen In Figure 7.

This last series show s that the concture fails only gradually. The pressnce of the
second com ponent becom es signi cant (for our sin ulation) only when the nano-lensm asses
are one tenth those ofthem icro-Jenses. By the tin e the nano-lenses are one hundredth those
of the m icro—denses, the e ect is as large as we can m easure. In hindsight this onsst would
have been m ore appreciabl had we put 80% of the m ass Into nano-lenses (as in the third
panel of F igure 1), but the qualitative e ects would have been the sam e.
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O ur lensing sin ulations have two lin itations:

W ith the lin ited size of L = 20R;, the m agni cation m aps exhibi features that
are correlated on scales uncom fortably close to the size of the sinulation volim e. An
ensam ble of sin ulationsw ith the sam e param etersw illexhibit di erences due to sam ple
variance. W e chedked this for a few cases and found this sam ple variance to be an all
com pared to the cbserved di erences needed to m ake our case. M oreover, In the series
of sim ulations described above, we kept the positions of the stars xed to the extent
possble, so that we could study the di erential changes from one case to the next, and
to hence m inin ize the e ects of sam ple variance.

The nite pixel size corresgpondsto am Inin um source size, ie. our results are not quite
applicable to a point source. H owever, a size 0of 20R ; =5000pix = 0004Rg =pix, isan all
enough for the e ects we want to study and explore. This nite size unavoidably cuts
o them agni cation distrdbution at very high m agni cations and leadsto deviations
from the power law behavior, but the low and Intem ediate m agni cation region we
are Interested In (see next section) is not strongly a ected by that.

D espie the mnevitable lim ited dynam ic range for such sinulations, we have tried to
choose param eters such that we can dem onstrate the e ect m ost convincingly.

4., INTERPRETATION

In the previous section we sim ulated cutsthrough the Lan6= 1 icro M nano=M n o PlANE AL

xed rand . Som ewhat counter-intuitively, we ndthatat xedm assratiom ,.ne=M g icro =

1=200 them agni cation probability histogram isbroader for com parable am ounts oftw o very
di erent m asses than it is for a single com ponent of either one m ass or the other.

The scale nvarance of gravity dem ands that, for a point source, the m agni cation
histogram s of single com ponents of very di erent m asses should be identical. B ut our exper-
In ents show that for two very di erent m ass com ponents the m agni cation m ap looks very
much like that of the higher m ass com ponent Inm ersed in a perfectly sm ooth com ponent.
Only on an all scaks are there di erences. This can be seen In Figure 3.

Suppose one grantsthat them agni cation probability distribution fortw o very disparate
com ponents looks like that for a single com ponent and a an ooth com ponent. T he argum ents
st forth n Rauch, M ao, W ambsganss, & Paczynski 1992), Schechter and W am bsganss
(2002) and G ranot et al. (2003) would com e Into play: them agni cation histogram tendsto
be broadest when the e ective m agni cation com puted from the e ective convergence and
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the e ective shear isoforder j j 3 4. A tematively, the uctuations are largest when
the num ber of extra positive parity in ages is roughly unity. In such cases one tends to get
two peaks.

But the m agni cation probability distribution for two disparate com ponents is not ex—
actly that of a single com ponent and a an ooth com ponent. The low m ass com ponent pro—
duces additional structure in the m agni cation m ap, further broadening the m agni cation
histogram , rounding o its peaks and Iling in is vallys. There is evidence for this in
Figures 2 and 3.

O nce one substitutes the Iow m ass com ponent for a an ooth com ponent, the number of
extra positive parity In ages increases from roughly unity to som ething signi cantly larger.
W hile this tends to round of the two peaks, it does not narrow the m agni cation histogram .
T he argum ents of Schechter & W ambsganss (2002) and G ranot et al. (2003) that the m ag—
ni cation histogram is broadest when there is, on average, one extra positive pariy In age
does not hold for two digparate m ass com ponents. The reason is that the extra positive
parity In ages cluster around the in ages produced by the single m ass com ponent, breaking
them into pieces but only slightly changing the com bined contrilbbution to the ux.

5. ASTROPHYSICAL CONSEQUENCES

In gravitational lensing, m agni cations depend upon second derivatives (w ith respect
to position) ofthe tin e delay function (eg.Blandford & Narayan 1986). D e ections depend
upon rst derivatives. And tin e delays depend upon the function itself. T he second deriva—
tives are din ensionless, w ith the consequence that the m agni cation of an im age (unlke its
de ection and tin e delay) contains no nformm ation about the m ass of intervening lens.

In ageposition uctuationsdue tom icrolensingm anifestly do contain lnform ation about
the m ass scale of the Intervening m icrolenses (Lew is & Ioata 1998; Treyer & W ambsganss
2004, and references therein). M oreover the tim escale over which brightness uctuations
occur likew ise contains nform ation about them ass scale of the intervening m icrolenses (and
on the distrbution ofm icrolensm asses) if one know s the relative velocities of them icrolenses
and the source W yithe & Tumer 2001) . But the am plitude of those brightness uctuations
is independent ofm ass scale.

In the present paper we consider the dependence ofbrightness uctuations not on m ass
scale, the rst mom ent of the m icrolens m ass distrbution fiinction, but on higher order
din ensionless m om ents of that m ass distrloution. W e have dem onstrated (through our
sim ulations using two m ass com ponents) that the m agni cation probability does depend
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upon those higherm om ents. W e have not, how ever, explored the flill range of astrophysically
Interesting m ass distrbutions.

W e have chosen to explore in detail the soeci ¢ case of two m ass com ponents w ith
wt= = 055, approprtate to one oftwo in ages in a highly m agni ed pair, as in the case
ofPG 1115+ 080 (Young et al. 1981) or SD SS0924+ 0219 (Inada et al. 2003). T he argum ent
of Section 2 ld us to believe that the e ects of using two m ass com ponents rather than
a single m ass com ponent would be appreciabl in this case. But what about other values
of the convergence and shear? How much does the m ass spectrum m atter for im ages of a
quasar which are not saddlepoints, or not highly m agni ed?

A thorough treatm ent of this question would explore a substantial fraction of the ;
plane, and would quantify w ith som e statistic the di erences between a single m ass com po-—
nent and a range ofm asses. Sudh a treatm ent lies beyond the scope of the present paper.

T he fact that m ost previous Investigators have failed to detect the e ects of a range of
m icrolens m asses would argue that to rst order such e ects can be ignored. Even in the
present case, where the convergence and shear have been chosen to m axin ize the e ects,
they are not large. M ost m ass distrioutions tend to put m ost ofthem ass at one or the other
end of the m ass distrbution. The present sinulations would seem to indicate that only if
appreciablem ass fractions are in com ponents that di erby m ore than a factoroften in m ass
w ill the e ects of a range of m asses be substantial.
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Fig.1l.| M agni cation probability distrioutions for .= = 0:55. The percentage n each

paneldenoted the fraction of . composed ofIM  cb cts, the rem ainderbeing in 0.005M

m asses. T he dotted-line in each panel is the m agni cation probability distribution for the
case w here the entire m icrolensing population is com prised of IM  ob ct (oresented In the
upper kft-hand panel).
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Fig. 3.| M agni cation m aps for the case with ¢ = = 055. The kft-hand gures
represent a region 20 Ry (fora solarm ass star) on a side. T he right-hand panel is a zoom of
the lower left-hand 1 Ry . The top row m aps were constructed wih  allin IM m asses,
whereas the central panels consist of a m icrolensing population wih 50% of ¢ In 1M
ob Ects and the rest In continuous m atter. The lower panels are for 50% of : In 1M
ob pcts and the rem ainder in 0.005M m asses.
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Fi. 4.| The m agni cation probability distrloutions or .= = 055. The thik curve
presents the casewhere allthemass isin 1M ob ects, whereas them edium thickness curve
iswhen 50% of i isih IM cbfcts and the ram ainder is in continuous m atter. For the
thin curve, this continuous m atter contribution hasbeen replaced by ob ctsw ith a m ass of
0.005M
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Fig. 5./ M agni cation m aps for the case i« = = (0:55. In the top six panels, the
proportion of m icrolenses w ith a particular m ass is changed such that (from Jeft-toright
and top-to-bottom ) the percentage of  In 0.005M obfcts is 0% , 20% , 60% , 90% , 98%
& 100% ; the ramainder of  iIsIn IM masses n each case. Each m agni cation panel is
L = 20R; in extent. T he size panels at the bottom show zoom s of the lower left comers of
the sam e sequence, respectively, sidelengthshereare L = 1 Ry (de ned fora 1M —lens).
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Fjg.6.| T he top six panels present them agni cation m aps forthecase = = 055.In
each, 50% of . iscomprsed of IM  cb gcts, whilk the rem ainder is com posed of (top row,
from eftto right) 1M , 04M ,0:dIM , (second row) 0:0IM ,00IM and 0:001M
Each panel is 20 Ry In extent. The lower six panels present a zoom of the lower left-hand
comer of the sam e m agni cation m aps (extend isL = 1 Rg).
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Fi. 7.| T he six panels present the m agni cation distrbutions for a scenario wih i =

= 055, and them atterbeing split between evenly two m ass com ponents (50% My ioro, 50%
M pano) - The mass ratios are m ; soo™=M pane = 0:316;0:100;0:032;0:01;0:003 orthe rst wve
panels, and m .50 IS assum ed entirely an oothly distrbbuted In the last panel. The dotted
histogram is the respective panel for the case with 100% ofthem atter n m 4 iero -



