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A B ST R A C T

It has been conjectured that the distribution ofm agni�cations ofa point
source m icrolensed by a random ly distributed population ofintervening point
m assesisindependentofitsm assspectrum . W e presentgedanken experim ents
thatcastdoubton thisconjectureand num ericalsim ulationsthatshow itto be
false.

Subjectheadings: Cosm ology:Dark M atter,Cosm ology:GravitationalLensing,
Galaxies:Quasars

1. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Every investigation ofm icrolensing athigh opticaldepth thathasexplored the e�ect
ofm ultiple m icrolens m ass com ponents has led to the conclusion that the m agni�cation
probability distribution is independent ofthe spectrum ofm icrolens m asses. The recent
e�ortby W yithe & Turner(2001)istypical. W hile itwasnottheirprincipalresult,they
com m entin passing
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\...we con�rm the�nding ofW am bsganss(1992)and Lewis& Irwin (1995)
thatthem agni�cation distribution isindependentofthem assfunction."

Thisconjecturehasim portantconsequencesregarding them oregeneralapplicability ofm i-
crolensing studies thatare lim ited to a single m asscom ponent. W hile galaxies have stars
with a rangeofm asses,restricting to a single com ponentm akesanalytic calculationsm ore
tractable (e.g.Peacock 1986;Schneider 1987;Kofm an, Kaiser, Lee, & Babul1997) and
greatly decreasesthenum berofcasesthatm ustbesim ulated num erically (e.g.W am bsganss
1992;Lewis& Irwin 1995;W yithe & Turner2001).Iftrue,theconjecture sim pli�esthings
considerably.

Both theoreticaland experim entallinesofevidence lead to thisconclusion,which has
struckm anyinvestigatorsasobvious.Ontheexperim entalside,sim ulationslikethosecarried
outby W yithe& Turner(2001)and theirpredecessorsproducem agni�cation histogram sfor
di�erentm assdistributionsthatappeartobeindistinguishablefor�xed surfacem assdensity
and shear.

On the theoreticalside,the high m agni�cation tailofthe m agni�cation probability
distribution hasbeen shown to be independentofthe m icrolensm assspectrum (Schneider
1987).M oreover,W am bsganss,W itt,& Schneider(1992)showed thatthe average num ber
ofpositiveparity m icroim agesdependsonly upon thesurfacem assdensity (orequivalently
the convergence) and the shear. Since the scale free nature ofgravity requires that the
m agni�cation probability distribution for a point source be the sam e for m icrolensing by
a single m assofany size,itwould appearstrange ifa m ixture oftwo m asses(atconstant
convergence and shear)produced a di�erentm agni�cation probability distribution.

There is,however,at least one argum ent against this apparently obvious conclusion,
which wedetailin x2below.Itsuggeststhatthem agni�cation probability distribution does
depend upon the m assspectrum . The argum entsuggeststhatthe dependence would show
up in ahighly m agni�ed negativeparity m acroim age{typically oneofaclosepairofim ages
in a quadruply im aged quasarlikePG1115+080.

W ehavecarried outlensing sim ulationsofsuch an im age(atconstantconvergenceand
shear)fora variety ofdi�erentcases.In Figure1 weshow sim ulationswith two populations
ofpointm asses.The�rstcom ponentiscom prised of1:000M � objectsreferred tohereafteras
\m icro-lenses." Thesecond com ponentiscom prised of0:005M � objectsreferred tohereafter
as\nano-lenses." Thedesignationsand m assscalearearbitrary butareintended to convey
thesense thatthem icro-lensesarevery m uch sm allerthan thelensing galaxy and thatthe
nano-lensesarevery m uch sm allerthan them icro-lenses.
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The eight panels ofFigure 1 show m agni�cation histogram s obtained by varying the
m ass fractions in the m icro-lensing com ponent,with the rem aining fraction in the nano-
lensing com ponent. Forthe sake ofcom parison,we reproduce in each panelthe resultfor
a pure m icro-lensing com ponent. Asthe fraction contributed by m icro-lenses decreases to
20% and 10% the histogram broadensoutand developsa second peak.Butasitdecreases
further to 0% ,the m agni�cation distribution narrows and ends up looking like the 100%
case (m odulo �nite source e�ectsand sam ple variance). Unlessoursim ulationsare faulty,
theconjectureisfalse.

In x 2 we putforward a qualitative argum ent forthe dependence ofthe m icrolensing
probability distribution on the m ass spectrum . In x 3 we give details ofthe num erical
sim ulationsthatcon�rm thee�ect.In x4weo�eraqualitativeinterpretation ofourresults.
In x5 wediscusssom eastrophysicalconsequences.

2. A N A R G U M EN T FO R T H E D EPEN D EN C E O F T H E

M A G N IFIC AT IO N PR O B A B ILIT Y D IST R IB U T IO N O N T H E M A SS

SPEC T R U M

In Figure 2a we show the m agni�cation probability distribution for a sim ulation of
a negative parity m acroim age with convergence � = 0:55 and shear 
 = 0:55. In this
sim ulation allofthe m assisin m icro-lenses ofa single m ass. In Figure 2b we again show
them agni�cation probability distribution fora sim ulation ofa negative parity m acroim age
with convergence� = 0:55 and shear
 = 0:55,butin thiscase20% ofthem assisin m icro-
lensesofa singlem assand 80% ofthem assisin a sm ooth m asssheet.Thetwo histogram s
look quite di�erent,with the �rstshowing a single peak and the second being signi�cantly
broaderand showing two peaks.1

Now suppose that the sm ooth m ass sheet ofFigure 2b is divided into random ly dis-
tributed point m asses thatare very m uch sm aller than the m icro-lenses. W e then have a
m icro-lensingcom ponentwith�m icro = 0:11andanano-lensingcom ponentwith�nano = 0:44.
Ifthe hypothesis thatthe m agni�cation distribution isindependent ofthe m ass spectrum

1The bi- and even tri-m odality ofm agni�cation histogram s has frequently been noted (Rauch, M ao,

W am bsganss,& Paczy�nski1992;W am bsganss1992;Lewis & Irwin 1995;Schechter& W am bsganss2002).

Thepeakscan beindexed by thenum berof\extra"positiveparitym icro-im ages(Rauch,M ao,W am bsganss,

& Paczy�nski1992;G ranot,Schechter,& W am bsganss2003). The broadening ofm agni�cation histogram s

at interm ediate m agni�cations has likewise known for som e tim e (Seitz,W am bsganss,& Schneider 1994;

Schechter& W am bsganss2002).
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werecorrect,them agni�cation probabilitydistribution would lookthesam easthatofFigure
2a.2

Finally,supposewetakeoursourceto beextended ratherthan point-like.In particular,
we im agine oursource ism uch largerthan the Einstein ringsofournano-lensesbutm uch
sm aller than the Einstein ringsofourm icro-lenses. The nano-lenses should behave like a
sm ooth com ponent and the m agni�cation probability distribution should look like Figure
2b.

Alternatively,we can com pute the m agni�cation probability distribution for our ex-
tended sourceby taking them agni�cation m ap forapointsourceand convolving itwith the
surface brightness distribution ofthe extended source. Such a convolution willinevitably
sm ooth the m ap out,increasing the values oflow m agni�cation pixels and decreasing the
values ofhigh m agni�cation pixels. Ifthe conjecture were correct and the m agni�cation
histogram for a point source and m acro-and nano-lensing com ponents looked like Figure
2a,wewould expectthem agni�cation probability distribution foran extended sourceto be
narrower.

Ourtwo alternativeschem esforcom puting them agni�cation histogram ofan 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 ofFigure 2a. The histogram cannot
sim ultaneously beboth narrowerand broaderthan thatofFigure2a.Thereisa bad link in
one ofthe chainsofargum ent,which we take to be the assum ption thatthe m agni�cation
histogram fora pointsourceisindependentofthem assspectrum .

3. M IC R O LEN SIN G SIM U LAT IO N S

Theparticularvaluesfortheconvergence,shear,and relativefractionsin thetwo m ass
com ponents used in the previous section were chosen (guided by the results ofGranotet.
al. 2003) to m axim ize the di�erence between Figures 2a and 2b. W e have carried out
m icrolensing sim ulations atthe sam e convergence and shear,to look fordi�erences in the
m icrolensing histogram with di�erentproportionsofcom ponents.

Thesim ulationsweredoneem ployingtheinverseray-shootingm ethod (Kayser,Refsdal,
& Stabell1986;Schneider& W eiss1987)asdescribed in W am bsganss(1990,1999).W eused

2An anonym ousrefereehasargued thatbreakingup thesm ooth sheetintosm allclum pscan only broaden

the m agni�cation histogram and thatthe conjecture m usttherefore be incorrect. Thisisborne outby the

sim ulationspresented in the following section.
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a square receiving �eld ofside length 20 Einstein radiiR E (ofthe high m ass com ponent
m m icro)3. Thisarea in the source plane wascovered by 25 m illion pixels(50002). W e used
valuesof�tot = 0:55and 
 = 0:55forsurfacem assdensity and externalshear,corresponding
to an (average) m agni�cation ofj�j= 10:0 (negative parity). The positions ofthe lenses
weredistributed random ly in acirclesigni�cantly largerthan theshooting region.Thetotal
num ber ofrays perfram e was typically aboutnrays � 1010,resulting in over 200 rays per
pixelon average(theshootingregion waslargerthan thereceivingregion sothatasigni�cant
num berofrayslanded outsidethelatter).

W e perform ed a series ofsim ulations with changing m ass com ponents. For the �rst
series,weused twom asscom ponentswith am assratioofm m icro=m nano = 200.Forspeci�city
we adopted m m icro = 1M � ,appropriate to stars and m nano = 0:005M � ,asm ightapply to
very m assive planets.

W estarted with threecases:in the�rstcase,100% ofthem asswasin m icro-lenseswith
m ass m m icro;in the second 50% ofthe m icro-lenses were replaced with sm ooth m atter;in
thethird case50% ofthem atterwasin nano-lenseswith m assm nano ratherthan in sm ooth
m atter.

The m agni�cation m apsforthese sim ulationsare displayed in Figure 3,with the left-
hand panelpresenting thefull20R E ,whereastheright-hand panelfocusesupon a 1R E part
ofthe m ap. For the sm ooth m atter case (centralpanels) and the m nano scenario (lowest
panels),thelocation ofthem m icro objectsarethesam e.

In com paring the panels,itisapparentthatthesm ooth m atterand m nano sim ulations
possesssim ilarlargescalestructurein theirm agni�cation m aps,structurewhich issom ewhat
di�erentfrom the case where allthe m assisin m m icro objects. On sm allerscales,however,
the m agni�cation patterns for the sm ooth m ass and m nano cases are quite di�erent,with
the presence ofthe sm aller m assnano-lenses breaking up the m agni�cation structure into
sm allerscalecaustics.

The m agni�cation distributions for these sim ulations are presented in Figure 4. As
discussed previously,the case where allthe m assisin m m icro objectsisunim odal,with the
sm ooth m attercase being bim odal. The case containing m nano m assesclearly di�ersfrom
the solely m m icro case,also appearing bim odaland sim ilar in form to the sm ooth m atter
case,atoddswith theconjecture.

3
R E isthe Einstein radiusand isthe naturalscale length forgravitationalm icrolensing. In the source

plane,R E =
p

(4G M =c2)(D osD ls=D ol),where M is the m ass ofthe m icrolensing object,and D ij is the

angulardiam eterdistancesbetween observer(o),lens (l)and source (s);c and G are the velocity oflight

and the gravitationalconstant,respectively.



{ 6 {

An exam ination ofthe m agni�cation m apsin Figure 3 illum inates the di�erences be-
tween them agni�cation distributionsin Figure4.Com pared with thesm ooth m atterm ap,
them ap for100% m m icro hasahigherdensity ofcausticsand fewerregionsofdem agni�cation
(light-grey).These regionsofthe sourceplane produceno positive parity im ages.Crossing
causticsproducesextra positive parity im agesand additionalm agni�cation. These regions
dom inate the m agni�cation histogram . In the sm ooth m attercase,the m agni�cation m ap
has been ‘opened up,’revealing m ore extended regions with no positive parity im age and
enhancing thelow m agni�cation peak seen in them agni�cation distribution.On largescales
the m agni�cation distribution forthe 50% m nano case resem blesthatofthe sm ooth m atter
case,again with largerregionswithoutpositiveparity im ages.Thusitsm agni�cation prob-
ability distribution looksm ore like thatofthe sm ooth m attercase than thatofthe 100%
m m icro case. Indeed the 50% m nano case iseven broaderthan the sm ooth case,due to the
additionalcorrugation ofthelargescalem ap by thesm allscalelenses.

Furthersim ulationswereundertaken inan attem pttounderstand thisdi�erence.Again,
westarted with 100% m icro-lenses,m m icro.Then weput1% ofthetotalm assin nano-lenses,
m nano,(re-)distributing 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 of10% to 90% . W e ended
sym m etrically with 95% ,98% ,99% and 100% nano-lenses,foratotal17di�erentcases.The
num bersoflensesranged from 25,000 (for100% m m icro)to 2,600,000 (for100% m nano).

A selection oftheresultingtwodim ensionalm agni�cation patternsisshown in Figure5.
Thetop six panelsshow thefullsim ulation,whilethebottom six panelsshow an expanded
inset.Particularly notableisthesim ilarity between the upperleftpanel(with allthem ass
in m icro-lenses)and the lowerrightpanel(the blowup ofthe m ap when allthe m assisin
nano-lenses).Sim ulationsofthisserieswereused to producethehistogram sin Figure1.

Forthe �nalseries,we took 50% ofthe m assto be in m icro-lenses,and 50% in nano-
lenses,butletthem assesofthenano-lensesvary with m nano=m m icro = 0:32;0:10;0:032;0:01;
and 0:0032. As a bracketting cases we considered m nano=m m icro = 1 and the 50% sm ooth
case,corresponding to m nano=m m icro ! 0,m aking seven casesaltogether.Them agni�cation
patternsforallbutthesm oothcasearedisplayed inFigure6.Them agni�cationdistributions
areseen in Figure7.

This last series shows that the conjecture fails only gradually. The presence ofthe
second com ponentbecom essigni�cant(foroursim ulation)only when thenano-lensm asses
areonetenth thoseofthem icro-lenses.By thetim ethenano-lensesareonehundredth those
ofthe m icro-lenses,the e�ectisaslarge aswe can m easure. In hindsightthisonsetwould
have been m ore appreciable had we put80% ofthe m assinto nano-lenses(asin the third
panelofFigure1),butthequalitativee�ectswould havebeen thesam e.
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Ourlensing sim ulationshavetwo lim itations:

� W ith the lim ited size ofL = 20RE , the m agni�cation m aps exhibit features that
arecorrelated on scalesuncom fortably close to thesize ofthe sim ulation volum e.An
ensem bleofsim ulationswith thesam eparam eterswillexhibitdi�erencesduetosam ple
variance.W e checked thisfora few casesand found thissam ple variance to besm all
com pared to theobserved di�erencesneeded to m akeourcase.M oreover,in theseries
ofsim ulationsdescribed above,we keptthe positionsofthe stars�xed to the extent
possible,so thatwecould study thedi�erentialchangesfrom onecasetothenext,and
to hencem inim izethee�ectsofsam plevariance.

� The�nitepixelsizecorrespondstoam inim um sourcesize,i.e.ourresultsarenotquite
applicabletoapointsource.However,asizeof20R E =5000pix = 0:004R E =pix,issm all
enough forthee�ectswewantto study and explore.This�nitesizeunavoidably cuts
o�them agni�cation distribution atvery high m agni�cations� and leadstodeviations
from the power law behavior,but the low and interm ediate m agni�cation region we
areinterested in (seenextsection)isnotstrongly a�ected by that.

Despite the inevitable lim ited dynam ic range for such sim ulations,we have tried to
chooseparam eterssuch thatwecan dem onstratethee�ectm ostconvincingly.

4. IN T ER PR ETAT IO N

In theprevioussection wesim ulated cutsthrough the�nano=�m icro;m nano=m m icro planeat
�xed�totand
.Som ewhatcounter-intuitively,we�ndthatat�xedm assratiom nano=m m icro =
1=200them agni�cation probabilityhistogram isbroaderforcom parableam ountsoftwovery
di�erentm assesthan itisfora singlecom ponentofeitheronem assortheother.

The scale invariance ofgravity dem ands that,for a point source, the m agni�cation
histogram sofsinglecom ponentsofvery di�erentm assesshould beidentical.Butourexper-
im entsshow thatfortwo very di�erentm asscom ponentsthem agni�cation m ap looksvery
m uch like thatofthe higherm asscom ponentim m ersed in a perfectly sm ooth com ponent.
Only on sm allscalesaretheredi�erences.Thiscan beseen in Figure3.

Supposeonegrantsthatthem agni�cationprobabilitydistribution fortwoverydisparate
com ponentslookslikethatforasinglecom ponentand asm ooth com ponent.Theargum ents
set forth in (Rauch,M ao,W am bsganss,& Paczy�nski1992),Schechter and W am bsganss
(2002)and Granotetal.(2003)would com einto play:them agni�cation histogram tendsto
be broadestwhen the e�ective m agni�cation com puted from the e�ective convergence and
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the e�ective shearisoforderj�j� 3� 4. Alternatively,the 
uctuationsare largestwhen
the num berofextra positive parity im agesisroughly unity.In such casesonetendsto get
two peaks.

Butthe m agni�cation probability distribution fortwo disparatecom ponentsisnotex-
actly thatofa single com ponentand a sm ooth com ponent. The low m asscom ponentpro-
ducesadditionalstructure in the m agni�cation m ap,furtherbroadening the m agni�cation
histogram ,rounding o� its peaks and �lling in its valleys. There is evidence for this in
Figures2 and 3.

Onceonesubstitutesthelow m asscom ponentfora sm ooth com ponent,thenum berof
extra positive parity im agesincreasesfrom roughly unity to som ething signi�cantly larger.
W hilethistendsto round ofthetwo peaks,itdoesnotnarrow them agni�cation histogram .
Theargum entsofSchechter& W am bsganss(2002)and Granotetal.(2003)thatthem ag-
ni�cation histogram isbroadestwhen there is,on average,one extra positive parity im age
does not hold for two disparate m ass com ponents. The reason is that the extra positive
parity im agesclusteraround the im agesproduced by the single m asscom ponent,breaking
them into piecesbutonly slightly changing thecom bined contribution to the
ux.

5. A ST R O PH Y SIC A L C O N SEQ U EN C ES

In gravitationallensing,m agni�cations depend upon second derivatives (with respect
toposition)ofthetim edelay function (e.g.Blandford & Narayan 1986).De
ectionsdepend
upon �rstderivatives.And tim edelaysdepend upon thefunction itself.Thesecond deriva-
tivesaredim ensionless,with theconsequencethatthem agni�cation ofan im age(unlikeits
de
ection and tim edelay)containsno inform ation aboutthem assofintervening lens.

Im ageposition 
uctuationsduetom icrolensingm anifestly docontain inform ation about
the m assscale ofthe intervening m icrolenses (Lewis& Ibata 1998;Treyer& W am bsganss
2004,and references therein). M oreover the tim escale over which brightness 
uctuations
occurlikewisecontainsinform ation aboutthem assscaleoftheintervening m icrolenses(and
on thedistribution ofm icrolensm asses)ifoneknowstherelativevelocitiesofthem icrolenses
and thesource(W yithe& Turner2001).Buttheam plitudeofthosebrightness
uctuations
isindependentofm assscale.

In thepresentpaperweconsiderthedependenceofbrightness
uctuationsnoton m ass
scale,the �rst m om ent ofthe m icrolens m ass distribution function,but on higher order
dim ensionless m om ents of that m ass distribution. 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 thosehigherm om ents.W ehavenot,however,explored thefullrangeofastrophysically
interesting m assdistributions.

W e have chosen to explore in detailthe speci�c case oftwo m ass com ponents with
�tot = 
 = 0:55,appropritateto oneoftwo im agesin a highly m agni�ed pair,asin thecase
ofPG1115+080 (Young etal.1981)orSDSS0924+0219 (Inada etal.2003).Theargum ent
ofSection 2 led us to believe that the e�ects ofusing two m ass com ponents rather than
a single m ass com ponent would be appreciable in this case. Butwhataboutothervalues
ofthe convergence and shear? How m uch doesthe m assspectrum m atterforim agesofa
quasarwhich arenotsaddle-points,ornothighly m agni�ed?

A thorough treatm entofthisquestion would explore a substantialfraction ofthe �;

plane,and would quantify with som estatisticthedi�erencesbetween a singlem asscom po-
nentand a rangeofm asses.Such a treatm entliesbeyond thescopeofthepresentpaper.

Thefactthatm ostpreviousinvestigatorshave failed to detectthee�ectsofa rangeof
m icrolens m asses would argue thatto �rstordersuch e�ectscan be ignored. Even in the
present case,where the convergence and shear have been chosen to m axim ize the e�ects,
they arenotlarge.M ostm assdistributionstend toputm ostofthem assatoneortheother
end ofthe m assdistribution. The present sim ulationswould seem to indicate thatonly if
appreciablem assfractionsarein com ponentsthatdi�erby m orethan afactoroften in m ass
willthee�ectsofa rangeofm assesbesubstantial.
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Fig.1.| M agni�cation probability distributionsfor�tot = 
 = 0:55.Thepercentagein each
paneldenoted thefraction of�tot com posed of1M � objects,therem ainderbeingin 0.005M �

m asses. The dotted-line in each panelisthe m agni�cation probability distribution forthe
casewheretheentirem icrolensing population iscom prised of1M � object(presented in the
upperleft-hand panel).
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Fig. 2.| M agni�cation probability distributionsfor�tot = 
 = 0:55. On the left100% of
them atterisin m m icro = 1M � objects.On theright20% ofthem atterisin m m icro = 1M �

objectsand 80% isin a sm ooth m asssheet.



{ 13 {

Fig. 3.| M agni�cation m aps for the case with �tot = 
 = 0:55. The left-hand �gures
representaregion 20R E (fora solarm assstar)on a side.Theright-hand panelisazoom of
thelowerleft-hand 1 R E .Thetop row m apswere constructed with �tot allin 1M � m asses,
whereas the centralpanels consist ofa m icrolensing population with 50% of�tot in 1M �

objects and the rest in continuous m atter. The lower panels are for 50% of�tot in 1M �

objectsand therem ainderin 0.005M � m asses.
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Fig. 4.| The m agni�cation probability distributionsfor�tot = 
 = 0:55. The thick curve
presentsthecasewhereallthem assisin 1M � objects,whereasthem edium thicknesscurve
iswhen 50% of�tot isin 1M � objectsand the rem ainderisin continuousm atter. Forthe
thin curve,thiscontinuousm attercontribution hasbeen replaced by objectswith a m assof
0.005M � .
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Fig. 5.| M agni�cation m aps for the case �tot = 
 = 0:55. In the top six panels,the
proportion ofm icrolenses with a particular m ass is changed such that (from left-to-right
and top-to-bottom )the percentage of�tot in 0.005M � objectsis0% ,20% ,60% ,90% ,98%
& 100% ;the rem ainderof�tot isin 1M � m assesin each case. Each m agni�cation panelis
L = 20R E in extent.Thesizepanelsatthebottom show zoom softhelowerleftcornersof
thesam esequence,respectively,sidelengthshereareL = 1 R E (de�ned fora 1M � -lens).
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Fig.6.| Thetop six panelspresentthem agni�cation m apsforthecase�tot = 
 = 0:55.In
each,50% of�tot iscom prised of1M � objects,whiletherem ainderiscom posed of(top row,
from leftto right)1M � ,

p
0:1M � ,0:1M � ,(second row)

p
0:01M � ,0:01M � and

p
0:001M � .

Each panelis20 R E in extent. The lowersix panelspresenta zoom ofthe lowerleft-hand
cornerofthesam em agni�cation m aps(extend isL = 1 R E ).
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Fig. 7.| The six panelspresentthe m agni�cation distributionsfora scenario with �tot =

 = 0:55,and them atterbeingsplitbetween evenly twom asscom ponents(50% m m icro,50%
m nano). The m assratiosare m m icro=m nano = 0:316;0:100;0:032;0:01;0:003 forthe �rst�ve
panels,and m nano is assum ed entirely sm oothly distributed in the last panel. The dotted
histogram istherespective panelforthecasewith 100% ofthem atterin m m icro.


