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Abstract. W e present an altemative m ethod for the kinem atic analysis ofhigh properm otion surveysand discuss
its application to the survey of O ppenhein er et al. (2001) for the selection of reliable halo white dwarfs W D s).
The localW D space density we estinate is yp 7 1 2 10° M pc 3, which is about an order ofm agnitude
an aller than the valie derived in O ppenheim er et al. (2001), and is consistent w ith the values obtained from

recent reanalyses of the sam e data (eg.Reid et al. 2001, Reyl et al. 2001, Torres et al. 2002, Salin et al. 2004).
Ourresul, which corresponds to a fraction of0.1% 02% ofthe localdark m atter, does not support the scenario
suggested by the m icrolensing experin ents that ancient coolW D s could contrbute signi cantly to the dark halo
oftheM iky W ay.
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O ne ofthe m ost recent challenges in observationalastron—
om y is to explain the nature of the ob fcts that produced
the m icrolensing events towards the M agellanic C louds
(A Jcock et al. 2000). The m ost obvious candidates for
these events are ancient white dwarfs, so that several
pro¥cts have been carried out in recent years to reveal
the existence of such hidden population of dim sources
(see Hansen & Liebert 2003 for a review ). The m ost ex—
tensive survey to date isthat ofO ppenhein eret al. (2001,
OHDHS).They discovered 38 suspected halo white dwarfs
and derived a Iocaldensity of 1:1 10° M pc 3 ,which
corresponds to a fraction of 12% of the halo dark m at-
ter In the vicinity ofthe Sun.D i erent authors challenged
these results on the basis ofthe age estim ates ofthe candi-
dates H ansen 2001, Bergeron 2003), or after a reanalysis
of the kinem atic data (g.Reid, Sahu & Hawly 2001;
Reyle et al. 2001, F Iynn et al. 2003, Torres et al. 2002).

In any event, all those studies evidence a signi cant
contam ination ofthick disk ob ctsa ecting the haloW D
sam ple, and point out the basic problem of de ning an
accurate procedure to deconvolve the halo and thick disk
populations on the basis of their kinem atic and photom et—
ric properties.

In this paper we describe a general statisticalm ethod
designed to reect ob fcts w ith disk kinem atics and iso—
Jate probable halo members from the screening of kine-
m atically selected sam ples. F nally, we discuss the resuls

obtained w ith this m ethod when applied to the OHDHS
survey, and com pare them to the prelin nary resuls de—
rived from the G SC ITdased new high properm otion sur—
vey In the N orthem hem isphere by C arollo et al. (2004).

2.5SS Halb W D survey

The OHDHS survey was based on digitized, photo—
graphic Schm idt plates R59F and By passbands) from

the SuperCO SM O S Sky Survey (SSS,Hambly etal.2001).
They analyzed 196 three epoch plates (ITlad, ITlaF and
IV-N) covering an area of 4165 square degrees near the
South G alactic Polk (SGP). The magniude lim it of the
survey is of R59F = 19.8, while the proper m otion lim —
itsare 033%r! < < 10%r?!.They ound 98 W D s,
whose tangential velocities were derived from the mea-
sured proper motions and photom etric distances esti-
m ated via a Inear color m agnitude (CM ) relation, M g,

vs. B R59F , calbrated by means of the WD sam —
plk wih available trigonom etric parallaxes published by
Bergeron, Ruiz & Legget (1997). The kinem atic analy—
sis of this sam ple wasm ade in the two dim ensional U ,V)
plane, after assum ing that the third galactic velociy com —
ponent was zero W = 0).Thick disk contam inants were
reected with a 2 threshold, U2+ (V + 35)2 > 95 km

s 1, which would correspond to a 86% ocon dence level
In the case of a nonkinem atically selected sam ple. In
thisway, 38 W D s were considered as halo m em bers, from
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which a space denstty of yp ' 1110* M pc?® was
com puted, assum ing 0.6 M  for the averageW D m ass.

A s mentioned in the previous section, these resuls
were critically revised by several authors. In particular,
an independent kinem atic analysis of the OHDHS sam —
pl was perform ed by Reid et al. (2001), who noted that
the resulting distrbution of the W Ds in the U ,V) dia—
gram seem sm ore com patdble w ith the high velociy tails
of the thick disk. They com puted (U;V ) com ponents as—
sum ing that the unknown radialvelocity is null (V. = 0)
and selected halo W D s with the crude but robust crite—
rion of acoepting ob Ects w ith retrograde m otion only (¢
ob fcts). This leads to a m ore conservative value of the
density, wp ' 1810° M pc?3.

Recently, Salin et al. (2004) reanalyzed the W D sam -
pk of OHDHS on the basis of new spectroscopic and pho-—
tom etric m easurem ents. R adialvelocities 0of 13 W D sw ith
H line, and standard Johnson-€ ousins photom etry for
half of the sam ple were obtained. In addition, distances
were redeterm ined w ith the CCD photom etry by m eans
of the theoretical color m agniude relation for hydrogen
and heliuim atm ospheres published by Bergeron, Leggett
& Ruiz (2001). Salim et al. (2003) con m ed the resuls
of OHDHS with the same 95 km s' (2 ) threshod, but
showed that a m ininum density, ny p ’ 3:110 % pc?
is attained w ith a higher, m ore conservative, threshold of
190km s’ .

3.K nem atic analysis

The kinem atic analysis of the W D sam ple drawn from

a proper m otion lm ited survey, including the choice of
a criteriim for refcting the contam inant disk W D s and
select the truehalo W D s, is one ofthe critical steps ofthis
kind of studies.

A s the velocity distribution of the disk (s) and hal
population do partially overlap ig.1l), i is not possible
to Infer univocally, on the basis of kinem atic data alone,
the parent population of every ob fct. N evertheless, it is
alwayspossble to test ifan ob fct is, or is not, consistent
w ith the velocity distrbution ofa certain population once
a value for the con dence Jevelis chosen.

Here,we retain ashaloW D s those ob fctswhose kine—
m atics is not consistent w ith the velocity distribution of
the thick disk populationf given a certain con dence kevel;
this allow s the identi cation of halo W Ds while 1 i
ing the contam ination ofhigh velocity thick disk ob fcts.
Unless corrected for the incom pleteness due to the frac—
tion of reected halo W D s whose kinem atics is com patible
w ith that ofthe thick disk population, it is clear that this
procedure can only provide a Iower lm it to the actual
density.

An altemative, and potentially m ore rigorous proce—
dure, is a M axin um —lkelihood analysis that ts sinula-
neously the superposition oftwo orm ore populations (see

Y m plicitly, we assum e that besides the thick disk W D s, this
criterion rejcts the \slowest" thin disk ob fcts aswell.
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eg.Nelson et al. 2002, K oopm ans & B landford 2002). In
this case how ever, because ofthe am all size ofthe sam ples,
further assum ptions on the kinem atics and the form ation
process (M F, age, etc.) ofallthe populations involved are
usually necessary.

3.1. Schwarzschid distrioution

W e assum e that the probability that the galactic velocity
com ponents U,V W ) of an obfct in the solar neighbor-
hood belonging to a certain stellar population lies in the
elem ent ofvelocity space d®v = dUdV dW iswelldescribed
by a Schw arzschild distridbution:

W2

2

Vo)?

23

1 U? [\
2 )r?yvoaw 2 2

w hich represents a trivariate gaussian ellipsoid, w here
Vo Indicates the rotation lag w ith respect to the LSR and
v ,and y the velocity dispersions.
In practice, the galactic com ponentsneed to be derived
from the observed tangential and radial velocity com po—
nents (V ;V ;V.):
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where G000 = G (; ) is the transfom ation m atrix
from the equatorial coordinates system (J2000) to the
galactic system , which depends explicitly on the stellar
posittion (, ). Here, U ;V ;W ) is the Sun veloc—
ity with respect to the Local Standard of Rest (LSR),
for which Dehnen & Binney (1998) estim ated (+ 10:00

0:36;+525 0:62;+7:17 0:38) km s! from the analy-
sis of the H ipparcos catalogue. T he tangential velocities
V and V (m s'!), are computed from the observed
proper m otions (@arcsec yr ') and distances (pc) derived
from trigonom etric or photom etric parallaxes, = 1=d, as

usual:
V = 4:74047d

4:74047d

cos
vV =

3 2. Tangential velociy distribbution

If the full 3D space velocity cannot be recovered, as in
the case of properm otion surveys, we can adopt a sin ilar
procedure in the 2D tangential velocity plane, (Vv , V ).
T he bivarate m arginaldistrdbution,  ;V ), can be ob—
tained by properly integrating the distribbution in Eq.:]:
along the V, com ponent:

Viv)s — B ®)
2 1 2
1 vV V)?
=P 20 2 2
, V. VoW Vo ¥ V o)
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Fig.l. Tangential velocity distrboutions, V ;V ), to—
ward the direction 1 = 143 , b= 57 ) of W DO0135-
039 (solid circle). The ellipses show the iso-probability
contours (2 , 3 ) of the thin disk, thick disk, and lo—
cal halo populations based on the kinem atic param eters
from Binney & M erri eld (1998), Soubiran et al. (2003)
and Casertano, Ratnatunga & Bahcall (1990), respec—
tively. The three concentric circles indicate the velociy
thresholds, Vy in 4774 1, r, for the OHDHS survey
( 1im 0330 yr 1) at the distances r = 40 pc, 80 pc
and 120 pc.

- 1 )

This is a general bivariate gaussian distrbution which is
de ned by ve parameters:V 4,V o, v , v and

T hese param eters are linear finctions ofthe rst and sec—
ond orderm om ents of Eq. lr!;', as described for Instance in
Trumpler & W eaver (1953).

Ouranalysisw illbe based on E g. 3 that represents the

appropriate density distribution when radialvelocities are
m issing.
N otice that this approach, even In the case of surveys In—
volving w idely di erent line-ofsights, allow s the deriva—
tion ofthe exact tangential velocity distribution for every
star, w thout any assum ption on the unknown third ve-
locity com ponent V. .

33.Thick disk m odel

T he follow ing properties for the population of thick disk
W D s in the solar neighborhood were assum ed:

{ auniform local space density; for, the typicaldistance
reachable by ground based surveys ( 100 pc) ismuch
an aller than the exponential vertical scale-height of
the thick disk G, ’ 1000 pc);

{ avelcity distrbution Eq.d) with (y; v w ;Vo)’
(63;39;39; 45) km s', as derived in Soubiran,
Bienaym e & Siebert (2003).

W e notice that the velocity ellipsoid of the thick disk
population is not currently well established so that this
choice will som ehow a ect the nal resul. For instance,
the presence of a non-gaussian high velociy tail (cfr.
G ilm ore et al. 2002) would increase the contam nation af-
fecting the haloW D sample.

34.K nem atically selected sam pks

In the case of a m agnitude-and -lim ited survey w ih a
totalextension of steradians, the follow ing ocbservational
constraints need to be taken into account:

1. an apparentm agniude lim itm < m 13, which in pliesa
distance lim it asa function ofthe absolute m agniude,
M , of the target:

< Tpa M )= 10026y M)+ 1]

which, In tum, de nes the maxmmum volum e'f:,
Viax ™ )= T 12, covered by the survey;

2. apropermotion limit > 14, which translhtes into a
tangential velocity threshold varying w ih stellar dis—
tance:

q_
Vian = V2+ V2> Vg @) = 474 1y 1t

Note that, although the distance distrdution (/ r?)
and the kinem atic distrdbbution Eg. 3 ) of the com plete
population are Independent, now they result correlated
for the observed sam ple because of the existence of the
velocity threshold, Vi i (¥).

T he probability to select a star w ith absolute m agni-
tudeM in the range (r;jr+ dr), V ;V + dv ), V ;V +
dv ) is then dP f @V ;V )drdV dV , where the pint
probability density is:

8
%Krz V V) ifVin > Vi @
and r< Iyax ™ )

f@Vv ;V)= . 4

( 2 0 fVian Vi i (¥) @)
orr rlTl ax M )

rRrEBEEE K is a nom alization constant such that

fdrdv dav = 1.
Ifwe integrate overr the pint probability density fiinc—
tion given in Eq.:ff, we obtaln them argihaldensity distri-
bution

Im ax

hv ;v) = f@Vv ;v )dr ©)

0

2 Note that this is a purely photom etric de nition which

does not correspond exactly to the analogue quantity adopted
for the evaluation of the W D density via the 1/Vy ax m ethod
(Schm idt 1975).
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which quanti es the probability that an ob fct w ith tan—
gentialvelocities (V ;V ) could be random l found som e~
where within the whole voime $ r2 . , where an ob-
Bct w ith absolute m agnitude M could in principle be ob—
served.

At the same tine, we can introduce the (condi-
tional) probability that an ob fct with tangential veloc—
iies (V ;V ) is found at the m easured distance, r:

f @V ;V)

tV ;V I) = (6)
g(r)
w here
Z 7
glr) = f@GV ;V)dv dv (7)

1

is the m arghal density distrbution which de nes the
probability that an ob fct w ith whatever velocity can be
observed at a distance r. Because the velociy threshold
ncreases linearly with distance, V, i / &, the space dis-
tribution of the properm otion selected sample Eqg.7) is
also biased towards an aller distances.

Both them argihaldistrdbution h (v ;V ) and the con—
ditionalprobability t(V ;V ) can be used to test the con—
sistency ofeach ob fct w ith a parent population. In prin—
ciple, the conditional probability t(V ;V ¥) seem s more
appropriate than h (Vv ;V ) since it fully utilizes the indi-
vidual stellar distances. H ow ever, the di erences becom e
Insigni cant when the con dence levelis set to su ciently
high valies (see next section).

N ote that, ormm ally, E q.:_é is equivalent to the origihal
di ution, ( ;V ), except that the probability is null
or V24 V2 Vpq (), and it hasbeen renom alized.

35.Con dence intervals and contam ination

B asically, because a proper m otion lim ited survey under—
sam ples the low velocity ob fcts, the m ain di erence be-
tween the kinem atically selected distrbbutions Egs. 5-a)
and the com plte one (Eq. 3) is that the probability den—
sity is redistributed from the low velociy regions towards
the high velocity tails. T hism eans that the observed sam —
ple isbiased tow ardshigh velocity ob ects, as shown for in—
stance by the sin ulationsofReyl et al. (2001) and T orres
et al. (2002).

This e ect needs to be taken into account when we
de ne a con dence Intervalover the (Vv ;V ) plane in or-
der to test the consistency w ith the parent population and
to estim ate the contam ination due to ob fcts In the tails
beyond the critical Iim it. In fact, the adoption ofthe orig—
nal  ;V ) to reect the disk stars wih respect to a
certain con dence kvel, eg. 1l = 99% , would exclude
99% of all the existing thick disk stars which, however,
corresoonds to a an aller fraction of the thick disk ob fcts
that are really present In the kinem atically selected sub-—
sam ple. In this case, only the con dence intervalde ned
for tv ;V ¥), orh(V ;V ), assures that the fraction of
false negatives contam nating the sam ple oflona de halo
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stars does not exceed { on average { 1% of the observed
thick disk ob Fcts.

In the lkft panels of Figures ;2:1'_3 the concentric el
lipses show the iso-probability contours 1 , 2 , 3 ) of
the velocity distrbution expected for thick disk stars,

V ;V ), evaluated in the direction ofone ofthe stars in
the O ppenhein er’s sam ple (LHS 1447), whose tangential
velocity ism arked w ith a lled circle. T he points represent
a M ontecarlo realization of 2000 simulated W D ’s drawn
from the kinem atically selected distrdbutions h(V ;V )
and t(V ;V T).Theexcessof \sin ulated" thick disk stars
w ith high velocity is evidenced by the fact that there are
manymorethan 20ob gcts (1% ofthe sin ulated sam ple)
outside the 3 oon dence interval.

LHS 1447 is also located outside the 3 contour so
that, according to the com plete distribution, i should be
reected as a thick disk starw ith a con dence levelhigher
than 1 = 99% .A ctually, that conclusion would be incor-
rect ifwe tested the hypothesisthat LH S 1447 isam em ber
of the kinem atically selected sam ple as shown In the right
panels of F igures :_22-:_3’, w here the m argihaland conditional
distrbbutions, h (v ;V )andt{(V ;V T),aredrawn.In fact,
In these cases the star is ocated w ithin the iso-probability
contourdelim iting the 99% con dence levelso that must
be accepted as a thick disk star.

4. Results and discussion

Both distrbutions, h (v ;V ) and t(V ;V T),wereused to
analyze the W D sample n the OHDH S survey.

T he kinem atic tests were carried out in the tangential
plane ofeach individualstar so that no assum ption on ra-
dialvelocity is necessary. T he values of 95% and 99% for
the con dence kevel (1 ) were chosen In ordertom ini
m ize the presence of false negatives. W ith a totalsample
0f98 W D s, presum ably a m ixture of (thin and thick) disk
and haloW D s, weexpect that < 1 (99% ) and < 5 (95% )
ofthe high velocity thick disk starswould contam inate the
selected Pop.IIW D sample.

41.Halb W D density

In Tablke :14' we report the results based on this proce—
dure forthe W D sam ple published by OHDHS.W e only
found 10 ob fcts which do not appear consistent w ith the
kinem atically selected density distrbutions, h (Vv ;V ) and
tV ;V T),atthe 99% ocon dence kvel, whik 12-13 proba-
blehaloW Dsareselectedwhen 1 = 95% .A sexpected,
the num ber of candidates Increases up to 14 (99% ) or 20
(95% ) In the case ofa test based on the com plete distribu-—
tion,  ;V ),mainly because ofa higher contam ination.
Finall, the haloW D density was estin ated by m eans
of the classical 1/Vy ax m ethod (Schm idt 1975), and as—
sum ng a valle of 06 M for the typicalW D m ass. The
resuls, w ith their (poissonian only) errors, are reported
in Tab.:_l', w here the di erent values refer to the two con—
dence kevels and the three probability distributions used
for the calculations.
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F ig.2.Left panel: iso-probability contours 1 ,2 ,3 )of ( ;V ) compared against a M ontecarl sin ulation (dots)
ofthe thick disk stars in the direction (1= 226:34 o=  64:27) ofLH S 1447 (solid circle) drawn from the kinem atically
selected distribution, h (v ;V ). R ight panel: iso-probability contours (con dence levels of 40% , 70% , 95% and 99% )
ofh(V ;V ).
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F ig.3.Left panel: iso-probability contours 1 ,2 ,3 )of (V ;V ) compared against a M ontecarlo sin ulation (dots)
ofthe thick disk stars in the direction (1= 226:34,o=  64:27) ofLH S 1447 (solid circle) drawn from the kinem atically
selected distrbution, t(V ;V T).Right panel: iso-probability contours (con dence levels of 40% , 70% , 95% and 99% )
oft(V ;V ).

A though a ected by large uncertainties, the values in  w ith various reanalyses ofthe OHDHS samplk (eg.Reid
Tab. :11' suggest a density of y p 105 M pc?, ie. et al 2001, Reyl et al. 2001, Torres et al. 2002, Salin
01-02% of the Iocal dark m atter, which is an order of et al 2004).Furthem ore, Carollo et al. (2004), applying
m agniude sn aller than what reported n OHDH S. the statistical m ethodology describbed in this paper on a

Our results are consistent w ith the local m ass den— REW high properm otion survey based on G SC -IIm aterial,
sity ofhalo W D s estin ated by Gould et al (1998), and derived a sinilrvalieof 10° M pc’.
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Table 1.Estin ation ofthe halo W D density based on the ob fcts selected from the OHDHS sam ple.

Con d. WV ;V) hVv ;V) tV ;V )
level WDs wp M pc 3) W Ds wp M pc ?) W Ds wop M pc %)
99% 14 20 09) 10° 10 16 08) 10° 10 15 08) 10°
95% 20 31 10) 10° 12 19 09) 10° 13 20 09) 10°
Table 2. Estin ation ofthe halo W D density based on the sam ple revised by Salin et al (2004).
Con d. WV ;v) hVv ;V) tV ;V )
level W Ds wp M pc ) WDs wo M pc’) WDs wo M pc’)
99% 19 18 0:%) 10° 17 (16 0:6) 10° 16 15 0%) 10°
95% 28 33 08) 10° 18 18 0®%) 10° 18 19 0%) 10°

Lacking Individual trigonom etric parallaxes, a criti-
cal point of this (@and any) analysis is the choice of the
m ethod for the estim ation ofthe distances, which directly
a ectsthe evaluation oftheW D tangentialvelocities and,
of course, of their stellar density. A s rem arked by several
authors (see eg. Torres et al. 2002, Bergeron 2003), em —
pirical and theoretical CM relations can both give rise to
system atic errors.

To this regard, if for the distancesofthe OHDH S sam —
pl we adopt the values recently redeterm jnedf- by Salin
et al. (2004), the num ber of selected halo W D s increases
but the resulting densities, shown in Tab]e::a*, are not sig—
ni cantly di erent from those reported in Tablke i

4 2.D istance and vebciy erors

The largeerror, 20-30% ,a ectingW D photom etric par-
allaxes, cannot be neglected in a rigorous statistical anal-
ysis. Basically, besides the contribution of the photom et—
ric errors, the large uncertainty in the distance m odu-
lus, m M , derives from the large intrinsic dispersion
(Mv " 04 -05mag) ofthe CM relation, a consequence
of the superposition of cooling sequences of W D s of dif-
ferent m asses and atm ospheres.

In practice, the m ain e ect of the tangential velocity
errors, yv=V = ( =)%2+4+ ( 4=d)?, is to Increase the
dispersion and the overlap of the \observed" kinem atic
distributions belonging to the various stellar populations.
C larly this also Increases the contam ination of the disk
W D s and m akes the identi cation of the halo W D sm ore
di cuk.

A lthough a m ore rigorous statistical analysis should
be necessary to consider properly the presence of these
errors, a conservative estin ation can be given by select—
ing only those ob fcts which are not consistent w ith the
\observed" kinem atic distrbution that results from con-
volving the profcted kinem atic distrbbution of the thick
disk Eg. 3) wih a bivariate gaussian error distribution
w ith nullm ean and dispersions, (v ; v ), corresoond-—

3 They adopted CM relations based on theoretical cooling
tracksof0.6M W D swih H orH e atm ospheres. T his resulted
in distances 16% system atically larger (on average) than those
n OHDHS.

Ing to the velocity errors of the i~th ob fct. T he velocity
errors have been derived by assum Ing the proper m otion

errors, , listed in Tab.1l of OHDHS, and a m ore real-
istic photom etric parallax error, 4=d, 0f25% (instead of
20% ).

The dierent halo WD densiies estimated from
the ob gcts which are not consistent (at the 95% and
99% oon dence lkvel) with the new distrbutions are
reported In Tables 3 and 4. Because of the larger velocity
thresholds, the num ber of selected halo W D s is an aller
than those reported In Tables 1 and 2. The estin ated
W D densities, uncorrected for the loss ofhalo W D s with
disk kinem atics, decrease proportionally, but are still
oonsistent with wp 10> M pc?.Note that the
m ininum values, which are reported In Tab. 4, have been
derived from the data ofSalin et al (2004) who provided
distances (and thus volum es) system atically larger than
OHDHS.

4 3.0n the thick disk m odel

A sm entioned in Sect.:_§§, our selction criterion depends
In plicitly also on the choice of the kinem atic param eters
adopted for the thick disk, whose spatial and kinem at—
ical properties are still m atter of debate and nvestiga—
tion. Here, we have used the velociy ellipsoid recently
derived by Soubiran et al. 2003) from a sampl of 400
giantsw ih 3D kinem atics at a distance 0f200-800 pc to—
wardsthe N orth G alacticC ap. T heir results are very close
to the kinem atic param eters estin ated."_f- by Casertano,
R atnatunga & Bahcall (1990) and are consistent w ith var—
jous other detemm inations of the thick disk kinem atics,
which support velocity dispersions of 40-60 km s ! and
an asymm etric drift in the range 30-50 km s ' .

A though controversial, som e authors clain the pres-
ence of a vertical velocity gradient, that supports a thick
disk which rotates faster close to the galactic plane (ie.
where the W D sam pl is localized), than at higher Z’s,

4
C asertano,

Ratnatunga & Bahcall (1990) derived
(uviviwiVo) ' (66;37;38; 40) 10 km s ' from a
maxinum lkelhood analysis of high proper m otion stars

w ithin 500 pc of the Sun.
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Table 3.Same as Tab:g: after adopting a thick disk velocity distribution convolved w ith the observation errors.

Con d. WV ;V) hVv ;V) tV ;V )
level WDs wp M pc ) WDs wo M pc’) WDs wo M pc’)
99% 6 @3 08) 10° 3 12 08) 10° 3 12 08) 10°
95% 14 20 09) 10° 5 @3 08) 10° 6 @3 08) 10°

Table 4. Same as Tab:_ﬁ after adopting a thick disk velocity distribution convolved w ith the observation errors.

Con d. WV ;V) hWv ;V) tVv ;V I)
lvel WDs yp M pc®) WDsSs wp M pc’) WDs wp M pc )
99% 14 12 0s5) 10° 8 (0:7 04) 10° 5 (06 0:4) 10°
95% 18 @7 0w.) 10° 14 @2 05) 10° 9 @0 05) 10°

where the studies of the thick disk kinem atics have been
usually carried out. In particular, Chiba & Beers (2000),
who analyzed 1203 m etalpoor stars non-kinem atically se—
lected, found a rapidly rotating thick disk close to the
galactic plane wih a an all asym m etric drift Vv * 20
km s' and wih velocity dispersions (u; vi w) '
(46 4;50 4;35 3) km s! .M oreover, they deter-
m ined a velocity gradient @Vo=@¥% j’ 30 3 km s?
kpc ', that, however, other studies (eg. Soubiran et al
2003) do not detect. Nevertheless, a fast rotating thick
disk at Z 0 was detem J'ned'_S: also by Upgren et al
(1997) from a sample of KM dwarfs In the solar neigh—
borhood @ < 50 pc) with trigonom etric parallaxes and
proper m otions from the H jpparcos catalogue and radial
velociy m easurem ents.

Thus, In order to test the sensitivity of our m ethod
w ith respect to the adopted thick disk m odel, w e repeated
theW D selection ofthe Salin etal (2003) sam ple through
the distrbutions h (v ;V ) and t(V ;V F) derived using
the velocity ellipsoid from Chiba & Beers (2000).T he new
results are consistent within 1 ) w ith the values ocbtained
w ith the kinem atics from Soubiran et al. (2003), although
the resulting densities appeartypically largerthan the pre—
vious ones.

For instance, wih a 99% con dence lvel we nd

wp ' @7 0#6)10°> M pc? frboth h(v ;V ) and
t(V ;V ¥) when the velociy errors are not taken into
acocount (cfr. Tab. :_22), while the distrdbutions convolved
w ith the velocity errors provide yp ' (09 0:5)10 °
M pc?® (cfr.Tab.4).The 95% con dence lkevelalso pro-
vides sin ilar but system atically higher new densities up
to I8 0:7)10° M pc? and 30 0:9)10° M pc?3

respectively when the velocity errors are, or are not, con-—
volved w ith the tangential velocity distributions.

Anyhow , it appears that, w ith the adopted con dence
levels, signi cantly higher density (eg. clbse to 10 *
M pc? may be attained only with disk ellipsoids kine-
m atically much \cooler" than those expected for a typ-
ical thick disk population. For instance, a total density
88 02)10° M pc? isonly obtained counting allthe

5 They estin ated a rotation lag of Vg ’ 283 38km s '

for the \old" disk com ponent w ith dispersions (v; v; w )’
(56:1 3:9;342 25;312 25)km s .

41 W D swhich are not consistent w ith the thin djsks kine-
m atics (using t(V ;V ¥) with a 95% con dence kvel), ie.
sum m ing both halo and thick disk W D s.

44.UVW distrbution

Salin et al. (2003) provide radial velocities for 15 DA
W D s, 13 of which derived from new m easurem ents of the
OHDHS sampl and two from Pauliet al. 2003), so that,
In principle, a m ore accurate kinem atic m em bership for
these ob ectsm ay be inferred using the inform ation from
the full 3D velocities. T his requires 3D velociy distribbu-—
tions for kinem atically selected sam ples which are beyond
the scope of the current study. H ow ever, the availabiliy
ofboth tangentialand radialvelocities for this subsam ple
o ers the possbility to check a posteriori the e ciency
of the 2D kinem atic analysis adopted in this work and
described in Sect.d.

To this regard, Figured shows the (U V W ) velocities
derived from Eq.d for the 15 stars w ith availbbl radial
velocity. T hose which have been selected w ith a 95% con-

dence kevelby m eans of the distrbutionsh v ;V ) and
tV ;V T) convolved w ith the velocity errors (Iab.:fl) are
m arked wih square and diam ond symbols. In addition,
the 3 isoprobability ellipses of the thick disk and halo
velocity distributions, based on the kinem atic param eters
respectively from Soubiran et al. (2003) and Casertano,
Ratnatunga & Bahcall (1990), are also plotted. T he three
panels of F jg.:_z indicate that, basically, all the likely halo
W D shave been properly identi ed by our kinem atic anal-
ysisbased on the 2D (V ;V ) distrbutions, thus support—
Ing the reliability of our selection procedure.

5.Conclusions

A kinem atically selected sample made of 98 W D s with
> 033%r ! waspublishedby OHDH S who perform ed a
high properm otion survey over 4165 deg” tow ard the SGP
down to R59F ’ 198. These data stin ulated a number
of studies addressing the issue that a signi cant part of
the dark halo of the M iky W ay could be com posed of

® We adopted (u; vi w iVo) ' (34;21;18; 6) km s '

from Tab.1l04 ofBinney & M erri eld (1998).
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Fig.4.Velociy distrbution U,V W ) of the subsam plk of 15 stars w ith available radialvelociy (dotswih 1

error

bars) from Salim et al (2004). The ob gcts selected by m eans of the distrbutionsh (v ;V ) and t(V ;V ¥) wih a
95% oon dence kvel (Tab. 2_1:) are m arked w ith circle and diam ond sym bols, respectively. T he ellipses show the 3
isoprobability contours of the thick disk and halo velocity distrdbution.

m atter in the form ofancient coolW D s.T hebasic problem
{ as addressed by several authors { is the criterion to
disentangl the m xture of (thick) disk and halo ob fcts
on the basis of their kinem atic properties and ages.

To this regard, we have In plem ented a generalm ethod
for the kinem atic analysis of high proper m otion sur—
veys and applied it to the identi cation of reliable halo
stars. T he kinem atically-selected tangential velociy dis-
tributions are derived for every star, so that no assum p—
tion on the unknown third velocity com ponent, Vy, nor
any approxin ation on the galactic com ponents U V W ),
is necessary.

W e selected as bona de halo W Ds only those stars
whose tangential velocity is inconsistent, at the 95% and
99% con dence kevels, w ith the appropriate pro fcted dis—-
tribution, h(V ;V ) or t(V ;V ), of the cbserved thick
disk population, thus assuring lim ited contam ination of
thick disk ob fcts. Finally, the e ect of lJarge velocity er—
rors, which derive from the intrinsic uncertainty of the
W D photom etric parallaxes, was also discussed and taken
into account.

W e applied this m ethodology to the OHDHS sam ple
and selected 10 probabl halo W D s (that becam e 3 after
the nclusion ofthe velocity errors) atthea 99% con dence
Jevel. Through the 1/Vy ax m ethod, we estin ated a local
WD densityof wp ’ 1 2 10M pc® (1e.01-02% of
the Jocaldark m atter) which is consistent w ith the values
found by Gould et al. (1998), as well as by other authors
who reanalyzed the OHDH S sam plk (eg.Reid et al. 2001,
Reyl et al 2001, Torres et al. 2002, Flynn et al 2003).
The sam e m ethodology applied to the OHDHS sample
revised by Salin et al. (2004) yieldsa sin ilarvalue. T hese
results agree with those found by Carollo et al. (2004)
from a st analysis of new data of an independent high
proper m otion survey in the Northem hem isphere based

on m aterdal and procedures used for the construction of
the G SC -IT.

A though a ected by a large uncertainty due to the
an all statistics and low accuracy of the photom etric par—
allaxes, our results clearly Indicate that ancient coolW D s
do not contribute signi cantly to the baryonic fraction of
the galactic dark halo, as possibly suggested by the m i~
crolensing experim ents which clain ed that 20% ofthe
dark m atter is form ed by com pact ocbgctsof 05 M
(A Joock et al. 2000).
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