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Abstract. W epresentan alternativem ethod forthekinem aticanalysisofhigh properm otion surveysand discuss

itsapplication to the survey ofO ppenheim eretal.(2001)forthe selection ofreliable halo white dwarfs(W D s).

The localW D space density we estim ate is�W D ’ 1� 2� 10
� 5

M � pc
� 3
,which isaboutan orderofm agnitude

sm aller than the value derived in O ppenheim er et al.(2001),and is consistent with the values obtained from

recentreanalysesofthe sam e data (e.g.Reid etal.2001,Reyl�e etal.2001,Torresetal.2002,Salim etal.2004).

O urresult,which correspondsto a fraction of0.1% � 0.2% ofthelocaldark m atter,doesnotsupportthescenario

suggested by them icrolensing experim entsthatancientcoolW D scould contribute signi�cantly to thedark halo

ofthe M ilky W ay.

Key words. Stars:kinem atics - white dwarfs - Cosm ology: dark m atter - G alaxy: stellar content - Surveys -

M ethods:statistical

1.Introduction

O neofthem ostrecentchallengesin observationalastron-

om y isto explain thenatureoftheobjectsthatproduced

the m icrolensing events towards the M agellanic Clouds

(Alcock et al. 2000). The m ost obvious candidates for

these events are ancient white dwarfs, so that several

projects have been carried out in recent years to reveal

the existence ofsuch hidden population ofdim sources

(see Hansen & Liebert2003 for a review).The m ostex-

tensivesurvey todateisthatofO ppenheim eretal.(2001,

O HDHS).They discovered 38suspected halowhitedwarfs

and derived alocaldensity of� 1:1� 10�4 M � pc�3 ,which

corresponds to a fraction of1-2% ofthe halo dark m at-

terin thevicinity oftheSun.Di�erentauthorschallenged

theseresultson thebasisoftheageestim atesofthecandi-

dates(Hansen 2001,Bergeron 2003),oraftera reanalysis

ofthe kinem atic data (e.g.Reid,Sahu & Hawley 2001;

Reyl�eetal.2001,Flynn etal.2003,Torresetal.2002).

In any event,allthose studies evidence a signi�cant

contam ination ofthick disk objectsa�ecting thehalo W D

sam ple,and point out the basic problem ofde�ning an

accurateprocedureto deconvolvethe halo and thick disk

populationson thebasisoftheirkinem aticand photom et-

ricproperties.

In thispaperwe describe a generalstatisticalm ethod

designed to reject objects with disk kinem atics and iso-

late probable halo m em bers from the screening ofkine-

m atically selected sam ples.Finally,wediscusstheresults

obtained with this m ethod when applied to the O HDHS

survey,and com pare them to the prelim inary resultsde-

rived from theG SC II-based new high properm otion sur-

vey in the Northern hem isphereby Carollo etal.(2004).

2.SSS H alo W D survey

The O HDHS survey was based on digitized, photo-

graphic Schm idt plates (R59F and BJ passbands) from

theSuperCO SM O S SkySurvey(SSS,Ham blyetal.2001).

They analyzed 196 three epoch plates (IIIaJ,IIIaF and

IV-N) covering an area of4165 square degrees near the

South G alactic Pole (SG P).The m agnitude lim it ofthe

survey is ofR59F = 19.8,while the proper m otion lim -

its are 0.3300yr�1 < � < 1000yr�1 .They found 98 W Ds,

whose tangentialvelocities were derived from the m ea-

sured proper m otions and photom etric distances esti-

m ated via a linear color m agnitude (CM ) relation,M B J

vs. B J � R59F ,calibrated by m eans of the W D sam -

ple with available trigonom etric parallaxes published by

Bergeron,Ruiz & Legget (1997).The kinem atic analy-

sisofthissam plewasm adein thetwo dim ensional(U,V)

plane,afterassum ingthatthethird galacticvelocity com -

ponentwaszero (W = 0).Thick disk contam inantswere

rejected with a 2� threshold,
p
U 2 + (V + 35)2 > 95 km

s�1 ,which would correspond to a 86% con�dence level

in the case of a non-kinem atically selected sam ple. In

thisway,38 W Dswereconsidered ashalo m em bers,from

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0407557v1
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which a space density of�W D ’ 1:110�4 M � pc�3 was

com puted,assum ing 0.6 M � forthe averageW D m ass.

As m entioned in the previous section, these results

were critically revised by severalauthors.In particular,

an independent kinem atic analysis ofthe O HDHS sam -

ple wasperform ed by Reid etal.(2001),who noted that

the resulting distribution ofthe W Ds in the (U,V) dia-

gram seem sm ore com patible with the high velocity tails

ofthe thick disk.They com puted (U;V )com ponentsas-

sum ing thatthe unknown radialvelocity isnull(Vr = 0)

and selected halo W Ds with the crude but robust crite-

rion ofaccepting objectswith retrograde m otion only (4

objects).This leads to a m ore conservative value ofthe

density,�W D ’ 1:810�5 M � pc�3 .

Recently,Salim etal.(2004)reanalyzed theW D sam -

pleofO HDHS on thebasisofnew spectroscopicand pho-

tom etricm easurem ents.Radialvelocitiesof13 W Dswith

H � line,and standard Johnson-Cousins photom etry for

halfofthe sam ple were obtained.In addition,distances

were redeterm ined with the CCD photom etry by m eans

ofthe theoreticalcolor m agnitude relation for hydrogen

and helium atm ospherespublished by Bergeron,Leggett

& Ruiz (2001).Salim et al.(2003)con�rm ed the results

ofO HDHS with the sam e 95 km s�1 (2�)threshold,but

showed that a m inim um density,nW D ’ 3:110�5 pc�3

isattained with a higher,m oreconservative,threshold of

190 km s�1 .

3.Kinem atic analysis

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

a proper m otion lim ited survey,including the choice of

a criterium for rejecting the contam inantdisk W Ds and

selectthetruehaloW Ds,isoneofthecriticalstepsofthis

kind ofstudies.

As the velocity distribution of the disk(s) and halo

population do partially overlap (Fig.1),itisnotpossible

to infer univocally,on the basisofkinem atic data alone,

the parentpopulation ofevery object.Nevertheless,itis

alwayspossibleto testifan objectis,orisnot,consistent

with thevelocity distribution ofa certain population once

a value forthe con�dencelevelischosen.

Here,weretain ashaloW Dsthoseobjectswhosekine-

m atics is notconsistent with the velocity distribution of

thethick disk population1 given acertain con�dencelevel;

this allows the identi�cation of halo W Ds while lim it-

ing the contam ination ofhigh velocity thick disk objects.

Unless corrected for the incom pleteness due to the frac-

tion ofrejected halo W Dswhosekinem aticsiscom patible

with thatofthethick disk population,itisclearthatthis

procedure can only provide a lower lim it to the actual

density.

An alternative,and potentially m ore rigorous proce-

dure,isa M axim um -likelihood analysisthat�tssim ulta-

neously thesuperposition oftwo orm orepopulations(see

1
Im plicitly,weassum ethatbesidesthethick disk W D s,this

criterion rejectsthe \slowest" thin disk objectsaswell.

e.g.Nelson etal.2002,K oopm ans& Blandford 2002).In

thiscasehowever,becauseofthesm allsizeofthesam ples,

furtherassum ptionson the kinem aticsand the form ation

process(IM F,age,etc.)ofallthepopulationsinvolved are

usually necessary.

3.1.Schwarzschild distribution

W e assum ethattheprobability thatthegalacticvelocity

com ponents(U,V,W ) ofan objectin the solarneighbor-

hood belonging to a certain stellarpopulation liesin the

elem entofvelocityspaced3�v = dU dV dW iswelldescribed

by a Schwarzschild distribution:

p(�v)=
1

(2�)3=2�U �V �W
exp

�

�
U 2

2�2
U

�
(V � V0)

2

2�2
V

�
W 2

2�2
W

�

(1)

which representsa trivariategaussian ellipsoid,where

V0 indicatestherotation lag with respectto theLSR and

�U ,�V ,and �W the velocity dispersions.

In practice,thegalacticcom ponentsneed tobederived

from the observed tangentialand radialvelocity com po-

nents(V�;V�;Vr):
2

4

U

V

W

3

5 = G 2000

2

4

V�

V�

Vr

3

5 +

2

4

U�

V�

W �

3

5 (2)

where G 2000 = G (�;�) is the transform ation m atrix

from the equatorial coordinates system (J2000) to the

galactic system ,which depends explicitly on the stellar

position (�, �). Here, (U� ;V� ;W � ) is the Sun veloc-

ity with respect to the LocalStandard of Rest (LSR),

forwhich Dehnen & Binney (1998)estim ated (+ 10:00�

0:36;+ 5:25� 0:62;+ 7:17� 0:38)km s�1 from the analy-

sis ofthe Hipparcos catalogue.The tangentialvelocities

V� and V� (km s�1 ), are com puted from the observed

proper m otions (arcsec yr�1 ) and distances (pc) derived

from trigonom etricorphotom etricparallaxes,� = 1=d,as

usual:

V� = 4:74047d�� cos�

V� = 4:74047d��

3.2.Tangentialvelocity distribution

Ifthe full3D space velocity cannot be recovered,as in

thecaseofproperm otion surveys,wecan adopta sim ilar

procedure in the 2D tangentialvelocity plane,(V�,V�).

Thebivariatem arginaldistribution, (V�;V�),can beob-

tained by properly integrating the distribution in Eq.1

along the Vr com ponent:

 (V�;V�) =
1

2�����
p
1� �2

(3)

exp

�
� 1

2(1� �2)

�
(V� � V�0)

2

�2
V �

�

2�
(V� � V�0)

�V �

(V� � V�0)

�V �

+
(V� � V�0)

2

�2
V �

��
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Fig.1. Tangential velocity distributions,  (V�;V�), to-

ward the direction (l = 143�,b = � 57�) of W D0135-

039 (solid circle). The ellipses show the iso-probability

contours (2�, 3�) of the thin disk, thick disk, and lo-

calhalo 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 velocity

thresholds, Vm in = 4:74�lim r, for the O HDHS survey

(�lim = 0:3300 yr�1 ) at the distances r = 40 pc,80 pc

and 120 pc.

Thisisa generalbivariate gaussian distribution which is

de�ned by �ve param eters:V�0, V�0, �V �, �V � and �.

Theseparam etersarelinearfunctionsofthe�rstand sec-

ond orderm om entsofEq.1,asdescribed forinstance in

Trum pler& W eaver(1953).

O uranalysiswillbebased on Eq.3thatrepresentsthe

appropriatedensity distribution when radialvelocitiesare

m issing.

Notice thatthisapproach,even in the caseofsurveysin-

volving widely di�erent line-of-sights,allows the deriva-

tion oftheexacttangentialvelocity distribution forevery

star,without any assum ption on the unknown third ve-

locity com ponentVr.

3.3.Thick disk m odel

The following propertiesforthe population ofthick disk

W Dsin the solarneighborhood wereassum ed:

{ a uniform localspacedensity;for,thetypicaldistance

reachableby ground based surveys(� 100 pc)ism uch

sm aller than the exponentialverticalscale-height of

the thick disk (hz ’ 1000 pc);

{ avelocity distribution (Eq.1)with (�U ;�V ;�W ;V0)’

(63;39;39;� 45) km s�1 , as derived in Soubiran,

Bienaym �e& Siebert(2003).

W e notice thatthe velocity ellipsoid ofthe thick disk

population is not currently wellestablished so that this

choice willsom ehow a�ect the �nalresult.For instance,

the presence of a non-gaussian high velocity tail (cfr.

G ilm oreetal.2002)would increasethecontam ination af-

fecting the halo W D sam ple.

3.4.Kinem atically selected sam ples

In the case ofa m agnitude-and �-lim ited survey with a

totalextension of
steradians,thefollowingobservational

constraintsneed to be taken into account:

1.anapparentm agnitudelim itm < m lim which im pliesa

distancelim itasa function oftheabsolutem agnitude,

M ,ofthe target:

r< rm ax(M )= 10[0:2(m lim �M )+ 1]

which, in turn, de�nes the m axim um volum e2,

VM ax(M )= 1

3

r3

m ax covered by the survey;

2.a properm otion lim it� > �lim which translatesinto a

tangentialvelocity threshold varying with stellardis-

tance:

Vtan =

q

V 2
�
+ V 2

�
> Vm in(r)= 4:74�lim r:

Note that,although the distance distribution (/ r2)

and the kinem atic distribution (Eq.3 ) ofthe com plete

population are independent, now they result correlated

for the observed sam ple because ofthe existence ofthe

velocity threshold,Vm in(r).

The probability to selecta starwith absolute m agni-

tude M in the range(r;r+ dr),(V�;V� + dV�),(V�;V� +

dV�) is then dP = f(r;V�;V�)drdV�dV�,where the joint

probability density is:

f(r;V�;V�)=

8
>><

>>:

K r2 (V�;V�) ifVtan > Vm in(r)

and r< rm ax(M )

0 ifVtan � Vm in(r)

orr� rm ax(M )

(4)

Here, K is a norm alization constant such thatR R R
fdrdV� dV� = 1.

Ifweintegrateoverrthejointprobabilitydensityfunc-

tion given in Eq.4,weobtain them arginaldensity distri-

bution

h(V�;V�) =

Z
rm ax

0

f(r;V�;V�)dr (5)

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

doesnotcorrespond exactly to theanalogue quantity adopted

for the evaluation ofthe W D density via the 1/Vm ax m ethod

(Schm idt1975).



4 A.Spagna,D .Carollo,M .G .Lattanzi,B.Bucciarelli:D isk orHalo white dwarfs?

which quanti�esthe probability thatan objectwith tan-

gentialvelocities(V�;V�)could berandom ly found som e-

where within the whole volum e 1

3

r3

m ax, where an ob-

jectwith absolutem agnitudeM could in principlebeob-

served.

At the sam e tim e, we can introduce the (condi-

tional) probability that an object with tangentialveloc-

ities(V�;V�)isfound atthem easured distance,r:

t(V�;V�jr)=
f(r;V�;V�)

g(r)
(6)

where

g(r)=

Z Z + 1

�1

f(r;V�;V�)dV� dV� (7)

is the m arginal density distribution which de�nes the

probability thatan objectwith whatevervelocity can be

observed at a distance r.Because the velocity threshold

increaseslinearly with distance,Vm in / r,the space dis-

tribution ofthe proper-m otion selected sam ple (Eq.7)is

also biased towardssm allerdistances.

Both them arginaldistribution h(V�;V�)and thecon-

ditionalprobabilityt(V�;V�jr)can beused totestthecon-

sistency ofeach objectwith a parentpopulation.In prin-

ciple,the conditionalprobability t(V�;V�jr) seem s m ore

appropriatethan h(V�;V�)since itfully utilizesthe indi-

vidualstellardistances.However,the di�erencesbecom e

insigni�cantwhen thecon�dencelevelissetto su�ciently

high values(seenextsection).

Notethat,form ally,Eq.6 isequivalentto theoriginal

distribution, (V�;V�),exceptthattheprobability isnull

for
p
V 2
�
+ V 2

�
� Vm in(r),and ithasbeen re-norm alized.

3.5.Con�dence intervalsand contam ination

Basically,because a properm otion lim ited survey under-

sam plesthe low velocity objects,the m ain di�erence be-

tween the kinem atically selected distributions (Eqs.5-6)

and the com plete one(Eq.3)isthatthe probability den-

sity isredistributed from thelow velocity regionstowards

thehigh velocity tails.Thism eansthattheobserved sam -

pleisbiased towardshigh velocityobjects,asshown forin-

stanceby thesim ulationsofReyl�eetal.(2001)and Torres

etal.(2002).

This e�ect needs to be taken into account when we

de�ne a con�dence intervaloverthe (V�;V�)plane in or-

dertotesttheconsistency with theparentpopulation and

to estim ate the contam ination due to objectsin the tails

beyond thecriticallim it.In fact,theadoption oftheorig-

inal (V�;V�) to reject the disk stars with respect to a

certain con�dence level,e.g.1� � = 99% ,would exclude

99% ofallthe existing thick disk stars which,however,

correspondsto a sm allerfraction ofthethick disk objects

thatare really presentin the kinem atically selected sub-

sam ple.In this case,only the con�dence intervalde�ned

for t(V�;V�jr),or h(V�;V�),assures that the fraction of

falsenegativescontam inating thesam pleofbona �dehalo

starsdoes notexceed { on average { 1% ofthe observed

thick disk objects.

In the left panels of Figures 2-3 the concentric el-

lipses show the iso-probability contours (1�,2�,3�) of

the velocity distribution expected for thick disk stars,

 (V�;V�),evaluated in thedirection ofoneofthestarsin

the O ppenheim er’ssam ple (LHS 1447),whose tangential

velocityism arked with a�lled circle.Thepointsrepresent

a M ontecarlo realization of2000 sim ulated W D’s drawn

from the kinem atically selected distributions h(V�;V�)

and t(V�;V�jr).Theexcessof\sim ulated"thick disk stars

with high velocity isevidenced by the factthatthere are

m anym orethan � 20objects(1% ofthesim ulated sam ple)

outside the 3� con�denceinterval.

LHS 1447 is also located outside the 3� contour so

that,according to the com plete distribution,itshould be

rejected asa thick disk starwith a con�dencelevelhigher

than 1� � = 99% .Actually,thatconclusionwouldbeincor-

rectifwetested thehypothesisthatLHS 1447isam em ber

ofthekinem atically selected sam pleasshown in theright

panelsofFigures2-3,wherethem arginaland conditional

distributions,h(V�;V�)and t(V�;V�jr),aredrawn.In fact,

in thesecasesthestarislocated within theiso-probability

contourdelim itingthe99% con�dencelevelsothatitm ust

be accepted asa thick disk star.

4.Results and discussion

Both distributions,h(V�;V�)and t(V�;V�jr),wereused to

analyzethe W D sam plein the O HDHS survey.

Thekinem atictestswerecarried outin thetangential

planeofeach individualstarso thatno assum ption on ra-

dialvelocity isnecessary.The valuesof95% and 99% for

the con�dencelevel(1� �)werechosen in orderto m ini-

m ize the presence offalse negatives.W ith a totalsam ple

of98 W Ds,presum ably a m ixtureof(thin and thick)disk

and halo W Ds,weexpectthat< 1 (99% )and < 5 (95% )

ofthehigh velocitythick diskstarswould contam inatethe

selected Pop.IIW D sam ple.

4.1.Halo W D density

In Table 1 we report the results based on this proce-

dure forthe W D sam ple published by O HDHS.W e only

found 10 objectswhich do notappearconsistentwith the

kinem atically selected density distributions,h(V�;V�)and

t(V�;V�jr),atthe99% con�dencelevel,while12-13proba-

blehaloW Dsareselected when 1� � = 95% .Asexpected,

the num berofcandidatesincreasesup to 14 (99% )or20

(95% )in thecaseofatestbased on thecom pletedistribu-

tion, (V�;V�),m ainlybecauseofahighercontam ination.

Finally,thehalo W D density wasestim ated by m eans

ofthe classical1/V M ax m ethod (Schm idt 1975),and as-

sum ing a value of0.6 M � forthe typicalW D m ass.The

results,with their (poissonian only) errors,are reported

in Tab.1,wherethedi�erentvaluesreferto thetwo con-

�dencelevelsand thethreeprobability distributionsused

forthe calculations.
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Fig.2.Leftpanel:iso-probability contours(1�,2�,3�)of (V�;V�)com pared againsta M ontecarlo sim ulation (dots)

ofthethick disk starsin thedirection (l= 226:�34,b= � 64:�27)ofLHS 1447(solid circle)drawn from thekinem atically

selected distribution,h(V�;V�).Rightpanel:iso-probability contours(con�dence levelsof40% ,70% ,95% and 99% )

ofh(V�;V�).

Fig.3.Leftpanel:iso-probability contours(1�,2�,3�)of (V�;V�)com pared againsta M ontecarlo sim ulation (dots)

ofthethick disk starsin thedirection (l= 226:�34,b= � 64:�27)ofLHS 1447(solid circle)drawn from thekinem atically

selected distribution,t(V�;V�jr).Rightpanel:iso-probability contours(con�dencelevelsof40% ,70% ,95% and 99% )

oft(V�;V�jr).

Although a�ected by largeuncertainties,thevaluesin

Tab.1 suggest a density of �W D � 10�5 M � pc
�3 ,i.e.

0.1-0.2% ofthe localdark m atter,which is an order of

m agnitudesm allerthan whatreported in O HDHS.

O ur results are consistent with the localm ass den-

sity ofhalo W Ds estim ated by G ould et al.(1998),and

with variousreanalysesofthe O HDHS sam ple (e.g.Reid

et al.2001,Reyl�e et al.2001,Torres et al.2002,Salim

etal.2004).Furtherm ore,Carollo etal.(2004),applying

the statisticalm ethodology described in this paper on a

new high properm otion survey based on G SC-IIm aterial,

derived a sim ilarvalueof� 10�5 M � pc
�3 .
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Table 1.Estim ation ofthe halo W D density based on the objectsselected from the O HDHS sam ple.

Con�d.  (V� ;V�) h(V� ;V�) t(V�;V�jr)

level W D s �W D (M � pc
� 3
) W D s �W D (M � pc

� 3
) W D s �W D (M � pc

� 3
)

99% 14 (2:0� 0:9)� 10
� 5

10 (1:6� 0:8)� 10
� 5

10 (1:5� 0:8)� 10
� 5

95% 20 (3:1� 1:0)� 10
� 5

12 (1:9� 0:9)� 10
� 5

13 (2:0� 0:9)� 10
� 5

Table 2.Estim ation ofthe halo W D density based on the sam ple revised by Salim etal.(2004).

Con�d.  (V� ;V�) h(V� ;V�) t(V�;V�jr)

level W D s �W D (M � pc
� 3
) W D s �W D (M � pc

� 3
) W D s �W D (M � pc

� 3
)

99% 19 (1:8� 0:6)� 10� 5 17 (1:6� 0:6)� 10� 5 16 (1:5� 0:6)� 10� 5

95% 28 (3:3� 0:8)� 10
� 5

18 (1:8� 0:6)� 10
� 5

18 (1:9� 0:6)� 10
� 5

Lacking individual trigonom etric parallaxes,a criti-

calpoint ofthis (and any) analysis is the choice ofthe

m ethod fortheestim ation ofthedistances,which directly

a�ectstheevaluation oftheW D tangentialvelocitiesand,

ofcourse,oftheirstellardensity.Asrem arked by several

authors(see e.g.Torresetal.2002,Bergeron 2003),em -

piricaland theoreticalCM relationscan both giverise to

system aticerrors.

To thisregard,ifforthedistancesoftheO HDHS sam -

ple we adoptthe valuesrecently redeterm ined3 by Salim

etal.(2004),the num berofselected halo W Dsincreases

butthe resulting densities,shown in Table2,arenotsig-

ni�cantly di�erentfrom those reported in Table 1.

4.2.Distanceand velocity errors

Thelargeerror,� 20-30% ,a�ectingW D photom etricpar-

allaxes,cannotbeneglected in a rigorousstatisticalanal-

ysis.Basically,besidesthe contribution ofthe photom et-

ric errors,the large uncertainty in the distance m odu-

lus,m � M ,derives from the large intrinsic dispersion

(�M v ’ 0:4 -0.5 m ag)ofthe CM relation,a consequence

ofthe superposition ofcooling sequences ofW Ds ofdif-

ferentm assesand atm ospheres.

In practice,the m ain e�ect ofthe tangentialvelocity

errors,�V =V =
p
(��=�)

2 + (�d=d)
2,is to increase the

dispersion and the overlap ofthe \observed" kinem atic

distributionsbelonging to thevariousstellarpopulations.

Clearly this also increasesthe contam ination ofthe disk

W Dsand m akesthe identi�cation ofthe halo W Dsm ore

di�cult.

Although a m ore rigorous statisticalanalysis should

be necessary to consider properly the presence ofthese

errors,a conservative estim ation can be given by select-

ing only those objects which are not consistentwith the

\observed" kinem atic distribution that results from con-

volving the projected kinem atic distribution ofthe thick

disk (Eq.3) with a bivariate gaussian error distribution

with nullm ean and dispersions,(�V �;�V �)(i),correspond-

3
They adopted CM relations based on theoreticalcooling

tracksof0.6M � W D swith H orHeatm ospheres.Thisresulted

in distances16% system atically larger(on average)than those

in O HD HS.

ing to the velocity errorsofthe i-th object.The velocity

errorshave been derived by assum ing the properm otion

errors,��,listed in Tab.1 ofO HDHS,and a m ore real-

istic photom etric parallax error,�d=d,of25% (instead of

20% ).

The di�erent halo W D densities estim ated from

the objects which are not consistent (at the 95% and

99% con�dence level) with the new distributions are

reported in Tables3 and 4.Becauseofthelargervelocity

thresholds,the num ber ofselected halo W Ds is sm aller

than those reported in Tables 1 and 2. The estim ated

W D densities,uncorrected forthe lossofhalo W Dswith

disk kinem atics, decrease proportionally, but are still

consistent with �W D � 10�5 M � pc
�3 . Note that the

m inim um values,which arereported in Tab.4,havebeen

derived from thedata ofSalim etal.(2004)who provided

distances (and thus volum es) system atically larger than

O HDHS.

4.3.On the thick disk m odel

Asm entioned in Sect.3.3,ourselection criterion depends

im plicitly also on the choice ofthe kinem atic param eters

adopted for the thick disk,whose spatialand kinem at-

icalproperties are stillm atter ofdebate and investiga-

tion.Here,we have used the velocity ellipsoid recently

derived by Soubiran etal.(2003)from a sam pleof� 400

giantswith 3D kinem aticsata distanceof200-800 pcto-

wardstheNorth G alacticCap.Theirresultsarevery close

to the kinem atic param eters estim ated4 by Casertano,

Ratnatunga& Bahcall(1990)and areconsistentwith var-

ious other determ inations of the thick disk kinem atics,

which support velocity dispersions of40-60 km s�1 and

an asym m etricdriftin the range30-50 km s�1 .

Although controversial,som e authorsclaim the pres-

ence ofa verticalvelocity gradient,thatsupportsa thick

disk which rotates faster close to the galactic plane (i.e.

where the W D sam ple is localized),than at higher Z’s,

4
Casertano, Ratnatunga & Bahcall (1990) derived

(�U ;�V ;�W ;V0) ’ (66;37;38;� 40) � 10 km s� 1 from a

m axim um likelihood analysis of high proper m otion stars

within 500 pc ofthe Sun.



A.Spagna,D .Carollo,M .G .Lattanzi,B.Bucciarelli:D isk orHalo white dwarfs? 7

Table 3.Sam easTab.1 afteradopting a thick disk velocity distribution convolved with the observation errors.

Con�d.  (V� ;V�) h(V� ;V�) t(V�;V�jr)

level W D s �W D (M � pc
� 3
) W D s �W D (M � pc

� 3
) W D s �W D (M � pc

� 3
)

99% 6 (1:3� 0:8)� 10
� 5

3 (1:2� 0:8)� 10
� 5

3 (1:2� 0:8)� 10
� 5

95% 14 (2:0� 0:9)� 10
� 5

5 (1:3� 0:8)� 10
� 5

6 (1:3� 0:8)� 10
� 5

Table 4.Sam easTab.2 afteradopting a thick disk velocity distribution convolved with the observation errors.

Con�d.  (V� ;V�) h(V� ;V�) t(V�;V�jr)

level W D s �W D (M � pc
� 3
) W D s �W D (M � pc

� 3
) W D s �W D (M � pc

� 3
)

99% 14 (1:2� 0:5)� 10
� 5

8 (0:7� 0:4)� 10
� 5

5 (0:6� 0:4)� 10
� 5

95% 18 (1:7� 0:6)� 10� 5 14 (1:2� 0:5)� 10� 5 9 (1:0� 0:5)� 10� 5

where the studiesofthe thick disk kinem aticshave been

usually carried out.In particular,Chiba & Beers(2000),

who analyzed 1203m etalpoorstarsnon-kinem atically se-

lected,found a rapidly rotating thick disk close to the

galactic plane with a sm allasym m etric drift V0 ’ � 20

km s�1 and with velocity dispersions (�U ;�V ;�W ) ’

(46 � 4;50 � 4;35 � 3) km s�1 . M oreover,they deter-

m ined a velocity gradient @V0=@jZj’ � 30 � 3 km s�1

kpc�1 ,that,however,other studies (e.g.Soubiran et al.

2003) do not detect.Nevertheless,a fast rotating thick

disk at Z � 0 was determ ined5 also by Upgren et al.

(1997) from a sam ple ofK -M dwarfs in the solar neigh-

borhood (d <� 50 pc) with trigonom etric parallaxes and

properm otions from the Hipparcoscatalogue and radial

velocity m easurem ents.

Thus,in order to test the sensitivity ofour m ethod

with respectto theadopted thick disk m odel,werepeated

theW D selection oftheSalim etal.(2003)sam plethrough

the distributions h(V�;V�) and t(V�;V�jr) derived using

thevelocity ellipsoid from Chiba& Beers(2000).Thenew

resultsareconsistent(within 1�)with thevaluesobtained

with thekinem aticsfrom Soubiran etal.(2003),although

theresultingdensitiesappeartypicallylargerthan thepre-

viousones.

For instance, with a 99% con�dence level we �nd

�W D ’ (1:7 � 0:6)10�5 M � pc
�3 for both h(V�;V�) and

t(V�;V�jr) when the velocity errors are not taken into

account (cfr.Tab.2),while the distributions convolved

with the velocity errors provide �W D ’ (0:9 � 0:5)10�5

M � pc
�3 (cfr.Tab.4).The95% con�dencelevelalso pro-

vides sim ilar but system atically higher new densities up

to (1:8� 0:7)10�5 M � pc
�3 and (3:0� 0:9)10�5 M � pc

�3

respectively when the velocity errorsare,orarenot,con-

volved with the tangentialvelocity distributions.

Anyhow,itappearsthat,with theadopted con�dence

levels,signi�cantly higher density (e.g.close to � 10�4

M � pc
�3 m ay be attained only with disk ellipsoids kine-

m atically m uch \cooler" than those expected for a typ-

icalthick disk population.For instance,a totaldensity

(8:8� 0:2)10�5 M � pc
�3 isonly obtained counting allthe

5 They estim ated a rotation lag ofV0 ’ � 28:3� 3:8 km s� 1

forthe\old" disk com ponentwith dispersions(�U ;�V ;�W )’

(56:1� 3:9;34:2� 2:5;31:2� 2:5)km s
� 1
.

41 W Dswhich arenotconsistentwith thethin disk6 kine-

m atics(using t(V�;V�jr)with a 95% con�dencelevel),i.e.

sum m ing both halo and thick disk W Ds.

4.4.UVW distribution

Salim et al. (2003) provide radialvelocities for 15 DA

W Ds,13 ofwhich derived from new m easurem entsofthe

O HDHS sam pleand two from Paulietal.(2003),so that,

in principle,a m ore accurate kinem atic m em bership for

these objectsm ay be inferred using the inform ation from

the full3D velocities.Thisrequires3D velocity distribu-

tionsforkinem atically selected sam pleswhich arebeyond

the scope ofthe currentstudy.However,the availability

ofboth tangentialand radialvelocitiesforthissubsam ple

o�ers the possibility to check a posteriorithe e�ciency

ofthe 2D kinem atic analysis adopted in this work and

described in Sect.3.

To thisregard,Figure2 showsthe (U,V,W )velocities

derived from Eq.2 for the 15 stars with available radial

velocity.Thosewhich havebeen selected with a 95% con-

�dence levelby m eansofthe distributionsh(V�;V�)and

t(V�;V�jr)convolved with thevelocity errors(Tab.4)are

m arked with square and diam ond sym bols.In addition,

the 3� iso-probability ellipses ofthe thick disk and halo

velocity distributions,based on thekinem aticparam eters

respectively from Soubiran et al.(2003) and Casertano,

Ratnatunga & Bahcall(1990),arealso plotted.Thethree

panelsofFig.2 indicatethat,basically,allthelikely halo

W Dshavebeen properly identi�ed by ourkinem aticanal-

ysisbased on the2D (V�;V�)distributions,thussupport-

ing the reliability ofourselection procedure.

5.Conclusions

A kinem atically selected sam ple m ade of98 W Ds with

� > 0.3300yr�1 waspublished byO HDHS whoperform eda

high properm otion surveyover4165deg2 toward theSG P

down to R59F ’ 19:8.These data stim ulated a num ber

ofstudies addressing the issue that a signi�cant part of

the dark halo ofthe M ilky W ay could be com posed of

6
W e adopted (�U ;�V ;�W ;V0) ’ (34;21;18;� 6) km s

� 1

from Tab.10.4 ofBinney & M erri�eld (1998).
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Fig.4.Velocity distribution (U,V,W )ofthe subsam ple of15 starswith available radialvelocity (dotswith 1� error

bars) from Salim et al.(2004).The objects selected by m eans ofthe distributions h(V�;V�) and t(V�;V�jr) with a

95% con�dence level(Tab.4) are m arked with circle and diam ond sym bols,respectively.The ellipses show the 3�

iso-probability contoursofthe thick disk and halo velocity distribution.

m atterin theform ofancientcoolW Ds.Thebasicproblem

{ as addressed by severalauthors { is the criterion to

disentangle the m ixture of(thick) disk and halo objects

on the basisoftheirkinem atic propertiesand ages.

Tothisregard,wehaveim plem ented ageneralm ethod

for the kinem atic analysis of high proper m otion sur-

veys and applied it to the identi�cation ofreliable halo

stars.The kinem atically-selected tangentialvelocity dis-

tributionsare derived forevery star,so thatno assum p-

tion on the unknown third velocity com ponent,Vr,nor

any approxim ation on the galacticcom ponents(U,V,W ),

isnecessary.

W e selected as bona �de halo W Ds only those stars

whose tangentialvelocity isinconsistent,atthe 95% and

99% con�dencelevels,with theappropriateprojected dis-

tribution,h(V�;V�) or t(V�;V�jr),ofthe observed thick

disk population,thus assuring lim ited contam ination of

thick disk objects.Finally,the e�ectoflarge velocity er-

rors,which derive from the intrinsic uncertainty ofthe

W D photom etricparallaxes,wasalso discussed and taken

into account.

W e applied this m ethodology to the O HDHS sam ple

and selected 10 probable halo W Ds(thatbecam e 3 after

theinclusionofthevelocityerrors)atthea99% con�dence

level.Through the 1/V M ax m ethod,we estim ated a local

W D densityof�W D ’ 1� 2� 10�5 M � pc
�3 (i.e.0.1-0.2% of

thelocaldark m atter)which isconsistentwith thevalues

found by G ould etal.(1998),aswellasby otherauthors

who reanalyzed theO HDHS sam ple(e.g.Reid etal.2001,

Reyl�e et al.2001,Torreset al.2002,Flynn et al.2003).

The sam e m ethodology applied to the O HDHS sam ple

revised by Salim etal.(2004)yieldsa sim ilarvalue.These

results agree with those found by Carollo et al.(2004)

from a �rstanalysisofnew data ofan independenthigh

proper m otion survey in the Northern hem isphere based

on m aterialand procedures used for the construction of

the G SC-II.

Although a�ected by a large uncertainty due to the

sm allstatisticsand low accuracy ofthe photom etric par-

allaxes,ourresultsclearly indicatethatancientcoolW Ds

do notcontributesigni�cantly to the baryonicfraction of

the galactic dark halo,as possibly suggested by the m i-

crolensing experim entswhich claim ed that� 20% ofthe

dark m atter is form ed by com pact objects of� 0.5 M �

(Alcock etal.2000).
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