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A B ST R A C T

Recentm odelsforthe em ission cloudswithin the Broad Line Region ofquasarssug-

gestthatthey aredue to transientoverdensitieswithin an overallturbulentm edium .

Ifthiswerethecase,thebroad lineem ission would spatially appearfractal,possessing

structureon a rangeofscales.Thispaperexam inestheinuenceofsuch fractalstruc-

ture when a quasarism icrolensed by a population ofintervening m asses.Itisfound

that while the highest fractallevels can undergo signi�cant m icrolensing m agni�ca-

tion,when these lightcurvesare superim posed to create an em ission line pro�le,the

resultantem ission line pro�le rem ains relatively constantfor physicalm odels ofthe

Broad LineRegion.Itisconcluded thatthedetection ofthepossiblefractalstructure

ofBroad LineRegionsvia gravitationalm icrolensing isnotpractical.

K ey w ords: gravitationallensing { quasars:em ission lines { quasars:absorption

lines

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

W hilequasarsaream ongstthem ostlum inousobjectsin the

Universe,the m ajority oftheirem ission isgenerated within

a region only parsecsin extent.Atcosm ologicalscales,such

regionsare wellbelow theresolving powerofeven the m ost

powerfultelescopes,and sothespatialstructurewithin these

inner regions cannot be directly observed and m ust be in-

ferred by other,m ore indirectm eans.

In recentyears,a generalpicture forquasarcentralre-

gionshasem erged,with a hotaccretion disk surrounding a

superm assive black hole being responsible forthe extensive

continuum em ission characteristic ofquasars.Beyond this,

on the scale of� 1pc,this accretion disk is surrounded by

a large population ofclouds which are illum inated by the

centralengine and produce the broad em ission lines,with

widthsofthousandsof km s
� 1
,also characteristic ofquasar

spectra
1
.

Initialstudies of the Broad Line Region (BLR) were

based on sim pleionisation m odels,with predicted BLR sizes

of 0.1 to a few parsecs in extent (e.g. D avidson & Net-

zer 1979).Recent studies,utilising reverberation m apping

to m easure the scale ofthe BLR,however,have found ev-

1 Itshould be noted thatalternative m odelsforthe source ofthe

broad lineem ission exist,including theaccretion disk wind m odel

ofM urray et al.(1995) which occurs on a considerably sm aller

scale.

idence for a sm aller BLR,m ore than an order of m agni-

tudesm allerthan suggested by ionisation m odels(Peterson,

Crenshaw,& M eyers1985).Furtherm ore,W andel,Peterson,

& M alkan (1999)and K aspietal.(2000)havedem onstrated

thatthesizeoftheBLR scaleswith quasarlum inosity,with

R B L R / L
0:7
,and BLRs were also found to possess sig-

ni�cant ionisation strati�cation,with high-ionisation lines

arising in a region an orderofm agnitude sm allerthan low-

ionisation lines.

The origin ofthe BLR has proved problem atic to un-

derstand,with suggestionsthattheem itting m aterialcould

be the debris from star-disk collisions at the heart of the

quasar (Zurek,Siem iginowska,& Colgate 1994;Arm itage,

Zurek,& D avies1996),supernova explosionswithin quasar

outows(Pittard etal.2001,2003),oreven the bloated at-

m ospheres ofirradiated stars (Alexander & Netzer 1997).

However, the BLR m ust possess signi�cant substructure,

with line em ission arising from dense clouds em bedded in

a lower density m edium (Capriotti,Foltz,& Byard 1981),

with the sm oothnessofem ission linessuggesting thatthere

m ustbe oforder10
8
em itting clouds(Arav etal.1998),ef-

fectively ruling outthe picture ofthe BLR being com posed

ofa relatively sm allnum beroflargecloudsorbloated stars.

Nevertheless,such a situation is physically problem atic,as

these clouds should rapidly dissipate,with various m echa-

nism s suggested for their con�nem ent [e.g.m agnetic �elds

Rees(1987)].

Recently,Bottor� & Ferland (2001)suggested thatthe

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0601140v1
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‘clouds’within the BLR are not isolated, individualenti-

ties em bedded within a con�ning m edium ,but rather rep-

resented transientknotsofhigherdensity within an overall

turbulent BLR.O ne conclusion ofthis study was that the

BLR would not appear as a sm oothly-varying em itting re-

gion.Instead,theturbulentnatureoftheBLR would result

in thespatialem ission from theregion possessing an overall

fractalstructure.

G ravitationalm icrolensing provides an opportunity to

‘see’thestructurein thecentralregionsofquasars,utilising

di�erentialm agni�cation e�ects(W am bsganss& Paczynski

1991).Recently,Lewis(2004)dem onstrated thatsm all-scale

fractalstructures within quasars,arising in an x-ray em it-

tinghotcorona abovetheaccretion disk,im printthem selves

on thelightcurveofam icrolensed quasar.Hence,thispaper

considerstheinuenceofm icrolensing on an extended,frac-

talBLR.However,asthisism ore extensive than theX-ray

em itting region,it is im portant to com pare it to the natu-

ralscale length for gravitationalm icrolensing;the Einstein

radius.In the source plane,thisisgiven by

� =

r

4
G M

c2

D lsD os

D ol

(1)

where M isthe m assofthe m icrolensing body,and D ij are

angular diam eter distances between the observer (o),lens

(l)and source (s).Fortypicalcosm ologicallensing con�gu-

rations,with m icrolensing stars with m ass M <
� 1M � ,this

scale length is� <
� 0:1pc,and isoften substantially sm aller.

The X-ray em itting region considered in Lewis (2004) is

sm allcom pared tothisscaleand hencesigni�cantm icrolens-

ing m agni�cation isexpected.Asdiscussed in Lewis& Ibata

(2004),however,theextensivenatureoftheBLR ensuresit

m ustlie acrossa substantialportion ofthecom plex caustic

network thatisseen athigh opticaldepths,and thee�ectsof

m icrolensing cannotbeapproxim ated by theinuenceofin-

dividualcausticstructures.Thestructureofthispaperisas

follows;Section 2 describesthenum ericalapproach adopted

in this study,while Section 3 discusses the resultant m i-

crolensing light curves and their statisticalproperties.The

conclusionsto thisstudy are presented in Section 4.

2 M ET H O D

2.1 C loud D istributions

The argum ent that BLRs possess fractalstructure was ex-

pounded by the turbulence m odel of Bottor� & Ferland

(2001),and itis this procedure for de�ning a fractalcloud

distribution thatisutilised in thispaper.The fractalstruc-

ture occupies a region with an overallscale size ofR m ax.

W ithin this radius there are a series of hierarchies whose

radiusisgiven by

R (h)= R m ax L
� h

(2)

where h = 0;1� � � H isthe levelofthe hierarchy,H denotes

the m axim um fractalhierarchy in the structure and L is a

geom etric factor.Each hierarchy possessesN substructures

(them ultiplicity)and theoverallfractaldim ension isde�ned

to be

D =
logN

logL
: (3)

Figure 1.A realisation ofa fractalBLR asdescribed in Bottor�

& Ferland (2001).Clearly clum psand subclum pscan beseen,but

the sm allest structures in this picture (� 10� 6pc) are too sm all

to be seen by eye.

To generate a fractaldistribution,a region R m ax isde�ned;

thisisthe zeroth levelofthe hierarchy with h = 0.W ithin

thisregion,N locationsarechosen atrandom and represent

thecentresofthe�rstlevelofthehierarchy (with h = 1)and

assigned a radiusgiven by Equation 2.W ithin each individ-

ualsubregion,a furtherN centresare scattered atrandom

and are assigned a radiuscorresponding to the second level

ofthe hierarchy,with h = 2.The processiscontinued until

the highest levelofthe hierarchy,h = H is reached;each

point in this upper-m ost hierarchy corresponds to the lo-

cation ofa cloud with a radius given by Equation 2.This

procedure resultsin a totalofntot = N
H cloudsbeing dis-

tributed overaregion.Forthepurposesofthisstudy,each of

these�nalcloudswasassum ed to havethesam elum inoisty,

although a m ore realistic m odelwould probably require a

distribution oflum inositiesthroughoutthe region.

In considering a realistic m odelfortheBLR Bottor� &

Ferland (2001) determ ined the fractalparam eters required

to reproduce known physicalproperties ofthe region,such

asitscolum n density and covering factor.These valuesare

em ployed in this current study,with R m ax = 5:12R B L R ,

whereR B L R isthenom inalradiusto theBLR,L = 3:2 and

N = 14(seefootnote2).Them axim um hierarchy which will

be em ployed isrelated to theresolution ofthe m icrolensing

m agni�cation m ap,which isdiscussed in Section 2.2.

In choosing R B L R ,the scale relation between the BLR

radius and the lum inosity of the quasar,as derived from

reverberation m apping is em ployed (W andel,Peterson, &

M alkan 1999;K aspiet al.2000).As discussed in the next

section,this study willfocus on the m icrolensed im ages of

1 In the study of Bottor� & Ferland (2001), N = 14:62, and

fractalstructurescould be generated by drawing the num berin a

particularhierarchy with this being the m ean value.Fixing N =

14 does notsigni�cantly inuence the resulting fractalstructure.
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Figure 2.The m agni�cation m ap em ployed in this study.R ep-

resenting im age A ofthe m icrolensed quasar,Q 2237+ 0305,a di-

m ensionless surface density of � = 0:36 and external shear of

 = 0:41 were em ployed. The units are in Einstein radiifor a

solarm assstarand the scaleofthe im agem atchesthatpresented

in Figure 1.

the quasarQ 2237+ 0305,which possess an absolute m agni-

tude ofM � � 26 [accounting for a m agni�cation of� 16

(Schm idt,W ebster,& Lewis 1998)];as shown in (Lewis &

Ibata 2004) thiscorrespondsto a R B L R � 0:05pc for high-

ionization em ission (e.g.C IV )and R B L R � 0:4pc forlow-

ionisation em ission (e.g.M g II ).For the purposes ofthis

study,R B L R = 0:1pc,a value between the high and low

em ission scale sizes.Using these param eters,a typicalfrac-

talBLR can be generated,with an exam ple presented in

Figure 1.

2.2 G ravitationalM icrolensing

Asnoted in Section 1,thesubstantialsizeoftheBLR im plies

that the inuence ofgravitationalm icrolensing cannot be

approxim ated asa sim plepoint-m asslensorisolated caustic

structure.Tothisend,thebackward ray-tracingapproach of

K ayseretal.(1986)and W am bsganssetal.(1990)wasused

to generate the m agni�cation m ap em ployed in thisstudy.

The m acrolensing param eterswere chosen to represent

Im age A ofQ 2237+ 0305,the m ost intensively-studied m i-

crolensed quasar,with a dim ensionlesssurface m assdensity

of� = 0:36 and an externalshear of = 0:41;thissurface

m assdensity describesthefocusing duetom atterwithin the

beam oflighttraversing thegalaxy,whereastheshearisthe

distortion ofthebeam dueto thelargerscaledistribution of

m atter (K ayser et al.1986).Allofthe m ass is distributed

in m icrolenses with m asses of 1M � .G iven that the lens-

ing galaxy in thissystem possessesa redshiftofzl = 0:0395,

whilethesourcequasarisatzs = 1:695,theEinstein Radius

(Equation 1)fora solar m assstaris�o � 0:06pc,adopting

the current concordance cosm ology. To accom m odate the

m odelBLR described in Section 2.1, the entire ray trac-

ing region is taken to be 28 Einstein radii(� 1:68pc) on a

side.The resulting m agni�cation m ap used in thisstudy is

presented in Figure 2.

2.3 Im age pixelation

Clearly,the fractal clouds outlined in Section 2.1 possess

structure on a range of scales and this m ust be reected

in the m agni�cation m ap. Hence the m agni�cation m ap

utilised in this study possesses a pixelscale of1000 pixels

per Einstein Radius,with one pixelphysically correspond-

ing to 6� 10
� 5
pc,and the totalm ap presented in Figure 2

is 28000 pixels on a side.Ifa pixelin this m ap represents

a single cloud in the fractalBLR,then the m axim um hier-

archy in the fractaldistribution corresponds to H � 7 and

the totalnum berofcloudsin the BLR isN tot � 1:5� 10
9
.

Note that the m odelofBottor� & Ferland (2001) consid-

ered a m axim um fractalhierarchy ofH = 11,with a total

ofN T ot � 4 � 10
14

individualclouds;with this,the scale

ofeach cloud would be � 1:4 � 10
� 6
pc and the m agni�ca-

tion m ap presented in Figure 2 would have to be 1:2� 10
6

pixels along each side,a very challenging prospect.Asdis-

cussed later,thelowerresolution m ap adopted heredoesnot

signi�cantly inuence the conclusionsofthispaper.

2.4 G enerating light curves

In typicalgravitational m icrolensing problem s,m agni�ca-

tion m apsare convolved with the surface brightnesspro�le

ofa preferred source,providing a m ap from which the m i-

crolensing lightcurve from thatsource can be drawn.Such

a convolution,utilising Fourier transform techniques,was

found to be com putationally too expensive,given the num -

berofpixelsused in the m agni�cation m ap.Hence,in this

presentstudy,lightcurvesweresim ply generated by extract-

ing a single colum n ofpixels along a m agni�cation m ap at

thelocation ofaBLR cloud.Sum m ingeach ofthesecolum ns

fora collection ofcloudstogetherthen givestheoveralllight

curve of the BLR region of interest.W ith this approach,

each individualBLR cloud (the sm allest structure within

theentire BLR)hasa size ofa single pixelin the m ap,cor-

responding to 6� 10
� 5
pc.

3 R ESU LT S

Figure 3 presents a series oflight curves derived from this

analysis.Each panelpresents subsections ofthe fractalhi-

erarchy,from h = 7 in the top-left,consisting ofa totalof

14 sources),to h = 0 in the bottom -right,with a totalof

1:5� 10
9
clouds.The background ofeach panelpresents a

greyscale m ap ofthe fractalstructure (note in h = 7 and

h = 6 the structure is too sm all to see). Each subpanel

presents the m icrolensing light curve for the fractal hier-

archy;the x-axis is in units ofEinstein radii,whereas the

y-axis corresponds to the m agni�cation ofthe region.The

expected crossing tim e ofan Einstein radiusin thissystem

(assum ing a transversevelocity ofthelensof� 600km /s)is

� 8 yrs(e.g.Lewis& Irwin 1996).The degree ofvariability

changesquitestrongly with fractalhierarchy h = 7 display-

ingthestrongvariability,with causticcrossingsquitesim ilar
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Figure 3.Exam ple lightcurvesforthe fractalhierarchiespresented in thispaper,from the sm allest(h = 7 top-left)to the largest(h = 0

bottom -right).Each panelpresentsthe cloud distribution (note thatthe sm alleststructuresare notvisible on the scale ofthese �gures),

with the resulting light curve arising from the m agni�cation m ap presented in Figure 2.Each light curve is 1 Einstein radiiin extent,

with the location ofthe clouds in the �gure representing the centre ofthe position at the centre ofthe lightcurve.
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Figure 4.The m agni�cation distributionsfor250 realisationsof

fractalBLR s com bined with the m agni�cation m ap displayed in

Figure 2.

to point-like sources2.Clearly these source sizes at fractal

hierarchiesofh > 7 are substantially sm allerthan the frac-

talstructure seen in Figure 2 and hence the resulting light

curvesforindividualsourcesatthislevelwould appearqual-

itatively thesam eastheh = 7case,although thepeak m ag-

ni�cationswould belarger.Considering lowervaluesofh,it

can be seen that the light curve uctuations are sm oothed

out,as expected as the source size increases (W am bsganss

& Paczynski1991),while at the base fractallevel(h = 0),

which considerstheentire cloud population,the lightcurve

isquite at.

To exam ine this further,250 light curve sam ples were

generated with di�ering realisations of the fractal hierar-

chy.Figure 4 presents the m agni�cation probability distri-

butionsforeach ofthefractalhierarchiesin the entiresam -

ple.These con�rm the propertiesofthe lightcurve seen in

Figure 3,with thehighestfractalhierarchy displaying m ag-

ni�cations of10 � 20% .This distribution is quite di�erent

to the lower fractalhierarchies which display typicallight

curvesforsm allsources.Herethe m agni�cation probability

distribution is dom inated by a peak at a m agni�cation of

0.5,corresponding to extensive periods ofdem agni�cation

in the lightcurve,with a high m agni�cation tailrepresent-

ing theperiodsofcausticcrossing (W am bsganss1992;Lewis

& Irwin 1995).

A sim ple interpretation ofthisresult,therefore,isthat

if BLRs do indeed possess the fractal structure outlined,

then,on the whole,they should notbe signi�cantly m agni-

�ed by gravitationalm icrolensing.W hile this is true,what

itactually im pliesisthatthe totalux in the em ission line

willnot vary as the quasar is m icrolensed,but it m ust be

rem em bered thataswellasspatialstructure,BLRsalsopos-

sess kinem atic structure which is responsible for the width

2 The slight fuzz visible in the light curve is due to low-level

num ericalnoise in the m agni�cation m aps.Its presence does not

inuence the resultsofthis study.

ofthe em ission line [see earlier studies by Nem iro� (1988)

and Schneider& W am bsganss(1990)].

As noted in Bottor� & Ferland (2001), however,the

fractalBLR m odelthey present is purely geom etricaland

doesnotconsiderthekinem aticaspectsoftheBLR.Forthe

purposesofthispaper,atoy m odelforthekinem aticproper-

tiesisconsidered,with cloudsofa particularfractalhierar-

chy assigned a velocity drawn from a K eplerian distribution

with random projections(i.e.allcloudsata particularfrac-

talhierarchy and aboveareassigned thesam e projected ve-

locity).Thisvelocity structured BLR wasthen m icrolensed

and the light curves sum m ed into kinem atic bins.The re-

sultsofthisexercisearepresented in Figure5;theleft-hand

panels present the em ission line pro�le,com prised of1000

velocity elem ents,whereastheright-hand panelpresentsthe

lightcurvesforsam pled valuesofthevelocity elem entsover

one Einstein radius.The spread in the em ission line pro�le

represents the superposition ofallem ission lines along the

one Einstein radius.The pairsofpanelsarranged vertically

representthe the various velocity m odels;i.e.in the h = 7

m odel,each ofthe 14 clouds within the highest fractalhi-

erarchy are assigned thesam e K eplerian velocity,forh = 6,

14
2
within the second highest are assigned the sam e K ep-

lerian velocity,etc.Clearly,the h = 7 em ission line pro�le

displaysvery little variability.Even atthishigh resolution,

each velocity elem entm ustbethesum ofofthelightcurves

ofm any sm allsources,averaging outto give an overallat

lightcurve.In m oving to lowerfractalhierarchies,theem is-

sion linepro�lesdisplay m oreand m orevariability.However,

itisclearthatbulk m otionsofthelowestfractalhierarchies

resultin very \choppy" structure,with the h = 2 em ission

line breaking down into a series ofspikes.The sm oothness

ofobserved em ission lines suggest that such a situation is

unphysical(e.g.Arav etal.1998) and hence the kinem atic

propertiesm ustbede�ned by thehigherfractalhierarchies.

Itcan beconcluded,therefore,thatthefractalstructurewill

be virtually im possible to detect by studying the em ission

line pro�lesofm icrolensed quasars.

4 C O N C LU SIO N S

The nature of the broad line em ission regions of quasars

hasrem ained a subjectofdiscussion fora num berofyears,

with recentm odelssuggesting thatthe em itting cloudsare

tem porary density enhancem ents in an overall turbulent

m edium . Such a scenario predicts that these density en-

hancem entsshould havea fractaldistribution ofstructures.

This paper has investigated the inuence of gravitational

m icrolensing on thisextensivefractalstructure,�nding that

di�erentlevelsofthefractalstructureundergodi�eringm ag-

ni�cations,with thesm allersectionsofthesubstructuresuf-

fering stronger m agni�cation.It was found,however,that

while individual clouds in the fractal hierarchy displayed

quite dram atic variability due to m icrolensing,the com bi-

nation oflight curves from the entire population ofclouds

within the BLR resulted in an overallconstantlightcurve.

W hile the overallm agni�cation ofthe BLR appearsto

beconstant,m oresigni�cantm agni�cation ofsubstructures

could be apparent when exam ining the form ofthe em is-

sion line pro�le, i.e. substructures within the BLR could

possess coherent velocities and hence m ay contribute to a
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Figure 5.The em ission line pro�le forthe toy kinem atic m odels

presented in this paper.The left-hand panelpresents the em is-

sion line pro�le for the appropriate bulk m otion of the fractal

structure.The right-hand panelpresents the lightcurve forvari-

ous portions ofthe lines,colour-coded to m atch the wavelengths

presented in the left-hand panels.In this �gure,the totalfractal

hierarchy is the sam e for allfram es and the h values denote the

hierarchy atwhich the bulk velocity hasbeen assigned;i.e.in the

top panelwith h = 2,each h = 2 has been assigned a velocity

drawn from the m odeland this value has been assigned to each

higher fractallevelwithin that h = 2 structure.H ence the h = 7

possesses m ore kinem atic diversity that h = 2,resulting in the

overallsm oothness ofthe resulting em ission line.

particularvelocity within theem ission line.Thispapercon-

sidered a sim ple K eplerian velocity structure for the em is-

sion lineclouds,assigning a particularvelocity to allfractal

hierarchies below a particular level.The result ofthis pro-

cedure,however,revealed that coherent velocity structure

cannotapply to the lowestlevelsofthe fractalhierarchy as

the resultant em ission line pro�le is clearly too structured,

although dram atic variability is seen throughout the line.

Assigning coherent velocity structure to the higher fractal

hierarchy does sm ooth out the form of the em ission line,

but it also sm ooths out the light curves for each velocity

bin.From thisitispossible to conclude thatwhile individ-

ualstructureswithin a BLR are being m icrolensed and are

undergoing signi�cant m agni�cations,the extensive nature

oftheBLR and therequirem entthattheresulting em ission

line appears relatively sm ooth m eans that m icrolensing is

unlikely to revealthe putative fractalstructure of quasar

BLRs.
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