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ABSTRACT

W e discuss the In plications of the recent upward revision ofthe LM C m icrolensing rate
by the M ACHO Collaboration. W e conclude: (i) A good case for the existence of baryonic
dark m atter in the halo has been m ade; (i) T he case for the existence of cold dark m atter
isuna ected and still com pelling; and (il The G alactic halo is still an excellent place to
search for cold dark m atter particles (eg., axions or neutralinos).


http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9601168v1

1 Perspective

Tt isnow a littlem ore than two yearssincetheM ACHO and ERO S C ollaborations announced
their rstm icrolensing results: one LM C event orM ACHO and two LM C events forERO S
fl]. At about the same tine O G LE also reported m icrokensing events toward the bulge, at
amuch higher rate than expected rate B]. Paczynski’s bold idea had becom e reality.

The mitial resgponse to the LM C results was sw ift and not unexpected: T he dark m atter
prcblem has been solved { it was baryons after all. A dark cloud of gloom engulfed the
particle dark m atter searches. A fter a whil, saniy retumed: T he num bers were an all and
the uncertainties { both Poisson and galactic m odelling { were large E].

About a yearagoMACHO [@]and EROS [§] presented detailed analyses of a big dhunk
ofdata (orM ACHO the rstyear'sdata wih three events toward the LM C; ©rERO S the
sam e tw o events) . B oth groups conclided that thehaloM ACHO fraction was an all, around
20% . Our independent analysis [, 7] of the LM C and bulge data based upon extensive
galactic m odelling indicated the sam e (likelihood function peaked around a halo M ACHO
fraction of 15% .) W IM P hunters were very happy. However, as we and others (0 avid
Bennett especially) em phasized the uncertainties were still large and it was too early to rule
out an allM ACHO halo. M oreover, others had suggested radical ideas for an all baryonic
halo, eg., gas clouds [B].

TheOGLE R]{ and latertheM ACHO [] { higherthan-expected bulge resuls provided
further evidence that the bulge is actually a heavy bar, a possibility not considered in the
original estim ates. This has in portant consequences for Interpreting the LM C events. A
heavy bar preclides a light halo, which, for a given LM C m icrolensing rate, pushes down
thehalb MACHO fraction {§,77].

The MACHO Collaboration has now analyzed two years of LM C data and has 8 or 7
or 6 events, depending upon selection criteria. Two year-one events have now been refpcted

(one tumed out to be a repeater). The halo MACHO fraction is now quoted as 50% [0Q].
The dark cloud threatensW MM P chasers again { 50% is dangerous close to 100% .

W hat happened? Thenearly 100 bulge events seen by theM ACHO C ollaboration allowed
a \tune up" oftheirevent+recognition software, and they have another fullyear ofdata. T hey
are able to detect longer duration events { and refect repeaters { and the statistics are better.

Beware! The number of events is still an all and galactic uncertainties are still large.
M ore long duration eventsm ay be found; som e candidatesm ay be refcted, and the software
may Inprove again { lading to higher or lower rates. It isnot tine forW IM P hunters to
panic.

Based upon the sesven MACHO LM C events, the m icrolensing rate toward the bulge
and extensive m odelling of the G alaxy, we nd a lkelhood function for the M ACHO halo
fraction which isvery broad (@llow ing both 0 and 100% ) and which achieves itsm aximum at
around 30% (seeFig.l). For reference, the M ACHO Collaboration bases its 50% estin ate
on their standard halo m odel, which is \light" by industry standards, leading to their higher
M ACHO halo fraction. In light of the Jarge uncertainties the di erences are not in portant.)
O ur likelihood function forthe localdensiy of \unknown m atter" indicates that there is still
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Figure 1: M onte arlo generated likelhood function for the halo MACHO fraction based
upon the upward revision of the LM C optical depth by the M ACHO collaboration [0, 11]
and extensive galactic m odelling (described in Refs. [, 7).

plenty of oom for cold dark m atter in our own back yard (see Fig. 2).

2 Interpretation

TheM ACHO Collaboration did not actually m easuretheM ACHO fraction ofthehalo! They
m easured the frequency of m icrolensing toward the LM C, which can be expressed as the
opticaldepth form icrolensing { the probability that a given LM C star isbeing m icrolens=d.
Based upon the seven events in the two-yeardata set yc = 2752 10 7 {118 A ssum ing
that M ACHO s are distrbuted as the halo m aterial (density decreasing as r 2) and that the
halo MACHO fraction is constant throughout the halo, the optical depth can be used to
infer the fraction of the halo m ass contrlbbuted by M ACHO s { about 50% according to the
MACHO Collaboration {13,11] or 30% according to our analysis.

If, however, M ACHO s are distrbuted di erently, thehaloM ACHO fraction can bemuch
lower. For exam ple, or a spatial density that decreases as r 3, like the spheroid com ponent
of the G alaxy, the inferred M ACHO fraction falls to about 10% &

Further, since the distance to the LM C is 50kpcm icrolensing of LM C stars cannot probe
the halo beyond this. In fact, m ost of the opticaldepth is contriouted by M ACHO s that are

=4
ITheopticaldepth = = i Y wheret; isthe duration ofevent i, E isthe exposure g., in staryears),

and "; isthe e ciency of detecting an event of duration t;.
2Such amodelisonly viabk if <2 10 7.
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Figure 2: M onte arlo generated likelihhood function forthe localdensity of cold dark m atter
particles, assum ing a spherical halo com prised of M ACHO s and cold dark m atter. Broken

curve is the sam e, but w ith the prior that the halo M ACHO fraction is greater than 60% .

N ote, there is good reason to believe that the halo ofthe G alaxy is attened, which increases
the Jocalhalo density by about a factor of two over that of a sphericalhalo [19].

between 10kpc and 30 kpc from the center ofthe G alaxy (see F igure in Ref. B]). &t could be
that the inner portion of the Galaxy hasa M ACHO fraction of 50% and that the M ACHO
fraction 2llso beyond this, so that som ething else acoounts for the buk ofthe halo. There
is good evidence that the halo of the G alaxy extends to 100 kpc orm ore. (W hen the density
decreases as r ? them ass per interval of radial distance is constant.)

Evenmoredi cul to estin ate isthe fraction of criticaldensity contributed by M ACHO s.
A s described above, the halo M ACHO firaction isdi cul to detem ine, and the fraction of
critical density contributed by the dark halos of spiral galaxies is very poorly known. This is
because the fiull extent of dark halos is not known; ifhalosare snall a0 could be as low
as 0.05; on the other hand if halos are as Jarge as they could be, extending to neighboring
galaxies, pa1ro oould be 1.0.

3 Im plications for Particle D ark M atter

T here are a num ber of very good reasons to believe that the bulk ofm atter In the Universe
exists In the form of slow Iy m oving elem entary particles keft over from the earliest m om ents
(cold dark m atter), w ith the m ost prom ising cold dark m atter candidates being the axion
and the neutralino. F irst, the cold dark m atter soenario for structure form ation isby a w ide
m argin them ost successfi], w ith supporting evidence com ing from anisotropy m easuram ents



ofthe CBR, large redshift surveys, and num erous other cbservations. By cold dark m atter,

we m ean one of the several variants that have been discussed { cold dark m atter plus hot
dark m atter, a coan ological constant, tilted spectrum ofdensity perturbations, unstable tau

neutrino, or very low Hubbl constant [12].) W hile them ean density ofthe Universe has yet
to be determm ined, them asses of clusters ofgalaxies [[3]and the peculiar velocities of galaxies
(including cur own) {14] indicate that , isat Jeast 02, which is lJarger than the upper lin it
to what baryons can contrdbute that com es from prin ordial nuckosynthesis, 5 < 0:02h 2

fi5]. MWote, thisupper lin it isonly close to 02 ifthe Hubbl constant isvery small, h  0:35.
Forh 077, 5 < 004 and virtually all coan ologists would agree that  is greater than

0J.) On the theoretical side, in ation predicts a crtical density Universe, = 1:0; current
m easurem ents of CBR anisotropy are consistent with the in  ationary prediction [iF], and
m easurem ents m ade in the next ve years or so should decisively test In  ation' [}7].

Tt should be noted that the dark halos of spiral galaxies lke our own never provided
evidence for nonbaryonic dark m atter for the sinple reason that galactic halos need not
contribute m ore m ass density than baryons can account for. On the other hand, galactic
halosare { and always have been { an excellent place to search for cold dark m atter particles
since it is virtually in possble to keep cold dark m atter out of galactic halos [1§].

W ithin the context of the cold dark m atter theory the universal fraction of m atter in
baryons is expected to bebetween 5% and 20% . T he baryonic content ofthe halo is another
m atter; galactic halos probably do not provide a fair sam ple of the coan os. At least som e
of the baryons in our galaxy have undergone dissipation { those In the disk { and it is not
In possible that the buk ofthe baryons have condensed into the disk, in which case the halo
M ACHO fraction would be an aller than the universalbaryon fraction. At the otherextrem e,
it ispossible that m ost of the baryons in our galaxy have undergone only m odest dissipation
and reside in the inner portion of the halo, in which case the baryon fraction there could be
50% or so. Estin ates forthe plausble M ACHO fraction of the inner halo range from 0% to
50% {18].

4 Finale

TheMACHO,EROS, and OGLE m icrolensing experin ents have m oniored m illions of stars
over the past few years looking for the proverbial needle in the haystack. And they have
found it { m aking believers of the m any nay-sayers w ho doubted that m icrolensing could be
detected against the badckground of known variable stars and unknown things that go bum p
In the night. The detection ofm icrolensing represents a signi cant scienti ¢ achievem ent as
well as an in portant new probe of the G alaxy.

Tt is still too early tom akede nitive statem ents conceming the com position ofthe G alac—
tic halo. However, strong evidence has been presented for the existence of m assive, dark
ob cts within 30 kpc of the center of the G alaxy. The m ost plausibl explanation is dark
stars eg. white dwarfs or neutron starsofmass 03M ).

T he galactic baryonic dark m atter believed to exist on the basis of bigdbang nuckosyn—
thesis m ay well have been identi ed and one of the two dark m atter problem s m ay have



been solved! That would be quite an achievam ent. (B igdbang nuckosynthesis provides a
lower lin it to the baryon density, 5 > 0:01h 2, that exceeds the contribution of um inous
matter, Luyy ’ 0003h ')

G alactic m icrolensing has not dim inished the case for a Universe com prised prim arily
of cold dark m atter. In fact, the nferred halo M ACHO fraction suggests that mudch of the
nearpby dark m atter in the G alaxy is still of undeterm ined com position (see Fig. 2), wih
cold dark m atter particles leading the list of possibilities. This, together w ith the cosn ic
m otivations for cold dark m atter, should continue to wam the heartsofW IM P chasers and
Justify their heroic e orts to detect particle dark m atter in our back yard.
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