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Abstract. ThePOINT-AGAPE collaboration is carrying out a search for gravitationalm icrolensing toward M 31
to reveal galactic dark m atter in the form of M ACHO s (M assive A strophysical C om pact Halo O bjcts) in the
halos of the M iky W ay and M 31. A high-threshold analysis of 3 years of data yields 6 bright, short{duration
m icrolensing events, which are confronted to a sinulation of the observations and the analysis. T he observed
signal ism uch larger than expected from self lensing alone and we conclude, at the 95% con dence level, that at
least 20% of the halo m ass in the direction ofM 31 must be in the form of M ACH O s if thelr average m ass lies in
therange 051 M .This lower bound dropsto 8% forM ACHOswithmasses 0:01M .In addition,we discuss
a likely binary m icrolensing candidate w ith caustic crossing. Its location, som e 32’ away from the centre ofM 31,
supports our conclusion that we are detecting a M ACHO signal in the direction of M 31.
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1. Introduction

G ravitational m icrolensing, as rst noted by m

), is a powerful tool for the detection of m assive
astrophysical halo com pact obfcts (MACHO s), a pos—
sible com ponent of dark m atter halos. O bservations to—
ward the M agellanic C louds by the rstgeneration ofm i-
crolensing surveys yielded im portant constraints on the
Miky Way MW ) halo. The EROS collaboration ob-
tained an upper lim it (£ < 20% ) on the contribution by
MACHOS to a standard MW halb (A fonso et all2003),
and the results of their latest analysis strengthen this con—
clusion (Tisserand & M {lszta$ [2009). A 1so, according to
theM ACHO collaboration lAMaJ“ZQDﬂ), the opti-

caldepth toward the Large M agellanic C loud is too large

?

UMR 7164(CNR S, Universite Paris 7, CEA , O bservatoire
de Paris)

by a factor 5 to be accounted for by known popula—
tions of stars. Indeed, further analysis recently con m ed
these results (Bennett et al“?()()ﬂl;lB_ennﬁﬂzmﬂ) .Thisex-
cess is attrbuted to MACHOsofmass 04 M in the
MW hal contribbuting £  20% , although this result has
been challenged by severalauthors (e.gllerze_mt_ajuzm;
B elokurov et alll2004). These exciting and som ew hat con—
tradictory results challenge us to probe theM ACHO dis-
tribution alongdi erentM W linesofsightand in di erent
galaxies.

M 31, being both nearby and sin iar to the MW ,
is a suitable target for such a search m @;
Baillon et a1ll1993). Tt allow s us to explre theM W halo
along a di erent line of sight. Tt has its own halo that
can be studied globally, and its high inclination is ex—
pected to give a strong gradient in the spatial distribu—

tion ofm icrolensing events bmtdsh.&‘ﬂ;@tzdhﬂ%j).w e
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note, how ever, that the latter feature, which was at st

believed to provide an unm istakable signature for M 31

m icrolensing halo events, seam s to be shared, at least to

som e extent, by the variable star population within M 31
).

Several collaborations have undertaken searches for
m icrolensing toward M 31: AGAPE (Ansarietall[1999),
SLOTT-AGAPE (CalhiNovatietall [2003), MEGA
{de Jong et all ), ColmbaVATT
200d), wecarp 200d) and Namiral
thb.ist_all IZ_Q[LE]). Up to now, while some m icrolens-
ing events have been detected, no m conclision
about their physical m eaning has been reported. In
particular, the POINT-AGAPE collaboration has pre-
sented a rst analysis focused on the search for bright,
short{duration m icrolensing events lA_mgenaﬂ.aJl Izmul;
[Panlin-H enriksson et a]“Z_QM).

In this paper, we report the st constraints on the
MACHO fraction of the combined MW and M 31 halos
along the line of sight toM 31.W e give a com plete account
of our system atic search for bright short-duration events,
present the 6 selected m icrolensing events, and then de—
scribe the simulation used to predict the characteristics
of the expected events and their frequency. W e proceed
In two steps: a M onte Carlo sin ulation produces an ini-
tial (quanti ably over-optim istic) estin ate of the num ber
of expected events, then a sin ulation of events (hereafter
referred to as \event smulation") on the actual in ages
allow s us to assess the detection e ciency of the analy—
sis pipeline for the type of events produced by the M onte
Carlo.

In the search ora M ACHO signalwem ust dealw ith
two m ain backgrounds: (i) variable starsm asquerading as
m icrolensing events and (ii) selfdensing events (for which
both the lens and the source are part of the lum inous
com ponents of M 31 orM W ). W e elim Inate the rst (see
below ) and partially isolate the second using their distinc—
tive spatial distribution.

T he paper is organised as ollows. In Sect.d, we re
call the observational setup and then describe our analysis
pipeline. T he detected m icrolensing signal is discussed in
Sect.[d. In Sect.@ we describe the M onte C arlo sim ulation
of the expermm ent and describe its predictions. In Sect.
[, we evaluate the detection e ciency of the pipeline. In
Sect.[d, we sum m arise the analysis and discuss what con—
clusions can be draw n about the fraction ofM 31 and M W
halos in the form of M ACHO s.

2.D ata analysis
2 1. Setup, data acquisition and reduction

In this work we analyse data acquired during three sea-—
sons of observation using the W ide Field Camera (W FC)
mounted on the 2.5m Isaac Newton Telescope (INT )
(Auriere et all Izmu];ll\ netal [2004d). A furth year of
data is currently being analysed. Two elds, each 03
deg2 , north and south of the M 31 centre are m onitored
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Fig.1l. Profkcted on M 31, we display the boundaries
of the observed elds (red lines), and the centre of M 31
(cross). C ircles m ark the positions of the 6 m icrolensing
events issued from the selection pipeline (Sect.3l). The
open circle (54) corresponds to the event seen toward M 32.
The star (S5) to the binary event candidate discussed in
Sect.[E3.

(Fig.O). The data are taken in two passbands (Skan r
and either Slban g or Sloan i), with exposure tin e be-
tween 5 and 10 m inutes per night, eld and lter.Each
season of observation lasts about six m onths, but with
very irreqular sam pling (especially during the third one).
O verall, for r data, we have about 120 nights of cbserva—
tion.A t least wo exposuresper eldd and lterwerem ade
each nightw ith a slight dithering.A though they are com —
bined in the light curve analysis, they allow us to assess,
if necessary, the reality of detected variations by direct
inspection of single Im ages.

D ata reduction is perform ed follow ing
Ansarietal (1991), ICakhiNovatietal (2004) and
Paulin-H enriksson et all M). Each in age is geom etri-
cally and photom etrically aligned relative to a reference
n age (one per CCD , the geom etric reference being the
sam e for all the Iters).U It ately, In order to dealw ith
seeing variations, we substitute for the ux of each pixel
that of the corresponding 7-pixel square "superpixel"
centred on it, the pixel size being 033", and we then
apply an em pirical correction, again calbrating each
In age against the reference in age.

2.2.Analysis: selection of m roknsing events

To search for m icrolensing events, we use the \pixel
lensing" technigue (Baillon etall [1993; IGould [1996;
Mﬁﬁﬂ_aﬂh&ﬂ), in which one m onitors the ux vari-
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ations of unresolved sources of each pixel elem ent of the
In age.

A di culty, speci ¢ to pixel lensing, is that genuine
m icrolensing events m ight be polluted by one of the nu-—
m erousvariable ob fcts present in the neighbouring pixels.
To avoid loosing too m any bona de m icrolensing events
w hile accounting for the variable background, we look for
m icrolensing-like variations even on those light curves on
which a second bum p is detected. In particular, on each
light curve we rst Iook for and characterise m ono-bum p
variations for each season separately.Only asa nalstep
do we test for bum p unigueness on the com plte Iight
curve In a loose way as explained below . T his test allow s
for the presence of variable starsw ithin the superpixelcon—
taining the lensed source and so, as a bonus, In principle
could allow us to detect m icrolensing of variable ob Fcts.

In addition to the physical background of variable
stars, the search for m icrolensing-lke ux variations, in
particular the short ones, is plagued by the detection of
\fake" variations,m ainly due to bad in ages,defects on the
CCD , saturated pixels associated with extrem ely bright
stars, and cogn ic rays (these issues are discussed In m ore
detail in|T sapras et alll2008). T he only safe way to rem ove
these artefacts is to visually inspect the im ages around
the tin e of m axin um , although there m ay be other use-
flul hints, such as an anom alous distribution of the tim es
of maxinum or In the spatial distribbution. To obtain a
\clean" set of variationswe rstrun the com plete pipeline,
dentify and rem ove bad in ages, and m ask bad pixels.
Then, we rerun the analysis from scratch.

B efore proceeding further w ith the pipeline, we m ask
a an all region right around the centre of M 31, 1°
1%, where, In addition to problem s caused by saturation,
the severe uncertainty in m odelling the experim ent would
prevent us from draw Ing any signi cant conclusion about
the physical In plication of any result we m ight obtain.

As a rst step, we establish a catalogue of signi -
cant ux variations (using the r band data only, which
are both better sam pled and less seriously contam inated
by intrinsically vardable stars than the i band data).
Foﬂowjrlgbahb.immat_aﬂ IZQD_’{), we use the two es-
tim ators, L and Q , which are both m onotonic fiinctions
of the signi cance of a ux variation, to select candi-
dates. N ote that the previous PO INT-AGAPE selections
presented in [Panlin-H enriksson et all M); Anetal
(2004d) ;I8 elokurov et all (2004), have been carried outus-

ing the L estin ator only.

W ede ne
L= ( 2mnpP (J > i) glven  wgi i (1)
w here
Zl " 2#
, 1 ( kg )
P(3Jj> j)= d —p—exp > ; (2)
j j 2 2]'
; and 5 are the ux and associated error in a super-

pixelattinet;, kg isan estim ator of the baseline level,
de ned asthem ininum value of a sliding average over 18

egpochs.A \bum p" isde ned asa positive variation w ith at
least 3 consecutive points m ore than 3  above the base—
line, and it is regarded as ending after two consecutive
points less than this threshold.W e de ne
2 2
const pacz

2 =dof

pacz

Q i (3)
where 2 _ iscalculated w ith respect to the constant- ux
hypothesis and ;acz isthe 2 calculated w ith respectto a
Paczynski t.LetusstressthatQ isevaliated foreach full
season,while L isevaluated only inside the bum p.At this
point, we keep only light curves with Q > 100. Since Q
is biased toward m onodum p variations, this step allow s
us to rem ove the unwanted background of shortperiod
variable stars.

A fthough i has already been descrbed in
lCalhiNovatietall 12004 , we retum to a crucial
step of the above analysis. For each physical variation,
there appears a whole cluster of pixels with Q > 100
(with typical size range from 4 to 30 pixels). From the
Q wvalues of all Iight curves, we construct a Q map for
each season.W e then proceed to the actual localisation
of the physical variations' . First we identify the clisters
(which appear as hills on the map). Then we locate
the centre of the cluster as the pixel with the highest
valie of the L estinator. The main di culty arises
from the overlap of clusters. Indeed we must balance
the search for faint variations w ith the need to separate
neighbouring clusters. In the follow ing, we w ill refer to
this crucial part of the analysis as \cluster detection".
Tt m ust be em phasised that this step cannot be carried
out on separate light curves, but requires using Q m aps.
The imnpossibility of including this cluster detection in
the M onte Carlo (Sect.[d) gives us one of the strongest
m otivations for the detection e ciency analysis described
in Sect.[. A fter the clusterisation, we are eftwith  10°
variations.

T he ollow Ing part of the analysis is carried out work—
ing only on pixel light curves.

A s a second cut, we rem ove Ux variations having too
an all a signaltonoise ratio (m ost likely due to noise) by
dem anding L, > 40, L; being associated w ith the bum p.
If the light curve shows a second bum p over the three
seasons, characterised by L,, we then dem and that this
satis es L, < 0:5L;.Aswe are only looking for bright
bum ps (see below ), we consider such a signi cant second
bum p to Indicate that these bum psm ost lkely belong to
a variable star.

W e estin ate the probability for the lightcurve of a
given event to be contam inated by a nearby variable
source as the fraction of pixels show ing a signi cant vari-
ation,L; > 40.This fraction stronlgy depends on the dis-
tance from the centre of M 31: from 10% 20% in the
inner M 31 region,w ithin an angular radius of 8%, down to

8% in the outer region.

! W e use here a software developed within the AGAPE col-

laboration.
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W e characterise the shape of the variation by studying
its com patibility w ith alPaczynski (1984) shape.W e per—
form a two-band 7-param eter t:theE instein tim e, tg ,the
In pact param eter,ug, the tin eatm axin um m agni cation
ty,and the band dependent ux of the unresolved source,

, and the background ux, p,of the bump In each of
2 bands (r and either i or g according to the available
data along the bum p)?. T hroughout the analysis we use,
as an observable tin e w dth, the fullw dth-halfm axin um
(FW HM ) in tin e of the Paczynskicurve, i, ,and the ux
increase of the bum p, both of which are functions of
the degenerate param eters tp jup and (Gould 11994).
U sing the ux deviation In the two bands, we evaluate in
the standard Johnson/C ousinsm agnitude system R (),
the \m agnitude atm axin um " of the bum p, and its colour,
eitherV. R orR I.The sinultaneousPaczynski tin
two bands e ectively provides a test of the achrom aticity
expected for m icrolensing events.

A s a third cut, we use the goodness of the Paczynski

t asm easured by the reduced 2. For short events, the
behaviour of the baseline would dom inate the 2.Toavoid
thisbias,weperform the tina an aller \bum p region" de-

ned as follow s.A rstPaczynski ton the wholebaseline
provides us w ith the value of the baseline ux p, and rst
estim ates of the tin e of m axinum m agni cation ty and
the tin e w dth f_, . U sing these values we com pare two
possble de nitions of the bum p region and use w hichever
is the larger of: (i) the tim e Interval inside ty 3 t_,,and
(i) the tim e Interval that begins and ends w ith the st
tw o consecutive points lessthan 3 above the background
on both sides of ty. The nalPaczynski t is carried out
in this \bum p region" w ith the basis ux  xed in both
colours,and this tprovides the valuesof the 5 ram aining
param eters.

O ur third selection criterion excludes light curvesw ith

2=dof> 10.

W e x thisthreshold high enough to accept light curves
w hose shapes slightly deviate from the Paczynskiform ,ei-
ther because of a realdeviation in them icrolensing signal,
as is the case for the m icrolensing event PA 99N 2 dis—
cussed by A n et all (20044), or because the signalm ay be
disturbed by artefacts or by som e nearby variable stars.

Another crucial elem ent in the selection is the choice
for the required sam pling along the bum p. In fact, while
a good sam pling is needed in order to m eaningfully char-
acterise the detected variation, dem anding too much in
this respect could lead us to exclude m any lona de can-—
didates. U sing the values of tj_, and ty determ Ined in the
preceding step,we de ne 4 tin e intervals around the tin e
ofmaximum magni cation tg: [ty 3fG_o;t G_=2]
=2, )i+ o=2]and [+ =2, + 3, .As
a fourth cut we dem and that a m inin um num ber of ocb—
serving epochs ny i, occur in each of at least 3 of these

? Note that, even if it does not contain any astrophysical

inform ation, we m ust Include the background pixel ux as a
param eter in the tto take into account its statistical uctua-
tion when we estin ate the param eters of the Paczynskicurve.

N
3

dN/d(R(AD))
g &

250

200

150)

100|

50
9.8 19 20 21 22 23 24
R(A®D)
-
=
=
°
> 50
©
40
30
20
10
o o
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
ty, (days)

Fig.2. Top: D istrdbution of ux deviations at m axin um
for the selected events after the sam pling cut. Bottom :
D uration distribution for the selected events after the cut
onR ( ).

t
410} &
}v ot PUSEE . PR K ,é,*
a0 ~¢J+¢r*r e T A W Pt
0 w20 a0 a0 s0  eo 70 80 90
PA-99-N1r light curve
610 F T
i Y % 4.
600"‘[\\ /VM \\ ,'/ \\\ *4/”(* XY , %
" % \\‘\ /‘, o A “‘\H//( N . \\x .
590 | * i %’* ! +¥
0 1w w0 a0 a0 w0 s0 70 w0 90
PA-99-N1 i light curve
2620 F
2600 %
2580wty JEP P, o Ny U B i}i e
T I A ey
2540 b ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) )
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900
arejected candidate - r light curve
3300 -
/oL R S . J #t B
a0 i N S e #\4&“’& Yoo \\,,/—H &#ﬁfﬂ
3240 ¢
3220 L - - - - - - - - .
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900
argjected candidate - i light curve
Fig.3. rand i Ier 3-year Iight curves for 2 selected
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T he dashed line is the best- t for a Paczynskibum p w ith
a sihusoidal background. T he abscissae are tim e in days
(JD 2451392.5). The ordinatesare ux in ADU /s.



POINT-AGAPE:Evidence foraM ACHO contribution to G alactic H alos 5

| criterion | num ber of selected light curves |
| cluster detection (Q > 100) | 10° |
signal to noise ratio (L; > 40) and second bum p (L,=L; < 0:5) 4 1H
shape analysis : “=dof< 10 (7 param eter Paczynski t) 3 16
tin e sam pling along the bum p 10°
ux deviation:R ( )< 21 15 10
tinewidth:t4_, < 25 days 9
second bum p analysis 6
Table 1. Summ ary of the selection criteria and num ber of the selected light curves.
| | PA-99w1 PA99N2 | PA-00-53 PA -00-54
(J2000) 00h42m 51.19s | 00h44m 20.92s | 00h42m 30.27s | 00h42m 29 98s
(J2000) 41 23%56:3% 41 28°44:8% 41 13°00:6" 40 536"
7 953% 22°04% 4°06” 22033%
t_, (days) 1:837 1 22160 230370077 196" 00
R( ) 2083 0:10 19:10 0:10 18:80 0:20 20:7 0220
V R 12 02 1:0 01
R I 06 011 00 021
tp (JD 2451392.5) 1385 005 7170 0:10 45840 002 488:90 007
te (days) 83", > 715 10477 135777
ug 0:070" 8 0:014" 007 0:070" 02 0:0042" 2/°%°
. ADU/s) 1277 0% 108705 89" ’> 0:11" 1%
4 BADU/s) 035" 2% 3577078
. (ADU/s) 11742 0:07" 20
Am ax 143" 69::14 9:9* 001:6658 143" 34::59 200" ?3?200
=dof 11 93 21 09

Table 2.M ain characteristics of the four already published m icrolensing candidates.
tion from the centre of M 31. T he m agnitudes correspond to the m axin um

is the profcted separa—
ux deviation and are given in standard

Johnson/C ousins system . T he results reported here are the results of the Paczynski t alone, even when extra infor—
m ation is available, as is the case for PA 99N 1 and PA 99N 2.

tim e Intervals. C learly n, i, cannot be as large for short
events as for long ones. W e choose ny i, = 1;2 and 3 for
-y < 5;44-, 2 (5;15) and -, > 15 days, respectively.
Furthemm ore, neither of the external intervals should fall
at the beginning or end of one of the three seasons and at
the sam e tin e be en pty.

T he cuts described above reduce our sam ple of poten—
tial events to 10%, about one tenth of the initial set of
selected vardations, but stillm ostly variable stars.

In this paper, we restrict attention to bright
m icrolensing-lke variations, in particular we dem and
R( ) < 21, although the observed deviations extend
down to R( ) 24 (Fig. @). This reduces our set of
candidates by another factor of  10.

The M onte Carlo (Sect.d) predicts m ost of the m i
crolensing events to be rather short. O n the other hand,
the observed t_, distrbution show s a clustering of long
variations centred on t_, 60 days, m ost of which are
likely to be intrinsically variable obfcts, and a much
am aller set of short-duration variations (Fig.[d). W e de-
mand -, < 25 days, which leaves us with only 9
Paczynskilike ux variations.

O ut of the 9 variations selected above, 5 show a sig-
ni cant second bum p.W e want to exclude variable stars,

w hile keeping realm icrolensing variations that happen to
be superin posed on a variable signal. For m ost variable
stars the secondary bum p should be rather sin ilar but
not identical to the detected one. To m ake use of this fact
we perform a threecolour t, m odelling the light curve
w ith a Paczynskibum p plus a sinusoidal signal, and then
com pare the tim e w idth and the ux variation of the si-
nusodalpart w ith those of the Paczynskibum p. Because
our m odel is very crude and because we know that vari-
able stars m ay show an irregular tin e behaviour, we do
not ask for a strict repetition of the bum p along the base—
line to refct a variation. W e exclude a Iight curve if both
the R () di erence between the two bum ps is an aller

than 1 magnitude and the tine width of the sinusoidal
part is com patible with that of the bum p within a fac—
tor of 2. T hree out of nine variations are exclided in this
step. For all three the detected bum p is relatively long
(-2 > 20 days) and faint R ( ) > 20:5).Furthem ore,

on the in ages the position of the second bum p appears to
be consistent w ith that of the detected bum p, clear evi-
dence in favour of the Intrinsically variable origin of these
variations. Two other Iight curves are retained, although
they show a signi cant secondary bum p; n both cases,
the secondary bum p is much longer than the m ain one.
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Besides, in both cases the direct ingpection on the in ages
reveals that the position of the second bum p is di erent
from that of the detected one. In order to m ake clear the
sense of the present criterion, we show (Fig.[d) the re
sult of the Paczynski t superin posed over a sinusoidal
background for two variations. In the upper panels is an
accepted candidate, for which the short and bright bum p
atty 13 (JD-2451392.5) is clearly distinct from the un—
derlying variable signal. In the lower panels is a refcted
candidate. The Paczynski signal originally selected w ith
peak atty 480 (JD 2451392.5) is clearly undistinguish—
able from the underlying variable background.

W earenow leftw ith our nalselection of6 light curves
show ing an achrom atic, shortduration and bright ux
variation com patible w ith a Paczynski shape.W e denote
them PA-99-N1, PA-99N2,PA-00-S3,PA-00-54, PA-00-
N6 and PA -99-S7.The letter N (S) Indicates whether the
event lies in the north (south) INT W FC eld, the st
num ber (99, 00, or 01) gives the year during which the
maxinum occurs, and the second has been assigned se-
quentially, according to when the event was dentd ed.

In Tabl [l we report in sequence each step of the
pipeline with the num ber of the selected candidates re—
m aining.
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3.M icroknsing events
31.PONT-AGAPE 3 years analysis results

In this section we look at the 6 selected candidates In
detail. n Tablk [ and Figured we recall the character—
istics and light curves of the four already published can-
didates’, while Table[d and Figures[H and [@ are devoted
to the two new ones.The errorsin R () and the colour
index are dom inated by the uncertainty in the calibration
of the observed ux w ith respect to the standard m agni-
tude systam , except for PA 00N 6.W hen the 7-param eter
Paczynski t does not converge properly, the tin e w idth
and the ux Increase are estin ated from a degenerate t
(Goul 11994d).
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(J2000) 00h42m 10.70s | 00h42m 42 56s
(J2000) 41 19%45:4% 41 12°428%

7 %16% 3028%
t_, (days) 197 05 42070
R( ) 2078 08 20:80 040
v R 0:79 0:14
+ 0:25
R I 0517 .55
ty 49130 007 | 6521 0:4
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te (days) 83 42:}13 -
Yo 0:07 5 055 -
. ADU/s) 1:40% 75 -
. (ADU/s) 1727 -
Am ax 14+1216 -
—dof 1.0 13

Table 3.M ain characteristicsof the two new m icrolensing
candidates. T he param eters are the sam e as .n TablkD.

T he source star of PA 99N 1 has been denti ed on
HST archival images (Auriereetall 12001). Fixing the
source ux at the observed values, , = 102ADU=sand

g = 028ADU=s,we obtaln t = 920 0%1 days and
up = 0:060 0:005,compatible within 1 w ith the valies
reported in Table[d, obtained from ourdata alone.F inally,
theH ST data allow usto estin atethecolour R I) 09.
In An etal (20044), we have dem onstrated that PA -
99N 2, which shows signi cant deviations from a sinple
Paczynskiform , is com patible w ith m icrolensing by a bi-
nary lens.T he binary— tparam etersare characterised by a
longer tin e scale and higherm agni cation than the point-
kns t.In the best- t solution we nd ty = 1250 72
days,up = (360 0:37) 102, _=4:76 034ADU/s,
and a lensm ass ratio 12 10 ? .Under the assum p-
tion that the lens is associated with M 31 (rather than the
MW ), the lower bounds on the angular E instein radius
(g > 25 as) deduced from the absence of detectable

nitesource e ects In plies that the sourcedlens relative
velocity is v, > 280 km /s, and the source-lensdistance is

 Fulldetails can be found in[PaulinH enriksson et all (2004,

200d);lan et all 2004d).

Fig.5. 3-year light curves of the m icrolensing event PA —
00N 6.Panels and symbols as in F gure[d.
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Fig.6. 3-year light curves of the m icrolensing event PA —
99-87.Panels and symbols as in F gure[d.

dis > 45kpcM =M ) ! ,whereM isthe lensm ass.These
facts, together with PA -99-N 2’s large distance from the
M 31 centre ( 22° make it very unlkely to be due to
an M 31 star, while the prior probability that it is due to
aMW star is extrem ely low . Hence, PA 99N 2 is a very
strong M ACHO candidate (either in M 31 or the MW ).
The sam pling and the data quality along the bum p are
also good enough to pemm it a reliable estim ate of all 7
param eters of the Paczynski t for the event PA 00-S3.
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Fig.7.R( ) R I) colourm agnitude diagram for
the 10000 variations selected before the cut on the ux

deviation at m axin um . Superin posed we show the posi-
tions of the 6 selected candidates.The R I colours for
PA 99 N2and PA 99 S7 are estin ates derived
from the observed V.. R colours.

For PA 00-S4 we obtain only a reliable lower lin it on g/
and accordingly an upper lin it on ug, as indicated by the
question m arks in Table[d.

ForPA 00N 6, thedata allow us to evaluate the full set
of Paczynski param eters. N ote the rather short E instein
time, 10days,sin iar to those ofPA 99N 1 and PA -00—
S3.

A's in the case of PA-99N1 (Paulin-Henrksson et all

),PA 99-57 liesnear (w ithin 4 pixels) ofa long-period
red variable star. T his induces a secondary bum p, which
is particularly visble in the i light curve. PA -99-S7 has
been accepted by the last step of our selection pipeline,
despite this second bum p being responsible for poor sta—
bility of the baseline. In this case, the data do not allow
us to break the degeneracy am ong the Paczynski param —
eters and therefore do not allow a reliable estin ate of the
Einstein tin e.

A colourm agnitude diagram of the 10000 varia—
tions selected after the sam pling cut is shown In Figure
[. Superin posed we indicate the position of the 6 varia—
tions nally selected after all cuts. In particular, we note
the peculiar position of PA 99N 2, which (together w ith
PA 00-83) is unusually bright relative to the other vari-
ations. Recall that PA 99N 2 is also the longest selected
variation, with t_, 22 days. As we have already ex-—
cluded shortyperiod variables, the sam ple shown is dom i-
nated by red, long-period variables of the M ira type w ith
R( )> 21; (R 1I)> 1l.Foradetaild discussion of the
variable star populations detected w ithin our dataset see

).
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T he spatial position for the detected events pro fcted
on the sky isshown,togetherw ith the INT elds,in Figure
[. Note the two new events are located w ithin a rather
an all pro fcted distance of M 31’s centre.

3.2.Varabk Contam nation

Probably the biggest single problem in the interpreta—
tion of m icrolensing events drawn from faint sources is
the possibility that the sam pl may be contam inated
w ith rare variables. For relatively bright sources, such as
those being detected by the thousand toward the G alactic
bulge m ),m icrolensing events are easily distin—
guished from variables by their distinct shape. H ow ever,
as the S/N declines, such discrin nation becom es m ore
di cult. Experim ents toward the LM C provide sober-
ing con mm ation of the legitin acy of this concem. Both
of the original m icrolensing candidates reported by the
ERO S collaboration (Aubourgetall 19937) were subse-
quently found to be variable stars, while som e candi-
dates found by the M ACHO collaboration

@,M) were also subsequently recognized as possi-
ble or certain variables. T he SuperM ACHO collaboration
(Becker et all [2004), which probes about 2 m ags fainter
than M ACHO orERO S in itsm icrolensing search tow ard
the LM C, has so far found it extrem ely di cult to dis-
tinguish between genuine m icrolensing events and back—
ground supemovae (C . Stubbs 2005, private com m unica—
tion).T hus,w hen reporting a handfiilofm icrolensing can—
didates drawn from 3 years of m onitoring of a large frac—
tion of an entire L* galaxy, we should cautiously assess
the possbility of variable contam ination.

Ifvariablesw ere contam inating our sam ple, they would
have to reside eifther in the M W or in M 31 itself, or they
could be background supermovae.W e consider these loca—
tions in tum.

T here are three argum ents against M W variables: dis—
trbution on the sky, absence of such variables in the
G alactic m icrolensing studies, and lack of known classes
of G alactic variables that could m Im icm icrolensing. F irst,
of the 5 m icrolensing candidates that enter our eventrate
analysis (ie., excluding the intergalacticm icrolensing can—
didate PA -00-584),4 lie pro cted In orneartheM 31 bulge.
T his strongly argues that they are, in their m a prity, due
toM 31 sources,w hich are also heavily concentrated in this
region. By contrast, G alactic variables would be spread
uniform Iy over the entire eld. O f course, this does not
rule out the possibility of m inor contam ination by such
variables.

H ow ever, if there were a class of variables that could
even weakly m In ic short m icrolensing events with ux
variations corresponding to R( ) < 21, then these
would have easily shown up in G alactic m icrolensing ex—
perin ents. For exam ple, the O G LE -TII m icrolensing sur—
vey covers over 50 deg? toward the G alactic bulge, m ore
than 100 tin es larger than our survey toward M 31. The
OGLE survey does not go as deep as ours because their
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telescope is smaller (1.3m ) and their exposure tin es are
shorter (2m in),although these factors are som ew hat com —
pensated by their denser tem poral coverage. Ignoring this
shallow er depth for the m om ent, and restricting consid-
eration to < 3kpc (where most of our foreground M W
disc stars lie) the projcted density of disc stars is about
10 tin es higher in the OGLE elds than in ours because
they lie at lower G alactic latitude. H ence, one would ex—
pect of order 1000 tin es m ore such variables to appear
in the OGLE elds than in ours. O f course, the m a pr—
ity of these would be R ( ) 21 and so of such low
signaltonoise ratio that they would not appearasOG LE
candidates, or if they did, would escape recognition as
variables. However, 1=125would lie 5 tim es closer and
0 be 3.5 mag brighter, ie.,,R( ) < 175, correspond—
ng to I < 17, and these would have good signal-to-noise
ratio. No such variable population is reported.A sin ilar
argum ent applies to G alactic halo stars, which would also
bemuch denser in the OGLE-III elds than in ours.

T hird, there areno know n candidate classes ofG alactic
variables that could m in ic the M 31 m icrolensing events.
T he one possibility is dwarfnovae, which have been re—
ported as faking m icrolensing events toward the LM C
(Ansariet alll1994) and M 22 (Bond et alll2009).H ow ever,
with typical peak absolite m agnitudes of M y 2

), they would have to lie well outside the
Galaxy to appearasR ( ) 21 wuctuations.

W hile the case against M 31 variables is not as airtight
as against G alactic ones, it is still quite strong. T he basic
argum ent is that if the sourcesare in M 31, then they m ust
su er lum inosity changes correspondingtoM g < 335 on
quite short tim escales (-, < 5Sdays for all candidates
except PA 99N 2). There are no known classes of vari-
ables that do this except for novae. H ow ever, novae show
brighter variations and strongly asym m etric light curves
characterized by slow descents (a selection of novae vari-
ations in our dataset is discussed in bamja;mt_ajlhﬂﬂ_él)
W hile in principle our m icrolensing candidates could be
due to som e new , so far unrecognized (nor even conpc—
tured) type of stellar variability, the great brightness and
very short tin escale of the observed events in pose severe
restrictions on candidate m echanian s of variability.

N ovelm echanian s to explain the sixth event, PA 99—
N 2,would be less constrained because it is m uch longer,
ti-, 22days.However, being long as wellas very bright
R ( ) 19),is signaltonoise ratio isquite high.This
pem its us to check for achrom aticity w ith very good pre—
cision.Even the deviations from a sin ple Paczynskishape
are achrom atic and can be reproduced by a binary-lensing
curve ). That is, PA 99N 2 is an excellent
m icrolensing candidate on intemalevidence alone.

Finally, we rem ark on supemovae which, as noted
above, plague the SuperM ACHO profct and also were a
di cult contam inant fortheM ACHO and ERO S pro Ects.
There are two principal argum ents against supemovae.
First, the FW HM s of all but one of the events are too
short for supemovae while, as we have just argued, the
sixth event is achrom atic and t by a binary-lens light

curve and therefore aln ost certainly m icrolensing. Second
supemovae cannot be responsible for the m a prity of the
events because the supermovae would be uniform ¥ dis-
tributed on the sky while the actual events are highly
clistered near the centre of M 31.

For com pleteness,w e address one other concem related
to variability : the possibility that the source displaysa sig—
nature of variability away from them icrolensing event. Tn
this case, onem ight worry that this \event" is actually an
outburst from an otherw ise low -levelvariable.R ecall that
our selection procedure actually allow s for a superpixel
to show lower-levelvariability in addition to the prim ary
\event" that is characterized asm icrolensing, and to still
be selected asa candidate. T his isnecessary because about
15% ofpixel light curvesw ithin 8° oftheM 31 centre (a re-
gion containing m ost of our events) show variable-induced
\bum ps" w ith Ikelhood L; > 40.So we would lose 15%
of our sensitivity ifwe did not try to recoverm icrolensing
eventsw ith such secondary bum ps.O ne event (PA 99N 1)
out of four In this region displays such a severe secondary
bum p.This25% rate isw ithin P oisson uncertainties of the
15% expectation. In addition, a second event (PA -99-587)
displaysa secondary bum p at less than half this threshold.

It must be stressed, however, that through a Lomb
analysiswe nd that neither of the source stars for these
two events show s any sign of variability apart from the
m icrolensing event. In both cases, the source of the low er-
level variation lies several pixels from the m icrolensing
event.

In brief, while we cannot absolutely rule out non-
m icrolensing sources of stellar variability,all scenarios that
would Invoke variability to explain our candidate list are
extrem ely constrained, indeed contrived.

33.A Ikely binary event

O ur selection pipeline is delberately biased to refct ux
variations that strongly di er from a standard Paczynski
Iight curve. In particular, it cannot detect binary lens
events w ith caustic crossing. W e discuss here a blue ux
variation (R I 0) that failed to pass the 2 cut, but
ism ost probably a binary lens event: PA 00-S5. T he light
curve, which involves a short (f-, 2 days) and bright
peak llowed by a plateau, is suggestive of binary lensing
w ith a caustic crossing. T he photom etric follow -up of this
event is tricky, particularly in the iband, because a faint
resolved red ob gct liesabout 1.5 pixelsaw ay. T o overcom e
this di culty, we have used a m ore re ned di erence in —
age photom etry that includes m odelling the PSE'.

W e have found a binary lensing solution that convinc-
Ingly reproduces the shape of the bum p. T he correspond-
ing light curve, superim posed on the data obtained us-
ing di erence im age photom etry, is displayed in Figured,
where we show the full r Iight curve, zoom s of the bum p
region in the r and ibands, and the ratio of ux Increases

r ie
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Fig.8.A binary solution superposed on the di erential-
photom etry light curve of the binary-lens candidate PA —
00-85.U pper panel: full r light curve;m iddle panels:r and
i zoom s around the bum p region, the dotted line shows
the baseline; bottom panel: the colour ratio = iy
the dash-dotted line being the average colour ratio. T he
abscissae are tin e in days (JD 2451392.5), the ordinates
of the three upper panelsare ux in ADU /s.

T his solution is a guess, neither optin ised nor checked
forunigueness. T he param etersare as follow s: the distance
between thetwom asses isd = 063 in unit of the E instein
radius Ry , the mass ratio is g = 1=2; the distance of
closest approach to the barycentre, up = 0:7, is reached
atty = 411(JD 2451392.5);theEinstein tine scaleisty =
50 days; the source crosses the binary axis at an angle of
585 , outside the two lenses and close to the heavy one.

The location of PA-00-S5 is = 00h41lm 14.54s, =
40 48%37:7%,32000,som e 32° away from M 31’scentre.T his
event cannot enter the discussion of the follow ing sections
because it does not survive our full selection pipeline and
because the possibility of caustic crossings is not included
in the sin ulation. N evertheless, if this event isdue tom i
crolensing, the lens ism ost probably a binary MACHO .

34.Com parson w ith other surveys

The rstm icrolensing candidate reported in the direction

ofM 31,AGAPE-Z1,wasdetected in 1995 by the AGAPE

collaboration ‘A_n_samﬁt_ajlh&%]) AGAPE-Z1 is a very

bright event, R = 179, of short duration, t_, = 5.3 days,

and located in the very central region of M 31, at only
42% from the centre.

TheM EGA collaboration has presented results from a
search form icrolensing eventsusing the rst 2 yearsofthe
sam e 3-year data set analyzed here ld.e_@ngﬂ_aluzm_él),
butadi erent technique. In contrast to the present analy—
sis, they do not in pose any restriction on _, and R ().
A s a result, they select 14 m icrolensing candidates. A 11 of
them belong to our initial catalogue of ux variations.
However, besde M EGA -7 and M EGA -11 (corresponding
to PA 99N 2 and PA -00-84, respectively), the rem aining
12 ux variations are fainter than allowed by our m agni-
tudecut R ( )< 21).M oreover,M EGA4,M EGA -0,
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MEGA -2 and M EGA -13 have tin e w idths longer than
our threshold of 25 days.

The WeCAPP collaboration, using an origihal set
of data acquired In the sam e period as our cam paign,
reported the detection of two m icrolensing candidates
(Rieser et a1ll2003).T he candidateW eCAPP-G L1 isPA -
00-83. W e did not detect the candidate W eCAPP-G L2
(short enough but probably too faint to be included in
our selection) because its peak falls in a gap In our obser—
vations.

The NAINITAL survey has recently reported
WJoshiet all2004) the discovery of a m icrolensing candi-
date toward M 31, quite bright (R ( ) = 20:) but too
long (-, 60 days) to be selected w ithin our pipeline.

R ecently we have reported (Belkurov et alll2009) the
results of a search for m icrolensing events obtained using
a di erent approach.Starting from a di erent catalogue of

ux variationsand using a di erent set of selection criteria
(In particular, we did not include any explicit cut in -,
orR( )),we reported 3 m icrolensing candidates: PA -
00-83,PA 00-84 and a third one, which is not included in
the present selection. It is a short, bright, rather blue ux
variation (-, = 41 days,R( )= 19:,R I=020),
detected in the thid year (t = 771 (JD2451392.5)). In
the present analysis it is rejected because it fails to pass
the sam pling cut: it does not have enough points on the
rising side to safely constrain its shape. T he position of
this event, ( =00h42m 0235s, = 40 54°34:9%, J2000),
rather far away from the centre ofM 31 ( = 22 O5900), is
consistent w ith its being a M ACHO candidate. H ow ever,
because it does not survive the present selection pipeline,
we do not Include it in the follow ing discussion.A further
analysis in which we follow a still di erent approach is

currently underway (T_sapraset alll2009).

4.The M onte Carb analysis

TheM onte C arlo attam pts, for a given astrophysical con—
text, to predict the number of events expected In our
experin ent, trying to m in ic the observational conditions
and the selection process. B ecause these can only partially
be included In the M onte C arlo, the fiill sin ulation of our
observation cam paign m ust involve the detection e ciency
analysis which is described in Sect.[H.

4 1. The astrophysicalm odel
41.1.The source stars

Source stars are drawn according to the target M 31 u-
m nosity pro e as modelled by @). The 3-
din ensionaldistribution of bulge stars is also taken from
@ @). T he distance z of disc stars to the disc plane
Hllow a 1=cosh? (z=H ) distribution with H = 03kpc as
proposed by [K erins et all (2001).

T he colourm agnitude distrbutions of disc and bulge
stars are supposed to have the characteristics of the M iky
W ay disc and bulge populations. T he distrdbution of disc
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stars is taken from the solar neighbourhood data ob-
tained by H ipparcos (Perrym an et alll1997), corrected at
the bright end for the com pleteness volim € and incor-
porating at low lum inosity (needed for nomm alisation) a
Besancon disc m odel Robin et all [2003). For the bulge
we again use a Besancon m odel M) com —
pleted at the faintend usjnglﬂ_a_nmﬂd ‘J_M ).W econ—
struct tw o distinct types of \colour-m agnitide diagram s"
(CM Ds) from theM onte Carlo and show these In Figure
w ith the position of the actual detected events super-
posed.The rstisa standard CM D ,which plots apparent
m agnitude versus colour for the sources of all the sin —
ulated m icrolensing events that m eet our selection crite—
ria. In fact, however, while the colours and m agnitudes
of all selected-event sources are \known" in the M onte
Carlo, they cannot always be reliably extracted from the
actual light curves: the colours are welldeterm ined, but
the source m agnitudes can only be derived from a well-
constrained Paczynski t (while som e events have only
degenerate ts).W e therefore also show in Figure[da sec—
ond type ofCM D , in which the ordinate is them agnitude
corresponding to m axinum ux increase during the event
R ( )).Itisalwayswelldeterm ined in both the M onte
Carlo and the data.

To take into account the e ect of the nite size of
stars, which can be in portant for low mass M ACHO s,
we have to evaluate the source radii. To this end, we use
a colour tem perature relation evaluated from the m od—

els ofRobin et all (2003), and we evaluate the radii from

Stefan’s law using a table of bolom etric corrections from
m m).

W e did not take into account possible variations of the
interstellar extinction across the eld, although there are
indications of higher extinction on the near side

). T he best indicator we have of di erential extinc—
tion is the asym m etry of the surface brightnessm ap, and
this gives a ux attenuation by dust on the near side of
about 10% . This is also the order of m agnitude of the
average extinction one would obtain assum ing that the
M 31 disc absorption is about tw ice that of the M W disc.
Indeed, asdust is con ned in a thin layer, extinction only
signi cantly a ects the stars on the back side. C learly an
attenuation of about 10% would not signi cantly a ect
the results presented here.

41.2.The knses

The lenses can be stars or halo obfcts, with the latter
being referred to as \M ACHO g".T he stellar lenses can be
either M 31 bulge or disc stars’.

* The um inosity function obtained in this way fully agrees

w ith that presented inklahrei & W ieled (1991).

® W e do not include lensing of M 31 ob Ects by stars of the
MW disc.This can be atm ost of the sam e order of m agnitude
asM 31 discdisc lensing, which is included but tums out to be
an all.
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Fig.9. The colour/m agnitude event density distribution
predicted by the M onte Carlo. Top panel: R m agnitude
of the source star.Bottom panel: R m agnitude of the ux
ncrease. T he observed events are superposed on the dia—
gram s. 0 nly those events for which the source m agnitude
can be reliably extracted appear in the lft panel The
colour scale show s the event density (in arbitrary units).

In the case of the bulge, we shall consider the m i-
crolensing contribution ofbulge starsw ith a standard stel-
larm ass+to-light ratio. Such m odels form the only true lit-
m us test for whether or not dark m atter m ust be invoked,
since the dark m atter solution is classically required to
explain observations which cannot be accounted for by
known populations. T he only dynam ical requirem ent for
our stellar bulge m odels is that their dynam ical contribu—
tion does not exceed the observed inner rotation curve.
They do not neaed to fully reproduce the inner rotation
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curve, though their failure to do so m ust be seen as evi-
dence in itself fordark m atter.W e shall from here onw ards
use the term stellar bulge to denote the contribution to the
bulge from ordinary stars. W e use the term bulge by it
self to m ean the entire dynam icalbulge m ass, which m ust
include the stellar bulge but which m ay also com prise ad-
ditional m ass from unknown populations. W e in plicitly
assum e that the totalbulge m ass is xed by the rotation
curve.W e set out here to discover w hether or not the rate
predicted by known stellar bulge and disc populations can
feasibly account for our observed m icrolensing candidates.

D ik stelbr nses T he discm ass distrdbution is the sam e

as in Kernset all (2001):

H

= ex : = cosh?
0 €Xp n

with o= 03M pc?,H = 03kpcand h= 6:4kpc.
Themassofthedisc is310'°M , corresponding to an

average disc m assto-light ratio M =L, about 4.

Bulye stellar knses T he bulge 3-dim ensionalm ass distri-
bution is taken to be proportionalto the 3-dim ensional lu—
m Inosity distridbution, which m eans that the bulge (M =L )
ratio is position independent.A ssum ing that theM 31 stel-
lar bulge is sim ilar to that of the M iky W ay, one can es-
tinate from [Han & Gould (2009) that M =Ly 3 and
that it cannot exceed 4 (corresponding to bulge m asses
of 15 and 2101 M within 4 kpc). This can also be in-
ferred by com bining results from IZoccaliet all (2000) and
Rogeretall (198d).Han & Gould (2003) have shown that
thisstellar M =L accurately predicts the opticaldepth that
is observed toward theM W bulge.

Estin ates higher than the above values for the
total bulge and disc M =Ly have been quoted on
dynam ical grounds (Kent 11989;

Ratz et alll2003 ;W drow etajlm,m
W _drow & Duhmqk“?OOEl and used to m ake predictions
on self lensing (e.g.lB_aJi'zﬁt_aJ“ZDDj). In these dynam i-
cal studies a heavy bulge (M 410'°M ,M =Lg 8)
is typically associated with a light disc (M 310%°M
M =Lg 4), whereas a light bulyje M 1510°M
M =Lg 3) goes w ith a heavy disc (M 7101°%M
M =Lp 9). As stated above, such large M =Ly ratios
m ean that som e kind of dark m atter m ust be present as
no known ordinary stellar populations can provide such
high M =Ly ratios. W e shall refer to these solutions to
evaluate upper bounds on the selfdensing contribution in
Sect.[d.
]ﬁhe stellar m ass function is taken from m
) :

dN m %75 (008M <m < 0:5M )

—/ 2o (4)
dm m (0H5M <m < 10M )

T he corresponding average stelarmass is< m > 065

M .W e have also considered steeper m ass functions, as

proposed bylZm‘aJiﬂ_a.ll (2000), orwhich < m > 0355

M ,orbylHans& Gould (2003), orwhich < m > 041
M .Our results tum out to be rather insensitive to this
choice.

Hab ¥nses M ACHOs) TheMW and M 31 halosarem od—
elled as spherical nearly isotherm al distrdbutions w ith a
core of radius a :
0 a’ 5

(r)= m (5)
The centralhalo density is xed, given the core radius, to
produce the asym ptotic disc rotation velocity far from the
galactic centre. For the M iky W ay the core radius ay u
is chosen to be Skpc.ForM 31 we choose ay 31 = 3kpc for
our reference m odel but we have also tried ay 31 = 5kpc.
A larger value for the core radius decreases the num ber
of expected events and m akes their spatial distrdbution
slightly less centrally concentrated.

As nothing is known about the mass function
of putative MACHOs, we try a set of shgl val-
ues for their masses, ranging from 10° to 1 M
(10°;10%;10°;10%;10';05and 1 M ).We shall
refer to these as \test m asses".

41 3.Bube geom etxy

The m ost in portant contribution to self lensing com es
from stellar bulge lenses and/or stars. As the event
rates are proportional to the square root of the lens-
source distance, the bulge geom etry m ay play an in por—
tant role. In ), the bulge is descrbed as an
oblate axisymm etric ellipsoid, and the lum inosity den-
ity is given as a function of the elliptical radius r. =

X%+ y?+ (z=(1 (£)))?, where z is the distance to
the M 31 plane and (x) is the ellipticity, which varies as
a function of the elliptical radius, r. . The K ent bulge is
quite attened, and one may wonder if a less attened
m odel would result in m ore selfdensing events. To check
this, we have run the M onte Carlo for a spherical bulge
(= 0),keeping the totalbulgem assand lum inosity xed.
T he expected num ber of both bulgedisc and dischbulge
events rise both by about 10% . On the other hand, in
absolute tem s, the m ore num erous contribution of bulge—
bulge eventsdecreases by about 5% fora net totalincrease
of 2% .That is, the substitution of a sphericalbulge for
an elliptic one has aln ost no in pact on the total rate of
stellar bulge lensing. T his can be traced to the fact that
M 31 is seen nearly edge on, which reduces the in pact of
distances perpendicular to the disk.

4.1 4.Vebcities of nses and sources

T he relative velocities of lenses and sources strongly in-—

uence the rate of m icrolensing events. The choice of
the velocities adopted In our reference m odel, hereafter
called m odel 1, is nspired from W _drow et all IZMI{) and
[Gechan et all (2009). W e stress that the bulge velocity
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dispersion is sensitive not to the m ass of the stellar bulge
com ponent which contributes to the selfdensing rate, but
to the m ass of the entire bulge, which m ay additionally
include unknown lensing populations. W e have tested the
e ect of changing the bulge velocity dispersion and the
M 31 disc rotation velocity in m odels 2 to 5. T he velocities
of the various M 31 com ponents adopted for each m odel
are displayed in TableM. T he solar rotation velocity is al
ways taken tg be 220 km /s and halo dispersion velocities
are always 1= 2 tin es the disc rotation velocities. A 11 ve-
locity dispersions are assum ed isotropic, w ith the values
given being 1-dim ensional.

To get an insight into the m odel dependence of the
M onte C arlo predictions, it is useful to split the observed
goatial region into an \inner" region where m ost self-
Jensing events are expected, and an \outer" region which
w ill be dom Inated by M ACHO s if they are present. W e
set the boundary between the two regions at an angular
distance of 8° from the centre of M 31.

The e ect of changing the velocities for the m odels
displayed in TableM is shown in Tablk[. T his gives the
relative change w ith respect to our reference m odel (for a
MACHO massof 05M and ay 31 = 3kpc).

Beside these nom alisation changes, the distribbutions
of the num ber of events, as a function of ;_,, the angular
distance to the centre of M 31,and themaximum ux in—
crease,alltum out to be alm ost independent of them odel.

M odel bulge velocity disc rotation
dispersion (km /s) velocity (km /s)
1 (reference) 120 250
2 120 270
3 120 230
4 140 250
5 100 250

Table 4.VelocitiesofM 31 com ponents (km /s).T hebulge
rotation velocity and disc velocity dispersion are xed at
40 km /s and 60 km /s, respectively.

Self Lensing MACHOs
Inner O uter Inner O uter
M odel ) ) . )

region region region region
2 097 098 115 121
3 097 096 0.84 0.81
4 1.03 1.03 0.98 1.01
5 092 090 0.98 0.99

Table 5. The velocity dependence of the num ber of ex—
pected events. T he num bers are the ratio of the num ber
of expected events for m odels of Table @ to the same
num ber in the reference model (with M=05 M and
ay 31 = 3kpc). The number of events expected In the
reference m odel, corrected for detection e ciency, are dis—
played in Tabke[ of Sect.[.

4.1 5. Consistency check

To check the consistency of our M onte Carlo, we have
com puted the opticaldepths of the halo both analytically
and w ith the M onte Carlo. T he results are dentical and
consistent w ith published results (Gyuk & Crotts 2000;
Baltz & Silk2004).

4 2 .M odelling the obsarvations and the analysis

The M onte Carlo generates and selects light curves in-
cluding part of the real observational conditions and of
the selection algorithm .

R eproducing the photom etry conditions in the M onte
Carlo isan In portant issue, so we use the sam e lterasin
the real experim ent. T his is also true for the colour equa—
tions, which relate uxes to standard m agnitudes in the
reference in age. In generating the light curves, all pho-
tom etric coe cients relating the observing conditions of
the current Im age to those of the reference are used in
the M onte Carlo, except for those related to the seeing
correction.

T he observation epochs and exposure tin es reproduce
the realones, w ith one com posite in age per night. In or—
der to avoid counting the noise tw ice, no noise has been
added to the M onte C arlo light curves; it only enters via
the error bars. A swe further discuss in Sect.[d, an in por-
tant condition for the e ciency correction to be reliable
is that the M onte C arlo should not rejct events that the
realanalysiswould have accepted. For this reason, the er—
ror bars in the M onte C arlo Iight curves only include the
photon noise, and, for an event to be considered detected,
we dem and only the m Inim um condition that the corre-
sponding bum p rise above the noise (thatis,L > 0,where
L is the estin ator introduced in equation[l).

4 3. Event properties

Them ain observational properties of the events are the R
m agnitude corresponding to their ux increase R ( 1))
and their duration, which we characterise by the full-
w dth-athalfm axinum ofthebump,ty_,.TheCM Dsare
displayed in Figure[d.W e show in Figure[ld the expected
distrdbution ofR ( ),theR m agnitude ofthe sourcesand
the expected -, distribution for two M ACHO m asses.
T he distrbution of t_, , quite concentrated toward short
durations, has m otivated our choice for the low -duration
cuto in the selection.

5.Detection e cincy
5.1.The event sin ulation

The M onte Carlo described in the previous section does
not take into account all the e ects we face In the real
data analysis. T herefore, its results, in particular the pre—
diction on the expected num ber of events, can only be
looked upon as an upper lin it. In order to m ake a m ean—
ngfiilcom parison w ith the 6 detected events, wem ust sift
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Fig.10. The expected distribbution of the R m agnitude of
the ux increase and the source stars (upper panels). T he
expected t_, distribution or M ACHO masses of 1 M
and 0.1 M (low er panels).

the M onte C arlo results through an additional Iter.This
is the \detection e ciency" analysis described in this sec—
tion, wherein we insert the m icrolensing events predicted
by the M onte Carlo into the stream of in ages that con—
stitute our actual data set®. This allow s us to calculate
the detection e ciency relative to the M onte C arlo and to
obtain a correct estin ate of the characteristics and total
num ber of the expected events.

The m ain weakness of the M onte Carlo In reproduc—
ing the realobservations and analysis stem s from the fact
that it only generates m icrolensing light curves, so that
it cannot take into account any aspect related to In age
analysis.

The M onte Carlo does not m odel the background of
variable stars, which both gives rise to high ux varia-
tions that can m in ic (and disturb the detection of) real
m icrolensing events, and generates, from the superposi-
tion of m any am allam plitude variables, a non-G aussian
noise that is very di cult to m odel.

® W e refer to this analysis as \event sim ulation", not to be

confused with the M onte Carlo simulation described in the
previous section.

A s regards the selection pipeline itself, the M onte
C arlo cannot reproduce the rst, essential, cluster detec—
tion step described in Sect.[ZA. T herefore, it cannot test
to what extent the presence In the im ages of variations
due to the background of variable stars, seeing variations,
and noise, a ect the e ciency of cluster detection, locali-
sation, and separation.

TheM onte C arlo includes neither the seeing variations
nor their correction nor the residuals of the seeing stabil-
isation, which also give rise to a non-G aussian noise.

In principle, it would be possible to reproduce, w ithin
the M onte Carlo, the full shape analysis along the light
curve follow ed in our pipeline. H ow ever, the results on the
realdata tum out quite di erent,m ainly because the real
noise cannot be correctly m odelled analytically.

In practice, no noise is included in the M onte Carlb
Iight curves, because the filll noise is already present in
the In ages.M oreover,w e have to be carefulnot to exclude
within the M onte Carlo variations that the real pipeline
is able to detect. A s a consequence, the \shape analysis"
in the M onte Carlo is quite basic. W e dem and only that
the (noiseless) variations reach 3 above the baseline for
three consecutive epochs, where inclides only the pho-
ton noise.

T he tin e sam pling of our data set is fully reproduced
by theM onte C arlo.H ow ever, the sam pling criterion along
the bump is only Implem ented In a very basic way by
dem anding that the tine of maximum m agni cation lie
w ithin one of the 3 seasons observation.

A typicalM onte C arlo output involves 20 000 events
per CCD . However,adding 20 000 events per CCD would
signi cantly alter the overall statistical properties of the
original in ages (and therefore of the light curves). In or—
der that the event sim ulation provide m eaningfiil results,
we cannot add thatm any events. O n the other hand, the
m ore events we add, the larger the statistical precision.
Particular care has to be taken to avoid asmuch as pos—
sible sin ulating two events so near each other that their
m utual interaction hinders their detectability. O £ course,
these di culties are w orse around the centre of the galaxy,
where the spatial distrdbution of the events is strongly
peaked. B alancing these considerations, we choose to sin —
ulate 5000 events per CCD . T he results thus obtained are
com patible, w ith m uch sm aller errors, w ith those we ob—
tain by adding only 1 000 events (in w hich case the crowd-
ing problem sm entioned above are negligible).

Each event generated by the M onte C arlo is endowed
with a \weight"’ ,w;, so when w e refer to sin ulated events,
%num ber" alwaysm eans \w eighted nu%kg" .Thusngy, =

;Wi,with statisticalerror n gy, = iwf,wherethe
sum runs over the fiill set of sim ulated events.

" Asoften in M onte Carl sinulations, a welght is ascribed

to each generated event. T his welght carries part of the nfor-
m ation on the probability for the event to occur, before and
independently of any selection in either theM onte C arlo or the
event sim ulation.
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Let ny ng + n, be the num ber of events we sin u-
late on the in ages, where ng and n, are respectively the
num ber of selected and refcted events at the end of the
analysis pipeline. W e de ne the detection e clency as

Ns

Np

4

and the relative statistical error is then

2 2 2
" (ny ng) + (ng ny)

(Npns )’

Once we know ",we can determm ine the actual num ber of
expected events, neyp = "ni, o ,wheren?, -
expected from the M onte C arlo alone.

T he event sim ulation is perform ed on the im ages aft-
ter debiasing and at elding, but kefore any other reduc—
tion step.W e use the package DAOPHOT within IRAF.
First, starting from a sam ple of 200 resolved stars per
CCD , for each In age we evaluate the PSF and the rela—
tive photom etry w ith respect to the reference in age. T hen
we produce a list ofm icrolensing events, random ly chosen
am ong those selected w ithin the M onte Carlo. For each
event, using all the light curve param eters provided by
the M onte C arlo as Input, we add to each in age the ux
of the m agni ed star at its position, convolved w ith the
PSF of the in age (taking due account of the required ge—
om etrical and photom etric calibration w ith respect to the
reference In age).W e then proceed as In the realanalysis.
In particular, after in age recalibration, we run the selec—
tion pipeline described in Sect.[Z. In short, the scope of
the event sin ulation is to evaluate how m any \real" m i
crolensing events are going to be refcted by our selection
pipeline. W e test the event sin ulation procedure by com —
paring them ean photom etric dispersion in the light curves
of observed resolved stars to those of simulated, stable,
stars of com parable m agnitude. W e nd good agreem ent.

In the selection pipeline, it is essential to use data
taken In at least two pasdoands In order to refct vari-
able ob fcts. Indeed, we test achrom aticity w ith a sim ul-
taneous t In two passbands and, in the last step of the
selection, w e test w hether a secondary bum p is com patible
w ith being the second bum p of a variable signal. H ere, us—
ing iband data is in portant because them ain background
arises from long-period, red variable stars.

In the event sin ulation,wewant to evaluate w hat frac—
tion of the M onte Carlo m icrolensing events survive the
selection pipeline. For these genuine m icrolensing events,
we expect the use of two passbands to be less In por-
tant. In fact, m icrolensing events are expected to pass the
achrom aticity test easily.M oreover,because the eventswe
sin ulate are short and bright, the m icrolensing bum p is
in general quite di erent from any possible, very often
long®, secondary bum p, and m ost sin ulated events pass
the secondary-bum p test. Indeed , w e have checked on one

8

is the num ber

Shortperiod variable ob jcts have already been rem oved
since they are easily recognised from theirm ultiple variations
w ithin the data stream .

CCD that we get the sam e result for the detection e —
ciency whether we use data in both r and ibandsorin r
alone. For this reason, w e have carried out the rest of the
event sin ulation w ith rJand data only.

5.2.The resuls

For each CCD (with 4 CCDs per eld) we smulate at
m ost 5000 m icrolensing events, random ly chosen am ong
those selected within the M onte Carlo, and subgct to
conditions re ecting the selection cuts.W e only sin ulate
events that are both bright R ( ) < 212) and short
(h=y < 27 days). These thresholds are looser than those
used In the selection R ( )< 210 and t ;_, < 25 days)
because we want to include all events that can in princi-
ple be detected by the pipeline. T hese enlarged cutsre ect
the dispersion of the di erence betw een the input and out-
put event param eters of the event sim ulation. To test this
choice, we have also run som e test Pbs using slightly dif-
ferent Input cuts. For instance, if one uses the looser cuts
R( )< 215 and t ;- < 30 days, the num ber of events
predicted by the M onte C arb is larger, but the e ciency
tums out to be smaller. The two e ects cancel, and the
end result for the num ber of expected events corrected for
detection e ciency rem ains unchanged.Foreach CCD we
run the event sinulation for our test masses. As in the
real analysis, wem ask the very central region ofM 31.

T he detection e ciency depends mainly on the dis—
tance from the centre of M 31, the tin e width, and the
maxinum ux increase.W e run the event sin ulation only
formodel 1 (Sect.[Z14) and a M 31 core radius ay 31 =
Skpc. In fact, there is no reason for the e ciency at a
given position in the eld to depend on the core radius.
Tt could in principle depend on distrdbutions of the tin e
width and the m axinum ux increase, but we have seen
that these distribbutions are alm ost m odel-independent.

Finite-source e ects can produce signi cant deviations
from a sin ple Paczynskishape, and this can be quite in -
portant toward M 31, where m ost sources are giant stars.
W e expect this e ect to be particularly relevant for low
massM ACHO s.T he events generated by theM onte C arlo
(Sect.M) and entered in the event sin ulation include nite-
source e ects, although the m icrolensing t in the se-
lection pipeline uses only sin ple Paczynski curves. This
causes an e ciency loss, which we evaluate as follow s:
we run an event sinulation, for one CCD and all test
m asses, w ithout Including nitesource e ects in the in—
putevents,and then evaluate the associated e clency rise.
T his ought to be of the sam e order as the e ciency loss in
the realpipeline. Form assesdown to 10 2 M the change
tums out to be negligble. For m asses an aller or equal to
10 > M , it is of the order of 20% or less.

T he detection e ciency depends on position in the
eld prin arily through the distance to the centre ofM 31.
At a given distance we nd no signi cant di erence be-
tween the various CCD s. A t angular distances larger than
8’ the e cilency is practically constant. In the region in-



16 POINT-AGAPE:Evidence foraM ACHO contribution to G alactic H alos
| criterion " <4 ]"a< <89["C >8"%]
| clusterdetection (Q > 100) || 463 41 | 627 15 | 764 04 |

L1 > 40 and L,=L; < 05 400 40 579 15 725 04

“=dof< 10 35:7 38 54:0 15 66:7 04

sam pling 171 29 319 14 337 04

o, < 25days,R( )< 21 1457 28 252 13 285 04

variable analysis 147 28 252 13 285 04

Table 6.D etection e ciency relative to the M onte Carl (in percent), foraM ACHO massM = 05 M

,evaluated at

each step of the selection pipeline in di erent ranges of distance from the centre ofM 31.

[MACHOmass ™ ) [["( <49 "< <8 N)["C >8"]

1 190 30 242 13 295 04

5 10 147 238 252 13 285 04

10t 18:8 34 221 13 26:4 04

10 ? 170 37 218 1% 235 035

10 ° 101 32 1431 16 156 035

10 * 24 15 89 25 95 05

10 ° 037 043 54 22 62 077

self lensing [ 178 12 [ 226 0% 269 03

Table 7.Detection e ciency relative to the M onte C arlo (in percent), for our test set of M ACHO m asses and for self

lensing, for the sam e distance ranges as in Table[@.

side 8/, the e clency steadily decreases tow ard the centre.
This can be traced to the Increase of both the crowding
and the surface brightness. Indeed, the drop of e ciency
in the central region m ainly com es from the st step of
the selection pipeline, nam ely the clister detection.

Table[d show s the contribution of the successive steps
of the analysis to the total loss of e ciency. T he distance
to the centre of M 31 is divided into 3 ranges ( <
49; 4% < < 8 %and > 8 9. The MACHO mass is
05M  but the qualitative features discussed below are
the sam e for allm asses. W e have isolated the st step of
the analysis, the cluster detection, which is In plem ented
on the In ages, w hile the others are perform ed on the light
curves. A s em phasised earlier, the increase in crowding
and surface brightness near the centre causes a signi cant
drop of e ciency in the two central regions. M ost of the
dependence of the e ciency on the distance to the cen-
tre arises from this step, whereas the e ects of all other
steps, acting on light curves, are nearly position indepen—
dent. Note the loss of e ciency by alm ost a factor of 2
associated w ith the sam pling cut. T his is not surprising
as this cut is In plem ented in the M onte Carlo in only a
very basic way.

Table[d gives the detection e ciency for our test set
of M ACHO m asses after the full event selection.D own to
amassofl0 2 M ,we nd no signi cant di erences be-
tween selfdensing and M ACHO events. This re ects the
fact that their m ain characteristics do not di er signi —
cantly on average. For very an allm asses, we nd a drop
in the e ciency, due to both the an aller tin e w dths of
the bum p and nite-source e ects.

6.Results and hal fraction constraints

In this section, w e present the result of the com plete sin u—
lation, the M onte C arlo follow ed by the event sin ulation,
and discuss what we can infer about the fraction £ of
M ACHO s present in the halos of M 31 and the M W from
the com parison w ith the data presented in Sect.[d.

In Tablk[d we present the expected num bers of self-
lensing and halo events (for a fullhalo and two di erent
valies of the core radius) predicted by the full sinula-
tion in the three distance ranges <4 %4< <80
and > 8 0. The selflensing results, given or a stellar
bulge M =Ly ratio equal to 3, are dom inated by stellar
bulge lenses and therefore scale w ith this ratio. Thism ust
be com pared w ith the 5 m icrolensing events reported in
Sect.[d. PA -00-54, which is Jocated near the line of sight
tow ard theM 32 galaxy, is lkely an intergalacticm icrolens—
ng event (Paulin-Henrksson etall 12002) and therefore
not included in the present discussion. A ccordingly, we
have excluded from the analysisa 4’ radius circular region
centred on M 32.

The main issue we have to face is distinguishing self-
lensing events from halo events.T his is particularly in por-
tant as the num ber of expected M ACHO and selfdensing
events is of about the sam e order ofm agnitude if the halo
fraction is of order 20% or less as in the direction of the
M agellanic clouds.

A Yhough the observed characteristics of the Iight
curves do not allow one to disentangle the two classes
of events, the spatial distrdbution of the detected events
(Fig.[) can giveususefil insights.W hilem ost selfdensing
events are expected in the central region, halo events
should be m ore evenly distribbuted out to larger radii. In
Figure[[l, together w ith the distance dependence of the
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I <4a? 4< <8° >8°
mass M )
Halo,av 31 = 3 kpc

1 0:70 0:12 138 008 296 004

5 10 081 0:17 193 011 418 0:08

10! 163 032 3:00 020 8:10 023

10 ? 193 045 385 0:30 1265 0:229

10 °* 0:72 027 220 0:30 9:17 029

10 ¢ 0:064 0042 060 0:18 3:09 0:18

10 ° 0:002 0:002 | 0:034 02015 0:42 006

Halo,aw 31 = 5 kpc

1 060 0:10 111 006 248 004

5 10 0:74 0:18 1:57 0:09 363  0:09

10 * 1330 025 2:52  0:16 6:94 0:12

10 ? 141 034 363 029 1129 0:24

10 ° 0:81 0:30 2:07 026 841 026

10 ¢ 0:15 0:15 0:49 0415 283 0:16

10 ° 0:002 0:002 | 0:048 0022 0:40 005

| self kensing [ 029 0202 029 0:01 | 046 001 |

Table 8. The expected num ber ofM ACHO and of the selfdensing events, corrected for e clency, for them odels w ith
ay 31 = 3kpc and ay 31 = Skpc, In three di erent ranges of distance from the M 31 centre. T he stellar bulge (disc)

M =Ly ratio isequalto 3 (4).

amv 31 = 3 kpc amu 31 = 5 kpc
Mass M )| fowr  fuax fsup fwr  fuax fsup
1 027 081 097 0.29 097 097
5 10 022 057 094 0.24 067 096
10! 013 031 0.74 015 037 0.83
10 2 0.08 021 051 0.09 0.23 0.57
10 3 011 0.29 0.73 012 031 0.76
10 * 0.20 0.77 0.96 018 081 096
10 ° 012 1.00 097 0.10 1.00 097

Table 9. Results for the halo fraction f: the 95% CL lower bound (fnyr ) and upper bound (fsyp ), and m axin um
probability (fy ax ) are displayed for ay 31 = 3kpc and ay 31 = Skpc. In both cases, the stellar bulge (disc) M =Ly

ratio is 3 (4).

detection e ciency, we show the expected spatial distri-
bution of self lensing and 05 M MACHO events (full
halo). T he observed events are clustered in the centralre-
gion w ith the signi cant exception of PA 99N 2,which is
located in a region where the selfdensing contam ination
to M ACHO s events is expected to be sn all.

The key aspect of our analysis is the com parison of
the expected spatial distrdbution of the events w ith that
of the observed ones. In order to carry out this com parison
as precisely as possible, we divide the observed eld into
a large num ber of bins, equally spaced in distance from
M 31's centre. W e present here an analysis with 20 bins
of 2’ width, but we have checked that the results do not
change signi cantly if we use either 40 binsof1’w dth or
10 binsof 4’ width.

6.1.The halb fraction

The st strdking feature in the com parison between pre-
dictions and data is that we observe far m ore events than

predicted for self lensing alone. T herefore, it is tem pting
to conclude that the events in excess w ith respect to the
prediction should be considered asM ACHO s. T his state—
ment can be m ade m ore quantitative: given a M ACHO

halo fraction, f ,we can com pute the probability of getting
the observed num ber of events and , by B ayesian inversion,
obtain the probability distribution of the halo fraction.

A s already outlined, we bin the observed space into
N pin equally spaced annuliand then,given them odel pre—
dictions x; (1= 1:::Nyp, ), obtain the com bined proba—
bility of observing in each bin n; events. The com bined
probability is the product of the Individual probabilities
of Independent variates n;:

n; ,
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Fig.1l1l. Predictions of the fiill sin ulation as a function
of the distance from the centre of M 31. Upper pannel:
e clency correction (for M ACHO s); central panel: ex—
pected num berofM ACHO events (fullhalo,M = 05M
ay 31 = 3kpc); bottom panel: expected num ber of self-
lensing events (for a stellar bulge (disc) M =Ly = 3 (4)).
T he vertical lines indicate the position of the observed
events, the dashed line corresponds to PA 00-S4, which
has been excluded from the analysis because it is a prob—
ably M 31/M 32 intergalactic event.

For a given a m odel, the di erent x; are not indepen—
dent: they alldepend on the halo fraction £ via the equa—
tions

Xi= hj_f+ Siy (7)
where h; and s; are the num bers of events predicted in
bin ifora fullM ACHO halo and self lensing, respectively.
A model speci esh and s, so the probability depends on
only one param eter, £ . It is therefore possible to evaluate
Jower and upper lin its at a given con dence level for the
halo fraction f.

In Figure[[d and Tablk[d, we display the 95% con -
dence level (CL) Iim its obtained in this con guration for
ay 31 = 3kpcand M =Ly = 3.W e get a signi cant lower
Iim it, fyrp > 20% ,in themassrangefrom 05t 1M .No
interesting upper bound on f is obtained except around
amassof10 M (fsyp = 50% ).W e also show in Table
[@ the sam e 1im its for ay 31 = 5Skpc.A s the predicted halo
contribution is gn aller, the inferred lower lim it on £ is
slightly larger.

Funcro

102
MMACHO/MSUN

1073

Fig.12. M ost probable value, upper and lower 95% CL
lin it for the halo fraction as a function of the M ACHO
mass for ay 31 = 3kpc and stellar bulge (disc) M =Ly =
3(4).

6 2. Selflensing background ?

T he fact that 4 out of the 5 observed events lie w ithin 8’
from the centre of M 31 could be suggestive of selfdensing
origin, In plying that we underestin ate this contribution.
However, In theM onte C arlo section we have already seen
that the velocity dependence of our results is very weak.
Form odels 2 (3),where the change ism axin um , the 95%
CL owerlm iton f in themassrange 0.1-1 M  is shifted
by about — (+) 0.02. Furthem ore, M =Ly ratios larger
than 4 cannot be accom m odated by known stellar popu-—
lations. Still, for com parison, we have considered m odels
forwhich,on dynam icalgrounds, theM =Ly ratio ofeither
thediscorthebulge takevaliesupto 8 9.0necan see
from Table[[d that our conclusions are not qualitatively
altered. T his can be partly attributed to the occurence of
PA 99N 2 22° away from theM 31 centre.

Bu]geM=LB DjscM=LB Ns P(f=0) fowr
3 4 072 10 ¢ 022
3 9 11 10 ° 017
8 4 15 410 ° 0.15

Table 10.Fordi erent sets of values of stellar bulge and
discM =Ly (Sect.ZIJ) w e report the num ber of expected
selflensing events, corrected for the e cilency, the proba-
bility for the signalto be a Poisson uctuation fora £ = 0
haloand,foraM = 05M MACHO populationM W and
M 31 haloswith ay 31 = 3kpc, the 95% CL lower bound
for the halo fraction f.

O ne can also question the bulge geom etry.H ow ever,we
have seen that assum Ing a spherical bulge w ith the sam e
m ass and lum inosity does not alter the results. O ne could
also think of a bardike bulge. T his possibility has been
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considered bym @), who has shown that unless
a would be bar points tow ard us w ithin 10 , its ellipticity
does not exceed 0.3. This cannot produce a signi cant
increase of the selfdensing prediction. Even if a bar-like
bulge points toward us and is highly prolate, it cannot
explain event PA 99N 2.

C learly, unless we grossly m isunderstand the bulge of
M 31, our events cannot be explained by self lensing alone.

Still, In view of our low statistics, we could be facing
a Poisson uctuation.H owever, this ishighly in probable:
given the prediction of our sim ulation, the probability of
observing 5 selfdensing events w ith the observed spatial
distribution isP (f= 0) 10 * raM =Lg = 3 (4)M 31
stellar bulge (disc), and rem ains well below
form uch heavier con gurations (Tabl[dQd).

10 ? even

7.Conclusions

In this paper,we present rst constraintson the halo frac-
tion, £, in the form ofM ACHO s in the com bined halos of
M 31 and MW , based on a threeyear search for gravita—
tionalm icrolensing in the direction ofM 31.

Our selection pipeline, restricted to bright, short-
duration variations, leads us to the detection of 6 can—
didate m icrolensing events. H ow ever, one of these is likely
to beaM 31-M 32 intergalactic selfdensing event, so we do
not include it when assessing the halo fraction f.

W e have thoroughly discussed the issue of the possi-
ble contam ination of this sam ple by background variable
stars. Indeed, we are not aware of any class of variable
starsable to reproduce such Iight curves, therefore w e have
assum ed that all our candidates are genuine m icrolensing
events.

To be able to draw physical conclusions from this re—
sult, we have constructed a full sin ulation of the expected
results, which involves a M onte Carlo sinulation com —
pleted by an event sinulation to account for aspects of
the observation and the selection pipeline not included in
the M onte Carb.

T he full sin ulation predicts thatM 31 self lensing alone
should give us less than 1 event, whereas we observe 5,
one of which is located 22° away from the M 31’s centre,
w here the expected selfdensing signal is negligble. A s the
probability that we are facing a m ere Poisson uctuation
from the selfdensing prediction is very small ( 0:01% ),
we consider these results as evidence for the detection
of MACHO s In the direction of M 31. In particular, for
ay 31 = 3kpc and a M =Ly ratio for the disc and stel-
lar bulge smaller than 4,wegeta 95% CL lower lim it of
20 25% for f, if the averagemass of M ACHO s lies In
therange 0.5-1M .0 ursignaliscom patiblew ith the one
detected in the direction of the M agellanic clouds by the
MACHO collaboration (A Jock et alll200d).

W e have also considered m odels that, on dynam ical
grounds, Involve higher disc or stellarbulgeM =Ly ratios.
However, because of the spatial distrbution of the ob—
served events, the conclision would not be qualitatively

di erent. Indeed, because of the presence of the event PA —

99N 2 22° away from the M 31 centre where self lensing

is negligible, the lower bound on £ would not pass below
15% even in the m ost extrem e m odels considered.

Finally, the observed events can hardly be blam ed on
the geom etry of the bulge. Indeed , the num ber of predicted
selfdensing events cannot be signi cantly increased unless
it has a highly prolate bar-like structure exactly pointing
toward us. However, even this In probable con guration
would not explain one of the events, which de nitely oc—
curs outside the bulge.

Beside the 5 events selected by our pipeline, we have
found a very lkely candidate for a binary lensing event
with caustic crossing. This event occurs 32° away
from M 31’s centre, where one can safely ignore self lens-
ing. T herefore, although inclided in neither our selection
pipeline nor our discussion on the halo fraction, this de—
tection strengthens our conclusion that we are detecting
aMACHO signalin the direction ofM 31.

To getm ore stringent constraints on the m odelling of
M 31, better statistics are badly needed. To achieve this
goalusing our data, we plan to extend the present analy—
sis In a forthcom ing work by looking for fainter variations.
A nother option would be to lift theduration cut.H ow ever,
w e consider this less attractive, because the contam ination
by the background of variable stars would be m uch larger
and di cult to elin inate.M oreover, the M onte C arlo pre—
dictions disfavour a m a pr contribution of long duration
events.

Note added In proof. A fter subm ission of this work,
the M EGA collaboration presented their results obtained
independently from the same data (De Jong et al,
arX v astroph/050728€ v2]). Their conclusions are dif-
ferent from ours. W e would like to point out that their
criticiam of our analysis is not relevant because, as stated
in Section 4.1.2,we choose to only consider for self lensing
evaluation a population of starsw ith a standard M /L ra—
tio,w hich doesnotneed to account for the totaldynam ical
m ass nor to reproduce the inner rotation curve.
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