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Abstract. ThePO INT-AG APE collaboration iscarrying outa search forgravitationalm icrolensing toward M 31

to revealgalactic dark m atter in the form ofM ACHO s (M assive AstrophysicalCom pact Halo O bjects) in the

halos ofthe M ilky W ay and M 31.A high-threshold analysis of3 years ofdata yields 6 bright,short{duration

m icrolensing events,which are confronted to a sim ulation ofthe observations and the analysis.The observed

signalism uch largerthan expected from selflensing alone and we conclude,atthe 95% con�dence level,thatat

least20% ofthe halo m assin the direction ofM 31 m ustbe in the form ofM ACHO siftheiraverage m assliesin

therange0.5-1 M � .Thislowerbound dropsto 8% forM ACHO swith m asses� 0:01 M � .In addition,wediscuss

a likely binary m icrolensing candidate with caustic crossing.Itslocation,som e 32’away from the centre ofM 31,

supportsourconclusion thatwe are detecting a M ACHO signalin the direction ofM 31.

Key words.G alaxy:halo { M 31:halo { lensing { dark m atter

1.Introduction

G ravitationalm icrolensing,as �rst noted by Paczy�nski

(1986), is a powerful tool for the detection of m assive

astrophysicalhalo com pact objects (M ACHO s), a pos-

sible com ponent ofdark m atter halos.O bservations to-

ward theM agellanicCloudsby the�rstgeneration ofm i-

crolensing surveys yielded im portant constraints on the

M ilky W ay (M W ) halo. The ERO S collaboration ob-

tained an upper lim it (f < 20% )on the contribution by

M ACHO s to a standard M W halo (Afonso etal.2003),

and theresultsoftheirlatestanalysisstrengthen thiscon-

clusion (Tisserand & M ilsztajn 2005).Also,according to

the M ACHO collaboration (Alcock etal.2000),the opti-

caldepth toward the LargeM agellanicCloud istoo large

?
UM R 7164(CNRS,Universit�e Paris 7,CEA,O bservatoire

de Paris)

by a factor � 5 to be accounted for by known popula-

tionsofstars.Indeed,furtheranalysisrecently con�rm ed

theseresults(Bennettetal.2005;Bennett2005).Thisex-

cess is attributed to M ACHO s ofm ass � 0:4 M � in the

M W halo contributing f � 20% ,although thisresulthas

been challenged by severalauthors(e.g Jetzeretal.2002;

Belokurov etal.2004).Theseexcitingand som ewhatcon-

tradictory resultschallengeusto probethe M ACHO dis-

tribution alongdi�erentM W linesofsightand in di�erent

galaxies.

M 31, being both nearby and sim ilar to the M W ,

is a suitable target for such a search (Crotts 1992;

Baillon etal.1993).Itallowsusto explore the M W halo

along a di�erent line ofsight.It has its own halo that

can be studied globally,and its high inclination is ex-

pected to give a strong gradient in the spatialdistribu-

tion ofm icrolensingevents(Crotts1992;Jetzer1994).W e

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0504188v4
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note,however,thatthe latterfeature,which wasat�rst

believed to provide an unm istakable signature for M 31

m icrolensing halo events,seem s to be shared,atleastto

som e extent,by the variable starpopulation within M 31

(An etal.2004a).

Several collaborations have undertaken searches for

m icrolensing toward M 31:AG APE (Ansarietal.1999),

SLO TT-AG APE (CalchiNovatietal. 2003), M EG A

(de Jong etal. 2004), Colum bia-VATT (Uglesich etal.

2004), W eCAPP (Ri�eseretal. 2003) and NainiTal

(Joshietal. 2005). Up to now, while som e m icrolens-

ing events have been detected, no �rm conclusion

about their physical m eaning has been reported. In

particular, the PO INT-AG APE collaboration has pre-

sented a �rst analysis focused on the search for bright,

short{duration m icrolensing events (Auri�ereetal.2001;

Paulin-Henriksson etal.2003).

In this paper,we report the �rst constraints on the

M ACHO fraction ofthe com bined M W and M 31 halos

alongthelineofsighttoM 31.W egiveacom pleteaccount

ofoursystem atic search forbrightshort-duration events,

present the 6 selected m icrolensing events,and then de-

scribe the sim ulation used to predict the characteristics

ofthe expected events and their frequency.W e proceed

in two steps:a M onte Carlo sim ulation produces an ini-

tial(quanti�ably over-optim istic)estim ateofthe num ber

ofexpected events,then a sim ulation ofevents(hereafter

referred to as \event sim ulation") on the actualim ages

allows us to assess the detection e�ciency ofthe analy-

sispipeline forthetype ofeventsproduced by the M onte

Carlo.

In the search fora M ACHO signalwe m ustdealwith

two m ain backgrounds:(i)variablestarsm asquerading as

m icrolensing eventsand (ii)self-lensing events(forwhich

both the lens and the source are part of the lum inous

com ponentsofM 31 orM W ).W e elim inate the �rst(see

below)and partially isolatethesecond using theirdistinc-

tivespatialdistribution.

The paper is organised as follows.In Sect.2,we re-

calltheobservationalsetup and then describeouranalysis

pipeline.The detected m icrolensing signalisdiscussed in

Sect.3.In Sect.4 wedescribetheM onteCarlosim ulation

ofthe experim ent and describe its predictions.In Sect.

5,we evaluate the detection e�ciency ofthe pipeline.In

Sect.6,wesum m arisetheanalysisand discusswhatcon-

clusionscan bedrawn aboutthefraction ofM 31 and M W

halosin the form ofM ACHO s.

2.D ata analysis

2.1.Setup,data acquisition and reduction

In this work we analyse data acquired during three sea-

sonsofobservation using the W ide Field Cam era (W FC)

m ounted on the 2.5m Isaac Newton Telescope (INT)

(Auri�ereetal.2001;An etal.2004a). A fourth year of

data is currently being analysed.Two �elds,each � 0:3

deg2,north and south ofthe M 31 centre are m onitored

*
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S3S7

Fig.1. Projected on M 31, we display the boundaries

ofthe observed �elds (red lines),and the centre ofM 31

(cross).Circles m ark the positions ofthe 6 m icrolensing

eventsissued from the selection pipeline (Sect.3.1).The

open circle(S4)correspondstotheeventseentowardM 32.

The star(S5)to the binary eventcandidate discussed in

Sect.3.3.

(Fig.1).The data are taken in two passbands (Sloan r

and either Sloan g or Sloan i),with exposure tim 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 irregularsam pling (especially during the third one).

O verall,forr data,we have about120 nightsofobserva-

tion.Atleasttwo exposuresper�eld and �lterwerem ade

each nightwith aslightdithering.Although they arecom -

bined in the lightcurve analysis,they allow usto assess,

ifnecessary,the reality ofdetected variations by direct

inspection ofsingleim ages.

Data reduction is perform ed following

Ansarietal. (1997), CalchiNovatietal. (2002) and

Paulin-Henriksson etal.(2003).Each im age is geom etri-

cally and photom etrically aligned relative to a reference

im age (one per CCD,the geom etric reference being the

sam e forallthe �lters).Ultim ately,in orderto dealwith

seeing variations,we substitute forthe 
ux ofeach pixel

that of the corresponding 7-pixel square "superpixel"

centred on it, the pixel size being 0.33",and we then

apply an em pirical correction, again calibrating each

im ageagainstthe referenceim age.

2.2.Analysis:selection ofm icrolensing events

To search for m icrolensing events, we use the \pixel-

lensing" technique (Baillon etal. 1993; G ould 1996;

Ansarietal.1997),in which one m onitors the 
ux vari-
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ations ofunresolved sourcesofeach pixelelem entofthe

im age.

A di�culty,speci�c to pixellensing,is that genuine

m icrolensing events m ight be polluted by one ofthe nu-

m erousvariableobjectspresentin theneighbouringpixels.

To avoid loosing too m any bona �de m icrolensing events

whileaccounting forthevariablebackground,welook for

m icrolensing-likevariationseven on those lightcurveson

which a second bum p is detected.In particular,on each

lightcurve we �rstlook forand characterisem ono-bum p

variationsforeach season separately.O nly asa �nalstep

do we test for bum p uniqueness on the com plete light

curve in a loose way asexplained below.Thistestallows

forthepresenceofvariablestarswithin thesuperpixelcon-

taining the lensed source and so,asa bonus,in principle

could allow usto detectm icrolensing ofvariableobjects.

In addition to the physical background of variable

stars,the search for m icrolensing-like 
ux variations,in

particular the short ones,is plagued by the detection of

\fake"variations,m ainlyduetobad im ages,defectsonthe

CCD,saturated pixels associated with extrem ely bright

stars,and cosm icrays(theseissuesarediscussed in m ore

detailin Tsaprasetal.2005).Theonlysafewaytorem ove

these artefacts is to visually inspect the im ages around

the tim e ofm axim um ,although there m ay be otheruse-

fulhints,such asan anom alousdistribution ofthe tim es

ofm axim um or in the spatialdistribution.To obtain a

\clean"setofvariationswe�rstrun thecom pletepipeline,

identify and rem ove bad im ages,and m ask bad pixels.

Then,wererun the analysisfrom scratch.

Before proceeding furtherwith the pipeline,we m ask

a sm allregion right around the centre ofM 31,� 10�

10,where,in addition to problem s caused by saturation,

thesevereuncertainty in m odelling theexperim entwould

preventusfrom drawing any signi�cantconclusion about

the physicalim plication ofany resultwem ightobtain.

As a �rst step, we establish a catalogue of signi�-

cant 
ux variations (using the r band data only,which

are both bettersam pled and lessseriously contam inated

by intrinsically variable stars than the i band data).

Following CalchiNovatietal.(2003),we use the two es-

tim ators,L and Q ,which are both m onotonic functions

of the signi�cance of a 
ux variation, to select candi-

dates.Note thatthe previousPO INT-AG APE selections

presented in Paulin-Henriksson etal. (2003); An etal.

(2004a);Belokurov etal.(2005),havebeen carried outus-

ing the L estim atoronly.

W e de�ne

L = � ln(� j2bum pP (�j� > � j)) given ��bkg;�j; (1)

where

P (�j� > � j)=

Z
1

� j

d�
1

�j
p
2�

exp

"

�
(�� ��bkg)

2

2�2j

#

; (2)

�j and �j are the 
ux and associated error in a super-

pixelattim etj,��bkg isan estim atorofthebaselinelevel,

de�ned asthem inim um valueofa sliding averageover18

epochs.A \bum p"isde�ned asapositivevariationwith at

least3 consecutive pointsm ore than 3� above the base-

line,and it is regarded as ending after two consecutive

pointslessthan thisthreshold.W e de�ne

Q �
�2const� �2pacz

�2pacz=dof
; (3)

where�2constiscalculated with respecttotheconstant-
ux

hypothesisand �2pacz isthe�
2 calculated with respecttoa

Paczy�nski�t.LetusstressthatQ isevaluated foreach full

season,whileL isevaluated only insidethebum p.Atthis

point,we keep only light curves with Q > 100.Since Q

is biased toward m ono-bum p variations,this step allows

us to rem ove the unwanted background ofshort-period

variablestars.

Although it has already been described in

CalchiNovatietal. 2002 , we return to a crucial

step of the above analysis.For each physicalvariation,

there appears a whole cluster of pixels with Q > 100

(with typicalsize range from 4 to 30 pixels).From the

Q values ofalllight curves,we construct a Q m ap for

each season.W e then proceed to the actuallocalisation

ofthe physicalvariations1.Firstwe identify the clusters

(which appear as hills on the m ap). Then we locate

the centre of the cluster as the pixel with the highest

value of the L estim ator. The m ain di�culty arises

from the overlap of clusters. Indeed we m ust balance

the search for faint variations with the need to separate

neighbouring clusters.In the following,we willrefer to

this crucialpart of the analysis as \cluster detection".

It m ust be em phasised that this step cannot be carried

outon separate lightcurves,butrequiresusing Q m aps.

The im possibility of including this cluster detection in

the M onte Carlo (Sect.4) gives us one ofthe strongest

m otivationsforthedetection e�ciency analysisdescribed

in Sect.5.Aftertheclusterisation,weareleftwith � 105

variations.

Thefollowing partoftheanalysisiscarried outwork-

ing only on pixellightcurves.

Asa second cut,werem ove
ux variationshaving too

sm alla signal-to-noiseratio (m ostlikely due to noise)by

dem anding L1 > 40,L1 being associated with the bum p.

If the light curve shows a second bum p over the three

seasons,characterised by L2,we then dem and that this

satis�es L 2 < 0:5L1.As we are only looking for bright

bum ps(see below),we considersuch a signi�cantsecond

bum p to indicate thatthese bum psm ostlikely belong to

a variablestar.

W e estim ate the probability for the lightcurve of a

given event to be contam inated by a nearby variable

sourceasthe fraction ofpixelsshowing a signi�cantvari-

ation,L1 > 40.Thisfraction stronlgy dependson thedis-

tance from the centre ofM 31:from � 10% � 20% in the

innerM 31 region,within an angularradiusof80,down to

� 8% in the outerregion.

1
W e use here a software developed within the AG APE col-

laboration.
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W echaracterisetheshapeofthevariation by studying

itscom patibility with a Paczy�nski(1986)shape.W e per-

form atwo-band7-param eter�t:theEinsteintim e,tE,the

im pactparam eter,u0,thetim eatm axim um m agni�cation

t0,and theband dependent
ux oftheunresolved source,

��,and the background 
ux,�b,ofthe bum p in each of

2 bands (r and either i or g according to the available

data along the bum p)2.Throughoutthe analysiswe use,

asan observabletim ewidth,thefull-width-half-m axim um

(FW HM )in tim eofthePaczy�nskicurve,t1=2,and the
ux

increase �� ofthe bum p,both ofwhich are functionsof

the degenerate param eters tE;u0 and �� (G ould 1996).

Using the 
ux deviation in the two bands,weevaluatein

thestandard Johnson/Cousinsm agnitudesystem R(��),

the\m agnitudeatm axim um "ofthebum p,and itscolour,

eitherV � R orR � I.Thesim ultaneousPaczy�nski�tin

two bandse�ectively providesa testofthe achrom aticity

expected form icrolensing events.

Asa third cut,we use the goodnessofthe Paczy�nski

�tasm easured by the reduced �2.Forshortevents,the

behaviourofthebaselinewould dom inatethe�2.Toavoid

thisbias,weperform the�tin asm aller\bum p region"de-

�ned asfollows.A �rstPaczy�nski�ton thewholebaseline

providesuswith thevalueofthebaseline
ux �b and �rst

estim ates ofthe tim e ofm axim um m agni�cation t0 and

the tim e width t1=2.Using these values we com pare two

possiblede�nitionsofthebum p region and usewhichever

isthelargerof:(i)thetim eintervalinsidet0 � 3t1=2,and

(ii) the tim e intervalthat begins and ends with the �rst

twoconsecutivepointslessthan 3� abovethebackground

on both sidesoft0.The �nalPaczy�nski�tiscarried out

in this\bum p region" with thebasis
ux �b �xed in both

colours,and this�tprovidesthevaluesofthe5 rem aining

param eters.

O urthird selection criterion excludeslightcurveswith

�2=dof> 10.

W e�xthisthresholdhighenoughtoacceptlightcurves

whoseshapesslightly deviatefrom thePaczy�nskiform ,ei-

therbecauseofarealdeviation in them icrolensingsignal,

as is the case for the m icrolensing event PA-99-N2 dis-

cussed by An etal.(2004b),orbecausethesignalm ay be

disturbed by artefactsorby som enearby variablestars.

Another crucialelem entin the selection is the choice

forthe required sam pling along the bum p.In fact,while

a good sam pling isneeded in orderto m eaningfully char-

acterise the detected variation,dem anding too m uch in

thisrespectcould lead usto excludem any bona �de can-

didates.Using thevaluesoft1=2 and t0 determ ined in the

preceding step,wede�ne4 tim eintervalsaround thetim e

ofm axim um m agni�cation t0:[t0� 3t1=2;t0� t1=2=2];[t0�

t1=2=2;t0];[t0;t0+ t1=2=2]and [t0+ t1=2=2;t0+ 3t1=2].As

a fourth cut we dem and thata m inim um num ber ofob-

serving epochs nm in occur in each ofat least 3 ofthese

2
Note that,even if it does not contain any astrophysical

inform ation,we m ust include the background pixel
ux as a

param eterin the�tto takeinto accountitsstatistical
uctua-

tion when we estim ate the param etersofthePaczy�nskicurve.
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Fig.2.Top:Distribution of
ux deviationsatm axim um

for the selected events after the sam pling cut.Bottom :

Duration distribution fortheselected eventsafterthecut

on R(��).
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Fig.3. r and i �lter 3-year light curves for 2 selected

variations before the last cut.Upper panels,PA-99-N1,

an accepted candidate.Lowerpanels:arejected candidate.

Thedashed lineisthebest-�tfora Paczy�nskibum p with

a sinusoidalbackground.The abscissae are tim e in days

(JD-2451392.5).The ordinatesare
ux in ADU/s.
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criterion num berofselected lightcurves

clusterdetection (Q > 100) � 10
5

signalto noise ratio (L1 > 40)and second bum p (L2=L1 < 0:5) � 4� 10
4

shape analysis:�
2
=dof< 10 (7 param eterPaczy�nski�t) � 3� 10

4

tim e sam pling along the bum p � 10
4


ux deviation:R (��)< 21 � 1:5� 103

tim e width:t1=2 < 25 days 9

second bum p analysis 6

Table 1.Sum m ary ofthe selection criteria and num berofthe selected lightcurves.

PA-99-N1 PA-99-N2 PA-00-S3 PA-00-S4

� (J2000) 00h42m 51.19s 00h44m 20.92s 00h42m 30.27s 00h42m 29.98s

� (J2000) 41
�
23

0
56:3

00
41

�
28

0
44:8

00
41

�
13

0
00:6

00
40

�
53

0
46:1

00

�� 7
0
53

00
22

0
04

00
4
0
06

00
22

0
33

00

t1=2 (days) 1:83
+ 0:12

�0:11 22:16
+ 0:12

�0:12 2:303
+ 0:074

�0:062 1:96
+ 0:09

�0:10

R (��) 20:83� 0:10 19:10� 0:10 18:80� 0:20 20:7� 0:20

V � R 1:2� 0:2 1:0� 0:1

R � I 0:6� 0:1 0:0� 0:1

t0 (JD -2451392.5) 13:85� 0:05 71:70� 0:10 458:40� 0:02 488:90� 0:07

tE (days) 8:3
+ 4:5

�2:7 71:1
+ 4:1

�3:7 10:4
+ 2:5

�2:3 135
+ ??

�76

u0 0:070
+ 0:046

�0:030 0:1014
+ 0:0070

�0:0067 0:070
+ 0:024

�0:017 0:0042
+ 0:056

�??

�
�

r (AD U/s) 1:17
+ 0:76

�0:49 10:87
+ 0:77

�0:83 8:9
+ 3:3

�2:1 0:11
+ 0:15

�??

�
�

g (AD U/s) 0:35
+ 0:24

�0:15 3:57
+ 0:28

�0:25

�
�

i (AD U/s) 11:7
+ 4:0

�2:9 0:07
+ 0:10

�??

Am ax 14:3
+ 9:4

�6:1 9:9
+ 0:68

�0:65 14:3
+ 4:9

�3:5 200
+ 3200

�??

�
2
=dof 1.1 9.3 2.1 0.9

Table 2.M ain characteristics ofthe four already published m icrolensing candidates.�� is the projected separa-

tion from the centre ofM 31.The m agnitudescorrespond to the m axim um 
ux deviation and are given in standard

Johnson/Cousinssystem .The resultsreported here are the resultsofthe Paczy�nski�talone,even when extra infor-

m ation isavailable,asisthe caseforPA-99-N1 and PA-99-N2.

tim e intervals.Clearly nm in cannotbe aslarge forshort

eventsasforlong ones.W e choose nm in = 1;2 and 3 for

t1=2 < 5;t1=2 2 (5;15)and t1=2 > 15 days,respectively.

Furtherm ore,neitherofthe externalintervalsshould fall

atthebeginning orend ofoneofthethreeseasonsand at

the sam etim e be em pty.

Thecutsdescribed abovereduceoursam pleofpoten-

tialeventsto � 104,aboutone tenth ofthe initialsetof

selected variations,butstillm ostly variablestars.

In this paper, we restrict attention to bright

m icrolensing-like variations, in particular we dem and

R(��) < 21,although the observed deviations extend

down to R(��) � 24 (Fig. 2).This reduces our set of

candidatesby anotherfactorof� 10.

The M onte Carlo (Sect.4) predicts m ost ofthe m i-

crolensing eventsto be rathershort.O n the otherhand,

the observed t1=2 distribution shows a clustering oflong

variations centred on t1=2 � 60 days,m ost ofwhich are

likely to be intrinsically variable objects, and a m uch

sm aller set ofshort-duration variations (Fig.2).W e de-

m and t1=2 < 25 days, which leaves us with only 9

Paczy�nski-like
ux variations.

O ut ofthe 9 variations selected above,5 show a sig-

ni�cantsecond bum p.W e wantto exclude variablestars,

whilekeeping realm icrolensing variationsthathappen to

be superim posed on a variable signal.For m ost variable

stars the secondary bum p should be rather sim ilar but

notidenticalto thedetected one.To m akeuseofthisfact

we perform a three-colour �t,m odelling the light curve

with a Paczy�nskibum p plusa sinusoidalsignal,and then

com pare the tim e width and the 
ux variation ofthe si-

nusoidalpartwith thoseofthePaczy�nskibum p.Because

ourm odelisvery crude and because we know thatvari-

able stars m ay show an irregular tim e behaviour,we do

notask fora strictrepetition ofthebum p along thebase-

lineto rejecta variation.W eexcludea lightcurveifboth

the R(��) di�erence between the two bum ps is sm aller

than 1 m agnitude and the tim e width ofthe sinusoidal

part is com patible with that ofthe bum p within a fac-

torof2.Three outofnine variationsareexcluded in this

step.For allthree the detected bum p is relatively long

(t1=2 > 20 days)and faint(R(��)> 20:5).Furtherm ore,

on theim agestheposition ofthesecond bum p appearsto

be consistent with that ofthe detected bum p,clear evi-

dencein favouroftheintrinsically variableorigin ofthese

variations.Two otherlightcurvesare retained,although

they show a signi�cant secondary bum p;in both cases,

the secondary bum p is m uch longer than the m ain one.
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Fig.4. 3-yearlightcurvesofthe four m icrolensing events PA-99-N1,PA-99-N2,PA-00-S3 and PA-00-S4.For each

event,the top panelshowsthe whole lightcurve in the r �lter,while the 2 lowerpanelsdisplay zoom ed lightcurves

in allbandsforwhich data are available.Dashed linesare best-�tPaczy�nskicurves.The abscissae are tim e in days

(JD-2451392.5).The ordinatesare
ux in ADU/s.

Besides,in both casesthedirectinspection on theim ages

revealsthat the position ofthe second bum p is di�erent

from thatofthe detected one.In orderto m akeclearthe

sense ofthe present criterion,we show (Fig.3) the re-

sult ofthe Paczy�nski�t superim posed over a sinusoidal

background fortwo variations.In the upperpanelsisan

accepted candidate,forwhich the shortand brightbum p

att0 � 13 (JD-2451392.5)isclearly distinctfrom the un-

derlying variable signal.In the lowerpanels is a rejected

candidate.The Paczy�nskisignaloriginally selected with

peak att0 � 480 (JD-2451392.5)isclearly undistinguish-

ablefrom the underlying variablebackground.

W earenow leftwith our�nalselection of6lightcurves

showing an achrom atic, short-duration and bright 
ux

variation com patible with a Paczy�nskishape.W e denote

them PA-99-N1,PA-99-N2,PA-00-S3,PA-00-S4,PA-00-

N6 and PA-99-S7.The letterN(S)indicateswhetherthe

event lies in the north (south) INT W FC �eld,the �rst

num ber (99,00,or 01) gives the year during which the

m axim um occurs,and the second has been assigned se-

quentially,according to when the eventwasidenti�ed.

In Table 1 we report in sequence each step of the

pipeline with the num ber ofthe selected candidates re-

m aining.
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3.M icrolensing events

3.1.POINT-AGAPE 3 yearsanalysisresults

In this section we look at the 6 selected candidates in

detail.In Table 2 and Figure 4 we recallthe character-

isticsand lightcurvesofthe fouralready published can-

didates3,while Table 3 and Figures5 and 6 are devoted

to thetwo new ones.Theerrorsin R(��)and thecolour

index aredom inated by theuncertainty in thecalibration

ofthe observed 
ux with respectto the standard m agni-

tudesystem ,exceptforPA-00-N6.W hen the7-param eter

Paczy�nski�tdoesnotconverge properly,the tim e width

and the 
ux increase are estim ated from a degenerate �t

(G ould 1996).

PA-00-N6 PA-99-S7

� (J2000) 00h42m 10.70s 00h42m 42.56s

� (J2000) 41
�
19

0
45:4

00
41

�
12

0
42:8

00

�� 7
0
16

00
3
0
28

00

t1=2 (days) 1:77
+ 0:57

�0:60 4:10
+ 0:85

�0:73

R (��) 20:78
+ 0:18

�0:31 20:80� 0:10

V � R 0:79� 0:14

R � I 0:51
+ 0:25

�0:43

t0 491:30� 0:07 65:21� 0:14

tE (days) 8:3
+ 10:5

�4:1 -

u0 0:07
+ 0:13

�0:052 -

�
�

r (AD U/s) 1:40
+ 2:6

�0:95 -

�
�

i (AD U/s) 1:7
+ 3:2

�1:2 -

Am ax 14
+ 26

�11
-

�
2
=dof 1.0 1.3

Table 3.M ain characteristicsofthetwonew m icrolensing

candidates.The param etersarethe sam easin Table2.

The source star ofPA-99-N1 has been identi�ed on

HST archival im ages (Auri�ereetal. 2001). Fixing the

source 
ux atthe observed values,��r = 1:02ADU=sand

��g = 0:28ADU=s,we obtain tE = 9:20� 0:61 days and

u0 = 0:060� 0:005,com patible within 1� with the values

reported in Table2,obtained from ourdataalone.Finally,

theHST dataallow ustoestim atethecolour(R � I)� 0:9.

In An etal. (2004b), we have dem onstrated that PA-

99-N2,which shows signi�cant deviations from a sim ple

Paczy�nskiform ,iscom patible with m icrolensing by a bi-

narylens.Thebinary-�tparam etersarecharacterisedbya

longertim escaleand higherm agni�cation than thepoint-

lens �t.In the best-�tsolution we �nd tE = 125:0� 7:2

days,u0 = (3:60� 0:37)� 10�2 ,��r = 4:76� 0:34 ADU/s,

and a lens m ass ratio � 1:2� 10�2 .Under the assum p-

tion thatthelensisassociated with M 31 (ratherthan the

M W ),the lower bounds on the angular Einstein radius

(�E > 25�as) deduced from the absence of detectable

�nite-source e�ects im plies that the source-lens relative

velocity isv? > 280 km /s,and thesource-lensdistanceis

3
Fulldetailscan befound in Paulin-Henriksson etal.(2002,

2003);An etal.(2004b).
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Fig.5. 3-yearlightcurvesofthe m icrolensing eventPA-

00-N6.Panelsand sym bolsasin Figure4.
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Fig.6. 3-yearlightcurvesofthe m icrolensing eventPA-

99-S7.Panelsand sym bolsasin Figure4.

dls > 45kpc(M =M � )
�1 ,whereM isthelensm ass.These

facts,together with PA-99-N2’s large distance from the

M 31 centre (� 220) m ake it very unlikely to be due to

an M 31 star,while the priorprobability thatitisdue to

a M W star is extrem ely low.Hence,PA-99-N2 is a very

strong M ACHO candidate (either in M 31 or the M W ).

The sam pling and the data quality along the bum p are

also good enough to perm it a reliable estim ate ofall7

param eters ofthe Paczy�nski�t for the event PA-00-S3.
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Fig.7.R(��)� (R � I) colour-m agnitude diagram for

the� 10000 variationsselected beforethecuton the
ux

deviation atm axim um .Superim posed we show the posi-

tionsofthe 6 selected candidates.The R � I coloursfor

P A � 99� N 2 and P A � 99� S7 are estim ates derived

from the observed V � R colours.

ForPA-00-S4 weobtain only a reliablelowerlim iton tE,

and accordingly an upperlim iton u0,asindicated by the

question m arksin Table 2.

ForPA-00-N6,thedataallow ustoevaluatethefullset

ofPaczy�nskiparam eters.Note the rather short Einstein

tim e,� 10 days,sim ilarto thoseofPA-99-N1 and PA-00-

S3.

As in the case ofPA-99-N1 (Paulin-Henriksson etal.

2003),PA-99-S7liesnear(within 4pixels)ofalong-period

red variable star.Thisinducesa secondary bum p,which

is particularly visible in the ilight curve.PA-99-S7 has

been accepted by the last step ofour selection pipeline,

despite thissecond bum p being responsible forpoorsta-

bility ofthe baseline.In thiscase,the data do notallow

usto break the degeneracy am ong the Paczy�nskiparam -

etersand thereforedo notallow a reliableestim ateofthe

Einstein tim e.

A colour-m agnitude diagram of the � 10000 varia-

tions selected after the sam pling cut is shown in Figure

7.Superim posed we indicate the position ofthe 6 varia-

tions�nally selected afterallcuts.In particular,we note

the peculiar position ofPA-99-N2,which (together with

PA-00-S3) is unusually bright relative to the other vari-

ations.Recallthat PA-99-N2 is also the longestselected

variation,with t1=2 � 22 days.As we have already ex-

cluded short-period variables,the sam ple shown isdom i-

nated by red,long-period variablesoftheM ira typewith

R(��)> 21;(R � I)> 1.Fora detailed discussion ofthe

variable starpopulationsdetected within ourdatasetsee

An etal.(2004a).

The spatialposition forthe detected eventsprojected

on theskyisshown,togetherwith theINT �elds,in Figure

1.Note the two new events are located within a rather

sm allprojected distance ofM 31’scentre.

3.2.VariableContam ination

Probably the biggest single problem in the interpreta-

tion of m icrolensing events drawn from faint sources is

the possibility that the sam ple m ay be contam inated

with rare variables.Forrelatively brightsources,such as

thosebeing detected by thethousand toward theG alactic

bulge(Udalski2003),m icrolensingeventsareeasilydistin-

guished from variables by their distinct shape.However,

as the S/N declines,such discrim ination becom es m ore

di�cult. Experim ents toward the LM C provide sober-

ing con�rm ation ofthe legitim acy ofthis concern.Both

of the originalm icrolensing candidates reported by the

ERO S collaboration (Aubourg etal. 1993) were subse-

quently found to be variable stars, while som e candi-

dates found by the M ACHO collaboration (Alcock etal.

1997,2000) were also subsequently recognized as possi-

bleorcertain variables.TheSuperM ACHO collaboration

(Beckeretal.2004),which probes about 2 m ags fainter

than M ACHO orERO S in itsm icrolensing search toward

the LM C,has so far found it extrem ely di�cult to dis-

tinguish between genuine m icrolensing events and back-

ground supernovae (C.Stubbs2005,private com m unica-

tion).Thus,when reportingahandfulofm icrolensingcan-

didatesdrawn from 3 yearsofm onitoring ofa largefrac-

tion ofan entire L* galaxy,we should cautiously assess

the possibility ofvariablecontam ination.

Ifvariableswerecontam inatingoursam ple,theywould

have to reside eitherin the M W orin M 31 itself,orthey

could bebackground supernovae.W econsidertheseloca-

tionsin turn.

Therearethreeargum entsagainstM W variables:dis-

tribution on the sky, absence of such variables in the

G alactic m icrolensing studies,and lack ofknown classes

ofG alacticvariablesthatcould m im icm icrolensing.First,

ofthe5 m icrolensing candidatesthatenterourevent-rate

analysis(i.e.,excludingtheintergalacticm icrolensingcan-

didatePA-00-S4),4lieprojected in orneartheM 31bulge.

Thisstrongly arguesthatthey are,in theirm ajority,due

toM 31sources,which arealsoheavilyconcentratedin this

region.By contrast,G alactic variables would be spread

uniform ly over the entire �eld.O fcourse,this does not

rule out the possibility ofm inor contam ination by such

variables.

However,ifthere were a classofvariablesthatcould

even weakly m im 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-

perim ents.Forexam ple,the O G LE-IIIm icrolensing sur-

vey coversover50 deg2 toward the G alactic bulge,m ore

than 100 tim es largerthan our survey toward M 31.The

O G LE survey does not go as deep as ours because their
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telescope is sm aller (1.3m ) and their exposure tim es are

shorter(2m in),although thesefactorsaresom ewhatcom -

pensated by theirdensertem poralcoverage.Ignoring this

shallower depth for the m om ent,and restricting consid-

eration to <� 3kpc (where m ost ofour foreground M W

disc starslie)the projected density ofdisc starsisabout

10 tim eshigherin the O G LE �eldsthan in oursbecause

they lie atlowerG alactic latitude.Hence,one would ex-

pect oforder 1000 tim es m ore such variables to appear

in the O G LE �elds than in ours.O fcourse,the m ajor-

ity ofthese would be R(��) � 21 and so ofsuch low

signal-to-noiseratiothatthey would notappearasO G LE

candidates,or if they did, would escape recognition as

variables.However,� 1=125 would lie 5 tim escloserand

so be 3.5 m ag brighter,i.e.,R(��) < 17:5,correspond-

ing to I <� 17,and these would have good signal-to-noise

ratio.No such variable population isreported.A sim ilar

argum entappliesto G alactichalo stars,which would also

be m uch denserin the O G LE-III�eldsthan in ours.

Third,therearenoknowncandidateclassesofG alactic

variablesthatcould m im ic the M 31 m icrolensing events.

The one possibility is dwarf-novae,which have been re-

ported as faking m icrolensing events toward the LM C

(Ansarietal.1995)and M 22(Bond etal.2005).However,

with typical peak absolute m agnitudes of M V � 2

(W arner 1995),they would have to lie welloutside the

G alaxy to appearasR(��)� 21 
uctuations.

W hilethecaseagainstM 31 variablesisnotasairtight

asagainstG alacticones,itisstillquitestrong.Thebasic

argum entisthatifthesourcesarein M 31,then they m ust

su�erlum inosity changescorrespondingto M R < � 3:5on

quite short tim escales (t1=2 < 5days for allcandidates

except PA-99-N2).There are no known classes of vari-

ablesthatdo thisexceptfornovae.However,novae show

brighter variations and strongly asym m etric light curves

characterized by slow descents(a selection ofnovae vari-

ationsin ourdatasetisdiscussed in Darnley etal.2004).

W hile in principle our m icrolensing candidates could be

due to som e new,so far unrecognized (nor even conjec-

tured)typeofstellarvariability,thegreatbrightnessand

very shorttim escaleofthe observed eventsim posesevere

restrictionson candidatem echanism sofvariability.

Novelm echanism sto explain the sixth event,PA-99-

N2,would be lessconstrained because itism uch longer,

t1=2 � 22days.However,being long aswellasvery bright

(R(��)� 19),itssignal-to-noiseratio isquitehigh.This

perm itsusto check forachrom aticity with very good pre-

cision.Even thedeviationsfrom asim plePaczy�nskishape

areachrom aticand can bereproduced by abinary-lensing

curve(An etal.2004b).Thatis,PA-99-N2isan excellent

m icrolensing candidate on internalevidencealone.

Finally, we rem ark on supernovae which, as noted

above,plague the SuperM ACHO projectand also were a

di�cultcontam inantfortheM ACHO and ERO S projects.

There are two principalargum ents against supernovae.

First,the FW HM s ofallbut one ofthe events are too

short for supernovae while,as we have just argued,the

sixth event is achrom atic and �t by a binary-lens light

curveand thereforealm ostcertainly m icrolensing.Second

supernovae cannotbe responsible forthe m ajority ofthe

events because the supernovae would be uniform ly dis-

tributed on the sky while the actualevents are highly

clustered nearthe centreofM 31.

Forcom pleteness,weaddressoneotherconcern related

tovariability:thepossibilitythatthesourcedisplaysasig-

natureofvariability away from them icrolensing event.In

thiscase,onem ightworry thatthis\event" isactually an

outburstfrom an otherwiselow-levelvariable.Recallthat

our selection procedure actually allows for a superpixel

to show lower-levelvariability in addition to the prim ary

\event" thatischaracterized asm icrolensing,and to still

beselected asacandidate.Thisisnecessarybecauseabout

15% ofpixellightcurveswithin 80oftheM 31centre(are-

gion containingm ostofourevents)show variable-induced

\bum ps" with likelihood L1 > 40.So we would lose 15%

ofoursensitivity ifwedid nottry to recoverm icrolensing

eventswith such secondarybum ps.O neevent(PA-99-N1)

outoffourin thisregion displayssuch a severesecondary

bum p.This25% rateiswithin Poissonuncertaintiesofthe

15% expectation.In addition,a second event(PA-99-S7)

displaysasecondarybum p atlessthan halfthisthreshold.

It m ust be stressed,however,that through a Lom b

analysiswe �nd thatneitherofthe source stars forthese

two events shows any sign ofvariability apart from the

m icrolensing event.In both cases,thesourceofthelower-

levelvariation lies severalpixels from the m icrolensing

event.

In brief, while we cannot absolutely rule out non-

m icrolensingsourcesofstellarvariability,allscenariosthat

would invoke variability to explain ourcandidate listare

extrem ely constrained,indeed contrived.

3.3.A likely binary event

O urselection pipeline isdeliberately biased to reject
ux

variationsthatstrongly di�erfrom a standard Paczy�nski

light curve. In particular, it cannot detect binary lens

eventswith caustic crossing.W e discuss here a blue 
ux

variation (R � I � 0)thatfailed to passthe �2 cut,but

ism ostprobably a binary lensevent:PA-00-S5.Thelight

curve,which involvesa short(t1=2 � 2 days) and bright

peak followed by a plateau,issuggestiveofbinary lensing

with a causticcrossing.Thephotom etricfollow-up ofthis

eventistricky,particularly in the iband,becausea faint

resolved red objectliesabout1.5pixelsaway.Toovercom e

thisdi�culty,we have used a m ore re�ned di�erence im -

agephotom etry thatincludesm odelling the PSF.

W ehavefound a binary lensing solution thatconvinc-

ingly reproducestheshapeofthebum p.Thecorrespond-

ing light curve,superim posed on the data obtained us-

ing di�erenceim agephotom etry,isdisplayed in Figure 8,

where we show the fullr lightcurve,zoom softhe bum p

region in ther and ibands,and theratio of
ux increases

�� r=�� i.
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Fig.8.A binary solution superposed on the di�erential-

photom etry lightcurve ofthe binary-lenscandidate PA-

00-S5.Upperpanel:fullrlightcurve;m iddlepanels:rand

izoom s around the bum p region,the dotted line shows

the baseline;bottom panel:the colour ratio �� r=�� i,

the dash-dotted line being the average colour ratio.The

abscissae are tim e in days(JD-2451392.5),the ordinates

ofthe three upperpanelsare
ux in ADU/s.

Thissolution isa guess,neitheroptim ised norchecked

foruniqueness.Theparam etersareasfollows:thedistance

between thetwo m assesisd = 0:63 in unitoftheEinstein

radius R E ,the m ass ratio is q = 1=2;the distance of

closestapproach to the barycentre,u0 = 0:17,isreached

att0 = 411(JD-2451392.5);theEinstein tim escaleistE =

50 days;the source crossesthe binary axisatan angle of

58:5�,outside the two lensesand closeto theheavy one.

The location ofPA-00-S5 is � = 00h41m 14.54s,� =

40�48037:700,J2000,som e320awayfrom M 31’scentre.This

eventcannotenterthediscussion ofthefollowing sections

becauseitdoesnotsurviveourfullselection pipeline and

becausethepossibility ofcausticcrossingsisnotincluded

in thesim ulation.Nevertheless,ifthiseventisdueto m i-

crolensing,the lensism ostprobably a binary M ACHO .

3.4.Com parison with othersurveys

The�rstm icrolensing candidatereported in thedirection

ofM 31,AG APE-Z1,wasdetected in 1995by theAG APE

collaboration (Ansarietal.1999).AG APE-Z1 is a very

brightevent,R = 17:9,ofshortduration,t1=2 = 5.3 days,

and located in the very centralregion ofM 31,at only

� 4200 from the centre.

TheM EG A collaboration haspresented resultsfrom a

search form icrolensingeventsusingthe�rst2yearsofthe

sam e3-yeardata setanalyzed here(de Jong etal.2004),

butadi�erenttechnique.In contrasttothepresentanaly-

sis,they donotim poseanyrestriction on t1=2 and R(��).

Asa result,they select14 m icrolensing candidates.Allof

them belong to our initialcatalogue of 
ux variations.

However,beside M EG A-7 and M EG A-11 (corresponding

to PA-99-N2 and PA-00-S4,respectively),the rem aining

12 
ux variationsare fainterthan allowed by ourm agni-

tude cut(R(��)< 21).M oreover,M EG A-4,M EG A-10,

M EG A-12 and M EG A-13 have tim e widths longer than

ourthreshold of25 days.

The W eCAPP collaboration, using an original set

of data acquired in the sam e period as our cam paign,

reported the detection of two m icrolensing candidates

(Ri�eseretal.2003).ThecandidateW eCAPP-G L1isPA-

00-S3.W e did not detect the candidate W eCAPP-G L2

(short enough but probably too faint to be included in

ourselection)becauseitspeak fallsin a gap in ourobser-

vations.

The NAINITAL survey has recently reported

(Joshietal.2005)the discovery ofa m icrolensing candi-

date toward M 31,quite bright (R(��) = 20:1) but too

long (t1=2 � 60 days)to be selected within ourpipeline.

Recently wehavereported (Belokurov etal.2005)the

resultsofa search form icrolensing eventsobtained using

adi�erentapproach.Startingfrom adi�erentcatalogueof


ux variationsand usingadi�erentsetofselection criteria

(in particular,we did notinclude any explicitcutin t1=2

or R(��)),we reported 3 m icrolensing candidates:PA-

00-S3,PA-00-S4 and a third one,which isnotincluded in

thepresentselection.Itisa short,bright,ratherblue
ux

variation (t1=2 = 4:1 days,R(��)= 19:7,R � I = 0:0),

detected in the third year(t0 = 771 (JD-2451392.5)).In

the presentanalysisitisrejected because itfailsto pass

the sam pling cut:it doesnothave enough points on the

rising side to safely constrain its shape.The position of

this event,(�= 00h42m 02.35s,� = 40�54034:900,J2000),

ratherfaraway from thecentreofM 31 (�� = 22 05900),is

consistentwith itsbeing a M ACHO candidate.However,

becauseitdoesnotsurvivethepresentselection pipeline,

wedo notincludeitin thefollowing discussion.A further

analysis in which we follow a stilldi�erent approach is

currently underway (Tsaprasetal.2005).

4.The M onte Carlo analysis

TheM onteCarlo attem pts,fora given astrophysicalcon-

text, to predict the num ber of events expected in our

experim ent,trying to m im ic the observationalconditions

and theselection process.Becausethesecan only partially

beincluded in theM onteCarlo,thefullsim ulation ofour

observationcam paignm ustinvolvethedetection e�ciency

analysiswhich isdescribed in Sect.5.

4.1.The astrophysicalm odel

4.1.1.Thesource stars

Source stars are drawn according to the target M 31 lu-

m inosity pro�le as m odelled by K ent (1989). The 3-

dim ensionaldistribution ofbulge starsisalso taken from

K ent(1989).Thedistancez ofdiscstarsto thediscplane

follow a 1=cosh
2
(z=H )distribution with H = 0:3kpc as

proposed by K erinsetal.(2001).

The colour-m agnitude distributionsofdisc and bulge

starsaresupposed tohavethecharacteristicsoftheM ilky

W ay disc and bulge populations.The distribution ofdisc
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stars is taken from the solar neighbourhood data ob-

tained by Hipparcos(Perrym an etal.1997),corrected at

the bright end for the com pleteness volum e4 and incor-

porating at low lum inosity (needed for norm alisation) a

Besan�con disc m odel(Robin etal.2003).For the bulge

we again use a Besan�con m odel(Robin etal.2003)com -

pleted atthefaintend usingHan & G ould (1996).W econ-

structtwo distincttypesof\colour-m agnitudediagram s"

(CM Ds)from the M onte Carlo and show these in Figure

9 with the position ofthe actualdetected events super-

posed.The�rstisa standard CM D,which plotsapparent

m agnitude versus colour for the sources ofallthe sim -

ulated m icrolensing events that m eet our selection crite-

ria.In fact,however,while the colours and m agnitudes

of allselected-event sources are \known" in the M onte

Carlo,they cannotalwaysbe reliably extracted from the

actuallight curves:the colours are well-determ ined,but

the source m agnitudes can only be derived from a well-

constrained Paczy�nski�t (while som e events have only

degenerate�ts).W ethereforealso show in Figure 9 a sec-

ond typeofCM D,in which theordinateisthem agnitude

corresponding to m axim um 
ux increaseduring theevent

(R(��)).Itisalwayswell-determ 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 im portant for low m ass M ACHO s,

we have to evaluate the source radii.To thisend,we use

a colour tem perature relation evaluated from the m od-

elsofRobin etal.(2003),and we evaluate the radiifrom

Stefan’slaw using a table ofbolom etric correctionsfrom

M urdin (2001).

W edid nottakeinto accountpossiblevariationsofthe

interstellarextinction acrossthe �eld,although there are

indicationsofhigherextinction on thenearside(An etal.

2004a).The bestindicatorwe have ofdi�erentialextinc-

tion istheasym m etry ofthe surfacebrightnessm 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 isabouttwice thatofthe M W disc.

Indeed,asdustiscon�ned in a thin layer,extinction only

signi�cantly a�ectsthe starson the back side.Clearly an

attenuation ofabout 10% would not signi�cantly a�ect

the resultspresented here.

4.1.2.Thelenses

The lenses can be stars or halo objects,with the latter

being referred to as\M ACHO s".Thestellarlensescan be

eitherM 31 bulge ordisc stars5.

4
The lum inosity function obtained in this way fully agrees

with thatpresented in Jahrei� & W ielen (1997).
5
W e do not include lensing ofM 31 objects by stars ofthe

M W disc.Thiscan beatm ostofthesam eorderofm agnitude

asM 31 disc-disclensing,which isincluded butturnsoutto be

sm all.
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Fig.9.The colour/m agnitude eventdensity distribution

predicted by the M onte Carlo.Top panel:R m agnitude

ofthesourcestar.Bottom panel:R m agnitudeofthe
ux

increase.The observed eventsare superposed on the dia-

gram s.O nly thoseeventsforwhich thesourcem agnitude

can be reliably extracted appear in the left panel.The

colourscaleshowsthe eventdensity (in arbitrary units).

In the case of the bulge, we shall consider the m i-

crolensingcontribution ofbulgestarswith astandard stel-

larm ass-to-lightratio.Such m odelsform theonly truelit-

m ustestforwhetherornotdark m atterm ustbeinvoked,

since the dark m atter solution is classically required to

explain observations which cannot be accounted for by

known populations.The only dynam icalrequirem entfor

ourstellarbulgem odelsisthattheirdynam icalcontribu-

tion does not exceed the observed inner rotation curve.

They do not need to fully reproduce the inner rotation
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curve,though their failure to do so m ustbe seen asevi-

dencein itselffordarkm atter.W eshallfrom hereonwards

usetheterm stellarbulgetodenotethecontribution tothe

bulge from ordinary stars.W e use the term bulge by it-

selfto m ean theentiredynam icalbulgem ass,which m ust

includethestellarbulgebutwhich m ay also com prisead-

ditionalm ass from unknown populations.W e im plicitly

assum e thatthe totalbulge m assis�xed by the rotation

curve.W esetouthereto discoverwhetherornottherate

predicted by known stellarbulgeand discpopulationscan

feasibly accountforourobserved m icrolensingcandidates.

Disk stellarlenses Thediscm assdistribution isthesam e

asin K erinsetal.(2001):

� = �0 exp

�

�
r

h

�

=cosh
2

�
z

H

�

with �0 = 0:3M � pc
�3 ,H = 0:3kpcand h = 6:4kpc.

Them assofthediscis31010M � ,correspondingto an

averagediscm ass-to-lightratio M =L
B
about4.

Bulgestellarlenses Thebulge3-dim ensionalm assdistri-

bution istaken tobeproportionaltothe3-dim ensionallu-

m inosity distribution,which m eansthatthebulge(M =L)

ratioisposition independent.Assum ingthattheM 31stel-

larbulge issim ilarto thatofthe M ilky W ay,one can es-

tim ate from Han & G ould (2003) that M =LB � 3 and

that it cannot exceed 4 (corresponding to bulge m asses

of1.5 and 21010 M � within 4 kpc).Thiscan also be in-

ferred by com bining resultsfrom Zoccalietal.(2000)and

Rogeretal.(1986).Han & G ould (2003)haveshown that

thisstellarM =L accuratelypredictstheopticaldepth that

isobserved toward the M W bulge.

Estim ates higher than the above values for the

total bulge and disc M =LB have been quoted on

dynam ical grounds (K ent 1989; K erinsetal. 2001;

Baltzetal.2003;W idrow etal.2003;G eehan etal.2005;

W idrow & Dubinski2005)and used to m ake predictions

on selflensing (e.g.Baltzetal.2003).In these dynam i-

calstudies a heavy bulge (M � 41010M � ,M =LB � 8)

istypically associated with a lightdisc (M � 31010 M � ,

M =LB � 4),whereas a light bulge (M � 1:51010M � ,

M =LB � 3) goes with a heavy disc (M � 71010 M � ,

M =LB � 9).As stated above,such large M =LB ratios

m ean thatsom e kind ofdark m atterm ustbe presentas

no known ordinary stellar populations can provide such

high M =LB ratios.W e shallrefer to these solutions to

evaluate upperboundson the self-lensing contribution in

Sect.6.

The stellar m ass function is taken from K erinsetal.

(2001):

dN

dm
/

�
m �0:75 (0:08M � < m < 0:5M � )

m �2:2 (0:5M � < m < 10M � )
(4)

The corresponding average stellar m ass is < m > � 0:65

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

proposed by Zoccalietal.(2000),forwhich < m > � 0:55

M � ,orby Han & G ould (2003),forwhich < m > � 0:41

M � .O urresultsturn outto be ratherinsensitive to this

choice.

Halo lenses(M ACHOs) TheM W and M 31halosarem od-

elled as sphericalnearly isotherm aldistributions with a

coreofradiusa :

�(r)=
�0 a

2

a2 + r2
(5)

Thecentralhalo density is�xed,given thecoreradius,to

producetheasym ptoticdiscrotation velocity farfrom the

galactic centre.Forthe M ilky W ay the core radiusaM W

ischosen to be5kpc.ForM 31 wechooseaM 31 = 3kpcfor

ourreferencem odelbutwehavealso tried aM 31 = 5kpc.

A larger value for the core radius decreases the num ber

of expected events and m akes their spatialdistribution

slightly lesscentrally concentrated.

As nothing is known about the m ass function

of putative M ACHO s, we try a set of single val-

ues for their m asses, ranging from 10�5 to 1 M �

(10�5 ;10�4 ;10�3 ;10�2 ;10�1 ;0:5 and 1 M � ).W e shall

referto theseas\testm asses".

4.1.3.Bulgegeom etry

The m ost im 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 im por-

tant role.In K ent (1989),the bulge is described as an

oblate axisym m etric ellipsoid, and the lum inosity den-

sity is given as a function of the ellipticalradius re =p
x2 + y2 + (z=(1� �(re)))

2,where z is the distance to

the M 31 plane and �(re)isthe ellipticity,which variesas

a function ofthe ellipticalradius,re.The K ent bulge is

quite 
attened,and one m ay wonder if a less 
attened

m odelwould resultin m ore self-lensing events.To check

this,we have run the M onte Carlo for a sphericalbulge

(� = 0),keepingthetotalbulgem assand lum inosity �xed.

The expected num ber ofboth bulge-disc and disc-bulge

events rise both by about 10% .O n the other hand,in

absoluteterm s,them orenum erouscontribution ofbulge-

bulgeeventsdecreasesbyabout5% foranettotalincrease

of� 2% .Thatis,thesubstitution ofa sphericalbulgefor

an elliptic one hasalm ostno im pacton the totalrate of

stellarbulge lensing.Thiscan be traced to the factthat

M 31 isseen nearly edge on,which reducesthe im pactof

distancesperpendicularto the disk.

4.1.4.Velocitiesoflensesand sources

The relative velocities oflenses 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 odel1,isinspired from W idrow etal.(2003)and

G eehan etal.(2005).W e stress that the bulge velocity



PO INT-AG APE:Evidence fora M ACHO contribution to G alactic Halos 13

dispersion issensitivenotto them assofthe stellarbulge

com ponentwhich contributesto the self-lensing rate,but

to the m ass ofthe entire bulge,which m ay additionally

includeunknown lensing populations.W ehavetested the

e�ect ofchanging the bulge velocity dispersion and the

M 31 discrotation velocity in m odels2 to 5.Thevelocities

ofthe various M 31 com ponents adopted for each m odel

aredisplayed in Table4.Thesolarrotation velocity isal-

waystaken to be 220 km /sand halo dispersion velocities

arealways1=
p
2 tim esthediscrotation velocities.Allve-

locity dispersions are assum ed isotropic,with the values

given being 1-dim ensional.

To get an insight into the m odeldependence ofthe

M onteCarlo predictions,itisusefulto splittheobserved

spatial region into an \inner" region where m ost self-

lensing eventsareexpected,and an \outer" region which

willbe dom inated by M ACHO s ifthey are present.W e

setthe boundary between the two regionsatan angular

distanceof80 from the centreofM 31.

The e�ect of changing the velocities for the m odels

displayed in Table 4 is shown in Table 5.This gives the

relativechangewith respectto ourreferencem odel(fora

M ACHO m assof0.5 M � and aM 31 = 3kpc).

Beside these norm alisation changes,the distributions

ofthenum berofevents,asa function oft1=2,theangular

distance to the centre ofM 31,and the m axim um 
ux in-

crease,allturn outtobealm ostindependentofthem odel.

M odel
bulge velocity

dispersion (km /s)

disc rotation

velocity (km /s)

1 (reference) 120 250

2 120 270

3 120 230

4 140 250

5 100 250

Table 4.VelocitiesofM 31com ponents(km /s).Thebulge

rotation velocity and disc velocity dispersion are �xed at

40 km /sand 60 km /s,respectively.

SelfLensing M ACHO s

M odel
Inner

region

O uter

region

Inner

region

O uter

region

2 0.97 0.98 1.15 1.21

3 0.97 0.96 0.84 0.81

4 1.03 1.03 0.98 1.01

5 0.92 0.90 0.98 0.99

Table 5.The velocity dependence ofthe num ber ofex-

pected events.The num bers are the ratio ofthe num ber

of expected events for m odels of Table 4 to the sam e

num ber in the reference m odel (with M = 0.5 M � and

aM 31 = 3kpc).The num ber of events expected in the

referencem odel,corrected fordetection e�ciency,aredis-

played in Table 8 ofSect.6.

4.1.5.Consistency check

To check the consistency of our M onte Carlo,we have

com puted theopticaldepthsofthehalo both analytically

and with the M onte Carlo.The resultsare identicaland

consistent with published results (G yuk & Crotts 2000;

Baltz& Silk 2000).

4.2.M odelling the observationsand theanalysis

The M onte Carlo generates and selects light curves in-

cluding part ofthe realobservationalconditions and of

the selection algorithm .

Reproducing the photom etry conditionsin the M onte

Carloisan im portantissue,so weusethesam e�lterasin

therealexperim ent.Thisisalso trueforthecolourequa-

tions,which relate 
uxes to standard m agnitudes in the

reference im age.In generating the light curves,allpho-

tom etric coe�cients relating the observing conditions of

the current im age to those ofthe reference are used in

the M onte Carlo,except for those related to the seeing

correction.

Theobservation epochsand exposuretim esreproduce

the realones,with one com posite im age pernight.In or-

der to avoid counting the noise twice,no noise has been

added to the M onte Carlo lightcurves;itonly entersvia

theerrorbars.Aswefurtherdiscussin Sect.5,an im por-

tant condition for the e�ciency correction to be reliable

isthatthe M onteCarlo should notrejecteventsthatthe

realanalysiswould haveaccepted.Forthisreason,theer-

rorbarsin the M onte Carlo lightcurvesonly include the

photon noise,and,foran eventto beconsidered detected,

we dem and only the m inim um condition that the corre-

sponding bum p riseabovethenoise(thatis,L > 0,where

L isthe estim atorintroduced in equation 1).

4.3.Eventproperties

Them ain observationalpropertiesoftheeventsaretheR

m agnitude corresponding to their 
ux increase (R(��))

and their duration, which we characterise by the full-

width-at-half-m axim um ofthebum p,t1=2.TheCM Dsare

displayed in Figure9.W eshow in Figure10 theexpected

distribution ofR(��),theR m agnitudeofthesourcesand

the expected t1=2 distribution for two M ACHO m asses.

The distribution oft1=2,quite concentrated toward short

durations,hasm otivated ourchoice forthe low-duration

cuto� in the selection.

5.D etection e� ciency

5.1.The eventsim ulation

The M onte Carlo described in the previous section does

not take into account allthe e�ects we face in the real

data analysis.Therefore,itsresults,in particularthepre-

diction on the expected num ber of events,can only be

looked upon asan upperlim it.In orderto m akea m ean-

ingfulcom parison with the6detected events,wem ustsift
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Fig.10.Theexpected distribution oftheR m agnitudeof

the
ux increaseand thesourcestars(upperpanels).The

expected t1=2 distribution for M ACHO m asses of1 M �

and 0.1 M � (lowerpanels).

theM onteCarlo resultsthrough an additional�lter.This

isthe\detection e�ciency" analysisdescribed in thissec-

tion,wherein we insertthe m icrolensing eventspredicted

by the M onte Carlo into the stream ofim ages that con-

stitute our actualdata set6.This allows us to calculate

thedetection e�ciency relativeto theM onteCarloand to

obtain a correctestim ate ofthe characteristicsand total

num berofthe expected events.

The m ain weakness ofthe M onte Carlo in reproduc-

ing therealobservationsand analysisstem sfrom thefact

that it only generates m icrolensing light curves,so that

it cannot take into account any aspect related to im age

analysis.

The M onte Carlo does not m odelthe background of

variable stars,which both gives rise to high 
ux varia-

tions that can m im ic (and disturb the detection of) real

m icrolensing events,and generates,from the superposi-

tion ofm any sm all-am plitude variables,a non-G aussian

noisethatisvery di�cultto m odel.

6
W e refer to this analysis as \event sim ulation",notto be

confused with the M onte Carlo sim ulation described in the

previoussection.

As regards the selection pipeline itself, the M onte

Carlo cannotreproduce the �rst,essential,clusterdetec-

tion step described in Sect.2.2.Therefore,itcannottest

to what extent the presence in the im ages ofvariations

dueto thebackground ofvariablestars,seeing variations,

and noise,a�ectthe e�ciency ofclusterdetection,locali-

sation,and separation.

TheM onteCarloincludesneithertheseeingvariations

northeircorrection northe residualsofthe seeing stabil-

isation,which also giveriseto a non-G aussian noise.

In principle,itwould bepossibleto reproduce,within

the M onte Carlo,the fullshape analysis along the light

curvefollowed in ourpipeline.However,theresultson the

realdata turn outquitedi�erent,m ainly becausethereal

noisecannotbe correctly m odelled analytically.

In practice,no noise is included in the M onte Carlo

light curves,because the fullnoise is already present in

theim ages.M oreover,wehavetobecarefulnottoexclude

within the M onte Carlo variationsthat the realpipeline

isable to detect.Asa consequence,the \shape analysis"

in the M onte Carlo isquite basic.W e dem and only that

the (noiseless)variationsreach 3 � abovethe baselinefor

three consecutive epochs,where � includesonly the pho-

ton noise.

The tim e sam pling ofourdata setisfully reproduced

bytheM onteCarlo.However,thesam plingcriterionalong

the bum p is only im plem ented in a very basic way by

dem anding that the tim e ofm axim um m agni�cation lie

within one ofthe 3 seasonsobservation.

A typicalM onteCarlooutputinvolves� 20000events

perCCD.However,adding 20000 eventsperCCD would

signi�cantly alter the overallstatisticalproperties ofthe

originalim ages(and therefore ofthe lightcurves).In or-

derthatthe eventsim ulation provide m eaningfulresults,

wecannotadd thatm any events.O n theotherhand,the

m ore events we add,the larger the statisticalprecision.

Particularcare hasto be taken to avoid asm uch aspos-

sible sim ulating two eventsso neareach otherthattheir

m utualinteraction hinderstheir detectability.O fcourse,

thesedi�cultiesareworsearound thecentreofthegalaxy,

where the spatialdistribution of the events is strongly

peaked.Balancingtheseconsiderations,wechooseto sim -

ulate5000eventsperCCD.Theresultsthusobtained are

com patible,with m uch sm allererrors,with those we ob-

tain by adding only 1000events(in which casethecrowd-

ing problem sm entioned abovearenegligible).

Each eventgenerated by the M onte Carlo isendowed

with a\weight"7,wi,sowhen werefertosim ulated events,

\num ber"alwaysm eans\weighted num ber".Thusnsim =
P

i
wi,with statisticalerror�n sim =

p P

i
w 2

i
,wherethe

sum runsoverthe fullsetofsim ulated events.

7
Asoften in M onte Carlo sim ulations,a weight is ascribed

to each generated event.Thisweightcarriespartofthe infor-

m ation on the probability for the event to occur,before and

independently ofany selection in eithertheM onteCarlo orthe

eventsim ulation.
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Let nb � ns + nr be the num ber ofevents we sim u-

late on the im ages,where ns and nr are respectively the

num berofselected and rejected eventsatthe end ofthe

analysispipeline.W e de�nethe detection e�ciency as

"�
ns

nb
;

and the relativestatisticalerroristhen

�
�"

"

� 2

=
(nr �n s)

2
+ (ns�n r)

2

(nbns)
2

:

O nce we know ",we can determ ine the actualnum berof

expected events,nexp = "nM C
exp ,wheren

M C
exp isthenum ber

expected from the M onteCarlo alone.

The event sim ulation is perform ed on the im ages af-

ter debiasing and 
at�elding,butbefore any otherreduc-

tion step.W e use the package DAO PHO T within IRAF.

First,starting from a sam ple of� 200 resolved starsper

CCD,for each im age we evaluate the PSF and the rela-

tivephotom etrywith respecttothereferenceim age.Then

weproducea listofm icrolensing events,random ly chosen

am ong those selected within the M onte Carlo.For each

event,using allthe light curve param eters provided by

the M onte Carlo asinput,we add to each im age the 
ux

ofthe m agni�ed star at its position,convolved with the

PSF ofthe im age(taking dueaccountoftherequired ge-

om etricaland photom etriccalibration with respectto the

referenceim age).W ethen proceed asin therealanalysis.

In particular,afterim age recalibration,we run the selec-

tion pipeline described in Sect.2.2.In short,the scopeof

the eventsim ulation is to evaluate how m any \real" m i-

crolensing eventsaregoing to berejected by ourselection

pipeline.W e testthe eventsim ulation procedureby com -

paringthem ean photom etricdispersion in thelightcurves

ofobserved resolved stars to those ofsim ulated,stable,

starsofcom parablem agnitude.W e �nd good agreem ent.

In the selection pipeline, it is essentialto use data

taken in at least two passbands in order to reject vari-

able objects.Indeed,we testachrom aticity with a sim ul-

taneous �t in two passbandsand,in the laststep ofthe

selection,wetestwhetherasecondarybum p iscom patible

with being thesecond bum p ofa variablesignal.Here,us-

ingiband dataisim portantbecausethem ain background

arisesfrom long-period,red variablestars.

In theeventsim ulation,wewanttoevaluatewhatfrac-

tion ofthe M onte Carlo m icrolensing events survive the

selection pipeline.Forthese genuine m icrolensing events,

we expect the use of two passbands to be less im por-

tant.In fact,m icrolensing eventsareexpected to passthe

achrom aticitytesteasily.M oreover,becausetheeventswe

sim ulate are short and bright,the m icrolensing bum p is

in generalquite di�erent from any possible,very often

long8,secondary bum p,and m ost sim ulated events pass

thesecondary-bum p test.Indeed,wehavechecked on one

8
Short-period variable objects have already been rem oved

since they are easily recognised from theirm ultiple variations

within the data stream .

CCD that we get the sam e result for the detection e�-

ciency whetherweusedata in both r and ibandsorin r

alone.Forthisreason,wehavecarried outtherestofthe

eventsim ulation with r-band data only.

5.2.The results

For each CCD (with 4 CCDs per �eld) we sim ulate at

m ost 5000 m icrolensing events,random ly chosen am ong

those selected within the M onte Carlo,and subject to

conditionsre
ecting the selection cuts.W e only sim ulate

events that are both bright (R(��) < 21:2) and short

(t1=2 < 27 days).These thresholdsare looserthan those

used in the selection (R(��)< 21:0 and t 1=2 < 25 days)

because we wantto include alleventsthatcan in princi-

plebedetected bythepipeline.Theseenlarged cutsre
ect

thedispersion ofthedi�erencebetween theinputand out-

puteventparam etersoftheeventsim ulation.To testthis

choice,we havealso run som etestjobsusing slightly dif-

ferentinputcuts.Forinstance,ifoneusestheloosercuts

R(��)< 21:5 and t 1=2 < 30 days,the num berofevents

predicted by the M onte Carlo islarger,butthe e�ciency

turns out to be sm aller.The two e�ects cancel,and the

end resultforthenum berofexpected eventscorrected for

detection e�ciency rem ainsunchanged.Foreach CCD we

run the event sim ulation for our test m asses.As in the

realanalysis,wem ask the very centralregion ofM 31.

The detection e�ciency depends m ainly on the dis-

tance from the centre ofM 31,the tim e width,and the

m axim um 
ux increase.W erun theeventsim ulation only

for m odel1 (Sect.4.1.4) and a M 31 core radius aM 31 =

5kpc.In fact,there is no reason for the e�ciency at a

given position in the �eld to depend on the core radius.

It could in principle depend on distributions ofthe tim e

width and the m axim um 
ux increase,butwe have seen

thatthese distributionsarealm ostm odel-independent.

Finite-sourcee�ectscan producesigni�cantdeviations

from a sim plePaczy�nskishape,and thiscan bequiteim -

portanttoward M 31,where m ostsourcesare giantstars.

W e expect this e�ect to be particularly relevant for low

m assM ACHO s.Theeventsgenerated by theM onteCarlo

(Sect.4)and entered in theeventsim ulation include�nite-

source e�ects, although the m icrolensing �t in the se-

lection pipeline uses only sim ple Paczy�nskicurves.This

causes an e�ciency loss,which we evaluate as follows:

we run an event sim ulation,for one CCD and all test

m asses,without including �nite-source e�ects in the in-

putevents,and then evaluatetheassociatede�ciencyrise.

Thisoughtto beofthesam eorderasthee�ciency lossin

therealpipeline.Form assesdown to 10�2 M � thechange

turnsoutto be negligible.Form assessm allerorequalto

10�3 M � ,itisofthe orderof20% orless.

The detection e�ciency depends on position in the

�eld prim arily through thedistanceto thecentreofM 31.

At a given distance we �nd no signi�cant di�erence be-

tween thevariousCCDs.Atangulardistanceslargerthan

8’the e�ciency is practically constant.In the region in-
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criterion "(�� < 4 0) "(4 < �� < 8 0) "(��> 8 0)

clusterdetection (Q > 100) 46:3� 4:1 62:7� 1:5 76:4� 0:4

L1 > 40 and L2=L1 < 0:5 40:0� 4:0 57:9� 1:5 72:5� 0:4

�
2
=dof< 10 35:7� 3:8 54:0� 1:5 66:7� 0:4

sam pling 17:1� 2:9 31:9� 1:4 33:7� 0:4

t1=2 < 25 days,R (��)< 21 14:7� 2:8 25:2� 1:3 28:5� 0:4

variable analysis 14:7� 2:8 25:2� 1:3 28:5� 0:4

Table 6.Detection e�ciency relativeto theM onteCarlo (in percent),fora M ACHO m assM = 0:5 M � ,evaluated at

each step ofthe selection pipeline in di�erentrangesofdistancefrom the centreofM 31.

M ACHO m ass(M � ) "(�� < 4
0
) "(4 < �� < 8

0
) "(��> 8

0
)

1 19:0� 3:0 24:2� 1:3 29:7� 0:4

5� 10
�1

14:7� 2:8 25:2� 1:3 28:5� 0:4

10�1 18:8� 3:4 22:1� 1:3 26:4� 0:4

10
�2

17:0� 3:7 21:8� 1:6 23:5� 0:5

10
�3

10:1� 3:2 14:1� 1:6 15:6� 0:5

10�4 2:4� 1:5 8:9� 2:5 9:5� 0:5

10
�5

0:37� 0:43 5:4� 2:2 6:2� 0:7

selflensing 17:8� 1:2 22:6� 0:6 26:9� 0:3

Table 7.Detection e�ciency relativeto theM onteCarlo (in percent),forourtestsetofM ACHO m assesand forself

lensing,forthe sam edistance rangesasin Table 6.

side8’,thee�ciency steadily decreasestoward thecentre.

This can be traced to the increase ofboth the crowding

and the surface brightness.Indeed,the drop ofe�ciency

in the centralregion m ainly com es from the �rststep of

the selection pipeline,nam ely the clusterdetection.

Table 6 showsthe contribution ofthe successivesteps

oftheanalysisto thetotallossofe�ciency.Thedistance

to the centre of M 31 is divided into 3 ranges (�� <

40;40 < �� < 8 0 and �� > 8 0).The M ACHO m ass is

0:5M � but the qualitative features discussed below are

thesam eforallm asses.W ehaveisolated the�rststep of

the analysis,the clusterdetection,which isim plem ented

on theim ages,whiletheothersareperform ed on thelight

curves.As em phasised earlier,the increase in crowding

and surfacebrightnessnearthecentrecausesa signi�cant

drop ofe�ciency in the two centralregions.M ostofthe

dependence ofthe e�ciency on the distance to the cen-

tre arises from this step,whereas the e�ects ofallother

steps,acting on lightcurves,arenearly position indepen-

dent.Note the loss ofe�ciency by alm ost a factor of2

associated with the sam pling cut.This is not surprising

as this cut is im plem ented in the M onte Carlo in only a

very basicway.

Table 7 gives the detection e�ciency for our test set

ofM ACHO m assesafterthefulleventselection.Down to

a m assof10�2 M � ,we �nd no signi�cantdi�erencesbe-

tween self-lensing and M ACHO events.This re
ects the

fact that their m ain characteristics do not di�er signi�-

cantly on average.Forvery sm allm asses,we �nd a drop

in the e�ciency,due to both the sm aller tim e widths of

the bum p and �nite-sourcee�ects.

6.Results and halo fraction constraints

In thissection,wepresenttheresultofthecom pletesim u-

lation,theM onteCarlo followed by theeventsim ulation,

and discuss what we can infer about the fraction f of

M ACHO spresentin the halosofM 31 and the M W from

the com parison with the data presented in Sect.3.

In Table 8 we present the expected num bers ofself-

lensing and halo events(fora fullhalo and two di�erent

values of the core radius) predicted by the fullsim ula-

tion in the three distance ranges�� < 4 0;4 < �� < 8 0

and �� > 8 0.The self-lensing results,given fora stellar

bulge M =LB ratio equalto 3,are dom inated by stellar

bulgelensesand thereforescalewith thisratio.Thism ust

be com pared with the 5 m icrolensing events reported in

Sect.3.PA-00-S4,which islocated nearthe line ofsight

towardtheM 32galaxy,islikelyan intergalacticm icrolens-

ing event (Paulin-Henriksson etal. 2002) and therefore

not included in the present discussion.Accordingly,we

haveexcluded from theanalysisa 4’radiuscircularregion

centred on M 32.

The m ain issue we have to face isdistinguishing self-

lensingeventsfrom haloevents.Thisisparticularlyim por-

tantasthe num berofexpected M ACHO and self-lensing

eventsisofaboutthesam eorderofm agnitudeifthehalo

fraction isoforder20% orlessasin the direction ofthe

M agellanicclouds.

Although the observed characteristics of the light

curves do not allow one to disentangle the two classes

ofevents,the spatialdistribution ofthe detected events

(Fig.1)can giveususefulinsights.W hilem ostself-lensing

events are expected in the central region, halo events

should be m ore evenly distributed outto largerradii.In

Figure 11,together with the distance dependence ofthe
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�� < 4 0 4 < �� < 8 0 �� > 8 0

m ass(M � )

Halo,aM 31 = 3 kpc

1 0:70� 0:12 1:38� 0:08 2:96� 0:04

5� 10
�1

0:81� 0:17 1:93� 0:11 4:18� 0:08

10�1 1:63� 0:32 3:00� 0:20 8:10� 0:23

10
�2

1:93� 0:45 3:85� 0:30 12:65� 0:29

10
�3

0:72� 0:27 2:20� 0:30 9:17� 0:29

10
�4

0:064� 0:042 0:60� 0:18 3:09� 0:18

10
�5

0:002� 0:002 0:034� 0:015 0:42� 0:06

Halo,aM 31 = 5 kpc

1 0:60� 0:10 1:11� 0:06 2:48� 0:04

5� 10�1 0:74� 0:18 1:57� 0:09 3:63� 0:09

10
�1

1:30� 0:25 2:52� 0:16 6:94� 0:12

10
�2

1:41� 0:34 3:63� 0:29 11:29� 0:24

10�3 0:81� 0:30 2:07� 0:26 8:41� 0:26

10
�4

0:15� 0:15 0:49� 0:15 2:83� 0:16

10
�5

0:002� 0:002 0:048� 0:022 0:40� 0:05

selflensing 0:29� 0:02 0:29� 0:01 0:16� 0:01

Table 8.Theexpected num berofM ACHO and oftheself-lensing events,corrected fore�ciency,forthem odelswith

aM 31 = 3kpc and aM 31 = 5kpc,in three di�erentrangesofdistance from the M 31 centre.The stellarbulge (disc)

M =LB ratio isequalto 3(4).

aM 31 = 3 kpc aM 31 = 5 kpc

M ass(M � ) fIN F fM A X fSU P fIN F fM A X fSU P

1 0.27 0.81 0.97 0.29 0.97 0.97

5� 10
�1

0.22 0.57 0.94 0.24 0.67 0.96

10
�1

0.13 0.31 0.74 0.15 0.37 0.83

10
�2

0.08 0.21 0.51 0.09 0.23 0.57

10
�3

0.11 0.29 0.73 0.12 0.31 0.76

10
�4

0.20 0.77 0.96 0.18 0.81 0.96

10
�5

0.12 1.00 0.97 0.10 1.00 0.97

Table 9.Results forthe halo fraction f:the 95% CL lowerbound (fIN F) and upper bound (fSU P),and m axim um

probability (fM A X ) are displayed foraM 31 = 3kpc and aM 31 = 5kpc.In both cases,the stellarbulge (disc)M =LB

ratio is3(4).

detection e�ciency,we show the expected spatialdistri-

bution ofselflensing and 0.5 M � M ACHO events (full

halo).Theobserved eventsareclustered in thecentralre-

gion with the signi�cantexception ofPA-99-N2,which is

located in a region where the self-lensing contam ination

to M ACHO seventsisexpected to be sm all.

The key aspect ofour analysis is the com parison of

the expected spatialdistribution ofthe events with that

oftheobserved ones.In ordertocarryoutthiscom parison

asprecisely aspossible,we divide the observed �eld into

a large num ber ofbins,equally spaced in distance from

M 31’s centre.W e present here an analysis with 20 bins

of2’width,butwe have checked thatthe resultsdo not

changesigni�cantly ifweuseeither40 binsof1’width or

10 binsof4’width.

6.1.The halo fraction

The �rststriking feature in the com parison between pre-

dictionsand data isthatweobservefarm oreeventsthan

predicted forselflensing alone.Therefore,itistem pting

to conclude thatthe eventsin excesswith respectto the

prediction should be considered asM ACHO s.Thisstate-

m ent can be m ade m ore quantitative:given a M ACHO

halofraction,f,wecan com putetheprobabilityofgetting

theobserved num berofeventsand,by Bayesian inversion,

obtain the probability distribution ofthe halo fraction.

As already outlined,we bin the observed space into

N bin equally spaced annuliand then,given them odelpre-

dictions xi (i = 1:::N bin),obtain the com bined proba-

bility ofobserving in each bin ni events.The com bined

probability is the product ofthe individualprobabilities

ofindependentvariatesni:

P (nijxi)=

N binY

i= 1

1

ni!
exp(� xi)x

ni

i : (6)
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Fig.11. Predictionsofthe fullsim ulation asa function

of the distance from the centre ofM 31.Upper pannel:

e�ciency correction (for M ACHO s); central panel: ex-

pected num berofM ACHO events(fullhalo,M = 0:5M � ,

aM 31 = 3kpc);bottom panel:expected num ber ofself-

lensing events (for a stellar bulge (disc) M =LB = 3(4)).

The verticallines indicate the position of the observed

events,the dashed line corresponds to PA-00-S4,which

hasbeen excluded from the analysisbecauseitisa prob-

ably M 31/M 32 intergalacticevent.

.

Fora given a m odel,the di�erentxi are notindepen-

dent:they alldepend on thehalo fraction f via theequa-

tions

xi = hif + si; (7)

where hi and si are the num bers ofevents predicted in

bin ifora fullM ACHO haloand selflensing,respectively.

A m odelspeci�esh and s,so the probability dependson

only oneparam eter,f.Itisthereforepossibleto evaluate

lowerand upperlim itsata given con�dence levelforthe

halo fraction f.

In Figure 12 and Table 9,we display the 95% con�-

dence level(CL)lim itsobtained in thiscon�guration for

aM 31 = 3kpc and M =LB = 3.W e geta signi�cantlower

lim it,fIN F > 20% ,in them assrangefrom 0.5to1M � .No

interesting upper bound on f is obtained except around

a m assof10�2 M � (fSU P = 50% ).W e also show in Table

9 thesam elim itsforaM 31 = 5kpc.Asthepredicted halo

contribution is sm aller,the inferred lower lim it on f is

slightly larger.

Fig.12. M ostprobable value,upperand lower95% CL

lim it for the halo fraction as a function ofthe M ACHO

m assforaM 31 = 3kpc and stellarbulge (disc)M =LB =

3(4).

6.2.Self-lensing background ?

The factthat4 outofthe 5 observed eventslie within 8’

from thecentreofM 31 could besuggestiveofself-lensing

origin,im plying thatwe underestim ate thiscontribution.

However,in theM onteCarlosection wehavealready seen

thatthe velocity dependence ofourresultsisvery weak.

Form odels2 (3),wherethechangeism axim um ,the95%

CL lowerlim iton f in them assrange0.1-1 M � isshifted

by about - (+ ) 0.02.Furtherm ore,M =LB ratios larger

than 4 cannotbe accom m odated by known stellarpopu-

lations.Still,forcom parison,we have considered m odels

forwhich,on dynam icalgrounds,theM =LB ratioofeither

thediscorthebulgetakevaluesup to� 8� 9.O necan see

from Table 10 that our conclusions are not qualitatively

altered.Thiscan bepartly attributed to theoccurenceof

PA-99-N2 220 away from the M 31 centre.

Bulge M =L
B

D isc M =L
B

nS L P (f = 0) fIN F

3 4 0.72 10
�4

0.22

3 9 1.1 10
�3

0.17

8 4 1.5 410
�3

0.15

Table 10.Fordi�erentsetsofvaluesofstellarbulgeand

discM =LB (Sect.4.1.2)wereportthenum berofexpected

self-lensing events,corrected forthe e�ciency,theproba-

bility forthesignalto bea Poisson 
uctuation fora f = 0

haloand,foraM = 0:5M � M ACHO population M W and

M 31 haloswith aM 31 = 3kpc,the 95% CL lowerbound

forthe halo fraction f.

O necan alsoquestion thebulgegeom etry.However,we

have seen thatassum ing a sphericalbulge with the sam e

m assand lum inosity doesnotaltertheresults.O necould

also think ofa bar-like bulge.This possibility has been
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considered by G erhard (1986),who hasshown thatunless

a would bebarpointstoward uswithin 10�,itsellipticity

does not exceed 0.3.This cannot produce a signi�cant

increase ofthe self-lensing prediction.Even ifa bar-like

bulge points toward us and is highly prolate,it cannot

explain eventPA-99-N2.

Clearly,unlesswe grossly m isunderstand the bulge of

M 31,oureventscannotbeexplained by selflensing alone.

Still,in view ofourlow statistics,we could be facing

a Poisson 
uctuation.However,thisishighly im probable:

given the prediction ofoursim ulation,the probability of

observing 5 self-lensing events with the observed spatial

distribution isP (f = 0)� 10�4 fora M =LB = 3(4)M 31

stellarbulge (disc),and rem ainswellbelow � 10�2 even

form uch heaviercon�gurations(Table 10).

7.Conclusions

In thispaper,wepresent�rstconstraintson thehalofrac-

tion,f,in theform ofM ACHO sin thecom bined halosof

M 31 and M W ,based on a three-yearsearch for gravita-

tionalm icrolensing in the direction ofM 31.

O ur selection pipeline, restricted to bright, short-

duration variations,leads us to the detection of6 can-

didatem icrolensing events.However,oneoftheseislikely

to bea M 31-M 32 intergalacticself-lensing event,so wedo

notincludeitwhen assessing the halo fraction f.

W e have thoroughly discussed the issue ofthe possi-

ble contam ination ofthissam ple by background variable

stars.Indeed,we are not aware ofany class ofvariable

starsabletoreproducesuch lightcurves,thereforewehave

assum ed thatallourcandidatesaregenuine m icrolensing

events.

To be able to draw physicalconclusionsfrom thisre-

sult,wehaveconstructed afullsim ulation oftheexpected

results, which involves a M onte Carlo sim ulation com -

pleted by an event sim ulation to account for aspects of

theobservation and theselection pipeline notincluded in

the M onteCarlo.

Thefullsim ulation predictsthatM 31selflensingalone

should give us less than 1 event,whereas we observe 5,

one ofwhich is located 220 away from the M 31’s centre,

wheretheexpected self-lensing signalisnegligible.Asthe

probability thatwe are facing a m ere Poisson 
uctuation

from the self-lensing prediction is very sm all(� 0:01% ),

we consider these results as evidence for the detection

ofM ACHO s in the direction ofM 31.In particular,for

aM 31 = 3kpc and a M =LB ratio for the disc and stel-

larbulge sm allerthan 4,we geta 95% CL lowerlim itof

20� 25% for f,ifthe average m ass ofM ACHO s lies in

therange0.5-1M � .O ursignaliscom patiblewith theone

detected in the direction ofthe M agellanic cloudsby the

M ACHO collaboration (Alcock etal.2000).

W e have also considered m odels that,on dynam ical

grounds,involvehigherdiscorstellarbulgeM =LB ratios.

However,because of the spatialdistribution of the ob-

served events,the conclusion would not be qualitatively

di�erent.Indeed,becauseofthepresenceoftheeventPA-

99-N2 220 away from the M 31 centre where selflensing

isnegligible,the lowerbound on f would notpassbelow

� 15% even in the m ostextrem em odelsconsidered.

Finally,the observed eventscan hardly be blam ed on

thegeom etryofthebulge.Indeed,thenum berofpredicted

self-lensing eventscannotbesigni�cantly increased unless

ithasa highly prolatebar-likestructure exactly pointing

toward us.However,even this im probable con�guration

would notexplain one ofthe events,which de�nitely oc-

cursoutside the bulge.

Beside the 5 eventsselected by ourpipeline,we have

found a very likely candidate for a binary lensing event

with caustic crossing. This event occurs � 320 away

from M 31’scentre,where one can safely ignore selflens-

ing.Therefore,although included in neitherourselection

pipeline nor ourdiscussion on the halo fraction,this de-

tection strengthens our conclusion that we are detecting

a M ACHO signalin the direction ofM 31.

To getm ore stringentconstraintson the m odelling of

M 31,better statistics are badly needed.To achieve this

goalusing ourdata,weplan to extend thepresentanaly-

sisin aforthcom ingwork by lookingforfaintervariations.

Anotheroption would betolifttheduration cut.However,

weconsiderthislessattractive,becausethecontam ination

by thebackground ofvariablestarswould bem uch larger

and di�cultto elim inate.M oreover,theM onteCarlo pre-

dictions disfavour a m ajor contribution oflong duration

events.

Note added in proof. After subm ission of this work,

the M EG A collaboration presented theirresultsobtained

independently from the sam e data (De Jong et al.,

[arXiv:astro-ph/0507286 v2]).Their conclusions are dif-

ferent from ours.W e would like to point out that their

criticism ofouranalysisisnotrelevantbecause,asstated

in Section 4.1.2,wechooseto only considerforselflensing

evaluation a population ofstarswith a standard M /L ra-

tio,which doesnotneed toaccountforthetotaldynam ical

m assnorto reproducethe innerrotation curve.
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