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Abstract. The accretion of dark matter around the primordial black holes (PBHs) could lead
to the formation of surrounding minihalos, whose mass can be several orders of magnitude
higher than the central PBH mass. The gravitational microlensing produced by such dressed
PBHs could be quite different from that of the bare PBHs, which may significantly affect the
constraints on the PBH abundance. In this paper, we study the gravitational microlensing
produced by dressed PBHs in detail. We find that all the microlensing effects by dressed PBHs
have asymptotic behavior depending on the minihalo size, which can be used to predict the
microlensing effects by comparing the halo size with the Einstein radius. When the minihalo
radius and the Einstein radius are comparable, the effect of the density distribution of the
halo is significant to the microlensing. Applying the stellar microlensing by dressed PBHs
to the data of the Optical Gravitational Lensing Experiment and Subaru/HSC Andromeda
observations, we obtain the improved constraints on the PBH abundance. It shows that the
existence of dark matter minihalos surrounding PBHs can strengthen the constraints on the
PBH abundance from stellar microlensing by several orders, and can shift the constraints to
the well-known asteroid mass window where PBHs can constitute all the dark matter.
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1 Introduction

The nature of dark matter is one of the most important questions of fundamental physics.
Although dark matter has not been directly detected, observational evidences such as galaxy
rotation curves [1, 2], galaxy clusters [3] and gravitational lensing [4] have implied its exis-
tence. Many dark matter candidates were proposed, including particles beyond the standard
model of particle physics and astrophysical objects [5].

The primordial black holes (PBHs) from the gravitational collapse of the overdense re-
gions in the early universe [6-8] can be an attractive candidate for dark matter since they
may constitute all the dark matter without invoking a new set of particles. The fraction of
PBHs in the dark matter has been constrained over many mass ranges by different meth-
ods, such as black hole evaporation [9-11], gravitational microlensing [12-18], gravitational
waves [19, 20], dynamical effects [21], and cosmic microwave background [22, 23].

Gravitational microlensing is a powerful method to probe dark matter in the Milky
Way (MW) [24, 25]. It can constrain the abundance of PBHs with mass in the range of
[107,10%]M by detecting the corresponding microlensing event rate, and the resulting
constraints indicate that PBHs in this mass range constitute a subdominant dark matter
component [12; 14, 15, 17]. The PBHs, as local overdensities in the dark matter, can lead
to the formation of minihalos surrounding themselves. Such PBHs with minihalos are usu-
ally referred to as the dressed PBHs and are studied widely [26-31]. Since the mass of
the surrounding minihalo can be several orders of magnitude greater than the central PBH
mass [32, 33|, the microlensing produced by dressed PBHs could be quite different from the
bare PBHs, which may significantly affect the constraints on PBH abundance.



In this paper, we study the gravitational microlensing by dressed PBHs in detail, includ-
ing the deflection angle, magnification, and the finite source size effect, which are presented
in Sec. 3. Applying the stellar microlensing by dressed PBHs to the data of Optical Gravi-
tational Lensing Experiment (OGLE) and Subaru/HSC Andromeda observations, we obtain
the improved constraints on the PBH abundance, which are presented in Sec. 4. In Sec. 2
we briefly revisit the gravitational microlensing theory, and Sec. 5 devotes to conclusion and
discussion. We set ¢ = G = 1 throughout the paper for brevity.

2 Gravitational microlensing

The deflection of light by the gravitational field is one of the most important predictions of
general relativity and is the basis of gravitational lensing theory. Gravitational microlensing
is a particular gravitational lensing phenomenon in which the multiple images of a source are
unresolved so that only the enhancement of the apparent brightness can be observed. In this
section, we briefly revisit the gravitational microlensing theory.

2.1 Deflection angle and imaging equation

The deflection angle of light has been studied for a long time. One of the most famous results
is that for a point-like lens with mass M, the deflection angle of light with impact parameter
b can be approximated by 4M /b under the weak field approximation.

Since the size of the lens is typically much smaller than the distances between the source,
observer, and lens, it can be approximated as a thin screen with surface mass density 3(b),
where b represents the position of light intersecting the lens plane. Assuming that the lens
is spherically symmetric, the deflection angle A¢ can be approximated as the sum of the
deflections produced by all the mass elements under weak field approximation [34],

AM (b
ag(n) = 1, (2.1)
where M (b) is the mass within radius b.
Source
Figure 1. The geometry of the lens system.
The imaging equation is
DA¢(b;) = b; £1, (2.2)

where D = dy (ds — dy,)/ds, di, and dg are the distances from the observer to the lens and
source respectively, [ is the separation between the lens and the line-of-sight direction, and
{b;} are the positions of different images. Different signs represent different sides as shown
in figure 1.



For a point-like lens with mass M, there are always two images {b1,bs} on either side

of the line-of-sight,
FL+ /1> +4R%
bio = 5 , (2.3)
where R = vV4M D is the Einstein radius.

2.2 Magnification and the finite source size effect

For a point-like source, the magnification u; of one image can be calculated as [35]
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where the angle 5 (angle 6;) is the angular separation between the source (image) and the
lens. The total magnification is
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Using egs. (2.3) and (2.5), the magnification for the point-like source and lens can be written
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where u = [/Rg. When [ = Ry, the total magnification is uégz = 3/\/5 ~ 1.34.

One can approximate the source as a point when the source size is much smaller than
the Einstein radius. However, when considering small mass lenses with the Einstein radius
comparable with or smaller than the size of the source, the finite source size effect will
be important. This effect has been discussed in [36-40]. The main idea is that one can
decompose the source into point-like pieces and the image of the source will be the total of
their individual images.

For simplicity, we assume that the source is spherically symmetric and has a uniform
intensity in the lens plane. To get the separation between the source and the lens, one needs
to project the source into the lens plane as shown in figure 2. The distance from the lens
center to a point on the edge of the projected source is

(o) = \/12+r§+2lrscosg0, (2.7)

where rg = %Rs is the projected source radius, Rg is the source radius, [/ is the separation
between the centers of the lens and projected source, and ¢ is the angular position of the
point.

Then the imaging equation becomes

DAG(b;) = by £1. (2.8)

The magnification can be calculated as the ratio of the solid angles subtended by the image
to the source, which can reduce to the ratio of the image’s area to the source’s area in the
lens plane. Therefore the magnification of image b; is [40]
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Figure 2. The lens and projected source in the lens plane.
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where 1) represents the angular position of the corresponding point on the edge of the image.
The relation between 1 and ¢ can be obtained by the geometric relation shown in figure 2.
The factor (—1)"% represents the “parity” of the image. According to different imaging
processes, the integral in eq. (2.9) may have the opposite sign to the real magnification,
which can be corrected by this factor. For a point-like lens, the “parities” of two images are
opposite. The total magnification is the sum of {p;}.

2.3 Wave optics effect

In section 2.1-2.2, we have introduced gravitational microlensing under the geometrical optics
approximation. This approximation is reasonable in most microlensing search observations
since the lens size is typically much larger than the optical wavelengths used in these obser-
vations, thus the wave optics effect can be ignored. However, the wave optics effect needs
to be considered if a PBH is light enough (smaller than 10719M) that its Schwarzschild
radius is comparable with or shorter than the optical wavelengths[41]. In the following, we
briefly review the wave optics effect on microlensing. The detailed introduction can be seen
in [41-43].

We first consider the wave optics effect on microlensing for a point-like source. The
lensed signal amplitude can be expressed as ¢ L(f)=F(f )gg( f), where f is the frequency of
the signal, ¢ is the unlensed signal amplitude and F (f) is the amplification factor. Under
the same thin-lens approximation, the amplification factor can be expressed as [42]

F(way) = 2i
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where © = 5% is a dimensionless vector in the lens plane and y = SLO is a dimensionless vector

representing the source’s position in the lens plane. Vector b is a general position in the lens
plane, 1 is the projected source’s position in the lens plane, and &p is a characteristic length
scale. The dimensionless frequency w is defined as

2nfds o
w=—7—E, 2.12
and the Fermat potential ¢ is
1
O (@,y) = 5le - yI> — ¢p(x). (2.13)



Here we ignore an overall phase factor since we only care about the magnification of the
signal. ¥ p(x) is the deflection potential whose derivative gives the deflection angle. ¥ p(x)
depends on the matter distribution projected on the lens plane and can be expressed as[42]

V(@) = i/ a’k(z) In |z — 2], (2.14)

where k() is the dimensionless surface mass density, which is defined as

X
() = Z02), (2.15)
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where 3(b) is the projected surface mass density in the lens plane and X, = ——&5 s the
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critical surface mass density. Then the magnification for a point-like source is Mgfa)ve(w, y) =

|F(w, y)|*.
When the lens is light, we also need to consider the finite source size effect. The
magnification for a finite-size source is [41]

1
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where ¢ = 2—3 is the dimensionless source radius.

2.4 Event rate of microlensing

As the lens approaches and leaves the line-of-sight direction, the magnification of the source
will increase and decrease, which produces the microlensing light curve. To compare with
the observation data, one needs to calculate the differential microlensing event rate and its
timescale. Usually, the occurrence of a microlensing event is defined when the magnification
can be greater than the threshold value 1.34 [14, 17]. For the point-like lens and source,
this criterion corresponds to the situation where the minimum separation between the lens
and source is shorter than the Einstein radius. For a given source, one can consider a
“microlensing tube” with radius Riype satisfying o (I < Riybe) > 1.34 as shown in figure 3,
then the occurrence of a microlensing event is equivalent to a lens crossing this tube [44]. For
lenses and sources with finite size, the radius of the ”"microlensing tube” Riune can be quite
different from that of point-like cases.

The differential event rate of microlensing dI'/ dtg is defined as the distribution of the
frequency of microlensing events over the light curve timescale ¢ for a single source per unit
observational time [17]. The event rate can be expressed as [44]

dlI’ = Nlens?V_1 COS evRtube da dde(UJ_, ’UH )’UJ_ d@v d’UJ_ d’U”, (2.17)

where njens = Plens/ Miens 18 the number density of lenses, piens is the density of the lenses,
Mieps is the mass of the single lens, f(v,, ’UH) is the relative velocity distribution of the lens,
v, is the perpendicular components of the lens’ relative velocity and other definitions are
shown in figure 3. The timescale tg is the lasting time for magnification larger than 1.34 or
equivalently the time for the lens to cross the tube

2 Reube c0s 0,
te = %fos (2.18)



Therefore dI'/ dtg can be simplified as [17]
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where v} = 2Rgype cosb,/tg, and f (vy) is the distribution of the perpendicular relative
velocity obtained by integrating f(vi,v)) on v.

Figure 3. The schematic diagram for the “microlensing tube” and lens plane.

3 Microlensing by dressed primordial black holes

The accretion of dark matter around the PBHs can lead to the formation of dressed PBHs, i.e.,
PBHs with surrounding minihalos. In the microlensing system, the Schwarzschild radius of
PBH is relatively small and one can approximate the central PBH to be point-like. However,
the size of the surrounding minihalo can be very large and the microlensing can be greatly
affected by such a surrounding minihalo. Therefore, the microlensing by dressed PBHs can
be quite different from that by bare PBHs.

3.1 Dressed primordial black holes

We assume that the dressed PBH is spherically symmetric. According to the analytic and
numerical results [26, 29, 30], the density profile of the surrounding minihalos can be param-
eterized as

—9/4
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(3.1)

where M., is the total mass of the halo, and Ry, is the cutoff radius of the halo density
profile.

The relation between the surrounding halo mass and central PBH mass is not quite
clear, and different results are given when different assumptions are adopted. Assuming the
absence of tidal forces over PBHs, negligible peculiar velocities, and an initial dark matter



background in the Hubble flow, the halo mass is estimated to be Mya1, ~ (100 — 300) MppH,
and when the presence of the cosmological constant is taken into account, the maximum halo
mass is estimated to be Mya, ~ 1500Mppy [32, 33]. Assuming that the surrounding halo
stops the accretion in the nonlinear regime when density perturbations around dressed PBHs
are the order of the halo mass, the halo mass is estimated to be My, ~ (101'5 — 102'5)MPBH
for the mass range Mppy ~ (1078 —102) M, [45]. To study the gravitational microlensing by
dressed PBHs, we set M., = 100Mppy in this work for simplicity and mainly focus on the
impacts due to different halo radii Rpa. Such a setting is quite reasonable, and the analysis
for different halo-PBH mass relations is similar and can be easily obtained.

3.2 Deflection angle

To consider the microlensing by dressed PBHs, one needs to consider the combination of the
central PBH and surrounding halo as the lens. The surface mass density of such a lens can
be written as

2 _
) fom p (m) dz, b < Rualo,
0, b > Rhalou

2(b) = (3.2)

where z is the coordinate along the line-of-sight direction. Then the mass within radius b in
eq. (2.1) can be written as

b
M(b) = Mppy + 27 /0 ()Y db (3.3)

and the deflection angle can be expressed as
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with
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where p(x) is the reduced density profile of the surrounding minihalos, which is defined by

= Mhalo 5¢_ 7
p(r) = Mpie ).

According to eq. (3.4), one can find that the deflection angle for a dressed PBH can be
determined by b/Rpalo, Rhalo/ Rg;]? 1) and Mha1o/MppH, where Rg;l? H) is the Schwarzschild
radius of the central PBH. It will be asymptotic to the deflection angle for a point-like lens
with mass Mppy when the distance b decreases and identical to that for a point-like lens
with mass Myppg = Mpau + Mhalo when b is larger than Ry,j,. The acronym dPBH stands
for “dressed PBH”.

In figure 4, we show the deflection angle for a typical dressed PBH with Ry, =
1012Ré1;]13 U For reference, the dot-dashed and dashed lines denote a point-like lens with
mass Mppy and Mgpgyh respectively, and such two reference lines are also shown in the fol-
lowing figures without redundant explanations. This figure manifestly shows the asymptotic
behavior of the deflection angle for dressed PBHs. Although specific parameters are used
in this figure, these features are universal and will help us analyze the microlensing effect
produced by dressed PBHs.
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Figure 4. The deflection angle for dressed PBHs with Ry, = 1012Rng "), For reference, the
dot-dashed and dashed lines denote a point-like lens with mass Mppy and Mgppy respectively.

3.3 Microlensing for point-like sources

With eq. (3.4), the imaging equation (2.2) can be written as

~
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Here and hereafter the hat symbol denotes the quantity divided by Ry such as b =

b/RSECIPBH), where RgiPBH) = 4MgppuD. Therefore, b can be determined by three pa-
rameters {i . Riato, Mialo /Mppu}. For a point-like source, there are always two images with
opposite parity produced by the dressed PBHs in our case.

Having obtained the image positions, one can calculate the magnification by using
eq. (2.5). According to eq. (3.6), the magnification can also be determined by three pa-
rameters {f, Rhalos Mhalo /Mppu}. Due to the asymptotic behavior of the deflection angle,
we expect that the magnification may also have asymptotic behavior. In the gravitational
microlensing phenomenon, the Einstein radius is the characteristic length. If the halo radius

Rpalo is much larger than the Einstein radius R(EdPBH) of the dressed PBHs, which means

that the mass within R](Ed PBH) 4 mostly constituted by the central PBH, the magnification

should be like the point-like lens with mass Mppg. If Rpalo is relatively small compared to

RSPBH) which means that the halo is completely within R](Ed PBH), the magnification should

be similar to the point-like lens with mass Mgpgy.
In figure 5, we show the magnification for a point-like source from dressed PBHs with
different Ryp,,. The red, green, purple, and yellow solid lines denote dressed PBHs with

Rhalo = 1071, 1, 10, 102 respectively. One can see that the yellow line (with Rpalo > Rgi PBH))

approaches the dot-dashed line and the red line (with Rpa, < R](EdPBH)) approaches the

dashed line, which manifestly verifies our previous expectation.

One can notice that the behavior of the green line in figure 5 is quite nontrivial. This is
because when Ry, ~ R](EdPBH) the density distribution of halo is significant and can greatly
affect the gravitational lensing. In figure 6, we show the relation between the magnification

and halo radius when the lens position is fixed. One may expect that the magnification



monotonically decreases with the halo radius increasing, but there are two regions where the
magnification is enhanced. This happens when the projected images in the lens plane are
within the halo range. The existence of a halo can make the deflection angle change more

slowly and the convergence of light is enhanced.

Magpnification

Figure 5. Magnification for a point-like source from dressed PBHs with different Rpalo. The red,
green, purple, and yellow lines denote dressed PBHs with Ry, = 1071, 1,10, 102 respectively.

Magnification

lelu

Figure 6. Relation between the magnification and halo radius when the lens position is fixed. The
blue, yellow and green lines denote lens position [ = 0.5,0.7, 1 respectively.

The microlensing tube radius Ryupe is defined as a threshold distance between the lens
and the line-of-sight direction, where the magnification is 1.34. The microlensing tube radius
is one of the most important parameters in microlensing and will directly influence the event
rate. According to the definition, one can directly get Riupe from the microlensing magnifi-
cation. Therefore, the microlensing tube radius will be determined by {Rhalo, Mhao/Mppn }
and have similar properties as the magnification.

In figure 7, we show the microlensing tube radius for a point-like source from dressed
PBHs in two ways. The left panel shows Riupe with different Rp.0. One can see that Rigpe
approaches the dot-dashed line when Ry, > R](Ed PBH) and approaches the dashed line when



Riao K R(EdPBH). The unusual behavior around Ry a1 ~ R(EdPBH) is due to the enhancement

of magnification as we illustrated in figure 6. The right panel shows Rtube with the same
mass Mpgy = 10_5M@ and source distance dg = 8kpc but different Ry, and dr,, which
is more intuitionistic. The red, green, purple, and yellow solid lines denote dressed PBHs

with Rhalo/RéifH) = 10,102,103, 10" respectively. One can see that the yellow line

(which has Rpao > R(EdPBH)) approaches the dot-dashed line and the red line (which has

Rpao < R}(EdPBH)) approaches the dashed line. The unusual shapes of the red line and green

. . - dPBH .
line result from the unusual behavior of Riype around Rpao ~ R(E ) as shown in the left
panel.
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Figure 7. Microlensing tube radius for a point-like source from dressed PBHs. The left panel shows
Rtube with different Rhalo. The right panel shows Rtube with the same mass Mppy = 107° M, and
source distance dg = 8kpc but different Ry .1, and dr,. In the right panel, the red, green, purple, and
yellow solid lines denote dressed PBHs with Rhalo/Rélsz) = 10'",10'2,10'3, 10 respectively.

3.4 Microlensing for finite-size sources

Now we consider the case with finite-size sources. Similarly, the magnification can be deter-
mined by four parameters {Z, Rhalo, 73, Mhalo /Mppn}, where 7g is an additional parameter
representing the relative size of the source. The finite source size effect is only important
when the radius of the projected source is comparable with or larger than the Einstein radius.
In figure 8, we show the magnification for a finite-size source from gravitational lensing by
dressed PBHs with the same g = 1/2 but different Rhalo. For such parameters, the Einstein
radius of dressed PBH and the projected source radius are comparable, thus the finite source
size effect needs to be considered.

When [ > rg, the center of the lens is outside the projected source and the magnification
for the finite-size source is similar to that for the point-like source. When [ < rg, the
magnification for the finite-size source is totally different from the point-like source situation
and has a finite maximum value for [ = 0. These similarity and difference are manifestly
shown by figure 5 and figure 8. The asymptotic behavior for the finite-size sources is similar
to that for point-like sources and the green line representing Rpao = RSPBH) also has the
unusual behavior. This is because the magnification of a finite-size source can be seen as the
average of magnifications produced by different pieces of it and the small pieces can be seen
as point-like sources.
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Figure 8. Magnification for a finite-size source from dressed PBHs with same 7g =1 /2 but different
Rhah) The red, green, purple, and yellow lines denote dressed PBHs with Rhalo = 10"1,1,10,10?
respectively. The vertical line denotes [ = rg. The dashed (dot-dashed) line denotes the magnification
when Ry, is small (large) enough.
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Figure 9. Microlensing tube radius for a finite-size source from dressed PBHs. The left panel shows
RtubC with different Rhalo and 7s. The red, green, purple, and yellow lines denote g = 0.1,0.5,1, 2.
The right panel shows Rtube with the same mass Mpgy = 10~ 10M@, source radius Rg = 6. 96 x 108 m

and source distance dg = 770 kpc but different Ry, and dp,. The red, green, purple, and yellow hnes

denote dressed PBHs with Rpalo/Rip ) = 10'%,10'6,10'7, 108 respectively.

In figure 9, we show the microlensing tube radius for a finite-size source from gravita-
tional lensing by dressed PBHs in two ways. The left panel shows Rtube with different Rhalo
and 7s. The red, green, purple, and yellow lines denote s = 0.1,0.5,1,2. The red line is
similar to the point-like source case because the finite source size effect is weak. For larger
7g, the finite source size effect becomes more influential and the shape of Rtube changes.
With f%halo increasing, the halo becomes more diffuse. Thus, the maximum magnification
decreases and can be smaller than 1.34, which results in Ryype = 0 for large Rhalo. The right
panel shows Rtube with the same mass Mppy = 10*10M@ and source distance dg = 770 kpc
(which is the distance to M31), but different Ry, and dr,. The source radius is set as the
solar radius (Rs = 6.96 x 108 m), which is the source radius set in Subaru/HSC Andromeda
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observation [14].

4 Improved constraints on primordial black holes

Gravitational microlensing can constrain the PBH abundance by detecting the correspond-
ing microlensing event rate. As shown in the last section, the minihalo surrounding PBHs
can greatly affect the microlensing, therefore, the constraints on PBHs obtained through
microlensing could also be affected. In this section, we focus on the data of OGLE and Sub-
aru/HSC Andromeda observations and give the improved constraints on PBHs from stellar
microlensing. To compare the improved constraints with original constraints, we mostly fol-
low the analysis in [17] for OGLE and [14] for Subaru/HSC Andromeda observations, except
that the surrounding minihalo of PBH is considered.

Assuming that the dark matter density is ppy and the fraction of dressed PBHs in dark
matter is fgppn, then according to eq. (2.19), the expected number of microlensing events

during a timescale interval of [t(Emin), t(EmaX)] can be written as
(max) (max)
ty dy, o (dr w/2
NUPBH) — rf 1 Ns /( - dtg E(tE)fdPBH/ A de()/ by v} fve), (4.1)
tEmln) d}(-lmm) MdPBH 771_/2

where plens = ppoMm fapsa and Miens = Mgppa have been used, tohs is the total observation
time, Ng is the total number of sources, and €(tg) is the detection efficiency estimated from
the simulation for the probability of a microlensing event of timescale tg to be detected.

4.1 OGLE observation

The OGLE observations focus on the stars in the Galactic bulge. The sources are assumed
at the Galactic center and the spatial distribution of dark matter between the source and
the observer is taken as the Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW) profile [46]

pomi(r) = e
(r/r) (L + /1)

(4.2)

with p. = 4.88 x 106M@/kpc3 and r, = 21.5kpc. The velocity distribution is assumed to
follow the Gaussian distribution

1) = g [ 5] (43)

2 )
2moppy 20ppy

2
with the square of velocity dispersion odgy = [(220)2 + (% 100) ] (km/s)2. For the OGLE

data, ds = 8 kpc, tops = b years and Ng = 4.88 x 107. The detection efficiency €(tg) is taken
as the average of detection efficiency data in [47].

Since most OGLE data can be fairly well reproduced by the stellar components, one
can use the null hypothesis of PBH microlensing, i.e. assuming that there is no PBH lensing
in the OGLE data. This would give an upper bound on the PBH abundance. Assuming that
the microlensing events at each timescale bin follow the Poisson distribution, the likelihood
of obtaining OGLE observation data is

Nbin )\(tE,i)NObS (tE,i)e_A(tExi)

;C No 0 — )
(Nobs6) }_[1 Nobs(tE,i)!

(4.4)
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where 0 is the model parameter vector, Nops = {Nobs(tr.1), Nobs(tE2), + > Nobs(tBnpy, ) b 18
the data vector, Nobs(tg,;) is the observed event number at the i-th timescale bin tg;, npin
is the number of timescale bins, and A(tg;) is the expected event number at the i-th bin

A(tg,i) = Nobs(te,i) + NEBW (1), (4.5)
with N&lg BH) (tg;) calculated by eq. (4.1). Consider fqppn as a single model parameter for
an assumed dressed PBHs mass scale, the distribution of fgpgy can be computed by Bayes’
theorem and one can calculate the 95% CL upper bound on the PBH abundance fpgy by
using the OGLE observation data.

1078
PBH

Ruato/ RS

— 10II

10"
— 1013

10

dl'/ dtg [events/star/day/day]
5]
3

10*1“ 1 1 1
1071 10%

tg[day]

Figure 10. The expected differential event rate of microlensing for a single source in the MW

bulge. The model parameters are set the same as the OGLE. The red, green, purple, and yellow solid

lines denote dressed PBHs with R/ R(Sl;}f 1) — 1011,10'2,10'3,10' respectively. For reference, the

dashed (dot-dashed) line denotes the differential event rate when Ry, is small (large) enough.

In figure 10, we show the expected differential event rate in MW for dressed PBHs
with the same mass Mppg = 1073M,, but different Ry., by using eq. (2.19), under the
assumption that all DM is made of dressed PBHs. The model parameters, such as the mass
density profile and the velocity distribution, are set the same as the OGLE. The red, green,
purple, and yellow solid lines denote dressed PBHs with Ry a1,/ Ré};f H _ 10,1012, 1013, 1014
respectively. For reference, the dashed and dot-dashed lines denote the differential event rate
for small enough and large enough Ry, respectively, which have the same shape according
to eq. (2.19) and the analysis of Ryype in section 3.3.

In figure 11, we show the constraints on dressed PBHs and improved constraints on PBH
from OGLE observation data. We consider two typical cases for the relation between the halo
radius and central PBH mass. In the upper panel, we consider that Ry, &« Mppy and the
red, green, purple, and yellow lines denote Rya1o/ Rgc’f 0 _ 10,102,103, 10" respectively.
In the lower panel, we consider that Ry, is independent of Mpgg. The red, green, purple,
and yellow lines denote Rhalo/Réiﬁn) = 109,107,108, 107 respectively, where Réiﬁn) is the
Schwarzschild radius of Sun. In the left panel, the dashed (dot-dashed) line denotes the
constraints when Ry, is small (large) enough. In the right panel, the blue line denotes the
original constraint on PBH abundance without considering the surrounding minihalos.

Recalling that My, = 100Mppy is used, the improved constraints on PBH abundance

fppu are obtained by using Mppy = Mgppu/101 and fpy = fqpsu/101. Therefore, the
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Figure 11. Constraints on dressed PBHs and improved constraints on PBH from OGLE observation

data. The upper panel shows the case that Rp.jo o« Mppg. The red, green, purple, and yellow

lines denote Rpalo /R(SFC)}]? 1) — 101,102,103, 10 respectively. The lower panel shows the case that

Rpalo is independent of Mppy. The red, green, purple, and yellow lines denote Rpalo /Réscﬁn) =

106,107,108, 10° respectively. The dashed (dot-dashed) line in the left panel denotes the constraints
when Ry is small (large) enough, and the blue line in the right panel denotes the original constraint
on PBH abundance without considering the surrounding minihalos.

constraints on fppy plateaus at fpgg = 1/101. The constraints for Mgpgy ~ [10*7, 10°) Mg,
are shifted to constraints for Mppy ~ [107?,1072] M. Due to the existence of surrounding
minihalos, all the constraints will be below 1% and stronger than the original constraints on
PBHs. When the halo size is too large so that the halo is very dispersed, the enhancement
of the constraint will be very weak. If the halo size is small, the constraint can be intensified
by two orders. Although M., = 100Mppy is specified for simplicity in this work, it does
not affect the fact that the existence of dark matter minihalos surrounding PBHs can greatly
change the mass scale and intensity constraints for PBHs. A more detailed relation between
the mass of the central PBH and the surrounding minihalo will only slightly change our
results.

4.2 Subaru/HSC Andromeda observation

The Subaru/HSC Andromeda observations focus on the microlensing of stars in M31 by
PBHs in the halo regions of the MW and M31. Since the halos of MW and M31 are both
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involved, one needs to consider their total contribution. The DM distributions of these two
halos are both taken as NFW profile with p. = 4.88 x 106My /kpc?,r, = 21.5kpc for MW
halo and p. = 4.96 x 106M@/kpc3, r« = 25 kpc for M31 halo. The sources are assumed at
the center of M31. For a lens at df, between the source and the observer, the distances from
it to the center of MW or M31 are

MW = \/RS9 — 2Rgydy, cos 01 cos O + d%, (4.6)
vz & dg — di, (4.7)
where Rg = 8.5 kpc is the distance from the Earth to the MW center, (01, 62) = (121.2°, —21.6°)

represents the angular direction of M31, and dg = 770 kpc is the distance from the Earth to
the M31 center. The velocity distribution is given by an isotropic Maxwellian distribution

1 2
f(vl_) - 7T’UC(7’)2 eXp |:_ UC(T)2:| ) (48)
where v.(r) = /Mnrw(r)/r, Mxrw(r) = 4nperd[n(l + r/r.) — r/(r + r4)] is the mass
within radius r and needs to be calculated individually for halos of MW or M31. For the
Subaru/HSC Andromeda observation data, tops = 7 hours, Ng = 8.7 x 107, €(tg) is taken as
the average of detection efficiency data in [14]. Since there are contributions from both MW
and M31 halos, the differential event rate is the sum of them. By requiring N§$§ B o be
smaller than 4.74, which is the method used in [14], one can get the 95% CL upper bound

on fqpBH-

Ruato/ RS
— 1015

dI'/ dtg [events/star/hour /hour]

10!

tg[hour]

Figure 12. The expected differential event rate of microlensing for a single source in M31. The model
parameters are set the same as the Subaru/HSC Andromeda observation. The red, green, purple, and

yellow solid lines denote dressed PBHs with Rhalo/R(Slsz) = 10'%,10'6,10'7,10'® respectively. For
reference, the dashed (dot-dashed) line denotes the differential event rate when Ry, is small (large)
enough.

In figure 12, we show the expected differential event rate in M31 for dressed PBHs
with same mass Mppy = 1071°M, but different Ry, under the assumption that all DM
is made of dressed PBHs. The model parameters are set the same as the Subaru/HSC An-
dromeda observation. The red, green, purple, and yellow solid lines denote dressed PBHs with

Rhalo/RngH) = 10'%,10'6,10'7, 10'® respectively. For reference, the dashed (dot-dashed) line
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denotes the differential event rate when Ry, is small (large) enough. In this case, the dot-
dashed line and the dashed line have different shapes due to the finite source size effect.
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Figure 13. Constraints on dressed PBHs and improved constraints on PBH from Subaru/HSC
Andromeda observation data. The upper panel shows the case that Ry, < Mpga. The red, green,

purple, and yellow lines denote Ryaio/ R(SIZE H) 10'%,10%6, 107, 10'® respectively. The lower panel
shows the case that Rya.io is independent of Mpgy. The red, green, purple, and yellow lines denote

Rhalo/ Réscﬁn) = 10%,10°,10°,107 respectively. The dashed (dot-dashed) line in the left panel denotes

the constraints when Ry, is small (large) enough, and the blue line in the right panel denotes the
original constraint on PBH abundance without considering the surrounding minihalos.

In figure 13, we show the constraints on dressed PBHs and improved constraints on
PBHs from Subaru/HSC Andromeda observation data, where the finite source size effect
has been considered. In addition, we have considered both the finite source size effect and
the wave optics effect for dressed PBHs with mass Mgppy < 10_8]\/[@. For heavier dressed
PBHs, the wave optics effect can be ignored and the geometrical optics approximation is
good enough. The meaning of denotations in figure 13 is similar to that of figure 11. It is
well known that there is a mass window Mppy ~ [10716,10712] M, that PBH can constitute
all the dark matter, one can find that with surrounding minihalos considered the PBHs in
such a window can be constrained.
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5 Conclusion and Discussion

In this work, we study the gravitational microlensing from dressed PBHs in detail. One can
see that the Einstein radius Rg is an important characteristic scale in microlensing. For
dressed PBHs, one can anticipate their microlensing effects by comparing the halo radius
Rpalo with the Einstein radius Rg. It is found that the microlensing by dressed PBHs
will be asymptotic to that by the point-like lens with the mass of PBH (with the total
mass of PBH and halo) if the surrounding minihalo size is much larger (much smaller)
than the Einstein radius. These asymptotic behaviors are very useful when considering the
microlensing constraints on dressed PBHs. However, this does not mean that the microlensing
effects will monotonically evolve from one asymptotic limit to another. The halo structure
can greatly influence the shape of the deflection angle, images, and magnification when
Rpaio ~ Rg. In addition, there could be multiple images when a more involved minihalo
profile is considered.

Applying the stellar microlensing by dressed PBHs to the data of OGLE and Sub-
aru/HSC Andromeda observations, we obtain the improved constraints on the PBH abun-
dance. The constraints for dressed PBHs have similar asymptotic behavior. The existence
of dark matter minihalos surrounding PBHs can strengthen the constraints on the PBH
abundance by several orders. In addition, with the surrounding minihalos considered, the
Subaru/HSC Andromeda observation data can constrain PBHs in the well-known asteroid
mass window where PBHs can constitute all the dark matter.

Since the nature of dark matter is unclear, we focus on the gravitational effects which
must exist and ignore other possible interactions between dark matter. The self-interaction of
specific dark matter particles like axions or WIMPs can change the halo profile and influence
the constraints [40, 48-50]. Moreover, the formation and evolution of dark matter halos
are very complex. The halo profile can be influenced by the initial fraction of PBHs in
dark matter, the distribution of PBHs, or the tidal force of galaxies. Besides, the PBHs
can be clustered instead of isolated. The clustered PBHs are expected to increase accretion
power and can have different halo parameters. The disruption of halos after the formation
of galaxies also needs to be considered. Therefore, there is still a lot of work to do before we
can accurately calculate the constraints for dressed PBHs and this work can be the basis for
further studies.
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