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Gravitationally lensed quasars have served as a powerful tool for studying the composition of
dark matter (DM) in lensing galaxies. In this work, we propose a novel method to investigate
stellar-mass primordial black holes (PBHs) by using the microlensing effect of strongly lensed Type
Ia supernovae (SNe Ia). Using the parameters of the lensed quasar system PG 1115+80, such as
convergence, shear, and stellar/dark matter fractions, we generate microlensing magnification maps.
A uniform brightness disk model is applied to these maps to evaluate the microlensing amplitude
at different stages of the supernova explosion. We extend this analysis by employing the strong
lensing parameters derived from the Vera C. Rubin Observatory’s Legacy Survey of Space and
Time (LSST) to create extensive image datasets of lensed SNe Ia. Utilizing these datasets and the
Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) test, we compare two models: (1) the fiducial model, where galaxies
are composed of stars and smooth DM, and (2) the alternative model, where galaxies consist of
stars and compact DM, specifically PBHs. Our preliminary analysis predicts that at least 60 image
datasets are required to distinguish these two scenarios at a 95% confidence level. Additionally, by
incorporating the Strong Lensing Halo model-based mock catalogs (SL-Hammocks), which provide
more realistic and precise image data, we refine our prediction to assess the data requirements for
distinguishing cases where PBHs constitute fractions x of the total dark matter mass. Our findings
indicate that 50, 55, and 65 image datasets, corresponding to compact dark matter fractions of
100%, 50%, and 25% (denoted by x), are necessary to distinguish between the specific models.

I. INTRODUCTION

Dark matter is a hypothetical form of matter that,
on a cosmological scale, is approximately five times more
abundant than the familiar baryonic matter, such as mat-
ter composed of neutrons and protons. On the scale
of galaxies, dark matter accounts for about 80% of a
galaxy’s total mass. Since Zwicky’s studies of galaxy
clusters[1], astronomers have widely accepted the gravi-
tational effects of dark matter and applied them exten-
sively in astrophysical research. However, a solid the-
oretical understanding of the nature of dark matter re-
mains lacking. Current research on dark matter models
is primarily divided into two categories. One category
involves particle dark matter, such as axions, weakly in-
teracting massive particles (WIMPs), etc[2, 3], which are
smoothly distributed. The other category considers dark
matter in a more compact form, such as massive com-
pact halo objects (MACHOs) and primordial black holes
(PBHs)[1, 4]. Research into the nature of dark matter is
crucial for the precise construction of cosmological mod-
els.

Microlensing is a vital tool for studying the composi-
tion of matter in galaxies. Analogous to lensed quasars,
strongly lensed supernovae also produce multiple images.
On this foundation, microlensing effects are primarily in-
fluenced by compact objects, such as stars distributed
within the lens galaxies[5, 6]. Light from a source (e.g.,
a quasar[7] or supernova[8]) is further split into multiple
sub-images by the microlensing effect. These sub-images
typically have angular separations on the µ-arcseconds
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scale, which is far below the spatial resolution limit of
current telescopes. As a result, we can only infer the
specific impact of microlensing by observing anomalies
in the strongly lensed images, such as flux variations or
time delays.
Current research indicates that typical microlensing

signals primarily originate from the distribution of stars
within the lens galaxy[9, 10]. However, studies on the
light curves of lensed quasars suggest that incorporating
compact objects, such as primordial black holes (PBHs),
provides a more comprehensive explanation for the influ-
ence of microlensing effect on the light curves[11, 12]. A
considerable amount of research has utilized galactic mi-
crolensing to constrain the abundance of primordial black
holes (PBHs) across various mass ranges, such as[13].
The angular size of a Type Ia supernova is comparable

to that of typical Einstein radii of stars in lensing galax-
ies. This naturally leads to the idea of using supernovae
as an alternative to lensed quasars for dark matter studies
with microlensing. Compared to lensed quasars, super-
novae present several significant advantages. First, the
source size of Type Ia supernovae is more standardized,
eliminating the need for complex considerations, such as
those required in [14], when using SNe as the source in
lensing systems. Second, as ’standard candles,’ the un-
lensed flux of supernovae at each stage of their explosion
is much more predictable. This predictability enables di-
rect use of image flux to study the microlensing effect,
rather than relying on flux ratios, as is necessary when
quasars are chosen as the source. These advantages en-
hances the efficiency of statistical analyses[8]. Although
the sample size of lensed supernovae has been relatively
small in the past, limiting the ability to conduct statis-
tical analysis, the next generation of telescopes, Vera C.
Rubin Observatory[8] and Nancy Grace Roman Space

ar
X

iv
:2

50
3.

22
34

1v
1 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.C

O
] 

 2
8 

M
ar

 2
02

5

mailto:E-mail:liaokai@whu.edu.cn


2

Telescope[15], is highly likely to address this issue, of-
fering a significant increase in the number of detectable
events. To be more specific, the Legacy Survey of Space
and Time (LSST) from the Rubin Observatory will de-
tect hundreds of SN Ia events per year[16, 17], which
would significantly expand the sample size and enhance
the statistical power of future analyses.

In this work, we use microlensing of type Ia supernovae
to probe stellar-mass primordial black holes (PBHs). By
modeling the lens galaxy and its stellar mass distribu-
tion, we can calculate the microlensing scatter in the
usual manner. Assuming the extreme case where all
dark matter consists of PBHs, we generate two scenar-
ios: stars+smooth DM and stars+PBHs. In this context,
predictions can be made regarding how many lensed su-
pernova data points are needed to reject one of these
cases.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section II, we
refer to the parameters in a realistic lensed quasar sys-
tem, PG 1115+80, to provide an initial look at lensed SN
Ia and demonstrate how PBHs influence the microlens-
ing scatter. In Section III, we simulate the entire lensing
process to generate more simulated lensed SN Ia data,
allowing us to make the predictions mentioned earlier.
Finally, in Section IV, we will use the mock catalogs from
the LSST study [18] to give a general discussion and then
provide our conclusions in Section V.

II. THE EFFECT OF PBHS IN MICROLENSING

To study the microlensing effects caused by stars and
other compact objects, we must first simulate the magni-
fication map. This simulation of the magnification map
is performed using the MULES 1 Python package. It
is pixelated, with the magnification factor of each pixel
calculated using a ray-tracing algorithm[20]. The spatial
distribution of stars within the lensing galaxy is random,
represented in our magnification map as randomly scat-
tered points. Three parameters must be generated for
microlensing simulation, κ, γ, f , representing the local
environment in which the stars are situated. κ is the
convergence, which is defined as a dimensionless surface
density, while the γ is called shear and f is the compact
matter fraction.

According to the review[8], to date, six lensed super-
nova events have been successfully observed. But none of
them are typical lensing systems for the future survey like
LSST. The data for lensed supernovae is so limited that
we have to use the lensed quasar system, PG 1115+080,
and simply replace the source from a quasar to our SN
Ia, as this system has been well studied. The local en-
vironment for the 4 images had already been given[19],

1 This package is freely available at
https://github.com/gdobler/mules.

which is showed in Table I. This section directly uses
these parameters.
We simulate magnification maps for these four im-

ages using both (κ, γ, f∗) and (κ, γ, f∗ + fPBHs), where
∗ stands for the stars. They are showed in Fig.1. We
assume PBHs have the same mass of stars which is
set to ⟨MPBHs⟩ = ⟨M∗⟩ = 0.3M⊙. The maps have a
size of 20⟨REin⟩ × 20⟨REin⟩ while the pixel resolution is
4096× 4096, ⟨REin⟩=2.09× 1016 cm in the source plane,
corresponding to redshift configuration (zs = 1.72, zl =
0.31). Here we use the following formula to calculate
⟨REin⟩:

⟨REin⟩ =

√
4G⟨M∗⟩

c2
DsDls

Dls
. (1)

Throughout this work, the cosmological model is
set to the flat ΛCDM with parameters H0 =
67.8 km s−1Mpc−1, and Ωm = 0.3[21], respectively.
This work uses a simple, expanding disk model to sim-

ulate the supernova explosion process, thereby obtaining
the influence of microlensing on the luminosity of the
supernova. According to [22], the microlensing effect is
relatively sensitive to the average size of the source but
does not exhibit a strong correlation with specific de-
tails in the source’s profile model, such as spectral and
luminosity distributions. Thus, we place a circular disk
with a gradually increasing radius over the magnification
map to simulate the supernova. By neglecting the lumi-
nosity model of the supernova, we assume that different
positions on the disk contribute equally to the overall
microlensing effect.
As an example, we randomly select a point on the mag-

nification map to position the supernova, and we illus-
trate the variation of the microlensing effect as the disk
expands in Fig.2. Here we show the microlensing effect
using the parameter ∆m,

∆m = −2.5× log10

∣∣∣∣ µ

µSL

∣∣∣∣ , (2)

µSL =
1

(1− κ)2 − γ2
, (3)

µ is the total magnification, µSL is the macro magni-
fication, and ∆m is the micro magnification, expressed

TABLE I. Table of parameters for simulation, the κ, γ, f is
given by [19], we also assume that all dark matter in the
lensing galaxy exists in the form of primordial black holes
(PBHs), resulting in a compact mass fraction of f ≡ 1 in this
scenario.

Map Image A 1 Image A 2 Image B Image C
κ 0.424 0.451 0.502 0.356
γ 0.491 0.626 0.811 0.315
f = f∗ 0.259 0.263 0.331 0.203
f = f∗ + fPBHs 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

https://github.com/gdobler/mules
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FIG. 1. Microlensing magnification maps, image (a) represents the stars and smooth DM model, the κ, γ, f comes from the
study of PG 1115+080 [19], while image (b) represents the stars and PBHs model, we simply set f ≡ 1 for that. Both (a) and
(b) includes 4 maps corresponding to 4 images of lensed supernova Ia. Every single map gets 4096 pixels each side, equal to
20⟨REin⟩, per pixel have 1.02 × 104 cm in physical scale. The color gradient, from deep to light, corresponds to the magnitude
of the microlensing effect as defined in equation 2.

in units of magnitude. The rate of exploration is set
to 1.5 × 107m/s, which is the average rate by [23]. We
randomly place 20,000 disks representing the supernova,
each corresponding to a size 30 days after the explosion,
on the magnification map. This allows us to statistically
analyze the distribution of the microlensing effect on the
supernova explosion. Every single map have different dis-
tribution, they all showed in Fig.3. As we can see, two
different models, stars with smooth dark matter and stars
with PBHs, do have different distribution in each map.
In the following sections of this article, we will present
a quantitative study of this difference from a statistical
perspective.

III. SIMULATE THE LENSED SNE IA

The basic equation in this work is as follows:

∆m = −2.5× log10|µML|, (4)

where

µML =
F obs

FUnLµSL
, (5)

The F obs corresponds to the observed flux result, while
FUnL represents the unlensed brightness of the type Ia
supernova. µSL denotes the macro magnification. Using
equation 4, the combination of these observables allows
us to calculate the microlensing effect.

In this work, we aim to determine whether the inclu-
sion of primordial black holes (PBHs) is necessary to ac-
count for additional microlensing effects. To do this, we
require both ∆msim and ∆mobs. The value of ∆msim rep-
resents the microlensing magnification, in magnitudes,
derived from our simulations. We generate a distribu-
tion for ∆msim using the method outlined in section II.
On the other hand, ∆mobs corresponds to the magnifi-
cation observed directly. Ideally, we would obtain this
value from actual observations, but since such data are
not yet available, we instead randomly select values from
the ∆msim distribution to represent ∆mobs, while ac-
counting for Gaussian random errors, denoted as σothers

(see subsection B).

Since ∆msim is a distribution, whereas ∆mobs is a di-
rect value, they cannot be directly compared. Thus, we
require a probability-related quantity to quantify the dif-
ference between the two. The method for achieving this
will be fully explained in the subsequent sections.

In the remainder of this article, we will consider the
following two models:

a. Fiducial Model We consider the scenario where
galaxies are composed of stars and smooth DM to gen-
erate both ∆msim and ∆mobs. This model is used to
validate whether our method is accurate.

b. Alternative Model We consider the scenario
where galaxies are composed of stars and smooth DM
to generate ∆msim, while ∆mobs is generated assuming
galaxies are composed of stars and PBHs. This model
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FIG. 2. The magnification map’s zoomed-in view displays an area of 1200 × 1200 pixels within the magnification map. As
the SN Ia profile expands, the magnification values corresponding to the included pixel points within the profile are summed
and averaged, therefore, the microlensing perturbation varies over time, as illustrated in the image at the bottom. The gray
magnification map and the blue magnification map correspond to different scenarios:stars with smooth DM and stars with
PBHs.

represents the central focus of this study.

This section is structured as follows. First, we provide
a detailed description of how the dataset required for this
study is generated. Second, we thoroughly describe the
method used to statistically distinguish between the two
models mentioned above. Finally we will directly show
our result in the last subsection.

A. Strong lensing process

The upcoming LSST survey is expected to discover
numerous lensed SNe Ia events, it’s observation strat-
egy had already been studied by [24]. In this section,
we select the mean values from the provided parame-
ter distributions as the parameters for our strong lensing
simulation to generate the local environment, (κ, γ, f).
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FIG. 3. Based on our assumptions for PG 1115+080, the histogram of the frequency distribution of the total magnification rates
(measured in magnitudes) for the simulated 20000 microlensed supernova events is presented. The definition of the variable on
the horizontal axis is provided in 2, reflecting the deviation of the microlensing magnification from the macro-magnification.

Here we use the Python package Lenstronomy[25] 2 to
obtain these three parameters.

We simply set the mass model of the lensing galaxy as a
power-law elliptic distribution, with its two-dimensional
surface mass density distribution given by:

κ(x, y) =
3− s

2

(
θE√

qlensx2 + y2/qlens

)s−1

, (6)

while the qlens is the axis ratio of the lens, s corresponds
to the profile slope, and θE denotes the Einstein ring in
arcseconds. The origin of the coordinate system is set at
the center of the lens, with a rotation angle of ϕe (external
shear is ignored in this work). In this subsection, we set
these parameters as follows: zl = 0.34 , zs = 0.80 , qlens =
0.7 , s = 2.0 , θE = 0.44′′ , ϕe = 65◦ , γext = 0 , which are
all given by [24].

To generate multiple strongly lensed supernova events,
we uniformly select a certain number of positions to place
the supernovae (in the strong lensing simulation, the host

2 The official site is https://github.com/lenstronomy

galaxy is neglected, and the supernova is treated as a
point source). We then use the aforementioned Python
package to calculate the image positions corresponding
to each source location and display them in Fig.4.
According to equation 6 and the images’ positions just

calculated, theκ and γ can be rapidly worked out. The
next step is to calculate the compact mass fraction, here
we assume de Vaucouleurs profile[26]:

κ∗(x, y) = Ae−k(r/Reff )
1/4

, (7)

which the corresponding complete expression is:

f∗ =
κ∗

κ
. (8)

Parameters in equation 7 are as follows:k = 7.67[26],r =√
qlensx2 + y2/qlensis the position of the SN image rel-

ative to the coordinate origin, Reff is effective radius of
lens, A is the normalization factor. The effective radius
Reff of lens galaxy determined by the following equation,

< Γ >= Γ0 + α(lg(θE/Reff) + 0.05) + β(zl − 0.52). (9)

According to [27], the lens galaxy’s mass density gra-
dient is ⟨Γ⟩ ≈ 2.00, and the values of the other pa-
rameters are Γ0 = 1.981+0.024

−0.024, α = 0.194+0.092
−0.083, and

https://github.com/lenstronomy
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FIG. 4. A schematic diagram of the strong lensing process.
The size of the diagram is 1.6′′ × 1.6′′, with the background
color transitioning from light to dark corresponding to the
convergence κ, from low to high. The red and green solid
lines correspond to the critical line and caustic line of the
strong lensing. The blue crosses and black circles represent
the positions of the source and its images, respectively.

β = −0.309+0.166
−0.160. For any given position, κ∗ ⩾̸ κ and

what we want in this work is to identify the differ-
ences between the two scenarios mentioned previously,
so f∗ needs to be minimized as much as possible. Based
on these conditions, we can determine value of the nor-
malization factor A, thereby obtaining the expression for
f∗.
So far, the preparatory work for simulating µSL and

∆msim has been completed. The final subsection of this
section will provide a detailed discussion of the final sim-
ulation results.

B. Other errors

To ensure the highest level of realism in the simulation,
a series of necessary errors need to be introduced when
simulating the observed supernova magnitudes:

σothers ∼
√

σ2
SL + σ2

int + σ2
pho. (10)

σSL represents the strong lensing error, originating
from the process of modeling the lens. By assuming a sce-
nario where microlensing can be ignored, we can fit the
parameters of the strong lensing process, such as θE, qlens,
and s, as discussed in the previous subsection. This error
arises directly from these parameter estimations. In this
work, we approximate it as a constant: σSL ≈ 0.04mag.

FIG. 5. The cumulative distribution function of p-values.
The red and green solid lines correspond to the two models,
stars with smooth DM and stars with PBHs, the blue line
is uniform distribution. We performed a KS test using the
CDFs of the two models, and the results indicate that both
pKS > α. Therefore, based on the current sample size, we
cannot reject the hypothesis H0 in both models.

σint represents the intrinsic error, which arises from the
variability in the intrinsic luminosity of SN Ia at a given
redshift, zs. According to [28, 29], we approximate it as:
σint ≈ 0.15mag.
σpho represents the photometric error, which comes

from the telescope used to detect the SN Ia. For instance,
the flux detected by the telescope introduces some errors,
and the redshift of SN Ia cannot be measured without un-
certainty. Here, we approximate it as: σpho ≈ 0.01mag.
Considering all the above errors, we obtain σothers ≈

0.16mag, and we will use this value in the next subsec-
tion.

C. Method

After generating the ∆mobs and ∆msim using the
method we have mentioned above, an empirical mea-
surement of the p-value can be used for our statistical
analysis. Its form is as follows:

p = 2×min{P (∆msim > ∆mobs) , P (∆msim < ∆mobs)}.
(11)

To statistically assess and test the dark matter mod-
els, we performed a Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) test [30]
on the microlensing effects produced by the two models
using the p-values defined in equation 11. When a hy-
pothesis is true, the corresponding p-values are uniformly
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distributed between 0 and 13.
The reason for choosing the KS test over the chi-

squared test is primarily that the chi-squared test per-
forms poorly with small sample sizes, whereas the KS
test remains sensitive even with limited samples. Here,
we define null hypothesis: -H0: The true scenario is stars
with smooth DM. But we use two different model, fiducial
model-stars with smooth DM and alternative model-stars
with PBHs, as ∆mobs to test this hypothesis.
The CDF (Cumulative Distribution Function) used in

the KS test is shown in Fig.5. The KS test compares the
separation between the CDFs of the two samples and a
uniform distribution to calculate the pKS. Once pKS is
obtained, it can be compared with the significance level
α. For example, at a 95% confidence level, if pKS > α =
0.05, we conclude that we cannot reject the hypothesis
at this confidence level.

As an example, we use the dataset containing four im-
age data points introduced in Section II to provide a brief
explanation. The results are pKS = 0.472 ≫ 0.05 and
pKS = 0.405 ≫ 0.05. This indicates that, based on the
four images in our assumption, we cannot statistically
reject the null hypothesis. For the fiducial model (stars
with PBHs), ∆mobs and ∆msim come from the same dis-
tribution, making pKS > 0.05 an inevitable result.
Thus, alternative model is what we need to focus on

because determining whether it can be rejected is key to
identifying which dark matter model is correct. In Sec-
tion III, we will conduct further simulations to obtain the
expected number of supernova events needed to distin-
guish between the two models.

D. Final results

After simulating the strong lensing process using the
method described in section IIIA, we generated numer-
ous parameter pairs, (κ, γ, f∗), corresponding to differ-
ent SN Ia events. We use these parameters to produce
various magnification maps and calculate ∆msim of 30,
60, 100 days after the explosion, following the previously
mentioned method, then generate p-values using 11. Ad-
ditionally, to make the simulation more realistic, we in-
corporate the error, σothers, in our KS test.
We plotted the curve of the pKS as a function of the

number of magnification maps in Fig.6. For each number
of maps, we perform the KS test 100 times and use the
median value as our data point. From the plot, it can be
observed that for alternative model, although the pKS ex-
hibits significant fluctuations initially, it shows an overall
decreasing trend. This indicates that as the amount of
statistical data increases, the pKS generated by the KS
test decreases significantly (as expected, since the data
used for the p-value in alternative model originates from

3 Proof: https://statproofbook.github.io/P/pval-h0.

different models). For the fiducial model, the pKS val-
ues consistently fluctuate around 0.5, regardless of the
number of data points. This indirectly demonstrates the
validity of our method.
The plot also reveals that the microlensing effects vary

across supernovae at different stages of explosion, con-
sistent with the results presented earlier in Fig.2. More-
over, even with this variability, it can be observed that for
N > 80, the pKS of each curve for alternative model con-
sistently stabilizes below 0.05. This indicates that, based
on the previously mentioned lens galaxy parameters and
redshift configurations, it is expected to effectively dis-
tinguish between the two dark matter models, stars with
smooth DM and stars with PBHs, after obtaining the
p-value for 60 image data of lensed supernovae Ia at 30
days after explosion.

IV. REALISTIC PREDICTION

In the last section, we generated numerous image
datasets of type Ia supernovae to provide input for our
statistical tool—the KS test—in order to predict how
much data is needed to distinguish whether dark mat-
ter is composed of smooth objects or 100% compact ob-
jects. However, the method used to produce these image
data was not fully rigorous in terms of realistic observa-
tions, as each lensed supernova event has its own unique
strong lensing parameters. Therefore, in this section, we
will use mock catalogs from [18], which have simulated
quasars and supernovae events that will be observed by
LSST in the future. These catalogs are publicly available
on the LSST Strong Lensing Science GitHub 4.
The two main features of these mock catalogs are as

follows. First, in contrast to similar mock catalogs like
OM10 [16], these catalogs do not rely on simple mass
models such as SIE (Singular Isothermal Ellipsoid) or
PL (Power-Law) profiles. Instead, they provide a more
detailed mass distribution that combines both dark mat-
ter and stellar components. This approach allows the
simulations to consider not only galaxy-scale lenses but
also group- and cluster-scale lenses. Second, the catalogs
take into account the presence of subhalos and satellite
galaxies, making the simulations more realistic and reli-
able.
After analyzing the simulation database, we selected

63 type Ia lensed supernova events from 240 predicted
multiple-image lensed supernovae that could be observed
by LSST. For each event, we removed the image near the
lens center, and the type Ia multiple-image lensed su-
pernova systems were then classified into two categories:
double and quad systems.We plot the redshift data and
Einstein radii of these systems in the Fig.7 and Fig.8.

4 The official site is https://github.com/LSST-strong-
lensing/data public.

https://statproofbook.github.io/P/pval-h0
https://github.com/LSST-strong-lensing/data_public
https://github.com/LSST-strong-lensing/data_public
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FIG. 6. The horizontal axis in the plot represents the number of magnification maps used for the KS test, while the vertical
axis corresponds to the associated pKS. For a given number of magnification maps, we perform 100 KS tests and select the
median value. Both (a) and (b) show the pKS curves for three different stages after the explosion. In (a), which corresponds to
the alternative model, we observe that as the number of data points increases to 60, the pKS values for all stages drop below
0.05. In (b), the pKS values consistently fluctuate around 0.5. These results indicate that the alternative model allows us to
reject the null hypothesis after obtaining 60 image data points. However, using the fiducial model, we can never reject the null
hypothesis because, in this model, ∆mobs and ∆msim actually originate from the same distribution.

FIG. 7. The redshift distribution of lensed supernovae Ia is depicted in the plot, with green and red dots representing double
and quad systems, respectively. The black dashed lines in the horizontal and vertical directions indicate the median values
of the lens and source redshift distributions. Additionally, the upper and right margins of the plot display the fitted density
functions for the marginal redshift distributions, providing a clearer view of the distribution trends.
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FIG. 8. The probability density curve of the Einstein radius
distribution, fitted using a Gaussian kernel function, is ap-
plied to the selected data. The black dashed line represents
the median of the Einstein radius distribution.

What’s more, the parameters of the local environment
are also included in the mock catalogs mentioned above.
These are all shown in Fig.9.

According to section IIID, we can distinguish between
the two dark matter models using data from 60 images,
which correspond to 30 SN Ia events in the case of dou-
bles or 15 SN Ia events in the case of quads. However, as
mentioned earlier, there are 63 type Ia lensed supernova
events available for analysis, meaning it is more than suf-
ficient in realistic observational scenarios to differentiate
between stars with smooth DM and stars with PBHs. In
the second model, we assumed that all dark matter con-
sists of compact objects (f = f∗ + fPBHs ≡ 1), which
represents an extremely limiting assumption, as opposed
to considering a mixture of smooth DM and PBHs. Given
the extensive database provided by the chosen catalogs,
more detailed and nuanced analyses can be conducted.

Here, we assume that the fraction of compact dark
matter relative to the total dark matter is x. The com-
pact matter fraction can then be described by the follow-
ing equation:

f = f∗ + x(1− f∗), (12)

where f∗ corresponds to the scenario of stars with smooth
DM.

Due to the limitations of computational power on per-
sonal computers, we temporarily refrain from perform-
ing a detailed numerical simulation for the precise val-
ues of x. Instead, we select three representative values:
1.0, 0.5, and 0.25, corresponding to compact dark mat-
ter making up 100%, 50%, and 25% of the total dark

matter mass, respectively, for preliminary calculations.
Using the method described in Section IIID and denote,
we can redefine alternative model as : ∆mobs comes from
the stars with x fraction of PBHs, incorporating all possi-
ble errors as detailed in Section III B. The final results are
presented in Fig.10(here we only use alternative model).
As we can see in Fig.6, using different disk sizes for the
explosion at various days has little effect on our results
when performing the KS test. Therefore, we use the size
of 30 days after the explosion for our simulation in Fig.10.
From Fig.10, we can see that as the fraction of compact

dark matter (x) decreases, more image data is required
to reject the hypothesis we proposed, with the required
numbers being 50, 55, and 65, respectively. When x =
1.0, the required number of image data differs from the
60 data points needed in section III. This indicates that
the precision of the model has a significant impact on the
statistical results.

V. DISCUSSION

In this section, we will review some of the assumptions
made in the simulations presented in this paper, analyze
and discuss the results obtained. We will also point out
areas for improvement, as well as aspects that need more
detailed study in future simulations and observations.
As mentioned in section II, we assume that each part

of the supernova explosion is equally affected by the mi-
crolensing effect because microlensing is particularly sen-
sitive to the source size rather than the spectral or bright-
ness distribution. Additionally, we have set the average
velocity of SNe Ia to 1.5×107 m/s. It is important to note
that when using lensed quasars to estimate the stellar-
mass PBHs in lens galaxies, as in [14], the uncertainty
in the source size has significant adverse effects. This
is because the amplitude of microlensing variations de-
creases as the source size increases [31]. However, the
situation is considerably different when using lensed SNe
Ia. While the uncertainty in the explosion velocity can
also influence the disk size on the magnification map
when calculating microlensing scatting, Fig. 6 demon-
strates that different explosion stages (corresponding to
varying disk sizes) have minimal impact on the KS test
results. As shown in the figure, all pKS-curves for the
various stages stabilize below 0.05 once the number of
image data reaches 60. And this value of the velocity of
explosion is much larger than any other velocity like the
lens and the source, the velocity of the observer, and the
proper motions of the microlenses[32], for example, the
transverse velocity of lensed quasar is 600 km/s.
We have considered many potential errors in real obser-

vations in section III, but some aspects were overlooked.
σSL is an error strongly correlated with the uncertainty of
strong lensing parameters, such as redshifts (zs , zl), Ein-
stein radii (θE), and source positions. Whether we can
empirically treat this value as a constant is a topic that
warrants further discussion in future studies. Similarly,
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FIG. 9. The distribution of parameters, (κ, γ, f∗). The horizontal and vertical axes correspond to κ (convergence) and γ
(shear). The color of the data points represents the variation in f∗, which indicates the content of compact objects.

FIG. 10. The setup of the horizontal and vertical axes is consistent with that of Fig.6. The blue, red, and green curves
correspond to different compact dark matter fractions. As in Fig.6, each data point represents the median value obtained after
doing KS test 100 times.
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σint and σpho require more specific evaluations based on
different telescopes and surveys, such as LSST.

Another important issue to note is that, based on the
statistical method we use, ∆mobs is randomly selected.
Repeating the KS test multiple times to mitigate this
randomness is essential. In this study, although we per-
formed 100 tests for each data size (i.e., number of im-
ages), as shown in Fig. 10, the results still exhibit signif-
icant fluctuations. Increasing the number of tests in the
future would greatly enhance the precision of the statis-
tical results.

This work is inspired by the study of [14], which used
the microlensing of lensed quasars to test whether the
stars in the lensing galaxies of a population of lensed
quasars are sufficient to account for the observed mi-
crolensing signal. The study concluded that, based on the
current COSMOGRAIL sample, the two models—stars
and smooth DM and stars and PBHs—cannot be dis-
tinguished. However, they predict that around 900 mi-
crolensing curves would be needed to distinguish between
these two models. In contrast, for our work, this num-
ber is approximately 25 lensed SNe Ia events. Thanks to
the upcoming LSST survey, approximately 3,500 lensed
quasars and 200 lensed supernovae (including one-third
being type Ia) with resolved multiple images will be dis-
covered [18]. This means that in the future, we will have
the opportunity to use both lensed QSOs and SNe Ia
for real tests and detailed analyses, allowing us to study
the fraction of compact objects relative to the total dark
matter mass, using the realistic data from LSST.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we study the microlensing effect caused
by stellar-mass compact objects on lensed SNe Ia. More

specifically, we provide a statistical prediction for the
amount of data required to study the content of stellar-
mass PBHs in lensing galaxies. The main results are as
follows:
a. Microlensing Effect By using the same image pa-

rameters (κ, γ, f), we can generally generate microlens-
ing magnification maps. The histograms show that dif-
ferent scenarios exhibit visible differences, but these dif-
ferences are not significant at a statistical level.
b. Preliminary Prediction By providing certain

strong lensing parameters and varying the source posi-
tion, we can quickly generate a large amount of image
data for the KS test. We find that the two models can
be distinguished after including 60 image data points,
and different explosion stages have minimal influence on
this result.
c. Realistic Prediction Using catalogs from the

LSST’s realistic studies, we assume different compact ob-
ject fractions relative to the total dark matter mass as
100%, 50% and 25%. We find that approximately 50, 55
and 65 image data points are required to distinguish each
of these scenarios, respectively.
Lensed SNe Ia are a powerful tool for studying the na-

ture of dark matter in lensing galaxies. Although the
article [33] finds no evidence of PBHs in the Milky Way,
we cannot rule out the existence of PBHs in other galax-
ies. The best way to study this problem at cosmological
distances is the method outlined in this paper.
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