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Abstract. The influence of rotating binary systems on the lighh the source, the lens, and in the earth-sun system (at the ob
curves of galactic microlensing events is studied. Thrée dserver), where the most dramatic effects are caused byt rota
ferent rotating binary systems are discussed: a rotatingripi ing binary lens through the motion of the caustics.
lens, a rotating binary source, and the earth’s motion atoun In Sect. 2, a description of the binary motion is given, which
the sun (parallax effect). The most dramatic effects arismf is needed in the following sections. Section 3 reviews soae b
the motion of a binary lens because of the changes of the casiss of galactic microlensing. Section 4 shows the paragmaetr
tic structure with time. | discuss when the treatment of a mtion for rotating binary lens events and some examplesdot li
crolensing event with a static binary model is approprifite.curves. In Sect. 5, estimates are shown which help to decide
is shown that additional constraints on the unknown physicghether the treatment of a binary lens as being static iscappr
guantities of the lens system arise from a fit with a rotatiing tpriate. Section 6 discusses rotating binary sources in & sim
nary lens as well as from the earth-around-sun motion. Feor tlar way as for binary lenses. In Sect. 7, | also treat the earth
DUO#2 event, a fit with a rotating binary lens is presented. around-sun motion (parallax effect) which has been noted by
Gould (199p) and observed by MACHO (Alcock et [al. 1995).
Key words: gravitational lensing — dark matter — binariesIn Sect. 8, it is shown how additional information about phys
general — Stars: low-mass, brown dwarfs — planetary systeial parameters follows from the parameters for a rotating b
nary lens and from the parallax effect. For completeness, it
also noted that an additional constraint follows from thédin
source size, if the physical size of the source is known. Sec-
tion 9 finally presents a fit for the DUO#2 event using a ro-

Itis a fact that mass objects in a binary system exhibit dimta tating binary lens, which uses different parameters than th
around their center of mass. However, this motion has mos#gtic binary fits already mentioned (Alard et.[al 1995; Do-
been neglected in discussions of binary sources and lenseginik [L997h). The appendix compares the parameters defined
the context of galactic microlensing. Binary motion canyplal Sect. 7 with the treatment of the parallax event by MACHO
a role through a binary lens, a binary source, and the motigcock et al[199b).

of the earth (with the observer on it) around the sun (paral-

If';\x effect). Griest & Hu 2) have presented an e_xamplaéy Binary motion

light curve for a rotating binary source and have claimed tha

such events are rare. As we will see in this paper, howeviy,order to set the notation, | review some properties of the
the influence of the rotation effects increases with the eveynamics of binary systems (see eg. Landau & Lifshitz 1969,
timescale. In addition, for the unknown halo populationtrot p. 29f.) in this section. Let us consider an object of mass
ing is known about the distribution of parameters for hytth atr; and an object of mass, atr,. The Lagrangian of this
ical binary systems. Taking into account the large uncetis  System is given by

in the position of the lens and the relative velocity between 1

source, lens, and observer, the rotation effects cannoebe b = — 1 71% + —para® — V (|r1 — 7a)) | Q)
glected a-priori and fits with static models should be chdcke 2

for consistency. In fact, an event showing the motion of thehereV is the gravitational potential

earth around the sun has already been detected (Alcock et. al (11 1o

f[99%) and the EROS#2 event can be explained by microledst|r1 — 72[) = —Gm : 2)

ing of an eclipsing binary (an even more special case of a ro- ! 2

tating binary source) (Ansari et 95). It is howeverlieu This is the Kepler problem.

ful, whether the EROS#2 event is due to microlensing at all Letr be the difference vectoR the coordinate of the cen-
(Paczyﬁski6). In this paper | will discuss binary motioter of mass,M the total mass angd the reduced mass given

1. Introduction
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by Changingt to £ + 27 corresponds to one revolution, so that the
period is given by
T =T1—T2,
HAT1 + o7 a®
R=——"=-°- 4) T =2 —. 16
1+ iz @ ™\ G (16)
M = p+pe, ®) Since, forn € Z, x(§ + n2w) = x(£) andy(§ + n27) =
u = _tka (6) ¥(&) one can subtract full periodsfrom the given time and
H1 + H2 solve
With these definitions, the Lagrangian can be written as \/?
t'=t—nT =/—=— (£ —esinf) a7
1. . 1
L=-MR’+u?-V(r]. @) GM
2 2 fora¢ € [0,2n). With
The Euler-Lagrange equation fét is ol =k with keZ k<z<k+l (18)
d oL d . . .
=——=— (MR, 8) and the period’, Eq. (1) can be written as
t t .
so thatR = const., i.e. the center of mass moves uniformly. A" \ 7 {TD =& —esing. (19)

one chooses a coordinate system with the origin at the center
of mass, one haR = 0 and therefore Forg = 0 att = to one has

t—1 t—1
f2 1 0 ol _ y
r = r and ro=— r. 9 27T( —{ J) =¢{ —esin. (20)
YT e 2T+ e ©) T T

As can be seen from the Lagrangiaiit) gives the motion of FOré = & att = ¢;, = 0is obtained for

a particle of masg in the gravitational potential T )
v to =t1 — %(50 —esinfp), (21)
- _oHZ
V(r|) =-G i (10) so that

For a gravitationally bound system, the trajectory is an e} (t —h_ V —h + i(go — 5Sin§0)J) +
lipse in a plane perpendicular to the angular momenium T T 2m

where the origin (center of mass) is in a focus of the ellipse. +& —esinéy =& —esiné (22)
Let e be the eccentricity and the semimajor axis. With polar

coordinategr, ), the trajectory is given by will yield a £ € [0, 27).

Letr = |r| andv = |7 |. The total energy, which is the

q U :
O R ar—r (11) Sum of the kinetic energ¥ and the potential energy
+ecosyp
BeT+v =ty GM (23)
whereq = a(1 — £2). The minimal value i, = a(l — ¢) 2 r

obtained forp = 0, and the maximal value iS,.x = a(1 +¢€) s related to the semimajor axisby
obtained forp = .

Therefore, one can parametrize the curve with a parameger_ _ GpM _ (24)
¢ as 2a
From Eq. [2B) and Eq| (P4), and with
r(&) = a(l —ecosf). (12) 2 2p) a[(k4)
7T
The components along the semimajor axigl{rection) and the Veirc = 7 > (25)

semiminor axisg-direction) follow as the velocity as a function of reads

I(&) = a(cos§ — 6) R (13) 5
y(§) = av1l—e?sin€. (14) 0(r) = veire \/ . 1. (26)

The time dependence is given by The maximal velocity is obtained fot,;, as
3 1+e¢
t= C;L—M (5 — esin é‘) , (15) Umax = U(rmin) = Ucirc 1_2’ (27)

so thatt = 0 corresponds to the poiift.,i,, 0). One sees that and the minimal velocity is obtained fof,.x as

in general this equation cannot be solved analytically¢fto
yield z(¢) andy(t) but instead has to be solved numerically/min = 0(max) = Vecirc 11e’ (28)

—
|
)
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The ratio between,, ., andvy,;, is in the lens plane and

Umax 1+E€
Umin 1 —¢

Dy

po = (29) n=-rey=rpY. (35)
d

Values forp, for different eccentricities are shown in TabIE 1. In these equationsg denotes the Einstein radius, given by

From the virial theorem, one obtains for the expectationesl
A4GM Dg Dys

of the kinetic and the potential energy the relation J— - (36)
c Dy ’
2 <I>=—<V>, 30 . . . .

(30) andry, = g: rg denotes the projected Einstein radius. For a
so that one obtains for the raditugnd the velocity the rela- system of N lenses at positions (V) with mass fractionsn;,
tions the lens equation reads

11 N _
<=>= -, 31 €r — m(z)

r a ( ) Yy=x — Z T .2 (37)

= -z
and
CM  4x2 Letv, be the velocity of the relative motion between lens,

2 ™ 2 2 ;

LW>=— = T2z @ = Vcirc- (32) source, and observer as measured in the lens plane. If one con

siders a coordinate system in which the observer and thesour
are at restp, gives the relative motion of the lens. Alterna-
) ) .. tively, one can consider a coordinate system in which the ob-
Table_ 1. The_ ratiop,, betwee_n_ _the maximal and the mlnlm""Eerver and the lens are at rest, so thatgives the motion of
velocity for different eccentricities the source position as projected onto the lens plane. lereith
case, a characteristic timescale of the motion (and thexefio

€ Pv the event) is given by
0  1.000 rg

0.01 1.020 te=_~. (38)

0.05 1.105 +

0.1 1111 This definition means that the moving object transverses one

0.2 1.500 Einstein radius in the lens plane in the time

03  1.857 Let tmax denote the time at the closest approach to the line-

04 2333 of-sight andu,,;, the impact parameter at,.. in units of the

8'2 2'888 Einstein radiug'g. For a point source and a point-mass lens,

07 5667 one obtains for the impact parameter at tilme

0.8 9.000

0.9 19.000 u(t) =/ ui, + [p(1)]? (39)

with
t—t
plt) = —=, (40)
E
3. Some basics of gravitational lensing and the amplification is given by (e.g. Paczyf{ski 1986)
The effect of light bending by a point masg at the distance w2 +2
D4 from the observer and at distantyg, from the source ob- Au) = m . (41)
ject which is located at a distané#, from the observer can be
described by the gravitational lens equation The light curve for an event involving a point source and a
- point-mass lens is therefore described by the 3 paramgiers
y=x— T3 4 (33) tmax’ andumin-
||

(e.g. Schneider et &. 1992), wheyds a dimensionless coor-4. Rotating binary lenses

dinate in the plane perpendicular to the line-of-sight obse ] ) o

lens at the position of the source (source plane)ansla di- FOr a rotating binary lens, one needs the projection of e tr
mensionless coordinate in a corresponding plane at thiigrosij€ctory onto the lens plane. The orientation of the rotasiys

of the lens (lens plane). The physical position of the ligiyt r t€m relative to the lens plane is given by two angleand~.

connecting the source and the observer is given by For3 = 0andy = 0, z is chosen along,, y alongz, and the
angular momentunt. is towards the observer{-direction).

E=rgx (34) The angles describes a rotation of the lens system around
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and the angley a following rotation of the lens system around¢hosen agy. For Fig.l]., the lens model BL for the MACHO
Zo. This means that one has the transformation LMC#1 event has been used (Dominik & Hirshfe¢ld 1996), so

thatty = 16.27 d, t;, = 433.18, p = 0.4077, m; = 0.463,

X1 x

. _ iR Y (42) o = 1.151, b = 0.146, andmpase = 4.5170. mpase denotes
xg e . the negative observed magnitude at the unlensed stat¢ and
3 the contribution of the source to the total light at unlenstadie.
with The rotation period has been choserfas 365 d, 100d, 50 d,
cosy sinfsiny cosBsiny and 25 d. For Fid]2, the lens model BLO for the OGLE#7 event
Ry — 0 cos B —sin . (43) has been used (Dominfk 199fb¥o thatty = 80.88 d, t, =

1173.25, p = 1.131, m; = 0.506, o = 2.297, b = 0.048,

f = 0.557, andmupa.se = —17.5171. The rotation period has
Sincez = 0 and thex3-value is redundant, the transformatiomeen chosen g€ = 3000 d, 1000 d, 365 d, and 100 d.

—sin~y sin B cosy cos [ cosy

reduces to One sees that dramatic effects occur if the period is small,
21\ 1 [ cosvy sinfBsiny x " especially if additional caustic crossings occur. But efcera
o) rp 0 cos 3 y ) ( period of 365 days, a deviation from the MACHO LMC#1-fit

] ] ) ] ] is visible, and for a period of 1000 days a second peak for pa-
A rotation around:; is not considered here, since it can be pyhmeters near the OGLE#7-fit occurs. This constellatiokdoo
into the orientatiorax of the source trajectory. _a little like the DUO#2 event. A corresponding model is dis-
Altogether, one needs the following parameters for lensiRgssed in Sedf] 9. Note that the rotation period is aboutiéxti

by a rotating binary lens: larger than the timescaleg, for this constellation, nevertheless

— The point of timet,, of the closest approach of the sourc@ dramatic effect occurs in the light curve. Note also thattk
to the center of mass of the lens system, ample used by Griest & HJ (1992) for rotating binary sources
— the characteristic tima; = rg /v, used a period” which is 4 times smaller thaf;.
— the mimimal projected distanéen the lens plane between
source and center of mass of the lens system in units of fieWhen is the rotation effect negligible?
Einstein radius,
— the anglex between ther;-direction and the direction of
the projected source trajectory,
— the mass fractiom; = p; /M,
— the semimajor axis in units of the Einstein radius a /g,
— the rotation angles,

Let us consider a fit for a static binary lens. As discussed by
Dominik [{L997h), cited as D97a in the following, the rotatio
periodT can be estimated using the timescialeand distribu-
tions of the lens position and the velocity . In a similar way,
one can also obtain probability distributions for the ratiche

. timescales
— the rotation angle, )
~ the periodl’, Rr = ?E , (49)
— the eccentricity,
— the phasé, att = t,. and the ratio of the velocities of the binary motion of theslen

) o . and the perpendicular motion with respect to the line-gfisi
Compared with the static binary lens, one needs 5 additional

parameters. R, = ¢ (50)
The position of a hypothetical object of mast therefore, UL
using Egs.[(13)[(4), and (44), Note that irrespective of the eccentricityv? >= v2,., and
the maximal and minimal velocities are of the same order for
r1(t) = p{COS Y(cosé(t) —¢) + moderate eccentricities as shown in Sect. 2. The projection
) ) ) the velocity of the lens system to a plane perpendiculardo th
+ sin fsinyV1 — &2 Smg(t)} g (45) line-of-sight may be lower than this, but the velocity is per
2a(t) = pcosﬁﬂsmg(t} ’ (46) pendicular to the line-of-sight at least twice a period. E&g3-

ing Rt and R, in terms of the fit parameters, the lens dis-
and, with Eq. [[9), the positions of the masggsandy, are tancex = Dy/Ds, and the dimensionless velocity parameter

iL‘(l)(t) T — e () = —mz(t). (47) ¢ = vy /v (Wherev, is a characteristic velocity), yields

From Eq. [2p), the value af € [0, 27) for agivent is given by Ry = = 22 , 1)
4 PBDsch(l_x)C
t—1p t—1p 1 :
27T< . _{ 7 +%(§0—€Slnfo)J) + and
j— 1 = - i . 48
+& —esingy =& —esiné (48) RU—E\/ tg ' (52)
Examples for rotating binary lenses are shown in Figs. 1 2 | pDsvez(l —2)C

and[D. For both figures§ = v = ¢ = & = 0, andp has been ' This model coincides with that of Alard et. § (1995).
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Fig. 1. Rotating binary lenses with parameters as for the BL-fit of GO LMC#1.8 = v =¢ =& = 0.a7 = 365d,b
T=100d,cT=50d,dT =25d.

Fig. 2. Rotating binary lenses with parameters as for the BLO-fitGLE#7.6 = v =¢c =& = 0.aT = 3000d,b 7" = 1000d,
cT =365d,dT =100d.
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One sees that wherer measures the distance from the Galactic ceriteg;
is the distance from the sun to the Galactic center,arid the
R, =2mp Rr . (53) local density at the position of the sun. With the valdzs=

50 kpc andRgc = 10 kpc, and the halo being extended up
to the LMC, located aB2° from the Galactic center as seen
from the observer, one obtaif$) = 0.105, £(1) = 0.0407,

W (—%) = 1.225and thereforé”(—1, —3, — 1) = 3.16. Using
slightly different values foD (55 kpc) andRq¢ (8.5 kpc), and
varying the core radiug between 0 and 8 kpc yields estimates
which differ by about 5 %.

For the expectation values, one obtains

Note that there are two problems with these quantitiest,Fiss
discussed above, the projected trajectory of the binarypoem
nents are not circles. Second, from fits with static binargimo
els, one only gets the projected distarlpg between the ob-
jects, where > x in general ang = 2y for circular projected
trajectories.

SinceRr, R, o /tg andRy o< \/1/p3, R, < 4/1/p, the

rotation of binary lenses is most important for events watig ,
tg and smallp. c -1/2 (5 \ "2
o bl <Rp> = 1.23-1073 p=%/2 (”7) (—d) (62)

SinceRr andR, are of the form 210 km/s 1
_ 1/2
G(te, @, ¢) = Golte) [2(1 - 2)]* (' (54) 4108yl (Ve TV (e
e | robabity dictibu <fy> = T.74-1077p (210 km/s) 1a) 63
with k = [ = —3, estimates and probability distributions ca . .
be derived using the approach presented in D97aH(ef) dz The probability density for
be the probability for finding: in [z, z + dz] (WhereH (z) is #r = Rr/<Rr>= R,/<R,> (64)
proportional to the mass densijtyz))f, K (¢) d¢ be the prob- s given in D97a as
ability for finding ¢ in [¢,{ + d(], and letT'(r, s) be defined 3
as p(ﬂR) _ 4 [‘:(1)] IQ75 / H(‘T) .
_ QW S e
T(s) = [ o1 = )" H(w)¢* R(Q)dC o (55) 1 )
“exp{ — E— dz , (65)
which separates as { <I€R V(1 —z) E(3) W(—%)> }
T(r,s) =Z(r) W(s), (56) and the probability density foxp = Ig < is given as
41n10 =) H(x)
where = .
=(r) = /[x(l —x)|" H(z)dz, (57) 4
1 =(1)
_ — A SO (I dr. (66)
W(s) = /CSK(C) dc (58) 1007 /(1 —z) E(3) W(=3)

) ) o ] These probability densities are shown in Fﬁb 3, where sym-
if the velocity distribution does not depend an Following  metric intervals aroung Rr> or <R, > containing proba-

D974, the expectation values for a quan@ityassuming an un- pijities of 68.3 % and 95.4 % respectively are shown far.
known mass distribution are given by The bounds of these intervals are also shown in THble 2. The

T(k+1,1) smallest and the largest value in the 95.4 %-interval diffea
<G>=Go =0 Go F(=1,k,1). (59) factor of about 5.
- For the binary lens fits to MACHO LMC#1 (Dominik &
Let us adopt the simple galactic halo model of D97a withHirshfeld[199), one obtains the values shown in Tgble X:eSin
velocity distribution of the true semimajor axis = prg is not yielded by the fit,
~ the estimates refer to = x, which corresponds to a minimal
K(¢) = 2¢ exp {—¢*} (60)  value of the perio@ ., because > y for any gravitationally

bound system an@ « p3/2. The timescale]ff) corresponds
to the Einstein radius of the smaller mass with mass fraction
1- mau,

2 2
plr) = o 252 (61) ' =teVI=mi. (67)

wherewv. has been chosen so that? >= 2, and the mass
density of halo objects being

One sees that the rotation is not likely to play a dominant

. i X L = effect, however a marginal effect may show up. For the wide bi
this effect vanishes. However, if one sees the binarityro&tion is .
especially important for sma nary models (BA, BA1, BA2), the peak arises from the passage

® H(z) = p(x)/po, wherep is an arbitrary characteristic masshear the smaller mass on a timesdéfé, so that the influence
density, so that at the distanae, where p(zo) = po, one has from the binary rotation on the peak will be smaller than-esti
H(zo) = 1. mated usingg.

2 |t is implied that one has an effect from binarity. For— 0,
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Table 2. The bounds of symmetric intervals arouad®> or <R, > on a logarithmic scale which correspond to probabilities of
68.3 % and 95.4 %

Adess  Alosa 10~ AXes.3 108*68.3 10~ AHr95.4 108 95.4

0.1844  0.3317 0.654 1.53 0.466 2.15

Fig. 3. The probability densitiea p(x ) (left) andb ¢(Ar) (right) with symmetric 68.3 % and 95.4 % intervals arounll;>
or <R,>

Table 3.MACHO LMC#1.: Estimates o2 andR,, for differ-  (ys-direction). The angl@ describes a rotation of the source

ent binary lens models. system around; and the anglé a following rotation of the
source system aroung. As for the rotating binary lens, one
BL BL1 BA BA1 BA2 has the transformation
tg[d] 1627 17.53 685 155 35.7 (y1 ) _ 1 [ cosy sinEsLn’i <a:) (69)
tPd — — 1757 1515 1772 Y2 &0 0  cosp Y
<Rr> 0054 0050 0.0086 0.0047 0.0030 A rotation aroundys need not to be considered here, since it
<R,> 0.069 0.069 013 0.065 0.034 can be put into the orientatianof the lens trajectory.

For lensing of a rotating binary source one needs the fol-
lowing parameters:

6. Rotating binary sources — The point of timet,, of the closest approach of the lens to

o ) . ) the center of mass of the source system,
In their discussion of binary sources, Griest & Hiu (1992)éhav _ the characteristic timés — i /v 1,
also mentioned their rotation. Here | show that the pararsete_ o mimimal projected distandein the source plane be-

for a rotg_tlng bllnaryLsourr]ce clan_ be ch(_)sen fmh ar|1alogy to the tween lens and center of mass of the source system in units
rotating binary lens. Let the relative motion of the lensgeer of the projected Einstein radius,

dicular to the source-observer-line projected to the soplane the anglew between they, -direction and the direction of

be the projected lens trajectory,
lons cosa \ t—tp _sina \ ~ — the luminosity _offset ratio, _
y (1) = ( sin & ) m T ( COSE ) b, (68)  _ the mass fractiom; of source object 1,

— the semimajor axis in units of the projected Einstein radius
wheret, is the point of time of closest approach to the cen- p = a/r},
ter of mass of the binary source system. The orientationef th- the rotation angléi,
rotating system relative to the source plane is given by two a — the rotation anglé,
glesﬁ and~. Forﬁ = 0 andy = 0, z is chosen along,, y - the periodf,
alongy- and the angular momentuhis towards the observer — the eccentricity,
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— the phasefg) att = ty,. 7. The parallax effect

Compared with the static binary source, one needs 6 adfit- Parameters
tional parameters. The annual motion of the observer (on the earth) around the su

From Egs. [13),[(34), andl (69), the position of a hypothetives another effect of rotating binaries. It has been roeeti
cal object of the reduced mass is given by by Gould {199p) and observed by the MACHO collaboration

(Alcock et al[1995). In contrast to the other cases of airgat
yi(t) = ﬁ[cos v(cos&(t) — €) + lens or a rotating source, one knows most of the parameters of
- the binary system:
i inyy/1—e2sin&(t 70
+ sinfsiny & sing( )} ’ (70) — the rotation period’,

y2(t) = pcos Py 1 —e2siné(t), (71) - the semimajor axigg,

— the eccentricity,
and the positions of the source objects 1 and 2 are, using the point of time when the earth is in perihelign

Eq. @), One also knows the position of the source of light charazgelri
~ ~ b
y () =1 —m)yt), y@)=—my). (72) 7 _ _ N
N N — the longitudep measured in the ecliptic plane from the per-
Note that foréy, = 0 and3 = 5 = 0, one obtaina;/l(ﬁ,) = ihelion towards the earth’s motion,

p(1 — ) andysa(t,) = 0, so that object 2 is found left from — the latitudey measured from the ecliptic plane towards the
object 1 on they;-axis, as for the binary lens. The value of ecliptic north.

¢ € [0,27) for a givent is obtained from (see EﬂZZ)) A fit to an observed light curve for a parallax event involves

two additional fit parameters:

t—t, |t—t, 1 /~ _ ~
2m 7 7 + Gy (Eo —é&sin 50) + — the length of the semimajor axis projected to the lens plane
_ _ measured in Einstein radil,
+& —€sin&y =& —£sin€. (73) — arotation angle) in the lens plane describing the relative

orientation ofv; to the sun-earth system.
The distance of the source objects from the projected lens

position is given by A displacement of the observer’s position &y is equiv-

alent to a displacement of the source position projectetido t

lens plane by
w(t) = [y (1) - y D (t)| )

oL ="250=(1-2)60. 77)
and Dy

If one chooses: andy in the ecliptic plane and towards the
ug(t) = ‘yUC“S)(t) - y(Q)(t)‘ . (75) ecliptic north, where the sun is in the origin, positivés into

the direction of the perihelion and positiyés from the perihe-

For a point-mass lens these values can be directly inserted ilion towards the earth’s motion, the motion of the earthvegi
the expression for the magnificatigof a point-mass lens (seeby

e.g. PaczyhsKi 1986; Griest & Hu 1992) 2(£() = aw(cos(E(t)) — <), (78)
Alu) — u? + 2 76 y(E(t) = agV'1—e?sin((1)), (79)
Cuu+4 where{(t) € [0, 2m) can be obtained from

Due to the absence of extended caustics, the effect o&ﬂa(t —tp V - th) — ¢ csing (80)
7 :

rotating binary source and a point-mass lens is less dramati T

than for a rotating binary lens. Examples are shown in H'g',‘f‘his motion has to be projected to the lens plane which is to-
The parameters have been chosen, so that one gets a bifaps the longitude and the latitude, as defined before. Let
source fit for OGLE#5 fofl" — oo as trans-configuratiol  he dimensionless coordinates in the lens plang hé,, and

This means thaty = 26.27, a = 14512, #, = 825.719d, gt 7, pe a coordinate perpendicular to the lens plane towards
b=0.4624,w = 0'3819’Nandmbaéc - _17'9576' pP= 0.8679  the observer, so that one gets a right-handed system. If one
has been chosen so thats the distance in the static case anehooses.’fl — 2, = yandd; = —zforp = y = 0,

my = 0.5. 3,7, € andg have been chosen as zero dnthkes  he angle, gives a rotation around thg -axis and the anglg

the values 100 d, 50 d and 25 d. a following rotation around th&,-axis, so that one gets

* The cis-trans-symmetry for binary sources has been disduss (7, \ 1—=x R x(&(t))
Dominik & Hirshfeld (199f). 2\ ylE)

gQ B TE (81)



M. Dominik: Galactic microlensing with rotating binaries 9

Fig. 4.Rotating binary sources with parameters as for a binaryceditrfor OGLE#5 (trans-configuratiorﬁ.: y=¢€= {0 =0,

andm; = 0.5.a7 =100d,bT =50d,cT = 25d.

with

(—sinxcos<p —sinxsingo)
Ro = .
—singp cos

and therefore, with
) ag(l—x) 7

TR

one obtains

Fu(t) = o[~ sinycos plcos&(t) — ¢)
— sinysinpy/1 — &2 sing(t)} ,

Talt) = o[ - sing(cosé(t) — ) +
+ cospy/1 — e2sin §(t)} .

The rotation arounds by ¢ finally gives

z1(t) = costpzi(t) +siny T2(t),
xa(t) = —siny T1(t) + cosyp Ta(t) .

(82)

(83)

(84)

(85)

(86)
(87)

Let p be the parameter along the source trajectory é@ride
distance perpendicular to it measured from a line parallgie
source trajectory through the origin. By choosingalongz,

| obtain

p(t) = po(t) + cosvx1(t) + sine za(t),
d(t) = do —sine () + cosp Ta(t),

(88)
(89)

where

t— tmax

po(t) = (90)

130

One sees that far= t,,.x, in generalp(t) # 0 andd(t) # do.

To avoid a change in the fit parameters when including the par-
allax (i.e. changing between heliocentric and geocentarc
dinates), it is favourable to use the same fit parametgrs
andd, (which has been called,,;,, before) in both cases by
subtracting the earth-sun distance,at,, which yields for the
coordinateg(t) towards the direction of the source adift)
perpendicular to it

p(t) = po(t) —+ COSd) (El (t) — Eg(tmax)) +

+ Sim/) (EQ (t) - EQ (tmax)) P (91)
d(t) = dop —siny (fl (t) — I (tmax)) +

+ cos 1/1 (%2 (t) - 52 (tmax)) ) (92)
where

and the impact parameter is given by

u(t) = VAP + [pt))? - (94)

The longitudep and the latitudey are related to the eclip-
tic coordinates? and A in the following way. The ecliptic co-
ordinates are geocentric but above a heliocentric systesn ha
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been used. Therefore, the sun-around-earth motion has to be
converted to an earth-around-sun motion. It can be seen that
the vectorx of the sun’s position measured from the earth is
transformed into a vectorx of the earth’s position measured
from the sun. Since the angular momentiiris an axial vector
(which means that it does not change its sign under thistrans
formation), the earth moves around the sun indéree direc-

tion as the sun moves around the earth in a geocentric system.
Therefore, one sees that= 8, where the parallax is neglected,
which does not play a role in determining the position, beeau
we deal with distances of the order of 10 kpc. The ecliptical
length is measured from the vernal equinox along the eclipti

in the same sense as the right ascension. Since the sun meyes; | jght curves with and without considering the earth’s

towards positive right ascensioh,increases with time. The - motion around the sun, the symmetric curve neglects thi'sart
earth’s motion around the sun is also in the direction offp@si 1otion

A, so thatp = A\ + ¢, with a constanty,, if one neglects the

earth-sun distance. The sun’s position as seen from thk eart

corresponds ta. = 0 at vernal equinox, while the earth’s posima_in, which are related by the definition of the Einsteinuadi
tion as seen from the sun corresponda te 7. If ¢, denotes Which reads

the longitude of the vernal equinox as measured from the peri

. . 4G M,
helion, one obtalnacl =T+py and.there-fore: = /\+7r+g07.. tgv, = = © p, Viz(l—2z). (97)
Inserting the definition of the Einstein radius, Hq] (36)¢in
the definition ofy’, Eq. ), yields Additional constraints may arise from certain models of the
lens system. In the following, | discuss constraints fromfih
M\ Y2 a?e 1—2 nite source size, a rotating binary lens, and the paralfeecef
/=3 ST (95) in | i
Combining two of these allows to determine the lens distance
Mg 2RsoDs =

(up to a possible degeneracy) and from this value the mass,
for  # 1. One sees that’ diverges forr — 0 andp’ « the velocity, and the Einstein radius. Using three or more co
1/vV/M. Forz = % Dy = 8 kpc andM = 1My, p/ = 0.7, straints will overdetermine the problem. However, one $&hou
while for M = 1073 M, p' = 23. note that there are uncertainties in the fit parameters.

In Fig. |§ a light curve where the earth’s motion around
the sun has been considered together with a light curve whgre ysing one constraint
this motion has been neglected is shown. Since both models
use the same parameters, the amplificationt fer ¢,,,, = 0 8.1.1. From extended sources

is the same. For this example, parameters which are similai o) the fit of an extended source, one obtains an additional
those of the parallax event found by the MACHO C°||ab°rat'°6bnstraint if the physical radius of the souregeis known

(Alcock et aI.) have been chosen. The eccentricity ®f f;cp, may be obtained approximately using the color and the

earth’s orbit ise = 0.0167, while its rotation period i’ = absolute magnitude of the source. The param@tgris the ra-

365.26 d. With the eclliptical coorqmates = 271° and/3 ~ _tio of the physical radius and the projected Einstein radjys
—5°, andy, = 77° being the longitude of the vernal equinox

measured from the perihelion, one obtains= 2.93 rad and

x = —0.08 rad. Moreover, | have chosen= 4.14rad,p’ = R, = > = 25 _ *'s (98)

/

0.2, do = —0.16, tg = 110d, andtmax = t, = 0. st teul’
which is an additional constraint between andz, i.e.

8. Additional constraints on the mass and other physical o) = T (99)

quantities () t5 Rare

For a microlensing event, the Einstein radigs the lens mass Sincez € (0, 1), one obtains a limit fop :
M, the lens distanc®4 and the transverse velocity cannot

be observed directly in general. Any model for the lens aed th;, <
source involves the timescalg, which gives the relation

Ts
tERsrc

(100)

Using the constraint of Eq|:(b9), the lens mass can be written
TE =tEVL, (96)  as a function of:

so thatrg can be eliminated and 3 unknown quantitiés Dy 2 r2
; _ _ ) = ol ) (101)
andv_, or alternativelyu = M /M), © = Dq/Ds andv, re- 4GMoDs R%, 1—a

src
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or as a function of |

2 2

c tRv | T8
= s ) 102
4GM®DS Rsrc (TS — tEvLRsrc) ( )

p(vy)

8.1.2. From the observer’s motion around the sun

If one takes into account the observer’s motion around the su

one has the additional paramef&r which is related to the
earth-sun distance; by

,_ag(l—z) ag(l—x)

o= - (103)
TE tgvL
giving a constraint betweenandv, , i.e.
ag(l —x)
Sincex € (0, 1), one has
v, < 28 (105)
tEp/

The mass as a function affollows as (compare Alcock et al.

fL.99%)

2 addl-z
M) = D, o w (106)
and as a function of | as
2 t 2
wvL) = Pt (107)

- 4GMa Dy p'(ag —tgvip')

8.1.3. From a rotating binary lens

For a rotating binary lens, one obtains from the orbital oroti

ad 3/2 3/2 p?
T:27T\/m:27rtE/ v Mo (108)
O]
This yields the following pairwise relations:
An?td,p
p(vr) = GMoT? vy, (109)
T4cS 1
= 110
Hw) 102474 G M p° D3 23(1 — 2)8 (110)
T?c? 1
= . 111
vi() 1672tgp® Dsz(1l — x) (111)
Sincex € (0, 1), v, is restricted to
T2 2
¢ (112)

v D —.
L= 4m2tg p3 Dy

11

8.2. Using two constraints

8.2.1. From an extended source and the observer’s motion
around the sun

Setting equal the expressions for the mass as a functionoof
the extended source (Eq. (01)) and for the observer’s motio
around the sun (Eq[ (16)), yields

2 2 2
Ty — o (112)
-z P
Since one has
- - — >0 (114)

for x € (0,1), only the positive root is an appropriate solution,
and one obtains

v _ el _ o (115)
1—x p'rs
Solving forz yields the solution

X a@RsrC

= = 116
* 1+ X p’?‘s + a/@Rsrc ( )
and from Eq.[(99) or Eq[(1p4) one obtains far
v, = fols (117)

tE(p/Ts + G@Rsrc) .

8.2.2. From an extended source and a rotating binary lens

From the expressions for the mass as a function(@&q. )
and Eq.[(210)) one obtains the relation

_ T2 Ry _
©16m2p3Dgrs
Y as a function of: is shown in Fig[J6. Note that € (0, 1).
The function has zeros for the boundary values= 0 and

r = 1 and a maximum at2, -t). ThereforeY is restricted

(1 —2)a? (118)

3727

toY € (0, 4], which is a consequence from the constraint on
the Einstein radius, which cannot exceed

GMD.
TE,max = 2 : . (119)

For any value ofY, there are two values af, except for

Y = Yiax = %. For givenz, the massV/, the Einstein ra-
diusrg and the absolute value of the transverse velocity can be
successively calculated.

8.2.3. From the observer’s motion around the sun and a
rotating binary lens

From Eq. [10p) and Eq[ (I]LO) one obtains
T2c2 p/

- 16m2Dgag p>

Z as a function ofz is shown in Fig[]7. Note tha¥ (z) =

Y (1 — «). . The function has zeros far = 0 andz = 1

and a maximum at$, -+). Sincez € (0,1), Z is restricted

to Z € (0, %]. For any value oZ, there are two values af,

exceptforZ = Zmax = o

z(1 —x)? (120)
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Table 4. Fit for DUO#2 using a model with a rotating binary

lens
parameter value
te [d] 6.4
tp [d] 85.40
o 1.058
mi 0.238
. a [rad] 2.374
Fig.6.Y (x) ) 0087
Mbase,blue -20.198
Mbase,red -18.564
Jblue 0.563
Jred 0.547
f [rad] 0.958
7 [rad] 0.358
T[d] 92.4
€ 0
o -0.046
Fig.7.Z(x)
Xomin 120.51
. . n=#d.o.f. 100
8.3. Using three constraints VI - vE=T 1418
With all three constraintsy should be a similar solution to  p(y2 > 42, 8 %

X(x), Y(x), andZ(x). Since X (z) yields a unique solution,
one of the solutions of (z) andZ(x) has to be dropped. Note
that

X Y object with massM, = 0.019 M. The Einstein radius be-
-7 (121) comesrg = 0.11 AU and the semimajor axie = 0.12 AU.
. he i dth . . However, the lens distance parametefollows as0.993 or
g;ﬁ;; ?)r:gr:r?;?/r:‘]if;g:saar:o;t-ﬁlfe?;r\f;l:zd;):‘mmam uncer- 0.007, which seems improbable. Taking 0.993, i.e. the lens
’ close to the source, as the more probable configuration,ame c
understand the lens more easily if it is in the bulge popoitati
9. A fit with a rotating binary lens for DUO#2 rather than in the disk population. However, this value ig/ve

extreme, a value of 0.9 or 0.95 would have been more playsible
The DUO#2 event has been reported by Alard et[al {L999);; there is some room in the uncertainty of the velgfitgd

where a fit with a strong binary lens is presented. | have NVe§ e fit parameters. Anyway, | have tried this model maioly t
t|gat_ed some more po_ssmle fits using a static binary lens aggy, that there are parameters for a rotating binary model di
a point source (Dominik 199yb). Here | show the results Oftf?‘uct from the static ones which produce the light curvehwitt

fit with a rotating binary lens with parameters which are Con?{ssuming that a physically reasonable model would result.
pletely different from the fits with static binaries. | havaitted

. . o ent would have been observed whose light curve shows the
the magnitude values for the fit and not the amplification v:

Th ters for the fit h } Tﬂ)l 4 whil télme shape as that of DUO#2 but whose timescale is 10 times
ues. the parameters for the fit are snown in € 4, while (?ger. For this hypothetical event, the only changes in the

resulting light curves are shown in Fig. 8. Th,, indicates ¢ parameters compared to DUO#2 would be an enlargement

that this fit can be marginally accepted. in tg and T by a factor of 10. For the same transverse ve-

Note that the peak after the second caustic crossing isI eity vi = 30 km/s, the Einstein radiusg would be 10

some part due to the rotation and & is 0.07. times larger and, according to Eqp. (109) dnd](111), the mass

If one adopts a transverse velocityof = 30 km/s, one ,, andz(1 — =) would increase by the same factor, yield-
obtains, using Eq.9), a total mass of the lens\bf =

0.025 M), i.e. one object with/; = 5.9- 1073 M andone  ® Note thatM ~ v .

not 116 data points as in (Alard et fl. 1D95). Moreover, | u%
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tory to first order in the eccentricity. One obtains the earth’s
trajectory in the form (e.g. Montenbruck & Pfleder 1p89)

() =0 (5260 =
with

A(t) = ag (1 — £co8 (271' ! _Ttp) (A.2)
€)= 2n = | ocgin (2#}“’) . (A.3)
With

() = A(t) 1;” (A.4)
the lens plane coordinat&s(t) andz» (¢) follow from Eq. (81)
as

T1(t) = A'(t) [ sinx cospcos(t) —
— siny sinpsin&(t)] , (A.5)

~ AT .
Fig. 8. DUO #2: Light curve for a rotating binary lens togetheim(t) = A'(t) [~ sinpcos£(t) + cos psing(?)] - (A-6)
with the data. Light curve for the blue spectral band on tipe t¢or o = 0 one has
and light curve for the red spectral band on the bottom. _
71(t) = —A'(t)sinxcos&(t), (A7)
To(t) = A'(t)sin&(t), (A.8)
ing M; = 0.059 Mg, My = 0.19 Mg, g = 1.1 AU,
a = 1.2 AU, andz = 0.92, i.e. more reasonable values, Sgnd therffore
that the light curve (whose shape is identical to that of DRD#d(t) = do + A’(t) cosysin&(t) +
may well be explained by this rotation effect. This showg tha + A'(t) sin 1 sin x cos £(t) (A.9)

it is worth trying fits with rotating binary lenses. p(t) = olt) — A'(t) cos sin x cosE(t) +
+ A'(t)sinysin&(t) . (A.10)

For the distance from the origin(t) one gets
Rotating binaries are a reality both in the universe and amon 9 )
galactic microlensing observations. They are helpful in-pru’(t) = [d(t)]> + [p(t)]> = do” + po” + A" sin® & +
;/iding additionaéinr:ormation Iabol;n phys(,jical pargmetefrttbmb_l_ _ + A% sin? y cos? € +

ens system and they may also be used to assign probabilities - .

to fits using the knowledge on the distribution of their param +247sin€ldy CObe +posiny] +
eters. The inclusion of the rotation for binary lenses eydar +2A" sin x cos {[dg sin ) — po cos Y] . (A.11)
the parameter space and gives room for additional param
degeneracies. It also provides additional shapes of ligivies
through the motion of the caustics. Every fit with a staticaojn
should be checked for consistency.

10. Summary

S'RE rotation in the ecliptic plane by an anglés equivalent to
a shiftin&(¢). This means that one has

t—ty t—tp

&ty =2m

+2¢sin (27r )—cp =&o(t)—¢ .(A.12)

Acknowledgements. | would like to thank S. Mao for some discus- . . .
sions on the subject and for useful comments, C. Alard fodisgn Insertingg (¢) into Egs. (A.F) and8) reveals the expressions

me the data of the DUO#2 event, the OGLE collaboration forimgak given in Egs. ) an 6) Whe'{é(t) has to be replaced by
available their data, and the MACHO collaboration for makavail- €o(t)-

able the MACHO LMC#1 data. The MACHO collaboration (Alcock et gl. 19P5) find that
u?(t) = ud +wi(t —to)? + o sin?[Q(t — t.)]
Appendix A: Approximation of the trajectory to first +2asin[Q(t — te)][w(t — to) sin @ + ug cos 0] +
orderin e +a?sin® Bcos?[Q(t — t.)] +
Here | show that the expressions for parallax light curvesmyi +2asin B cos[Q(t — tc)] -

by Alcock et. al [1995) are reproduced by expanding thedraje w(t —to) cos 8 — up sin 6], (A.13)
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where

a= % (1 — e cos[Qo(t — t,)]) (A.14)
and

Q(t —to) = Qot — to) + 2esin[Q(t — £,)] , (A.15)

whereQy = 27 /T andv = v, /(1 — z).
This expression is equivalent to the derived one withk-

Al ug = do, Qt —te) = & po = —w(t —t), § = —,

© = Qo(t. —tp). Note the sign irpy andé, which is due to the

fact that | define the lens to be on the right side of the moving

source, while the MACHO collaboration lets the source move

in the opposite direction. Further note that their replagenof

@ by Qo(t. — tp) is an approximation and that is the point

of time where the earth is closest to the sun-source linallyin

note thatw = 1/tg and

,_wWag  ag

(A.16)

v B tEgl
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Figure 1c
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Figure 2a
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Figure 2c
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Figure 3a
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Figure 3b
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Figure 4b
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Figure 5
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