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10. Robert L. Oldershaw

ABSTRACT: After two decales of effortsto identify the enigmatic dark matter that
comprises the dominant form of matter in ou galaxy, the massrange for viable
candidates appeasto have been reduced by more than 50 aders of magnitude. Positive
results have thus far been confined to the range: 10'M_to 10 M_, with apparent
clustering within the ranges 10°M_ to 10°M_and Q08 M_to 0.5 M_. Postive and

negative results are compared with spedfic predictions of cosmologicd models.

Key Words: Cosmology: dark matter, theory, miscdlaneous, large-scde structure of

Universe



The Dark Matter Problem and Candidate Solutions

The dark matter problem arose during the 1930s when astronamers such as Zwicky,
Oort and Kapteyn redized that the luminous and virial masses of galaxies differed by
fadorsof 10 a more. Review papers onthe history, theoreticd aspeds and empirica
status of the dark matter problem have been pubdished by Trimble (1987 and Carr
(1994. Inthispaper we ae amncerned exclusively with observations of galactic dark
matter, as oppcsed to intergaladic dark matter. Thismore limited subjed was reviewed
not longago byAshman (1992. The consensus that has emerged ower the last two
decalesisthat a mysterious nonluminous form of matter comprises most of agalaxy’s
mass possbly as much as 90% to 99% of the total mass The most likely location for
this vast amount of non-luminous matter isthougtt to be an extensive galadic halo.

The massrange for familiar dark matter candidates covers an incredible 78 aders of
magnitude: from a putative 10° ev axionto 10 M_black hdes. In between thereisan

array of literally scores of candidate dark matter popuationsincluding 17ev neutrings,



“snowballs,” quark “nuggets,” primordial bladk hdesand krown dwarfs (Trimble 1987).
The empiricd attad onthe dark matter problem began in eanest in the 1970, and
several plausible candidates are though to have been virtualy ruled ou, such asfaint
stars (Rieke 1989 Graff and Freese 1996); gas, dust, rocks and snowball s (Hill s 1986
Hegyi & Olive 1986; and massve (> 1 M ) bladk hdes (Bahcdl et al. 1985.

Candidates that have survived the ealy rounds of falsificaion tests and remain the
most viable posshiliti esare asfollows. Thereisarather large group d potential Cold
Dark Matter (CDM) and Hot Dark Matter (HDM) candidates, with the leading ores
being reutralinos (10 - 500 Gev), axions (10° - 10 ev) and massve neutrinos (2 - 30 ev),
as described by Dodelson et a. (1996. Brown dwarfs are aperennial favorite, though
observations of truncated stellar massfunctions may limit their potential contribution to
the total mass of the dark matter (Willi ams et al. 1996 Graff and Freese 19960. Current
observational data permit white dwarf starsto remain viable candidates althoughthis
requires me asumptionsthat are difficult to defend (Adams & Laughin 1996
Kawaler 1996. Low mass(< 1M ) neutron stars and primordial bladk hdesare
consistent with the avail able data, but scenarios for their formation remain sketchy
(Trimble 1987 Carr 1994). Finaly, thereisthe caegory of “other,” which shoud
cetainly beincluded here sincethis category has had an extremely goodtrad record
throughou the history of science

Because thefield of galadic dark matter reseach is advancing rapidly, it isimportant
to spedfy that the data and analyses presented here ae those that have been pubdished up

to December 1996



Specific Predictions

If a csmologicd model isto have significant scientific value, then it must be aleto
retrodict avery large quantity of dark matter, and have somethingto say abou its
compasition. Clealy a msmologicd theory that is mute onthe makeup d 50% to 9%
of the universeisof limited utility. In this paper we concentrate on cosmologicad models
that can retrodict the galactic dark matter in a natural way, and that can make specific
predictions abou the congtituents of this universal and daminant form of matter.

The original Big Bang (BB) theory did na predict the existence of vast amourts of
dark matter. However, when the BB model is amended by the Inflationary scenario (1),
then large quantities of CDM and/or HDM are retrodicted, and a broad set of potential
subatomic particle candidates can be identified (Dodelson et al. 1996. Technicdly this
does nat constitute adefiniti ve prediction because the BB+l paradigm does not uniquely
spedfy which o the many perticle candidates are the major constituents. However, the
BB+l models are airrrently the leading cosmologicd models, and the identification o a
cluster of patential candidatesis certainly astep in the right diredion toward a definitive
prediction. Therefore these models are included in the present discusson. As mentioned
abowe, the aion, massve neutrino and reutralino are aurrently thougtt to be the best bet
candidates of the standard BB+l models, athough \ariations on the standard models lead
to ather “wimp” candidates or even to hydogen in the form of cold moleaular clouds (De
Paoliset a. 1996

The only cosmologica model known to the present author that makes a definitive
prediction abou the galadic dark matter isafrada model cdled the Self-Similar

Cosmologicd Paradigm (Oldershaw 1987 198%, 1989h. Usingitsunderlying ginciple



of discrete csmologicd self-similarity it was possbleto predict in 1987that the galadic
dark matter must be dominated bytwo popuations of ultracompad objeds. The higher
masspopuation was predicted to cluster tightly aroundamassof 0.15M_(+ 0.05M)),
and would congtitute ébout 90% of the galadic dark matter mass. The lower mass
popuation would weighin at 7x10° M_ (+ 2x10° M,) and rougHy equal the larger mass
popuationin terms of numbers. These quantitative predictions are truly definitive in that
the model would be falsified if these predictions are not vindicated.

Apparently there ae no further cosmologicd models that make spedfic predictions
abou the cmmpasition d the galadic dark matter. The Quasi-Stealy State Cosmology
(Hoyleet a. 1993 discusses diff erent potential candidates with masses ranging over >
16 aders of magnitude, and therefore does not med the aiteriafor discussonin this
paper. Theoriesthat definitively predict that the galadic dark matter does not exist are

asumed to be extremely unlikely and are not considered here.

Observational Results

Figure 1 showsthe record of reported galadic dark matter massestimates from the
time that positive resultsfirst appeaed in December 1991 uttil the present (December
1996. Table 1 containsreferences and quantitative information for these data points.
The x-axis of Figure 1 depictsthe full range of candidate galadic dark matter mass
vauesaslogM in untsof M , andthe y-axisis the time period from November 1991to
Decamber 1996 Predicted massvalues are shown as verticd structures: two discrete
linesat -4.16 (=7x10° M ) and -0.82 (= 0.15M,) for the fractal model predictions, and

broad columns for the most likely patential ranges for the BB+I+HDM/CDM models: -



72.05(10° ev) to -70.05 (10" ev), -65.75(2 ev) to -64.57 (30 ev) and -56.05 (10 Gev) to
-54.35 (500 Gev).

The data ae presented in atemporal format for two besic reasons. Firstly, this type of
presentation is effedive in highlighting trendsin the data. Secondy, in a cae such asthe
galadic dark matter problem where analysis of the raw datais substantially model-
dependent (Alcock et al. 1996 De Paolis et al. 19960, there isthe posshility of
systematic erorsin any analysis. By including several different analyses, invalving
different sets of data and assumptions, oneislesslikely to be mised by systematic erors.
At this gageit is concevable that an ealier estimate based ona small amourt of datais
closer to the adual value than a more recent and comprehensive result; in the longrun
the probability of thisbeing the cae shoud deaease.

When viewing Figure 1, two related feaures gandou prominently: the paositive results
are onfined to arelatively narrow segment (10° M_to 1M ) of the full massrange, and
they appea to form two clusters. Thelad of paositive results reported for the predicted
BB+I+HDM/CDM ranges of 10° ev to 500Gev is smewhat surprising. In spite of
literally scores of clever and varied experimental designs, no reproduwcible candidate
events have been reported. At one point there gopeared to be some evidencefor al7 ev
neutrino, but subsequent work has discredited this result (Schwarzschild 1993. There
are numerous ongoing seaches for particle candidates, and many more ae planned
(Doodelson et a. 1996.

The substantial number of data points ontheright side of Fig. 1 are dl the products of
gravitational microlensing experiments. The fundamental ideas of microlensing were

discussed by Einstein (1936 and Refsdal (1964). Thetednicd feashility of using



gravitational microlensing to attadk the loca dark matter problem was demonstrated in a
key paper by Pacznski (1986. Subsequently, several reseach groups have taken up
the dhalenge andtwo different observational approacies have been pusued. One
approad focusses on the variability of maaolensed quesars, seaching for brightening
events that are best explained as microlensing events, as oppcsed to intrinsic variations.
A second approad, taken up bythe American/Australian MACHO group (Alcock et al.
1993 , the European EROS group (Auboug et a. 1993, the Princetor/Poland OGLE
group (Udalski et al. 1993, and ahers, seachesfor locd events wherein closer objeds
in ou galaxy ad as lenses for more distant galadic stars, or starsin neighbaing galaxies.
Interestingly, eat approach hasyielded pasiti ve results that, with afew exceptions (to
be discussed below), cluster in separate massranges. The quasar microlensing
experiments have tended to yield evidencefor dark matter objedsin the 10°° M_ to 10
M, range, i.e., the planetary-massrange. These massestimates are model-dependent and
two are based onsmall sample sizes; therefore the margins of error are large, at least + a
fador of 10.
Locd microlensing experiments, on the other hand, have foundevidencefor alarge dark
matter popuation residing in the halo and typified by masses on the order of 0.1 M..
Two exceptions to this dichotomy are apossble finding d threeplanetary-masseventsin
EROS short-term variability data (Kerins 1999, and hints of stellar massobjedsin
quasar variability studies (Refsdal and Stabell 1993 Cummings and De Robertis 1995.
The posshility that halo dark matter observations might be best explained in terms of a
combination d planetary- and stell ar-masspopuations was suggested by Refsdal and

Stabell (1993.



It shoud be noted that diff erent authors present their massresultsin dfferent forms.
Given asample of estimated masses with amajor peek at 0.1 M and a smattering o
larger masses, the average massand the most probable masscan be significantly
different. Also, different methods for cdculating massvaluesyield dff erent estimates.
For example the MACHO group tesrecently reported (Pratt et a 1996 an average mass
of abou 0.5 M, for galadic dark matter objeds in the halo, whil e the most probable mass
would be significantly lower. Moreover, Jetzer (1996 analyzed esentialy the same raw
data with amethod d moments analysis and came up with an average massestimate that

was lower by afador of two, 0.27 M..

Discussion

This paper isintended as a brief overview of the dark matter problem and a progress
report on effortsto adually identify the galadic dark matter objeds. Figure 1 isavisual
summary of the latter. For the time period covered here, the major implications of the

empiricd results are & foll ows.

(1) Thereisa anspicuous absence of pasitive results reported for masses below
10" M, in sharp contrast to what is predicted by the BB+ paradigm. Persistent

experimentation continues in the particle-massrange.

(2) Thereisa mnspicuous groupng d pulished pasiti ve results within the mass

range 10" M_to L0 M,. Also, the estimated masses of galadic dark matter



objeds appea to cluster tightly within the the massrange of 0.05M_to 0.50M ,

andmore  loosdly within the massrange 10° M, to 10° M.

(3) The present results are mnsistent with the 1987frada model predictions of
galadic dark matter masspeeksat 0.15M_and 7x10 M_ (Oldershaw 1987,
198%,b). Whether the MACHO, EROS, OGLE, etc. groups confirm agaladic
dark matter peek in the predicted planetary-massrange is the next important test
of the principle of discrete msmologicd self-similarity. Events with durations of
0.5to 10 daysdurations shoud be a numerous as thase with 20to 80 days, but
more difficult to deted (Alcock et al 19960). Previous negative results by the
EROS and MACHO groups have been based onthe assumption that al of the

gaadic dark matter isin the form of planetary-massobjeds (Alcock et a.

1996h), whereas the frada model predicts that the number of planetary-mass
obedsisthree orders of magnitude lower than this assumption requires.
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TABLE 1

GALACTIC DARK MATTER MASSESTIMATES

Seg. # | <m>(M,) | <m> Mor/Yr | Mon> | Comments Reference
LogM_ 11/91
1 -4.26 Dec9l | 1 Lensing event, comporent A, QSO | Webster et d,
5.5x10° 2230305 1991
2 -5.00 Oct93 | 23 QSO variahility. Raises posshility Refsdal and
10° of aplanetary-mass+ stellar-mass | Stabell, 1993
bimodal massfunction
3 -4.00 | Nov93 |24 10" M_ seamsto gve the best fit, but | Schneider, 1993
10° large uncertainty. Also see
Hawkins, 1996for comments
4 -7.00 Oct 95 | 47 Reanalysis of EROS short-term data | Kerins, 1995
10’ suggests posshility of several
planetary-massevents
5 -3.00 Feb 96 | 51 QSO variability Hawkins, 1996
10°
6 -5.00 Jun 96 | 55 QSO variahility - strong e in Schild, 1996
10° planetary-massrange
7 -5.50 Sep 96 | 58 Sewmndanalysis of datain #5 Schild and
10°° Thompson, 1996
8 0.12 -0.92 Oct93 | 23 Kt MACHO event (halo) Alcock, et al, 1993
9 0.2 -0.70 Oct93 | 23 EROS #1 and #2(halo) Auboudg, et d,
1993
10 0144 -0.84 Mar 94 | 28 Methods of momments analysis of Jetzer and Mas9,
MACHO #1 and EROS #1 + #2 1994
11 008 -1.10 Apr94 | 29 MACHO #1 and EROS #1 + #2 Evans, 1994
12 008 -1.10 Sep 94 | 34 Method d moments analalysis of Jetzer, 1994
MACHO #1-#3 and EROS #1 + #2
13 008 -1.10 Apr96 | 53 MACHO #1-#3 Alcock, et a,
199G
14 027 -0.57 May 96 | 54 MACHO #1-#8 and EROS #1 + #2 | Jetzer, 1996
15 050 -0.30 Jun 96 |55 MACHO #1-#8 Pratt, et a, 1996
16 040 -0.40 | Aug 96 | 57 MACHO #1-#7 and EROS #1 + #2 | Flynn, et a, 1996
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