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SUMMARY: In the review we discuss possible studies of GR phenomena such
as gravitational microlensing and shadow analysis with the forthcoming RadioAs-
tron space mission. It is well-known that gravitational lensing is a powerful tool in
the investigation of the distribution of matter, including that of dark matter (DM).
Typical angular distances between images and typical time scales depend on the
gravitational lens masses. For the microlensing, angular distances between images

or typical astrometric shifts are about 107° — 1075 as!. Such an angular resolu-
tion will be reached with the space—ground VLBI interferometer, Radioastron. The
basic targets for microlensing searches should be bright point-like radio sources at
cosmological distances. In this case, an analysis of their variability and a reliable de-
termination of microlensing could lead to an estimation of their cosmological mass
density. Moreover, one could not exclude the possibility that non-baryonic dark
matter could also form microlenses if the corresponding optical depth were high
enough. It is known that in gravitationally lensed systems, the probability (the op-
tical depth) to observe microlensing is relatively high; therefore, for example, such
gravitationally lensed objects, like CLASS gravitational lens B1600+4434, appear
the most suitable to detect astrometric microlensing, since features of photometric
microlensing have been detected in these objects. However, to directly resolve these
images and to directly detect the apparent motion of the knots, the Radioastron
sensitivity would have to be improved, since the estimated flux density is below the
sensitivity threshold, alternatively, they may be observed by increasing the inte-
gration time, assuming that a radio source has a typical core — jet structure and
microlensing phenomena are caused by the superluminal apparent motions of knots.
In the case of a confirmation (or a disproval) of claims about microlensing in grav-
itational lens systems, one can speculate about the microlens contribution to the
gravitational lens mass. Astrometric microlensing due to Galactic Macho’s action
is not very important because of low optical depths and long typical time scales.
Therefore, the launch of the space interferometer Radioastron will give excellent
new facilities to investigate microlensing in the radio band, allowing the possibil-
ity not only to resolve microimages but also to observe astrometric microlensing.
Shadows around supermassive black holes can be detected with the RadioAstron
space interferometer.
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I In this paper as means arcsec.



A.F. ZAKHAROV

1. RADIOASTRON

According to the schedule of the Russian
Space Agency, the space radio telescope RadioAs-
tron will be launched in 2007 (for an old descrip-
tion of the project, see Kardashev 1997). This space
based, 10-meter radio telescope will be used for space
— ground VLBI measurements. Observations will be
made in four wavelength bands, corresponding to
A=135cm, A=6.2cm, A =18 cm, A = 92 cm.

It will not be the first attempt to build a tele-
scope which is larger than the Earth. In 1997, Japan
launched a HALCA satellite with 8 m radio tele-
scope and as a result VLBI Space Observatory Pro-
gramme (VSOP) began (Horiuchi et al. 2004). Since
the apogee distance for the radiotelescope HALCA
was 21,200 km, the apogee distance for RadioAstron
should be about 350,000 km (or even 3.5x 10° km see
below), hence the fringe size for the shortest wave-
length will be smaller than 1-10 pas. The minimum
correlated flux for space-ground RadioAstron VLBI
should be about 100 mJy for the 1.35 cm wavelength
at the 8¢ level (Kardashev 1997), therefore source
fluxes should be higher than the threshold and about
24 mJy for the 6 cm wavelength.

An orbit for the spacecraft was chosen with
a high apogee and with an orbital period around
the Earth of about 9.5 days. The orbit evolves due
to weak gravitational perturbations from the Moon
and the Sun. The perigee is in a band from 10 to
70 thousand kilometers, the apogee is a band from
310 to 390 thousand kilometers. The basic orbit pa-
rameters will be the following: the orbital period, T'
will be 9.5 days, the semi-major axis, a, will be 189
000 km, the eccentricity, e will be 0.853, the perigee,
H, will be 29 000 km.

A detailed calculation of the high-apogee
evolving orbit can be performed once the exact time
of launch is known.

After several years of observations, it would
be possible to move the spacecraft to a much higher
orbit (with apogee radius about 3.2 x 10% km), by
an additional spacecraft maneuver, using the gravi-
tational force of the Moon. In this case, it would be
necessary to use 64-70 m antennas for the spacecraft
control, synchronization and telemetry.?

Thus, as it was noted earlier, there are non-
negligible chances to observe mirages (shadows)
around the black hole at the Galactic Center and
in nearby AGNs in the radio-band (or in the mm-
band) using Radioastron (or Millimetron) facilities.
Since a shadow size should be about 50 pas for the
black hole in the Galactic Center and analyzing the
shadow’s size and shape one could evaluate the spin
and charge of the black hole. For a detailed discus-
sion, see (Zakharov et al. 2005a,b,c,d,e.f,g, 2006).

2http://www.asc.rssi.ru/radioastron/.
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2. MICROLENSING FOR
DISTANT QUASARS

Gravitational microlensing was predicted by
Byalko (1969) and Paczynski (1986). For sources
which are stars in Milky Way or Large Magellanic
Cloud, monitored by MACHO, EROS and OGLE
collaborations (Alcock et al. 1993, Aubourg et al.
1993, Udalski et al. 1994), they are given in a num-
ber of papers (see, for example, Zakharov 1997, Za-
kharov and Sazhin 1998, Kerins 2001, Griest 2002,
Zakharov 2003, Zakharov 2004b, Zakharov 2006b).
Moreover, microlensing for distant quasars was ana-
lyzed by Gott (1981) soon after the first gravitational
lens discovery (Walsh et. al. 1979) and discovered
(Irwin 1989) in gravitational lens systems, since the
optical depth is highest for such systems.

For cosmological locations of gravitational
lenses and stellar masses, typical angles between im-
ages are ~ 107% as (Wambsganss 1990, 2001), or,
more precisely,

Rg _ M
Op = -2 ~2.36 x 10 Shgs /2, — 1
E Ds X 65 Mo, as, ( )

where Rg is the Einstein — Chwolson radius, Dg is
an angular diameter distance between a source and
Hy

(65 km/(c - Mpc))
is the Hubble constant.

Theoretical studies of microlensing in gravita-
tional lens systems started soon after the discovery
of the first gravitational lens system (Chang 1979).
Unfortunately, it is still not possible to resolve mi-
croimages. However, it may be possible to detect
temporal variations of observed fluxes, or so called
photometric microlensing.

In principle, the gravitational lens effect is
achromatic, but sizes and locations for different spec-
tral bands could be different and, if this is the case,
we could observe the chromatic effect (Wambsganss
and Paczynski 1991). This means that, sometimes,
sources that demonstrate microlensing features in
optical band, show no such features when observed
in radio band and vice versa.

an observer and hgs = , where Hy

3. ASTROMETRIC MICROLENSING

Astrometric microlensing has been discussed
in number of papers (Walker 1995, Miyamoto and
Yoshii 1995, Sazhin 1996, Sazhin et al. 1998, Paczyn-
ski 1998, Boden et al. 1998, Tadros et al. 1998, Hon-
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ma 2001, Honma and Kurayama 2002, Totani 2003,
Inoue and Chiba 2003), but actually it is signature
of the well-known bending of light by gravitational
fields and, at the first time, the effect was discussed
by Newton (1718). The first published derivation of
the angle through which light was bent is by Soldner
(1804) in the framework of Newtonian gravity. In
the framework of general relativity, light bending was
calculated by Einstein (1915) and his prediction was
confirmed in 1919. Actually, such astrometric dis-
placement of a distant image due to the bending
of light by the gravitational field of a microlens is
called astrometric microlensing and the effect could
be detected by an optical astrometric mission like
SIM (Space Interferometry Mission)?, Gaia (Global
Astrometric Interferometer for Astrophysics),* and
radio projects like VERA (VLBI Exploration of Ra-
dio Astrometry) or RadioAstron.

3.1. Microlenses in our Galaxy

Let us first consider the basic definitions and
relations. We consider a point-like lens. This means
that the size of gravitating body is smaller than a
typical scale for gravitational lensing. We will in-
troduce the scale below. The distance between the
source and observer is Dy, the distance between the
gravitational lens and observer is Dy, and the dis-
tance between the gravitational lens and source is
Dgs. Thus, we obtain the gravitational lens equa-
tion (Schneider et al. 1992)

—

i7= Dy&/Dg — DgO(£), (2)

where the vectors 77, and 5 define coordinates in the
source and lens planes respectively. The angle is de-
termined by the relation

- =

O(€) = 4GME/PE2. (3)

If the right hand side of (3) is equal to zero, we ob-
tain the conditions when the source, the lens and the
observer are located along the same line (7=0). The
corresponding length, £y = \/4GMDdDd5/(C2DS)7 is
called the Einstein — Chwolson radius. One can also
calculate the Einstein — Chwolson angle, 6y = &y/Dg.
If we introduce the dimensionless variables,

—

T =&/, = Dsii/(&Da),

d = 6D4,D4/(Dsko), (4)
the gravitational lens equation becomes
§=i— Tz (5)
Solving this equation with respect to &, we obtain

ot = §[1/2+ /1/4+ 1/32). (6)

Shttp://sim. jpl.nasa.gov

4nttp://sci.esa.int/gaia

The distance between images is measured by

* L - Lo Ee
Tr = — — —_— Tr = _— — —_—
y2 4 yz’ y 2 )

ot e
=27 +2~ =2y Z+y—2. (7)

3.2. Typical time scales for astrometric
microlensing in our Galaxy

Let us consider the asymptotic case for 2 and
1
y — oo. Then 7 — y 4+ —, and the angular dis-

tance between the real image position and the image
position in Einstein — Chwolson angles, reduces to

1
A =% —y ~ = (the angle describes an astrometric

microlensing).

We now consider typical scales for lengths,
time and angles. For the Galactic case, if a gravita-
tional lens has mass ~ Mg and is located at 10 kpc,

then
o[22 (252

1/2 1/2 1/2
_oo0av. (M Da 1 Da .
M, 10 kpe Dy

Thus, the Einstein — Chwolson angle is
o . [(4GMY (Di—Di\]"?
A A= DDy

M "% /10 kpe\ /2 D\ '?
= 0.902 — 1—=4) .
(o) (o) (%))

The distance between images is known to be
~ 2&, for small y, thus the angular distance is about
few mas. Due to proper motion, we have

14 1

= Dy =4.22 mas- year -~ X

(o) (B0)

where V is a transverse velocity of the lens. Using
the last two expressions, the typical time scale for mi-
crolensing, which is the time it takes for the source
to cross Einstein-Chwolson radius due to proper mo-
tion (all distances can be considered on the celestial
sphere) is:

0o M\Y?/ D, \Y?
to = =2 =0.214 —
0= 5 = 0214 year (M@) 10 kpc x

1/2 -1
><<1—Dd) <200km c ) )
D, Vv
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The optical depth gives the probability that an arbi-
trary background star is located inside an Einstein —
Chwolson ring in the celestial sphere.

We will now present rough estimates of the
optical depth for astrometric microlensing using es-
timates for classic microlensing given by the MA-
CHO and EROS collaborations, for mhaio ~ 1.x1077.
Since image displacement for classic microlensing is
Oclass ~ 1 mas, then the optical depth with a dis-
placement of O¢hreshola = 10 pas and Oipreshold =
1 pas is given by the expression (Zakharov 2006a)

2
gclass
Tastromet — Thalo 97 .
threshold

Thus, for Oinresholda = 10 pas, the optical depth is
about Tastromet ~ 1. % 1073, and for ihreshold = 1 ©as
it is about Tastromet ~ 0.1. Since, according to last es-
timates, Thalo = 1.2 x 1077 (Alcock et al. 2000b, Gri-
est 2002), the optical depth for classical microlensing
toward Galactic bulge is about ~ 3 x 1076 (Alcock
et al. 2000a). Thus, the optical depth for astro-
metric microlensing is higher than that for classical
microlensing.

We assume that the typical time scale for as-
trometric microlensing is double of the time it takes
for an image position to change from ;presholq to the
maximum displacement, 6,,. A typical maximum

(10)

2
displacement is g@threshold. Then, the typical time

scale for astrometric microlensing is (one could use
other definitions, but the difference associated with
the definition is a factor of ~ 1)

aclass ( 1 1)

tastromet = to .
Othreshold

So, for Bipreshola = 10 pas, a typical time scale is
about tastromet ~ 20 years and for Oipreshold = 1 pas
it is about tastromet ~ 200 years.

4. MICROIMAGE RESOLVING
FOR DISTANT QUASARS

4.1. Microlens locations

Microlenses could be located in the bulge or in
the halo of a cosmological source, such as a galaxy or
quasar, freely distributed at cosmological distances
or located in our Galaxy.

Recent observations by the MACHO, EROS,
OGLE collaborations (and their theoretical interpre-
tations) showed that the optical depth for a galac-
tic microlens is about 1076 — 10=7 (Alcock et al.
2000a,b, Kerins 2001, Griest 2002). For a selected
source, the probability of microlensing is very small
and to observe an event would nominally require
monitoring about 106 background sources, as for mi-
crolensing in our Galaxy. This is a challenging prob-
lem for radio astronomy because we do not have

4

enough background point-like distant sources. How-
ever, the angular distance between images is about
1072 as. Therefore, it may be possible to resolve
point-like quasar images with the VLBI technique
in radio bands. However, the sample of bright ex-
tragalactic sources is, unfortunately, too small to
achieve this. There is also a possibility of resolving
the stellar images in the IR band with modern opti-
cal telescopes (Delplancke 2001, Paczynski 2003).

It was shown that the optical depth for mi-
crolenses located in the halo or/and in the bulge of a
quasar is low (Zakharov, Popovic, Jovanovic 2004).
We shall not study this case as the optical depth is
low and the angular distance between images is much
shorter than the angular resolution for the RadioAs-
tron interferometer.

4.2. Cosmological distribution for
microlenses

Let us consider cosmologically distributed mi-
crolenses, as there is a hypothesis that variability
of an essential fraction of distant quasars is caused
by microlensing (Turner 1984, Fukugita and Turner
1991). If this is correct, one can say that the prob-
ability (the optical depth) is high in the radio band
as well.

To evaluate the optical depth, we assume that
the source is located at a distance with cosmological
redshift z. Calculations for different parameters are
already known (Zakharov, Popovic, Jovanovic 2004,
2005a,b). In these calculations, we used a point-like
source approximation which means that as the re-
sult one will obtain an upper limit to the optical
depth. In this case, the optical depth is (Turner 1984,
Fukugita and Turner 1991)

29[ gy PN M)
2M(2) Jo \/Qo(1+w)3+QA

, (12)

p _
T, =

where €1, is the compact lens density (in critical den-
sity units), g is the matter density, Q4 is a A-term
density (or quintessence) and,

z dw
A(2)_/0 (14 w)2/Qo (1 + w)3 + Q. (13)

is an affine parameter (in cHy ' units).

We use realistic cosmological parameters to
evaluate integral (12). Observations of cosmologi-
cal SNe Ta and the CMB anisotropy give Q2 ~ 0.7,
and Qg = 0.3 (the so-called concordance model pa-
rameters). For example, recent observations of the
WMAP team give for the best fit Qx ~ 0.73, and
Qo =~ 0.27 (Bennett et al. 2003, Spergel et al. 2003).

Thus, Q9 = 0.3 and Q7 = 0.05 (Q = 0.01)
could be adopted as realistic, if we assume that al-
most all baryonic matter forms microlenses (25, =
0.05), or that 20% of the baryonic matter forms
microlenses (€, = 0.01)). However, for z ~ 2.0
the optical depth could be about ~ 0.01 — 0.1 (Za-
kharov, Popovic, Jovanovic 2004). If about 30% of
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non-baryonic dark matter forms cosmologically dis-
tributed objects with stellar masses (such as neu-
tralino stars suggested in (Gurevich and Zybin 1995,
Gurevich et al. 1996, 1997), Q5 = 0.1 could be
adopted as realistic and in this case, the optical
depth could be about ~ 0.1. Therefore, if 25%
of baryonic matter forms cosmologically distributed
microlenses one could say that Hawkins’ hypothesis
that microlensing causes variability for the essential
fraction of all quasars should be ruled out, but if
30% of non-baryonic dark matter forms microlenses,
about 10% of distant quasars should demonstrate
these features.

4.3. Observed features of microlensing for
quasars

Several years ago Hawkins (1993, 1996, 2002,
2003) put forward the idea that nearly all quasars
are being microlensed. However, based on photomet-
ric observations of a sample of about 25,000 quasars,
Vanden Berk et al (2004) claimed that the microlens-
ing model was an unlikely explanation of variability.

Previous estimates show that if the Hawkins
hypothesis is correct, 25, should be about 1 and that
contradicts the data from observational cosmology.
However, this hypothesis could be correct in part
and, if observations indicate a value of ), larger than
0.05, we could conclude that non-baryonic matter
forms microlenses (they could be neutralino clouds
or primordial black holes). If the Hawkins hypothe-
sis is at least partially correct, an essential fraction
of distant point-like sources should demonstrate fea-
tures of microlensing since the optical depth could be
evaluated using Eq. (12). In addition to microlens-
ing there undoubted exist other causes of variabili-
ties, and one could use various techniques to separate
various types of variability (Koopmans and de Bruyn
2000, Koopmans et al. 2000b), since microlensing
would have a different dependence of modulation in-
dices in frequency than oscillations (scintillations).
Resolving the microimages and measuring the cen-
troid displacements for bright point-like sources in
the radio band will be a critical test to prove (or rule
out) the Hawkins hypothesis about microlensing for
point-like sources at cosmological distances.

Candidate targets for VSOP or RadioAstron
missions could be used to test the microlensing hy-
pothesis for a distant quasar; sources have to have
the following properties:

a) A source should demonstrate signatures of mi-
crolensing different from the typical features for scin-
tillations on timescales < 3-5 years (5 years is the
estimated duration of the RadioAstron mission);

b) A compact core for the source of size < 40 pas and
the flux density higher than RadioAstron thresholds
(2 20 mJy and 2 100 mJy at wavelengths of 6 cm
and 1.35 cm, respectively).

If the Hawkins hypothesis is correct, an es-
sential fraction of all point-like sources at cosmolog-
ical distances should demonstrate signatures of pho-
tometric and, therefore, astrometric microlensing.

If, on the other hand, the Hawkins hypoth-
esis is incorrect and cosmologically distributed mi-
crolenses give a small contribution to critical density,
Qtot, one could still evaluate 7, from the observed
rate of microlensed sources satisfying condition b),
as the observed rate gives an estimate for the optical
depth.

According to Horiuchi et al. (2004), about
14% + 6% of sources (from 344 ones) have core size
< 40 pas and the angle corresponds to the fringe size
at the 6 cm wavelength. Such sources could be mon-
itored photometrically and used in further analysis
to determine the cause of variability. If the analy-
sis indicate that microlensing is the likely cause of
variability, the candidate could be selected as the
preferable one to detect astrometrical microlensing
features. But even in the case when a source demon-
strates variability that should be explained by a
cause other than microlensing, the source should be
checked for image splitting and/or astrometric image
displacement, since models for alternative explana-
tions of variability may not be quite correct.

From theoretical point of view there is a possi-
bility to detect microlensing for both core and bright
knots. In this case the two situations will be charac-
terized by different time scales.

5. MICROLENSING FOR
GRAVITATIONAL LENSED SYSTEMS

A few years ago, Koopmans and de Bruyn
(2000) and Koopmans et al. (2000) found the most
realistic explanation of short-term variability of the
gravitational lens CLASS B1600+434 at 5 GHz and
8.5 GHz (variabilities and possible explanations of
the phenomena are discussed by Koopmans et al.
(2003) and Winn (2004)). The authors considered
different causes of variability such as scintillation due
to scattering and microlensing. As a result, they
concluded that microlensing phenomenon in the ra-
dio band was the best explanation for the observa-
tions. Flux densities changed from 58(48) mJy in
March 1994, to 29 (24) mJy in August 1995, for the
image A(B) (Koopmans et al. 1998). Another de-
crease, from 27(24) to 23(19) mJy, was found from
February to October 1998 (Koopmans et al. 2000b,
Koopmans and de Bruyn 2000). Strong variability
was detected at 5 GHz, where the flux density was
about 34-37 mJy in 1987 (Becker et al. 1991, Koop-
mans and de Bruyn 2000). However, it was about
45(37) mJy for image A(B) (Koopmans et al. 1998)
and only 23 (18) mJy in June 1999 (Koopmans and
de Bruyn 2000). Based on analysis of the variabili-
ties, Koopmans and de Bruyn (2000) concluded that
the variability is caused by superluminal motion of
compact knots in the jet: VLBA and the 100-m Ef-
felsberg telescope observations also found evidences
for jet components in the CLASS gravitational lens
B0128+437 (Biggs et al. 2004), but unfortunately
their flux densities are too low to be observed by the
RadioAstron interferometer.
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The typical threshold for the RadioAstron in-
terferometer sensitivity at 5 GHz is about 23 mJy,
with an integration time of 300 s (Kardashev 1997).
Therefore, in principle, such flux densities could be
detected by the RadioAstron interferometer.

Treyer and Wambsganss (2004) concluded
that, for photometric fluctuations ~ 0.5 mag, typ-
ical astrometric displacements should be about 20 —
40 pas. To evaluate photometric and astrometric mi-
crolensing, one could use numerical approaches and
analytical asymptotical expansions near fold (Schnei-
der and Weiss 1992a) and cusp singularities (Za-
kharov 1995, 1997a, Petters et al. 2001, Yonehara
2001). In principle, such a displacement could be ob-
served by the Radioastron space-ground interferome-
ter at 6 cm and 1.35 cm wavelengths, if flux densities
for the object are high enough. For example, in the
B1600+434 case, the flux density is suitable for the
core (at least, at 6 cm wavelength), but if the super-
luminal motion of knots is responsible for microlens-
ing, as Koopmans and de Bruyn (2000) claimed, the
sensitivity of Radioastron should be improved by fac-
tor 10 at the 6 cm wavelength, to observe such a dis-
placement of knots. At the 1.35 cm wavelength, the
Radioastron flux density threshold is probably too
high to allow detecting the displacement.

5.1. Typical time scales for microlensing

According to the standard model, typical
timescales for radio microlensing could be much
smaller than typical timescales in the optical band
due to the effects of special relativity, various ge-
ometries and locations of radiating regions in these
bands. For example, typical time scales in the op-
tical band are determined by the transverse velocity
(Vtrans), but in the radio-band timescales could be
Btrans/Vtrans times smaller (Koopmans and de Bruyn
2000) (all velocities are expressed in units of c).

Typical time scales are determined by the ra-
tio of typical sizes of caustics to the apparent velocity
of the jet-component in the source plane (Blandford
et al. 1977, Blandford and Konigl 1979, Koopmans
and de Bruyn 2000). If the jet-component moves
with a relativistic bulk velocity OBupuik, then the ap-
parent velocity is

n X (Bouik X 1) __ DPou sin())
1 — Boulk -1 1 — | Bouk| cos(¥)’

/Bapp = (14)

where 9 is the angle between the jet and the line of
sight (Blandford et al. 1977, Blandford and Konigl
1979, Koopmans and de Bruyn 2000).

The apparent angular velocity of the jet com-
ponent is

dby BappC 1.2+ Bapp Gpe pas
- - L)
dt (14 z5)Ds (14 25) Ds week

where z; and Dy are the source redshift and the an-
gular diameter distance to the stationary core, re-
spectively. Using the estimate for observed source
redshift zg, Fassnacht and Cohen (1998) and Koop-
mans and de Bruyn (2000) concluded that the angu-
lar velocity of B1600+4-434 should be

dbs pHas

— =0.34- _— 1

dt 0-34 - Bapp week’ (16)
for a flat Friedmann universe with Q, = 1 and

Hy = 65 km-s~!Mpc~t. Based on observational data
and simulations, Koopmans and de Bruyn (2000)
also evaluated the typical size of knots in the jet,
in the source plane for 2 < Afy,o¢ < 5 pas and an
apparent velocity band of 9 < Ay, < 26.5 There-
fore, apparent displacements for B1600+434 should
be of the order of dozens of pas and the displacement
could be measured with the RadioAstron interferom-
eter at the 6 cm wavelength.

One could also evaluate linear size of knots
through their angular diameter distances

i Aeknot [Zs - (1 + q0)23/2]
H() ]. + Zs

Al= . an

where go = 1.3 - §,,, — 1 = —0.55 (for a flat universe
and Q,, = 0.3). Therefore, typical linear size of the
knots should be Al € (5 x 106 cm, 14 x 1016 cm).

Typical scales for microlensing are discussed
for instance in recent papers by Treyer and Wamb-
sganss (2004) and Zakharov (2006a). Usually lo-
cations of microlenses in gravitational macrolenses
are discussed because of the optical depth for mi-
crolensing is high in comparison with other possible
locations of gravitational microlenses. However, the
cases for different microlens locations have been con-
sidered and, for example, galactic clusters or extra-
galactic dark haloes could have microlenses.

So, if we adopt the concordance cosmologi-
cal model parameters (Qor = 1, Qmatter = 0.3, and
Qp = 0.7), typical length scales for microlensing are

D.Di, | M _
Rp=/2r- Dll ~3.4-10' M—®h650'5cm,(18)

where "typical” microlens and sources redshifts are
assumed to be z; = 0.5, and 2z, = 2 (Treyer

and Wambsganss 2004) and r, = 5— is the
c
Schwarzschild radius corresponding to microlens of

mass M. ) )
The corresponding angular scale is

Rg s | M
D, ~2.36-107° M—@h%“’ as, (19)

Using the length scale given by equation (18)
and a velocity scale, say an apparent velocity Bapp,

Oy =

5However, the explanation of variability due to superluminal motions in the jet and microlensing should probably be verified,
because Patnaik and Kemball (2001) discussed observations which do not agree with this model (Koopmans and de Bruyn

2000).
6
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one could calculate the standard time scale corre-
sponding to crossing the Einstein — Chwolson radius

| M —13 0.5
~ 2 M—@ﬁapp hgs > weeks

Rg if v = cBapp;

tg = (1 + 21)7 =
[ M
vL ~ 27 M—®v600_1hg50'5 years

if v) ~ 600 km/s,

where we assumed that the time scales are deter-
mined by an apparent velocity (v; = ¢Bapp) Or a
typical transverse velocity v) ~ 600 km/s (veoo =
v /(600 km/s)) and the time scale tg corresponds to
the approximation of a point mass lens and a small
source, in comparison with the Einstein — Chwolson
radius. The approximation is probably correct and
the time scale estimates could be used if microlenses
are uniformly distributed at cosmological distances
and actually one Einstein — Chwolson ring is located
far enough from another (there are no intersections
of Einstein — Chwolson cones at the celestial sphere).
But the approximation fails if we use the microlens
model for gravitationally lensed systems to explain
the variability of image components.

If we use the simple caustic microlens model
(such as the straight fold caustic model), there are
two time scales, namely gravitational lens depends

on ”caustic size” and source radius R. If the source
radius is larger than, or approximately equal to, the

"caustic size” Teaustic; (We use the approximation

T ;
w=,/ —aumstie for the magnification near the caustic,
Y—Yec

where y > y. and y is a length in the perpendicular
direction to the fold caustic), R 2 Tcaustic, the rele-
vant time scale is the ” crossing caustic time”, (Treyer
and Wambsganss 2004)

]%SOHTCC
v (DS/DI)
~ 0.62 R15vgolohg50'5 years

~ 226 Risvgohes” days,

=(1+2z)

tcross

(20)

where D; and Dg correspond to z; = 0.5 and z;, = 2
respectively and Ris5 = Rsource/10'° cm.

However, if the source radius, Rsource, 1S
much smaller than the ”caustic size” rcaustic, namely
Rsource << Teaustic, one could use the ”caustic time”,
namely the time while the source is located in the

area near the caustic, and the time scale corresponds
to

Tcaustic

'UJ_(DS/DZ)

~ —1;-0.5 .
~ 0.62 715V500 Mgy~ years

tcaustic = (1 + Zl)

~ 226 T15v500hes " days, (21)
where 715 = Teaustic/101° cm.

These time scales, teross and feaustic, could be
of the order of days (or even hours), if v, is deter-
mined by the apparent motion of superluminal mo-
tion in the jet.

Thus, an estimate of t.,0ss could be used as a
lower limit for typical time scales for the simple caus-
tic microlens model, but since there are two length
parameters in the problem and in general we do not
know their values, we could not evaluate Rgsource oOnly
using the time scales of microlensing because the
time scales could correspond to two different length
scales. However, if we take into account the varia-
tion of amplitudes of luminosity, one could say that
in general t¢;oss corresponds to smaller variation am-
plitudes than tcaustic, because if the source square
is large, there is a ”smoothness” effect since only a
small fraction of source square is located in the high
amplification region near the caustic.

6. SHADOWS AROUND BLACK HOLES

Zakharov et al. (2005a) proposed to use VLBI
technique to observe mirages around massive black
holes and in particular, towards the black hole at
Galactic Center. The boundaries of the shadows are
black hole mirages. We use the length parameter

M
re = GCT = 6x 10! cm for the black hole at Sgr A*

and analytical approach to calculate shadow sizes, as
explained in the text. By taking the distance of Sgr
A* to be Dgc = 8 kpc, the length r, corresponds to
angular size ~ 5 pas. Since the minimum arc size
for the considered mirages is about at least 4 r,, the
standard RadioAstron resolution of about 8 pas is
comparable with the required precision. In princi-
ple, it is possible to evaluate the black hole charge @
by observing the shadow size. The mirage size dif-
ference between the extreme charged black hole and
Schwarzschild black hole case is about 30% (the mi-
rage diameter for Schwarzschild black hole is about
10.4 and for the extreme charged black hole the di-
ameter is equal to 8 or (in black hole mass units))
and typical angular sizes are about ~ 52 pas for
the Schwarzschild and ~ 40 pas for the Reissner-
Nordstrom black hole cases, respectively (Zakharov
1994, Zakharov et al. 2005a).

Therefore, for Sgr A*, a charged black hole
could be distinguished from Schwarzschild black hole
with RadioAstron, at least if its charge is close to
the maximum value. For stellar mass black holes, we
need a much higher angular resolution to distinguish
charged and uncharged black holes, since the typical
shadow (mirage) angular sizes are about 2x 10~° uas,
for galactic black holes. Clearly, this is too small to
observe directly even in the future.

The angular resolution of the space RadioAs-
tron interferometer will be high enough to resolve
radio images around black holes.

In principle, measuring the mirage shapes, one
could evaluate the black hole mass, inclination angle
(i.e. the angle between the black hole spin axis and
line of sight) and spin, if a distance toward the black
hole is known. For example, for the black hole at
the Galactic Center the mirage size is ~ 52 pas for
the Schwarzschild case. In the case of a Kerr black
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hole (Zakharov et al. 2005a), the mirage is deformed
depending on the black hole spin a and on the angle
of the line of sight, but its size is almost the same.
In the case of a Reissner-Nordstrom black hole its
charge changes the size of the shadows up to 30% for
the extreme charge case. Therefore, the charge of the
black hole can be measured by observing the shadow
size, if the other black hole parameters are known
with sufficient precision. In general, one could say
that measuring the mirage shape (in size) allows to
evaluate all the black hole "hairs”.

Few years ago the possibility of observing im-
ages of distant sources around black holes in the X-
ray band by means of a X-ray interferometer was
discussed by White (2000), Cash et al. (2000). In-
deed, the aim of the MAXIM project is to realize a
space based X-ray interferometer capable of observ-
ing with angular resolution as small as 0.1 pas.

In spite of the difficulties of measuring the
shapes of shadow images, to look at black hole
"faces” is an attractive challenge since the mirages
outline the ”faces” and correspond to fully general
relativistic description of the region nearby the black
hole horizon without any assumption about a spe-
cific model for astrophysical processes around black
holes (of course, we assume that there are sources
illuminating black hole surroundings). There is no
doubt that the rapid improvement of observational
facilities will enable to measure the mirage shapes
using not only RadioAstron facilities but also other
instruments and spectral bands, like the X-ray in-
terferometer MAXIM, the RadioAstron mission or
other space based interferometers in millimeter and
sub-millimeter bands.

One could mention here that the Astro Space
Centre of Lebedev Physics Institute proposed the
Millimetron mission as a successor of the RadioAs-
tron (the estimated year for a launch of the Mil-
limetron mission is 2016). The cryogenic telescope
will act at mm and sub-mm wavelength bands and
the ground-space interferometer Millimetron-ALMA
will have angular resolution about 10~ as at 0.3 mm
wavelength. In this case, the interferometer will pro-
vide a possibility of a clear reconstruction of the
shadow shapes with the interferometer.

7. CONCLUSIONS

Firstly, one should point out that gravitation-
ally lensed systems are the most promising objects
to be used in a microlensing search. Astrometric mi-
crolensing could be detected in a gravitational lens
system such as B1600+434, if the proper motion of
source, lens and an observer are generated mostly by
a superluminal motion of knots in the jet (superlu-
minal motion in a jet was found with HALCA in the
quasar PKS 1622-297 (Wajima 2005)). But in this
case, based on flux density estimates (Koopmans and
de Bruyn 2000), one could say that the sensitivity of
the RadioAstron interferometer should be improved
by a factor of 10.

Assuming there is microlensing of the core in
the B1600+434 system for example, the astrometric
microlensing should be about 20 — 40 pas (Treyer
and Wambsganss, 2004). The RadioAstron interfer-
ometer will have enough sensitivity to detect such an
astrometric displacement.

Secondly, in principle, microlensing of distant
sources could be the only tool available for deter-
mination of the €y using the microlensing event
rate. To resolve € problem with the RadioAs-
tron interferometer one should analyze variabilities
of compact sources with a core size < 40 pas and
with high enough flux densities (about 2 20 mJy
at the 6 cm wavelength, and about 2 100 mJy
at the 1.35 cm wavelength) to fit the most reliable
model for variabilities of the sources such as scintil-
lations and microlensing. The fraction of the suit-
able extragalactic targets for the VSOP and Ra-
dioAstron missions is about 13% — 14% (Moellen-
brock et al. 1996, Hirabayashi et al. 2000, Scott et
al. 2004, Kovalev et al. 2005). If the analysis indi-
cates that other explanations (such as scintillations)
are more likely than microlensing, and future ob-
servations with the Radioastron interferometer show
no astrometric microlensing features, one could con-
clude that the Hawkins hypothesis should be ruled
out. However, if an essential fraction of variability
could be fitted by microlensing, the sources should
be adopted as the highest priority targets for future
astrometric microlensing searches.

Therefore, one could say that astrometric mi-
crolensing (or direct image resolution with Radioas-
tron interferometer) is the crucial test to confirm (or
rule out) the microlens hypothesis for gravitationally
lensed systems and for point-like distant objects.

Astrometric microlensing due to Macho’s ac-
tion in our Galaxy is not very important for obser-
vations with the space interferometer Radioastron,
since event probabilities are low and typical time
scales are longer than an estimated life-time of the
Radioastron space mission.

We conclude that after the RadioAstron
launch, we will have the first opportunity to detect
microlensing directly. To make use of this opportu-
nity, perspective targets need to be carefully evalu-
ated in advance using both observational data and
theoretical analysis. In the radio band, the num-
ber of point-like bright sources at cosmological dis-
tances and gravitationally lensed systems with point-
like components demonstrating microlens signatures
is not very high and the sources should be analyzed
carefully in the search for candidates, for which the
microlensing model fits the data better than alterna-
tive theories.
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IIpeznednu pad no nosusy

Y OBOM NpErJIeAHOM YJIaHKY IUCKYTYjeMO
Moryha wmcnuruBama (eHOMEHa ONINTE TEOpHje
peanatusaoctu (GR) kKao mTo cy epertu rpasu-
TANMOHUX MUKPOCOYMBA U €(PEeKTU 3aKpPUBILE-
IBa CBETJIOCHUX 3pakKa y OKOJMHM NpPHE pyIe
momohy wnactynajyhe Panunoactpor cBemumpcke
mucuje. lobpo je mo3HaTo nma je edexaT rpaBuU-
TAOMOHUX COUYMBa MONAH ajaT y HUCTPAKUBALY
pacmomene Marepuje, VEALydyjyhm wu TamHYy
marepujy (DM). Twumuuma yraoma pacrojama
n3meby smkOBa M TUNMYHE BpEMEHCKE CKaJe
3aBUCE OJ Maca TPDABUTALMOHAX COUYMBA. 34
MHUKDPOCOYMBA, yTaoHa pacTojama m3Mehy mmkosa
UIM TUOAYHU ACTPOMETPHUjCKM IIOMAIW K3HOCE
oko 107° — 1078 myunux cexymmu. Taxsa yraoma
pesoayuuja 6buhe mocturmyra momohy Pamumoac-
TPOH CBEMUPCKO-3eMaJbCKOT MHTEep(depomMeTpa ca
BeaukoM Gaszom (VLBI). OcHoBHE numeBH IO-
Tpare 3a MHKpocoumBmMa Tpebaso O6um ma Oymy
CJajHM TAYKACTU Paauo M3BOPU HA KOCMOJIOMIKIM
pacTojamuMa. TUM CJIy4ajeBUMa, AaHAIU3a
IUXOBE IPOMEHJBMBOCTA U TNoy3xaHo onpebn-
Bame e(peKTa MUKPOCOUYMBA MOIJIM OU JOBECTU
IO TIpOIleHE HBUXOBE KOCMoJolke rycruae. Ocum
TOora, He MOMKe Ce WCKBYyYnTu Moryhuoct mna
HebapUOHCKA TaMHA MaTepuja Takobhe dopmumpa
MUKPOCOYMBA TOM YCJIOBOM MHa je omrosapajyha
onTuyka nebipuHA MOBOJBHO Beamka. llosHaro
je nma je 3a cucreMe MOJ YTHUIAjeM TI'DaBU-
TanUoOHMX couyuBa BepoBarHoha (onTHuka ge-
GmuHa) ma ce mocMaTrpajy e(eKTH MUKPOCO-
YMBa, PENATUBHO BUCOKa, 300r dera TakBuU 00-
jexkTM mon yTumajeM TDaBUTAIMOHUX COYMBA,
KA0 IITO je HAIPUMED TIPABUTAIMOHO COYUBO
CLASS B1600+434, usraemajy Hajuoromnuju 3a

NETEKTOBAHE€ ACTPOMETPHUjCKOT e(eKTa MUKPOCO-
4MBa, IOUITO Cy OCOOUHE (OTOMETPHUjCKOr e(heKTa
MuKpocoumBa Behh nmeTekToBaHE KOA OBUX 0O0-
jerara. MeDytum, na Ou ce OUPEKTHO pPa3nBO-
jUIM OBM NUMKOBU W Ja OU Ce OWPEKTHO IEeTEeK-
TOBAJIO IPUBUAHO KPETAHE YBOPOBA, OCETIHUBOCT
Pamuacrpona 6u mopasia 6utu mosehana momrTo
je mpouemeHa rycTruHa (JIyKCa UCIOI IPara 0CeT-
JbUBOCTU, & AJTEPHATUBHO, OHU OM MOTJIU OUTU
mocMarpaHu ako ce mopelia Bpeme mHTErparnuje,
mpeTnocTrasbajyhm ma paamo wm3BOp uMa TH-
IUYHO je3rpo — CTPYKTYyPy Ca MJIa30M U Oa
Cy (peHOMEHM MUKPOCOYMBA IIPOY3POKOBAHU CY-
[IEPCBETIUM HIPUBUIHUM KpPETameM YBOPOBa. Y
ciaydajy na ce TOTBpAM (MM ONOBPrHE) TBD-
beme 0 edpexTuMa MUKPOCOUYMBA Yy CUCTEMUMA
oM yTHUIajeM TDaBUTANMOHMX cOoumBa, Moryhe
je pasMumsbaTM O MOUPUHOCY Mace MUKPOCO-
YMBa yYKYIOHO] MacCWU TaJIaKCHUje KOja WUIpa YJIOry
CPABUTAIIMIOHOT COYMBA. ACUMETPUYHU eperar
MUKPOCOYUBA yCJEn NejCTBAa MaCUBHUX OOjekara
n3 xamoa Hame [anakcuje (MACHO) Huje
MHOTO BayKaH 300r MaJMX ONTUYKUX AeOJbUHA
U [OyTMX BPEMEHCKMX cKajga. 36or mora he
JIAHCUpame CBEMUPCKOr wuHTepdepomerpa Pa-
AUOACTPOH 00e30equTy M3BaHpeIHA HOBa CPEI-
CTBa 3a wu3ydyaBame e(peKTa TI'DABUTAIVOHUX
MUKDOCOYMBA y PAIUO NOMEHY, Ipy:kajylim He
camMo MoryhHOCT pa3igBajama MUKDOJMKOBa, Beh
takobe m moryhmoct ma ce mocmarpajy ac-
TPOMETPUJCKM e(peKTu MUKpocoumBa. LEdexTu
jAKOT TPaBUTANMOHOT IOJba y OKOJMHU CyIep-
MaCHUBHUX I[PHUAX pyla MOTYy OUTH DETEKTOBAHU
momohy PammoacTpoH cBeMupckor uaTEphEpO-
MeTpa.

11



