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ABSTRACT

Stellar microlensing is a powerful method to constrain compact dark matter models, uncover binary
stars, and exoplanets during caustic crossing events. At cosmological distances, James-Webb Space
Telescope (JWST) is routinely detecting microlensed giant stars in highly magnified galaxies behind
massive lensing clusters. Here, we explore for the first time microlensing in modest redshift galaxies
commonly seen through local Ultra Diffuse Galaxies (UDGs). Using the UDG NGC1052-DF2 as a case
study, we found that detecting UDG microlensing events through UDGs is possible. However, a low
total UDG microlensing event rate of ~ 5.6 x 1072 yr~! over its five background galaxies is expected
for typical JWST ~ 29mag visits, and a low Vera Rubin Legacy Survey of Space and Time (LSST)
detection rate of ~ 2 x 1078 yr~! such that NGC1052-DF2 might not be a prime target given its lack
of low-redshift background galaxies. Fuclid is ideal for identifying samples of low-redshift star-forming
galaxies seen through local galaxies for deeper cadenced follow-up, where our zeroth-order calculation
estimates that O(1 — 10) events per year are expected over the whole sky under the monitoring of
LSST. Finally, we postulate that UDG microlensing will allow an independent estimate of the initial
mass function (IMF) and the stellar multiplicity in the low mass regime, of considerable interest for
UDG galaxies, where stellar mass has been claimed to predominate over dark matter in some cases,
including NGC1052-DF2.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Galactic microlensing, first detailed by S. Liebes
(1964); B. Paczynski (1986), has been known for its
versatile applications from constraining the abundance
of massive compact halo objects in dark matter haloes
(e.g., L. Wyrzykowski et al. 2011; J. Calcino et al.
2018; H. Niikura et al. 2019; P. Montero-Camacho et al.
2019; P. Mroz et al. 2024), probing galactic structures
and stellar properties (e.g., S. Calchi Novati et al. 2008;
M. Moniez 2010; P. Mréz et al. 2019; A. C. Rodriguez
et al. 2022), to discovering exoplanets (e.g., F. Abe et al.
2004; B. S. Gaudi 2012; Y. Tsapras 2018; P. Mréz & R.
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Poleski 2024). While collaborations such as EROS (e.g.,
C. Afonso et al. 1999) and OGLEs (e.g., A. Udalski et al.
1994, and thereafter) have detected tens of thousands of
events in our Milky Way, Small and Large Magellanic
Clouds over the past few decades, detections are so far
available only as far as the M31 galaxy (through the
Subaru telescope; see, e.g., H. Niikura et al. 2019). At
cosmological distances, individual stars can only be de-
tected when microlensing is augmented by strong lens-
ing by foreground galaxy clusters (e.g., P. L. Kelly et al.
2018, 2022; H. Yan et al. 2023; Y. Fudamoto et al. 2025),
and speculatively, perhaps some subsamples of galaxy-
galaxy strong lensing systems (e.g., S. K. Li et al. 2025a).
The study of the spatial distribution and detection rate
of lensed stars provides unique insights into, for exam-
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ple, the nature of dark matter (e.g., J. M. Diego et al.
2024a; T. Broadhurst et al. 2025) and star formation
physics beyond the local universe (e.g., J. M. Diego et al.
2024b; S. K. Li et al. 2025b).

In this letter, we propose to make use of UDGs as
a semi-transparent, thin lens plane that supplies mi-
crolenses to detect individual distant stars in back-
ground galaxies. The concept of UDGs was first in-
troduced in A. Sandage & B. Binggeli (1984) but only
formally named much later in P. G. van Dokkum et al.
(2015) — observations reveal galaxies with extremely low
surface brightness (> 24 magarcsec™2, N. Chamba et al.
2020), that have Milky Way-like size but mass compa-
rable to dwarfs (J. A. Benavides et al. 2021). Recent
studies suggest that some UDGs may lack dark mat-
ter content entirely (P. van Dokkum et al. 2018; M. A.
Keim et al. 2026), making their formation channel par-
ticularly intriguing (e.g., through high-speed collision,
J. Silk 2019; J. Lee et al. 2024) or hinting towards alter-
native dark matter models (e.g., D. Yang et al. 2020; A.
Pozo et al. 2021)

In the context of microlensing, the low surface bright-
ness (and stellar mass density) of UDGs facilitates the
detection of background galaxies without being obscured
by foreground light. Their low mass and diffuse nature
also do not create any known strong gravitational lens-
ing effect (surface mass density much lower than the crit-
ical surface mass density for all source redshifts), such
that only the microlensing effect has to be considered
and the macroscopic model can be safely ignored. We
make use of the UDG NGC1052-DF2, as shown in Fig-
ure 1, as a case study in this letter, where we first con-
sider the ideal case and see if UDG microlensing events
are theoretically detectable in Section 2. We then es-
timate the relevant time scales of UDG microlensing in
Section 3, and the expected event rate for different pos-
sible scenarios in Section 4. We finally conclude this
letter by discussing the possible application of UDG mi-
crolensing in Section 5. Throughout this work, we adopt
the AB magnitude system (J. B. Oke & J. E. Gunn
1983), along with Planck18 cosmological parameters:
Q= 0.31, Q4 = 0.69, and Hy = 67.4km s~ Mpc™}(
Planck Collaboration et al. 2020).

2. MAXIMUM MAGNIFICATION

To investigate whether detecting background stars at
distant galaxies through UDG microlensing is theoret-
ically possible, we can consider the maximum magnifi-
cation any given star can attain at corresponding dis-
tances. The Einstein radius at image plane, Rg, given
a point-like microlens with mass, M, is:
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Figure 1. Negative JWST FO90W image of NGC1052-DF2
(GO-3990, PI: Morishita). Five spectroscopically confirmed
background galaxies are labelled with their redshifts. We
carry out event rate analysis on these galaxies based on their
H-pB luminosities, as one shall read later in Section 4.
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with Dg the angular diameter distance to the source,
Dy, the angular diameter distance to the lens, and Dy g
the angular diameter distance between the lens and the
source. G is the gravitational constant, and ¢ the speed
of light. For a perfect alignment between a source with
radius rs and a single microlens, the maximum magni-
fication can be approximated as:
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for the limit of r¢ << Rpg, where A; is the area of the
Einstein ring image and Ay the area of the source be-
fore lensing. For our case, this is explicitly true as Rg
is much larger than the maximum source radii we shall
consider, s = 1000 R, for all source distances consid-
ered. Also, UDG NGC1052-DF2 has a mean surface
mass density, 3, of ~ 5 Mg /pc? according to multiple
analyses (P. van Dokkum et al. 2018; I. Trujillo et al.
2019; Z. Shen et al. 2021). For a typical stellar IMF
deduced from local observations, we can assume a mean
stellar mass of M = 0.3 Mg (P. Kroupa & C. Weid-
ner 2003; G. Chabrier 2003), then we would have ~ 15
microlenses given 1pc? of image plane area on the sky.
Each of these microlenses has the same Einstein radius,
Rp, which yields the image plane area of TR%,. We cal-
culate for all source distances, Dg, considered in this
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Figure 2. Maximum magnification attainable considering
the case of NGC1052-DF2 against different source angular
diameter distances (normalized to the lens distance), given
different source radii represented by the line styles, and dif-
ferent masses of microlenses represented by the colors.

letter such that 7R3 x ¥,/M << 1pc?. This means
that the image plane area is far from fully covered by
microlensing Einstein rings, such that the single-lens ap-
proximation is reasonable in considering at least the
ideal case of maximum magnification attainable. We
shall review the validity and applications of this approx-
imation later on in Section 5.2.

The inferred distance to UDG NGC1052-DF2 is ~
20Mpec (P. van Dokkum et al. 2018)'. We retrieved
the Very Large Telescope Multi-Unit Spectroscopic Ex-
plorer (MUSE) data cubes associated with ESO-DDT
programs 2101.B-5008(A) and 2101.B-5053(A) (PI: Em-
sellem) and reduced the spectroscopic redshifts of the
background sources behind NGC1052-DF2, as shown
in Figure 1. To be more informative, we hereby also
consider a suite of source distances in our analysis for
extrapolating the case beyond NGC1052-DF2. For a
comprehensive analysis, we consider three characteris-
tic masses of stellar microlenses: 0.01 Mg, 0.1 Mg, and
1 Mg, and a few source radii: 1 Rg, 10 R, 100 Rg, and
1,000 Rg.

We show the maximum magnification attainable for
all combinations of source distances, mass of stellar mi-

1 Recent claims from I. Trujillo et al. (2019); M. A. Beasley et al.
(2025) inferred a shorter distance of ~ 13 — 16 Mpc, which do
not significantly affect our inference as the difference in distance
is minor for our lensing calculation
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Figure 3. Brightest star possible (in apparent magnitudes)
under ideal situations at different source angular diameter
distances, considering the maximum magnification shown
earlier in Figure 2. Since luminous stars cannot have arbi-
trarily small radii, we consider the brightest stars that have
each of the stellar radii allowed by the MIST isochrones.
The two horizontal lines represent the visit depths of ZTF
and LSST, respectively. The vertical lines denote the red-
shifts of the sources behind NGC1052-DF2; as shown earlier
in Figure 1.

crolenses, as well as the source radii in Figure 2, calcu-
lated through Equation 2. One can see that for a small
source with ~ 1R, they can attain extreme magnifica-
tion up to ~ 10° with a massive microlens of ~ 1M,
under perfect alignment.

Of course, in reality, ~ 1 R stars would be very dim,
such that they could never really be detected even with
the extreme magnification. The condition of brightness
of stars against the stellar radii is constrained by stellar
physics. As a simple calculation, we adopt the MESA
Isochrone and Stellar Tracks (MIST, J. Choi et al. 2016)
to see what the brightest star one can see is, given
the considered range of source radii. For the analysis
hereafter, the detection limit we referred to is always
the rest-frame r-band magnitudes compiled by MIST to
avoid doing the K-correction every time.

From Figure 3, one can see that background stars
undergoing UDG microlensing can get as bright as ~
18 mag for a nearby source. We have also placed the red-
shift of the few background galaxies behind NGC1052-
DF?2 in vertical lines with different colors as a reference.
The depths of ZTF (~ 20mag), LSST (~ 24 mag) all-
sky survey, and a fiducial 2-hour exposure JWST depth
of ~ 29mag are denoted as black lines with different
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linestyles. This simply implies that, for a perfect sce-
nario, detecting lensed stars at distant galaxies is statis-
tically possible. For the case of NGC1052-DF2, LSST
could, in theory, capture events in one of the galaxies
(BKGGALOL, z = 0.2), let alone using JWST to ob-
serve events for background galaxies even further away.

3. RELEVANT TIMESCALES

Unlike galactic microlensing events, where the back-
ground stars are always detectable, background stars
with apparent magnitude m in UDG microlensing are
only detectable when they have attained some minimum
magnification:

Hmin(m) > 10(m—m50)/2.57 3)

under a detection limit of ms,. The light curve scale is
then the duration when the stars have attained sufficient
magnification to be detectable. The magnification of
the background source with radii much smaller than the
Einstein radius at distance r from the microlens is given
as:

b +2 )
W id
with b the impact parameter given as:

= FE’ (5)

for the limit where r >> r;. We can reverse Equa-
tion 4 to find b where the star begins to be detectable
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For perfect alignment such that the star enters the
Einstein radius in the radial direction, the total time
taken would be:
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where the maximum magnification is topped at the limit
where r = ry as we have derived earlier in Equation 2.
v is the relative transverse velocity, which is dominated
by the peculiar motion owing to the Hubble flow. With
NGC1052 DF2’s distance of ~ 20 Mpc, this would be ap-
proximately ~ 400 km/s for a distant source (e.g., M. J.
Hudson et al. 2004; Y.-Z. Ma et al. 2011). For a lensed
star with a source radius of 1000R; that has —9mag
absolute magnitude as constrained by the isochrone,
tmin would be ~ 100 considering redshift ~ 0.6 and
observation depth of ~ 29mag. For a 0.3Mg lens,

Rg =5 x 10*R. Solving for ¢, gives ~ 20 days, which
means the light curve can be captured with LSST’s 3-
day cadence, or by dedicated JWST observations that
have even higher temporal resolution.

4. ESTIMATED EVENT RATE

The previous analysis in Section 2 is ideal, demanding
the perfect alignment of stars, and just to prove that it
is possible to detect extragalactic microlensing through
UDGs. Here, we estimate the number of events expected
for UDG microlensing.

The classic B. Paczynski (1986) microlensing optical
depth given some lensing stellar population with three-
dimensional mass density, p, is:
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Since the UDG is sufficiently thin given Dg, Dy, and
Drs, and stars from the UDG are the primary source
of microlenses, the condition can be simplified without
integrating along the line-of-sight:
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with X, the surface mass density of stellar microlenses
in the UDG.

The optical depth, 7, represents the probability that
any random source is inside the Einstein radius at any
given time when the source size is smaller than the Ein-
stein radius. Considering N stars in the background
galaxies, then it simply means that we can expect N x 7
stars that are inside the Einstein radius of some mi-
crolenses if the whole background galaxy is being cov-
ered by the thin sheet of microlenses. Now, for this case,
the stars will be unlikely to attain the maximum mag-
nification introduced in Equation 2 since that demands
a perfect alignment. Rather, the magnification they are
attaining is related to where exactly they are locating
inside the Einstein radius through Equation 4. For a
random pair of source and microlens, the probability of
having any impact parameter should scale as o r~2 as
the area towards smaller r decreases. This would hold
until the limit of r = r,, where the size of the star be-
comes relevant, and such that maximum magnification is
given by Equation 2. For sources at redshifts ~ 0.5 with
stellar radii ~ 1000Rg, this would require an impact
parameter of ~ 107%. We can truncate the maximum
magnification attainable with Equation 2 at such char-
acteristic impact parameters. The probability density of
a star getting some magnification would then be:

P dP db
=— X — X[ °.

@ 1
dp b dp (10)



To know the expected detection rate, we would need to
know the number of stars in the background source, and
their probability of falling into the Einstein radius of a
microlens, combined with the probability that they will
attain some magnification that is sufficient for them to
be detectable with some detection threshold. The first
unknown will be the luminosity function of the back-
ground galaxy, N, where the second probability is de-
scribed by the optical depth, 7, and the third probability
density scales with p~2 as just introduced.

Since 7 already accounts for the probability that a
source falls into Rg, b < 1. The probability that
the background will attain such magnification is sim-
ply ,u;jn upon definite integration of Equation 10. Of
course, it would not make sense to consider stars that
require fmin > fmae Since this means they would never
be detectable as they could never have attained suf-
ficient magnification, limited by their intrinsic source
radii. Here, we again assume the mean mass of stellar
microlenses to be 0.3 Mg and compute fi,,q, for all stars
sampled in the luminosity function. The expected num-
ber of stars, E, one would observe given some detection
limit is therefore:

Hmas
E:/N(m)wﬂ/ dpdm (11)
Homin (M)

To generate the luminosity function, we assume the
background galaxies have a constant star formation his-
tory, which is the underlying assumption of the R. C.
Kennicutt & S. M. Kent (1983) relation, such that the
star formation rate (SFR) can be inferred via the H-«
luminosity of background galaxies independently. Al-
though the original R. C. Kennicutt & S. M. Kent (1983)
relation is limited to the last ~ 10 Myrs, we naively
extrapolate it to ~ 100 Myrs as the lensed star detec-
tion rate is expected to be dominated by star forma-
tion episodes over the last ~ 100 Myrs (S. K. Li et al.
2025¢). This approximation should thus give us a rea-
sonable order-of-magnitude estimation of the event rate
expected. We sample through a P. Kroupa & C. Wei-
dner (2003) IMF and retrieve the luminosity function
(also the corresponding stellar radii) following MIST
isochrones. This way, we can conveniently estimate how
many lensed stars can be detected through this method,
as a function of the assumed-constant SFR.

Furthermore, if Equation 7 is the mean time scale of
UDG microlensing light curves, then the expected event
rate per year (i.e., the rate by constantly monitoring the
source over a year) can be estimated by combining this
with the expected event rate in Equation 11, given as:

F(yr_l) = . (12)
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Figure 4. Expected event rate per year, considering
NGC1052-DF2 acting as the lens with different sources (with
different SFR rate indicated by line colors, assuming a con-
stant star formation history over the last ~ 100 Myrs), at the
background at different source angular diameter distances
(redshifts). Solid lines refer to calculations made assuming
JWST depth of ~ 29mag, where dashed and dotted lines
represent the calculations assuming LSST and ZTF depths
of ~ 24 mag, and ~ 20 mag, respectively. Individual data
points are the predictions made for each of the background
galaxies behind NGC1052-DF2.

Here we show the expected event rate per year in Fig-
ure 4 assuming a JWST depth of 29 mag (solid lines),
LSST depth of ~ 24 mag (dashed lines), and ZTF depth
of ~ 20mag (dotted lines). We show source galaxies
with different SFR in different colours, ranging between
0.01 Mg yr=t and 10Mg yr—!. For other galaxies, the
event rate scales linearly with the SFR since it normal-
izes the luminosity function.

One can see that the furthest UDG microlensing event
detectable depends a lot on the detection threshold, as
it determines whether fmin > fmae. For ZTF-like ob-
servation, the furthest event would be at ~ 9 times the
source distance, at a rather local redshift of ~ 0.05 for
the case of NGC1052-DF2 acting as the lens. For LSST-
like observation, this extends to redshift ~ 0.2. Notice
that these limits are also given by the brightest star de-
tectable, as shown earlier in Figure 3. For LSST, one
UDG microlensing event is expected for every ~ 100
source galaxies with SFR of ~ 1Mgyr~! at redshift
~ 0.05 during the course of a year. The rate would be
even higher (or fewer background galaxies to achieve an
equivalent detection efficiency) for closer, or even more
massive/active star-forming background galaxies. We
could also naively rescale the numbers and say that one



Background z SFR
(Mo yr™?)

L(yr)

galaxy JWST (LSST)

BKGGALO1 | 0.21 | 0.06 £0.01 | ~4x107% (~2 x 1078)

BKCGALO2 | 0.46 | 0.29 £ 0.01 ~ 8 x 1072 (0)
BKGGALO3 | 0.57 | 0.23 +0.03 ~2x107% (0)
BKGGALO4 | 0.60 | 1.73 £0.28 ~4x1072 (0)
BKCGALO5 | 0.74 | 0.30 £ 0.03 ~2x 1072 (0)

Table 1. Redshifts, SFR, and inferred UDG microlens-
ing event rate per year for the background galaxies behind
NGC1052-DF2.

event per year is expected per ~ 10?2 Myyr—! total SFR
observed behind the UDG at redshift 0.05.

Here, we carry out a brief event rate analysis for
NGC1052-DF2. We do not directly use the H-a lu-
minosity that is conventionally adopted (e.g., in R. C.
Kennicutt 1998; R. C. Kennicutt & N. J. Evans 2012) as
the H-« lines of these background galaxies are either out
of the range of MUSE, or fall onto telluric absorptions.
Instead, we follow G. R. Zeimann et al. (2014) and con-
vert their H-S luminosity to SFR, assuming an intrinsic
Ha/HB ratio of ~ 2.9 (M. Brocklehurst 1971). Lim-
ited to the data availability, we do not account for dust
extinction, such that the adopted SFR and hence UDG
microlensing rate would be an upper limit. We show the
SFRs, as well as the expected LSST and JWST event
rate of the five background galaxies as shown in Figure 1
in Table 1. The corresponding rates are also denoted
in Figure 4 for reference. We do not repeat the Monte
Carlo sampling multiple times to explore the uncertainty
in the expected detection rate, given the extremely high
computational cost, and that the rate is way lower than
one event per year.

Right now, the non-detection of UDG microlensing
events in NGC1052-DF2 with existing ZTF data is con-
sistent with the expectation of our methodology, since
the background galaxies have redshifts 2 0.2 and detec-
tion is forbidden for ZTF as shown in Figure 4. From
Figure 4 and Table 1, one can tell that NGC1052-DF2
is probably not a prime target for UDG microlensing
detection, as it lacks star-forming galaxies at lower red-
shifts. The LSST event rate is roughly estimated as
~ 2 x 107® per year. Even with JWST, the total
event rate summed over all five background galaxies is
~ 5.6 x 1072 per year, meaning that only one event is
expected over ~ 20 yrs of constant monitoring.

The latest known catalog of UDGs comes from the
DRY legacy survey, yielding a total of ~ 7000 UDG can-
didates (D. Zaritsky et al. 2023). A very quick zeroth-
order calculation assuming all these UDGs are identical
to NGC1052-DF2 in terms of stellar surface mass density

will cover an angular area of 7000 x 7(8")% ~ 0.1 deg?
(D. Zaritsky et al. 2023, also the mean size of UDGs in).
The star formation rate density at such a low redshift
range is ~ 0.02 Mgyr—'cMpce™® (M. Haslbauer et al.
2023) such that the total star formation rate behind the
UDGs will be ~ 0.02Moyr~'eMpe™ x 0.1deg? x6 x
10* eMpc® deg™? where the last term is the comoving
volume per solid angle between the redshift range of
interest. From this approximation, one can expect
~ 120 Mgyr~—! of total star formation rate behind these
galaxies. Under our prediction, the mean detection rate
of UDG microlensing at this redshift range would be
of the order of ~ 1072 — 10~ ' yr=! per 1 Mpyr—! for
LSST, yielding a total event rate of ~ O(1 — 10) per
year for LSST. Notice that the actual rate might be
dominated by a few prime targets that have lower red-
shift star-forming galaxies, as most of the local galaxies
are rather quiescent. Fuclid's all-sky surveying capabil-
ity has already discovered many UDG candidates (F. R.
Marleau et al. 2025) with many more anticipated, where
next-generation surveys for ultra-low surface brightness
galaxies like ARRAKIHS (C. Corral van Damme et al.
2024), and wide-field instruments like Roman will pro-
vide a more pristine view of UDGs. These, combined
with LSST’s monitoring or dedicated JWST searching
program, make UDG microlensing detectable within the
next decade according to our predictions, and the scien-
tific use case of UDG microlensing, as we shall show in
the next section, will become relevant for a more com-
prehensive understanding of UDGs.

5. DISCUSSION
5.1. FEvent rate and light curves

There are three primary observables for UDG mi-
crolensing: (1) the overall event rate, (2) the spatial
distribution, and (3) the light curves of events.

The event rate of UDG microlensing couples linearly
with ¥, through Equation 9 and 11, which depends
on the assumed stellar IMF for the UDGs and even
dark matter content in terms of compact dark matter
objects such as Primordial Blackholes (B. Carr et al.
2021). With the R. C. Kennicutt & S. M. Kent (1983)
relation mentioned earlier, one can estimate the SFR
of the background galaxies and construct the luminos-
ity function. Proper uncertainty propagation upon the
expected rate (Equation 11) allows one to calculate the
expected Y, based on the observed event. The inference
of ¥, can be correlated with the stellar IMF of the UDG:
the mass-to-light ratio changes by a factor of ~ 1.7 as-
suming a P. Kroupa & C. Weidner (2003) IMF versus a
E. E. Salpeter (1955) IMF. While one can foresee that a
large number of microlensing events is required to infer a



precise X, and thus probe the underlying IMF, this nev-
ertheless provides an alternative route in accessing the
stellar composition of UDGs and possible research direc-
tion investigating the stellar dynamics and their there-
fore dark matter contents. Since the current measure-
ment of stellar IMF's in UDG focuses on globular clusters
(e.g., M. A. Beasley et al. 2025; K. Fahrion et al. 2025),
accessing the field stars via UDG microlensing can in-
dependently constrain the IMF. Whether the globular
clusters and field stars share the same IMF would also
bring paramount insights into the formation channel of
UDGs (see review, J. S. Gannon et al. 2026).

The spatial distribution of event rate depends on the
gradient of the surface mass density (and therefore IMF,
as argued in the last paragraph) of the UDGs. Here
we assumed a constant ~ 5 Mgyr~! surface mass den-
sity to simplify our calculation. In reality, background
galaxies located at the outskirts of UDGs should have
a lower event rate even if they have the same SFR as
galaxies that are located in the inner region of UDGs.
UDG microlensing could potentially happen even a lit-
tle beyond the maximum visible “radius” of UDGs, as
such low mass stars can be sparsely populated with lit-
tle associated luminosity, such that they are not distin-
guished from the sky background with existing observa-
tions. This provides a unique way of possibly tracing
the smallest and furthest stellar population in UDGs,
thus their “true” radii. Alternatively, an exceptionally
high rate of UDG microlensing at the outskirts of UDGs
could hint towards the existence of a large population of
compact dark objects.

The light curve is trickier for the case of UDG mi-
crolensing because the background stars will not be de-
tected regularly, unlike the case of local galactic mi-
crolensing. Consider a realistic case where the UDG
microlensing event barely gains sufficient magnification
at the peak of the light curve, such that it is detected
by LSST, and JWST immediately carries out follow-up
observations. Even though follow-up observations are
deployed, they would be more likely to be able to cap-
ture only the second half of the light curve, losing a lot of
information, and leading to severe degeneracies between
velocity, lens mass, and source radii.

The aforementioned issues would be especially true for
NGC1052-DF2, given that there are no very low redshift
galaxies behind it. Deploying JWST for a long-duration
monitoring program is extremely unrealistic, given that
the event rate is rather low for galaxies further away. We
can instead consider a more idealized case where a UDG
has background sources more nearby (z =~ 0.01 — 0.1),
rendering it more likely that LSST could observe mi-
crolensing events prior to the peak of the light curve.
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The high time cadence LSST observations of ~ 3 days
would then potentially allow us to retrieve the full light
curve (whose duration is approximated by Equation 7).
In this case, since the distance to the UDG is known
(although with uncertainty), as well as the distance to
the source galaxy, the only variable left would be the
lens mass, velocity, and the source properties, including
the intrinsic brightness and the stellar radius. Photome-
try (six bands in LSST) or even spectroscopic measure-
ments (by other instruments) can allow one to better
understand the properties of the source star, for exam-
ple, the stellar radii and intrinsic brightness, given the
achromatic nature of microlensing in general. Analy-
sis analogous to that employed for galactic microlensing
can be carried out in this case to constrain the lens mass
and source properties.

5.2. Caustic crossing and stellar multiplicity

Our analysis assumed isolated microlenses for UDGs,
which has two problems: (1) even though the optical
depth is low, stars in UDGs can still lie close enough
with each other such that they no longer form individ-
ual einstein rings and singular caustics (where the light
curve is gaussian-like and symmetric, Equation 4), but
rather complicated shapes of “networks” of microlenses
where sources can enter (or leave) the caustic region
and attain a sharp increase (decrease) of magnification
(e.g., B. S. Gaudi & A. O. Petters 2002) leaving behind
asymmetric light curves. (2) Apart from caustic net-
work caused by geometric overlapping, intrinsic stellar
multiplicity can also lead to caustic network as ~ 40%
of solar-mass stars and ~ 30% of low-mass stars in our
local universe are known to have at least one companion
star (e.g., D. Raghavan et al. 2010; J. G. Winters et al.
2019), where the typical separation between the stars
(~ O(100 — 1000) R, depending on the primary mass,
S. S. R. Offner et al. 2022)is much smaller than the Ein-
stein radius we are considering for UDG microlensing.
This will also increase the odds of forming caustic net-
works such that the single lens approximation breaks
down (see, e.g., C. Alcock et al. 2000). This is partic-
ularly true for microlensing in the absence of a macro-
scopic strong lensing potential, as the events can only
be detected when they have extremely high magnifica-
tion, and thus must always be close to the caustic net-
work (if exists) and thus be sensitive to its existence.
In both cases, the source plane area that is covered by
Einstein rings should decrease, and the level of decrease
depends on how the microlensing critical curves interact
with each other, and is a highly chaotic problem with no
easy analytical solution (e.g., J. M. Palencia et al. 2024;
G. Berloff & N. G. Berloff 2025).



A simple first-order estimation for the former case
could be a Monte-Carlo sampling that evaluates the
probability of Einstein rings overlapping with each other
2, given some surface mass density. Following the
previous postulation, we assume a mean stellar mass
of microlenses as 0.3 Mg, where the Einstein radius
is ~ 50000 Rs (= 0.001pc) for Dy, = 22Mpc and
Ds = 1300Mpc (at source redshift of ~ 0.5). We
then record the number of microlenses with their Ein-
stein ring overlapping with one another when we ran-
domly sample their position on the sky within a box with
some angular area, where the number of microlenses fol-
lows the surface mass density of UDG NGC1052-DF2
(~ 5 Mg /pc?). We found among 500 realizations of the
Monte Carlo, none of the realizations have microlensing
Einstein rings overlapping with each other. Since this is
for a rather higher redshift case considered in our work,
the Einstein rings would be smaller for a lower redshift
source, and the concern of overlapping should be even
lower.

The latter case has an interesting application. With a
sufficient number of UDG microlensing events that have
high-cadence (and high signal-to-noise) light curves, we
can calculate the fraction of events that demonstrate
caustic crossing. With the aforementioned Monte-Carlo
simulation showing that the expected fraction of caustic
crossing arising from pure geometric overlapping is ex-
tremely low (limited at < 0.2% probability, as none of
our 500 realizations show overlapping), the caustic cross-
ing UDG microlensing events must hence come from in-
trinsic binary or higher order multiplicity systems. This
provides a unique way of accessing the stellar multiplic-
ity in UDGs and allows for comparison with, for exam-
ple, the local environment and tests for star formation
physics in UDGs.

Since the distinction between the single lens mi-
crolensing Gaussian-like and caustic crossing light curve
does not require breaking the degeneracies in lens mass,
velocity, and source radius, the fraction of caustic cross-
ing UDG microlensing events could be accessible for
UDGs that cover close background galaxies with high
recent SFR under the monitor of LSST/JWST at high
cadence. This will provide us with a useful estimate of
the stellar multiplicity of UDGs as a representative of a
low stellar density and low metallicity star formation en-

2 Notice that the critical curves should connect together (and
form caustic networks) when the critical curves are sufficiently
close to each other without necessarily having actual overlap-
ping. That, however, is only accessible via computationally
costly high-resolution ray-tracing simulations, such that we
only adopt this simple approximation to estimate the level of
caustic crossing, and defer a detailed analysis to future work.

vironment. Whether the multiplicity is the same in such
an environment or is different from local measurement
could bring critical insights into the star formation chan-
nel, such as the physical processes during the formation
(e.g., G. Duchéne & A. Kraus 2013). Notice that the
same calculation is not applicable for extremely magni-
fied stars found in cluster/galaxy lenses, as the strong
lensing effect will always induce caustic crossing.

6. SUMMARY

Here in this letter, we propose the idea of observing in-
dividual stars in distant galaxies via stellar microlensing
with the stellar population in UDGs, with NGC1052-
DF2 as a case study. Owur first order approximation
is consistent with the null detection so far with exist-
ing surveys like the ZTF, but indicates that detecting
such UDG microlensing is viable with next-generation
all-sky surveys like LSST, or with a dedicated search-
ing program with JWST, depending on the properties
of the source galaxies, including their redshifts and re-
cent SFR. While NGC1052-DF2 is not a prime target
to look for UDG microlensing events, given its lack
of low-redshift background galaxies and therefore low
expected LSST and JWST event rate, Fuclid’s all-sky
survey is expected to reveal many suitable UDGs that
favour UDG microlensing events that are observable by
LSST and JWST. A zeroth-order estimated total event
rate of O(1 — 10) yr~! is expected for LSST’s all-sky
monitoring. We postulate that the event rate of UDG
microlensing, as well as their light curves, would provide
a unique opportunity in studying stellar populations in
UDGs, such as their stellar multiplicity and IMF, as well
as constraining the abundance of compact dark matter.
Analysis of UDG microlensing events alongside other ob-
servations can potentially improve our understanding of
UDG properties as well as their formation mechanism.
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