
Astronomy & Astrophysics manuscript no. aa ©ESO 2022
August 11, 2022

Existence of Tidal Tails for the Globular Cluster NGC 5824
Yong Yang1, 2, Jing-Kun Zhao1, Miho N. Ishigaki3, 4, 5, Masashi Chiba4, Cheng-Qun Yang6, Xiang-Xiang Xue1,

Xian-Hao Ye1, 2, and Gang Zhao1, 2

1 CAS Key Laboratory of Optical Astronomy, National Astronomical Observatories, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101,
People’s Republic of China
e-mail: zjk@bao.ac.cn

2 School of Astronomy and Space Science, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, People’s Republic of China
3 National Astronomical Observatory of Japan, 2-21-1 Osawa, Mitaka, Tokyo 181-8588, Japan
4 Astronomical Institute, Tohoku University, 6-3, Aramaki, Aoba-ku, Sendai, Miyagi 980-8578, Japan
5 Kavli Institute for the Physics and Mathematics of the Universe (WPI), The University of Tokyo Institutes for Advanced Study,

The University of Tokyo, 5-1-5 Kashiwanoha, Kashiwa, Chiba 277-8583, Japan
6 Key Laboratory for Research in Galaxies and Cosmology, Shanghai Astronomical Observatory, 80 Nandan Road, Shanghai 200030,

People’s Republic of China

August 11, 2022

ABSTRACT

Context. Several dynamically cold streams have been associated with certain globular clusters (GCs) based on orbital energies and
angular momenta. Some of these streams are surprisingly far apart from their progenitors and one such pair is Triangulum and NGC
5824. Triangulum can be considered as a piece of NGC 5824 leading tail since the cluster’s future orbit matches with the stream’s
track well. The existence of the leading tail for NGC 5824 is the motivation behind the search for its trailing tail.
Aims. Our goal is to confirm the connection between Triangulum and NGC 5824 and seek the trailing tail of the cluster.
Methods. The selection of member stars of Triangulum is made through various cuts in metallicity, proper motions (PMs), radial
velocity and color-magnitude diagram (CMD). The selected members are compared in phase space to a mock stream which models
the disruption of NGC 5824. We then try to detect the trailing tail of the cluster based on a modified matched-filter technique. Stars
are assigned weights using their color differences from the cluster’s locus in CMD. These weights are further scaled based on stars’
departures from expected PMs of the model stream.
Results. A total of 26 member stars for Triangulum are obtained and 16 of them are newly identified. These members are consistent
with the mock stream in the phase space and their metalicity and position on the CMD are in good agreements with NGC 5824. By
applying the matched-filter, a tenuous trailing tail of the cluster is detected, spanning ∼ 50◦ long on sky. The signature matches with
the mock stream’s trajectory well.
Conclusions. Our results support that Triangulum stream acts as a part of the leading tail for NGC 5824. On the trailing side, we have
detected a 50◦ tail extended from the cluster. The existence of both leading and trailing tails for the GC NGC 5824 is verified.

Key words. globular clusters: individual: NGC 5824 – Galaxy: structure – Galaxy: kinematics and dynamics – Galaxy: halo

1. Introduction

Increasing amount of data from various revolutionary surveys
are revealing mysteries of stellar streams in the Milky Way and
providing unprecedented details of the Galactic halo (e.g., Bell
et al. 2008; Zhao et al. 2009; Law & Majewski 2010; Bowden
et al. 2015; Bernard et al. 2016; Liang et al. 2017; Zhao et al.
2018; Malhan et al. 2018; Yang et al. 2019a,b; Zhao et al. 2020;
Yang et al. 2021; Ye et al. 2021; Zhao & Chen 2021). Tidal
streams extending from extant globular clusters (GCs) are usu-
ally thin and dynamically cold (e.g., Odenkirchen et al. 2003;
Grillmair & Johnson 2006; Palau & Miralda-Escudé 2019; Grill-
mair 2019). Some narrow streams without explicit cores are gen-
erally also attributed to GC origins (e.g., Grillmair 2009; Ko-
posov et al. 2010; Bonaca et al. 2012; Koposov et al. 2014; Shipp
et al. 2018; Malhan et al. 2018). The progenitors of most of those
streams are still unknown but several streams have been recently
associated with extant GCs (Ibata et al. 2021).

The connections between ω Centauri and Fimbulthul (Ibata
et al. 2019), NGC 3201 and Gjöll (Palau & Miralda-Escudé
2021), and NGC 4590 and Fjörm (Palau & Miralda-Escudé

2019) have been reported, which suggest that the associations
between a stream and a GC, where the GC does not connect di-
rectly to the stream, are present in the Milky Way. By explor-
ing the orbits, Bonaca et al. (2021) further attributed 5 more
streams to extant GCs (Table 1 therein), and one pair is Trian-
gulum and NGC 5824. Triangulum stream was first detected by
Bonaca et al. (2012) with a matched-filter technique (Rockosi
et al. 2002). Thereafter, Martin et al. (2013) kinematically dis-
covered a part of the stream and provided 11 possible member
stars. The stream is in the direction of M31 and M33 galaxies,
and far apart from NGC 5824. However, the cluster’s future orbit
passes through the stream well, implying a connection between
them (Fig. 4 in Bonaca et al. 2021). Li et al. (2022) further con-
firmed this connection by comparing a model stream of NGC
5824 in phase space to the Triangulum member stars from Mar-
tin et al. (2013). Therefore, Triangulum stream could be treated
as a piece of NGC 5824 leading tail.

Based on the picture that tidal tails are developed symmetri-
cally around GCs (Küpper et al. 2010), the existence of leading
tail for NGC 5824 motivates us to search for its trailing tail. In

Article number, page 1 of 11

ar
X

iv
:2

20
8.

05
19

7v
1 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.G

A
] 

 1
0 

A
ug

 2
02

2



A&A proofs: manuscript no. aa

this work, we provide a confirmation of the connection between
Triangulum and NGC 5824, which is similar to that of Li et al.
(2022) but with member stars that span a wider sky extent (∼
16◦). We further apply a modified match-filter method (Grillmair
2019) to look for the trailing tail of NGC 5824. The paper is or-
ganized as follows. In Sect. 2, we introduce the data. In Sect. 3,
we show the selection of Triangulum member stars and compare
them to a model stream of NGC 5824. The detection of the clus-
ter’s trailing tail is given in Sect. 4. We present a discussion in
Sect. 5 and draw our conclusion in Sect. 6.

2. Data

We base our search on high-quality astrometric and photomet-
ric data provided by the Gaia EDR3 (Gaia Collaboration et al.
2021; Lindegren et al. 2021; Riello et al. 2021), along with the
spectroscopic data from the Sloan Extension for Galactic Un-
derstanding and Exploration (SEGUE; Yanny et al. 2009) and
the Large Sky Area Multi-Object Fiber Spectroscopic Telescope
(LAMOST; Cui et al. 2012; Zhao et al. 2006, 2012; Liu et al.
2015) surveys.

To obtain the individual members of Triangulum, we re-
trieve stars from the Gaia EDR3 gaia_source catalog overlap-
ping with the stream region on the celestial sphere. The stream
region is determined by limiting 22◦ < δ < 41◦ and moving
δ = −4.4α + 128.5 by ±1◦ along the α direction (green area in
Fig. 1), where the equation was defined in Bonaca et al. (2012) to
describe the stream coordinates. Note that Bonaca et al. (2012)
traced Triangulum to δ ' 23◦ − 35◦, and Martin et al. (2014)
extended the stream to further north δ ' 40◦. Our choice of δ
extent is based on both of them. The zero-point correction in the
parallax is implemented using the code provided by Lindegren
et al. (2021), which requires astrometric_params_solved >
3. The corrections of G-band magnitude and BP/RP excess factor
are applied as instructed in Riello et al. (2021). In order to en-
sure good astrometric and photometric solutions, only stars with
ruwe < 1.4 and absolute corrected BP/RP excess factor smaller
than 3 times the associated uncertainty (see Sect. 9.4 in Riello
et al. 2021) are retained. Given that both of estimated distances
of the stream in Bonaca et al. (2012) and Martin et al. (2013)
are farther than 20 kpc, we remove foreground stars that sat-
isfy the criterion $ − 3σ$ > 0.05 mas. The remaining stars
are cross-matched with SDSS/SEGUE DR16 (Ahn et al. 2012)
and LAMOST DR8, by which the metallicity and heliocentric
radial velocity are obtained. For stars that are common in both
datasets, we adopt measurements from SEGUE because signal-
to-noise ratios of spectra in SEGUE are mostly higher than those
in LAMOST.

The data for detecting trailing tail of NGC 5824 are also ob-
tained from Gaia EDR3. Stars within the sky box of 210◦ < α
< 250◦ and -40◦ < δ < 30◦ are retrieved (orange area in Fig. 1)
and reduced with the same procedures as above (including the
foreground stars removing1). Since the spectroscopic surveys are
unavailable in this sky region, only Gaia data are used.

In Fig. 1, we show projections of the data (green and orange
areas), along with a mock stream (red dots) which will be de-
scribed in Sect. 3.2. The black line represents the Galactic plane,
and the blue (inverted) triangle represents the direction of Galac-
tic (anti-) center. It should be noted that the NGC 5824 field is
exactly designed based on the mock stream.

1 Removing foreground stars within 20 kpc will not affect results since
if the cluster’s trailing tail exists, it would be farther than 30 kpc from
the sun (see Fig. 6).

3. Connection between Triangulum and NGC 5824

3.1. Triangulum Member Stars

Cross-matching between Gaia sources and spectroscopic data
yields 1,968 stars. Bonaca et al. (2012) presented an estimate
of Triangulum’s [Fe/H] to be ∼ -1.0 dex, while Martin et al.
(2013) contended a poorer metallicity ' -2.2 dex for the stream.
In order to obtain as many member stars as possible, we adopt
[Fe/H] < -1.0 dex as the selection criterion and are left with 451
candidates. After this cut, an overdensity can be seen clearly in
proper motion (PM) space (top panel of Fig. 2, only the local re-
gion around the overdensity is shown). We overplot the member
candidates provided by Martin et al. (2013) (cross-matched with
Gaia EDR3) and verify that this overdensity exactly corresponds
to Triangulum stream. To pick out stream stars, we define a dis-
persion ellipse whose center and semi-axes are determined based
on the known candidates from Martin et al. (2013). The center
(1.014, 0.012) mas yr−1 is the mean PM of the members in α and
δ, and the semi-axes (0.777, 1.116) mas yr−1 are three times the
PM dispersions in respective directions. 47 stars enclosed within
the ellipse are selected.

These stars are then plotted in δ - Vr plane (middle panel
of Fig. 2) and a dominant monotonic sequence is clearly dis-
cernable. Generally, the radial velocities of a halo stream are
supposed to change monotonically along coordinates as long as
there is no turning point contained (like apogalacticon), such as
Pal 5 (Ishigaki et al. 2016), GD-1 (Bovy et al. 2016), NGC 5466
(Yang et al. 2022), Hríd and Gjöll stream (Ibata et al. 2021).
Hence we consider that this dominant sequence should corre-
spond to Triangulum stream. We fit a straight line to the se-
quence where weights are given by the uncertainties of Vr. The
relation can be described with the equation Vr = −4.6δ + 86.5.
31 stars with Vr consistent to the fit in 3σ range are retained.

Finally, we reject 4 more outliers on the basis of color-
magnitude diagram (CMD) and 27 member stars follow a typ-
ical GC isochrone (bottom panel of Fig. 2). All sources here
have been extinction-corrected using the Schlegel et al. (1998)
maps as re-calibrated by Schlafly & Finkbeiner (2011) with
RV = 3.1, assuming AG/AV = 0.83627, ABP/AV = 1.08337,
ARP/AV = 0.634392. The detailed information of 27 member
stars is summarized in Table 1.

3.2. NGC 5824 Model Stream

Li et al. (2022) have modeled the disruption of NGC 5824 in
a static Milky Way potential plus a moving Large Magellanic
Cloud (LMC). As the authors pointed, the model stream matched
with observations of Triangulum well. Motivated by this, we also
generate our own mock stream to make a similar comparison
between the model and data, using the identified member stars
above which span a wider sky extent. The model body is nearly
identical to that of Li et al. (2022), but specific configurations
are different, such as the Milky Way potential, the adopted mass
and radius of LMC, the velocity dispersion and integration time
(see details below).

We use the Python package GALA (Price-Whelan 2017),
which is designed for performing common tasks needed in
Galactic Dynamics, to model the disruption of NGC 5824. The
procedure closely follows that of Yang et al. (2022) as applied
to NGC 5466. The adopted Milky Way potential consists of a
Plummer bulge (Plummer 1911), Φbulge, two Miyamoto-Nagai

2 These extinction ratios are listed on the Padova model site http:
//stev.oapd.inaf.it/cgi-bin/cmd.
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Fig. 1. Sky projections of the data (green and orange areas) and a mock stream (red dots). The black line represents the Galactic plane, and the
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disks (Miyamoto & Nagai 1975), Φthin and Φthick, and a spheri-
cal NFW halo (Navarro et al. 1996), Φhalo:

Φbulge(r) =
−GMbulge√
r2 + b2

bulge

(1)

Φthin/thick(R, z) =
−GMthin/thick√

R2 + (athin/thick +
√

z2 + b2
thin/thick)2

(2)

Φhalo(r) =
−4πGρsr3

s

r
ln(1 +

r
rs

) (3)

where r is the Galactocentric radius, R is the cylindrical radius
and z is the vertical height. For the bulge and disks, we adopt
the parameters from Pouliasis et al. (2017, Model I). The virial
mass Mvirial and concentration c used to initialize the NFW halo
are from McMillan (2017). Those chosen parameters are sum-
marized in Table 2.

Following El-Falou & Webb (2022), we take a Hernquist Po-
tential (Hernquist 1990) as the internal potential of LMC:

ΦLMC(r′) =
−GMLMC

r′ + aLMC
(4)

where r′ is the distance to the LMC center and MLMC and aLMC
are set to 1011M� and 10.2 kpc as well. The position and velocity
of LMC are taken from Gaia Collaboration et al. (2018).

Table 2. Adopted parameters for the Galactic potential.

Parameter Value
Mbulge 1.0672 × 1010M�
bbulge 0.3 kpc
Mthin 3.944 × 1010M�
athin 5.3 kpc
bthin 0.25 kpc

Mthick 3.944 × 1010M�
athick 2.6 kpc
bthick 0.8 kpc
Mvirial 1.37 × 1012M�

c 15.4

As for the internal gravity of the GC NGC 5824, we choose
a Plummer potential:

ΦGC(r′′) =
−GMGC√
r′′2 + b2

GC

(5)

with a MGC of 7.6 × 105M� and a bGC of 6.51 pc (half-mass ra-
dius) (Baumgardt & Hilker 2018). Here r′′ denotes the distance
to the cluster’s center. The position and velocity of NGC 5824
come from Vasiliev & Baumgardt (2021) and Harris (1996, 2010
edition).

The solar distance to the Galactic center, circular velocity
at the Sun and solar velocities relative to the Local Standard of
Rest are set to 8 kpc, 220 km s−1 (Bovy et al. 2012) and (11.1,
12.24, 7.25) km s−1 (Schönrich et al. 2010), respectively. In the
static Milky Way potential accompanied with a moving LMC,
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Fig. 2. The selections of Triangulum member stars. The gray dots rep-
resent rejected stars and the red ones represent the selected stars during
each step. The member candidates identified by Martin et al. (2013) are
marked in the green points. The top panel shows the local region of the
overdensity in PM space, where the ellipse is defined to select member
candidates in this step. The middle panel shows stars in α - Vr plane,
where the error bars represent three times uncertainties of Vr and the
red line is a linear fit to the stream sequence. The bottom panel shows
those candidates in CMD.

the cluster is initialized 2 Gyr ago3 and integrated forward from
then on, releasing two particles (leading and trailing directions
respectively) at Lagrange points (Gibbons et al. 2014) per 0.05
Myr with a total of 40000 steps. The velocity dispersion is set to
11.9 km s−1 (Baumgardt & Hilker 2018) and the cluster mass is
fixed during this process. By doing so, a mock stream for NGC
5824 is obtained as illustrated with the red dots in Fig. 1. We note
that the observed Triangulum (green area) deviates a little from
the locus of the mock stream, which also happened in Bonaca
et al. (2021, Fig. 4 therein) and Li et al. (2022, Fig. 8 therein).
We consider that this deviation between the observation and sim-
ulation might be common.

3.3. Phase Space

We compare the Triangulum member stars to the model stream
of NGC 5824 in phase space. In Fig. 3, right ascension α, PMs
µ∗α and µδ, and radial velocity Vr as a function of declination δ
are presented from top to bottom. The gray dots represent the
stream particles within the same sky area as Triangulum. The
member stars are shown in the red and green points.

It can be seen that even though the selection process of mem-
ber stars in Sect. 3.1 is completely independent of the model, the
stream particles show good consistency with the observations in
phase space. We note an outlier that falls too far from the others
in µδ plane. This star was selected by Martin et al. (2013) based
on sky position, radial velocity, metallicity and CMD, when PM
measurements were unavailable. We mark it with “×” in Table 1
and remove it in subsequent analysis. Furthermore, we do not
show distance plane here because there is some confusion, and
we present a discussion about it in Sect. 5.

3.4. Metallicity and CMD

To further examine whether Triangulum is stripped from GC
NGC 5824, we compare them on the basis of metallicity and
CMD.

The metallicity distribution of Triangulum members is pre-
sented in Fig. 4. There are 4 blue horizontal branch (BHB) stars
and 22 red giant branch (RGB) stars. For the whole sample,
the mean value 〈[Fe/H]〉 = -2.10 and standard deviation σ[Fe/H]
= 0.26 dex are consistent with those of Martin et al. (2013)
(〈[Fe/H]〉 = -2.2, σ[Fe/H] = 0.3 dex). Picking out RGB stars sep-
arately is aimed for a comparison to some chemical researches
on NGC 5824. Mucciarelli et al. (2018) analyzed 87 RGB stars
of the cluster and obtained a metallicity distribution peaked at
[Fe/H] = -2.11 dex, which is very similar to 〈[Fe/H]〉 = -2.14
dex here. The observed scatter σ[Fe/H] = 0.22 dex could prob-
ably be caused by observational uncertainties in low-resolution
spectra (R ∼1800).

To compare Triangulum with GC NGC 5824 in CMD, we
need to know the stream’s distance. Xue et al. (2011) estimated
distances of ∼ 5000 BHB stars by matching them in (u−g, g− r)
space to theoretical colors for BHB stars with a series of absolute
magnitudes. The individual distances of 4 BHB stars in our sam-
ple can be obtained from this catalog: 28.8, 26.9, 30.6 and 26.0
kpc for stars with No. 4, 8, 24 and 26 in Table 1, respectively.
This yields a median distance of 27.85 kpc, close to 26 kpc pro-
posed by Bonaca et al. (2012). In addition, we also estimate dis-
tances to all 26 stars (see Fig. 10) using the method from Carlin
et al. (2015), which is a Bayesian approach with likelihood esti-

3 This integration time is chosen such that the generated mock tidal tail
is long enough to completely cover the data.
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Fig. 3. Right ascension α, PMs µ∗α and µδ, and radial velocity Vr as a
function of declination δ are presented from top to bottom. The gray
dots represent the stream particles within the same sky area as Triangu-
lum. The green and red points represent the stream member stars.

mated via comparison of spectroscopically derived atmospheric
parameters to a grid of stellar isochrones, and returns a posterior
probability density function for star’s absolute magnitude. This
yields a median value at 33 kpc similar to 35 kpc estimated by
Martin et al. (2013). We adopt the distance to Triangulum stream
as ∼ 30 kpc, which is a median value between BHB distance and
our estimate.

In CMD, we move the member stars from 30 to 32.1 kpc,
where GC NGC 5824 is located (Harris 1996, 2010 edition), and
find that they match well as shown in Fig. 5. The cluster stars
here marked in the orange dots are obtained through sky and PM
selections as instructed by Kundu et al. (2021). Specifically, we
retrieve stars within the tidal radius rt = 5.73′ of NGC 5824 (Har-
ris 1996, 2010 edition) and clean the data following procedures
as described in Sect. 2. A 2D Gaussian mixture model consist-
ing of two Gaussians is then fitted in PM space to decompose
the cluster and field stars apart. For the cluster component, we
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Fig. 4. The metallicity distribution of Triangulum member stars. The
red bars represent the whole sample and the green bars correspond to
only RGB stars.

get the center (µ∗α, µδ) = (-1.193, -2.235) with the intrinsic dis-
persion (σin

µ∗α
, σin

µδ
) = (0.424, 0.360) mas yr−1, where the center

is very close to (-1.189, -2.234) mas yr−1 measured by Vasiliev
& Baumgardt (2021). The cluster stars are selected as those
whose PMs, within uncertainties, match the PMs and dispersion
of NGC 5824: {µ∗α ±σµ∗α , µδ ±σµδ }

star ≤ {µ∗α ±σ
in
µ∗α
, µδ ±σ

in
µδ
}cluster.

The black line denotes the RGB locus obtained by fitting the
RGB stars directly with a third-order polynomial, which is used
in Sect. 4.1 to assign weights in CMD.

The connection between the stream and the cluster, based on
the three aspects above, confirms that Triangulum was disrupted
from GC NGC 5824. In other words, the stream can be treated
as a part of the cluster’s leading tail.

4. Detecting the Trailing Tail

Motivated by the existence of leading tail for NGC 5824, in this
section we aim to search for its trailing tail.

4.1. A Modified Matched Filter Method

Combining PMs and CMD together to search for extra-tidal
structures of GCs has proved to be an effective way (e.g., Kundu
et al. 2019a,b, 2021). Here we adopt the method from Grillmair
(2019) who applied a modified matched filter technique and suc-
cessfully detected a 50◦ long tidal tail for GC M5.

Stars fetched in Sect. 2 are assigned weights based on their
locations in CMD and PM space. In CMD, individual stars in the
NGC 5824 field are assigned weights according to their color
differences from the cluster locus, assuming a Gaussian error
distribution:

wCMD =
1

√
2πσcolor

exp

−1
2

(
color − color0

σcolor

)2 . (6)

Here color and σcolor denote GBP - GRP and corresponding er-

rors. Color errors are simply calculated through
√
σ2

GBP
+ σ2

GRP
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Fig. 5. The orange dots represent GC NGC 5824 stars. The red and
green dots represent Triangulum members. The black line denotes the
RGB locus obtained by directly fitting the RGB stars with a third-order
polynomial.

where σGBP and σGRP are obtained with a propagation of flux
errors (see CDS website 4). color0 is determined by the cluster
RGB locus (the black line in Fig. 5) at a given G magnitude of a
star. During assigning weights, we do not include σG since un-
certainties in G band are much smaller than those in GBP and
GRP (on the order of ∼ 0.1) for Gaia photometry. Stars from G =
15 mag (tip of the cluster’s RGB) to the Gaia limit G ' 21 mag
are investigated.

The PMs of the model stream generated in Sect. 3.2 are fur-
ther employed to weight stars. Fig. 6 shows the stream particles
within the NGC 5824 field in phase space, which serves as an
estimate to the real stream. In PM space, weights are computed
as:

wPMs =
1

2πn2σµ∗ασµδ
exp

−1
2

(µ∗α − µ∗α,0nσµ∗α

)2

+

(
µδ − µδ,0

nσµδ

)2
 .

(7)

µ∗α, µδ, σµ∗α and σµδ are measured PMs and corresponding errors.
µ∗α,0 and µδ,0 are the components of PMs predicted at each star’s
δ based on the model stream’s locus (blue lines of PM panels
in Fig. 6). The locus is obtained by dividing the particles into δ
bins (bin width = 1◦) and calculating medians of PMs in each
bin. It is worth noting that PM errors are multiplied by n and we
choose a moderate n = 2 here, which is designed to allow some
deviations between the model and observations. This can be il-
lustrated using a one-dimensional example (see Fig. 7). Assume
that we are going to assign a weight to a stream star (if exist)
with µδ = x and σµδ = 0.4 mas yr−1. The µδ,0 predicted by the

4 https://vizier.u-strasbg.fr/viz-bin/VizieR-n?
-source=METAnot&catid=1350&notid=63&-out=text.

model stream at the star’s δ is 2 mas yr−1. The star’s weight will
be determined by a Gaussian with mean = 2 and sigma = 0.4 (n
= 1, red line) or 0.8 (n = 2, green line). If the model predicts the
stream very well, that is x is very close to 2 mas yr−1, the red line
(n = 1) will give a higher weight to the star apparently. However,
the model stream is just an approximation to the real one and
it is likely that there are small deviations between them, which
might lead to that x falls out of the blue dashed lines. When this
happens, the green line (n = 2) gives a higher weight. We have
compared results using different n values and verified that n = 2
is the most favorable.

Finally, stars weights are obtained by multiplying wCMD and
wPMs, and then summed in 0.2◦×0.2◦ sky pixels to expose struc-
tures.

4.2. Results

A weighted sky map is obtained after applying the above method
to data in the cluster field and shown in the left panel of Fig. 8.
To make the stream look more prominent, pixels with summed
weights > 80 and < 2 are masked such that too strong noises
and weak background are not shown. The map is then smoothed
with a Gaussian kernel of σ = 0.5◦. The stretch is logarithmic,
with brighter areas corresponding to higher weight regions. The
blue circle on the bottom marks the location of NGC 5824. The
white bottom-right corner is due to being close to the Galactic
disk, which is further masked in the middle and right panels.

Due to the photometric depth of Gaia, the cluster’s main
sequence stars are not observable and only RGB stars can be
used to trace the underlying trailing tail, which are much fewer
than the former. However, some stream-like signals are still de-
tected. In the left panel, it is clear that there are several structures
(marked with arrows) with higher weights between δ ' -21 − -
4◦ that could be connected smoothly and likely extended from
NGC 5824. In the middle panel, we overplot the trajectory of the
model stream (small red dots) and find that it passes through the
structures well. An additional segment of δ ' 6 − 16◦ is a farther
extension of the stream. There is a gap in the middle at δ ' -4 −
6◦ corresponding to the most distant range of the model stream
(see the distance panel in Fig. 6), where many RGB stars might
have been darker than 21 mag. The detected signature traces the
cluster’s trailing tail to ∼ 50◦ whose path can be roughly fitted
using

α = 4.07 × 10−5δ3 + 6.68 × 10−3δ2 + 0.37δ + 232.45 (8)

where -33◦ < δ < 16◦.
In the right panel of Fig. 8, stars enclosed by the red lines

are selected to calculate the statistical significance of the stream.
The δ range is −22◦ − −3◦. The central dashed line represents
a more precise description to the stream of this region, which is
given by

α = 7.15 × 10−3δ2 + 0.38δ + 232.58 + offset (9)

with offset = 0◦. The left and right boundaries correspond to off-
set = -4 and 4◦, respectively. A bin width = 0.2◦ is used and at
offset = -4, -3.8, -3.6..., weights of stars around Eq. (9) ±0.1◦ are
integrated to create a lateral profile of the stream as displayed
in Fig. 9. The central peak at offset = 0◦ represents the stream
feature. The larger random counts at positive side are caused by
higher stellar density near the disk. The significance is defined as
S = (wstream−wbackground)/σbackground, where wstream is the stream
signal and wbackground and σbackground are the mean and standard
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Fig. 6. The planes of α, heliocentric distance, proper motion in α and δ, and radial velocity as a function of δ, are shown from the top to the bottom,
respectively. The pink dots represent the model stream particles within the NGC 5824 field. The red circle represents GC NGC 5824. The blue
lines denote medians of y-axis values in each δ bin with a bin width of 1◦.

deviation of weights for off-stream regions 0.5◦ < |offset| < 4◦.
We get S = 7.5 and 3.6 for negative and positive sides, respec-
tively, and S is 4.3 if both are considered. It can be inferred from
Fig. 9 that the stream’s width is expected to be . 0.2◦ because
signals drop back to the level of background when |offset| > 0.1◦
which means that there are few stream signals beyond this range.
If we adopt d = 39 kpc for this segment based on the model, the
physical width is . 136 pc.

4.3. A Part of Cetus?

Bonaca et al. (2021) pointed that GC NGC 5824 and Cetus
(Newberg et al. 2009), which is a stellar stream with a dwarf
galaxy origin, have very close orbital energies and angular mo-
menta. Similar orbital trajectories between them are also demon-

strated in Chang et al. (2020). This arises a question: do those
features on the trailing side of the cluster belong to Cetus stream?

Combining the results here with previous researches on Ce-
tus, we present 4 reasons for that the detected features are indeed
related to the trailing tail of NGC 5824.

1. The width of features in Fig. 8 is only . 0.2◦, which is thin
compared to a stream produced by a dwarf galaxy.

2. Cetus stars should have a relatively spread distribution in
CMD. However, the stream features indicated with arrows
in Fig. 8 disappear if the RGB locus used to weight stars
in CMD is shifted either blueward or redward by 0.1 mag,
which means that they are exactly corresponding to NGC
5824.

3. Chang et al. (2020) pointed that GC NGC 5824 should not be
the core of Cetus, implying that there is no direct connection
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between the cluster and Cetus stream. Furthermore, Yuan
et al. (2021) concentrated on searching for Cetus’s members
using data covering the cluster but they did not detect any
densely populated structure around NGC 5824. Hence the
features should not be a part of Cetus.

4. Triangulum as a piece of the leading tail also provides a weak
evidence of existence for the trailing tail.

5. Discussion

During comparing Triangulum to the model stream in distance,
we find some incompatibility and show them in Fig. 10. Bonaca
et al. (2012) estimated a Triangulum’s distance of 26 ± 4 kpc
(the lower black error bar) while Martin et al. (2013) proposed
35 ± 3 kpc (the upper black error bar) for the stream. As men-
tioned above, we adopt a distance of 30 kpc (the green solid line)
and find that the member stars match with GC NGC 5824 well in
CMD. However, under a static Milky Way potential plus a mov-
ing LMC, the resulting model stream predicts that Triangulum’s
distance should be about 20 - 25 kpc (gray dots), which is true
in both this work and Li et al. (2022) (the second panel of Fig. 8
therein). This arises a confusion: why is there such a difference?

Sheffield et al. (2014) presented an analysis on TriAnd1 (d ∼
20 kpc) and TriAnd2 (d ∼ 28 kpc) (Martin et al. 2007), other
two stellar substructures in the direction of M31 and M33. They
show that even though the two structures are separated by more
than 5 kpc in distance, they are indistinguishable in radial veloc-
ity and PMs. We note that this kinematic feature is very similar
to that of Triangulum when compared to the model stream. The
real and mock streams are separated by more than 5 kpc as well
but their trends in phase space are still in concordance. Con-
sidering that the stream and those structures are exactly in the
same region, it is very likely that Triangulum has been affected
by the mechanism which leads to TriAnd1 and TriAnd2. Specif-
ically, either related to a dwarf galaxy (Sheffield et al. 2014) or
the Galactic disk (Xu et al. 2015), some process that created
TriAnd1 and TriAnd2 might push Triangulum farther away (30
kpc) from where it should be (20 - 25 kpc). We anticipate that

this prediction could be proved by later simulations on the for-
mation of TriAnd overdensities.

It is also worth nothing that there is another stream segment
named Turbio (Shipp et al. 2018) between Triangulum and GC
NGC 5824 that was considered to be disrupted from the cluster
based on their similar dynamics in Bonaca et al. (2021) and Li
et al. (2022). We do not inspect this stream due to lack of spec-
troscopic data. It is expected that upcoming observations will be
able to provide more details on connections between Turbio and
the cluster, and even more opportunities of searching for other
stream segments on the leading side. If these can be confirmed,
NGC 5824 tidal tails would be the longest cold stream ever dis-
covered in the Milky Way.

6. Conclusions

We first validate the connection between Triangulum stream and
NGC 5824. A total of 26 stream member stars are selected and
16 of them are newly identified. We model the cluster’s dis-
ruption under a static Milky Way potential accompanied with
a moving LMC. The real stream is compared to the mock one
in phase space and consistent trends can be found. In metallic-
ity and CMD, the member stars and the cluster are also in good
agreement. These results support the previous statement that Tri-
angulum originates from GC NGC 5824 (Bonaca et al. 2021; Li
et al. 2022).

Given that Triangulum can be considered as a segment of the
cluster’s leading tail, we examine the existence of its trailing tail.
Using a matched-filer method that combines CMD and PMs to
weight stars, we find a ∼ 50◦ trailing tail for GC NGC 5824. The
features match with the model stream well. Although the signals
are tenuous and discrete, a peak of > 3σ over background noises
can be still discerned in the lateral stream profile, from which
we estimate that its width is . 0.2◦. We expect that follow-up
observations will be able to provide more details about the NGC
5824 stream.
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