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Abstract. To solve some problems of celestial mechanics and astrophysics, three new
models of an elliptical galaxy (EG) have been created, which are in good agreement with
modern understanding of the structure of such galaxies. Based on these models, the total
gravitational (potential) energy and rotational kinetic energy of an EG, as well as the velocity
dispersion at a distance of its effective radius, are determined. A new method is proposed for
determining the average values of the scale radius of an EG and the density at its center, as well
as the average value of its key parameter density 5 and its value at a distance corresponding to
the effective radius of the galaxy. The results obtained are applied to sixty EGs and presented
in the form of tables for ten galaxies.

Keywords: elliptical galaxy, new models of elliptical galaxies, dynamic parameters, gravi-
tational energy, rotational kinetic energy

1. INTRODUCTION

In [1, 2], the problem of the spatial motion of a passively gravitating body (a star or the
center of mass of a globular cluster, GC) inside a rotating elliptical galaxy (EG) was considered.
An EG was regarded as a two - layer ellipsoidal body: its luminous part is a triaxial ellipsoid,
and the space between the boundaries of its luminous part and the halo is a homeoid filled with
homogeneous dark matter.

In [1], the luminous part of an EG (LP EG) is considered a homogeneous triaxial ellipsoid,
and, in [2], uses the so-called astrophysical law of density distribution. The EG model considered
in [1] will be called model 1, and the model in [2], model 2. Within models 1 and 2, an analogue
of the Jacobi integral was found and the region of possible motion of the star (or the mass center
of the GC) was determined. The type and Lyapunov stability of the stationary solutions found
libration points — were established, and zero velocity surfaces were constructed.

The problem of the spatial motion of a star inside (near) a globular cluster belonging to
an inhomoge neous rotating EG was considered in [3]. The motion of a star near a GC was
considered with allowance for the perturbations caused by the attraction of the EG, which,
together with the halo, is a two-layer body [1]. The motion of a star near a GC takes place
outside the luminous part of the EG, but inside the homeoid. The notion "near a GC” as a
”sphere of action” (Hill’s gravitational sphere) has been refined and concretized. In connection
with the introduced concept of the sphere of action, two variants of the motion of a star were
considered: inside and outside the sphere of action of a globular cluster, and the regions of the
possibility of motion were determined. A quasi - integral and minimum - energy surfaces were
found, which, under certain conditions, are transformed into an analog of the Jacobi integral
and zero-velocity surfaces, respectively.

The results of [1-3] are applied to model elliptical galaxies with parameters that exactly
coincide with the parameters of the elliptical galaxies NGC 4472 (M 49), NGC 4636, and NGC
4374 (M 84) and are presented in the form of figures and tables. When finding libration points
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and analyzing their stability, exact expressions for the potentials of the LP EG and the homeoid
rather that their series expansions are used.

In this paper, three new models of an EG are considered, in which a galaxy with a halo
is considered a two-layer inhomogeneous ellipsoid of revolution: a spheroid. In this case, the
outer and inner layers are assumed to be similar and concentric, and their centers coincide with
the center of the EG. The LP EG is considered an inner layer and comprises an inhomogeneous
ellipsoid of revolution (spheroid) with a homothetic (spheroidal) density distribution, or a
layered inhomogeneous spheroid.

In the LP EG, baryon mass (BM) with an “astrophysical law” of density distribution pre-
vails. The outer part is an inhomogeneous spherical layer with a spherical density distribution
(model 3) or a spheroidal layer (conditionally, a homeoid) with a spheroidal density distribu-
tion (model 4). According to model 3, the outer layer and the halo of a galaxy are bounded
by a sphere with a radius equal to the scale radius of the EG, and, according to model 4, they
are bounded by a spheroidal surface with a semi-major axis equal to the scale radius of the
galaxy. It is believed that the spherical layer and the conditional homeoid mainly consists of
dark matter (DM) and, depending on its presence in the inner (central) regions of the EG,
in models 3 and 4, two variants are considered. Variant (a), in which the main part of DM
is outside the LP EG [4], and variant (b), in which the DM content in the inner regions of
the EG is comparable to the BM content [5, 6]. In this case, the matching conditions for the
potentials at the interface between the LP EG and the spherical layer or conditional homeoid
are determined.

As correctly noted in [4], the nature of DM is unknown, and there is no clear understanding
of its physical relationship with the observed astronomical objects. Nevertheless, its presence
in galaxies is recognized and indirectly confirmed. In this work, three types of EG together
with a halo are simulated, which cannot claim to be comprehensive of the DM problem as a
whole.

According to model 5, an EG with (variant 1) or without (variant 2) a halo comprises a
layered inhomogeneous spheroid consisting of BM and DM. In model 5, there is no interface
between the LP EG and the conditional homeoid; therefore, the fulfillment of the matching
conditions for the potentials is not considered. In models 3-5, the conditional boundaries
(apparent sizes) of the LP EG are determined by the quantities Dos and Ros [7].

Beside the problem of the presence or absence of DM in the inner regions of an EG, there
is another problem, namely, the true spatial orientation of the galaxy, which is unknown to
us. Finding the true shape of such galaxies is of great importance for constructing a dynamic
theory of equilibrium and the theory of the origin of EGs. As shown in [8], the true shape of
an EG can be determined on the basis of two observational tests of 1) whether the rotation
axis coincides with the apparent minor axis of the galaxy and 2) whether the isophotes of the
galaxy are aligned. The use of these tests allows one to judge more confidently about the shape
of EGs and indicates the existence of EGs both in the form of oblate or prolate spheroids and
triaxial ellipsoids. If an EG has the shape of a prolate spheroid or a triaxial ellipsoid, then the
rotation axis will, as a rule, be observed as not aligned with the apparent minor axis and the
isophotes of the galaxy will be misaligned. If the galaxy has the shape of an oblate spheroid,
then the projection of the minor axis onto the plane of the sky coincides with the direction
of the rotation axis for any orientation of the galaxy relative to the observer and the isophote
alignment is not disturbed.



In [9], a new method for solving the inverse geometric problem of recovering the shape
of ellipsoidal bodies through their projection (limb) onto the plane of the sky was developed
and used. Using this method, the semiaxes of the dwarf planet Haumea as a triaxial ellipsoid
were determined. Thus, for each value of the photometric parameters of the dwarf planet, its
shape and average density were determined, as well as the orientation relative to its ring and
the orbits of satellites. It turned out that the planes of the planet’s ring and the orbit of its
satellite Hi’iaka do not coincide with the planet’s equator plane and both satellites are in direct
motion [9].

It is important to note that the method developed in [9] and applied to the dwarf planet
Haumea cannot be used to recover the true shape of the EG as a triaxial ellipsoidal body or
spheroid. In the present work, an EG is regarded as a layered inhomogeneous prolate ellipsoid
of revolution (or a prolate spheroid for short). For a triaxial ellipsoid, the rotation axis does not
coincide with the apparent minor axis and the isophotes will be misaligned. A more convenient
or simpler variant in which an EG is an oblate spheroid, with its apparent axis coinciding with
the axis of rotation and the isophote alignment not disturbed, is not considered.

Within the created models, a new method is proposed for determining the average values of
the EG scale radius ry and the densities in the center, pg, and at the boundary of the galactic
halo, ps. The total gravitational (potential) energy W and rotational kinetic energy T, of
an inhomogeneous EG, the velocity dispersion o.ss at a distance of the effective radius of the
galaxy R.ss , as well as the average value of the parameter 8 and its value 3.s¢ corresponding
to the effective radius of the galaxy, are determined according to these models.

Thus, it is currently not possible to accurately determine the true shape of an EG as a
triaxial ellipsoid or even a spheroid. Therefore, we determine the values of the apparent major
and minor semiaxes of the EG. Thus, the obtained values of the dynamic parameters listed
above are approximate.

The problem of equilibrium and stability of dynamical systems appearing in these models
is of particular interest and will be considered in a separate work.

2. DENSITY DISTRIBUTION LAWS

Assume that the luminous part of an EG (LP EG) is a layered inhomogeneous ellipsoid of
revolution (prolate spheroid) with semiaxes a > b = c¢. As the density distribution law (LP
EG profile), consisting of the BM, we take the “astrophysical” profile p(m) [10, 11] obtained
by applying the Abel integral equation to the Hubble surface brightness profile I (m) [12]:
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where po and I are the density at the center of the EG and the central surface brightness
and the parameter [ > 1 for each EG is selected separately and is found by aligning the
photometry data [10, 11]. In addition, m is a parameter of a family of similar and concentric
spheroids
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Here, m = 0 corresponds to the center of the EG and m = 1 corresponds to the spheroidal
surface limiting the LP EG.



Next, we assume that an inhomogeneous spherical layer (model 3) is filled with DM with a
density distri- bution law (profile) [13, 14]
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Here, K is a normalizing coefficient, which has the dimension of density in the solar masses
per cubic parsec, 7 is the scale radius of the EG, and pg is the density of DM at the outer
boundary of the layer. Formulas for calculating the coefficient K are given in [3, 13,14].

It should be noted that, in addition to profile (3), there are other laws of density distribution.
In the book [15], a more general profile is given, from which, as special cases, the Dehnen [16, 17],
Hernquist [18], Jaffe [19], and NF'W [13] profiles are obtained. If an inhomogeneous spheroidal
layer (model 4) filled with DM is considered, then profile (3) cannot be used. In this case, the
density distribution law, which we call an analog of the NF'W profile, is defined as
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which was proposed by B.P. Kondratyev. Here, p is the parameter of a family of similar and
concentric spheroids with semiaxes a and b = ¢:
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In this case, families (2) and (5) are assumed to be similar and concentric spheroids. The
value 4?2 = 1 corresponds to the outer boundary of the spheroidal layer, at which, according to
expression (4), the density is equal to

P = pa(l) = ﬁ (6)

3. POTENTIAL ENERGY AND ROTATIONAL KINETIC ENERGY OF THE LUMI-
NOUS PART OF AN ELLIPTICAL GALAXY

The total potential (gravitational) energy W (1) and rotational kinetic energy 7' (1) of a
layered inhomogeneous spheroid with density and semiaxes a > b = c are determined by the
formulas [10]
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respectively. Here, W (1) is the value of the function
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at m =1, and
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If the density p(m) of the LP EG is determined by astrophysical law (1), then, by virtue of
(8), the mass M (m) of the intermediate ellipsoid and the function W (m) will be
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Then, by virtue of (7), we find the gravitational energy W, = W (1) of the LP EG and its
rotational kinetic energy 77, = T (1), according to variant (a), in the form

a) Wp=—2Woly, Tp=WoJi, Wy=2rGpaa’c'fi(1) (14)

where the function fi(m) and coefficients Jy and J; are defined above.

In variant (b), the gravitational energy W, of the LP EG and its rotational kinetic energy
Ty, are determined differently; namely, in formulas (7) and (8), the function W (m) is replaced
by W (m). The latter is obtained from expression (8) by replacing the profile p (m) and mass
M (m) by the general profile p (m) 4 pg(m) and the total mass M (m) + Mg(m) of BM and
DM. Then, the sought expressions W, = Wy (1) and T}, = T;,(1) are represented as (b)
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by W, =—2Wody, Tp=Woh, Wo= W (1), (15)

where

Vom) =3 Galm), da(m) = [ p(m) Ma(m) dm?,

Ja(m) = [ p(m) M (m)dm?, du(m) = [ pa(m) Me(m) dm?,

Here, 11 (m) = U (m), the function ¥ (m) is defined by equality (11) and is the mass Mq(m) of
an inhomogeneous spheroid a > b = ¢ consisting of DM with a profile pg(m) and is calculated
by the formula
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Here, a is the scale of the galaxy. After calculating the functions @Zk(m), (k = 2,3,4), we
obtain for W (m) the following expression:

U (m) = dzac® [} fi(m) + 2K po fo(m) + K fy(m)] (17)

where the function fi(m) is defined by equality (13),
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where the function ;(m) and parameter h are defined by equality (12) and g and &, by equality
(16).

It is obvious that expression (15) for energies W, and Ty coincides with expression (14)
for energies Wy and 77, if the LP EG consists only of BM. Indeed, in this case pg(m) = 0,
or Up(m) = 0, (k = 2,3,4). Therefore, ¥ (m) = ¥ (m) and Wy = W, or, which is the same,
WL = WL and fL = TL.

It is important to note that the gravitational energy and rotational kinetic energy of the
EG corresponding to variant (2) of model 5 are also determined by equality (15). In addition,
from this equality, expressions for these energies corresponding to variant (1) of model 5 can
be easily obtained by replacing a,b = ¢ with a,b=cand a with .

4. POTENTIAL ENERGIES AND ROTATIONAL KINETIC ENERGIES OF INHOMO-
GENEOUS SPHEROIDAL AND SPHERICAL LAYERS

First, let us determine the potential energy W and rotational kinetic energy Ty of an
inhomogeneous spheroidal layer consisting of DM with a profile pg(1) and mass Mg(pn). We
assume that the inner and outer boundaries of this layer coincide with the spheroids with
semiaxes pa, pub = pc and a, b = ¢, respectively. Then, the energies Wy and T will be
determined by the formulas [11]
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where the coefficients Jy and J; are given above and the function Wqg(u) is defined by the
formula

o) = [ pel)Malu)d,  Mo(p) = 4mac® [ 1 po(u) dp

After calculating the integrals for the mass of the homeoid M¢(p) and the function Ve (p), we
obtain the following expressions:
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where
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By virtue of (21), the energies W and T can be rewritten in a more compact form:
We = —2WodoHe(p), To=WoliHg(p), Wo=4r’GK*rS (22)

Now let us calculate the potential energy Ws(r) of an inhomogeneous spherical layer (model
3) with a profile pg(r) defined by equality (3), using the formula from [11]:

T
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Next, we will consider that the radius of the inner cir- cle of this layer is equal to a: the semi-
major axis of the midrange EG, and the radius of the outer circle is equal to the scale radius r
of the EG. Then the internal potential Ugs and mass Mg(r) of the intermediate spherical layer
will be equal to
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respectively, and, at r = r,, we obtain the total mass of this layer.

Let us substitute the expressions for the potential Ug(r) of this layer and its density pg(r)
from (3) into the expression for Wg(r). Then, for the total gravitational energy Wy = Wg(r;)
of an inhomogeneous spherical layer, we obtain

a+rs (rs—a)(ba+ 3rg)
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The rotational kinetic energy Ts(r) of a spherical layer can be represented as the difference
between the energies E; and Es of two inhomogeneous balls of radii r, and a with the same
density pg(r), respectively. To determine the rotational energies E, and E,, we can use the
formula
G M;,
ry
where M; = My and M, = M* are the masses of the halo and the LP EG, ri = r, and v, = a
are the scale radius of the EG and the semi-major axis of its luminous part, and and are the
moments of inertia of inhomogeneous balls with density ps(r) and radii 75 and relative to the
axis of rotation. To determine jl and jg, we use the general formula for the moment of inertia:

1
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setting r = r, and r = a and find, respectively, J; and J, and, hence, E; and E,. Therefore,
the sought for expression for the rotational energy T of a spherical layer is obtained in the
form

L _
Ts=E, — B,  F = g GMpK r2(3In2 — 2), (24)
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5. TOTAL POTENTIAL AND KINETIC ENERGY OF A LAYERED INHOMOGE-
NEOUS ELLIPTICAL GALAXY

The total gravitational energy W and rotational kinetic energy T of a dynamical system
according to variant (a) of models 3 and 4 will be presented in the form of sums W = Wy +W5+
W3 and T' = Ty + T, and, according to variant (b), in the form of sums W = W; + W, + W3
and T = ﬁ + T5, respectively. Here,W;,T7 and Wl,f 1 are the gravitational energies and
rotational energies of the LP EG in variants (a) and (b), respectively. In addition, Wy and T5
are the gravitational energy and rotational energy of the inhomogeneous spherical (spheroidal)
layer W3 and W3 are the mutual gravitational energies of the LP EG and this layer according
to variants (a) and (b), respectively. According to variant (a) of both models, the energies
Wy, = Wy and T} = T, of the LP EG were determined by equalities (14), respectively. In this
case, the energies Wy = Wy and Ty = Tz of the homeoid are determined by equality (22) and
the energies Wy = Wy and T, = T of the spherical layer are determined by equalities (23) and
(24), respectively. -

The energies W, = Wy and fl =T 1, corresponding to variant (b) of models 3 and 4 are
calculated differently, namely, by formula (15), the explicit form of which is given at the end
of Section 5. Then, the gravitational energies W3 and W3 according to models 3 and 4 need
to be calculated. First, we calculate them according to variants (a) and (b) of model 4 by the
formula [11]:

a) Wy=—-Us(v)M(1), b) Ws=—Us(v)[M(1)+ Mg(1)]

respectively. The total masses M (1) and Mg(1) of both BM and DM in the LP EG have been
determined in Section 3, and the potential Ug(v) of an inner point of the homeoid cavity is
equal to [11]

1
2rGKac*Jy 1—
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Here, an internal point of the homeoid interior means any passively gravitating body (e.g., a
star) located in the LP EG. Next, setting v = 1 in the expression for the potential Ug(v), the
sought-for energies W5 and W3 can be represented as

a) Wy=—Wopogi(1), b) Ws=—Wslpagr(1) + K go(1)], (25)
where the function g;(m) is defined by equality (12). In addition,
8m2GKactact Jo (1 — p) 1 Em
Wo = = — |In(1 — 26
0 f01 6 TR g2(m) & n(l+¢&m) i em (26)

Now, let us calculate the mutual potential energies W5 and Ws according to variants (a) and
(b) of model 3. By analogy with formula (25), we obtain

a) Wy=—UsM(1), b) Ws=—Us[M(1)+Ma(1)],

8



where Ug is the potential at the inner point of the cav- ity of the spherical layer, equal to [20]

Us = 47rG/upS(u)du = 2nGKr? L@ const,
J rs + a
Then
—~ re —a
CL) Wg = — W()p()gl(l), b) Wg = — WO [pogl(l) + Kgg(l)] s W() = 87T2GK7’§ &C2m (27)

The function go(1) is defined above.

In conclusion, let us present a list of the total grav- itational, W | and kinetic, T', energies
calculated according to models 3, 4, and 5 in the following order. -

Model 3: (a) (a) W = Wy + We+ Wz and T = T + Ts; (b)) W = W, + Wg + W3, and
T = T, + Ts. The energies W, and Ty, are determined by equality (14); W and Tp, by
formulas (23) and (24), respectively; W, and T}, by formula (15); and the energies Wy and W,
by equality(27). L N
~ Model 4: (a) (@) W = Wy +Wg+ Wz and T = Ty, + Te; (b)) W = Wi + W + Wi, and
T =Ty + Tg. The energies W and T are determined by formula (22), and the energies W3
and W3, by equality(25). N

Model 5: (2) W = Wy and T = T 7. Here, the energies W, and T 1, are determined by
formula (15). In this case, to obtain the necessary expressions corresponding to variant (1) of
model 5, it is sufficient to replace the semiaxes a and b = ¢ in expression (15) with @ and b= c,
respectively.

6. VELOCITY DISPERSION OF A LAYERED INHOMOGENEOUS ELLIPTICAL
GALAXY

Let us consider the ratio of the total rotational energy 7,.,; of a layered inhomogeneous ellip-
soid with semiaxes a > b > ¢ and density p(m) to the absolute value of its total gravitational
energy W. According to formula (7), W =W (1) = — nGabcJyV (1); for T,,s = T, we find the
value of ¢, [11]:

tz Trot . 1 (1 _ 302K0> . Jl

w2 Jo ) 20y
which exactly coincides with the cognominal relation for classical homogeneous equilibrium
figures (Maclaurin spheroids: a = b > ¢, or Jacobi ellipsoids: a > b > ¢) and is a function of
only the eccentricities of the layer [11].

It is important to note that the ratio ¢, plays a key role in establishing equilibrium and
stability of an axisymmetric dynamical system (e.g., homogeneous Maclaurin spheroids). A
criterion for the stability of such a system, according to the Peebles—Ostriker hypothesis [21,
22], is the fulfillment of the inequality

t, <tea ~0.14 £0.03.

(28)

Next, the ratio ¢, can be related with the rotational velocity v,.(R) and velocity dispersion
os(R) observed in elliptical galaxies at a distance [11]:

Urot (R> - tz
o(R) V05—t
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The ratio v..(R)/0s(R) calculated by this formula should be compared with observations,
which allows one to draw some conclusions about the dynamic state of this galaxy. In addition,
calculating the linear rotation velocity v,.,(R) = Q R, we find the velocity spatial dispersion
os(R) as a function on the distance R from the center of the galaxy [11]:

D — M
o.(R) = QR - O5t b Q:,/i—g (29)

where (2 is the angular rotation velocity of the galaxy. Since the centripetal and gravitational
forces acting on a point located at a distance R from the center balance each other, we obtain:

Vo GM GM
- = = _ = Q
R- R Vme=\T, ¢ (30)

Let us present other methods for determining the velocity spatial dispersion. Knowing the
density distri- bution law p (r), one can determine the velocity spatial dispersion o4(R) at a
distance R from the center of the galaxy [23, 24]:

2 G T p(r)M(r)
JS(R)—p(R>IZ S, (31)

where the mass M (r) of the intermediate ball and the rotation velocity V.(r) are determined

r

0

respectively.
Another expression for determining the velocity spatial dispersion os(R) at a distance R
from the center of a spherically symmetric galaxy is given in [25]:

2 2G /\/T2_R2p(r)]\/[(r)d7’, ](R):%/ p(r)rdr

r

where I (R) is the surface brightness [26] and T is the mass-luminosity ratio.

It is important to note that, for an EG with a homothetic (astrophysical) density distribution
(1), the velocity spatial dispersion os(R) cannot be determined by formulas (31) and (33). To
apply these formulas, we set

: meff:R;ff> g = Vac?, w:g\ﬁzmﬁ, W:RT\/B. (34)
(31), by virtue of expressions (1) and (15) for p (m) and M (m) takes the form

o2(R) = %%OR?’H (R), R=\/¢>+ R28 (35)

m =

P

Then, expressio

where
4Q*
Q-1

202 Q:R\/BJrf%

= @+ q

InQ —2In(Q*+1) +
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In accordance with substitution (34), from (33), we find I (R) and ¢%(R)

B AnGpoR2Y
g

I (R) _ 2P0q3 2(R)

TR 7

(K31 (R) + Ka(R)], (36)

where
~ 2
o0 2 _ 1172 R—R
K(R) = | S (0 VT ) d fotr) - - LD
1%

4 R?

Here, the integral K;(R) cannot be calculated explicitly, but can be calculated numerically.

Formulas (35) and (36) of the velocity dispersion correspond to variant (a) of models 3 and
4. In this case, the LP SP does not contain DM; therefore, the total velocity dispersion is
o (R) = os(R).

Now let us determine the velocity dispersion o (R) according to variant (b) of models 3 and
4 and according to variants (1) and (2) of model 5. In this case, the LP SP contains DM and
the velocity dispersion can be represented as the sum 0%(R) = 02(R) + 02(R), where o2(R) is
the BM component of the velocity dispersion and o3(R) is the DM component. In this case, it
suffices to calculate 03(R), since o2(R) is defined by formulas (35) and (36). As for a formula
similar to (29), it suffices to calculate the ratio t.. According to variant (2) of model 5, this
ratio will be equal to t, = Ty, /|Wy|. Here, W, and T}, are determined by equality (15). This
ratio is easily determined according to variant (1) of model 5 with the help of an appropriate
substitution, which was mentioned above.

Let us proceed to calculating o%(R) first by formula(31)

G 7 M _ R _ ,— __ R
0a(R) = —— / pets) 3 o) g, <7" =qu, fi=—, q=Va, (= —)
qpra(n) - Iz

q T's

Using expression (4) for the density pg(p) and mass Mg (u) given in Section 4, we find

R st R : s+ R
02(R) = By {Bl(R) In—— + By(R) In "= — 6B (R)dilog (T ) + Bg(R)] @
where R ‘R
_ 2 _Ts 3 2 2 3
Bl(R)——E(TSjLR) ., By(R) = iR (ri —=3Rr:i+ Rrs + TR°),
1 2nGKryq?
Ba(R) = 5 [P*R(ro+ R)> — v} —9Rr? = TR’r|, By = —a
and
. P Int . . 2 . 1 72 In?2
dilog (s) = 1/ 13 dt, dilog (1) =0, dilog(0)= ra dilog <§) =15 g

Next, using the second formula (33), we determine the surface brightness I (R):
Kqr? _ rs+ R _ TS
[(R):gTR3 <—R+’r’slnm>, R: ’r’g—R2
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Then, in the first formula (33), we consider the expressions for pg () and masses Mg(p). Then
we determine the DM component of the velocity dispersion o3(R):

20 [ ) M) = o) [n (B) — € ()], (39)

- 2
I(R) .
where
Vo(R) = 8rGKr,Y R /\//J — i? In( 1—|—§,u
[ Arnwned) " T
S < R
_ 4 0.2p2 4 Ts"‘R_ B3 AP, 2
wg(R)—4R3T8 [(27“5 IR +6R)1nr5—R 2R (5r; —6R“r; — 3nRR )] (39)

The integral ¢ (R) cannot be calculated analytically and is calculated numerically. The values
of the velocity spatial dispersiono (R) at a distance of the effective radius R.s; for ten EGs [27]
are given in section Examples.

7. NEW DETERMINATION OF THE DENSITY VALUES IN THE CENTER OF EC,
ITS SCALE RADIUS, AND PARAMETER §,;,

Assuming the value of the spatial velocity dispersion .z at a distance of the effective radius
R.;¢ to be known (see Section 6), we can determine the density py at the center of the EG.
Using the astrophysical law of density distribution p (r) for the EG, according to formula (35),
we obtain

02(Regr)Besr q 3H? ~1.37- 10‘7> (40)
5~ L

) Perit =
A7 G /(? + B2y Beps)P H (Regy) ( 8m

Po =

In the parentheses, the critical density value in the units M /pc? is given.
If the velocity spatial dispersion o4(R) is determined by equality (36), then pg is expressed
as follows:

02 (Regp)Bess 41
P TG T B Bogy) T [Ba(Regy) + KalFogy) “

The values of o4(R.sr), as well as the density values py calculated from them at the center of
the galaxy, are given in Section 8.

The value S, of the parameter (3 in equalities (40) and (41), corresponding to the effective
radius, can be determined, e.g., from the Hubble law:

Iy 1 < Iy ) Resy
lejf=———2—5— Besr= — = 1), mesp= : (42)
5K Bz, 1= w \ Ly "=

in which the central and effective surface brightness I, and I.;¢ are assumed to be known.
Another way to determine these parameters is related to the following formula:

2qaF (e)l In(1+ fm?), e= a? — c?

L(m) = 4agE ) [ m I (m) dm = == a
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in which the expression (1) for the surface brightness I (m) is taken into account. Here, L (m)
is the total surface brightness of the intermediate ellipse with semiaxes ma and mc and E (e)
is the complete elliptic integral of the second kind. Hence, it is easy to determine the total,
Ly = L(m = 1), and effective, L.frs = L (m.ss), luminosity:

111(1 + ﬁT)
Br

where [r is the value of the parameter/ corresponding to m = 1. In addition, by definition,
Leff = LT/Q, i.e.,

Ly =2qaFE (e)l Bors

Leff = 2(]CI,E (6)]0

In(1+ BegpmZs;)  In(1+ Br) Ly

ﬁeff QﬁT 4QCLE (6)[0
Hence, assuming Iy and Ly to be known, we determine the parameters S and B.ss. In addition,
the parameter S can be calculated differently. For example, if the stellar mass M* of the galaxy,
its density po at the center, and the semiaxes a,b = ¢ are known, then, from formula (15), for
the mass M (m), we determine the value of the parameter S as a solution of the equation

a(Br)  M* P _
o T M=M=

where the function g;(f7) = g1(m = 1) is defined by equality (12).
The scale radius rg of the EG can be determined from the condition

M, = M* + MG —+ MS(’/’S) = My, + MS(TS) = Mpm + Mg,

Here, the stellar mass M*, the mass of the gas Mg (equal to the sum of the BM M,,,),
and the mass of the galactic halo M), are assumed to be known. In this case, the total mass
Mg = Ms(rs) of an inhomogeneous layer (model 3) consisting of DM is determined by equality
(25) at r = rg. In expression (25), the normalization coefficient K is replaced by its approximate

value
ro\—2/3 3
K~ (—S> ,

10 (43)
where 7 is expressed in pc [13]. Then, assuming the semi-major axis a of the EG to be known,
we represent the mass My, = Mg(r,) as a function of only the scale radius and substitute it
into the expression for M. This gives us an equation for determining r,:

2r, re—a

— frd 7/3 — v —
My, — My, = B (rs)ry°,  B(rs) = 4w v100 [hla—i—rs 2(a+rs)] (44)

The value of r; determined from Eq. (44) corresponds to model 3.
In model 4, the value of r, is found from the expression for M), when My, = Mg(u):

_ _ 7/3 _ 3 1+¢ . §(1—p) ]
My, — My, = A(rs)ri°,  A(rs) = 4w V100 [ln1+§u TG (45)
Here

B vac? B vac? _a

S
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Now, assuming to be known 7, (in pc), we determine the normalization coefficient K, expressed
in solar masses per cubic parsec, using formula (43). The values of the scale radii r, thus found
and the coefficient K according to formula (43) in models 3 and 4 for ten EGs are given in
section Examples.

Thus, the formulas given in this section make it possible to determine the values of such
key parameters of an EG as the density at the center of the galaxy and its scale radius r,. The
values of py and r, of specific EGs presented in the database or in works by other authors are
not given. In [28], the scale radius ps; of am EG is understood as the radius of its disk: the
radial scale. In this case, the angular values of the minor, ¢, and major, a, axes are determined
from observations. To determine these parameters, accord- ing to the above formulas, it is
necessary to know the stellar (or baryon) mass and halo mass of the galaxy, its effective radius,
and the velocity dispersion calculated at the distance of the effective radius of the EG. These
data are available in the database and publications.

8. EXAMPLES

We took ten elliptical galaxies, for example, with arameters necessary for the calculations
given in Tables 1-4.

The quantities Dos and Rss, which are measured in he photometric B band up to a distance
with a limit- ng brightness of 25 magnitudes per square arcsecond, s well as the heliocentric
distance D, are taken from he HyperLeda database (leda.union-lyonl.fr).

Using the values of Dys and Rgs given in [7], we determine the apparent values of he major
and minor semiaxes a and ¢ of the EG, which is regarded as an elongated spheroid with semixes
a > b = c. For such galaxies and galaxies that ave the shape of a triaxial ellipsoid, the rotation
axis oes not coincide with the apparent minor axis and he isophotes will be misaligned. The
variant of an EG n the form of an oblate spheroid—a more convenient r simpler variant, for
which the visible axis coincides with the axis of rotation and the isophote alignment is ot
violated—is not considered.

Table 1 presents the values of the heliocentric distance D (in Mpc), BM M,,,, DM mass
My, and halo mass My, scale radius 7, (in kpc), as well as the normalization coefficient K (in
1073 Mg /pc?), determined using models 3 and 4. The masses My, My, and M), are expressed
in 102 solar masses.

Table 2 presents the values of the EG semi-major, a, and semi-minor, ¢ axes (in kpc),
parameters O, mesr, and Berr, as well as the effective radius R.rs (in kpc) from [29, 30]. The
parameters Br and .y correspond to m = 1 and m = meys, and the latter corresponds to
Re ff-

The stellar masses M*, BMs M,,,, and halo masses M), of galaxies are given in [29-32]. For
My, it is possible to use its approximate dependence on the stellar mass of the galaxy, M™*,
My, = (56 + AM) - M*, where AM varies from AM = —10 to 16 [33]. In this case, the BMs
M, of EGs can be determined from the estimates of the masses of neutral hydrogen My,
and molecular, Mpy,, and central molecular, Myy., gases given in [33, 34]. In addition, in [35],
an approximate formula for determining the BM of an EG is given in the form M,,,/M; ~
0/, = 0.17.

Table 3 presents the values of the central velocity dispersion oy and the spatial velocity
dispersion o (R.ss) (in km/s) at the distance of the effective radius, as well as the density
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at the center of the EG. Column 1 corresponds to the value of o4(R.sr) given in [29], and
column 2, to its value calculated by formula (29). Columns 3 and 4 in the first row give
the values of o,(R.ss) calculated by formulas (35) and (36), i.e., without considering the DM
component. This corresponds to variant (a): the LP EG does not contain DM. The second
row of these columns gives its values with allowance for the DM components: o (R.ff) =
\/Ug(Reff) + 0%(Reysys), where 02(R.ss) is calculated using formulas (37) and (38). Columns 5
and 6 correspond to the values of py, and column 7, to the average py expressed in My /pc?.

The discrepancies in the values of o4(R.sf) are due to the fact that, in this work, the density
is distributed in accordance with astrophysical law (6).

Table 4 presents the values of the total gravitational and rotational kinetic energies (in
Joules) of ten elliptical galaxies calculated using models 3, 4, and 5. For model 5, the values of
these quantities in variants (1) and (2) are given, and, for models 3 and 4, in two variants: (a)
the main part of DM is contained outside the luminous part of the EG and (b) the fractions of
dark and baryonic matter in the central regions of the galaxy are comparable.
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Table 1. Values of the heliocentric distance D and baryon mass M,,, of EGs

NCGC | D, Mpe | M, | Models | M, M, ry K

4365 E3| 23.3 | 0.6842 14.5814 | 15.2656 | 157.80 | 1.590

14.5694 | 15.2536 | 176.00 | 1.478
4374 E1| 185 |0.7258 15.2556 | 15.9814 | 160.60 | 1.571
(M 84) 15.2597 | 15.9855 | 168.80 | 1.520
4406 E3| 16.8 | 0.8268 12.6832 | 13.5100 | 148.30 | 1.657
(M 86) 12.6746 | 13.5014 | 165.50 | 1.540
4472 B2 | 17.1 | 1.1330 21.0525 | 22.1856 | 184.20 | 1.434
(M 49) 21.0657 | 22.1988 | 197.0 | 1.371

4494 E2 16.6 | 0.1734 4.4278 | 4.6012 | 94.470 | 2.238
4.4240 | 4.5974 | 102.70 | 2.117
5.9330 | 6.1916 | 106.70 | 2.063
5.9285 | 6.1871 | 124.60 | 1.861
11.5722 | 12.0402 | 141.70 | 1.708
11.5560 | 12.0239 | 152.90 | 1.623
17.9113 | 18.8593 | 171.40 | 1.504
17.9158 | 18.8637 | 181.80 | 1.446
6.3532 | 6.5964 | 109.60 | 2.027
6.3512 | 6.5944 | 130.50 | 1.804
1.9067 | 1.9808 | 65.60 | 2.854
1.9061 | 1.9802 | 72.02 | 2.681

4621 E4 14.9 | 0.2586

4636 E2 14.3 | 0.4680

1649 E2 | 17.3 | 0.9479
(M 60)
1697 E4 | 114 |0.2433

7454 E2 23.2 0.0741

= W R Wik WA Wik Wik W W W W w

The masses of dark matter, My,,, and halo, M}, as well as the scales radius rs (in kpc) were
calculated according to models 3 and 4. The masses are expressed in 10'2M, and the normalization
coefficient K, in 1073 Mg, /pc.
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Table 2. Values of the semi-major, a, and semi-minor, ¢, axes of EGs and the effective
radius Re ff

NGC a,kpc | ¢, kpc Br Meff Betf Reyy, kpc

4365 E3 | 20.896 | 15.490 | 1485.30 | 0.284 | 2086.13 6.775
4374 E1 | 19.947 | 17.373 | 2555.69 | 0.223 | 3333.71 5.492

(M 84)
4406 E3 | 18.114 | 13.428 | 1032.91 | 0.341 | 1547.86 | 10.140
(M 86)
4472 B2 | 22.166 | 18.437 | 554.84 | 0.447 | 915.70 | 8.661
(M 49)

4494 B2 | 11.556 | 9.179 | 2014.97 | 0.247 | 2706.64 | 3.764
4621 E4 | 11.114 | 7.343 | 790.19 | 0.397 | 1253.04 | 3.219
1636 E2 | 12.824 | 10.424 | 415.36 | 0.542 | 74245 | 6.50
4649 E2 | 18228 | 15515 | 452.54 | 0.476 | 763.50 | 6.421
(M 60)
4697 E4 | 9.991 | 6.304 | 854.44 | 0.375 | 1324.18 | 3.922
7454 E2 | 6.889 | 5.348 | 013.44 | 0.346 | 1366.87 | 2.692

The quantities 7 and B.sy correspond to m = 1 and m = my;.
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Table 3. Values of the central, oy, and spatial, o (R.ss), velocity dispersion at the distance
of the effective radius and density py in the center of EGs

NGC | 09, km/s 0 (Reyy), km/s 00, Modor | pC

1 2 3 4 5) 6 7
4365 E3 | 25590 | 221.31 | 289.33 | 221.09 | 118.90 | 68.194 | 10.73 39.46
387.66 | 382.24
4374 E1 | 288.40 | 258.23 | 388.14 | 239.80 | 128.80 | 132.71 | 17.52 | 75.113

(M 84) 377.34 | 371.51
4406 E3 | 216.80 | 190.55 | 500.52 | 219.23 | 118.61 | 22.58 | 3.45 | 13.01380
(M 86) 426.45 | 380.13
4472 E2 | 288.30 | 250.04 | 527.80 | 255.82 | 137.85 | 50.844 | 7.89 | 29.366
(M 49) 44219 | 419.12

1494 E2 | 261.80 |224.39 | 248.31 | 152.10 | 81.82 | 98.34 | 21.42 | 59.878
266.16 | 265.60
4621 E4| 22300 | 197.69 | 188.99 | 195.54 | 105.02 | 254.57 | 37.97 | 146.27
293.71 | 298.20
4636 E2 | 19950 | 181.55 | 627.01 | 195.39 | 105.58 | 48.12 | 5.18 | 26.650
358.66 | 349.67
4649 E2 | 314.80 | 267.92 | 519.45 | 262.99 | 141.57 | 105.36 | 13.22 | 59.289
(M 60) 410.56 | 394.82
4697 E4 | 180.70 | 169.43 | 263.52 | 183.70 | 98.93 | 120.73 | 22.31 | 76.017
301.03 | 307.87
7454 E2 | 231.70 | 223.36 | 240.49 | 118.60 | 63.90 | 113.05 | 18.10 | 65.572
210.25 | 209.71

Columns 1 and 2 correspond to the values of o (Rcfs given in [29] and calculated according to
(29). Columns 3 and 4 in the first row givethe values of o4(Rcsy taking into account only the BM
component, and in the second column, the values of o (R.s¢ with allowance for the DM components.
Columns 5 and 6 correspond to the values of pg, and column 7 to the average value of pg.

18



Table 4. Values of total gravitational energies W and rotational kinetic energies T" of EGs,
calculated according to models 3, 4, and 5

NGC | Models %74 T NGC | Models %74 T
3 a) —1.0238 0.1727 3 a) —0.2567 | 0.0419
b) —1.0303 | 0.1728 b) —0.2574 | 0.0419
4365 4 a) —9.4667 | 0.3803 | 4621 4 a) —2.0220 | 0.1124
b) —9.4689 | 0.3803 b) —2.0223 | 0.1125
5 1) —1951.72 | 78.516 5 1) —2372.6 132.12
2) —0.0461 0.0018 2) —0.0139 | 0.0008
3 a) —1.1024 0.1843 3 a) —0.7105 | 0.1177
b) —1.1089 | 0.1843 b) —0.7122 | 0.1178
4374 4 a) —12.644 | 0.2339 | 4636 4 a) —7.8006 | 0.2168
b) —1.1089 | 0.1843 b) —7.8012 | 0.2168
5 1) —2466.2 45.666 5 1) —6223.4 | 173.13
2) —0.0568 0.0011 2) —0.0258 | 0.0007
3 a) —0.8899 0.1415 3 a) —1.4781 | 0.2379
b) —0.8946 | 0.1416 b) —1.4836 | 0.2379
4406 4 a) —7.7024 0.3093 | 4649 4 a) —16.171 | 0.3492
b) —7.7042 | 0.3093 b) —16.173 | 0.3492
5 1) —3570.2 143.63 5 1) —897.39 | 193.99
2) —0.0561 0.0023 2) —0.0909 | 0.0020
3 a) —1.8781 0.3079 3 a) —0.2809 | 0.0462
b) —1.8881 0.3081 b) —0.2815 | 0.04621
4472 4 a) —19.874 0.4906 | 4697 4 a) —2.1293 | 0.1315
b) —19.877 0.4906 b) —2.1295 | 0.1315
5 1) —5665.061 | 140.03 5 1) —4244.45 | 262.47
2) —0.1022 | 0.00253 2) —0.0111 | 0.0007
3 a) —0.1501 0.0261 3 a) —0.0412 | 0.0068
b) —0.1535 | 0.0262 b) —0.0414 | 0.0069
4494 4 a) —1.6082 0.0497 | 7454 4 a) —0.4231 | 0.0144
b) —1.6084 | 0.0497 b) —0.4232 | 0.0145
5 1) —289.60 8.9556 5 1) —178.75 | 6.0820
2) —0.0052 0.0002 2) —0.0014 | 0.00005

For models 3 and 4, the values of W and T are given according to variants (a) and (b), and,
for model 5, according to variants (1) and (2). The energies are expressed in units of 10° .J.
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9. CONCLUSIONS

Three new models of an EG, which are in good agreement with modern ideas about the
structure of such galaxies, have been created for solving some problems of celestial mechanics
and astrophysics. According to these models, an EG together with the halo is regarded as a two-
layer inhomogeneous ellip- soid of revolution: a prolate spheroid. For a triaxial ellipsoid, the
axis of rotation does not coincide with the apparent minor axis and the isophotes are misaligned.
For an oblate spheroid, in which the apparent axis coincides with the axis of rotation and the
isophote alignment is not violated, is not considered. In this case, the outer and inner layers
are assumed to be similar and concentric and their centers coincide with the center of the EG.
The LP EG is considered the inner layer and comprises an inhomogeneous prolate spheroid
with a spheroidal density distribution. In the LP EG, a BM with an astrophysical law of
density dis- tribution prevails. The outer part comprises an inho- mogeneous spherical layer
with a spherical density distribution (model 3) or a spheroidal layer with a spheroidal density
distribution (model 4). According to model 3, the outer layer and the halo of the galaxy are
bounded by a sphere with a radius equal to the scale radius of the EG, and, according to model
4, they are bounded by a spheroidal surface with a semi- major axis equal to the scale radius
of the galaxy. It is assumed that the spherical and spheroidal layers mainly consist of dark
matter (DM) and, depending on its presence in the central regions of the EG, in models 3 and
4, two variants are considered: (a) the main part of DM is outside the LP EG and (b) the
DM content in the inner regions of the EG is comparable to the BM content. In this case, the
matching condi- tions for the potential at the interface between the LP SC and the spherical
(spheroidal) layer are deter- mined.

According to model 5, an EG with (variant 1) or without (variant 2) a halo comprises an
inhomoge- neous ellipsoid of revolution: a prolate spheroid con- sisting of BM and DM. In
model 5, there is no inter- face between the LP SC and the homeoid; therefore, the fulfillment
of the matching conditions for the potential is not considered.

Within the three new models of a layered inhomo- geneous EG, the total gravitational
(potential) energy, rotational kinetic energy, and velocity dispersion at a distance of the effective
radius of the galaxy have been determined. A new method for determining the aver- age values
of the scale radius of an EG, the density at its center, and the value of the parameter corre-
sponding to the effective radius of the galaxy is pro- posed.

The results obtained have been applied to sixty EGs and are presented in the form of tables
for ten galaxies.

Analysis of the equilibrium and stability of a dynamic system created on the basis of models
3 and 4 will be carried out by the author separately.
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