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ABSTRACT
W e present a spectroscopic survey of the giant stellar stream found in the halo of
the Androm eda galaxy. Taken with the DEIM O S m ultiob fect soectrograph on the
K eck?2 telescope, these data display a narrow velocity dispersion of11  3km s !, with
a steady radial velocity gradient of 245km s ! over the 125kpc radial extent of the
stream studied so far. T his in plies that the A ndrom eda galaxy possesses a substantial
dark m atter halo.W e t the orbit of the stream in di erent galaxy potentialm odels.
In a sinpl model wih a com posite bulge, disk and halo, where the halo ollow s a
\universal" pro Il that is com pressed by the formm ation of the baryonic com ponents,
we nd that the kinem atics ofthe stream require a totalm ass inside 125kpcofM 1,5 =
75725 10MM ,orMips > 54 10''M  at the 99% con dence kvel. This is the
rst galaxy in which it hasbeen possible to m easure the halo m assdistribution by such
direct dynam icalm eans over such a large distance range. T he resulting orbit shows
that ifM 32 orN G C 205 are connected w ith the stream , they m ust eithertrailor lag the
densest region ofthe stream by m ore than 100 kpc.Furthem ore, according to the best—
t orbit, the stream passesvery closetoM 31, causing itsdem ise asa coherent structure
and producing a fan of stars that w ill pollute the inner halo, thereby confiising e orts
to m easure the properties of genuine halo populations. O ur data show that several
recently identi ed planetary nebulae, which have been proposed as evidence for the
existence of a new com panion ofM 31, are lkely m em bers of the A ndrom eda Stream .

1 INTRODUCTION tarius dwarf galaxy, which contains approxin ately half of

the high latitude (j> 30 )_intem ediate age_stars at dis-
Stellar stream s represent the visble rem nantsofthem erging

iIng these stream swe can attem pt to unravelthe form ation of hcorporated into the Halo a m ore m assive galaxy than the
galactic halos, seeing when, how and how m any sm allgalax— Sagittarius dw arf over the last  7Gyr.

Thisnaturally leads to the question ofwhethertheM W
has unusual feeding habits. To answer this, we have under—
taken a large photom etric study ofM 31, using thew ide eld
g Y cam eras at the INT and CFHT telescopes to resolve stars
1999; dbata et al. 20014; Zhao et al. 1999) . T his utility stem s over the entire disk and fner hal of that galaxy {bata of

from th BICETAE SEream S oM v~ ASSHSOPEING SRTEY ~ ™~ 27 550704, oo S o1 5004, M o onnachis o AL 2003) -
This has given us an unprecedented panoram ic view of the
large scale and an all scale structure of a disk galaxy. The
analysis of thishuge dataset is still in progress, but it hasal
ready yielded som e surprising resuts regarding the incidence

of substructure In the halo ofM 31.The m ost prom inent of

to constrain the tangentialm otion ofthe stars in the stream .
T he stars m ust m ove along the stream , and the m agniude
of the tangential velocity m ust be such that, when the star
is integrated along the orbit, it endsup w ith the sam e veloc—

ity as the stars that are currently downstream on the sam e
orbit.

Indeed, them ost conspicuous feature in thehalo oftheM iky
W ay is the giant rosette stream originating from the Sagit—

these substructures isa stream -like over-density of starsnear

facsim ile of the Sagittarius Stream around the M iky W ay.
The red giant branch RGB) stellar density in the halo In—
creases on average by a factor oftwo in the on-stream regions
and is statistically signi cant at the 50-sigm a level. Inter-
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Figure 1. The left hand panel show s the locations of the observed elds on the plane of the sky, in standard coordinates ( ; ).A sterisk

sym bols denote eld centres of, from South to North, Fields 1{8 and 12{14 of our photom etric survey of the A ndrom eda Stream w ith
the CFHT 12K cam era; while the large rectangles display the size of the CFHT 12K cam era pointings. The Keck2 DEIM O S targets
are shown as sm all dots in the centre of Fields 1, 2, 6 and 8. Triangles represent the positions of the planetary nebulae identi ed by

M_ozxjsgrl et al. (2003). The inner ellipse dem arcates the approxin ate lim it of the visbble disk of M 31 at 2 (= 27kpc radius), and
the outer ellipse show s a segm ent of a 50 kpc radius ellipse attened to c=a = 0:6, corresponding to the approxim ate lim it of our INT
survey. T he right hand panel presents the radial velocity m easurem ents (full circles), as a function of distance from M 31 along the
declination direction E 780tan ( ) kpc]. T he positions of M 32 and NG C 205 are also shown. The black line show s a straight-line t
f () = 42448tan () 610:9km s’ ] to the high negative velocity edge of this diagram . Stars that are m ore than 100km s ! away

from this line are m arked w ith open circles. T he two large squares show the chosen points for our \back-ofthe-envelope" calculation,

estingly, this stream points tow ard the A ndrom eda satellites
M 32 and NG C 205, and is aligned w ith the outer isophotes of
N G C 205, suggesting a relationship between the A ndrom eda
Stream and these two dwarf galaxies. If this interpretation
is correct, the stream has to be the result of previous inter—
actions with M 31, as there is otherw ise not enough tin e to
spatially separate it from either of the two dwarf galaxies.
The proxin ity of M 31 provides us wih an opportu—
nity to undertake a spectroscopic survey of individual stars
w ithin the stream ; indeed Androm eda o ers the only ex—

system s such halo substructure would be sn eared into very
low surface brightness features.

O ne usefill property of the stream is that it is on a
highly radialorbit. It passes very close to the centre ofM 31,
where a com parison ofthe RGB tip of the stream with t_h_a‘E

has been detected to date, the peak of its giant branch is
027 m ag fainter, indicating gl'eat i is 106 20kpc behind

M 31 M cConnachie et al. 2003). This fortuitous alignm ent

close to the line of sight, allow s us to m easure directly the
potential gradient over > 100kpc, and hence m easure the
halo m ass.

T he layout of this paper is as follow s: section 2 presents
the spectroscopic survey of the A ndrom eda Stream , the re—
sults of which are used In section 3 to constrain the m ass
of the dark m atter halo of M 31, and nally In section 4 we
discuss the signi cance of the resuls and present the con-

2 THE ANDROMEDA HALO SURVEY

To understand the nature of the substructures detected in
our panoram ic halo surveys ofM 31, we undertook a follow —
up program m e to m easure the kinem atics of ndividualRG B
stars with the DEIM O S spectrograph on the Keck2 10m
telescope. On Sep 2930 2002, we used the instrum ent in
the high-resolution con guration with the 1200Emm grat—
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F igure 2 .For convenience, the left-hand panel reproduces the chart shown previously in F igure 1. T he right-hand panelshow s a sidew ays
view of the stream , drawn to the sam e scale as the left-hand panel, which displays the line of sight depth ofthe elds, together w ith the
positions ofM 32 and NG C 205.The disk ofM 31 ishighly inclined to our line of sight (12 .5); the thick line is a schem atic representation
of a disk of radius 27 kpc inclined at 12 .5. Evidently the stream orbits close to the plane of the A ndrom eda galaxy.

Ing (giving access to the spectral region 6400 A to 9000 A)
to obtain high quality spectra of 768 stars n 9 elds in
M 31.This has given an order ofm agnitude Im provem ent in
statistics over previous radial ve]oCJty surveys of the M 31

bution exam nesdata from four elds a]ong the giant stellar
stream .

Red giant branch stars were selected for ocbservation
from our CFHT 12K camera survey, which covers the re—
gion of the sky shown schem atically on the left-hand panel
of Figure 1. Stars were selected by choosing point-sources
w ith IHoand m agnitudesbetween 20:5 < I< 22:0 and colours
l-O < V I< 490. Both m etal—poor and m etal—rjch popula-

c onnactu_e_ gt_ al. 2003). The number of target stars per
16:9° 5°DEMOS eld is approxin ately 100. T he slitlet
w idths were m illed at 0°7 to m atch the m edian seeing, and
the slitlet-lengths were always larger than 5%, giving access
to a good estin ation of the local sky.

T he spectroscopic in ages w ere processed and com bined
using the pipeline software developed by the \DEEP " con-
sortium . This software debiasses, perform s a at- eld, ex—
tracts, wavelength-calibbrates and sky-subtracts the spectra.
A fter extracting the spectra w ith a boxcar algorithm , the
radial velocities of the stars were m easured w ith respect to
spectxa of standaxd stars observed duxj'ng the observing run.

G aussian, an “estim ate 6f the radial vEIoCity” accuracy was
obtained for each radial velociy m easurem ent. The accu-
racy of these data are astonishing for such faint stars, w ith
typicaluncertainties of 5km s ! t010km s? .Finally, M 31—
centred radialvelocities are calculated by adding 300 km s .
to the H eliocentric valies.

In the 4 stream elds 184 stars were m easured w ith
radial velocity uncertainties less than 25km s ' . The right-
hand panel of Figure 1 show s the subset of 125 stars that

have heliocentric velocity v, < 100km s , as a function
of profcted distance d = 780tan[ lkpc) along the decli-
nation direction. For clarity, stars with w, > 100km st ,
which are prim arily G alactic, have been om itted from this
diagram . These four elds correspond to CFHT Fields 1,
2, 4 and 8, and their locations on the sky are m arked in
the left-hand panel. T he H eliocentric distances of the elds,
asm easured from the m agniude ofthe Tip ofthe RGB of

played in the right-hand panel of F igure 2. T he outem ost
ed liesat ( = 20; = 4.1) at a Heliocentric distance
0f886 20kpc, that is, it extends out to 125 17 kpc from
the centre of M 31. This is the rst tin e that it has been
possible to m easure the kinem atics of a stellar stream over
such a huge range in galactocentric distance. An imm edi-
ately striking aspect of these data is the sharp edge to the
distrbution at negative velocities n Figure 1, wih a ve-
locity gradient that appears to be aln ost a straight lne.
T he velocity distribbution near this edge is very narrow, as
dem onstrated by Figure 3, where we show the distribution
ofvelocity o sets from the straight lne in Figure 1.W e com —
pare the data between 40km s ' to 40km s' in Figure 3
to a G aussian m odel using the m axin um lkelhood tech-
nique, and nd that the dispersion is 11 3km s ' . The
distribbution appears shgh? skeﬁed to posﬂnye ve]ocﬂnes,

N X4 X

de mng skewness to be =1 — e Eeg,LIessSe

thathave J7i< 100km s ! have a skewness of 0:51.For com —
parison, the standard deviation of the skew ness of sam ples
of 82 stars drawn from a G aussian distrdbution is 043, so
the observed sam ple is not signi cantly skewed.Som e ofthe
stars In the skewed tailm ay be contam inants from the halo
ofM 31, and othersm ay be stream starsm ore distant along
the line of sight. T he nature of these ob cts m ay becom e
clarer when N -body sin ulations are t to the stream .
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Figure 3. The distrbution of velocities about the straight line
displayed on the right-hand panel of Figure 1. T he stream has
a narrow ly-peaked velocity distrbution at the position of that
straight line, w ith dispersion 11  3km s?

3 CONSTRAINTSON THE DARK MATTER
HALO

Before tting an orbit m odel in a realistic galaxy poten—
tial through the position and velocity data, it is worth in—
vestigating what can be leamed from a sin ple \back-ofthe
envelope" analytic calculation. W e assum e that the global
potential at the distance of the stream is approxim ated

by a spherical potential, and that the stream fllows the
orbit of the centre of m ass so all stars have the sam e to—
talenergy E = (r) + %v(r)z, where v is the three di-
m ensional velocity of a star at radial position r. If we as—
sum e further that the orbit is radial, which is a reason-
able approxin ation given the distance inform ation in Fig—

ure 2, then v(r) = v( )=cos( ), where v is the observed
(one-dim ensional) radial velocity, as a function of angu-—
lar distance = cos' [os( )cos( )]= sin! zE— sin( )]

780 kpc
along the stream , and is the profction angle onto the

line of sight. The M 31-Sun-Field 1 tranglk has an angle of
cos * [cos( 2 .0)cos( 4 1)],and lengths 780 kpc M 31-Sun),
886 20kpc (Sunticld 1),and 125 17kpc Ficd 1-M 31).
T hus the cosine of the pro fction angle onto the line of sight
is cos( ) = 0:868 0:040. W e take 2 data points (1 =

deprofcted A ndrom eda-centric distance and de-profcted
velocity are: (rp = 125 17kpcivi= 9 13kms'), (=
rsin(z)=sin(,) = 49 18kpc;,we = 222 13km s '),
to represent the stream . T he unoertamty on rl is ca]cu]ated

certamt]es on vi and v, are estin ated from thell 3km s’

dispersion com bined w ith the projction uncertainty. T hese
tw o points correspond to the extrem ities of Fields 1 and 6
(we do not choose Fild 8, as this region ismuch deeper in
the potential, where the disk contribution is signi cant). In
calculating these deprofcted velocities, we have assum ed
that the tangential velocity ofM 31 is zero. It has long been
suspected that this tangential velocity is sm all given that
there isno other large ga]axy in the LocalG roup to Erovide

out that this tangential m otion m ust be sn all, as there is
otherw ise not enough tin e for M 31 and the M iky W ay to
have aln ost com pleted an orbit about each other in the age
of the Universe, as is requjred by the Local G roup tim jng

consistent w Ji'h this possabﬂJty they nd that the txansverse
m otion ofM 31 is 60 30km s ', under the assum ption that
M 31 and the M iky W ay have equal and opposite angular
m om enta. To provide a crude assesan ent of the e ect of the
possible transversem otion ofM 31 on the param eters derived
from our dataset, we also consider In the analysis below the
consequence of a transverse m otion of am plitude 300 km s !
(ie.equalto the radialvelocity com ponent) in the direction
parallel to the Stream .

For a Keplr potential, the two chosen distance and
velocity data points In ply a centralm assof4:6 057 03
101 M (the second uncertainty quanti es the e ect of a
300km st transverse velocity) .A slightly m ore realistic case
is a Jogarithm ic potential = 1vZ lbg (i + r’), which has
a CJrquar ve]oczty that asym ptotes to ve at large radJus r.

ofr. = 3kpc for thism odel. In th]S case,

2 2
e+

Zr2

N

= (vg vf )=In

i)

which gives a circular velocity of ve = 162 15 8km s .
W e also investigated a sinple model in which M 31 is an
NFW potential = GM slog(l + r=rg5)=r, where M ¢
is the m ass wihin 53rs, and rs is the scale radius. A s—
sum ing the characteristic relation between halo m ass and
concentration In a z = 0 LCDM cosnology ¢ = 150
331gM 200=10"M h ') Bullck et al (2001
M.=44 12 03 10°M , Moo= 80 21 05
10" M, 10 = 194 16 4kpc,vago = 136 11 3kms',
re = 131 14 O0#4Akpc).For comparison, the m ass inside
125kpcis76 12 03 10"'M frthe logarithm ic m odel
and 64 13 03 10"'M frthe NFW m odel, respec—
tively. The projpcted distancevelocity behaviour of these
three toy m odels is com pared to the velocity m easurem ents
In Figure 1. It is no surprise that the K epler potential over—
predictsthe radialvelocity close toM 31, butboth the sin ple
logarithm ic and NFW halo m odels m anage to approxin ate
the stream velociy pro le well

To constrain m ore rea]JstK: m odels of the potenUaL we

sum of disk, bulge a.nd halo m ass distrbutions. T he bulge
in thism odelhasamassof1:9 10'°M ,whik thedisk has
amass of7 10°M and a scale Jeng‘th of 5:7kpc. ij—

into account the adJabatK: contraction ofthe halo due to the
settling of baryons into the disk and bulge, which alters the
potential ofthe Inner galaxy sjgni ca.ntJy

then calcu]ate the resulting potential by multipole expan—
sion. Using an \AAM OEBA " m inin ization algorithm ¢ ress
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T he kinem atics in Figure 1, com bined w ith the distance inform ation of F igure 2, require that the stream orbit is currently m oving in
towards M 31, gaining velocity from Field 1 to F ield 6 as the stream approaches M 31.The fiill line show s the orbit projfction on the sky
for the best- tting orbit, in the best tting potential, when only the data in F ields 1{8 are taken into account; in this case the totalm ass
ofM 31 inside 125kpc isM 125 = 7 :5+12::35 101 M .The dashed line however, show s the best t orbit in the best tting potential w hen
we also account for the distance data in Fields 12 and 13.Now them ass ofthem odelisM 135 = 1:5 0:1 18 M  inside 125kpc. In
both cases the curves display the centre-ofm ass orbits, integrated for 0:75G yr from the position ofthe centre ofF ield 6; the arrow heads
show the direction ofm otion. P anel (a) show s the location on the sky of the two orbits superin posed on the chart previously shown in
Figure 1; panels (b) and (d) present projctions of the distancewvelocity relation (sym bols as in Figure 1); and nally panel (c) shows a

sidew ays view ofthe orbits (as in Figure 2).

et al. 1992) we launch orbits in the potential, iteratively im -
proving on guessed values forthe initialposition and velocity
of a test particle on the orbit. A 2 goodness of t statis—
tic is m inin ized between the observed sky position, line of
sight depth and radial velocity of the stars In our survey
and the values predicted by the oroit m odel. T his of course
assum es that the stream follow s the orbit of a test particle,
an assum ption that is reasonable if its progenitor was a rel-
atively low-m ass dwarf galaxy, which is consistent w ith the
measured 11 3km s ' velocity dispersion in the stream .

centres on the sky to within 0:15 kpc); this corresponds
to our estim ate of the uncertainty in the m easurem ent of
the location of the central peak along the stream . To con—
strain the distance ofthe stream , w e take the m easurem ents

tance uncertainties (these uncertainties include an estim ate
of the system atic error in the distance m easurem ent). T he

t is also constrained w ith the m easured radial velocities;
we take all data-points within 100km s of the straight—
line tin Figurel (those that are shown with llked circles),

1

and adopt the tted velociy dispersion of 11km s ~ as the

expected uncertainty in the velocity t.

T he relative lkelihood ofhalo m assm odels can be ana—
Iyzed by com paring the likelhood ofthe orbit t asa func-
tion ofhalo m ass. However, we nd that the result depends
strongly on whether the distance data of Fields 12 and 13
are included in the the t (the stream RGB population was
not detected In Field 14).

W e rst nvestigate the consequences of rejcting the
distance data in Fields 12 and 13. In those elds M

_________________ [Sg—

Connachie et al. (2003) m ay have detected the m etalrich

thick disk, ora warp in the disk instead ofthe actual stream
itself. W ithout con m ation from radial velocities, we can—
not be certain that the stream continues into that area of
M 31. Fiting only the data In Fields 1 to 8, we nd that
the m ost lkely m odel has a total m ass inside 125kpc of
M5 = 75 10" M ;the likelhood dropsby a factorofe .
(le.1 )PorMis = 10 10”M .W ealso refpct at the 99%
con dence kvelamass ower than M 155 = 54 10M'M
Them ost lkely orbit in thism odelgalaxy potential is shown
as a full line in the profctions displayed In F igures 4 and
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Figure 5. The paths, in M 3l-centric coordinates, of the two
best- tting orbits previously shown in Figure 4. In this co—
ordinate system , the Sun is located at Xy 317YmM 3172M 31) =

( 762;0; 169)kpc.Theupperpanelshow sa face-on view ofM 31
(the lim its of a 27 kpc radius disk is indicted w ith a thick circle),
w hile the lower panel is an edge-on view of the plane ofM 31.

5, and its circular velocity curve is displayed in the sam e
way In Figure 6. This orbi m anages to t the distance in—
form ation in Fields 1{7 very well, but it is peculiar in being
exceedingly radial (peri- to apocentre ratio of 70). Indeed,
the orbi has a tangential velocity in Field 1, relative to
M 31, of 5km s 1 , that is, the orbit has only a very small
non-radial velocity com ponent. Thism ay be partly respon—
sble for the good agreem ent of the present m ass estin ate
w ith those derived above for the three toy m odels in which
radial orbits were in posed. In the present analysis we have
again assum ed that the tangentialm otion ofM 31 is negligi-
ble. However, the e ect of a 300km s * tangential velocity
along the direction of the Stream alters the derived m ass
inside 125kpc by only 05 10" M

If we decide to also t the distance data in Fields 12
and 13, them ost likely m odelhas a m uch higher totalm ass
nside125kpc,withM 155 = 155 01 025 10°M  (agai,
the the second uncertainty value re ectsa tangentialm otion
ofM 31 of300km s ' ).Them ost Ikely orbit in thispotential
m odelis shown w ith a dashed line in F igures 4 and 5, and the
circular velocity ofthe potential is shown w ith a dashed line
In Figure 6. This orbit does not m anage to t the large line
of sight distances in Fields 1 and 2 as well as the previous
case (@lthough the discrepancy is not statistically signi cant
given the Jarge error bars on these distance data). Them ain
shortcom ing is that the circular velocity of this m odel at
galactocentric distances below 30kpc is at odds with the
data displayed in Figure 6. T he circular velocity of the halo

(]
o - .|
N

Circular velocity (km/s)
100
T
!

0 50 100 150
Distance (kpc)

Figure 6. The circular velocity curve of the two best- tting po-

tentials. The high-m ass m odel (dashed line), based on the as—

sum ption that the stream continues to Fields 12 and 13, greatly
over-predicts the observed rotation curve between 20{30kpc.The

alone (wihout the bulge and disk) is higher than the data
allow . Thism odel is therefore not acoeptable.

4 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this rst kinem atic study of the giant stellar stream in
the A ndrom eda galaxy, we have been able tom easure the ra—
dial velocity gradient along the stream from the outerm ost
eld currently probed, 125kpc distant from the centre of
M 31,down toan Inner eld 20kpc from the centre ofthat
galaxy.O ver thishuge distance, the (progcted) radialveloc—
ity changes by 245km s o plying a deprojcted velociy
di erence of 280km s ' . This velocity gradient is used to
obtain a zeroth order analytic estim ate of the m ass of the
halo, which for sin ple halo-only galaxy m odels such asa log-
arithm ichalooran NFW halo, in pliesam ass inside 125kpc
OfM 125 = 76 12 10" M andM 155 = 64 13 10''M ,
respectively. In both cases, the uncertainty associated w ith
a possible tangentialvelocity ofM 31 of300km s * ,is 5% .
W e also investigate m ore realistic solutions, allow ing the
stream to have a non-radialorbit, and taking a galaxy m odel

that is the sum ofa disk, bulge and dark halo K lypin, Zhao

bation on a spherical NFW m odel, to account for the adi-
abatic contraction of the dark m atter as the baryonic com —
ponents form . If we disregard the distance data in Fields
12 and 13, since we cannot be certain that the stream is
present In those regions, the m ost likely m ass of this galaxy
modelis M 15 = 75°72  10""'M , wih a Jower lim i of
Mizs = 54 10''M  (at 99% con dence). This resulk is
fally consistent w ith the zeroth order analytic estin ates dis—
cussed above, and suggests that the derived m ass is not very
sensitive to the adopted m ass m odel. Furthemm ore, there is
a reasonable agreem ent of the resulting rotation curve w ith
the kinem atics of previously-observed disk tracers (see F ig-
ure 6), despie the fact that the modelwas only t to the
kinem atics of the stream . T his agreem ent is due in part to
the fact that we have taken previously— tted m odels for the
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Figure 7. The spreading of orbits after a close encounter w ith
M 31. T he thick-line orbit reproduces the best- t orbit in the re—
alistic galaxy potential previously shown in Figure 4, integrated
from the centre of Field 6. The thin-lines show sim ilar orbits,
starting from the sam e spatial position, but w ith velocities per—
turbed by a random o set drawn from a G aussian distribution of
dispersion 11km s ! . T his fanning-out of stars on nearby orbits
w ill lead to the disappearance of the Androm eda Stream , and

eld (not drawn to scale!).A llotherm arkings are as in F igure 1.

disk and bulge, but the halo contrbution to the total ro—
tation curve dom inates beyond 20kpc, and it is at these
large distances that we have tted the m odel to the stream
data. This confers further con dence on the derived m ass
m odel. The uncertainty on the m ass estin ate due to the
possble tangential velocity of M 31 is lkely not very large,
approxin ately 7% for a tangential velocity of 300km s b,
O ne of the m ain uncertainties in the present analysis is the
attening of the halo, which we have not explored, as the
current data set does not provide su cient constraints. Fu-—
ture studies, ttingN -body sin ulationsto a Jarger kinem atic
sam ple of stream stars, can be expected to in prove them ass
estin ate and also constrain the halo shape.
It is only recently that m easurem ents of the m ass of
M 31 beyond the edge of its gaseous disk have been possble.

of 7 Androm eda satellites, nding a totalm ass of 13:3
18 10''M .In contrast, using a larger sam ple 0f 10 satel-

m ost likely totalm assofM 31 is12:3° % 10"'M , approxi
m ately halfoftheirM iky W ay estin ate 0of19° 2%  10'' M
W ith in proved radial velocities of the M 31 satellites they
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were later able to reduce their M 31 m ass uncertainties,

nding a value of the totalmass of 7033 101t M
Sult of M 105 = -7;5+12::35 10''M  (de ned within a radius
of 125kpc). However, a de niive statem ent of the relative
m asses ofM 31 and theM iky W ay awaits an in proved m ea—
surem ent for the M iky W ay.

The best t orbit in the best t potential is prograde
and in the region where it is currently observed, it lies close
to the plane of M 31. Thus it appears that the orbit of the
Androm eda stream is peculiar In beihg extrem ely radial,
passing very close (within 2kpc) of the centre ofM 31. This
requires very special initial conditions. The stream stars,
which are spatially narrow Iy con ned in Fields 1 to 8, will
diverge dram atically upon passing close to M 31 to form a
Jow -density fan-like structure, since orbits that deviate only
slightly from the orbit displayed in F igure 4 on the plunging
part of their course w ill take very di erent paths afterbeing
accelerated around the centre of M 31, as dem onstrated in
Figure 7. T he fanning-out of the stream is lkely to confuse
e orts to m easure the m etallicity and age of the M 31 halo;

a young halo com ponent in M 31 from m ain-sequence tting
of an extrem ely deep ACS eld m ay be due to stream con-—
tam ination (see F igure 7).

T hus the stream m ay be in the process of vanishing as
a coherent structure, providing a supply of m etalrich stars
into the halo. This also suggests that the stream was re—
moved from is progenitor less than an orbital period ago
(the pericentre to pericentre period of the continuous-line
orbi In Figure 4 is1:8G yr), as we would otherw ise not ob-
serve the structure as a stream . T he ephem eralnature ofthe
stream in plies that the progenitor m ust have survived until

18Gyrago. A swe discuss further below , the progenitor
was probably of low m ass, In plying that the rate of decay
of its orb it due to dynam ical friction was slow , so it followed
(or continues to follow ) an orbit close to the current orbit of
the stream . H ow ever, any dw arf galaxy on the derived orbit
m ust have experienced extrem e tides as it repeatedly passed
close to the centre 0ofM 31.0 ne option is that the progenior
wasa very dense dw arfgalaxy that was su clently robust to
survive the huge tides. This brings to m ind M 32 as a can—
didate, though detailed num erical m odeling is required to
exam ine this possibility. T he altemative option is that the
progenitor of the stream de ected o another halo ob gct,
sending it phngjpg_jrltp_tpe current orbit, analogous to the
suggestion by :_Zpgo_ (1998) to explain the longevity of the
G alactic satellite Sagittariis.

H ow ever, the connection w ith M 32 presents som e di —
culties. A lthough M 32 appears to reside in the stream , its
velocity ism arkedly di erent.ForM 32 to be associated w ith
the stream would require it to be at a di erent phase in the
orbit (either lagging ortrailing) . Furthem ore, the low veloc—
ity dispersion of the stream would appear to preclude M 32
as is progenitor which has 50km s ' outside of the

con m ed w ithout a detailed dynam ical study. T he case for
association ofNG C 205 w ith the stream also appears weaker
given these kinem atic m easurem ents, since the best t or-
bit does not overlap w ith it in phase-space. Future studies
may allow us to exam ine this issue In m ore detail by ol
Jow ng the stream beyond the region currently probed w ith
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kinem atics. T he velocities of the stream stars presented here
also shed light on the recent identi cation of a possible new

dialvelocities of those planetary nebulae, which are located
close to M 32 (see Figure 1), appear to have radial veloci-
ties consistent w ith an extrapolation of the Stream , as they
lie close to the straight lne in the right-hand panel of F ig—
ure 1. Thiswould suggest that And V IIT ism ost likely part

et al. (2003) planetary nebula sam ple tend to increase to-
wards the North (show ing an apparent positive gradient in
the right-hand panelofF igure 1), whereas the Stream stars
have a negative velocity gradient. T he connection between
the two structures therefore m erits to be exam ined m ore
carefully. D uring the refereeing process, a study by M_e_n;ei_:t:
et al. (003) was presented w hich also investigates the plan-—
etary nebulae around M 31. However, though their survey
has also detected PN e In a region at the base of the stream

(near our F ild 8), their interpretation is inconsistent w ith
the kinem atics of the stars reported here. T he direction of
m otion of the orbit they derive is opposite to ours, and the
path of their orbit, which interceptsm any M 31-disk PN e is
substantially di erent to the orbit that we have tted. It is
possible that their nding reveals the presence of another
kinem atic structure in A ndrom eda.

The m aprity of the stream stars that were surveyed
have a narrow velocity dispersion of 11 3km s t, though
slightly skewed to positive velocities. T he fact that our line of
sight looks down the stream (see Figure 2), so that we prob—
ably see stars over a range ofdistance along the line of sight,
and hence at di erent phases in the orbit, w ill tend to ren—
der the observed velocity dispersion higher than the intrinsic
velocity dispersion. T his indicates that the progenitor was
m ost lkely a lIow m ass dwarfgalaxy. The M iky W ay satel-
lite Sagittarius, which has a velocity dispersion of11km s *

wih a :l_a_rqegf_v_e]_ogjgz dispersion of 20km s * (:Yanrly et al )

2003) ._h owever, it is unclear at present whether the lower
velocity dispersion m easured in the A ndrom eda stream com —
pared to the Sagittarius stream im plies that its progenitor
was of lower m ass than Sagittariis, or not.
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