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A B ST R A C T

W e present a spectroscopic survey ofthe giant stellar stream found in the halo of

the Androm eda galaxy.Taken with the DEIM O S m ulti-object spectrograph on the

K eck2telescope,thesedata display a narrow velocity dispersion of11� 3km s� 1,with

a steady radialvelocity gradientof245km s� 1 overthe 125kpc radialextentofthe

stream studied sofar.Thisim pliesthattheAndrom edagalaxy possessesa substantial

dark m atterhalo.W e �tthe orbitofthe stream in di�erentgalaxy potentialm odels.

In a sim ple m odelwith a com posite bulge,disk and halo,where the halo follows a

\universal" pro�le thatiscom pressed by the form ation ofthe baryonic com ponents,

we�nd thatthekinem aticsofthestream requireatotalm assinside125kpcofM 125 =

7:5+ 2:5� 1:3 � 1011 M � ,orM 125 > 5:4� 1011 M � atthe 99% con�dence level.Thisisthe

�rstgalaxyin which ithasbeen possibletom easurethehalom assdistribution by such

direct dynam icalm eans oversuch a large distance range.The resulting orbitshows

thatifM 32orNG C 205areconnected with thestream ,theym usteithertrailorlagthe

densestregionofthestream bym orethan 100kpc.Furtherm ore,accordingtothebest-

�torbit,thestream passesveryclosetoM 31,causingitsdem iseasacoherentstructure

and producing a fan ofstarsthatwillpollutetheinnerhalo,thereby confusing e�orts

to m easure the properties ofgenuine halo populations.O ur data show that several

recently identi�ed planetary nebulae,which have been proposed as evidence for the

existenceofa new com panion ofM 31,arelikely m em bersofthe Androm eda Stream .

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

Stellarstream srepresentthevisiblerem nantsofthem erging

processbywhich thehalosofgalaxiesarebuiltup.By study-

ingthesestream swecan attem pttounraveltheform ation of

galactichalos,seeing when,how and how m any sm allgalax-

iesarrived and wereincorporated into large galaxies(Helm i

& W hite1999;Johnston,Sackett& Bullock 2001).Stream s

are also ofgreat interest as probes ofthe large-scale m ass

distribution ofthedark halosthey residein (Johnston etal.

1999;Ibataetal.2001a;Zhaoetal.1999).Thisutility stem s

from the factthatstream sfrom low-m assdisrupting stellar

system s trace the orbit oftheir progenitor,giving a m eans

toconstrain thetangentialm otion ofthestarsin thestream .

The stars m ustm ove along the stream ,and the m agnitude

ofthe tangentialvelocity m ustbe such that,when the star

isintegrated along theorbit,itendsup with thesam eveloc-

ity asthe starsthatare currently downstream on the sam e

orbit.

G iant stellar stream s m ay wellbe com m on structures

around galaxies(Pohlen etal.2003;M alin & Hadley 1997).

Indeed,them ostconspicuousfeaturein thehalooftheM ilky

W ay isthe giantrosette stream originating from the Sagit-

tarius dwarfgalaxy,which contains approxim ately halfof

the high latitude (jbj> 30�) interm ediate age stars at dis-

tancesgreaterthan 15kpc(Ibata etal.2001a,2002;M ajew-

skietal.2003).Itwould appearthattheM ilky W ay hasnot

incorporated into the Halo a m ore m assive galaxy than the

Sagittariusdwarfoverthe last� 7G yr.

Thisnaturally leadstothequestion ofwhethertheM W

hasunusualfeeding habits.To answerthis,we have under-

taken a largephotom etricstudy ofM 31,using thewide�eld

cam eras at the INT and CFHT telescopes to resolve stars

overthe entire disk and innerhalo ofthatgalaxy (Ibata et

al.2001b;Ferguson et al.2002;M cConnachie et al.2003).

Thishasgiven usan unprecedented panoram ic view ofthe

large scale and sm allscale structure ofa disk galaxy.The

analysisofthishugedatasetisstillin progress,butithasal-

readyyielded som esurprisingresultsregardingtheincidence

ofsubstructure in the halo ofM 31.The m ostprom inentof

thesesubstructuresisastream -likeover-densityofstarsnear

the m inor axis ofM 31 (Ibata et al.2001b),at �rst sight a

facsim ile ofthe Sagittarius Stream around the M ilky W ay.

The red giant branch (RG B)stellar density in the halo in-

creaseson averagebyafactoroftwoin theon-stream regions

and is statistically signi�cant at the 50-sigm a level.Inter-

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0403068v1
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Figure 1.The lefthand panelshowsthe locationsofthe observed �eldson the plane ofthe sky,in standard coordinates (�;�).A sterisk

sym bols denote �eld centres of,from South to N orth,Fields 1{8 and 12{14 ofour photom etric survey ofthe A ndrom eda Stream with

the CFH T12K cam era; while the large rectangles display the size of the CFH T12K cam era pointings. The K eck2 D EIM O S targets

are shown as sm alldots in the centre ofFields 1,2,6 and 8.Triangles represent the positions ofthe planetary nebulae identi�ed by

M orrison et al.(2003). The inner ellipse dem arcates the approxim ate lim it of the visible disk of M 31 at 2� (= 27kpc radius), and

the outer ellipse shows a segm ent ofa 50kpc radius ellipse 
attened to c=a = 0:6,corresponding to the approxim ate lim it ofour IN T

survey.The right hand panel presents the radialvelocity m easurem ents (fullcircles),as a function of distance from M 31 along the

declination direction [= 780tan(�)kpc].The positions of M 32 and N G C 205 are also shown.The black line shows a straight-line �t

[vh(�) = � 4244:8tan(�)� 610:9km s�1 ]to the high negative velocity edge ofthis diagram .Stars that are m ore than 100km s�1 away

from this line are m arked with open circles.The two large squares show the chosen points for our \back-of-the-envelope" calculation,

detailed in Section 3.The dashed,dot-dashed and dotted linesshow the orbitalpathsin sim pleK epler,logarithm icand N FW potentials,

respectively.The velocities ofthe M orrison etal.(2003) PN e are represented again with triangles.

estingly,thisstream pointstoward theAndrom edasatellites

M 32 and NG C205,and isaligned with theouterisophotesof

NG C205,suggesting a relationship between theAndrom eda

Stream and these two dwarfgalaxies.Ifthis interpretation

iscorrect,the stream hasto be the resultofpreviousinter-

actionswith M 31,asthere isotherwise notenough tim e to

spatially separate itfrom eitherofthe two dwarfgalaxies.

The proxim ity of M 31 provides us with an opportu-

nity to undertake a spectroscopic survey ofindividualstars

within the stream ;indeed Androm eda o�ers the only ex-

tragalactic giant galaxy in which such a study can be un-

dertaken with current instrum entation,as in m ore distant

system ssuch halo substructure would be sm eared into very

low surface brightnessfeatures.

O ne useful property of the stream is that it is on a

highly radialorbit.Itpassesvery closeto thecentreofM 31,

wherea com parison oftheRG B tip ofthestream with that

ofM 31 itselfshows them to lie at the sam e distance (M c-

Connachie etal.2003);whereasin the furthest�eld thatit

has been detected to date,the peak ofits giant branch is

0.27 m ag fainter,indicating that it is 106 � 20kpc behind

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

close to the line ofsight,allows us to m easure directly the

potentialgradient over > 100kpc,and hence m easure the

halo m ass.

Thelayoutofthispaperisasfollows:section 2 presents

the spectroscopic survey ofthe Androm eda Stream ,the re-

sults ofwhich are used in section 3 to constrain the m ass

ofthe dark m atterhalo ofM 31,and �nally in section 4 we

discuss the signi�cance ofthe results and present the con-

clusions ofthis study.Throughout this work,we assum e a

distance of780kpc to M 31 (Stanek & G arnavich 1998)and

a system ic radialvelocity of� 300km s
�1

(de Vaucouleurs

etal.1991).

2 T H E A N D R O M ED A H A LO SU RV EY

To understand the nature ofthe substructures detected in

ourpanoram ic halo surveysofM 31,we undertook a follow-

up program m etom easurethekinem aticsofindividualRG B

stars with the D EIM O S spectrograph on the K eck2 10m

telescope.O n Sep 29-30 2002,we used the instrum ent in

the high-resolution con�guration with the 1200l=m m grat-



The course ofthe Androm eda stream 3

Figure 2.Forconvenience,theleft-hand panelreproducesthechartshown previously in Figure1.Theright-hand panelshowsa sideways

view ofthe stream ,drawn to the sam e scale asthe left-hand panel,which displaysthe line ofsightdepth ofthe �elds,together with the

positionsofM 32 and N G C 205.The disk ofM 31 ishighly inclined to ourline ofsight(12�.5);the thick line isa schem atic representation

ofa disk ofradius27kpc inclined at 12�.5.Evidently the stream orbitsclose to the plane ofthe A ndrom eda galaxy.

ing (giving access to the spectralregion 6400
�

A to 9000
�

A)

to obtain high quality spectra of 768 stars in 9 �elds in

M 31.Thishasgiven an orderofm agnitudeim provem entin

statistics over previous radialvelocity surveys ofthe M 31

system Reitzel& G uhathakurta (2002).Thepresentcontri-

bution exam inesdata from four�eldsalong thegiantstellar

stream .

Red giant branch stars were selected for observation

from our CFHT12K cam era survey, which covers the re-

gion ofthe sky shown schem atically on the left-hand panel

ofFigure 1.Stars were selected by choosing point-sources

with I-bandm agnitudesbetween 20:5 < I< 22:0and colours

1:0 < V � I< 4:0.Both m etal-poor and m etal-rich popula-

tions willbe present in this selection region (see e.g.M c-

Connachie et al. 2003). The num ber of target stars per

16:90 � 50 D EIM O S �eld is approxim ately 100.The slitlet

widthswere m illed at0
00
.7 to m atch the m edian seeing,and

the slitlet-lengthswere alwayslargerthan 5
00
,giving access

to a good estim ation ofthe localsky.

Thespectroscopicim ageswereprocessed and com bined

using the pipeline software developed by the \D EEP" con-

sortium .This software debiasses,perform s a 
at-�eld,ex-

tracts,wavelength-calibratesand sky-subtractsthespectra.

After extracting the spectra with a boxcar algorithm ,the

radialvelocities ofthe starswere m easured with respectto

spectra ofstandard starsobserved duringtheobserving run.

By �tting the peak ofthe cross-correlation function with a

G aussian,an estim ate ofthe radialvelocity accuracy was

obtained for each radialvelocity m easurem ent.The accu-

racy ofthese data are astonishing forsuch faintstars,with

typicaluncertaintiesof5km s
�1

to 10km s
�1
.Finally,M 31-

centred radialvelocitiesarecalculated by adding300km s
�1

to the Heliocentric values.

In the 4 stream �elds 184 stars were m easured with

radialvelocity uncertaintieslessthan 25km s
�1
.The right-

hand panelofFigure 1 shows the subset of125 stars that

have heliocentric velocity vh < � 100km s
�1
,as a function

ofprojected distance d�(= 780tan[�]kpc) along the decli-

nation direction.For clarity,stars with vh > � 100km s
�1
,

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

theleft-hand panel.TheHeliocentric distancesofthe�elds,

asm easured from the m agnitude ofthe Tip ofthe RG B of

the Stream population (M cConnachie et al.2003),are dis-

played in the right-hand panelofFigure 2.The outerm ost

�eld liesat(� = � 2
�
.0;� = � 4

�
.1)ata Heliocentric distance

of886� 20kpc,thatis,itextendsoutto 125� 17kpcfrom

the centre ofM 31.This is the �rst tim e that it has been

possible to m easure the kinem atics ofa stellar stream over

such a huge range in galactocentric distance.An im m edi-

ately striking aspect ofthese data is the sharp edge to the

distribution at negative velocities in Figure 1,with a ve-

locity gradient that appears to be alm ost a straight line.

The velocity distribution near this edge is very narrow,as

dem onstrated by Figure 3,where we show the distribution

ofvelocity o�setsfrom thestraightlinein Figure1.W ecom -

pare the data between � 40km s
�1

to 40km s
�1

in Figure 3

to a G aussian m odelusing the m axim um likelihood tech-

nique,and �nd that the dispersion is 11 � 3km s�1 .The

distribution appears slightly skewed to positive velocities;

de�ning skewnessto be 1

N

P
N

j= 1

h
xj�x

�

i3

(see e.g.,Presset

al.1992),we�nd thatthedistribution of82 starsin Figure3

thathavejvj< 100km s�1 haveaskewnessof0:51.Forcom -

parison,the standard deviation ofthe skewness ofsam ples

of82 stars drawn from a G aussian distribution is 0:43,so

theobserved sam pleisnotsigni�cantly skewed.Som eofthe

starsin the skewed tailm ay becontam inantsfrom thehalo

ofM 31,and othersm ay be stream starsm ore distantalong

the line ofsight.The nature ofthese objects m ay becom e

clearerwhen N-body sim ulationsare �tto the stream .
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Figure 3.The distribution ofvelocities about the straight line

displayed on the right-hand panelof Figure 1.The stream has

a narrowly-peaked velocity distribution at the position of that

straightline,with dispersion 11� 3km s�1 .

3 C O N ST R A IN T S O N T H E D A R K M A T T ER

H A LO

Before �tting an orbit m odelin a realistic galaxy poten-

tialthrough the position and velocity data,it is worth in-

vestigating whatcan be learned from a sim ple \back-of-the

envelope" analytic calculation.W e assum e that the global

potential	 at the distance ofthe stream is approxim ated

by a sphericalpotential, and that the stream follows the

orbit ofthe centre ofm ass so allstars have the sam e to-

tal energy E = 	(r)+ 1

2
~v(r)2, where ~v is the three di-

m ensionalvelocity ofa star at radialposition r.Ifwe as-

sum e further that the orbit is radial, which is a reason-

able approxim 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�1 [cos(�)cos(�)]= sin�1 [ r

780 kpc
sin(
)]

along the stream ,and 
 is the projection angle onto the

line ofsight.The M 31-Sun-Field 1 triangle hasan angle of

cos�1 [cos(� 2�.0)cos(� 4�.1)],and lengths780kpc(M 31-Sun),

886� 20kpc(Sun-Field 1),and 125� 17kpc(Field 1-M 31).

Thusthecosineoftheprojection angleonto thelineofsight

is cos(
) = 0:868 � 0:040. W e take 2 data points (�1 =

2
�
.0;�1 = � 4

�
.1) and (�2 = 0

�
.7;�2 = � 1

�
.6),for which the

de-projected Androm eda-centric distance and de-projected

velocity are:(r1 = 125� 17kpc;v1 = � 9� 13km s�1 ),(r2 =

r1 sin(�2)=sin(�1) = 49 � 18kpc;v2 = � 222 � 13km s
�1
),

to representthestream .Theuncertainty on r1 iscalculated

from theprojection and distanceuncertainties,whiletheun-

certaintieson v1 and v2 areestim ated from the11� 3km s
�1

dispersion com bined with the projection uncertainty.These

two points correspond to the extrem ities ofFields 1 and 6

(we do notchoose Field 8,asthisregion ism uch deeperin

the potential,where the disk contribution issigni�cant).In

calculating these de-projected velocities,we have assum ed

thatthetangentialvelocity ofM 31 iszero.Ithaslong been

suspected that this tangentialvelocity is sm allgiven that

thereisno otherlargegalaxy in theLocalG roup to provide

signi�canttorqueto theM ilky W ay -M 31 system (K ahn &

W oltjer1959).Lynden-Bell& Lin (1977)have also pointed

out that this tangentialm otion m ust be sm all,as there is

otherwise not enough tim e for M 31 and the M ilky W ay to

havealm ostcom pleted an orbitabouteach otherin theage

ofthe Universe,as is required by the LocalG roup tim ing

arguem ent.The result ofEinasto & Lynden-Bell(1982) is

consistentwith thispossibility;they �nd thatthetransverse

m otion ofM 31 is60� 30km s�1 ,undertheassum ption that

M 31 and the M ilky W ay have equaland opposite angular

m om enta.To providea crudeassessm entofthee�ectofthe

possibletransversem otion ofM 31on theparam etersderived

from ourdataset,we also considerin theanalysisbelow the

consequenceofa transversem otion ofam plitude300km s
�1

(i.e.equalto theradialvelocity com ponent)in thedirection

parallelto the Stream .

For a K epler potential, the two chosen distance and

velocity data pointsim ply a centralm assof4:6� 0:7� 0:3�

10
11
M � (the second uncertainty quanti�es the e�ect ofa

300km s
�1

transversevelocity).A slightly m orerealisticcase

is a logarithm ic potential	 = 1

2
v
2
c log(r

2
c + r

2),which has

a circular velocity that asym ptotes to vc at large radius r.

Following D ehnen & Binney (1998),we adopta core radius

ofrc = 3kpc forthism odel.In thiscase,

v
2
c = (v

2
2 � v

2
1)=ln

�
r
2
c + r

2
1

r2c + r2
2

�

;

which givesa circularvelocity ofvc = 162� 15� 8km s
�1
.

W e also investigated a sim ple m odelin which M 31 is an

NFW potential 	 = � G M s log(1 + r=rs)=r, where M s

is the m ass within 5:3rs, and rs is the scale radius. As-

sum ing the characteristic relation between halo m ass and

concentration in a z = 0 LCD M cosm ology c = 15:0 �

3:3log(M 200=10
12
M � h

�1
) Bullock et al. (2001), we �nd

M s = 4:4� 1:2� 0:3� 1011 M � ,(M 200 = 8:0� 2:1� 0:5�

10
11
M � ,r200 = 194� 16� 4kpc,v200 = 136� 11� 3km s

�1
,

rs = 13:1� 1:4� 0:4kpc).Forcom parison,the m assinside

125kpcis7:6� 1:2� 0:3� 10
11
M � forthelogarithm icm odel

and 6:4� 1:3� 0:3� 10
11
M � forthe NFW m odel,respec-

tively.The projected distance-velocity behaviour of these

three toy m odelsiscom pared to the velocity m easurem ents

in Figure 1.Itisno surprise thattheK eplerpotentialover-

predictstheradialvelocity closetoM 31,butboth thesim ple

logarithm ic and NFW halo m odelsm anage to approxim ate

the stream velocity pro�le well.

To constrain m ore realistic m odelsofthe potential,we

adopted a recent com posite galaxy m odelby K lypin,Zhao

& Som erville (2002),and calculate the potentialdue to a

sum ofdisk,bulge and halo m ass distributions.The bulge

in thism odelhasa m assof1:9� 10
10
M � ,whilethedisk has

a m ass of7 � 10
10
M � ,and a scale length of5:7kpc.Fix-

ing the disk and bulge with the K lypin,Zhao & Som erville

(2002) param eters (with the further assum ption that the

disk scale heightis400pc,assuggested by G ould 1994),we

investigate the sphericalhalo m odels com patible with our

data.Following K lypin,Zhao & Som erville (2002),we take

into accounttheadiabaticcontraction ofthehalo dueto the

settling ofbaryonsinto thedisk and bulge,which altersthe

potentialofthe innergalaxy signi�cantly.

W econsiderahaloofagiven m ass,with theappropriate

concentration (Bullock et al.2001),and com press the halo

using the K lypin,Zhao & Som erville (2002) relations.W e

then calculate the resulting potentialby m ultipole expan-

sion.Using an \AM O EBA" m inim ization algorithm (Press
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Figure 4.A m ultidim ensionalview ofthe two best-�tting orbitsin the m ore realisticgalaxy m odelofK lypin,Zhao & Som erville(2002).

The kinem atics in Figure 1,com bined with the distance inform ation ofFigure 2,require that the stream orbit is currently m oving in

towardsM 31,gaining velocity from Field 1 to Field 6 asthe stream approaches M 31.The fullline showsthe orbitprojection on the sky

forthe best-�tting orbit,in the best�tting potential,when only the data in Fields1{8 are taken into account;in thiscase the totalm ass

ofM 31 inside 125kpc isM 125 = 7:5
+ 2:5

�1:3
� 1011 M � .The dashed line however,showsthe best�torbitin the best�tting potentialwhen

we also account forthe distance data in Fields 12 and 13.N ow the m ass ofthe m odelis M 125 = 1:5� 0:1� 1012 M � inside 125kpc.In

both casesthecurvesdisplay thecentre-of-m assorbits,integrated for� 0:75G yrfrom theposition ofthecentre ofField 6;thearrowheads

show the direction ofm otion.Panel(a) shows the location on the sky ofthe two orbits superim posed on the chart previously shown in

Figure 1;panels (b) and (d) present projections ofthe distance-velocity relation (sym bols as in Figure 1);and �nally panel(c) shows a

sideways view ofthe orbits (as in Figure 2).

etal.1992)welaunch orbitsin thepotential,iteratively im -

provingon guessed valuesfortheinitialposition and velocity

ofa test particle on the orbit.A �
2
goodness of�t statis-

tic is m inim ized between the observed sky position,line of

sight depth and radialvelocity of the stars in our survey

and the valuespredicted by the orbitm odel.Thisofcourse

assum esthatthe stream followsthe orbitofa testparticle,

an assum ption thatisreasonable ifitsprogenitorwasa rel-

atively low-m assdwarfgalaxy,which isconsistentwith the

m easured 11� 3km s
�1

velocity dispersion in the stream .

W e assum e that the orbit m ust pass through the �eld

centreson the sky to within 0:15
�
(2kpc);thiscorresponds

to our estim ate ofthe uncertainty in the m easurem ent of

the location ofthe centralpeak along the stream .To con-

strain thedistanceofthestream ,wetakethem easurem ents

ofM cConnachieetal.(2003)togetherwith their20kpcdis-

tance uncertainties(these uncertaintiesinclude an estim ate

ofthe system atic error in the distance m easurem ent).The

�t is also constrained with the m easured radialvelocities;

we take alldata-points within 100km s
�1

of the straight-

line�tin Figure1 (thosethatareshown with �lled circles),

and adoptthe �tted velocity dispersion of11km s
�1

asthe

expected uncertainty in the velocity �t.

Therelativelikelihood ofhalo m assm odelscan beana-

lyzed by com paring the likelihood ofthe orbit�tasa func-

tion ofhalo m ass.However,we �nd thattheresultdepends

strongly on whether the distance data ofFields 12 and 13

are included in thethe�t(thestream RG B population was

notdetected in Field 14).

W e �rst investigate the consequences of rejecting the

distance data in Fields 12 and 13. In those �elds M c-

Connachie et al.(2003) m ay have detected the m etal-rich

thick disk,ora warp in thedisk instead oftheactualstream

itself.W ithout con�rm ation from radialvelocities,we can-

not be certain that the stream continues into that area of

M 31.Fitting only the data in Fields 1 to 8,we �nd that

the m ost likely m odel has a total m ass inside 125kpc of

M 125 = 7:5� 10
11
M � ;thelikelihood dropsby afactorofe

�1

(i.e.1�)forM 125 = 1:0� 10
12
M � .W ealso rejectatthe99%

con�dence levela m ass lower than M 125 = 5:4 � 10
11
M � .

Them ostlikely orbitin thism odelgalaxy potentialisshown

as a fullline in the projections displayed in Figures 4 and
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Figure 5. The paths, in M 31-centric coordinates, of the two

best-�tting orbits previously shown in Figure 4. In this co-

ordinate system , the Sun is located at (xM 31;yM 31;zM 31) =

(� 762;0;� 169)kpc.Theupperpanelshowsa face-on view ofM 31

(the lim itsofa 27kpc radiusdisk isindicted with a thick circle),

while the lowerpanelisan edge-on view ofthe plane ofM 31.

5,and its circular velocity curve is displayed in the sam e

way in Figure 6.This orbitm anages to �tthe distance in-

form ation in Fields1{7 very well,butitispeculiarin being

exceedingly radial(peri-to apocentre ratio of70).Indeed,

the orbit has a tangential velocity in Field 1,relative to

M 31,of5km s
�1
,that is,the orbit has only a very sm all

non-radialvelocity com ponent.Thism ay be partly respon-

sible for the good agreem ent ofthe present m ass estim ate

with those derived above forthe three toy m odelsin which

radialorbitswere im posed.In the presentanalysiswe have

again assum ed thatthetangentialm otion ofM 31 isnegligi-

ble.However,the e�ect ofa 300km s
�1

tangentialvelocity

along the direction ofthe Stream alters the derived m ass

inside 125kpc by only 0:5� 1011 M � .

Ifwe decide to also �t the distance data in Fields 12

and 13,them ostlikely m odelhasa m uch highertotalm ass

inside125kpc,with M 125 = 1:5� 0:1� 0:25� 1012 M � (again,

thethesecond uncertainty valuere
ectsatangentialm otion

ofM 31of300km s
�1
).Them ostlikely orbitin thispotential

m odelisshown with adashed linein Figures4and 5,and the

circularvelocity ofthepotentialisshown with a dashed line

in Figure 6.Thisorbitdoesnotm anage to �tthelarge line

ofsight distances in Fields 1 and 2 as wellas the previous

case(although thediscrepancy isnotstatistically signi�cant

given thelargeerrorbarson thesedistancedata).Them ain

shortcom ing is that the circular velocity of this m odelat

galactocentric distances below 30kpc is at odds with the

data displayed in Figure 6.Thecircularvelocity ofthehalo

Figure 6.The circularvelocity curve ofthe 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-predictstheobserved rotation curvebetween 20{30kpc.The

M 31rotation curvedata arereproduced herewith solid dots(from

the com pilation by K lypin,Zhao & Som erville 2002).

alone (withoutthe bulge and disk)is higherthan the data

allow.Thism odelistherefore notacceptable.

4 D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

In this �rst kinem atic study ofthe giant stellar stream in

theAndrom edagalaxy,wehavebeen abletom easurethera-

dialvelocity gradientalong the stream from the outerm ost

�eld currently probed,125kpc distant from the centre of

M 31,down to an inner�eld � 20kpcfrom thecentreofthat

galaxy.O verthishugedistance,the(projected)radialveloc-

ity changesby 245km s
�1
,im plying a de-projected velocity

di�erence of� 280km s�1 .Thisvelocity gradientisused to

obtain a zeroth order analytic estim ate ofthe m ass ofthe

halo,which forsim plehalo-only galaxy m odelssuch asalog-

arithm ichalooran NFW halo,im pliesam assinside125kpc

ofM 125 = 7:6� 1:2� 10
11
M � and M 125 = 6:4� 1:3� 10

11
M � ,

respectively.In both cases,the uncertainty associated with

a possibletangentialvelocity ofM 31 of300km s�1 ,is� 5% .

W ealsoinvestigatem orerealisticsolutions,allowing the

stream tohaveanon-radialorbit,and takingagalaxy m odel

thatisthesum ofa disk,bulgeand dark halo (K lypin,Zhao

& Som erville2002).Thedark halo ofthism odelisa pertur-

bation on a sphericalNFW m odel,to account for the adi-

abatic contraction ofthe dark m atterasthe baryonic com -

ponents form .Ifwe disregard the distance data in Fields

12 and 13,since we cannot be certain that the stream is

presentin thoseregions,them ostlikely m assofthisgalaxy

m odelis M 125 = 7:5
+ 2:5

�1:3 � 10
11
M � ,with a lower lim it of

M 125 = 5:4 � 1011 M � (at 99% con�dence).This result is

fully consistentwith thezeroth orderanalyticestim atesdis-

cussed above,and suggeststhatthederived m assisnotvery

sensitive to the adopted m assm odel.Furtherm ore,there is

a reasonable agreem entofthe resulting rotation curve with

the kinem aticsofpreviously-observed disk tracers(see Fig-

ure 6),despite the fact that the m odelwas only �t to the

kinem atics ofthe stream .This agreem entis due in partto

thefactthatwe havetaken previously-�tted m odelsforthe
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Figure 7.The spreading oforbits after a close encounter with

M 31.The thick-line orbitreproduces the best-�t orbitin the re-

alistic galaxy potentialpreviously shown in Figure 4,integrated

from the centre of Field 6. The thin-lines show sim ilar orbits,

starting from the sam e spatialposition,but with velocities per-

turbed by a random o�setdrawn from a G aussian distribution of

dispersion 11km s�1 .This fanning-out ofstars on nearby orbits

will lead to the disappearance of the A ndrom eda Stream , and

im plies that it is a transient phenom enon.The sm allsquare on

the m inoraxisshowsthe position ofthe Brown etal.(2003)ACS

�eld (notdrawn to scale!).A llotherm arkingsare asin Figure 1.

disk and bulge,but the halo contribution to the totalro-

tation curve dom inates beyond � 20kpc,and itisatthese

large distancesthatwe have �tted the m odelto the stream

data.This confers further con�dence on the derived m ass

m odel.The uncertainty on the m ass estim ate due to the

possible tangentialvelocity ofM 31 is likely not very large,

approxim ately 7% for a tangentialvelocity of 300km s
�1
.

O ne ofthe m ain uncertaintiesin the presentanalysisisthe


attening ofthe halo,which we have not explored,as the

currentdata setdoesnotprovide su�cientconstraints.Fu-

turestudies,�ttingN-bodysim ulationstoalargerkinem atic

sam pleofstream stars,can beexpected toim provethem ass

estim ate and also constrain the halo shape.

It is only recently that m easurem ents of the m ass of

M 31 beyond theedgeofitsgaseousdisk havebeen possible.

Courteau & van den Bergh (1999) analysed the velocities

of 7 Androm eda satellites,�nding a totalm ass of 13:3 �

1:8� 1011 M � .In contrast,using a largersam pleof10 satel-

lite galaxies,17 globular clusters and 9 planetary nebulae

astestparticles,Evans& W ilkinson (2000) found thatthe

m ostlikely totalm assofM 31 is12:3
+ 18

�6
� 10

11
M � ,approxi-

m ately halfoftheirM ilky W ay estim ateof19
+ 36

�17 � 10
11
M � .

W ith im proved radialvelocities ofthe M 31 satellites they

were later able to reduce their M 31 m ass uncertainties,

�nding a value of the totalm ass of � 7:0
10:5
�3:5 � 10

11
M �

(Evans et al.2000),which is fully consistent with our re-

sult ofM 125 = 7:5
+ 2:5

�1:3 � 1011 M � (de�ned within a radius

of125kpc).However,a de�nitive statem ent ofthe relative

m assesofM 31 and theM ilky W ay awaitsan im proved m ea-

surem entforthe M ilky W ay.

The best �t orbit in the best �t potentialis prograde

and in theregion where itiscurrently observed,itliesclose

to the plane ofM 31.Thus it appears that the orbit ofthe

Androm eda stream is peculiar in being extrem ely radial,

passing very close (within 2kpc)ofthe centre ofM 31.This

requires very special initial conditions. The stream stars,

which are spatially narrowly con�ned in Fields 1 to 8,will

diverge dram atically upon passing close to M 31 to form a

low-density fan-likestructure,sinceorbitsthatdeviateonly

slightly from theorbitdisplayed in Figure4 on theplunging

partoftheircoursewilltakevery di�erentpathsafterbeing

accelerated around the centre ofM 31,as dem onstrated in

Figure 7.The fanning-outofthe stream islikely to confuse

e�ortsto m easure the m etallicity and age ofthe M 31 halo;

forinstance,the recentdiscovery by Brown etal.(2003)of

a young halo com ponentin M 31 from m ain-sequence�tting

ofan extrem ely deep ACS �eld m ay be due to stream con-

tam ination (see Figure 7).

Thusthe stream m ay be in the processofvanishing as

a coherentstructure,providing a supply ofm etal-rich stars

into the halo.This also suggests that the stream was re-

m oved from its progenitor less than an orbitalperiod ago

(the pericentre to pericentre period ofthe continuous-line

orbitin Figure 4 is1:8G yr),aswe would otherwise notob-

servethestructureasastream .Theephem eralnatureofthe

stream im pliesthattheprogenitorm usthavesurvived until

� 1:8G yrago.Aswe discuss furtherbelow,the progenitor

was probably oflow m ass,im plying that the rate ofdecay

ofitsorbitdueto dynam icalfriction wasslow,so itfollowed

(orcontinuesto follow)an orbitcloseto thecurrentorbitof

thestream .However,any dwarfgalaxy on thederived orbit

m usthaveexperienced extrem etidesasitrepeatedly passed

closeto thecentreofM 31.O neoption isthattheprogenitor

wasavery densedwarfgalaxy thatwassu�ciently robustto

survive the huge tides.This brings to m ind M 32 as a can-

didate,though detailed num ericalm odeling is required to

exam ine this possibility.The alternative option is that the

progenitor ofthe stream de
ected o� another halo object,

sending itplunging into the currentorbit,analogousto the

suggestion by Zhao (1998) to explain the longevity ofthe

G alactic satellite Sagittarius.

However,the connection with M 32 presentssom e di�-

culties.Although M 32 appears to reside in the stream ,its

velocity ism arkedly di�erent.ForM 32 tobeassociated with

thestream would requireitto beata di�erentphasein the

orbit(eitherlagging ortrailing).Furtherm ore,thelow veloc-

ity dispersion ofthe stream would appearto preclude M 32

as its progenitor (which has �v � 50km s
�1

outside ofthe

nucleus,van der M arelet al.1994),though this cannot be

con�rm ed withouta detailed dynam icalstudy.The case for

association ofNG C 205 with thestream also appearsweaker

given these kinem atic m easurem ents,since the best �t or-

bit does not overlap with it in phase-space.Future studies

m ay allow us to exam ine this issue in m ore detailby fol-

lowing the stream beyond the region currently probed with
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kinem atics.Thevelocitiesofthestream starspresented here

also shed lighton therecentidenti�cation ofa possible new

com panion toM 31,And VIII(M orrison etal.2003).Thera-

dialvelocitiesofthose planetary nebulae,which arelocated

close to M 32 (see Figure 1),appear to have radialveloci-

tiesconsistentwith an extrapolation ofthe Stream ,asthey

lie close to the straightline in the right-hand panelofFig-

ure 1.Thiswould suggestthatAnd VIIIism ostlikely part

ofthe Androm eda Stream ,situated in the region ofhighest

over-density reported by Ibata etal.(2001b).However,itis

interesting to notethattheradialvelocitiesoftheM orrison

et al.(2003) planetary nebula sam ple tend to increase to-

wardsthe North (showing an apparentpositive gradientin

theright-hand panelofFigure 1),whereastheStream stars

have a negative velocity gradient.The connection between

the two structures therefore m erits to be exam ined m ore

carefully.D uring the refereeing process,a study by M errett

etal.(2003)waspresented which also investigatestheplan-

etary nebulae around M 31.However,though their survey

hasalso detected PNe in a region atthe base ofthe stream

(near ourField 8),their interpretation is inconsistent with

the kinem atics ofthe stars reported here.The direction of

m otion ofthe orbitthey derive isopposite to ours,and the

path oftheirorbit,which interceptsm any M 31-disk PNe is

substantially di�erentto the orbitthatwe have �tted.Itis

possible that their �nding reveals the presence ofanother

kinem atic structure in Androm eda.

The m ajority of the stream stars that were surveyed

have a narrow velocity dispersion of11� 3km s
�1
,though

slightly skewed topositivevelocities.Thefactthatourlineof

sightlooksdown thestream (seeFigure2),so thatweprob-

ably seestarsovera rangeofdistancealong thelineofsight,

and hence atdi�erentphasesin the orbit,willtend to ren-

dertheobserved velocity dispersion higherthan theintrinsic

velocity dispersion.This indicates that the progenitor was

m ostlikely a low m assdwarfgalaxy.The M ilky W ay satel-

liteSagittarius,which hasa velocity dispersion of11km s
�1

(Ibata et al.1997),also has a gigantic stellar stream ,but

with a larger velocity dispersion of20km s
�1

(Yanny etal.

2003).However,it is unclear at present whether the lower

velocity dispersion m easured in theAndrom edastream com -

pared to the Sagittarius stream im plies that its progenitor

wasoflowerm assthan Sagittarius,ornot.
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