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A 2M A SS A 1I-Sky V iew of the Sagittarius D warfG alaxy: IV .
M odeling the Sagittarius T idal T ails

David R . Law'?, K athryn V . Johnston®, and Steven R .M afw skt

ABSTRACT

M giants recovered from the Two M icron A 1ESky Survey (2M A SS) have re—
cently been used to m ap the position and velocity distrlboutions of tidal debris
from the Sagitarius (Sgr) dwarf soheroidal galaxy entirely around the G alaxy.
W e com pare this data set to both test particke orbits and N -body sin ulations
of satellite destruction run within a varety of rigid M iky W ay potentials and

nd that the mass of the M iky W ay within 50 kpc of its center should be
38 5% 10YM i order for any Sgr orbit to sinultaneously t the veloc—
ity gradient in the Sgr trailing debris and the apocenter of the Sgr lading de—
bris. O 1bial pol precession of young debris and lading debris velocities in
regions corregoonding to older debris provide contradictory evidence In favor of
oblate/prolate G alactic halo potentials respectively, leading us to conclude that
the orbit of Sgr has evolved over the past few G yr. In light of this discrepancy,
we oonsider constraints from the younger portions of the debris alone w ithin
three m odels of the attening of the G alactic potential (@= 0.90/1.0/125, ie.
oblate/spherical/prolate) in our further N -body sin ulations.

Based upon the velocity dispersion and w idth along the trailing tidal stream
we estin ate the current bound m assof SgrtobeM g5, = 2 5 10°M  indepen-—
dant of the form of the G alactic potential; this corresponds to a range ofm ass
to light ratios M =L)sgr = 14 —36 M =L) forthe Sgr core. M odels w ith m asses
In this range best t the apocenter of kading Sgr tidal debris when they orbit
w ith a radial period of roughly 0.85 G yr and have peris alactica and apoG alac—
tica of about 15 kpc and 60 kpc respectively. These distances will scale w ith
the assum ed distance to the Sgr dwarf and the assum ed depth of the G alactic
potential. The density distribution of debris along the orbit In these m odels is
consistent w ith the M giant observations, and debris at all orbital phases where
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M giants are obviously present is younger (ie. was lost m ore recently from the
satellite) than the typicalage ofa SgrM giant star.

Sub¥ct headings: Sagitarius dwarf galaxy { M iky W ay: halo { M iky W ay:
structure { M iky W ay: dynam ics { dark m atter { Local G roup

1. NTRODUCTION

T he Sagitarius dwarf spheroidal galaxy (Sgr), discovered only a decade ago (Ioata,
Gimore, & Trwin 1994; Ibata, Gimore, & Trwin 1995; Ibata et al. 1997), is the most
com pelling exam ple of a satellite currently being cannibalized by the M iky W ay. T here have
been num erous studies reporting the discovery of stars and star clusters plausbly associated
w ith debris from this satellite, either trailing or kading it along its orbit (see M agw skiet
al. 2003 | hereafter \P aper I" | for a com prehensive summ ary). U sing a study of aint,
high—-latitude carbon stars for which a signi cant overdensity was found to be aligned in
angular position w ith the profction of Sgr’s orbit, Totten & Trwin (1998) were the rst to
present data that suggested that the tidal tails of the disrupting Sgr systam extend a full
360 across the sky.

T he conclusions of the carbon star study were recently dram atically veri ed using M
giants selected from the 2M A SS database (Paper I). Because Sgr is relhtively m etalrich,
M giant stars are prevalent in its debris stream , are far m ore comm on than carbon stars,
and can be easily identi ed to distances of m ore than 50 kpc w ithin the 2M A SS database.
M oreover, the large sam pl of M giants in the core of Sgr itself perm is a m uch m ore reliablk
distance scale to be derived for these stars than ispossble for the caroon stars. A sa resul,
for the rst tine, prin ary lading and trailing tidal am s can clarly be traced using the
2M A SS M giants, w ith the trailing tail spanning at least 150 across the Southem G alactic
Hem isphere and the lkading tail arcing up to create a rosette orbital loop In the N orthem
G alactic H em isphere. Follow -up spectroscopy of Sgrcandidate stars has determ ined line-of-
sight (ie. \radial") velocities for SgrM giant stars throughout the trailing tail M a fw ski
et al. 2004a, hereafter \Paper I1") , and work on stars n the leading trail is in progress
M afwskiet al. 2004b, hereafter \PaperV").

A number of groups have sought to m odel the Sgr | M iky W ay interaction €g.
Johnston, Spergel, & Hemdquist 1995, Velazquez & W hite 1995, Ioata et al. 1997, Edelsohn
& EInegreen 1997, Johnston et al. 1999, Helni & W hie 2001, G om ez¥ lechoso, Fux, &
M artinet 1999, M artinez-D elgado et al. 2004). The interaction of the Sgr dwarf spheroidal
wih the M iky W ay o ers a sensitive probe of the shape and strength of the G alactic
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potential, and also provides a nearby laboratory for exploring the intemal dynam ics of
satellite galaxies under the strong tidal in uence of a parent system . Ibata & Lewis (1998)

m ade an extensive series of sin ulations to m atch data availabl at the tin e. Am ong their
m odels, m odel K 6-a provides the closest m atch to the generalm orphology of the Sgr tidal
tailsasm apped by M giant stars selected from 2M A SS.However, the 2M A SS M giant work
represents such a substantial ncrease In our know ledge of the phase-space distribution of
Sgr debris that a new study of the system fully constrained by these data is warranted.

Recently, a controversy has begun to develop over the cblate/prolate nature of the
G alactic halo as m easured using Sgr tidal debris. Heln i (2004) has presented evidence In
favorofa prolate (= 125) halo using Sgr keading debris velocity trends, whilke in a com pan—
jon paper (Johnston, Law, & M aw ski 2004, hereafter \P aper I1I") we have dem onstrated
that such prolate halos fail to reproduce the ocbserved orbital pol precession of leading vs.
trailing debris, forwhich oblate (= 0.90) halosbest reproduce cbservationaldata. In earlier
studies, Ibataetal. (2001) andM art nezD elgado et al. (2004) determ ined that valuesofg
1.0 and g= 0.85 respectively best t the avaibble data. In this paper, we explore whether
it ispossibl to resolve this con ict using a single-com ponent (ie. m ass-follow s-light) m odel
for Sgr, traveling along a singlke oroit in a non-evolving potential. W e present the results of
num erical sin ulations to nd the best t to the m easured positions and velocities of the M
giants presented in Papers I, IT, and V (prelim inary results have been presented in Law et
al. 2004) while allow ng oroital, potential and Sgr intemal param eters to vary. Our ain is
to constrain the current m ass and orbit of Sgr as tightly as possble as a precursor to fiur-
ther studies In which higher ordere ects (such asm ulicom ponent m odels for Sgr travelling
along evolving orbits) are also acoounted for.

In x2 we describe our sim ulation technigue, and outline the properties of the observed
tails that will be used to constrain the simnulations. In x3.1 we use sinpl test particle
sim ulations to exam ine what range of G alactic and orbital param eters could be consistent
w ith Sgrdebris. In x3 2 weusethe resuls from f1llN -body sin ulations of satellite destruction
along viable orbits in the chosen G alactic potentials to m ore tightly constrain the m ass and
orbi of Sgr. In x4 we com pare our results to previous observational and num erical work and
assess possible evolution of the Sgr orbit, and in x5 we summ arize our conclusions.
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2. METHOD
2.1. Baseline G alactic and Satellite M odels

O ur sin ulation technique closely follow sthat outlined in Johnston, Spergel, & Hemaquist
(1995). TheM iky W ay is represented by a an ooth, rigid potential, and Sgrby a collection of
10° selfgravitating particles whose m utual interactions are calculated using a selfconsistent

eld code Hemdquist & O striker 1992).

A three-com ponent m odelis used for the G alactic potentialand consists ofa M Iyam oto—
Nagai (1975) disk, Hemquist spheroid, and a logarithm ic halo:
as = 9 5 ; @)
R?+ @+ z*°+ )2

GM sphere
ere = ’ 2
seh r+ c @
hab = Voap DR+ (=) + &): 3)

Follow ing Johnston et al. (1999), we take M qigc = 10 10" M, M gpere = 34 101°M ,
a= 65kpc, b= 026 kpcand c= 0:7 kpc. In x31 we Investigate how di erent choices

=025 10,g= 08 145,d=1 20kpcand vy, = 180 240 km s! (the circular
goeed at the Solar C ircke | Vhao N Egn. 3 was chosen tom atch Ve, fOra given bulge and
disk contribution and adopted d) a ect our t to the debris data.

Iniially, the particles n ourm odel of Sgr are distributed to generate a P lumm er (1911)
m odel
_ GM Sgr;0 ; (4)
P+ 1
whereM g4, isthe Initialm assofSgrand ry is its scale length . T hese particles represent both
the dark and light m atter com ponents ofthe satellite. W e do not attem pt to generate a m ore
goeci ¢ two-com ponent m odel that m atches Sgr’s intemal density and velocity distribution
since both w ill evolve during the sin ulation. R ather, we explore to what extent Sgr's debris
can oconstrain the present global characteristics of the satellite. T hese global characteristics
can then be used in a m ore carefiil consideration of the core structure In future work when
better data on the core are available.
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2.2. Observational C onstraints

In thispaperw e use the spherical, Sun-centered, Sgr-coordinate system ! de ned in P aper
I, since this is the coordinate system in which satellite debris is cbserved and therefore can
be com pared to simulations m ost clarly. The zeroplane of the latitude coordinate B
coincides w ith the best- t great circle de ned by Sgr debris, as seen from the Sun. The
Jongitudinal coordinate is zero in the direction of the Sgr core and increases along the
Sgrtrailing debris stream , ie. away from the G alacticplane. F igure 1 show s a representative
N -body sim ulation ofthe Sgrdwarfin Cartesian X ggr6c s Ysgrsc Coordinates (see Paper I for
the de niion of the Sgr,GC and Sgr, ooordinate system s), and illustrates the ordentation
of the spherdical coordinate system w ith respect to the G alactic P lane. The colors of the
sim ulated data used in this and other gures in this paper represent di erent debris \eras",
ie. orbis (denoted as one apoG alacticon to the next apoG alacticon) on which the debris
was strpped from the satellite. Yellow points represent debris stripped from the satellite
since apoG alacticon about 0.5 G yr ago, whilke m agenta, cyan, and green points represent
debris stripped from the dwarf2, 3, and 4 orbits ago respectively. N ote that w hile each color
represents debris unbound from the satellite between two successive apoG alactic passages,
them a prity ofdebris ofeach color is released during the corresponding periG alactic passage.
T his color schem e allow s us to discrim nate readily between di erent w raps of tidal debxis,
and is also useful for detem Ining the expected age of debris at any given point along the
tidal stream .

T he observed position and radial velocity data for SgrM giants Papers I, I, and V)
provide strong constraints on the orbit of the Sgr dwarf. M ost other Sgr detections around
the sky 2llwithin the M gianttraced tails (see Fig. 17 of Paper I); therefore we com pare
ourm odels to the M giants alone because they o er the m ost consistent, w ide-ranging m ap
of Sgr debris, and at the sam e tin e encom pass the previous detections. W e com pare our
resuls to the recently announced SD SS detections Newberg et al. 2003) n x4 1.

W e de ne ekven cbserved properties that we adopt as constraints on our sin ulated
M iky W ay | Sgr system :

1. Them odel Sgr dwarf should be located at (;b) = &6 ; 142 ) Paper]).

2. The line-ofsight velocity” of them odeldw arf should be vipggsqr = 171 km s (Ioata et

1C++ code to convert from standard G alactic coordinate system s to the Sgr longiudinal coordinate
system can be obtained from the W orld W ide W eb at http://www astrovirgihiaedu/ sm 4n/Sgr/

2A Il velocities are given i the G alactic Standard of Rest (G SR) fram e.
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al. 1997).

3. Sgr debris should be aligned w ih the plane passing through the Sun having a polk
Gb)y= (2738 ; 135 ) Paper]).

4. T he average heliocentric distance for Sgr leading debris at apoG alacticon (dayg) In the
Northem G alactic Hem isphere should be 42 (D 54./24 kpc) kpc, where D g4, is the
assum ed distance to Sgr which setsthe distance scale ofthe M giants and is taken to
be 24 kpc in Paper I).

5. Radial velocities along the trailing stream from = 25 -140 should match data
presented in Paper IT.

6. Radial velocities along the lading stream from = 230 —-330 should match data
presented in PaperV.

7. The leading and trailing debris tails should de ne two distinct planes w ith polkso st
from each otherby 10 degrees (Paper III).

8. The physical width of the trailing debrs stream perpendicular to the orbital plane
should be consistent w ith M giant cbservations (ie. have a pro fcted spatialdispersion
20 kpc).

ZSgr;

9. The average radial velocity dispersion along the trailing stream from =25 -90
should m atch the dispersion found forM giants in Paper IT ( , = 100 km s!).

10. Them odeldebris to which theM giant data are m atched should be younger (ie. have
left Sgrm ore recently) than a typical SgrM giant age (23 G yx; see Paper ).

11. There should be a break in the surface density of trailing debris at 20 , which
has previously been interpreted M ateo et al. 1998, Paper I) to correspond to the
transition between debris lost on the current pericentric passage and that lost on the
previous passage.

3. RESULTS

Tablk 1 outlines the G alactic and satellite param eters varied to produce a m odel that

ts the constraints detailed above. Rather than run lengthy N-body sinulations to ran-—

dom Iy search for a globalm ininum in this degenerate, m ultidin ensional param eter soace
(8 of which are allowed to vary), a m ore e cient, mulistep approach was taken to con-—
verge to the best t to the observational data, relying on physical nsight gained both from
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analytical descriptions of debris dispersal (Trem aine 1993, Johnston 1998, Helm i & W hite
1999, Johnston, Sackett & Bullock 2001) and from previousm odeling of Sgrby the authors
(Johnston, Spergel, & Hemdquist 1995, Johnston et al. 1999) and other groups (Velazquez
& W hie 1995, Ibata et al. 1997, Edelsohn & E Inegreen 1997, G om ezF lechoso, Fux, &
M artinet 1999, M artinez-D elgado et al. 2004). These studies have found that whik there
is a system atic distance o set for kading/trailing debris nside/outside the orbit of the Sgr
dwarf (@ re ection of the debris m oving to m ore/Jess tightly bound orbits | *e Fig. 1)
the line-ofsight velocity rem ains approxin ately aligned w ith that of the satellite’s orbit at
all orbital phases. Hence In x3.1 below we are ablk to elin inate a wide range of orbits in a
variety of G alactic potentials through testparticle ntegrations alone: W e use constraint 4
as an upper lim it on a possible orbit’s apocentric distance and exam Ine how well the lneof-
sight velocities along the oroit m atch the data In constraints 5 and 6. T his technique allow s
us to nd reasonable values for all of the free param eters listed n Table 1 except for Sgr's
current m ass. In x32 we describe fiillscale sin ulations of the destruction run for satellites
of various m asses along the orbits and in the potentials selected n x3.1.

3.1. G alactic P aram eters
3.1.1. Varying initial conditions for test partick orbits

W e assum e Sgr's current angular position, line-ofsight velocity and direction of proper
motion to be xed by constraints 1, 2 and 3 respectively, and adopt an am plitude for the
m otion of Sgr perpendicular to our Ineofsight (4a,) som ewhere within 3 tim es the error
bars on the Ibata et al. (2001) measurement of 280 20 km s! . The Sgr velocity and
position relative to the Sun are then tranfom ed to G alactocentric coordinates to provide
Initialconditions for the test particle orbits, assum ing som e values for the Solardistance from
the Galactic center R ) and from Sgr O sg). INote that changing D g4 from the assum ed
value of 24 kpc scales the distances to allofthe SgrM giants by the sam e fractionalam ount,
since these distances are estin ated from a colorapparent m agnitude relation derived from
M giants in Sgr's core | Paper I). These orbits are then Integrated backw ards and forw ards
In tim e in the chosen G alactic potential (see x3.1 2) and the quality of t ofthe orbitalpath
to the M giant position and velocity data quanti ed (as described in x3.1 3).
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3.1.2. Varying the G alactic potential | param eter and m odel choices

W e anticipate that Sgr's debris w ill tell us som ething about the contours of the grav—
Itational potential in the region that is orbit explores ( 10 — 50 kpc). Hence we do not
vary all param eters In equations (1) — (3), but instead hold the bulge com ponent xed and
explore the e ect of changing the contribution ofthe disk to the rotation curve through the
param eter , as well as the radial length scale, attening, and overall depth of the halo
potential respectively through the param eters d, g and Veire; -

A sa naldheck on the generality ofour resuls, we repeat our experim ents w ith the halo
com ponent replaced by m odels of the form proposed by N avarro, Frenk, & W hie (1996) |
hereafter referred to asNFW m odels. In thiscase, the attening is introduced in the density
g , rather than potential contours, and the approxin ate form of the potential is adopted
from Jihg & Suto (2002). To explore a sin ibr e ective range In g and radial gradient as
the logarithm icm odels, g and d (the length scale ofthe NFW potential) are chosen from a
w ider range than for their logarithm ic counterparts | In particular, the range 5 < d < 100
kpc was explored because this encom passes the range of scale lengths (of order tens of kpc)
found fordark m atter halos of sin ilarm assscale to theM iky W ay In cosn ologicalm odels of
structure fom ation at the current epoch (eg.Eke, Navarro, & Steinm etz 2001). Them ass
scale ofthe NFW potential is then constrained to m atch the adopted Ve, -

3.1.3. Quantifying the tofan orbit to the data.

A guideline for assessing the goodness of t ofan orbit to the positionaldata isthat the
m axin um heliocentric distance cbserved for the leading debris O georis, CONStraint 4) must
be system atically less than that of the orbit of the Sgr core, D  ax | ie. D g ax™D depris > 1.
W e can also nd an upper lin it to this ratio since we expect the size of this o set to scale
as R/ RM g5 Mga))' ™, where M ¢, is the mass of the M iky W ay enclosed w ithin the
pericenter of the orbi (Johnston, Sackett, & Bullock 2001). For exam pl, if we take this
Iim £ asD p ax=D qepris < 135 then wem ight expect to coverallm odelsw ith M g4, M g1 < 0:125
| ie. Sgrmasses up to 105 of the m ass of the M iky W ay. Since the intemal dispersion
m easured orSgr (11km s, Ibata, G ilm ore, & Trwin 1995) suggests am ass far less than this
we take 1 < D ax=D gaoris < 135 as a generous range for considering an orbit apogalacticon
distance acceptable. O rbits w ith apogalactica outside this range are Inm ediately refected.

W enext quantify the toforbitsthat arenot already refcted to the trailing and leading
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velocity data (constraints 5 and 6) through the param eters . and g ¢

2 iﬁA M gianta () Vow ( )E 5)
A~ N, 2

=1 A

where \A " represents the obsarved data set being considered (ie. \lead" or \trail"), N, is
the number of M giants in the data set, Wiy giant () is the velocity ofan M giant at and
Vo () Isthe velocity ofthe orbit at this . The data com pared to In the kading portion
ofthe debris are selected by tting a 3rd order polynom ialto the ulldata set of velocities as
a function of in the range 230 < < 330 . Outliers from them aln trend are thrown
out using a 25— ierative refection technique until convergence is reached and the weight
2 4 caloulated as the dispersion of the velocities of this nal set of N 1.4 Stars about the
best- t polynom ials. The process is then repeated for stars In the region 25 < < 140
m ost sensitive to the trailing debris. T he selected stars In both regions are plotted asblack
squares in Figure 2. C learly, these data sets are not Intended to represent a com plete sam ple
of Sgr stars, but rather as a guide to the general trends of velocities and dispersion in these

regions.
W e also express these quantities asa single param etertom easure the com bined goodness—
of- t: q

= (fant a2 ()

Note that since test particlke orbis only serve as an indication of where the debris
should lie, we do not sim ply search for the param eters corresponding to them inin a of these
quantities: for exam ple, we do not consider a di erence oforder < 0:d (corresoonding to
average systematico sets 1 2km s | very much less than the dispersion in the data)
between the t to two di erent orbits to be very signi cant. Rather, we use m ore extram e
di erences to rul out or favor broad regions of param eter space.

3.1.4. Combined constraints from kading and trailing velocity data

A Ythough the velocity trends in the lading debris (constraint 6) appear to strongly
favor G alactic m odels w ith prolate (> 1) halo com ponents (Helm i 2004), we have shown
In Paper IIT that the direction of the precession of debris orbits (@sm easured by the o st
In the poles of best- t planes to kading and trailing debris | constraint 7) strongly favors
m odels w ith oblate halos since prolate m odels Induce precession In the opposite sense to
that observed. Because no other adjistm ent to the potential can change the fundam ental
sense of precession In prolate vs cblate potentials, we restrict ourselves to asking whether
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we can resolve this contradiction between the in plications of constraint 6 and constraint
7 by revisiting the t to the velocity and distance data alone over a much wider range of
param eter space than hasbeen considered previously. The ain is to exam Ine w hether there
are any circum stances In which an orbit In an oblate potential can be found that can tall
the constraints at once.

Figure 3 plots the m nimum values of .y (s0lid lines), . (dotted lines) and
(dashed lines) cbtained as a function of g (left hand panel, logarithm ic halo m odel) or g
(dght hand panel, NFW halo m odel) when all other param eters are allowed to vary freely
w ithin the ranges outlined in Tabl 1. The solid lines show that the trailing velocity data
have a slight preference for m odels w ith oblate halos, although the di erence i 0
between them inina ormodelswih g< 1 and g> 1 isnot su clently large that we can
con dently rule out prolate m odels w ith test particle orbits alone, since it corresoonds to
a velocity o st much less than the disgpersion in the data. In contrast, the dotted lnes
show that lading velocity data strongly prefer prolate halo m odels, to such an extent that
this preference dom nates the combined (dashed lines). These results are the sam e for the
logarithm ic and NFW m odels.

O verall, we conclude that we cannot nd a singk orbit in a static potentialm odel that
sim ultaneously tsthe velocity data in the trailing data together w ith the sense of precession
suggested by the o set of the planes of the leading vs trailing data.

3.1.5. Constaints from trailing velocity data alone

T he exciting in plication ofthe conclusion ofthe previous section | that no singk orbit
and/or potential can t all the data | is that som e evolution of Sgr's orbit has occurred
over the tin e since debris In the leading portion of the stream er, furthest In from Sgr,
was released. W e discuss som e possible culprits for this odoital evolution in x4 3, but defer
a detailed investigation of these e ects for future work. For the ram ainder of this study, we
narrow our present analysis to concentrate on the younger portions of the debris, Jost w thin
the last 12 orbits, where (1) the e ect of orbit evolution is negligble, ) the m odelling
can be acheived w ith the fewest free param eters, and (3) the interpretation of the data is
less ambiguous. The goal is to ask what the younger debris alone can tell us about the
G alactic potential and Sgr’'s current m ass and orboit. T hese results can subsequently be used
as starting points for studies that use the older debris to exam ine higher order e ects such
as orbital evolution, evolution of the potential, and/or m ulti-com ponent m odels for Sgr.

W e expect debris In the trailing stream er In the range explored by the velocity data to
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be roughly the sam e age as that in the early parts of the leading stream er to about the st
apocenter (as deam onstrated by Heln 12004, and see also x32 below ). In these regions, the
velocity data can be sin ilarly tby both oblate and prolate potentials (as dem onstrated by
the solid Iines in F igure 3), and there isno signi cant o set in the orbitalpoles between the
leading and trailing com ponents. Henos, we now drop constraints 6 and 7 on our m odels
since these were derived from regionsw here orbit evolution could be signi cant. W e continue
our discussion of test-particle constraints on the G alactic potential and our position relative
to the G alactic center and Sgr using the condition 1 < D ; ax=D gepris < 135 and exam ining

trail @JONE.

In order to sort through our large param eter space, we 1rst look at param eters that do
not appear to be strongly constrained by the data and x reasonable values for those (see
discussion in A . and B . below ) before going on to look at preferred ranges for the rem aining
parameters (in C.).

A . Im plications for distance scakes

In the upper kft hand panels of Figures 4 (for logarithm ic halo experin ents) and 5 (for
NFW halo experin ents) we proct results in our 7-din ensional param eter space onto the
2-dim ensions of D g4y and D s;,=R by plotting the m Inimum value of .y at each point
in this plane when all other param eters are allowed to vary freely. The plots reveals a
preference for larger values of the ratio D s,=R , with the absolute scale (as set by D gqr)
being arbitrary. For consistency w ith the distance scales adopted earlier in Paper Iwe choose
to take D gqr = 24 kpc (which also lies within the 2—- error bars of the recent m easurem ent
by Monaco et al. 2004) and sst R = 7 kpc. So long as D g4=R 34 we expect all
subsequent results involving distances (eg. scale-length ofthe halo d, or predicted distances
to debris) can be scaled by whatever value D g4, is assum ed in a given study.

B . Im plications for the G alactic rotation curve

W ith Dggr = 24 kpcand R = 7 kpc xed, the upper right hand panels of F igures 4 and
5 prokct the ram aining ve-din ensions of param eter space onto the vay; — plane. For
high enough v.; there isno preference fora particular ,butmodelsw ith Iower vy, are
Inconsistent w ith heavier G alactic disks (ie. higher ).

Figure 6 o ers som e clue as to why this is the case by plotting rotation curves for only
those potentials n which orbits wih apn < 1:1 could be found. These are very at out
to large radii or allm odels, w ith circular velocities at 50 kpc in the range 180220 km st
which corresponds to enclosed m asses rtheM iky W ay at these radiiof38 56 10'M
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| In e ect, Sgr debris velocities are now providing additional evidence for the existence ofa
dark m atter halo to the M iky W ay). Ifenocugh of the contrbution v.i; isprovided by the
disk, then the rem aining halo com ponent is sim ply not m assive enough to support such an
extended at rotation curve. (Largerm ass halos could be buil by allow Ing d an even w ider
range, but these m odels would [] have rising rotation curves at the Solar C ircle; and [{i] be
nconsistent w ith scale lengths m easured for M iky W ay-sized dark m atter halos form ed in
coam ologicalm odels of structure form ation | see Eke, Navarro & Steinm etz, 2001).

Sinceno valuesof and v.y, areatthispoint clearly preferred, weadopt = 10 and
Veig; = 220km st

C . Summ ary of param eter choices and conclusions

The colored lines in the lower panels of F igures 4 and 5 dem onstrate that, with R = 7
kpc, Dggr = 24 kpe, = 1 and Vei; = 220 km s ! xed, particular values or d (which
determ ines the radial gradient of the potential and hence the shape of the rotation curve)
and Viy, Which determ ines the scale of the orbit w ithin this potential) are quite strongly
preferred, w ith only a m ild dependence on g. Hence we perform full N -body sim ulations in
potentials w ith logarithm ic halos In which g = 0:9=10=125, d = 13=12=11 kpc (from the
m inin a in the ower Jeft hand panels) and vi,, In therange 20 km s! around 280=270=254
km s!.Allthree values, g= 0:9=1:0=125, are considered sihce all represent equally viablke
ts to the younger debris.

C karly, our choices are not unique. The black curves in the lower panels of F igures
4 and 5 outline where the colored lines would fall if all other param eter choices were the
sam e but Veye; = 240 km s ! (dashed lines) or = 05 (dotted lines). In both cases, the
scale—length changes signi cantly in order to m aintain the necessary atness of the rotation
curve, and Via, is sin ilarly a ected.

In addition, our decision to use logarithm ic halos rather than NFW halos is arbitrary,
since Figures 4 and 5 reveal no preference for either form of the potential, but ratherm ore
generally indicate that any m odel that generates a at rotation curve out to 50 kpc will
su ce. W e anticipate that data exploring even larger distances from the G alactic center
will be abl to address whether an NFW (W ih a falling rotation curve In this region) or
logarithm ic potential ism ore appropriate.

D espie these multiple m nim a In param eter space, we are abl to reach som e general
conclusions at this point: (i) Sgr debris data prefers m odels w ith large values of D g4=R
and at rotation curves out to 50 kpc, and (i) w ith all other param eters xed, Sgr orbits
In prolate halos willhave system atically lower vi,, than in soherical or cblate halos. These
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conclusions o er a tantalizing glin pse of how Sgr debris m ight be used to map out the
G alactic potential on Jarge scales once param eters such asR  and v, are known w ith m ore
certainty.

3.2. Sagittarius’ P roperties

U sing the G alactic param eters determ ined In x3.1 above, we now perform fully self-
consistent N -body sin ulations to re ne the estin ates obtained in x3.1 of Sgr's orbitalvelociy
and to determ ine the m ass of the dwarf. These sin ulations follow the evolution of satellites
w ith a range of initialm asses and physical scales (varied through the param eters M g4, 0 and
r, In Equation [4]) along a an all range of plausible orbits w ithin the three m odels of the
G alactic potential (@= 0.9/1.0/125)° discussed in x3.1.5C .

In x321 we nd themass of Sgr (ndependent of ry) that best ts constraints 8 and 9
In each of these three m odels of the G alactic potential, and dem onstrate that this best- t
m ass is comm on to allthree cases. F ixing the satellite m ass to thisbest— t value, we re ne
our estin ate for Sgr's tangential velocity using constraints 4 and 5 in x32 2 and summ arize
the properties of our best— t m odels in x32 3.

32.1. Constaining the M ass of the Sgr Dwarf

W hik we do not attem pt to m odel the Sgr core In detail, we are nonetheless able to
constrain its current totalm ass under the assum ptions that the dwarf is roughly soherical
and non-rotating. M otivated by previous work (eg. Johnston, Hemdquist, & Bole 1996,
Johnston 1998) we expect that debrisw idth (constraint 8) and velocity dispersion (constraint
9) at a given orbital phase prin arily re ect the m ass w thin the tidal radius of the satellite
on the orbit Inm ediately pror to that debrs becom ing unbound, and that they do not
depend strongly on the Intemal structure of the satellite (In our case param eterized by the
scale length ofthe initialP lum m erm odel) . For the sam e reasons, we do not expect that our
results are strongly sensitive to the particle distribbution we have adopted. W e do expect the
Intemal orbital distribution w ill independently a ect debris m oryohology, but do not address
that issue In this paper.

To com pare the sin ulations to the data constraints, we calculate the average radial

3W e adopt the convention of stating values derived in each ofthese potentials for oblate/spherical/prolate
cases, respectively.
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velociy dispersion . and the average dispersion of distances perpendicular to the Sgrplane

Zse, 10 thetrailingtailforM giant data and ournum ericalsim ulations. W e do not consider
leading debris In cbtaining ourm ass estin ates since only our prolate halo m odel successilly
m atches the buk trend of leading debris, whilke all three halo m odels reproduce the trailing
debris trend.  is calculated In the range = 25 -90 for consistency with the velocity
dispersion analysis presented In Paper IT, while ;. is caloulated in the range = 60 -
120 since this range of debris Iongitudes is one Hrwhich all Sgr stars in the sam plk® are at
a sim ilardistance d from the Sun (thism inin izes arti cialw idth in ation on the sky due to
di erentialdistance errors) and isalso In a region ofthe G alaxy w here sam ple contam ination
by M iky W ay disk stars is negligble.

Figure 7 plotsthe calculated velocity dispersion (left-hand panels) and w idth (right-hand
panels) as functions of sim ulated bound satellite m ass for choices ofg= 0.9 (lower panels),
1.0 (middl panels), and 125 (upper panels). Tn all panels the M giant dispersion/w idth is
plotted asa solid lnew ith 1- errorbars Indicated by the hatched regions, while the points in
allpanels ndicate N -body sin ulation results (hoorporating a 17% arti cialdistance scatter
to sinulate the photom etric distance errors given in Paper I) for m odel satellites evolred
along the orbits found earlier n x31.5C for a variety of choices of nitial satellite m ass
Mggo= 10'M -5 10°M ) and physicalscale (rp = 02 kpc —1.5 kpc).

C Jearly, sin ilar values ofM gq, are preferred form odels in oblate, spherical, and prolate
G alacticpotentialsalike. T o quantify m ore precisely the range ofacceptablem asses indicated
by Figure 7 we t the data points In each panel w ith a third-order polynom ialw ith 25—
refpction crteria iterated to convergence and extrapolate from the resulting power-series
coe cientsthemassrangewhose , and 5. liewithin the 1- uncertainty range around
theM —giantm easurem ents. T hese resuls, presented In tabular form In Tablk 2, indicate that
in allm odels of the G alactic potential considered the present bound m ass of the Sgr dwarf
should not be very di erent from M ggr = 2 -5 10®M  ifthem odeldwarf is to sucoessfiilly
reproduce the M giant observations.

322. Constraining the Velbciy of the Sgr Dwarf

W enow x the initialm assand scale ofthem odeldw arf such that the present-day dwarf
has a bound m ass In the range found above In x3 2.1, and endeavor to re ne our oxoits using
the single rem aining free param eter v, . W e explore a range of values 20 km s® around

4Thjssamp]eJ'sdl:awn directly from the 2M A SS database w ith the selection criteria E B V) < 0555,
10< J K <11, Fsgr; < 5,Zgc < 0,and 13 kpc< d < 40 kpc.
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the values Vi, = 280/270/254 km s' chosen from test-particle orbits previously in x3.1.5C .
N ote that it isnot possble to x the nalbound m ass of the satellite In these sin ulations,
since the change in the orbial path produced by varying vi., willnaturally a ect the m ass—
loss history of the m odel dwarf. However, as dem onstrated by Figure 7 ( lled trangles)
these an all variations In vy, have only a m inor e ect on the nalm ass ofthe m odel dwarf.

Retuming to constraint 4 on the average apoG alacticon distance of lading debris,
the average distance of cbserved leading Sgr debris (davg) is calculated from the 2M A SS
database by averaging over the distances of all stars in the range = 280 -320 wih
heliocentric distances 30 kpc < d < 60 kpc and sub fct to the restrictionsE B8 V) < 0555,
10< J K < 11, Zsgy J< 5kpc, Zgc > 10 kpc (this combination of restrictions was
chosen to ssgparate Sgr leading am starsm ost clearly from the underlying disk population).
F igure 8 plotsthe average apoG alactioon distance oftheM giantsasa solid linew ith 1- error
bars indicated by the hatched region, along w ith the values calculated from the sim ulated
data (again incorporating a 17% distance uncertainty) for the smulationswih xed nitial
m ass and physical scale but varying vy, ( lled trangles). Sinulationsw ith a range of initial
m asses and physical scales whose present bound m ass fallsw ithin the acosptable range found
In the previous section are also plotted ( lled squares and crosses): These pointsaredi cult
to distinguish since M g4 and r, are not the prin ary factors goveming the behavior of dayg,
dem onstrating them inor variation in d,yy pem itted by the ram aining uncertainty In satellite
m ass. W hilke Figure 8 show s a strong correlation between leading debris distance and oroital
velocity however, the relatively Jarge uncertainty In the M giant debris distance allow s us
only to place constraints on the dwarf velocity to w ithin about 20 km st .

A m ore com pelling velocity constraint can be obtained by again using constraint 5, that
the trailing am velocities m atch those observed for M giants. W e calculate the average
o set of the centroid of sin ulated trailing debris velocities® from the M giant centroid and
plot these o0 sets as a function of the tangential velocity of the dwarf in Figure 9. W ell
de ned m Inin a corresponding to the best ts to the velocity data are obtained for speci ¢
velocities In each choice of the G alactic potential, and are fairly insensitive to the ram aining
uncertainties in satellite m ass ( lled squares and crosses). W e therefore conclude that the
best choices of tangential velocity for the m odel dwarf are v, = 275280/265270/250-260
km s! (ote that, in this case, the best— t test particle orbits obtained in x3.15C actually
picked out the best orbits for the N-body sinulations). A fhough each of these estin ates
are reasonably consistent w ith the observed value vian, ¥ = 280 20 km s! measured
by Ibata et al. (2001), it is interesting to note that the Ibata et al. (2001) m easurem ent

5In the interests of consistency w ith previous analyses .n Paper II, we again use the range = 25 -
92 .
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appears to slightly favor oblate m odels of the G alactic halo over prolate m odels at the 1-
J¥evel for our current choice of vy, = 220 km s 1. Note, however, that a higher value of
Veire; W 1l system atically shift these estin ates of v, to higher velocities (sse Figs. 4 & 5,
dashed line In lower right-hand panels), resulting in better agreem ent of estin ates of v, In
prolate halos w ith the Ibata et al. (2001) m easurem ent.

3.2.3. Ourbest tmodel

Based upon F igures 7, 8, and 9, sinulationsw th M g4, = 2.6-5.0/2553/2555 10°M
and Vian = 275-280/265270/255260 km s! best t our constraints, and these m odels are
hereafter referred to as our \best- t m odels"®. A lthough the uncertainty in the G alactic
potential gives rise to uncertainties n vi, considerably greater than the ranges given here,
within a given potential vi,, can be constrained to within about 5km s? . Ourbest-t
m odels have a m axinum extent of bound m aterial o,nq  500° along the sem im apr axis,
w ithin which we calculate a lum nosity for Sgr of Lgg, = 14 10’L  usihg data presented
n Paper I. The m assto-light ratio of Sgr In these m odels should therefore be M g4, =Lggr =
1936/1838/1839M =L .W hilkethe 500’m axin um extent forbound m aterial is som ew hat
dependent on the adopted Intemal structure of the satellite, it is on the order of the true
tidal radius previously pointed out x4 .33 of Paper I) as required to avoid Sgr having a
quite extraordinary (@nd unlikely) bound m ass, and is also of order the ocbserved m inor axis
din ension (ie., 0.35 tin es that of the 1801’ m a pr axis radius) of the lin iting radius of the

tted K iIng pro le to the central satellite.

T hese orbits have periods of 0.85/0.88/0.87 G yr w ith periG alactica and apoG alactica
of 10-16/14/14-19 kpc and 56-58/59/56-59 kpc respectively’, and a present space veloc—
iy U;V;W )% = (238, 42, 222)/ (235, 40, 213)/ (231, 37, 198) km s', corresponding to
(; ;2)=@230,75,222)/ 27,73, 213)/ (224, 69,197) km s ' and (v;w;v1) = (171,272,
-65)/ 171, 263, 63)/ (171, 247, -59) km s® wih respect to the G alactic standard of rest.
T hese velocities w ill scale roughly w ith the assum ed value of vy, , although willalso depend

bComplete data les of model Sgr debris from these best- t models are provided on the web at
http//www astro virghhiaedu/ sm 4n/Sgr/ to aid future com parisons of these m odels with new obser-
vations and new disruption m odels.

"N ote that ranges are given fornon-sphericalpotentials since Hr such non-spherically sym m etric potentials
the apoG alacticon and periG alacticon distances are dependant upon the polar angl ofthe satellite, and hence
these distancesm ay vary slightly from orbit to orbit.

%W e adopt a right-handed G alactic C artesian coordinate system w ith origin at the G alactic C enter.
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system atically upon g, d, and

Figure 10 plots sinulated Sgr debris for our best— t m odels along wih the M giant
distance and velocity data from Papers I, II and V, and dem onstrates visually that our
m odels generally t the M giant observations well. The M giant data is clarly traced
by debris released during the last two pericentric passages of the m odel dwarf (yellow and
m agenta points) and possbly by debris released three pericentric passage ago (cyan points),
although there appear to be far fewer M giants corresponding to cyan points than m agenta
or yellow . This corresponds to M giants becom Ing unbound from the Sgr dwarf over the
last15-25Gyr | consistent w ith constraint 10, that the debris age be younger than the
typicalage ofan M giant star. N ote, how ever, that as predicted by the orbis In x3.1 m odels
in oblate and spherical halo potentials failto t the lading velocity trend (particularly for
cyan points), whike the m odel orbiting in a prolate potential both reproduces this velocity
trend and provides a m ore convincing t to the apparent trend of M giant distances at

220 —-260 . Note also the presence of cyan and green debris within a few kpc of the
Sun over a wide range of for oblate and spherical halo m odels - this is a consequence
ofthe lrading stream er diving alm ost directly through the Solar N eighborhood in these two
m odels. Conclusive proof of the presence or absence of Sgr debris around the Sun would
provide a signi cant additional constraint on the m odels.

T he density of stars in the trailing stream for the best— tm odels isplotted as a function
of InFigurell, and issin ilar in structure to the density oftheM giant stream (constraint
11, plotted In Fig. 13 of Paper 1), wih a break In the slope of the density pro ke around

= 20 degrees and a relatively constant density thereafter we only considerthis rstbreak
In the cbserved density pro X since we expect this to depend prim arily upon satellitem ass).
T he details of the run of density along the trailing stream er w illdepend on the intemal light
distribution of the satellite. However, since we consider only single-com ponent m odels in
this paper, we om it further consideration of the density pro ke and intemal structure of the
dwarf at thistin e.

4. DISCUSSION
4.1. Comparisons w ith P revious D ata

A snoted In X2 2, m ost other Sgrdetections around the sky 2llw thin theM gianttraced
tails (see Fig. 17 of Paper 1), so that ourbest— t m odels also provide a good m atch to these
other data. In this section, we com pare our predictions for older Sgr debris (green points)
not traced by the M giants w ith cbservations of older tracers.
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In F igure 12, carbon stardata’ (open boxes) are plotted for com parison w ith ourbest— t
Sgrm odels (colored points). W hilke som e of the carbon stars appear consistent w ith both M
giant and sin ulated debris, m any othershave distances and velocities that di er substantially
from the M giant and m odel distributions, and attem pts to t sinulation m odels to these
carbon stars w ill lkely produce resuls that di er noticeably from our own best— t m odels
and the M giant data. A tfhough som e of this discrepancy could be due to the uncertain
distance scale for the carbon stars (see x83 of Paper 1), it is also possibl that these stars
could trace debrisolder than the 25 Gyrold M giant stream , since carbon stars can have
larger ages (5 -6 Gyr) than M giants.

T he open trianglks near 300 in Figure 12 represent data for a set ofm etalpoor,
K giant stars rst pointed out by Kundu et al. (2002). Using sam iranalytical m odeling,
Kundu et al. (2002) proposed that these stars represent debris stripped from Sgr three
pericentric passages ago (corresponding to cyan-colored points in our m odel). Indeed, our
m odel suggests that these points m ay plausbly be t by cyan or green debris (ie. debris
from 3 —4 pericentric passages ago) In the g= 0.90 leading stream er that is currently raining
down from theN orth G alactic P ok onto the SolarN eighborhood, although the interpretation
of these data isuncertain n m odelswhere g= 1.0 or 1 25.

W e also note an Interesting com parison w ith possibble Sgr red clum p stars detected In a
pencitbeam survey by M afwskietal. (1999) at (Lb) = (11 ; 40 ), and Prwhich the radial
velocity data are plotted In Figure 12 (top panel, solid triangles). T hese stars at = 27
exhibit a range of line-ofsight velocities from 0 to 150 km s?!, which closely m atches the
predicted range of velocities of sin ulated leading tidaldebris w rapped aln ost 360 in orbital
longitude from the Sgr dwarf (cyan and green points) for simulationswhere g= 1.0 or 1 25.
T he degree ofthisagreem ent ishighly sensitive to them assofthem odelsatellite: Sim ulations
w ith present m assM gqr = 5 10®M predict a Jargerdispersion in velocities than observed by
M ajw skiet al, while simulationswih massM g5, = 2 10°M  predict a sm aller dispersion
than observed. Tt istem pting therefore to point to these data as further evidence in favor of
the satellite m ass estin ates detemm ined earlier n x3 2.1 H owever, the distance to these stars
ism easured to be roughly 20 kpc M a®wskiet al. 1999) | about half that of the cyan —
green leading debris whose velocities they reproduce so well | and therefore, w hilke they are
Interesting to com pare to m odeldata, their true origin and interpretation rem ains unclear.

R ecently, the discovery of an overdensity of A -colored stars In the Sloan D igital Sky

°Carbon stars have been selected from Totten & Trwin (1998) subct to the requirem ent that both
distance and velocity data have been m easured, and also sub gct to the photom etric criteria em ployed by
Ioata et al. (2001) that 11 < R < 17and By R > 235.
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Survey with apparent m agniude g, 203 at = 187 212 degrees and w ithin 15 kpc
ofSgr'snom inaloroitalplane was announced N ewberg et al. 2003). T hese authors estin ate
an average heliocentric distance of 83 kpc to these stars, but note that other detections in
directions which overlp the M giant stream suggest that their adopted distance scale is
12 5% Jarger than that used to calbrate the M giants in Paper I. The open circle 1n Figure
12 (left-hand panels) plot the average of their data, w ith the distance rescaled to 73 kpc so
that the M giant and SD SS distance scalesm atch. F igure 12 suggests that it isplausble to
dentify the SD SS detection with debrisofage 15 -25 Gyr (le. cyan-colored points) in
the trailing Sgr stream , although future radial velocity m easurem ents could help determ ine
whether this denti cation is correct or if the Newberg et al. feature is Instead a part of
som e older, m ore distant section of the stream or even halo substructure unrelated to Sgr.
Newberg et al. (2003) also note a hint of precession In the Sgr stream by com paring their
detections of lading and trailing debris closer to Sgr’'s core, In agreem ent w ith our own
results presented in P aper ITI. U nfortunately, the angular extent of the 83 kpc debris hasnot
yet been m apped accurately enough to pinpoint the angular position of the centroid of the
debris; such a m easuram ent could In the future provide a strong constraint on the attening
of the G alactic potential.

4.2. Comparisons w ith P revious Sgr Sim ulations

P revious attem pts to m odel the orbit and disruption history of the Sgr dwarf (eg.
Velazquez & W hite 1995, Johnston, Hemdquist & Bole 1996, Ibata et al. 1997, Edelsohn
& EInegreen 1997, Ioata & Lewis 1998, G om ezF lechoso, Fux & M artinet 1999, Johnston
et al. 1999, Helmi& W hite 2001, Ibata et al. 2001, M artinez-D elgado et al. 2004) have
m ade oconsiderable progress In constraining m odels of the dwarf using only the previously
available pencitbeam detections of satellite debris. In this paper we have presented the rst
m odelbased upon a com plete alksky view ofthe satellite’s tidal stream s, and in this section
we review and ocom pare som e of the predictions of these earlier m odels to those of our own
best— t m odels.

W e rst consider those results for which the m a prity of sin ulations by di erent groups
have generally converged. A Inost all sin ulations agree that the radial period of the Sgr
dwarf should be about 3/4 Gyr: In this work we nd a period for our best— t m odels of
0.85/0.88/0.87 G yr, In reasonable agreem ent w ith previous estin ates 0£0.76 G yr (Velazquez
& W hie 1995, Ioata et al. 1997), 0.7 Gyr (bata & Lewis 1998), 0550.75 Gyr (John—
ston et al. 1999), 085 Gyr Hemi& W hite 2001), and 0.74 Gyr (M artinezD elgado et al
2004). There is a little m ore spread In the estin ates proposed by di erent groups for the
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peris alacticon and apoG alacticon distances of the dwarf’s orbit: P revious estin ates include
(respectively) 10 kpc and 52 kpc (Velazquez & W hite 1995), 15 kpc and 60 kpc (Ibata &
Lewis 1998), 15 kpc and 70 kpc G om ezF kechoso, Fux & M artinet 1999), 13 kpc and 41
kpc (Johnston et al. 1999), 16 kpc and 60 kpc (Ibata et al. 2001), and 12 kpc and 60
kpc M artinez-D elgado et al. 2004). W ith the 2M A SS database it is possble to m easure
the apoG alacticon of lading tidal debris directly, and we m atch this constraint best by
using m odels for Sgr that have orbits w ith periG alacticon and apoG alacticon distances of
10-16/14/14-19 kpc and 56-58/59/56-59 kpc regpectively. W e note, however, that the dis-
tance scak assum ed for the M giants in Paper I is not yet secure, and that the estin ated
size of Sgr's orbit m ay scale accordingly.

Am ong those areas in which com m on values am ong the disruption m odels presented by
various groups have not yet been found, perhaps forem ost istheV com ponent ofthe G alactic
U;V;W ) velocity ofthe Sgrdwarf. Som e sim ulations (eg., Ioata et al. 1997) have sin ply sst
V = 0km s! (thereby assum ing a polar orbit) since this com ponent was so poorly known.
Now that we have an accurate m easurem ent of Sgr’s orbial pok Paper I), we are ablk to
predict the direction of its m otion m ore precisely. Based on our best— t m odel, we predict
that the properm otion ofthe Sgrdwarfshouldbe ,cosf) = 259= 257= 254masyr’
and , = 226=2:18=205mas yr® in the Solar rest frame'’. The direction of this proper
m otion prediction ( p,= ;00sp) = 0:87=0:85=0:81) is expected to be fairly robust within
potentialsw ith each choice ofg. H ow ever, the am plitude ofthe properm otion w illdepend on
the exact form ofthe G alactic potential, and hence should be revised once other findam ental
G alactic param eters such asR  and V., are known m ore precisely. Conversely, as m ore
accurate m easuram ents of Sgr's proper m otion becom e available it w illbe possible to re ne
constraints on the G alactic rotation curve.

A second area of debate concems the present bound m ass of the Sgr dwarf, for which
estin ates range from M gq, = 70 10°M (M artinezD elgado et al. 2004) to M g4 = 10
10°M (Ioata et al. 1997). Helmi& W hie (2001) nd an Intem ediate value for a purely
stellar satellite m odel w ith initialm ass M sgr0 50 10®°M . Asdanonstrated n x32.1,
we nd that a range of nalmassesM g4 = 2 -5 10°M yield tidaltails whose thickness
and velociy digpersion are consistent with M giant m easuram ents In cblate, soherical, and
prolate m odels of the G alactic potential. Using Figure 7 we conclusively rule out m odels
wih a mass far outside this range (such as that of M artinezD elgado et al. 2004), shoe
m odelsw ith very high or Jow m asses w illnot be able to produce tidaltails w ith the cbserved
thickness and dispersion . V isual ngoection ofthe gures in M artinez-D elgado et al. (2004)

%% e adopt a solar peculiar velocity of U;V;W ) = (9;12;7) km s ' relatie to the LSR, for which we
adopt a rotation velocity of220 km s! (x3.1.5B).
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appears to contradict this statem ent. H owever, these authors’ sin ulation embeds the m odel
satellite in a 40,000 particle live halo, which is probably responsible for the width of the
debris stream : Earlier work (Johnston, Spergel & Haydn 2002) has found that signi cant
heating of a Sgrlike debris stream can occur In a sin ulation using a live halo, even in a halo
m odel realized w ith 10° particles.

A s another consequence of the sn aller satellite m ass used In their m odel, M artinez—
D elgado et al. (2004) predict leading debrisat ( ; ) = (10;0 ) (corresponding to =
284 ) to be com posad of stars which have been unbound from the satellite for 5 G yrorm ore
(sihce debris from lowerm ass satellites takes longer to spread along the orbit), In contrast
to the roughly 2 Gyr found by our own analysis. A s dem onstrated in Figure 10, the Sgr
M giants | which have an estin ated age of 2-3 Gyr | are visble to at least this point in
the leading tidal stream . A s M artinezD elgado et al. (2004) point out (and we discuss In
Paper 1), stellar populations form ed in the densest central regions of the satellite should not
be inm ediately re ected in the tidal stream s, and it w ill take som e tin e or these stars to
be present In any quantity in the outer regions of the satellite. Hence, it is unlkely that the
M giant population becam e m ixed into the outer regions of Sgrw ithin a an all fraction ofa
G yr, and we consider the m ean age estim ate of 5 G yr for this section of the tidal stream to
be too high.

4.3. Evolution of Sgr’s O rbit

In Paper IITwe showed that only G alactic potentials w ith oblate halos could reproduce
the precession of the orbital plane apparent in the leading vs trailing data sets. In contrast,
Heln i (2004) dem onstrated that only G alactic potentials w ith prolate halos could reproduce
the velocity trends in the lkading debris. In this paper x3.1) we explore a mudch wider
variety of G alactic potentials than has been considered previously but failto nd a singk
orbi that can t both the velocity trends and sense of precession. O ur conclusion is that
the assum ption of non-evolution ofthe oroit over the tin eperiod that the debris explores is
ncorrect.

Since sim ulated debris In the region w ith troublesom e velocities is cyan and green (lost 2
and 3 orbits ago respectively), we estin ate the tin escale over which the evolution has taken
plhcetobe 2 3Gyrs. W ecan get som e idea ofthe physical scale ofthe evolution necessary
by looking at the di erence between the orbits in prolate, spherical and cblate potentials
that is regponsible forthe di erence in the velocity trend. F igure 13 plotsthe orbits shown in
Figure 2 In G alactic coordinates w ith the region corresponding to the lkading debris velocity
data shown asbold along each curve.
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A s the potentialm oves from prolate to oblate, the orbit passes progressively nearer the
Sun and line-ofsight velocities m ore closely re ect the full m otion along the orbit. This
explains why the sin ulated line of sight velocities in this region becom e m ore extrem e w ith
the oblateness of the potential. Figure 13 also suggests that observed debris velocities In
the lading region m ight be accounted for even in an cblate or spherical potential if the
pericenter of Sgr's orbit has decreased by a factor of order unity within the last 23 Gyrs
(from visual inspection of the gure) since such a decrease In pericenter of the Sgr dwarf
over tim e could shift older Sgr debris out to greater distances from the Sun corresponding
to the greater pericenter of the dwarf on the passage on which the debris becam e unbound.
T hree factors could contribute to this evolution:

An encounter w ith a large um p in the M iky W ay potential, either dark or lum inous (eg.
such as the Large M agellanic C loud, see Zhao 1998, for a full description of this idea):
W e consider this unlkley since we would expect the signature of such an event to be
a sudden change in Sgr's orbit, and a corresponding sudden change in the velocities
along its debris, rather than the am ooth trends seen.

G Iobal evolution of the G alactic potential: W e also consider this unlkely snce: (i) The
evolution would have to be very large in order to bring the pericenter nwards by a
factor oftwo In such a short am ount oftin €; and (ii) any globalevolution would a ect
both Sgr's and the debris’ orbits sin ilarly.

D ynam ical friction: If we rearrange equation [/27] from Binney & Tram ane (1987) we
can nd the m ass necessary M g POr a circular orbit at r = 30 kpc (ie. to represent
an orbit with of order uniy larger pericenter than Sgr today) to decay to the center
ofthe Galaxy over a tine period tg. = 2 Gyrsh a Galaxy wih a at rotation curve
and Vg, = 220km st

1 10 10°Gyrs r Y Ve

2 10" (7)
n o 60kpc 220km s

Mﬁjc:

Binney & Trem ane (1987) estin ate In 3 for the combined Large and Sm allM ag—
ellanic C louds. Shce we expect  / 1M gy, and know the current m ass of Sgr to be
2-5 10°M ,weexpectlh = 5 9 to be the relevant range for our own estin ate
and henceM ¢ 25 5 10°M .M oreover, we consider this only a lower lin it on
the necessary m ass since Sgr’s orbit is not circular. (See Jiang & B inney 2000; Zhao
2004, for a generaldiscussion of dynam ical friction acting on Sgr over a Hubbl tin e.)

A Yhough dynam ical friction seem s like the m ost favourable explanation for the orbit
evolution it does require Sgr to be an order of m agniide m ore m assive just 2 G yrs ago
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and debris lost at that tin e In ocur m ass-follow sl—o]jght m odels would have a correspondingly
larger dispersion in velocity by a factoroforder 10= 3) and distances. Sinhce the observed
velocity dispersion in the debris in the discrepant, leading portion of the stream is actually
quite sim ilar to that seen in our smulations ( 17 km s?!, see Fig. 10) this suggests that,
In orderto tthe data, In addition to dropping our assum ption of a singl oroit for Sgr, we
w ill also have to m ove beyond m odelling Sgr as a singke com ponent system . Hence, whilke the
m ean trend In the lkading stream erw ill tellus how m uch totalm ass needs to have been lost
from Sgr, the low dispersion o ersthe additional opportunity of constraining how m uch m ore
tightly bound the light m atter is com pared to the dark m atter. A study of these combined
e ects is in progress.

5. SUMM ARY

In thispaper we have presented the rstm odelofthe tidaltails ofthe Sgr dwarf galaxy
based upon a ooherent, alksky picture of the system in both position and radial velocity, as
represented by M giants selected from the 2M A SS database. W e sum m arize our conclisions
as ollow s:

Shape and evolution ofthe G alactic potential | In a com panion paper (P aper I1I) we have
shown that oblate (= 0.90) m odels of the G alactic halo potentialbest reproduce the
di erence in orbital poles between lrading and trailing M giant tidal debris, whilk in
thispaper (seealso Heln i (2004)) we nd thatprolate (= 125) m odels are required to
reproduce the trend ofcbserved M giant leading debris velocities. A though we explore
aw idevariety ofG alacticpotentialswe 2ilto nd a singlk orbit that can sim ultaneously
reproduce the ocbserved orbital polk precession and lading debris velocity trend, and
conclude that som e evolution of the orbit of Sgr has occured over the past few G yr.

M assoftheM iky W ay G alaxy | W ithin our sin ulations that best reproduce the obsaerved
Sgr dw arf tidal tails, the enclosed m ass of the M iky W ay w ithin 50 kpc is found to be
38 5% 10"M

M ass of the Sgr dwarf | T he present bound m ass of the Sgr dwarf has been restricted to
the rangeM gq, = 2 -5 10°M , constrained by the width and velocity dispersion of
the trailingM giant tidaltail. Taking Lgg, = 14 10'L  asthe um inosity of Sgr, this
gives a range of possible values for the m assto-light ratio of Sgr from M g4, =Lggr = 14
—36. A Ithough allofourm odelsm aintained cores ofbound m aterial, we would expect
sin ilar dispersions to be ssen in the debris if a sim ilar am ount of recently unbound
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(ie. on the current pericentric passage) m ass were present w thin the sam e distance
scale.

O ioit of Sgr | The Sgr orbit In our best- t models (@= 0.90/1.0/125) has a pericenter
of 10-16/14/14-19 kpc, an apocenter of 56-58/59/56-59 kpc and a radial tin e period
0f 0.85/0.88/0.87 G yr. These values depend on the distance scale adopted for the M
giants and the exact form of the G alactic potential.

P roper m otion of Sgr | Forourbest- t models (= 0.90/1.0/125), the tidal tails of the
dwarf as traced by 2M A SS M giants are best reproduced by a satellite situated at
X;Y;2)= (162,23, 5.9) kpc wih velocity tangential to the lneofsight v, =
275-280/265-270/255260 km s! corresponding to space velocities U;V;W ) = (238,
-42, 222)/ (235, 40, 213)/ (231, 37,198) km s',ie. (; ;Z) = (230,75, 222)/ (227,
73, 213)/ (224, 69, 197) km s?!, ;w;v) = @171, 272, -65)/ (171, 263, -63)/ (171,
247,-59) km s!, and propermotion ;cos) = 259%= 257= 254masyr® and

p = 226=2:18=2:05masyr® in the Solar rest fram e. T hese velocities are dependent
on them odel assum ed for the G alactic potential, and w ill scale roughly w ith choice of
Veire;  and other G alactic param eters.

Solar neighborhood debris | O urbest—- tm odels orbiting in oblate (= 0:90) and soherical
@ = 1:0) potentials predict that the Sun is currently bathing in a stream of debris
from Sgr, passing both inside and outside the Solar C ircle. H owever, m odels orbiting
In prolate (= 125) potentials are Inconsistent w ith this prediction, suggesting that
conclusive proof of the presence or absence of Sgr debris in the Solar neighborhood
could prove a usefiil tool for discrim inating between m odels of the G alactic potential.

T he authorswould like to thank M F . Skrutskie forhelpfiildiscussion, and D .M artinez-
Delgado and M A .G om ez¥ lechoso for clari cation on their satellite m odel and form aking
availablk a prepublication copy oftheir latest work. SRM adknow ledges support from Space
Interferom etry M ission K ey Proect NA SA /JP L contract 1228235, N SF grant A ST -0307851,
a David and Lucik Packard Foundation Fellow ship, and the F H . Levinson Fund of the
Peninsula Communiy Foundation. KV J’s contribution was supported through NA SA grant
NAG 59064 and NSF CAREER award A ST-0133617.
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P aram eter/P roperty D escription Value(s) tested | Constrained® by: || acceptab le values® | value adopted
G alactic param eters
d scale length of 0 -20 kpc 4,5 1-20kpc 13/12/11 kpc
the G alactic halo
a attening of the G alactic 0.8 -1.4 6,7 0.8 -1.4 0.90/1.0/1.25
dark halo potential
Veire; circular velocity 180 - 240 km s © 4,5 180 - 240 km s ! 220 km s T
at R
contribution of disk 0.25 -1.00 4,5 0.25 -1.00 1.00
to rotation curve
K inem atical param eters
tangential
Vtan velocity of Sgr 200 - 400 km s * 3,4,5,7 230 -330 km s © 280/270/254 km s ©
Viosisqr Sgr line of sight velocity xed 2 171 1km s © 171 km s !
P ositional param eters
D sgr distance of Sgr 22 - 28 kpc 4,5 22 -28 kpc 24 kpc
from the Sun
(Lib)sgr G alactic longitude and xed 1 | (5:6 ; 14:2 )
latitude of the Sgr dw arf
R distance of the Sun from 7.0 -9.0 kpc 4,5 7.0 -9.0 kpc 7.0 kpc
the G alactic center
Sagittarins dwarf param eters
M Sgr present bound m ass 8,9,10,11 4 10°M

6 10° -3 10°M
of the Sgr dw arf®

H 2 -5 10°M

Tabl 1:Param eter space of M iky W ay — Sgrm odels considered, values quoted are for each
of three m odels of the G alactic potential (= 0.90/1.0/1 25 regpectively). C omm ents | a.:
See x2 2. b.: A coeptable ranges of values are considerably an aller once xed param eters are
adopted. c.: See Tablk 2 for further details.
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Halomodel | Constraint | Best— t m ass A coeptablke m ass range

g= 0.90 v 23 10%M 62 10'M -50 10%M
Zsqr, 38 10%M 26 10°M -53 10°M
g=10 v 28 10%M 91 10'M -53 10°M
Zsar, 3.7 10%M 25 10°M -54 10°M
g= 125 v 48 10%M 17 10®%M -8.6 10°M
Zsqr, 38 10%M 25 10°M -55 10°M

Table 2: A cosptable values for the present-day bound m ass of the Sgr dwarf M s4,) In each
of our three halo m odels.
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Fig.1l.| Typicalappearance ofan N-body tidaldebrism odel (colored points) in the Sgr,GC

plane (this corresponding to thebest tg= 1.0 m odeldiscussed later In x32 3). Each color
corresoonds to debris lost during a singke radial orbi, and the solid line is the profcted
orbit of the Sgr dwarf core. Bold arrow s de ne the longiudinal coordinate system adopted

throughout this paper.
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Fig. 2.|

Square points show the selected velocity data In leading and trailing am s that
represent the generaltrend and dispersion of Sgrdebris in these regions. Solid/dashed/dotted

curves show \best" (asde ned in x3.1.3) orbits selected to t the trailing data alone in the
nal potentials adopted w ith the soeci ed g in x3.1.5C
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Fig. 3.| M ininum values of .y (s0lid lines, equation 5), 1ag (dotted lines, equation
5) and (dashed lines, equation 6) as a function of g (in potentials w ith logarithin ic halo
com ponents | kft hand panel) org (In potentialsw ith NFW halo com ponent | right hand
panel) when all other param eters are varied freely.
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Fig. 4 | P roctions of resuls in our 7-din ensional param eter space onto two-din ensions
for experim ents w ith logarithm ic halo com ponents. O ne axis of the plane is plotted along
the x-axis and the other represented by the di erent colored lines | the upper label n each
panel gives the second din ension explored w ith the num bers corresponding In sequence to
red/green/blue/yellow /orange/ light blue/violet lnes. N ote: in som e panels certain colors
appear to bem issing in the sequence because the lnes are overplotted on top ofone another.)
The yaxisshowsthem ninum 5 I the illustrated plane when: (i) upper keft hand panel
| all other param eters vary freely; (ii) upper right hand panel | D sqr = 24 kpc and R
= 7 kpc and (i) ower panels | Dgy = 24 kpe, R = 7 kpC, Vey; = 220 km s and

= 1 . D ashed black curves in the lower panels outline w here colored curves would allw ith
sam e xed param etersbut vey; = 240km s 1. D otted black curves outline the Iocation for
Veire; = 220km s! and = 05.
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Fig. 5.| AsFigure4but formodelswih NFW halo com ponents. In this case vuy; isheld

xed at 230 km s ! in the colored and dotted black lines in the lIower panels. A llother xed
quantities in the lower panels are the sam e.
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halo com ponents In which orbits can be found that satisfy both 1 < D 2x=D gepris < 15 and

it < 1d. Colors black/cyan/m agenta/yellow /blue/green/red correspond to potentials
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Fi. 7.| T he velocity dispersion of trailing satellite debris ( ) and spatial dispersion of
trailing debris perpendicular to the Sgr plne ( ;. . ) are plotted as functions of present
satellite m ass M g4, for oblate (@= 0.90, bottom row), spherical (@= 1.0, m idddle row ), and
prolate (= 125, top row) m odels of the G alactic halo potential. T he solid lines represent
the ducialvalues found for 2M ASS M giants from Papers I and II, and the hatched areas
show the regions that are within one standard deviation of these m easuram ents. Square
points are for a serdes of sinulations along a given orbit (., = 280=270=254 km s! for
g=0.90/1.0/125 regpectively) but with iniial dwarfm ass and scale length pairs chosen to
produce a sin ilar central density. C rosses represent sin ulations along these sam e orbits and
In a sim ilar niialm ass range for the dwarfbut w ith a variety of scale lengths, and trangles
represent sin ulations with xed initialm ass and scale length evolved along orbits w ith via,
in the range 20 km s?! around 280/270/254 km s!.
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Fig. 8.| A verage distance of leading apoG alacticon debris (d..g), plotted as a function of
the tangential velocity param eter w,, for oblate (g = 0.90, bottom panel), spherical (g =
1.0, m iddk panel), and prolate (g= 125, top panel) m odels of the G alactic halo potential.
T he solid lines represent the ducialvalues found for2M A SS M giants from Paper I, and the
hatched areas show the regionsthat arew ithin one standard deviation ofthosem easurem ents.
Symbols are the sam e as In Figure 7, but only those square points and crosses which &1l
w ithin the hatched regions on F igure 7 are Included here.
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Fig. 9.| Average o set of trailing debris velocities from the ducial Sgr stream velocities
Paper II) for a range of choices of the m odel Sgr dwarf velocity vian, In oblate (= 0.90,
bottom row ), spherical (= 1.0, m idddle row ), and prolate (= 125, top row ) m odels of the
G alactic halo potential. Symbols are the sam e as In Figure 7, but only those square points
and crosses which allw ithin the hatched regions on F igure 7 are lncluded here.
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Fig. lO.| D istance and velocity data are plotted as a function of orbital longitude for
sim ulated satellite debris from thebest— tm odels in cblate (= 0.90, bottom row ), spherical
@= 1.0,middle row ), and prolate (= 125, top row ) m odels of the G alactic halo potential
(colored points) and 2M ASS M giant data from Papers I, IT, and V (pladk points and solid
squares, com pare to Figs. 10 and 6 ofPapers I and IT resoectively). A 17% arti cial random
distance scatter has been applied to sinulated debris particles to m in ic the photom etric
distance error present In the 2M A SS sam plk. Note that M giants closer than 10 kpc have
been om itted from the lower panel in order to show nearby sim ulated debris.
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shown forthebest- tm odels ( lled circles/triangles/squares) and for background-subtracted
M giant data (crosses) from Paper I.
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Fig. 12 | D istances and radial velocities of debris from the best— t m odels In ocblate (=

0.90, bottom row ), soherical (= 1.0, m iddle row), and prolate (= 125, top row) m odels
ofthe G alactic halo potential (colored points) are overplotted w ith data from selected recent
cbservations. F illed squares denote data from Papers ITand V , open boxes represent carbon
stars sslected from Totten & Trwin (1998), solid triangles are data from M afEwski et al
(1999), open tranges are data from Kundu etal. (2002), and the open circle is from N ew bery
etal. 2003).A 17% arti cialrandom distance scatter hasbeen applied to sim ulated debris
particles to m im ic the photom etric distance error present in the 2M A SS sam ple.
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Fi. l3.| P lots in G alactic coordinates of the sam e orbits shown in Figure 2.



