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ABSTRACT

New data sources are used to assess Lick/ID S feature strength gradients inside the
halflight radius R of the com pact LocalG roup elliptical galaxy M 32. A Hubbk Space
Telescope HST) ST IS spectrum seam ed to indicate ionized gasand a very young central
stellar population. In fact, this conclusion is entirely spurious because of incom plete
rem oval of jon hits. M ore robust ground-based spectra taken at theM DM O bservatory
are, in contrast, the m ost accurate m easurem ents of Lick/ID S indices yet cbtained for
M 32. Allbut a faw (0of 24 m easured) indices show a statistically signi cant gradient.
The CN indices show a maxinum at 4% radius, dropping o both toward the nuckus
and away from i. At 2® radius there is a discontinuity in the surface brightnesspro Ik,
but this feature is not re ected in any spectral feature. Com paring w ith m odels, the
index gradients indicate a m ean age and abundance gradient in the sense that the
nuckus is a factor of 2.5 younger and a factor of 0.3 dex m ore m etalxrich than at 1 Re.
T his conclusion is only weakly dependent on which Index com binations are used and is
robust to high accuracy. StarsneartheM 32 nuclkeushave am ean age and heavy elem ent
abundance M /H]of 4.7 Gyr, + 0.02), udging from m odels by W orthey w ith variable
abundance ratios. T his resul has very an all form al random errors, although, of course,
there is signi cant agem etallicity degeneracy along an (age, abundance) line segm ent
from (5.0 Gyr, 000) to (45 Gyr, + 0.05). An abundance pattem of C/M E + 0077
(carbon abundance a ectsCN, C,4668, and thebluerBalm er features), N/M = 0:13,
Mg/ME 018, Fe/M] 00, and Na/M F + 0:2 is required to t the feature data,
wih a tting precision ofabout 0.01 dex (W ith two caveats: the [Fe/M ] guess has about
tw ice thisprecision because ofthe relative insensitiviy ofthe Fe5335 feature to iron, and
the Na/M ] value m ay be falsely am pli ed because of interstellar absorption). M odel
uncertainties m ake the accuracies of these values at last twice the m agnitude of the
precision. Forcing scaled-solar abundances does not change the age very m uch, but it
increases the m s goodness of m odeldata tby a factor of 3 and broadens the allowed
range ofage to 1 Gyr. The abundance ratios do not show strong trends w ith radius,
except Por the nuckar weakening of CN (m easuring m ainly N ) m entioned above, w hich
needs recon m ing with better data. The overall abundance pattem contrasts with
larger elliptical galaxies, In which allm easurable lighter elem ents are enhanced relative
to iron and calcium . N uclkosynthetic theory does not provide a ready explanation for
these m xtures.
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1. Introduction

M 32 isa com pact elliptical galaxy ofaround 10°M  southeast ofthe nucleus of the A ndrom eda
galaxy. It shares the distinction ofbeing the nearest elliptical galaxy wih NGC 205, Androm eda’s
other elliptical com panion. Structurally, M 32 lies near an extrapolation of elliptical galaxy prop—
erties, whereas NG C 205, with itsmuch lower surface brightness, hasm ore In comm on w ith disk
galaxies K om endy 1989). It isusually M 32, therefore, that attracts attention from those Inter-
ested in the properties, histories, and stellar populations of elliptical galaxies. Enthusiasm should
be tem pered by som e caution since M 32 is so dense that analogues are rare, and so it m ay repre—
sent a subclass of elliptical galaxies rather than elliptical galaxies in general. It probably contains
a centralblack hok ofmass 3 10° M Benderet al. 1996).

A oom prehensive understanding of M 32’s history would connect its structure and kinem atics
w ith its stellar population properties. T here is som e digoute In the literature, but m ost investiga—
tions agree that the nuclar regions of M 32 are best tw ith a stellar population of approxin ately
solar com position and an age of, very roughly, 4 Gyr. Published long-slit spectroscopy of M 32
Gonzalkz 1993, hereafter G 93) does not reach as far as 13 [L8 R (PA); 66% of light enclosed]
from the nucleus where Hukbk Space Telescope H ST ) photom etry of resolved red giants was ob—
tained by G rilln air et al. (1996). Under the assum ption of constant age the colors of the giants
m ap uniquely to abundance, and the abundance soread found is very sim ilar to that of the solar
neighborhood. The best consistency w ih extrapolated G 93 spectroscopy was cbtained with old
ages 0f 8 G yr or older. It should be em phasized that the m odels sin ultaneously m atched both the
distribbution of giant tem peratures and all spectroscopic indices.

Only G 93 gives a suitable com parable data set for optical feature-strength gradients on the
Lick/ID S system [system de nition n W orthey et al. (1994); W orthey & O ttaviani (1997)]. Hardy
etal. (1994) gave long-slit data ©orM 32 but did not transform com pletely to the Lick/ID S system .
Davidge (1991) measured eight high-quality indices, but his spectra apparently had a spectral
resolution som ew hat coarser than Lick/ID S, as evidenced by the fact that the narrower indices
were weaker In com parison stars. This data could, In principle, be lnearly transform ed to the
Lick/ID S system , but this has not been attem pted here. The Davidge (1991) results do m ake a
very usefulneardi erential com parison set, and we agree w ith his conclusion that m ost spectral
indices show gradients i the central 20®. Jones & Rose (1994) report that no index gradients are
dbserved in the central 30° but give no fiirther inform ation. H igh-quality nuclear and near-nuclkar
data are given In Trager et al. (1998), delBurgo et al. (2001), and Rose (1994). This short
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paper sum m arizes additional ground-based M DM ) and spacebased H ST ) long-slit spectra. The
HST Space Teksoope Im aging Spectrograph (ST IS) spectra are discussed n x2, followed by the
ground-based data.

2. Spectra from Space and False C onclusions

The light pro e of M 32 Figure 1) is strongly suggestive of two com ponents: a com pact,
dense nuclar com ponent superposed on a broader, nearly ri=t pro l. The inner two arcseconds,
about 7 parsecs n radius, aln ost ook like a distinct subgalaxy in the light pro l. It behooves
the investigator to look for stellar population di erences at this radius. K inem atic and structural
discontinuities in elliptical galaxies are often m arked by changes in the slopes of absorption feature-
strength gradients at the corresponding location Bender & Suma 1992).

The HST ST IS data were cbtained on 1999 August 6 for program 7438 proposed by R. W .
O 'Connell and others [cf. O 'Connell et al. (2000)]. The buk of the exposure tin e was spent on
the ultraviolkt portion of the spectrum , but two exposures (2490 and 3000 s) through a 52% by
02 slit were taken w ith the optical CCD and the G 430L disperser. T he dispersion 2.7 Apixel?l)
is perfectly adequate for the m easurem ent of Lick/ID S indices. The excellent spatial resolution
inpliesm any resolution elem ents w ithin the 2% central com ponent seen in the light pro le.

Since it tumed out to be in possible to m easure accurate spectral Indices w ith this data set,
I wish to be brief. A fler ppeline calbration and (partial) reection of coam ic rays through in age
com bination, spectra were traced, extracted, and w avelength-calbrated through a cross-correlation
technique. Lick/ID S indiceswerem easured at 1 pixel ntervals along the slit. T he resul isdisplayed
In Figure 2 for several Baln er indices. T he false positive indication of ionized gas plus young stars
in the mner 2% appears to be due entirely to residual cosm icray blem ishes that were either too
subtle to be ram oved or appeared on both available in ages. T he reasons for this conclusion are
that (1) other indices show spikes or dips at di erent, apparently random radii; (2) cbservations
sym m etric about the center trace are offen quite di erent; and (3) the large range ofdata €g., 2
to 8 A orH ) doesnot square w ith ground-based results, n which H liesbetween 19 and 23 A
over the whole range of radii. Tt is Interesting to note that the total exposure tim e of the optical
ST IS spectra is roughly the sam e as the sum of the exposures described below through a telescope
of the sam e aperture, but the errors are at least an order ofm agnitude higher.

3. Spectra from the G round
3.1. Observations

G round-based long-slit spectra of M 32 suitable for Lick/ID S index analysis were cbtained at
theM DM Observatory 2.4 m telescope during three runs: 1993 Septem ber, 1994 O ctober, and 1997
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Fi. l.| Light pro ke ofM 32 from Laueret al. (1998) for the inner portions and Kent (1987)
for the outer portions. A shift of 0.35 m ag was applied to the Kent data to transform i to V

m agniude. Two S ersic functions (dotted lines) and their sum (solid line) are plotted, Indicating a
structural discontinuity at around r= 2%, The spatial scalke is 3.7 pc arcsecond * .
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Fig. 2 | Radialpro lsforLick Balm er indicesin M 32 as a function ofdistance along the slit. The
nuclkus is at zero. T he qualitative appearance of these three Balm er indices suggests a pattem of
hydrogen em ission plus young stars near the nucleus, with H negative (as expected for em ission),
H at, and H positive (@s expected for young stars). Appearances are deceiving In this case,
because this pattem is entirely an artifact of residual coam icray noise In the ST IS spectra that
Just happens, In this case, to look plausibly astrophysical, at jist the scale predicted by the surface
brightnesspro k.
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June. The M ark 3 spectrograph was used w ith bluesensitive chips (\C harlotte" in 1993 and 1994
and \Tem pleton" in 1997), w ith wavelength coverage from about 3800 to 6100 A at 23 A pixel?!
dispersion. T he resolution was a function ofwavelength and run but was always Jess than Lick/ID S
and therefore easily transform able to the Lick/ID S system given the nightly set of standard stars
observed. Both chips had the sam e pixel size, so the spatial scale was constant at 0978 pixel® .
TheM 32 spectra were obtained w ith the slit ordented north-south. Thisis 10 away from them apr
axis of the galaxy PA = 170 ; deVaucoukurset al. (1991)] but am ounts to a foreshortening of
only 1% , which is less than the uncertainty in the spatial scale.

Three exposures In 1993, three in 1994, and four in 1997, w ith exposure tin es ranging from
600 to 1200 s, were biassubtracted and at- elded using IRAF tasks. Only the 1994 exposures
were su ciently hom ogeneous to be co-added. This was done, and we analyzed the m edian in age
in conjunction with the others. The sky was sam pled m ore than 100® away and was dom fnated
by terrestrial sky rather than galaxy light. The galaxy fades by factors of 15 40 from the last
extracted spectra at 55® to w here the sky was sam pled. Indicesarea ected by such selfsubtraction
in second order. For exam ple, if the 55 m easurem ent of H is 2.0 A but the sky region of M 32
hasH = 15 2, the 55 m easuram ent w ill be decreased by,atmost, 2:0 1:5)=15= 003 A.If
the sky has the sam e Index value as the target region, no change w ill result. O ther defects were
present n som e I ages. Two in ages had saturated pixels near the nuckus, three su ered a sky
oversubtraction problem during processing that had to be corrected by hand, and all in ages had
a fair num ber of coan ic ray tracks except for the one m edian-com bined in age from 1994. Seventy
1 pixelw ide spectra were extracted from each side of the nuclkus, plus 1 central pixel. These were
cross-correlated w ith synthetic stellar tem plates to put them on a zero-velocity wavelength scale.

Lick/DD S indices were m easured from each spectrum . Each index had 11 independent m ea—
suram ents at each slit location, so w ith sym m etric north-south pairs analyzed together, all radii
except the centralpixelhad 22 m easuram ents. T he expectation was thatm ost lndiceswould cluster
around the true index value, but som e would be a ected by a coan ic ray and would be very w ild.
Them edian was therefore adopted as the statistic of choice. T he error w as com puted by bootstrap
resam pling. T he com plkte tablk ofm edian Index values and errors shown In Fig 3 is available from
the author. N ote that the index T 10 , is not included because it alls past the red end oftheM DM
spectra.

Figure 3 shows the m ain gradient results, com pared wih nuclkar values from the origihal
Lick/DD S data set and also G 93 for overlapping indices. A polynom alsm oothed version of the
Index resuls is plotted as a line and also presented in Tabl 1. T he errors listed below the index
entries n Tablk 1 are Indicative errors for the sum of data points near each tabulated radius.
That is to say, they are lJarger than the form al error from the curve t. It was thought that the
data-based error was m ore appropriate since m any curves could be t, giving a soread of resuls
despite form ally sm all errors. Tabl 2 weights the Table 1 resuls by surface brightness and radius
to sim ulate the ndex value m easured inside a circular aperture. The Jast entry In Tabl 2 is an
extrapolation to two e ective radii, or about 69% of light enclosed assum ing an ! exponential
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Fig. 3.| P lotsofm edian index values from theM DM data (diam onds) and theirerrorsasa function

of the logarithm of the sam Im a pr axis of the isophotal ellipse on which each sam pled spectrum
lies. The curve segm ents are kast-square tsto the data. If there was a non-negligble correction
for system atics, the applied correction is plotted as a vertical arrow at log@) = 0:5. Nuclkar
Lick/ID S m easurem ents from Trager et al. (1998) (or, In the case of H and H , unpublished) are
indicated as dotted boxes that end at the nom inal Lick/ID S slit length of 4%2 = 2% radius. The
boxesenclose 1 . IfG 93 values exist, they are plotted as asterisks (m apr axis) or open hexagons
(m inor axis) w ith error bars suppressed. A few G 93 data points are Indicated as upper or lower
Iim its if they fall outside the region plotted.
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pro .

C om paring indices In com m on w ith G 93, we note that, asG 93 predicted because ofa chrom atic
focus problem and night—sky lines at Lick O bservatory, Feb5015, M gy, and M g, drift quite a lot.
O ther ndicesm atch well, except forM g b, discussed in m ediately below . G radient strengthsm atch
between the data sets exoept forH  and Feb5270, for which we ocbtain shallower slopes.

Fis to all of the data with lines indicate, via the F —test, that Cad4227, Ca4455, H 5, and
H r are statistically consistent w ith a value that is constant rather than sloped w ith radius. F its
to higher order polynom ials indicate, even for these four, statistically better ts at higher order.
However, I decided against polynom ials m ore com plicated than a quadratic to m odel the radial
trends (except C,4668, for which a cubic was irresistible). Note that the fact that T nd few
constant Indices is not inconsistent w ith delBurgo et al.  (2001), who detected no radial gradients
in any index, since their data go to a radius of 5%, equivalent to the st six points in Figure 3,
and w ith larger errors. O ver this spatial range, only the CN indices show a strong deviation from
constant behavior. T here is no hint that any stellar population feature m anifests itself at the 2%
discontinuity in the surface brightness pro Ie.

T he nearnuclkar drop of the CN indices is surprising, given the lack of any such feature In
any other index, and i m ay or m ay not be real. If i is due mostly to a drop In N abundance,
then the viokt NH feature gradient data of D avidge et al. (1990) provides support for its reality
since this gradient is also negative. H ow ever, w hereas the present data set tums over at 4-5 arcsec,
the D avidge et al. (1990) data keep clinbing to the lim it of their data at 11®. Flattening is
possble, given the error bars, so the two data setsm ay agree. A ltematively, future m odeling m ay
Indicate that age e ects dom inate over abundance e ects for the NH index, and In that case we
should expect it to weaken toward the nucleus from straightforward age gradient e ects. C kearly,
this issue is one that should be resolved w ith fiarther observation.

Greaterthan 1 zeropoint discrepancies occur betw een thisdata set and the originalLick/ID S
M 32 nuclkar data for lndices M g b and Fe5709. IndicesM g1, M gy, and Na D also were initially
som ew hat discrepant, but a second analysis pass m odi ed the system atic corrections (pased on
stars and represented by arrow s in F igure 3) that were applied. T he relatively large corrections for
M g; and M g, are expected because they are very broad and sub gct to the e ects of Instrum ental
regponse m ore than other indices. O f the persistently discrepant indices Fe5709 has no m easure—
m ents from other sources besides Lick/ID S, so it is hard to assess which data source m ight be In
error.

TheM gbindex, however, m ay be In som e troubl. Tt is 2 weaker than them easurem ent of
G93, 15 weakerthan Lick/IDS,and 1 weakerthan delBurgoetal. (2001). However, it is
essentially identicalto the valies in F igure 9 ofK om endy & Bender (1999). In stellar com parisons
the M g b index was consistent w ith no system atic drift at all. A dditionally, the sense ofthe M DM
M g b gradient In the Inner few pixels is opposite that of G 93 and also opposite that of M g; and
M gy . It ispossible that the M DM data underestin ate M g b by about 0.1 A in the inner 2 pixels,
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or 196, but not certain.

A Jarge system atic correction was applied to Ca4455 on the basis of stellar com parisons. T his
correction was sim ilar for all three data sets and appears to be a real shift between the originaland
theM DM system s. Its origin is unknown.

32. M ean Age

T he basic technique of arriving at a m ean-age, m ean-abundance pair using Lick/ID S indices
was articulated by W orthey (1994) and expanded on by m any authors, am ong them delBurgo et
al. (001), Trager et al. (2000), Tantalo et al. (1998), and Thom as & M araston (2003). An
uno cialm edian of ages quoted for the stellar population in the nuclus of M 32, Including other
m ethods of spectral com parison (€g. O 'Connell (1980), Rose (1994), Bica, Alloin, & Schm idt
(1990), and Vazdekis & A rimoto (1999)), isaround 4 G yr. Q uoting a m ean age does not, of course,
m ean that M 32 sprang Into existence 4 G yr ago. G alaxies are com plex systam s w ith considerable
chem odynam ic history behind them and we should expect abundance distributions (probably irly
regular) and age distributions (probably irreqular) for them . The m ean age and abundance are
nevertheless convenient signposts, at least for statistical studies.

E ects that would strengthen Balm erline strengths by adding wam or hot stars, such as
unexpected horizontalbranch m orxphology or blue straggler stars, are conveniently muted In M 32
com pared w ith large, redder ellptical galaxies: regarding extrem e horizontalbranch star contri-
butions, Burstein et al. (1988) nd that M 32 has the lrast m d-UV  ux of any galaxy in their
sam ple, and Rose (1994) ndsthat an intem ediateage population plus a frosting of m etalpoor
stars acoounts for all of the ocbservables available to hin at high spectral resolution. Furthem ore,
G 93 found negligble nebularem ission in M 32. Again, M 32 seam s safe because its Balm er lines are
already strong, so any possible em ission line spectrum would have to be fairly powerfiilto a ect our
Interpretation. F inally, nonsolar abundance ratio e ectsarem ild In M 32 (see below ). T his greatly
reduces the danger of signi cant m odulations of either the m ain-sequence tumo tem perature or
the giant branch tem perature, the two quantities fuindam entally m easured by the Baln erm etal
technique, as a result of altered chem icalm ixtures causing changes in the structures of the stars.

Som e Baln erm etaldiagram s are shown In Figure 4, usihgH asan exam pl. U se ofthe other
four Balm er indices gives virtually identical resuls. W hat Figure 4 show s is that (1) inferred age
dependson which m etal feature isused. M gy and Fe5335 give ages ofaround 4 G yr w hereas Fe5270
and C,4668 yield ages closer to 2.5 Gyr. (2) Inferred abundance also shifts. (3) A ge increases and
abundance drops w ith radius. In this case the changes are very sin ilar from diagram to diagram ,
w ith the abundance alw ays ranging som ew hat m ore than one 0 25 dex interval, and the age spanning
factors0f25 3 from the nucleus to the last m easured point at 1 Re.

T he shifts from panelto panelin Figure 4 are due to abundance ratio changes, discussed m ore
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Tablk 1. Polynom ial Sm oothed Indices and E rrors
a® cN; CN,  Ca4227 G4300 Fe4383 Cadd55 Fed531 Fed668 H Fe5015 Mg: Mg
0195 0.015 0.046 1101 5.002 5.010 1.624 3371 6075 2234 5431 0.078 0204
0.009 0.012 0.015 0.021 0.062 0.032 0.067 0076  0.026 0074 0.03  0.005
078  0.019 0.052 1101 5.039 4.937 1.624 3.424 6.024 2230 5313 0.076 0200
0.001 0.002 0.014 0.057 0.049 0.035 0.043 0041  0.040 0058 0.01  0.001
156  0.022 0.054 1101 5.034 4.901 1.624 3.428 6018 2208 5254 0.075  0.198
0.004 0.003 0.025 0.042 0.044 0.038 0.047 0125  0.034 0029 0.01  0.001
234 0022 0.054 1101 5.023 4879 1.624 3.424 5999 2190 5219 0075 0.196
0.002 0.002 0.032 0.050 0.073 0.032 0.060 0142  0.030 0028 0.01  0.001
4.0 0.022 0.053 1101 5.001 4.851 1.624 3.410 5.944 2159 5173 0.074  0.195
0.001 0.002 0.035 0.052 0.066 0.035 0.054 0066  0.038 0126 0.01  0.001
65 0.020 0.051 1.101 4.972 4.825 1.624 3.390 5850  2.125 5132 0.073  0.193
0.002 0.002 0.027 0.032 0.063 0.031 0.030 0073  0.031 0052 0.001  0.001
10 0.017 0.048 1101 4.940 4.803 1.624 3.366 5722 2.089 5095 0.073 0192
0.001 0.002 0.021 0.038 0.045 0.022 0.038 0058  0.023 0.045 0.001  0.001
15 0.014 0.045 1101 4.904 4781 1.624 3.338 5554  2.051 5061 0.072  0.190
0.002 0.002 0.025 0.049 0.061 0.027 0.054 0065  0.027 0.049 0.001  0.001
25 0.008 0.040 1.101 4.851 4754 1.624 3296 5268  1.996 5017 0.071  0.189
0.002 0.002 0.034 0.054 0.072 0.035 0.049 0081  0.029 0050 0.01  0.001
40 0.002 0.034 1.101 4794 4730 1.624 3250 4917  1.940 4977 0071  0.187
0.003 0.004 0.046 0.084 0.105 0.050 0.066 0110  0.037 0077 0.001  0.001
a (® Mgb Fe5270 Fe5335 Feb406 Fe5709 Fe5782  Nab T H H,a Hy H p
0195 2.861 2.968 2546 1.730 0.981 0.891 3.369 0036 -1.043 4373 0.785 0535
0.040 0.021 0.088 0.039 0.016 0.030 0.047 0.008  0.098 0062 0.044 0015
078 2910 2.960 2.533 1731 0.994 0.887 3349 0037 -1.043 4329 0.713 0535
0.036 0.037 0.041 0.020 0.025 0.022 0.037 0003  0.057 0045 0.036  0.025
156  2.939 2.940 2510 1719 0.991 0.878 3.306 0038 -1.043 4308 0.676 -0.535
0.048 0.020 0.032 0.021 0.038 0.021 0.025 0002  0.061 0051 0.045 0.021
234 2951 2.924 2.492 1709 0.986 0.871 3279 0038 -1.043 4295 0.655 0535
0.017 0.023 0.025 0.013 0.027 0.022 0.027 0002  0.054 0075 0.050  0.037
4.0 2.960 2.897 2.462 1.690 0.976 0.858 3244 0038 -1.043 4278 0.627 0535
0.031 0.030 0.032 0.018 0.017 0.019 0.039 0002  0.108 0059 0.47 0035
65 2.963 2.867 2.429 1.669 0.963 0.844 3211 0.039 -1.043 4263 0.602 -0.535
0.020 0.020 0.020 0.015 0.014 0.014 0.020 0001  0.064 0038 0.033 0.022
10 2.960 2.837 2.395 1.647 0.950 0.830 3.180 0039 -1.043 4250 0579 -0.535
0.017 0.030 0.022 0.018 0.015 0.016 0.019 0002  0.060 0047 0032 0026
15 2.954 2.804 2.360 1.623 0.934 0815 3.152 0039 -1.043 4237 0558 0535
0.026 0.024 0.028 0.021 0.017 0.018 0.023 0001  0.068 0058 0.041  0.034
25 2.940 2.758 2.309 1.589 0.911 0.793 3114 0040 -1.043 4221 0532 0535
0.026 0.028 0.031 0.024 0.021 0.018 0.026 0002  0.091 0.083 0.058  0.039
40 2921 2.711 2258 1.554 0.887 0771 3.079 0040 -1.043 4206 0507 0535
0.036 0.042 0.045 0.032 0.028 0.029 0.040 0003 0131 0100 0.077  0.054
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Fi. 4 | P Iots of four agem etal diagnostic diagram s that array H against m etal features. M 32
spectraldata from Tabl 1 are plotted, w ith the centralpixelm arked as a triangle and subsequent
sam ples m arked only by error bars. W orthey (1994) m odels are plotted as a grid w ith sam e-
age lines plotted w ith solid lines and sam e-abundance lines plotted w ith dotted lines. The ages
arem arked in the M g, panel, and the M /H ] values are m arked in the Fe5270 panel. T he vectors
draw n w ith dotted lines represent the vector between them odelfor (age, M /H]) = (4.75 G yr, 0.02)
and the tabl 2 nuckaraperture observation. T he vectors drawn w ith solid lnes represent a m odel
shift caused by the slightly nonsolar abundance pattem that is discussed In the next section. T he
\TB" and \H" choices in the Fe5335 panel stand for predictions based on TB 95 and H oudashelt

et al. (2002) synthetic stellar uxes. The Houdashelt et al. (2002) uxeswere used for all other
panels.
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fully in the next section. T he younger ages in the Fe5270 and C,4668 panels are due to increased
Index strength due to enhanced carbon, so the older ages are them ore reliable In thiscase. This is
tem pered by uncertainty in oxygen abundance, which we do not yet m easure, but which can e ect
changes In isochrone shape [cf. W orthey (1998)]. Forcing adherence to scaled-solar index m odels,
4 Gyr would be our best guess w ith the current data and m odels for the nuclkus, wih a m ean
abundance just slightly m ore than solar, say + 0.05. This quickly fades w ith radius to 8-10 Gyr
age and abundance of 025 fora radius of 1 R, = 44%4 along the m apr axis, or 164 pc from the
nuckus. T he corresponding m inor axis distance would be 34%2, or 127 parsec.

T he age and m etalabundance hover around those discussed in G rilim airet al. (1996) for their
HST eldat 1.8 R..The Lick indices extrapolated from G 93 data indicated age and abundance of
85 Gyr, 025).0Ourdata would extrapolate to older and slightly m ore m etalpoor, about (10-11
Gyr, 0:35) using the M gFe] com posite ndex. From the G rillm air et al. (1996) photom etry, and
assum ing 10 G yr isochrones, the V I colors of the giants indicate a peak abundance of 02.
Realizing that the m etalpoor side of this peak will contribute som ew hat m ore than the m etal-
rich side to the spectroscopic m ean age via greater um inosity and greater contribution to Balm er
strengths, the tw o approaches are probably still airly closely n ham ony w ith each other, although
a detailed revisit to the problem would be a good idea. T he older extrapolated age from the new
spectroscopy is som ething of a surprise since thenew H gradient is shallower than G 93, but other
an all changes, such as a shallower Feb5270 gradient and a depressed M g b Index, com pensate for
this.

3.3. Abundance R atios

A discussion of abundance ratio pattems in early-type galaxies is found in W orthey (1998).
The m apr trend is that larger ellptical galaxies have deviations from scaled-solar ratios in the
sense that light elem ents are enhanced relative to Fepeak elem ents. Since not every light elem ent
can presently be m easured, this is partly an assum ption based on yield predictions from Type Ia
and Type IT supemovae. Low -m ass elliptical galaxies, lke M 32, have nearly solar elem ent ratios.

D jagram s that plot m etal index against m etal Index are usually highly degenerate w ith respect
to age and scaled-abundance changes. T his kaves such diagram s sensitive to changes that are not
sin ply di erent com binations of age and m etallicity, nam ely the m odulation of abundance ratios,
such as M g/Fe] [cf. the \agem etallicity degeneracy" and \theorem of sensitivity" of W orthey
(1994)]. M odels that track m any abundance m xtures w ith perfect selfoconsistency (m eaning that
all ingredients from opacities to stellar isochrones to stellar uxeswould be produced w ith the sam e
elem ent m ixtures) have not yet been produced, but brave forays in this direction have been m ade
(Trager et al. 2000; Thom as, M araston, & Bender 2003). For this paper we stay w ith the scaled—
solar m odels of W orthey (1994), augm ented by the calculations of nonsolarm xture synthetic
stellar calculations of H oudashelt et al. (2002), which are very sin ilar to those of Tripicco & Bell
(1995) hereafter TB95).
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An issue uncovered w ith the TB 95 synthetic uxes should be m entioned here. T heir carbon
enhancem entwas 0.3 dex, su cient tom ake the num ber abundance of carbon exoceed that ofoxygen.
T he large dissociation energy of the CO m olecule causes m ost of the carbon to be locked up In
thism olkecule in oxygen-rich stars, but In carbon-rich stars C, Swan bandsbegih to dom inate the
visble spectrum In a nonlinear way, approxin ately as the square of the carbon abundance. The
regponses for carbon In TB95’s tabls 4, 5, and 6 are therefore signi cantly overestin ated. W e
double checked this conclusion w ith sets of synthetic spectra kindly provided by A .Kom, by M .
Briky, and also by E .Baron. The Houdashelt et al. (2002) carbon responses were com puted w ith
a carbon enhancem ent of 0.15 dex and thus do not change the m olecular equillbbrium very mucdh.

In galaxy data like those considered here, abundance ratios can be estin ated from scaled-solar
m odels by assum Ing that any deviation between the m odel and the observations resuls from an
Individualelem ent enhancam ent that acts like an overall abundance Increase, as seen, for instance,
n W orthey, Faber, & Gonzalkz (1992). This works only roughly, as (1) the Lick/ID S indices
cover m any blended lines and therefore other species besides the dom inant one contribute and )
abundancem xture changes the underlying isochrone. Trageret al. (2000) and T hom as, M araston,
& Bender (2003) e ectively calbrate against lineblendsby using the resultsof T B 95, who explored
thee ectsofelem ent ratio changes in the spectra ofthree representative stars. T he approach taken
here isessentially the sam easTrageret al. (2000) and Thom as,M araston, & Bender (2003), except
that we use Houdashelt et al. (2002) spectra.

Using the mm s t ofm odelversus data (the Tabl 2 nuclar data point) asa gure ofm erdt, a
best- t age, overall \m etallicity" M /H ], and abundance m ixture were found. T he best age is 4.75
Gyr,wih M /H EF+ 0.02. Sm all abundance changes w ere sought sin ultaneously to in prove the t.
The prinary onesare /M =+ 0.077, N/M = 0:13, Mg/M  0:{8,and Na/M =+ 012. These
are relatively wellm easured, since they a ect a variety of indices in a substantialway. T he sodium
abundance, of course, could be spuriousbecause of interstellar absorption In theNa D fature, but
the other m easuram ents are good to roughly 0.02 dex, for which m ost of the uncertainty is in the
m odels, not the data. E Jem ents w ith m uch larger uncertainty because of the fact that they do not
strongly im pact the Lick/ID S indicesare O /M E Fe/M E Ca/M EBi/M] 0, Cx/M ] 0:5, and
[Ti/M ] 02. The Indices that were used to nd this solution (CN,, Cad227, Fe4383, C,4668,
M gy, Feb270, Fe5335, Feb406, Fe5709, Na D ,and all veBaln er ndices) hada nalms tof026
n units ofthe W orthey et al. (1994) standard Lick/ID S errors. Including all indices raises the m s

tto 043, in which the worst— tting oneswere M g and T 10 ;. Both of these indices are sensitive
to M giant num bers and tem peratures and therefore su er increased m odeluncertainty. T his gives
a prelin nary and rough guess as to the ultin ate accuracy ofthe W orthey (1994) m odels ofbetter
than half of a Lick/IDS . This is extrem ely encouraging. However, expressed in units of the
accuracy of the present set ofM 32 data, the m s 0f 043 becom es 3.8. T hat is, the data far outstrip
today’s m odels in potential accuracy.

W e illustrate the results by m aking a series of plots, shown in Figures 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9. The
vectors drawn in the plots indicate the extent to which the abundance ratio changes are needed to
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nd a singlke m ean age for M 32. T he dotted vector is the digplacem ent from the Table 2 nuclkar
observation and the adopted (@ge=4.75 Gyr, M /H E 0.02) m odel. T he solid vector indicates the
m odel displacaem ent if the abundance pattem of the previous paragraph is adopted. The usually
good agreem ent of the two vectors indicates that a single m ean age plus the adopted abundance
pattem ts all indices to 043 pgs. This reduces the age scatter from the various Index-index
diagram s from several gigayears to about 025 Gyralong an (age, abundance) line segm ent from
5.0Gyr, 0.00) to 45 Gyr, 005). This is an acceptable range, not a G aussian

Figure 5 show sindicesCN, (C—and N -sensitive), C,4668 (C-sensitive), andNaD N a-sensitive,
and also sensitive to interstellar absorption). CN, ishigh because 0fC ,and N contributesnegatively.
CN,, aswe have seen, has an interesting nearnuclear dip so that the nuclkus approaches the space
between 3 and 5 G yrm arked by the m odels (landing in that soot would indicate solar ratios). T he
Inner 10 pcappearto have lessN than the buk ofthe galaxy. Before we get too excited, a Iot of
the signalgoes aw ay if the centralpixel is om itted, and the centralpoint has atypically large errors.
A prudent scientist should not generate paragraphs of speculation based on 1 pixel. I therefore
resist the tem ptation to w rite of the possibl In uence of a centralblack hole on N -rich efpcta of
Interm ediate-m ass AGB stars.

W ith thepossible exception ofnuclearN , the gradients follow the overall age-m etallicity trends
sketched by the m odel grid. This is also typical of M g versus Fe F igure 6 and W orthey (1998)].
T his sin ply m eans that the altered abundance ratios are approxin ately global w ithin the galaxy
and m ore global than the age gradients and overall abundance gradients.

Figure 7 show s addiional Fe¥fe plots. M ost of the am plitude of the abundance vectors In
these plots is caused by the increase In C abundance. The Feb335 prediction from Houdashel et
al. (2002) m odels is quite di erent from that predicted by TB 95. It is of m uch interest to pursue
the cause of this discrepancy, but at them om ent it is unknown and serves to indicate the extent to
which it isdi cult tom odelLick/ID S indices in synthetic spectra. Figure 8 show s Indicesa ected
by elementsN,C,and Na. W ih Na D, there is an ocbservational danger in that the K itt Peak sky
contains Na D eam ission, so that Na D m easurem ents in the faint parts of the galaxy may su er
from sky-subtraction problem s. Im ention this because, alone of the Indices discussed, Na D fails
to span the fullrange 0f 025 dex from nuclkusto 1 R.. Figure 9 show s Indices that were not  tted
to the abundance pattem.

4. Summ ary

Because of its high surface brightness, its proxin iy, the availability of stellar photom etry in
the outer parts, and its near-solar abundance ratios, M 32 is an excellent laboratory for testing
stellar population theory and honing integrated light m odels. In this paper I consider and discard
the only long-slit H ST ST IS spectra available because it proved im possible to clean enough cosm ic—
ray his from the im ages. G round-based spectra from the M DM O bservatory, on the other hand,
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tors are the shifts predicted by considering a nonsolar pattem of C/M F+0.077, N/M E 013,
Mg/M E 0:18,and Na/M EF+ 012, as discussed In the text.
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proved to be the best data set yet assem bled by a com fortable m argin. In theM DM data, random
observational errors are m uch sn aller than system atic errors.

The data reach slightly beyond 1 R, along the m apr axis of M 32, an angular distance of
44%4, or a physical distance of 164 pc. Only the CN indices show m uch evidence of nonm onotonic
behaviorby reaching am axinum about 4® from the nuclkus and decreasing both tow ard the nuckus
and away from i. Thism ay indicate that the Inner dozen pc ofM 32 are de cient In nirogen, but
con m Ing evidence is needed to be sure about this. The only other discontinuiy present in M 32,
which has fam ously at color gradients except In the ultraviokt, is in the surface brightnesspro ke
at 2% radius. No echo of thispro le break is seen in stellar population indicators.

The mean age of the M 32 nuclkus, 4 Gyr, is consistent w ith other studies. The m ean age
Increasesw ith radiusto 8 10 Gyrat 1l R.. Correction for abundance ratios ages the nucleus to 4.7
G yr. Thenuclkar abundance is slightly supersolarbut fades rapidly to approxinately M /HE 025
at 1 R.. The di erential radial trend ism ore certain than the zero point.

Di erent from alm ost every other elliptical galaxy, M 32 has M g/Fe] subsolar In its dom inant
stellar population, about 0:8 dex. O ther abundance resultsare C/M F+0.077, N/M = 0413,
Fe/M] 00, and Na/M F+ 012. O ther elem ents considered by TB95 do not show convincing
evidence of enhancem ent: although the t slightly preferred Cr/M 045 and [Ti/M E 02,
these elem ents are consistent with X /M =0, along with O, Ca, and Si, because the Lick indices
are not very sensitive to abundance changes in these elem ents.

D espite its astrophysical In portance, oxygen cannot yet be m easured. G iven the fact that all
of the various age diagnostic diagram s were splendidly selfconsistent, oxygen is either near the
solar ratio or its abundance is not in portant for the structure of m etalrich stars. If the form er is
true, then M 32’s abundance m ixture is m uch closer to the solar neighborhood than that of giant
elliptical galaxies. N uckosynthetic theory has troubl predicting N a yields, but lJarge portions of the
N and C abundance are thought to com e from m ass loss in interm ediate-m ass stars. U sinhg thisasa
handle, i seem s sin ple enough to invent schem es in which the tim ing of w inds or the presence of a
black hole could alter the abundances of these com m on elem ents. Future work should replicate the
sugpicious CN index drop near the nuckus of M 32. M ore exble and intemally consistent stellar
population m odels of the type proposed In W orthey (1998) would solidify the age and abundance
ratio resuls presented here.

The author gratefully acknow ledges a suggestion from J. Kom endy to correlate the light
pro e ofM 32 with stellar population indicators and hopes he w ill forgive the negative resul. J.
J.Gonzakz kindly provided his gradient data In electronic form . M . Houdashelt, M . Briky, E.
Baron, and A .K unth each separately provided synthetic spectra to con m the T B 95 overestin ate
ofthe e ectsofcarbon. Thiswork was supported by grant HF-1066.01-94A awarded by the Space
Telescope Science Institute, which is operated by the A ssociation of Universities for Research In
A stronom y, Inc., or NA SA under contract NA S5-26555; by W ashington State University; and also
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Tabl 2. Synthetic C ircular A perture Indices and E rrors
R=R. CN; CN,  Ca4227 G4300 Fe4383 Cad455 Fed531 Fed668  H Fe5015 Mg:1 Mg
01 0.021 0.053 1101 5.021 4.902 1.624 3.416 6.002 2199 5256 0.075  0.198
0.002 0.003 0.017 0.033 0.041 0.024 0.037 0060  0.024 0045 0001  0.001
0125 0.021 0.052 1101 5.016 4.892 1.624 3.414 5.987 2191 5240 0075 0197
0.002 0.002 0.019 0.035 0.045 0.026 0.038 0062  0.026 0053 0001  0.001
025 0.020 0.051 1.101 4.991 4.860 1.624 3399 5904  2.156 5188 0.074  0.195
0.002 0.002 0.021 0.035 0.049 0.026 0.037 0063 0027 0052 0001  0.001
05 0.017 0.048 1.101 4.953 4.827 1.624 3.372 5747 2111 5135 0.073  0.193
0.002 0.002 0.023 0.041 0.054 0.027 0.042 0065  0.027 0051 0001  0.001
1.0 0.013 0.045 1101 4.909 4798 1.624 3339 5526  2.063 5.088 0.072 0191
0.002 0.002 0.029 0.050 0.065 0.032 0.048 0075  0.029 0055 0001  0.001
2.0 0.008 0.040 1101 4.860 472 1.624 3.300 5246  2.012 5.046 0.072  0.90
0.003 0.004 0.038 0.070 0.088 0.042 0.058 0095 0.034 0071 0001  0.001
R=Re Mgb Fe5270 Fe5335 Fe5406 Fe5709 Fe5782  NaD T, H p H, Heyp H g
0.1 2.933 2.933 2503 1713 0.986 0875 3.300 0038 -1.043 4309 0678 0535
0.024 0.019 0.029 0.015 0.017 0.016 0.024 0002  0.052 0040 0031 0019
0125  2.937 2.925 2.494 1.708 0.983 0.871 3289 0038 -1.043 4303 0.668 -0.535
0.024 0.020 0.028 0.015 0.017 0.016 0.025 0002  0.058 0042 0032  0.021
025 2.947 2.895 2.460 1.688 0.972 0.857 3251 0038 -1.043 4284 0636 -0535
0.022 0.022 0.026 0.016 0.016 0.016 0.023 0002  0.060 0042 0033  0.022
05 2.949 2.856 2.417 1.660 0.956 0839 3209 0039 -1.043 4264 0603 -0535
0.023 0.024 0.026 0.018 0.017 0.016 0.023 0002  0.65 0050 0037  0.027
1.0 2.943 2.815 2372 1.630 0.937 0.820 3171 0039 -1.043 4247 0575 0535
0.026 0.028 0.030 0.021 0.019 0.019 0.027 0002  0.081 0064 0047 0.034
2.0 2.930 272 2325 1.598 0.915 0.800 3135 0039 -1.043 4231 0549 -0.535
0.032 0.036 0.039 0.027 0.024 0.025 0.035 0003  0.108 0079 0062  0.044




