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Abstract

Trajectories of test particles in a time-varying nonspherical gravitational potential model
of our Galaxy are considered. The role of the quadrupole component of the potential, which
at distances greater than 50 kpc is associated with the distribution of matter in the Galaxy’s
neighborhood (mainly with the influence of the galaxy M31), is studied. It is shown that per-
turbations of the potential created by the environment can significantly change the trajectories
of particles at distances greater than 100 kpc from the Galactic center, but the magnitude of
this effect depends on the still poorly known trajectory of the galaxy M31. For some variants of
this trajectory, structures resembling a "thin plane" of satellite galaxies cannot exist for more

than 2-3 billion years.

1 INTRODUCTION

Detailed observations of satellite galaxies and
globular clusters (GCs) of the Milky Way (MW)
and some other nearby galaxies have revealed
the presence of "thin planes" of satellites and
GCs |1H8]. In the literature, there is widespread
discussion whether this constitutes a problem for
our understanding of galaxy physics and cos-
mology, since according to some authors, such
planes are too rare in cosmological numerical
models [3,4,9-13].

The satellite galaxies forming the "thin plane"
mostly have distances from 50 to 240 kpc from
the Galactic center. Also, six of the most dis-
tant GCs with distances greater than 50 kpc
fall into this plane, which has a thickness of

about 100 kpc [14]. GCs at such large distances
from the Galactic center are presumably geneti-
cally related to satellite galaxies, i.e., they could
have been lost by them due to the tidal influ-
ence of the Galaxy (see, e.g., [15] and references
therein). To test this hypothesis, it is necessary
to reconstruct the orbits of GCs backward in
time by several billion years. Also, to study the
origin of the plane of satellite galaxies, it is nec-
essary to calculate their orbits in the past. New
GAIA data provide us with information on the
three-dimensional velocities of GCs and satellite
galaxies, which is already being applied to recon-
struct their orbits and draw conclusions about
the origin of the "thin plane," see, for exam-
ple, [11,16-18|.

Recently, a hypothesis has been proposed in
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the literature that the "thin plane" of satellites
is a short-lived phenomenon with a lifetime of 1-
3 billion years. This is supported by the correla-
tion found in work [12| between satellites form-
ing the plane and stars from a tidal tail formed
during a collision of M31 with another galaxy
2-3 billion years ago. Also, the argument about
the destruction of the plane due to dark mat-
ter subhalos [19] supports the short lifetime of
the plane. In highly detailed hydrodynamical
cosmological simulations from the FIRE project,
mostly short-lived planes with lifetimes less than
1 billion years are observed, but in galaxies hav-
ing a massive satellite (like the Large Magellanic
Cloud), they can exist for 1-3 billion years [20].

At distances greater than 50 kpc from the
center, the distribution of matter surrounding
our Galaxy can influence the motion of satel-
lite galaxies and GCs. It is well known that
our Galaxy is part of the Local Group, where
matter is distributed inhomogeneously: at a dis-
tance of about 700 kpc from the MW there is a
galaxy M31, which is supposedly more massive
than ours; the Local Filament, the Local Void,
and other structures are also identified in ob-
servations. Therefore, in this work, we analyze
the possible influence of the nonspherical matter
distribution on the accuracy of orbit reconstruc-
tion at the Galactic periphery, in particular on
the stability of the "thin plane" of satellites. The
orbital periods of satellites can reach several bil-
lion years, during which the matter distribution
can change significantly, which also needs to be
taken into account in such an analysis.

The influence of nonspherical and time-
dependent gravitational potential on the motion
of objects in the Galaxy has been considered in
many works. However, the main focus was on
relatively small distances from the center, where
the bulge and disk of the Galaxy, as well as the
satellite galaxy Large Magellanic Cloud, have a
significant influence [9,[16,21-26]. In our work,
more distant regions of the Galaxy, 50-250 kpc
from the center, are considered in application to
satellite galaxies and GCs.

Due to the lack of data on the distribution
of the dark matter component in our immediate
neighborhood, it is proposed to use cosmological
simulations for such an analysis, in which con-
straints from observational data were imposed
on the initial conditions [27-29]. Namely, mea-
surements of distances to thousands of galax-
ies allow one to reconstruct their peculiar ve-
locities, and from their spatial distribution one
can restore the distribution of gravitational po-
tential and matter density on scales of several
Mpc. Then these distributions can be evolved
backward in time, and by filling gaps in the
data and adding random perturbations on small
scales, initial conditions for simulations can be
obtained. This method successfully reproduces
large structures such as the local void and nearby
galaxy clusters. In the HESTIA project [28|,
model analogs of our environment including an
analog of the Local Group were obtained in this
way. About a thousand realizations of initial
conditions were generated, among which those
containing a galaxy group satisfying a set of cri-
teria such as mass ratio and distance between
two large galaxies were selected [27,2§].

In this work, to model the Galactic potential,
results of |30 are used, where the gravitational
potential of Galaxy analogs in cosmological
models from the HESTIA project was analyzed.
The potential was expanded into spherical har-
monics (relative to the center of the Galaxy ana-
log), and their behavior was studied, in partic-
ular the influence of M31. The coefficients of
the potential expansion and trajectories of the
MW and M31 from [30] are publicly available
at https://github.com/spilipenko/HESITA_
MW_potential. It was shown in [30] that the
gravitational potential at distances greater than
100 kpc from the Galactic center depends signif-
icantly on the environment and is nonstation-
ary on timescales longer than 1 billion years.
The presence of an M31 analog in HESTTA sim-
ulations leads to an increase of multipole am-
plitudes of the potential with distance in the
interval 100 kpc < r < dp31, where dj3; is


https://github.com/spilipenko/HESITA_MW_potential
https://github.com/spilipenko/HESITA_MW_potential

the distance to M31. The dipole component
has the largest amplitude, but its influence on
test particle orbits is substantially reduced when
accounting for the non-inertial reference frame
connected with the Galactic center. Therefore,
the largest contribution to the nonspherical po-
tential affecting satellite galaxy motion is the
next, quadrupole component. The octupole and
higher harmonics contribute significantly less.

We use two different approaches to assess the
influence of nonspherical and time-dependent
potential on object trajectories in the outer
Galaxy. In the first approach, described in Sec-
tion 2, the potential perturbation is represented
as a quadrupole harmonic. In Section 3, the per-
turbation is modeled by a moving body — an
analog of M31. Discussion and conclusions are
presented in Section 4.

2 Influence of Quadrupole
Nonsphericity on Trajecto-
ries of OQuter Galactic Ob-
jects

In this section, the influence of quadrupole po-
tential nonsphericity on trajectories of test par-
ticles moving at the Galaxy’s periphery is con-
sidered. We assume the monopole component
of the potential is given by the Navarro-Frenk-
White (NFW) density profile [31], with a virial
mass of 1 x 10 M. The quadrupole on the
sphere’s surface is described by five amplitudes
Q9m, Where m = —2,—1,0, 1,2, but by rotating
the coordinate system, these can be reduced to
two: agy (with I = 2 and m = 0) and agy (with
[ = 2 and m = 2). The first defines the mag-
nitude of the azimuthally symmetric component
of the potential, the second defines the compo-
nent symmetric with respect to three mutually
perpendicular planes. This approach is conve-
nient for describing orbit perturbations and was
applied, for example, in [32] for the orbit of a
binary black hole in a nonspherical star cluster.

The multipole expansion describes the angu-
lar dependence of the potential only; it must be
supplemented with a radial dependence. Results
of [30] showed that quadrupole harmonic ampli-
tudes grow with distance approximately as 73/
while r < dps31 (the distance to M31).

If the quadrupole perturbation is assumed to
be created by a point mass, then by symme-
try, the perturbation is described only by the
harmonic with m = 0 if the Z-axis is directed
toward the perturbing body. For this reason,
we considered a potential model with a fixed
monopole component (NFW profile) and a single
quadrupole component with m = 0 and ampli-
tude

a9 (7"/kpc)3/2

up to a distance of 700 kpc.

To investigate the influence of the above po-
tential on test particle trajectories, we use the
AGAMA software package [33|, which allows
specifying arbitrary gravitational potentials via
spherical harmonic expansions and calculating
trajectories by solving equations of motion. Ini-
tial positions of test particles were randomly set
on the surface of a sphere of fixed radius. To
set the velocities, the circular velocities for the
monopole component of the potential at this ra-
dius were calculated. Velocity directions were
random but always tangential to the sphere.
Thus, without quadrupole components, particles
move along randomly oriented circular orbits.

To characterize changes caused by nonspheric-
ity, the angular momentum L of particles was
measured after 5 billion years, and for each
particle, the length of the difference vector be-
tween the initial and final angular momentum
was computed and divided by the initial angu-
lar momentum amplitude. Figure [I] shows his-
tograms of the resulting angular momentum dif-
ferences for initial radii of 100, 150, and 200
kpc and for different quadrupole component am-
plitudes agy. From this figure, one concludes
that increasing the quadrupole amplitude from
asy = 0.5 to ayg = 2.0 substantially changes
the effect of the quadrupole component on or-
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Figure 1: Histograms of the distribution of changes in angular momentum of particles initially

uniformly distributed on spheres of radius 100,

150, and 200 kpc (solid, dash-dot, and dashed

lines) for quadrupole component amplitudes asg = 0.5,1.0, and 2.0 (left, center, right).

bits. At asy = 0.5, changes in angular momen-
tum do not exceed 30% of the initial value at all
three distances, and a special check showed that
mainly the direction of L changes, while its mag-
nitude changes by less than 10%. At ag = 1.0,
at 100 and 150 kpc, the picture is almost un-
changed, but at 200 kpc, the distribution of L
changes becomes much wider and can exceed
100%. At agg = 2.0, at all three distances, the
distributions become wide. Thus, exceeding a
threshold quadrupole amplitude, dependent on
radius, leads to significant orbit changes. It was
also verified that setting the quadrupole com-
ponent asy instead of agy qualitatively does not
change the results.

According to data obtained in [30], the
quadrupole amplitude in different Galaxy ana-
log realizations is 1-1.5, close to the threshold
value found here. This suggests it makes sense
to solve a more complex problem by creating a
more realistic model potential, which is done in
the next section.

3 Influence of Time-
Dependent Nonspheri-
cal Potential on Orbital
Planes

In this section, the motion of test particles in
gravitational potentials created by a two-body
system — the Milky Way and M31 galaxies — is
modeled. Each galaxy is modeled by an NFW
density distribution with the corresponding po-
tential. The trajectory of M31 relative to the
Galaxy analog and the masses of the two galax-
ies are taken from cosmological numerical mod-
els.

Three trajectory variants taken from [30]
for three Local Group analogs from HESTIA
numerical models (realizations 09 18, 17 11,
37 _17) are considered. HESTIA has 13 real-
izations differing by random parts in initial con-
ditions used to fill data gaps. However, in some
realizations, differences are only due to small-
scale perturbations, and M31 and MW positions



nearly coincide, so only three trajectory variants
are presented in HESTIA data and considered
here. Figure [2] shows M31 trajectories relative
to the MW center. In all HESTIA realizations,
the present-day radial and tangential velocities
of M31 fall within observational constraints at
the time of model creation (see [28]), yet the
trajectories differ significantly.

It should be noted that the gravitational po-
tential and M31 trajectory in our model are not
self-consistent, i.e., they are not solutions to the
two-body problem in the potentials of these two
bodies. This can be seen in Fig. [2 (top left),
where the measured trajectories and Keplerian
trajectories calculated from the initial points of
the trajectories are shown. We do not consider
this a model deficiency since, in reality, the mo-
tion of the two galaxies should be influenced by
the surrounding dark matter distribution, which
is accounted for in the HESTIA numerical mod-
els but not in the two-body problem solution for
MW and M31.

We use an orbit calculation method similar to
that in [34,35]. When modeling the potential
with AGAMA, the motion of M31 and the non-
inertial reference frame connected with the MW
are taken into account. The MW position rela-
tive to the system’s center of mass is computed,
and in addition to the two-body potentials, an
effective potential related to the MW accelera-
tion is added. Due to inaccuracies in determin-
ing galaxy centers in simulations, their coordi-
nates have small noise, which greatly increases
when taking second derivatives to find acceler-
ations. Therefore, each of the three galaxy co-
ordinate components and their masses over time
were approximated by fourth-degree polynomi-
als. Fig. [2 shows these approximated trajecto-
ries. Note that masses change complexly and
sometimes decrease. This is related to defining
virial mass as the total mass of particles within
a certain radius. Some halo satellites can exit
and then return inside this radius, causing oscil-
lations in the mass defined this way [36]. Orbit
integration of particles was performed using the

orbit method from AGAMA.

Initial conditions were set as a random dis-
tribution on a sphere of radius ry, with veloci-
ties chosen so that without M31, particles would
move on randomly oriented circular orbits. For
each particle, the orientation of its orbital plane
at the initial time was recorded. As a measure
of M31 perturbation influence on a particle, we
consider the final distance |Z| from the parti-
cle to its initial orbital plane. The larger this
distance, the more unstable can be the plane in
which the particle initially moved. This charac-
teristic was chosen instead of angular momen-
tum (used in Section 2) because |Z]| can be di-
rectly applied to analyzing the "thin plane" of
satellites.

Since the nonsphericity in our models is cre-
ated solely by M31, stability dependence on the
plane orientation relative to M31 direction can
be expected. Figure [3| shows final particle dis-
tances from the initial plane depending on the
angle between the plane normal and the present-
day direction to M31. Solid lines show medians,
shading shows the range from the 10% small-
est to 10% largest distances (10% and 90% per-
centiles).

The observed "thin plane" has a thickness of
50 kpe, which can be considered a threshold: if
particles in the model have |Z| > 50 kpc, the
satellite galaxy plane would not survive long.
From Fig. [3] at initial radius 100 kpc, almost
all particles deviate less than 50 kpc from the
plane, i.e., the plane does not disperse. At 200
kpc, however, a significant fraction of particles
are farther than 50 kpc from the initial plane.

There is a significant dependence on realiza-
tion: the plane is most stable in realization
37_17, where M31 mass is the smallest (see
Fig. . For realizations 09 18 and 37 11, some
dependence of plane stability on the angle be-
tween the plane normal and the current M31 di-
rection is observed, but this dependence varies
between realizations and distances. In our real
Local Group, this angle is about 35° according
to [14].
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Figure 2: M31 trajectories in three model calculations. Solid line — 09 18, dashed — 17 11,
dotted — 37 _17. Top left: distance between M31 and the Galaxy (faint thick lines show Keple-
rian trajectories). Bottom left: angle between the direction to M31 from the Galactic center at
present (t=0) and other times. Right: virial masses of the MW analog and M31 (top and bottom,
respectively).
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Figure 3: Distances of test particles from the initial plane after 6 billion years in three models
with different M31 trajectories (left to right), depending on the angle between the plane’s normal
and the direction to M31. Solid lines show median distances, shading shows distances from 10%
to 90% percentiles, dashed line shows 50 kpc, the thickness of the "thin plane." Top row: initial
radius 100 kpc, bottom row: 200 kpc.
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Figure 4: Median particle distance from the initial plane depending on the MW mass (left), initial
orbit radius 7o (center), and integration time (right). For left and right panels, 7o = 200 kpc. Solid

line — 09 18, dashed — 17 11, dotted — 37 _17.

The differences between the three realizations
seen in Fig. [3] may be caused by differences in
MW and M31 masses and trajectories. To in-
vestigate this, additional calculations were per-
formed with fixed galaxy masses: M31 mass,
better known, was fixed at 1.6 x 102 M, [37],
and MW mass varied from 0.5x 102 to 2.0 x 10'2
Mg. We consider such artificial mass changes
feasible since HESTIA trajectories differ signifi-
cantly from Keplerian ones, indicating that the
motion of MW and M31 is largely determined
by the surrounding matter potential.

The left panel of Fig. [4] shows particle dis-
tances from the initial plane depending on MW
mass for the three trajectory realizations. Both
mass and trajectory strongly affect the result.
Fig. 4| also shows plane stability analysis re-
sults for fixed galaxy masses Myw = 102 Mg,
M3 = 1.6 x 10*2 Mg,. The radius dependence
shows good orbital plane stability at distances
less than 75 kpc. In this case, the median dis-
tance from the plane is less than 10% of the ini-
tial radius. This also gives an estimate of the er-
ror when reconstructing the orbit of some body
(e.g., a GC) backward in time if M31 influence
is neglected.

In one realization, at distances greater than

125 kpc, the median distance from the plane
reaches 50% of the initial radius, and particles
on circular orbits with radii greater than 150 kpc
should leave a 100 kpc thick plane on average
over 6 billion years.

Most important, in our opinion, is the time
dependence shown in the right panel of Fig. [
At times less than 2 billion years, even for ini-
tial radius 200 kpc, the median distance is much
less than 50 kpc, and almost all particles remain
in the plane. At 6 billion years, about half of
the particle trajectories exceed 50 kpc from the
initial plane in realizations 09 18 and 37 17.
This result is consistent with the idea that the
observed satellites and GCs is a short-lived, tem-
porary phenomenon.

4 Discussion and Conclu-
sions

This work studies the motion of test bodies, ini-
tially located in one plane, in the gravitational
potential of Galaxy analogs at significant dis-
tances from the center. The nonspherical and
time-dependent potential was set based on re-
sults from the so-called "constrained" cosmolog-



ical simulations HESTIA, which reproduce the
large-scale structure of the observed Universe
and contain Local Group analogs. In Section
2, the potential was modeled as an NFW pro-
file perturbed by a quadrupole component with
amplitude taken from simulations. In Section 3,
the potential was modeled as a two-body system
(MW and M31), with trajectories taken from nu-
merical models. For simplicity, initial conditions
for test particles were circular orbits in the un-
perturbed potential.

Since the real masses and potentials in the
vicinity of the Galaxy are unknown, as is the
M31 trajectory relative to MW (see, e.g., |38]),
we studied how orbit perturbations depend on
model parameters. In Section 2, it is shown that
exceeding a certain quadrupole amplitude (de-
pending on orbit radius) leads to angular mo-
mentum changes over 5 billion years exceeding
the initial angular momentum.

Section 3 examines the influence of the per-
turbation created by M31 on the orbits of the
test bodies. This influence is measured by the
distance |Z| of a particle from its initial orbital
plane at the end of the calculation. Main results
are shown in Figs. [Bland [d] At distances greater
than 150 kpc, M31 influence can cause particle
trajectories to deviate by |Z| > 50 kpc over 4-
6 billion years, which would destroy the "thin
plane" of satellite galaxies. However, this con-
clusion depends on the still unknown M31 tra-
jectory and galaxy masses. At times less than 3
billion years, for all considered trajectories, most
particles deviate much less than 50 kpc from the
initial plane.

At distances where GCs exist, i.e., less than
100 kpc, deviations |Z] are less than 10 kpc (and
less than 10% of the initial orbit radius) over 6
billion years. The time dependence of deviations
averaged over many orbits is approximately lin-
ear. This gives an estimate of the error in re-
constructing GC trajectories backward in time
when neglecting M31 influence.

The authors thank the HESTIA project team:
N. Libeskind, S. Gottlober, G. Yepes, Y. Hoff-

man, A. Knebe, and others for providing data.
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