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ABSTRACT

We obtained Keck/DEIMOS spectra of 556 individual red giant branch stars in 4 spectroscopic
fields spanning 13 — 31 projected kpc along the Northeast (NE) shelf of M31. We present the first
detection of a complete wedge pattern in the space of projected M31-centric radial distance versus
line-of-sight velocity for this feature, which includes the returning stream component of the shelf. This
wedge pattern agrees with expectations of a tidal shell formed in a radial merger and provides strong
evidence in favor of predictions of Giant Stellar Stream (GSS) formation models in which the NE shelf
originates from the second orbital wrap of the tidal debris. The observed concentric wedge patterns of
the NE, West (W), and Southeast (SE) shelves corroborates this interpretation independently of the
models. We do not detect a kinematical signature in the NE shelf region corresponding to an intact
progenitor core, favoring GSS formation models in which the progenitor is completely disrupted. The
shelf’s photometric metallicity ([Fe/H]pnot) distribution implies that it is dominated by tidal material,
as opposed to the phase-mixed stellar halo or the disk. The metallicity distribution ([Fe/H]phot =
—0.42 + 0.01) also matches the GSS, and consequently the W and SE shelves, further supporting a
direct physical association between the tidal features.

Keywords: Galaxy structure (622) — Andromeda galaxy (39) — Galaxy mergers (608) — Galaxy
dynamics (591)
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In the hierarchical assembly paradigm, galaxy merg-
ers play an essential role in driving the formation and
growth of galaxies (e.g., White & Rees 1978). The tidal
relics of these merger events encode a wealth of informa-
tion concerning the accretion history of the host galaxy
(e.g., Bullock & Johnston 2005; Johnston et al. 2008),
particularly in the form of stellar streams and shells
(Hernquist & Quinn 1988; Johnston et al. 2001; Hendel
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& Johnston 2015). The dynamics of streams and shells
can also serve as powerful probes of the host galaxy grav-
itational potential (Merrifield & Kuijken 1998; Ebrovéa
et al. 2012; Sanderson & Helmi 2013; Law & Majewski
2010; Fardal et al. 2013).

The Milky Way (MW) provides ample evidence for
ongoing tidal disruption in the form of the Sagittarius
stream (Ibata et al. 2001), a plethora of smaller streams
(Helmi 2020 and references therein), and potentially
shell-like overdensities (Belokurov et al. 2007; Juri¢ et al.
2008) that may originate from a radial merger (Simion
et al. 2018, 2019; Donlon et al. 2019, 2020; Naidu et
al. 2021). Deep, wide-field imaging surveys of massive
galaxies beyond the Local Group have revealed rich col-
lections of large-scale tidal features (including shells)
surrounding both spirals and ellipticals (e.g., Tal et al.
2009; Martinez-Delgado et al. 2010, 2021b; Atkinson et
al. 2013; Kado-Fong et al. 2018). However, since these
low surface brightness features are intrinsically difficult
to detect for large samples of external galaxies, many
studies have focused on the resolved stellar populations
of features in individual nearby galaxies (e.g., Mouhcine
et al. 2010; Ibata et al. 2014; Okamoto et al. 2015; Crno-
jevi¢ et al. 2016; Martinez-Delgado et al. 2021a). Studies
of kinematical tracers probing tidal debris are even more
challenging and have thus been limited to a handful of
external galaxies (e.g., Romanowsky et al. 2012; Foster
et al. 2014).

Owing to its proximity (dmsi1 = 773 kpc; Conn et
al. 2016), the Andromeda galaxy (M31) presents a rare
opportunity for detailed photometric and spectroscopic
studies of resolved stars in tidal structures. M31 pos-
sesses a metal-rich giant stellar stream (GSS; Ibata et
al. 2001) in the southern portion of its stellar halo and a
diffuse shelf-like overdensity in the northeast (NE) with
red colors similar to the GSS (Ferguson et al. 2002).
Fardal et al. (2007) detected a second shelf in the west
(W) using the Ferguson et al. imaging and Gilbert et
al. (2007) identified a third faint shelf in the southeast
(SE) via spectroscopy. The chemical similarity of red gi-
ant branch (RGB) stars in the W and SE shelves to the
GSS (Gilbert et al. 2007; Fardal et al. 2012) as well as the
striking consistency between various stellar populations
in the NE, W, and SE shelves and the GSS (Brown et al.
2006, 2008; Ferguson et al. 2005; Richardson et al. 2008;
Tanaka et al. 2010; Bernard et al. 2015) support the hy-
pothesis that these structures form a related system of
tidal debris. The luminosity functions of planetary neb-
ulae (PNe) in M31 additionally support a common origin
for the NE shelf and GSS, while constraints for the W
shelf are limited but suggest it is distinct from the disk
(Bhattacharya et al. 2019, 2021). However, kinematical

and chemical information in the NE shelf is necessary
to finally confirm the putative association between the
shelves and the GSS.

Orbital models for the formation of the GSS in a mi-
nor merger (M, ~ (1 —5) x 10°Mg) predict that the
shelves correspond to tidal debris from the distinct pro-
genitor of the GSS (Fardal et al. 2006, 2007, 2008, 2013;
Mori & Rich 2008; Sadoun et al. 2014; Miki et al. 2016;
Kirihara et al. 2014, 2017). In these models, the NE
shelf is composed of material from the second pericen-
tric passage of the disrupting progenitor as well as the
forward continuation of the GSS. The models place the
central material of the progenitor in the NE shelf region
and allow for the presence of an intact GSS progenitor
core based on its initial central density (e.g., Fardal et
al. 2013; Kirihara et al. 2017), although no such struc-
ture has yet been detected (cf. Dorman et al. 2012;
Davidge 2012). Major merger models (M, ~ 10*°M)
can similarly form tidal structures resembling the GSS
and shelves (Hammer et al. 2018; D’Souza & Bell 2018),
but have not yet been shown to reproduce the shelves
at the level of detail provided by minor merger models.

Despite not explicitly fitting for the detailed proper-
ties of the shelves, the Fardal et al. minor merger models
have predicted the existence of the SE shelf (Fardal et
al. 2007; Gilbert et al. 2007) and show excellent agree-
ment with the kinematics of RGB stars in the W shelf
(Fardal et al. 2012). These successes appear to be natu-
ral consequences of the constraints placed on the merger
scenario using spatial and kinematical observations of
the GSS (McConnachie et al. 2003; Ibata et al. 2004;
Gilbert et al. 2009) and stellar surface density maps of
M31 (Ibata et al. 2001; Ferguson et al. 2002; Irwin et al.
2005), where the orbital trajectory of the progenitor is
only loosely required to pass through the location of the
NE shelf. Moreover, Fardal et al. (2013) demonstrated
that the predicted kinematical signature for the NE shelf
partially overlaps with a small sample of PNe that form
an apparent stream near the shelf (Merrett et al. 2003,
2006).

Detailed kinematics for a large sample of RGB stars
in the NE shelf could conclusively establish that it is
indeed a tidal shell, place stringent constraints on GSS
merger scenarios, identify whether an intact GSS pro-
genitor core exists, and probe M31’s gravitational po-
tential at the location of the shelf. Furthermore, the
NE shelf metallicity distribution could be used to infer
the properties of the progenitor as the shelf region is pre-
dicted to contain its metal-rich central debris (Mori &
Rich 2008; Fardal et al. 2008; Miki et al. 2016; Kirihara
et al. 2017). The observed metallicity gradient(s) in the
GSS (Ibata et al. 2007; Gilbert et al. 2009; Conn et al.
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2016; Cohen et al. 2018; Escala et al. 2021) could be com-
bined with the metallicity distributions of the NE, W,
and SE shelves to connect chemical variations on the sky
to the intrinsic properties of the progenitor (Fardal et
al. 2008; Miki et al. 2016; Kirihara et al. 2017; Milosevi¢
et al. 2022). This metallicity mapping may be crucial
for distinguishing between major and minor merger sce-
narios for the formation of the GSS and shelves (see the
discussions of Gilbert et al. 2019 and Escala et al. 2021).

In this work, we present the first analysis of the
metallicity and kinematics of RGB stars in the NE
shelf of M31. This contribution is part of the Spec-
troscopic and Photometric Landscape of Andromeda’s
Stellar Halo survey (SPLASH; Guhathakurta et al. 2005;
Gilbert et al. 2006), which has produced tens of thou-
sands of Keck/DEIMOS spectra along lines-of-sight to
M31’s halo, disk, and dwarf galaxies (e.g., Kalirai et al.
2010; Dorman et al. 2012, 2015; Gilbert et al. 2012, 2014;
Tollerud et al. 2012). In Section 2, we introduce spectro-
scopic and photometric data for the NE shelf. We inves-
tigate the kinematics, metallicity, and projected phase
space distribution of the NE shelf in Section 3. We per-
form detailed comparisons of the shelf’s observed prop-
erties to N-body models in Section 4 and the GSS and
W and SE shelves as observed by SPLASH in Section 5.
Lastly, we discuss results for the NE shelf in the con-
text of the literature in Section 6 before summarizing in
Section 7.

2. DATA
2.1. Observations and Data Reduction

We observed five slitmasks targeting M31’s NE shelf
with the DEIMOS instrument on Keck II as part of the
SPLASH survey. We utilized the 1200 ¢/mm grating,
which has a spectral dispersion of 0.33 A pixel~!, with
the OG550 order blocking filter and a central wavelength
of 7800 A for our science configuration. The spectro-
scopic fields were observed in Fall 2011 with ~1 hr ex-
posures. Table 1 summarizes the observations. Figure 1
shows the locations of the NE shelf fields on the sky in
M31-centric coordinates, overlaid on a star count map of
RGB candidates from the Pan-Andromeda Archaeolog-
ical Survey (PAndAS; McConnachie et al. 2018). The
naming convention for the NE shelf fields indicates the
order in which the masks were designed, rather than
their radial distance from M31. We included reference
DEIMOS fields from the Elemental Abudances in M31
survey (Gilbert et al. 2019; Escala et al. 2020a,b) and
fields previously observed as part of the SPLASH survey
(Kalirai et al. 2006; Gilbert et al. 2007, 2009; Fardal et
al. 2012) targeting the SE shelf, W shelf, and GSS. Fig-
ure 1 also indicates the edges of the NE and W shelves

[ NE shelf [ GSS
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Figure 1. Location of the spectroscopic fields targeting the
NE Shelf (red open boxes; Table 1, Section 2.1) in M31-
centric coordinates overlaid on a star count map from the
PAndAS survey (McConnachie et al. 2018). The approxi-
mate size and orientation of each DEIMOS field is repre-
sented by a 16’ x 4’ rectangle. We also show spectroscopic
fields from the Elemental Abundances in M31 survey (filled
boxes; Gilbert et al. 2019; Escala et al. 2020a,b) and fields
previously observed as part of the SPLASH survey (open
boxes; Kalirai et al. 2006; Gilbert et al. 2007, 2009; Fardal
et al. 2012) spanning the SE Shelf (blue), W shelf (pink),
and GSS (green). The black points are the edges of the NE
and W shelves defined by Fardal et al. (2007) via applying
an edge filter to the Irwin et al. (2005) star count map.

defined by Fardal et al. (2007) via applying the Sobel
operator to the Irwin et al. (2005) star map.

We extracted and reduced one-dimensional spectra
from the two-dimensional images using a modified ver-
sion of the spec2d software (Cooper et al. 2012; Newman
et al. 2013) for stellar sources (Simon & Geha 2007).
The one-dimensional spectra were then cross-correlated
against empirical templates of hot stars to shift them
into the rest frame and measure radial velocities. We
corrected the velocity measurements for slit miscenter-
ing using the A-band (Sohn et al. 2007) and transformed
them into the heliocentric frame. As described by How-
ley et al. (2013), the total velocity uncertainty is deter-
mined by scaling the cross-correlation based error with a
value determined from duplicate measurements of RGB
stars at the distance of M31, and then adding in quadra-
ture with a systematic velocity error of 2.2 km s~! com-
puted by Simon & Geha (2007).
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Table 1. Keck/DEIMOS Multi-Object Slitmask Observations in M31’s NE Shelf

Slitmask  Rproj R.A. Decl. Mask P.A. Obs. Date texp Airmass No. No. No.
(kpc) (° E of N) (UT) (min) Targets®  RVP M31°¢

NE1 19.6 00:50:04.96 +41:39:53.3 30 2011 Nov 23 50.0 1.10 190 138 123
NE2 25.7 00:51:52.11  4+42:02:22.3 30 2011 Nov 23 55.0 1.26 186 117 79
NE3 14.5 00:48:17.03 +41:26:33.6 30 2011 Nov 24 51.7 1.27 214 154 135
NE4 29.2 00:52:52.20 +42:15:44.8 30 2011 Nov 24 60.0 1.08 182 124 91
NE6 21.8 00:50:27.03 +41:56:32.8 40 2011 Nov 24 51.7 1.23 200 149 128
2 Number of targets on the slitmask with successfully extracted one-dimensional spectra.
P Number of targets with successful radial velocity measurements (Section 2.1).
¢ Number of targets classified as M31 RGB stars (Section 3.1).
Using the visual inspection software zspec (D. Madg- 195 . sl S'ms ' ' '

wick, DEEP2 survey), each spectrum was assigned a < MW Sms N

quality code (Q) for its radial velocity measurement. failed RV . o X

We restrict our analysis to objects with successful ra- o -

dial velocity measurements that match two or more

strong spectral features () = 4) or a combination of

one strong spectral feature and additional marginal fea- N

tures (@ = 3; Guhathakurta et al. 2006). The median sk =

total velocity uncertainty for stars with successful ve-

locity measurements is 5.3 km s~!. We excluded some .

targets with successful velocity measurements from the

subsequent analysis because of missing spectral data at 25F &

red wavelengths, which is necessary to evaluate mem-

bership (Section 3.1).
2.2. Photometry

We sourced photometry from MegaCam images ob-
tained in the ¢/, i’ bands using the 3.6 m Canada-France-
Hawaii Telescope (CFHT). The images were reduced
with the CFHT MegaPipe pipeline (Gwyn 2008) and the
g’, i magnitudes were transformed to Johnson-Cousins
V, I using observations of Landolt photometric standard
stars (Kalirai et al. 2006). When designing slitmasks,
we identified RGB candidates based on only the I-band
magnitude to avoid introducing bias into the target se-
lection. This still yields low MW contamination (Sec-
tion 3.1) in the NE shelf region owing to the high density
of M31 stars relative to the foreground below the tip of
the RGB at Iy ~ 20.5 magnitudes.

Figure 2 shows the de-reddened Vj, Iy CMD for all
stars with successful radial velocity measurements (Sec-
tion 2.1) in the NE shelf fields (Table 1). We corrected
the photometry for the effects of dust extinction by as-
suming field-specific interstellar reddening values from
the maps of Schlegel et al. (1998) and applying the cor-
rections defined by Schlafly & Finkbeiner (2011). We
also show PARSEC isochrones (Marigo et al. 2017) for
reference, assuming an age of 12 Gyr, [a/Fe] = 0, and
m — M = 24.47 for consistency with previous studies
in the SPLASH collaboration. Based on this grid of
theoretical isochrones, we determined [Fe/H]ppor, via in-

Figure 2. Extinction-corrected (Vo,Ip) CMD (Section 2.2)
for all stars in the NE shelf fields (Table 1), including
stars without successful radial velocity measurements (gray
points), MW foreground stars (black crosses; Section 3.1),
and M31 RGB stars (red circles). The median photomet-
ric uncertainties as a function of magnitude are shown as
black errorbars on the left. For reference, we show PARSEC
isochrones (black lines; Marigo et al. 2017), assuming 12 Gyr
ages and [a/Fe] = 0, with [Fe/H] = —2.0, —1.0, —0.5, and 0
(from left to right).

terpolation given the color and magnitude of each star
(Escala et al. 2020a).

3. PROPERTIES OF THE NORTHEAST SHELF
3.1. Membership

In prior studies of M31’s stellar halo, we employed
likelihood-based methods (Gilbert et al. 2006; Escala et
al. 2020b) to separate M31 RGB stars from the MW
foreground using diagnostic measurements such as ra-
dial velocity (vpelio), Na I A8190 doublet equivalent
width (EWna), photometric metallicity ([Fe/H]pnot),
and calcium-triplet based metallicity ([Fe/H]car). In
particular, the technique of Escala et al. (2020b) re-
lies on Bayesian inference to assign each target star a
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Figure 3. Heliocentric radial velocity distributions for stars with successful velocity measurements (grey filled histograms;
Section 2.1) in spectroscopic fields targeting the NE shelf (Table 1), including both M31 RGB stars and MW foreground dwarf
stars. From top to bottom and left to right, the fields probe larger M31-centric projected radii, approaching the “tip” of the
tidal shell pattern (Section 3.4). The black dashed lines show the velocity distribution of stars classified as likely M31 members
by the probabilistic model of Escala et al. (2020b), which includes radial velocity as a membership diagnostic. This model
mistakenly classifies NE shelf stars in field NE3 with MW-like velocities (Vneio 2 —150 km sfl; Section 3.1) as likely MW
contaminants. Thus, we assigned stars with vheio > —100 (—150) km s~ ! for the inner (outer) fields or spectral signatures of
strong Na I A8190 absorption as MW contaminants (red open histograms; Section 3.1).

probability of M31 membership based on the observed
properties of over a thousand M31 and MW stars se-
curely identified in SPLASH (Gilbert et al. 2006, 2012).
As a consequence, these methods were calibrated to the
properties of the stellar halo in M31’s southeast quad-
rant, where known M31 substructure is not present at
MW-like heliocentric velocities (vhelio = —150 km s™1;
Gilbert et al. 2018). However, these approaches to mem-
bership determination overestimate the degree of MW
contamination for the NE shelf fields when using radial
velocity as a diagnostic.

For context, Figure 3 shows the heliocentric radial ve-
locity distributions for stars in the NE shelf fields with
successful velocity measurements, including both M31
RGB stars and intervening MW dwarf stars. In the
innermost field NE3, the Escala et al. model assigns
a low probability of M31 membership to a prominent
kinematical feature at vpelio ~ —120 km s~ (Figure 3)
when including radial velocity as a diagnostic. However,
this feature likely corresponds to the NE shelf based on
its position and velocity (Section 3.4). When select-
ing stars in NE3 that have velocities consistent with this
feature (—190 km s™! < vpeio < —100 km s71), we
found that their EWy, and [Fe/H]c,r measurements
and CMD positions are consistent with those of stars
in the NE shelf fields with M31-like velocities (vpelio S
—200 km s~!; Figure 4). Thus, the likelihood-based M31
membership models are not uniformly applicable to the

NE shelf fields when using radial velocity criteria due to
the distinct kinematical structure of the NE shelf.

We adopted a binary membership determination in
which we classified stars with clear spectral signatures
of strong Na I A8190 absorption or vpeio > —100 km
$7! (Vnetio > —150 km s71) for Rpoj < 20 kpe (Rpro;
> 20 kpc) as belonging to the MW foreground. We
relied on visual inspection of the Na I doublet as op-
posed to EWy, measurements owing to the low S/N of
the spectra. We do not detect stars with strong Na I
absorption at M31-like velocities (Figure 4) given that
MW contaminants in this velocity range are likely blue
main sequence turn-off stars in the MW’s stellar halo.

The change in velocity cut with projected radius is
a consequence of the shifting of the shelf velocity dis-
tribution relative to the constant MW foreground (Fig-
ure 3). The velocity cut includes the majority of stars
in the NE3 velocity peak while excluding the majority
of stars at MW-like velocities in this field. We charac-
terized the MW velocity distribution over the NE shelf
region as probed by our selection function by utiliz-
ing an expectation-maximization algorithm to fit a 3-
component Gaussian mixture (Pedregosa et al. 2011)
to the combined velocity distribution of the three outer-
most fields. We found p, yw = —62.6 km s™!, o, qw =
39.6 km s!, indicating that a velocity cut at —100 km
s~ removes 82.8% of stars at MW-like velocities when
assuming a normal distribution. In the outermost fields,
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the velocity cut should largely eliminate MW contami-
nation, where Gilbert et al. (2007) found that MW dwarf
stars along the line-of-sight to M31 are primarily limited
t0 Vpelio > —150 km s~ 1.

Figure 4 shows [Fe/H]pnot, [Fe/H]car, and EWyy, ver-
SUS Unelio for stars classified as belonging to M31 and
the MW in the NE shelf fields.! The [Fe/H]pnot deriva-
tion (Section 2.2) assumes that stars are at the distance
of M31 and the [Fe/H|car calibration is appropriate
only for RGB stars, therefore both are inaccurate for
MW stars. We emphasize that we did not use selec-
tions on [Fe/H]phot, [Fe/H]car, or EWn, measurements
to determine membership. Instead, Figure 4 illustrates
that a binary membership classification based solely on
Vhelic and apparent Na I absorption captures statisti-
cal differences between the observed properties of M31
and MW stellar populations, despite favoring complete-
ness over lower contamination. For example, the me-
dian [Fe/H|car and EWy, of M31 (MW) stars is —0.54
(—1.74) and 1.7 (3.1) A based on measurements with
uncertainties §[Fe/H]car < 0.8 and dEWy, < 2 A, re-
spectively, which are consistent with known properties of
M31 (MW) stars along the line-of-sight to M31 (Gilbert
et al. 2006; Escala et al. 2020b). Table 1 provides the
number of M31 RGB stars identified in each field.

3.2. Empirical Modeling of the Velocity Distributions

The observed velocity distributions (Figure 3) clearly
demonstrate that kinematical substructure is present
across the spectroscopic fields. Such substructure is pre-
sumably associated with the tidal debris that constitutes
the NE shelf. Thus, we performed empirically motivated
modeling of the velocity distribution to identify probable
substructure components directly from the data. This
is in contrast to the N-body modeling used to predict
the velocity structure of the NE shelf in Section 4.

3.2.1. Number of Kinematical Components

We confirmed that each field contains kinematical sub-
structure by testing whether the velocity distributions
for M31 RGB stars (Section 3.1) are consistent with
a pure stellar halo component. We assumed that the
stellar halo in the NE shelf region can be described by
the kinematically unbiased parameterization found by
Gilbert et al. (2018) for M31’s southeast quadrant via
modeling the line-of-sight velocity distribution of over
5000 stars in radial bins spanning 9-175 projected kpc.

I Similar to EWya, an equivalent width measurement for the cal-
cium triplet in an individual star is subject to noise owing to the
low S/N of the spectra. However, the statistical trends of EWn,
and [Fe/H]caT are useful for distinguishing between the different
populations of M31 and MW stars.

<4 M31 RGB stars 4 MW stars

500 300 100
Uhelio [km/s]

Figure 4. Photometric metallicity ([Fe/H]pnot; top), spec-
troscopic calcium-triplet based metallicity ([Fe/H]car; mid-
dle), and the summed equivalent width of the Na I A8190
doublet (EWna; bottom) versus heliocentric velocity for stars
in the NE shelf fields (Table 1) classified as M31 RGB stars
(red circles) and MW stars (gray crosses; Section 3.1). Stars
in the NE3 velocity peak (Figure 3) are outlined in black. We
show [Fe/H]car (EWna) measurements with uncertainties
0[Fe/H]car < 0.8 dex (dEWna < 2 A), where the large uncer-
tainties are due to the low spectral S/N. Neither [Fe/H]pnot
nor [Fe/H]car are physically meaningful for MW stars but
are useful as population diagnostics.

We transformed the mean halo velocities in a given ra-
dial bin from the Galactocentric to heliocentric frame
based on the median R.A. and Decl. of all stars in each
NE shelf field. We performed an Anderson-Darling test
with 103 Monte Carlo trials to compare the observed
velocity distribution of each field to the accompanying
Gaussian stellar halo model. In each iteration, we ran-
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Figure 5. Heliocentric radial velocity distributions for M31 RGB stars (gray histograms; Section 3.1) in the NE shelf fields.
We show the empirical velocity model derived for each field from the 50" percentile values of the marginalized posterior
probability distributions (thick red lines; Section 3.2, Table 2). We constructed the velocity models from a kinematically hot
halo-like component with fixed mean and standard deviation (thin solid orange lines; Gilbert et al. 2018) and kinematically
cold component(s) corresponding predominantly to NE shelf substructure (thin dotted and dashed red lines). We also show the
median velocity of the disk predicted for each field assuming its presence (black arrows; Section 3.2.3).

domly drew samples from the model according to the
number of M31 members in each field (Table 1) and
calculated the test statistic for a perturbation of the
line-of-sight velocities assuming Gaussian measurement
errors. We found that the velocity distribution for each
field—including NE2 and NE4 despite the apparent lack
of multiple velocity peaks—is highly inconsistent with a
single kinematically hot stellar halo component.

To determine the number of kinematical components
in each field, we used an expectation-maximization
(EM) algorithm to fit Gaussian mixtures (Pedregosa et
al. 2011) to the observed velocity distribution of M31
RGB stars. For each N-component model, we computed
the Bayesian information criterion (BIC) for 10% pertur-
bations of the velocities according to their errors. We
found that N-components = (2, 1, 3, 1, 2) minimizes
the BIC for fields (NE1, NE2, NE3, NE4, NE6). However,
the EM algorithm has no knowledge of the structural
properties of the substructure-dominated NE shelf re-
gion and likely disregards the dynamically hot stellar
halo that must be present at some level in each field. We
therefore incremented the number of components by one
to account for a kinematically hot halo-like component
in each field except NE3.

As demonstrated by Figure 5, NE3 has a more com-
plex velocity distribution, which makes the separation
of substructure from a background halo-like component
less straightforward. We evaluated whether NE3 contains
3 or 4 kinematical components when including a halo-

like component (i.e., whether the field has 2 or 3 kine-
matically cold components) by modeling its velocity dis-
tribution using the procedure detailed in Section 3.2.2.
We calculated a distribution of BICs using the models
described by every 100" sampled parameter combina-
tion from the converged portion of the flattened Markov
chain assuming 3 and 4 components. Based on this,
we concluded that a 3 component model composed of
2 substructure components and a halo-like component
provides a better representation of the data for this field.

3.2.2. Sampling the Posterior Probability Distributions

We modeled the observed velocity distribution in each
field as a Gaussian mixture composed of kinematically
cold components(s) that correspond to the NE shelf (see
Section 3.2.3 for a discussion on the disk) and a kine-
matically hot halo-like component with fixed mean and
dispersion but variable fractional contribution. We re-
fer to the kinematically hot component as “halo-like”
to emphasize that it may be composed of both a clas-
sical stellar halo (i.e., in-situ and phase-mixed accreted
stars) and high-velocity-dispersion tidal debris consti-
tuting part of the shell. The log likelihood of this model
is given by,

N K
InL=>In (ka/\/(viluk,rgl)) 1)

i=1 k=1
where ¢ is the index representing a RGB star, v; is its
heliocentric radial velocity, and NN is the number of RGB
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Table 2. Empirical Velocity Distribution Model Parameters for NE Shelf Fields

Field Roproj [halo Ohalo HKCC1 OKCC1 fxcc HKCC2 OKCC2 frcee
(kpc) (km/s)  (km/s)  (km/s) (km/s) (km/s) (km/s) (km/s) (km/s)
. . . . 4. .
NE3 14.4 —319.4 98.1 —224.3729%  40.0%15% 024701 —123730 140t 0.2005:0%
11.2 . 11 11. 7. 11
NE1 19.6 —319.0 98.1 —383.77103 26.4%97 0.207005  —204.2%710% 459777 0.46701;
7.1 4. . . 2.4 .
NE6 21.7 -319.1 98.1 —398.677% 16.6757 0187992 —200.9%30  145t%%  0.337092
NE2 25.2 —316.2 98.0 —310.577% 554737 0.92159%
. 7.8 .
NE4 29.2 —316.0 98.0 —300.6752 42.877%  0.791013
Note. — The parameters describing the model components are mean velocity (), velocity dispersion (o), and normalized fractional

contribution (f). We constructed each model from halo-like (Gilbert et al. 2018) and kinematically cold component(s) (KCCs) corresponding
predominantly to NE shelf substructure (Section 3.2). The parameter values are the 50*® percentiles of the marginalized posterior probability
distributions, where the errors are calculated from the 16" and 84t percentiles.

stars. K is the total number of components (including
the kinematically hot component), k is the index for a
given component, and pi, 7, = 0;2, and f; are the
mean, inverse variance, and fractional contribution of
each component. Note that the fractional contribution
of the halo-like component is not a free parameter and
is instead constrained by the kinematically cold compo-
nent(s) (KCCs).

We sampled from the posterior distribution of the
velocity model (Eq. 1) for each field using an affine-
invariant Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) ensem-
ble sampler (emcee; Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013) with
102 walkers and 10* steps. We limited the range of our
model parameters to samples drawn from —600 km s—!
< <—=100kms ', 5kms™! <oy < 150 km s~!, and
0 < fr <1, and required that py < pry1 and > frp <1
for KCCs. We implemented uniform priors on uj over
the allowed range for maximal flexibility given the pre-
viously unstudied nature of the NE shelf velocity distri-
bution for RGB stars. We assumed Gamma priors on 7
with @ = 2.25 and 8 = 506.25 to penalize small values
of o while enabling a lower probability extended tail
toward high values of 0. We constructed the marginal-
ized posterior distributions from the latter 50% of the
samples, where Table 2 summarizes the model parame-
ters calculated from the 16", 50", and 84" percentiles
of the posterior distributions.

Figure 5 shows the heliocentric velocity distributions
for RGB stars in each field compared to its adopted ve-
locity model. We also indicate the separate kinemati-
cally hot and cold components constituting the model in
the figure. As previously discussed, the interior field NE3
has the most complicated velocity distribution, which is
composed of a cold feature at vpelio ~ —120 km s~ that
is likely the upper envelope of the NE shelf (Section 3.4
and 4), a significant halo-like component, and a third
component of unclear origin (c.f. Section 3.2.3). The
fields at intermediate projected radii, NE1 and NE6, con-
sist of two NE shelf components corresponding to the
envelopes of the tidal shell (Section 3.4 and 4). The

outermost fields, NE2 and NE4, are dominated by NE
shelf substructure, where relatively insignificant halo-
like components are favored by the model.

Based on the model for each field, we assigned each
star a probability of belonging to substructure (psup)
given its heliocentric velocity.  This probability is
computed from the likelihood ratio between the KCC
model(s) and halo-like component model. We emphasize
that stars with lower values of py,p, may in fact belong
to NE shelf substructure; pgu, should be interpreted as
a measure of confidence that a star is associated with
tidal debris based on velocity information alone.

3.2.3. Potential Contamination from M31’s Disk

We assessed whether a significant contribution from
M31’s disk is expected in the NE shelf velocity distri-
bution owing to its complex kinematical structure (Fig-
ure 5) and the proximity of the fields to the disk (Fig-
ure 1). Using a simple model for the perfectly circular
rotation of an inclined disk (Guhathakurta et al. 1988)
with inclination angle ¢ = 77° and position angle P.A. =
38°, we calculated the predicted line-of-sight velocities
for a disk feature over the R.A., Decl. range (corre-
sponding to Raisk = 28-42 kpc) spanned by our fields.
Based on a rotation curve derived from HI kinematics
out to Rqgjsk = 38 kpc and corrected for the inclination of
the disk (Chemin et al. 2009), the expected disk rotation
velocity in the NE shelf fields is ~250 km s~ 1.

When using the simple model, this translates to line-
of-sight velocities of vVqisk,med = —242.2, —227.9, —202.7,
—206.6, and —193.0 km s~! in fields NE3, NE1, NE6, NE2,
and NE4, respectively. We note that the line-of-sight ve-
locity dispersion of the disk is ~50-60 km s~! as found
by Dorman et al. (2012) using a similar velocity model-
ing methodology (Section 3.2) over a comparable radial
range to the NE shelf fields. Moreover, the rotation ve-
locity of RGB stars lags the HI disk by 63 km s~! (Quirk
et al. 2019), such that adjusting for this asymmetric drift

would decrease vgisk,med Dy ~15-30 km s7L.
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Figure 6. Photometric metallicity ([Fe/H]pnot) distribution
functions (MDFs) for all stars in the NE shelf fields (includ-
ing MW contaminants; black solid open histogram), stars
classified as M31 members (grey dashed open histogram; Sec-
tion 3.1), and stars that probably belong to the NE shelf
(psub > 0.5; Section 3.2.2). We assumed 12 Gyr PARSEC
isochrones (Marigo et al. 2017) to determine [Fe/H]pnot (Sec-
tion 2.2). The median [Fe/H]pnot for each sample is shown
as arrows, where [Fe/H]phot,mea = —0.41 is robust with re-
spect to sample selection, indicating that the NE shelf is the
dominant feature in the data (Section 3.3).

In contrast to fields NE2 and NE4, fields NE1, NE3, and
NE6 show evidence of kinematically cold components
near Ugisk,med (Figure 5; Table 2). However, the ma-
jority of stars in the KCC at disk-like velocities in NE6
likely belong to the NE shelf given that its position in
projected phase space corresponds to upper envelope of
the shell pattern (Section 3.4 and 4). The KCC in NE3 at
Vhelio ~ —220 km s~! could feasibly originate from the
disk, whereas the KCC at vhelio ~ —200 km s~! in NE1
may be contaminated by the disk. We further explore
these features in comparison to predictions of N-body
models in Section 4.

3.3. Photometric Metallicity Distribution

We investigated the photometric metallicity distribu-
tion functions (MDFs) of RGB stars along the line-of-
sight to the NE shelf to probe its chemical composition.
We used photometric metallicities instead of spectro-
scopic calcium-triplet based metallicities (e.g., Figure 4)
because they are more robust at the low S/N characteris-
tic of spectra in M31: [Fe/H]caT measurements are sub-
ject to larger random uncertainties than [Fe/H|pno, mea-
surements and are unavailable for a non-negligible num-
ber of stars. Moreover, we are concerned with relative
metallicity differences between NE shelf stars and other

Table 3. Photometric Metallicity Distribution Properties
for Kinematically Cold Components in the NE Shelf Fields

Comp. puxcc [Fe/H]med ([Fe/H]) O[Fe/H]
(km/s)
Halo —0.437581  —0.56 4+ 0.02 0.39 & 0.02
NE3

KCCl —224.3 —0.51%00% —0.61 +0.04 0.42 + 0.03
KCC2 —123.7 —0.57700) —0.65+0.04 0.427003

NE1

KCCl —383.7 —0.397000 —0.53100%  0.37 + 0.04
KCC2 —204.2 —0.4017003 —0.49 £ 0.03 0.37 £ 0.04

NE6

KCCl —398.6 —0.41700, —0.50 £0.02 0.27 £ 0.02
KCC2 —200.9 —0.407003 —0.49 & 0.03 0.34 + 0.02

NE2

KCCl —310.5 —0.45700% —0.52 £ 0.04 0.35 + 0.05

NE4

KCC1 —300.6 —0.357992 —0.52 4 0.05 0.44 & 0.05

Note. — The columns are kinematical component, mean velocity
(Table 2), median [Fe/H]pnot, mean [Fe/H|phot, and standard de-
viation on [Fe/H],phot. We calculated each quantity via bootstrap
resampling weighted by the probability that a star belongs to a
given kinematical component (Section 3.2.2). The quantities for
the halo-like population across all fields are calculated analogously
using phalo = 1 — Psub-

stellar populations, as opposed to absolute metallicities.
We determined [Fe/H]pnot assuming 12 Gyr PARSEC
isochrones (Marigo et al. 2017) following Section 2.2.

In Figure 6, we show the photometric MDFs for all
stars in the NE shelf fields (including MW contami-
nants), stars classified as M31 members (Section 3.1),
and stars that probably belong to the NE shelf (psun >
0.5; Section 3.2.2). The unweighted median (mean)
[Fe/H]pnot for each sample is —0.43 (—0.54), —0.42
(—0.54), and —0.41 (—0.53), respectively. If we in-
stead assume 10 Gyr or 8 Gyr isochrones, which ap-
proximately correspond to the mean stellar age of M31’s
phase-mixed stellar halo (Brown et al. 2006, 2007, 2008)
and the GSS (Brown et al. 2006; Tanaka et al. 2010),
we obtain a median (mean) [Fe/H]phot for the NE shelf
that is 0.03 (0.04) dex or 0.08 (0.09) dex more metal-rich.
The relative invariance of the median (mean) [Fe/H]pnot
value with respect to the sample selection indicates that
NE shelf tidal debris is the dominant feature in the data.
That is, the majority of stars with successful velocity
measurements are indeed M31 RGB stars (Section 3.1),
although the value of [Fe/H]not is not physically mean-
ingful for MW foreground stars, and the majority of
RGB stars indeed belong to the NE shelf and not the
phase-mixed stellar halo.



10 ESCALA ET AL.

U T °S e° 7]
- 4
) oo’ e )M31 RGB stars
= + ®e - mm KCCl
© KCC2
= °
Y 1 NE1 ° ]
19.6 kpe¢
0 - —— g —
<§ '. [ ]
& ®
= 1| + + -
ey
=23
°
o 1 NE2 1 NE4 i
25.2 kpce | 29.2 kpc |
0 —400 —200 0 —400 —200 0
Vhelio [km/b] Vhelio [km/s] Vhelio [km/s]

Figure 7. Heliocentric velocity (vhelio) versus photometric metallicity ([Fe/H]pnot) for M31 RGB stars (black points) in the
NE shelf fields, where projected M31-centric radius (Rproj) increases from left to right and top to bottom. We show the 1o
(20) radial velocity range of KCC1 (red) and KCC2 (orange) (Table 2; Figure 5) as dark (light) shaded regions. The [Fe/H]phot
distributions across the various NE shelf substructure components are similar. Stars assigned to the stellar halo component also

have similar [Fe/H]pnot to the NE shelf.

In addition, the general shape of the MDF remains rel-
atively constant between each sample, where the MDF is
skewed toward the peak at [Fe/H]pnot ~ —0.4, followed
by a sharp decline for [Fe/H]pnot 2 —0.2 and an ex-
tended low-metallicity tail. The fact that the metal-poor
([Fe/H]pnot < —1.3) population declines when selecting
only for NE shelf stars (psu, > 0.5; Figure 6) suggests
that the majority of these stars belong to M31’s stellar
halo rather than the shelf. Adopting stricter threshold
for NE shelf membership (psyp > 0.75) does not signif-
icantly alter the location or shape of the MDF, so we
retain the more inclusive criterion to maximize the sam-
ple size of NE shelf stars.

The most pronounced change in the MDFs in Fig-
ure 6 is that a distinct peak at [Fe/H|pnot ~ —0.7
emerges in the NE shelf sample. This feature is ro-
bust because the bin sizes (0.1 dex) for each MDF are
twice the median photometric uncertainty (0.05 dex).
This peak may originate from our choice to designate
stars that probably belong to kinematical substructure
(psub > 0.5) as NE shelf stars, when in reality some
of these stars could belong to other dynamically cold
structures such as M31’s disk (Section 3.2.3, 4.1). In-
terestingly, this peak metallicity roughly corresponds to
the median [Fe/H],hot of M31’s disk edge in the Pan-
chromatic Hubble Andromeda Treasury (PHAT; Dal-
canton et al. 2012; Williams et al. 2014) when assuming
13 Gyr isochrones (Gregersen et al. 2015).

We further explored the [Fe/H]pnot distribution of the
NE shelf by considering the relationship to radial ve-
locity and projected M31-centric radius. Figure 7 shows
Uhelio versus [Fe/H]pnot for each NE shelf field ordered as
a function of Rpyroj, where we highlighted the 20 radial
velocity range associated with each detected kinematical
substructure component (Table 2; Figure 5). We calcu-
lated the average metallicity and metallicity dispersion
for each KCC weighted by the the kinematically-based
probability of belonging to the given KCC (Table 3). We
note that the metallicity difference between kinematical
components is likely larger than indicated by Table 3
because of the probabilistic nature of the component as-
signment. We found that the median [Fe/H]ppno in NE3
is ~0.15 dex more metal-poor than the relatively uni-
form metallicity of the other fields, possibly due to its
more dominant halo-like population and/or larger disk
contribution. The halo-like population across all fields is
similar in metallicity to the combined NE shelf popula-
tion. This raises the possibility that this kinematically
hot component may correspond to tidal debris with a
high velocity dispersion, or similarly that the stellar halo
in this region is heavily polluted by NE shelf substruc-
ture. We compare the metallicity distribution of the NE
shelf to M31’s phase-mixed stellar halo in Section 5.2.

Moreover, Figure 7 demonstrates that the aforemen-
tioned stars with [Fe/H]pnot ~ —0.7 dex are visible in
the secondary KCC of NE1 and possibly the primary
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Figure 8. Heliocentric velocity relative to M31’s systemic velocity (vms1 = —300 km sfl) versus projected M31-centric radius

in the NE shelf fields for (left) stars with successful radial velocity measurements, including both M31 RGB stars (colored points)
and MW foreground stars (grey crosses; Section 3.1), and (right) solely M31 RGB stars color-coded by their kinematically-based
probability of belonging to substructure (Section 3.2.2). Velocity errors associated with individual data points are not shown
for the sake of clarity (median 5.3 km s~!). The “wedge” pattern visible in this space for M31 RGB stars is characteristic of
a tidal shell formed in a radial merger (Section 3.4.1). The right panel also shows the observed upper envelope of the wedge
(white open circles; Eq. 4) and its best-fit model (black dotted line, with 1o confidence interval as gray shaded region; Merrifield
& Kuijken 1998) used to place constraints on M31’s gravitational potential (Section 3.4.2).

KCC of NE3. These stars therefore have metallicities and
velocities (Section 3.2.3) broadly consistent with M31’s
disk, implying that a low level of disk contamination
may be present in the data. However, the [Fe/H]pnot
distribution for stars that probably belong to KCCs
(i.e., either the NE shelf or the disk) still appears to
be dominated by the NE shelf, where removing stars
with —0.65 < [Fe/H]pno; < —0.85 increases the median
(mean) [Fe/H]phot by merely 0.04 (0.04) dex. The clump
of stars at [Fe/H]phot S —1.0 in the secondary KCC
of NE6 could also be associated with the disk, where
removing this grouping increases the median (mean)
[Fe/H]pnot by an additional 0.02 (0.04) dex.

3.4. Projected Phase Space Distribution

Prior studies (e.g., Fardal et al. 2007, 2013; Sadoun et
al. 2014; Miki et al. 2016; Kirihara et al. 2017) have pro-
posed that the NE shelf may have formed from a radial
merger — a merger with low angular momentum that
consequently produces shell-like tidal structures (Hern-
quist & Quinn 1988; Merrifield & Kuijken 1998; Sander-
son & Helmi 2013). These tidal structures create a
“caustic surface” when viewed in radial (r,v,) phase
space, where this surface contains material with simi-
lar orbital energy that originates from the progenitor

disrupted by the radial merger. Owing to the near-
symmetry of this type of event, the resulting signature
in projected (R,v)0s) phase space near the spatial edge
of the shell depends only on the enclosed mass of the
host galaxy and the shell radius (Merrifield & Kuijken
1998; Ebrova et al. 2012; Sanderson & Helmi 2013). In
this section, we provide an overview of the observed fea-
tures of the projected phase space distribution for the
NE shelf (Section 3.4.1) before using the observed dis-
tribution to assess the ability of analytical models to
constrain M31’s gravitational potential at the shelf lo-
cation (Section 3.4.2).

3.4.1. Observed Features of the NE Shelf

Figure 8 shows the line-of-sight velocity (vhelio) of
stars in the NE shelf fields, shifted according to M31’s
systemic velocity (vmz1 = —300 km s~1), versus pro-
jected M31-centric radius (Rproj). In this space, M31
RGB stars clearly show a “wedge” pattern characteris-
tic of a shell formed in a radial merger: the vy, range
decreases with increasing Ry as stars in the shell ap-
proach apocenter, where Unhelio — Umz1 ~ 0 km s~
Given that the velocity dispersion of the NE shelf in
the outermost field (NE4; Rpwoj ~ 29 kpc) is relatively
large (0, ~ 43 km s~! ; Table 2), the data may not
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Figure 9. Histogram of the spatial distribution of satellite
debris in from the FO7 GSS formation model in M31-centric
coordinates (Section 4). We show the spectroscopic field lo-
cations (colored rectangles) and photometric NE and W shelf
edges (black points) from Figure 1. The black outlined box
is the broad selection region used to initially define the sim-
ulated NE shelf.

capture the full radial extent of the shell feature (see
Figure 10).2

The magnitude difference between red clump stars in
the NE shelf and GSS indicates that it is located in
front of the latter feature given their similar CMD mor-
phologies (Ferguson et al. 2005; Richardson et al. 2008)
and consequently that the NE shelf is located in front
of M31 when combined with line-of-sight distance mea-
surements (McConnachie et al. 2003). Thus, the upper
envelope (Vpelio— vmz1 > 0 km s™1) of the caustic cor-
responds to tidally stripped stars moving toward M31,
whereas the lower envelope corresponds to stars mov-
ing away from M31. In the field with the innermost
robust detection of both envelopes of the wedge (NE1;
Figure 5), the positive (negative) envelope has vhelio —
oMzt ~ 49587159 (—83.7715:3) km s~ (Table 2), indi-
cating that the wedge shape is roughly symmetric. That
is, the inbound stars are moving at approximately the
same speed as the outbound stars.

2 The simulations do not predict a distinct “tip” of the wedge pat-
tern in projected phase space for the NE shelf (Figure 10), which
suggests that the NE shelf may not have a well-defined spatial
edge regardless of the spatial coverage of the spectroscopic data.

In addition, the right panel of Figure 8 highlights
M31 RGB stars that probably belong to kinematical
substructure (Section 3.2.2) dominated by the NE shelf
(Section 3.3). The upper envelope appears to have a
higher density of stars than the lower envelope (see also
Figure 5), where the lower envelope only becomes sta-
tistically distinguishable from the background kinemat-
ically hot population at Rprj ~ 19 kpc in NE1. How-
ever, the clustering of stars close to the expected veloc-
ity of the lower envelope in NE3 (Uherio < —400 km s~1;
Figure 5) that have [Fe/H],not consistent with the NE
shelf (Figure 7) implies that the lower envelope may be
present at low levels in the data.

3.4.2. Constraints on the Gravitational Potential of M31

As first shown by Merrifield & Kuijken (1998), here-
after MK98, the observed line-of-sight velocities of stars
in a tidal shell could in principle constrain the radial
component of the gravitational potential (gs) of the host
galaxy at the shell radius (rg). Thus, we utilized our
measurements of M31-centric line-of-sight velocity (vios)
for RGB stars in the NE shelf region as a test of such an-
alytical models. The absolute maximum velocity of the
wedge as a function of projected galactocentric radius R
is given by the following expression,

ol = [ - B, (2)
Ts

MEK98 derived Eq. 2 assuming that a tidal shell is com-
posed of stars on monoenergetic orbits in a plane tan-
gential to the line of sight, where stars in the shell have
low angular momentum such that the three-dimensional
shell velocity (vs) is zero. We adopted Eq. 2 to de-
scribe the shape of the NE shelf wedge pattern instead
of the formulation by Sanderson & Helmi (2013), here-
after SH13,

SH \/rg—i—QRrs —3R2(\/g(rs)(rs — R) + vy)
Vlos =
rs+ R

, (3)

which lifts the monoenergetic and low angular momen-
tum assumptions, because the simpler MK model ex-
hibits better convergence when applied to the data. The
reason for this is likely that the tip of the wedge pat-
tern, which places the strongest constraints on vy, is not
included in the NE shelf data (Section 3.4.1), in con-
junction with the fact that vs is instrinsically difficult
to constrain with typical values of < 30 km s™* (SH13).

In order to estimate g5, we therefore fit Eq. 2 to the
upper envelope of the NE shelf wedge pattern. We used
the upper, as opposed to the lower, envelope owing to
projection effects (SH13) that result in a minor asymme-
try in which the positive edge has a greater maximum
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Figure 10. Similar to Figure 8, except comparing the predictions of N-body models (Fardal et al. 2007, 2012) in the NE
shelf region for the formation of the GSS to observations of RGB stars (black points; this work) and PNe (blue open triangles;
Merrett et al. 2003, 2006). The models contain a combined bulge, disk, and halo component for the host (orange points) and
a satellite component corresponding to GSS-related tidal debris (red points). We show models for a merger remnant with (left
panel) and without (right panel) an intact core. The NE shelf region is defined using Xms1 > 0.2° and —1.5° < Yus1 < 0.5°,
where Xwms1 and Yaus: are defined along the NE major axis (P.A. = 38° E of N) and NW minor axis, respectively. The observed
projected phase space distribution of the NE shelf broadly agrees with that of a tidal shell formed from a radial merger with
the GSS progenitor, where the model with a completely disrupted progenitor provides a better match (Section 4.2).

apparent speed for the innermost field (Figure 8), be-
sides which the detection of the lower envelope in this
field is uncertain (Section 3.4.1). We used the kinemati-
cal parameters from Table 2 to define the upper envelope
using the following equation for each NE shelf field

Vlos = Mo, KCC2 + 204 KCC2 — UM31, (4)

where we calculated dvios using standard error propa-
gation by assuming symmetric average uncertainties on
v, kcc2 and o, kocz. We assessed the possibility of disk
contamination in KCC2 of NE1 by conservatively remov-
ing all stars with [Fe/H]pno in the range expected for
the majority of disk stars (Section 3.3) and found that
the upper envelope location was unchanged.

Thus, we used the non-linear least squares Python al-
gorithm curve_fit (Virtanen et al. 2020) to obtain gs =
3.04 + 0.80 km s~! Myr~! and r, = 36.6 & 2.7 kpc from
the observed shape of the NE shelf wedge. The right
panel of Figure 8 shows the data points corresponding
to the upper edge of the feature and its best-fit model.
Assuming a spherical potential, we can transform these
constraints into an upper limit on M31’s enclosed mass
(Menc) at the shell radius,

2
Menc(r < 7ﬂs) = ggs 5 (5)

where we found that Mg (r < 36.6 kpc) = (9.26 + 2.78)
x 10 Mg, based on the NE shelf data.

We note that these parameter estimates should be
treated with caution given the assumptions involved in
the derivation of Eq. 2. SH13 used the Fardal et al.
(2007) GSS merger simulations to compare the value of
gs derived from the projected phase space distributions
of predicted caustics to the true values in the simulation.
They found that the MK model overestimated the value
of g, by a factor of ~2-3, whereas the more sophisticated
SH13 model produced more accurate estimates. Thus,
the empirically derived value of g, should be interpreted
as an upper limit. We compare this value to literature
measurements of M31’s enclosed mass in Section 6.1.

4. N-BODY MODELS FOR THE FORMATION OF
THE NORTHEAST SHELF

We compared observations of RGB stars in the NE
shelf to predictions of N-body models for the GSS
merger event to test scenarios for the shelf’s forma-
tion. We utilized re-simulations of models from Fardal
et al. (2007), hereafter FO7, and Fardal et al. (2012),
hereafter F12, which were constructed using a static
bulge—disc-halo model for M31’s gravitational potential
(Geehan et al. 2006) and a spherical Plummer model
for a satellite progenitor consisting of only a stellar
component (Fardal et al. 2006). A particle realization
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Figure 11. Similar to Figure 10, except we restricted the selection region for the NE Shelf in the N-body models to the location
of the spectroscopic fields (Figure 1). Top panels (bottom panels) show the comparison to the M31 host (satellite debris) models
with (left panels) and without (right panels) an intact core. The NE shelf region in the simulations is dominated by tidal debris,
as opposed to the disk or phase-mixed stellar halo, at the data location, although the models predict a non-negligible disk
contribution from vheiio — vams1 ~ +(50 — 150) km s7!at Rproj < 23 kpe (Section 4.1).

for the M31 host component was incorporated follow-
ing the conclusion of the dynamical evolution of the N-
body satellite model. In the F07 (F12) model, com-
plete (partial) disruption of a satellite with stellar mass
M, =2.2x10° My, (3.1x10° M) occurs 0.84 Gyr (0.97
Gyr) ago within a M31 host with stellar mass M, =
1.1 x 10" Mg and virial mass Magg = 1.7 x 102 Mg,
for each simulation.

For the FO7 and F12 models, respectively, the or-
bit of the progenitor was fitted to reproduce the ob-
served properties of the GSS, not those of the NE, W,
or SE shelves. Despite this, the models have shown good
agreement with kinematics of RGB stars in the SE and
W shelves (Gilbert et al. 2007; Fardal et al. 2012) and
promising overlap with PNe kinematics for a small sam-
ple in the NE shelf region (Merrett et al. 2003, 2006;
Fardal et al. 2007, 2013). Figure 9 shows the satellite
debris distribution on the sky for the FO7 model, where
the distribution for the F12 model is similar.

4.1. Predicted Projected Phase Space Distributions

To assess whether this agreement extends to the kine-
matics of RGB stars in the NE shelf over a larger spa-
tial extent, we compared the predicted projected phase
space distributions to the observations in Figure 10.
We also show the PNe observations from Merrett et
al. (2003, 2006) identified as a possible continuation
of the GSS. We initially selected the NE shelf region
in the simulations using the criteria Xy31 > 0.2° and
—1.5° < Yums1 < 0.5° (Figure 9), where Xy31 and Yysg
are defined along the NE major axis (P.A. = 38° E of
N) and NW minor axis in the tangent plane. We first
chose to inspect the NE shelf over a larger spatial area
than spanned by the spectroscopic fields for better sta-
tistical representations of the models. Additionally, we
separated the N-body model particles into M31 host and
GSS-related satellite debris components in Figure 10.

For models with (F12) and without (F07) an intact
satellite progenitor core, the projected phase space dis-
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Figure 12. Line-of-sight velocity distributions predicted for the NE shelf at the field locations (Figure 11) by N-body models for
the formation of the GSS (Fardal et al. 2007, 2012) compared to observations of M31 RGB stars in the NE shelf (cf. Figure 5).
We represent the velocity distributions using Gaussian kernel density estimation with o = 15 km s~!. We show the predicted
velocity distributions for the satellite debris components of the models with (red dotted lines) and without (red dashed lines)
an intact core over the radial range spanned by each spectroscopic field. We also show the 1o confidence intervals (grey shaded
regions) from the velocity measurement uncertainty on the observed distributions (solid black lines). Neither model is able to
reproduce the velocity distributions in detail, although the model without an intact core is a better match (Section 4.2).

tribution of the tidal debris clearly provides a qualitative
match to the NE shelf data. This not only supports the
empirically motivated conclusion that the NE shelf is in-
deed a tidal shell (Section 3.4.1), but also provides com-
pelling evidence in favor of a GSS-related origin. For the
first time, we present a complete detection of the char-
acteristic wedge pattern in the sense that it includes the
returning stream component (i.e., the positive-velocity
upper envelope) of the NE shelf. However, Figure 10
supports the notion that the NE shelf observations do
not resolve the tip of the wedge pattern (Section 3.4.1)
predicted to reside at Rpro; 2 35 kpe, where the tip is
required to provide constraints on the 3D shell veloc-
ity (Section 3.4.2). Figure 10 also corroborates the fact
that the predicted negative-velocity caustic at Rpro5 ~
15 kpc does not appear to be detected in the data (Sec-
tion 3.2). In general, the modeled upper envelopes of
the wedge pattern appear to provide better fits to the
data than the lower envelopes.

In order to explore predictions more equivalent to the
observations, we restricted the NE shelf selection region
in the models to an area similar to the spatial coverage of
the spectroscopic fields in Figure 11. We found that the
modeled disk contribution is substantially lower at the
location of the NE shelf fields (in contrast to the broad
selection region used in Figure 10). In the model with
(without) an intact core, the host component constitutes
16.3% (41.1%) of the total particles, indicating that the
expected satellite debris density is higher for the intact

core model (Section 4.2). The M31 host model predicts
a non-negligible disk component at vnelio — vms1 ~ +30,
+55, and +70 km s~! that overlaps with the primary,
secondary, and secondary KCCs in NE3, NE1, and NE6,
respectively, all of which are suspected of being con-
taminated by the disk (Section 3.2.3, Section 3.3). The
contamination from the host decreases with projected
radius, where the specific fractional contributions de-
pend on the satellite model assumptions. Furthermore,
the relative fraction of host versus satellite debris mate-
rial is highly dependent on model assumptions regarding
M31’s mass and structural components.

4.2. Remnant Core or Complete Disruption of the
Satellite Progenitor?

We evaluated whether the model with (F12) or with-
out (FO7) an intact satellite progenitor core provides a
better fit to the observations. Figures 10 and 11 show
that the primary difference between the projected phase
space distributions of models with and without an intact
core is a relative enhancement of structure (cf. Fardal et
al. 2013) at vpelio — vm31 < 0 km s™! and an associated
dearth of material approaching the tip of the wedge pat-
tern. From an initial inspection, the model without an
intact core appears to provide a better match to the
data, given the lack of obvious clumping in the interior
of the observed wedge pattern (excepting perhaps the
third component of unclear origin in NE3; Section 3.2).
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We further demonstrate the incompatibility of the in-
tact core model in Figure 12, where we show the pre-
dicted versus observed line-of-sight velocity distribu-
tions for the NE shelf. The observed distribution is
constructed from all RGB stars in the NE shelf fields,
given evidence that the population is dominated by tidal
debris (Section 3.3). The model distributions are con-
structed using only the satellite debris component at the
data location (used in Figure 11). In each case, we rep-
resent the velocity distributions using Gaussian kernel
density estimation with ¢ = 15 km s~!. We calculated
the uncertainty in the observed distribution via 10® per-
turbations by the (Gaussian) velocity uncertainties and
re-evaluations of the kernel-smoothed probability den-
sity functions. The predicted line-of-sight velocity dis-
tributions constructed when including the host compo-
nent are qualitatively consistent with those based solely
on the satellite component for the F12 model. The main
change for the FO7 model is the addition of a peak at
Vhelio ~ —270 km s~! in NE3 caused by the disk.

Although Figure 12 shows that the models can roughly
mimic the behavior of the observed line-of-sight veloc-
ity as a function of radius, particularly in terms of the
width of the distributions, neither model provides an
ideal match to the data. For example, the prominence
and location of the negative-velocity edges of the mod-
eled distributions, which correspond to the lower en-
velopes of the wedge patterns, do not approximate the
data well. This disagreement is more pronounced for
the F12 model than the FO7 model. The F12 model also
predicts more structure near M31’s systemic velocity for
Rproj S 22 kpc than is observed in the distributions.

We quantified the degree of similarity between mod-
eled and observed velocity distributions as a function of
radius using an Anderson-Darling test. We performed
103 trials in which we computed the test statistic be-
tween the perturbed observed velocity distributions and
a random sampling of equal size from the models at the
data location. The null hypothesis that the F12 model
with an intact core is drawn from the same underlying
distribution as the data can be rejected below the ~5%
level in NE1, NE6, and NE4, but not below the ~15% level
for the other fields. The F07 model can be rejected at
the ~5% level for NE2 but is consistent above the 10%
for all other fields. Including the host component does
not alter these conclusions for either model.

In summary, the best available observational evidence
favors a scenario in which the satellite progenitor that
produced the NE shelf has completely disrupted, or at
least is not present in the NE shelf region probed in this
work, although comparison with a larger suite of N-body
models is necessary for confirmation. If the intact core of

the progenitor does exist, it could instead be embedded
in the disk at Vhelio — Unms1 ~ —49467 km s~! compared
to typical disk velocities of vpelio — vaz1 ~ +80 + 40 km
s~! at predicted core positions (Fardal et al. 2013).In
the SPLASH survey of M31’s disk, Dorman et al. (2012)
tentatively detected NE shelf tidal debris as a forward
continuation of the GSS at vhelio < —500 km s~ but did
not find evidence of a velocity signature resembling that
of an intact core. We further explore the possibility that
the progenitor core is present in the SPLASH disk data
in Section 5.1. We also discuss literature models for the
NE shelf’s formation in the context of our observations
in Section 6.2.

5. COMPARISON TO THE DISK, WEST AND
SOUTHEAST SHELVES, AND THE GIANT
STELLAR STREAM

5.1. Projected Phase Space Distributions

We compared the projected phase space distribution
of the NE shelf to the W and SE shelves and the GSS
to explore the relationship between the likely associated
tidal features. Figure 13 shows M31-centric heliocentric
velocity versus projected M31-centric radius for the NE
shelf (this work), the GSS (Gilbert et al. 2009, hereafter
G09), and the W (F12) and SE (Gilbert et al. 2007, here-
after GOT7) shelves, in addition to the stream PNe from
Merrett et al. (2003, 2006). We also compared the NE
shelf to M31’s disk as surveyed by SPLASH (Dorman
et al. 2012, 2015) given that the intact core of the GSS
progenitor may be embedded in the disk (Section 4.2).

For each feature, we show only stars that are more
likely to belong to M31 than the MW foreground. For
the GSS and SE shelves, M31 membership was evalu-
ated using the likelihood-based method of Gilbert et al.
(2006) as part of the SPLASH survey of M31’s halo.? In
contrast to F12, we utilized the Bayesian technique by
Escala et al. (2020b) to identify M31 stars (Section 3.1)
in the W shelf,* where this approach produces similar re-
sults to the original Gilbert et al. method. We excluded
the innermost W shelf field (Figure 1) from our analysis

3 We constructed samples from spectroscopic fields (Figure 1) £207,
H13s, and a3 for the GSS (Guhathakurta et al. 2006; Kalirai et
al. 2006; Gilbert et al. 2009) and H11, £116, and £123 for the
SE shelf (Kalirai et al. 2006; Gilbert et al. 2007). We classified
stars with likelihoods (L;) > 0 when including radial velocity as
a diagnostic (Gilbert et al. 2006) as M31 members.

Unlike the NE shelf (Section 3.1), likelihood-based methods cal-
ibrated to the SE quadrant of M31’s halo (Gilbert et al. 2006;
Escala et al. 2020b) can be reliably applied to the W shelf when
including radial velocity as a diagnostic. The W shelf velocity dis-
tribution does not significantly overlap with the MW foreground
and the stellar surface density (and expected MW contamination)
of the halo in the NW quadrant is similar to the SE.

IS
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Figure 13. Heliocentric velocity relative to M31’s systemic velocity versus projected M31-centric radius for M31 RGB stars
(Section 5.1) along the line-of-sight to the GSS (green open squares; Gilbert et al. 2009), the NE (red filled triangles; this
work), W (outlined magenta circles; F12), and SE (blue open diamonds) shelves, and the region of M31’s northeastern disk
surveyed by SPLASH (black points; Dorman et al. 2012, 2015). We also show PNe that are possibly GSS-related (blue open
inverted triangles; Merrett et al. 2003, 2006). Each RGB sample contains stars belonging to the phase-mixed stellar halo in
addition to substructure (i.e., the disk and/or tidal debris). (Left panel) The NE shelf compared to the GSS and the disk region.
The secondary kinematical component along the GSS known as the KCC (Kalirai et al. 2006; Gilbert et al. 2009) is located
at Vnelio — Um31 > —150 km s~ and Rproj < 25 kpc, overlapping with the lower envelope of the NE shelf. We do not find
clear evidence for a continuation of the NE shelf in the disk region or an intact progenitor core based on its predicted velocity
range (Section 4.2; Fardal et al. 2013). (Right panel) The shell patterns for the NE, W, and SE shelves, which are predicted
to correspond to successive orbital wraps of GSS-related tidal debris. We show the projected radial range of the NE shelf edge

inferred from imaging by FO7 for reference.

owing to contamination by NGC 205 (F12). For stars in
the SPLASH disk region, membership was determined
from CMD position and the absorption strength of the
Na I A8190 doublet (I. Escala et al., in preparation).
We note that we do not distinguish between RGB stars
belonging to substructure (i.e., the disk and/or tidal de-
bris) and the phase-mixed halo in Figure 13.

The right panel of Figure 13 suggests that the NE,
W, and SE shelves form a sequence of tidal shells at
successively lower energy. This fits with the prediction
that they correspond to GSS progenitor tidal debris ap-
proaching its second, third, and fourth pericentric pas-
sage, respectively (e.g., FO7, Fardal et al. 2013). The
NE shelf is the outermost shell, extending to Rproj 2 31
kpc and spanning < 400 km s~!, whereas the W and SE
shelves are contained within Rp.05 ~ 25 kpc and ~ 18
kpc respectively and |vpelio — vmz1| ~ 100 km s™1. For
reference, we show the projected radial range of the NE
shelf edge inferred from imaging by F07, where the ge-

ometrical orientation of the shell relative to the line-of-
sight causes this apparent variation in Rp.0;. Regardless
of whether GSS formation models can match detailed
observations in the shelves (Section 4), their concentric
wedge patterns provide compelling evidence for a shared
origin in the tidal disruption of a single satellite galaxy.

The left panel of Figure 13 shows the NE shelf com-
pared to the GSS and the disk region. The GSS fields in-
clude a secondary kinematical component known as the
KCC that is likely physically associated with the GSS
based on their tight correlation in Ry versus vhelio
space (Figure 13) and chemical similarities (Kalirai et
al. 2006; Gilbert et al. 2009, 2019). Additionally, the
potential forward continuation of the GSS speculated to
be the NE shelf by Dorman et al. (2012) (Section 4.2)
is visible in the disk data at vpelio — vm3z1 < —200 km
s~! and Rproj S 15 kpe. However, this group of stars
does not seem to be consistent with an inward extension
of the lower envelope of the NE shelf wedge pattern as
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Figure 14. Photometric MDFs for the NE shelf (red histogram, left panel), W shelf (magenta histogram, middle panel),
and SE shelf (blue histogram, right panel) compared to the GSS (green hatched histograms) and the smooth halo (gray filled
histograms). Each stream/shelf sample consists of stars classified as M31 members (Section 3.1, 5.1) that probably belong to a
given tidal feature (psub > 0.5; Section 3.2.2, 5.2). The smooth halo sample is made from M31 members in SPLASH halo fields
spanning 12-33 kpc (Gilbert et al. 2012) with psupb < 0.2. We determined [Fe/H]pnot for the smooth halo, GSS, W shelf, and SE
shelf homogeneously with the NE shelf (Section 2.2). The median [Fe/H]pnot for each sample is shown as arrows (Table 4). The
NE shelf has the same metallicity as the GSS and the SE shelf and is distinct from the smooth halo. The median [Fe/H]pnot of
the W shelf MDF is lower due to contamination by metal-poor halo stars, but shares a similar MDF peak.

probed by our data. The lower envelope of the NE shelf
instead overlaps in phase space with the KCC.

In a minor merger scenario for the formation of the
GSS, the KCC could originate from an extension of the
shelves (G09). The W shelf is the most promising can-
didate because its extent is not well-constrained owing
to obscuration by M31’s southwestern disk. Moreover,
GSS formation models predict negligible contributions
from the NE and SE shelves along the GSS (F07, F12).
For the KCC to originate from a symmetric extension of
the NE shelf, it would minimally require that the posi-
tive velocity caustic of the shell was depopulated at the
KCC location. Additional GSS formation models will be
necessary to evaluate this possible origin for the KCC.

Figure 13 also shows the predicted velocity range of
an intact GSS progenitor core, vpelio — Unmz1 = —49 + 67
km s=1 (Fardal et al. 2013) compared to the expanded
SPLASH disk dataset (i.e., including spectroscopic fields
published by Dorman et al. 2015). As in the case of the
NE shelf (Section 4.2), we do not find evidence for the
presence of an intact core in the SPLASH data based on
current theoretical predictions. The apparent clumps
of stars at Rproj ~ 5-8 kpc within the predicted veloc-
ity range are probably associated with the disk, which
approaches more halo-like velocities in this radial range
(Dorman et al. 2012). Such clumps in velocity space
also do not correspond to any spatial concentrations that
would resemble a core. Moreover, the most likely loca-
tions for the core position are nearer to the NE shelf, not
within the inner 5-8 kpc of the disk, although this radial
range is not excluded by the models (Fardal et al. 2013).
We note that Davidge (2012) identified an overdensity

Table 4. Photometric Metallicity Distribution Properties
for the Smooth Halo, GSS and NE, W, and SE Shelves

Feature [Fe/H]phot,mea  ([Fe/Hphot)  OfFe/H] o
Smooth Halo ~ —0.637003  —0.75+£0.03 0.53 +£0.02
GSS —0.43700%  —0.56 £ 0.02  0.45 + 0.02
NE shelf —0.42 £ 0.01  —0.53 £ 0.02 0.39 £ 0.02
W shelf —0.55 £ 0.04  —0.671502  0.43 £ 0.02
SE shelf —0.447007  —0.50 £ 0.02  0.39 + 0.02

Note. — Similar to Table 3, except comparing the NE shelf to
likely associated tidal features and the smooth halo. We measured
[Fe/H]phot homogeneously for each feature following Section 2.2.
References for the original data: Halo (Gilbert et al. 2014), GSS
(Gilbert et al. 2009), W shelf (Fardal et al. 2012), SE shelf (Gilbert
et al. 2007).

at Rproj ~ 3.5 kpc that is a plausible candidate for the
GSS core, but this is outside the innermost extent of the
SPLASH survey region.

5.2. Photometric Metallicity Distributions

We assessed whether the [Fe/H|pno, distributions of
M31’s giant stream and shell system support the predic-
tion that each feature originates from the disruption of
a single progenitor. Figure 14 shows MDF's for the NE,
W, and SE shelves compared to the GSS and the phase-
mixed (“smooth”) component of the stellar halo. We
assembled the smooth halo sample from M31 members
in SPLASH halo fields spanning 12-33 kpc (Gilbert et al.
2012, 2014).° We measured [Fe/H]pnot homogeneously

5 This radial range spans the following spectroscopic fields: Hi1,
£115, £116, £207, £135, H13s, £130, a0, and a3.
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for each sample following Section 2.2. In order to sepa-
rate tidal debris from smooth halo stars, we calculated
substructure probabilities (psub; €.g., Section 3.2.2) for
all RGB stars (Section 5.1) along the line-of-sight to each
sample. For the GSS, SE shelf, and smooth halo, we em-
ployed G18’s velocity distribution models to determine
Psub, whereas we performed our own modeling of the
velocity distribution for the W shelf (Appendix A).

We defined the tidal debris MDFs using stars that
are more likely to belong to substructure than to the
kinematically hot halo-like population (psun > 0.5). We
adopted this more inclusive threshold for substructure
membership (as opposed to psyp > 0.75) to maximize
the sample size for the SE shelf, where its velocity sig-
nature at the base of its wedge pattern (vpelio ~ —300
km s7! o, ~ 55 km s7!; GO7, G18) makes it diffi-
cult to disentangle from the halo. The SE and W shelf
MDFs are the most likely to suffer from halo contam-
ination, where the maximum values of pg,, are ~82%
and ~89%, respectively, whereas the GSS and NE shelf
achieve maximum values of ~95%. We used pg,, < 0.2
to conservatively define the smooth halo MDF.

Figure 14 demonstrates that the peak metallicities
([Fe/H]phot ~ —0.40; Table 4) and shapes of the MDFs
are similar between the shelves and the GSS, whereas
they are distinct from the smooth halo MDF ([Fe/H]pnot
~ —0.6). The median (mean) [Fe/H],not of the W shelf
is more metal-poor than the GSS and the other shelves,
but this discrepancy likely results from increased con-
tamination by comparatively metal-poor halo stars at
[Fe/H]phot S —0.7. Based on an iterative analysis in
which substructure probabilities were calculated using
both chemical and kinematical information, F12 ampli-
fied differences between the tidal debris and phase-mixed
halo populations in the W shelf region to show that the
[Fe/H]phot 2 —0.7 metallicity range is dominated by the
W shelf. Previous analyses of the [Fe/H|pnot distribu-
tions of the W and SE shelves (F12, G07) found agree-
ment with the GSS, supporting a common origin sce-
nario for these tidal features. Escala et al. (2021) also
found agreement between spectral-synthesis based mea-
surements of [Fe/H] and [«/Fe] in the SE shelf and GSS
as part of the Elemental Abundances in M31 survey.

Figure 14 further shows that the metallicity distribu-
tion of the NE shelf broadly agrees with the GSS, and by
extension the W and SE shelves. We tested the hypoth-
esis that the NE shelf and GSS MDFs share a common
origin using a psup-weighted Anderson-Darling test with
103 bootstrap resamplings, finding that it could not be
rejected below a 5% significance level. This conclusion
is not affected by the selection criterion for NE shelf and
GSS stars (i.e., by halo contamination) given that these

regions are heavily polluted by tidal debris (Section 3.3;
G09). Thus, the chemical similarity between the NE
shelf and the GSS/other shelves provides evidence in
favor of a direct physical association between the tidal
features, especially given the independent corroboration
by the projected phase space distributions (Section 5.1).

6. DISCUSSION
6.1. The Enclosed Mass of M31

We compared the estimate of M31’s enclosed mass
from NE shell kinematics (Section 3.4.2), My = (9.26
+ 2.78) x10'' M, at a shell radius rs = 36.6 & 2.7 kpc,
to recent literature measurements of M31’s virial mass
(see e.g., Evans & Wilkinson 2000 and Klypin et al.
2002 for earlier measurements) from various kinematic
tracers. From M31’s satellite galaxies, Watkins et al.
2010, Tollerud et al. (2012), and Patel et al. (2017)
measured consistent virial masses in the lo range of
Mago = (1.0—1.8) x10'2M. An analysis using globu-
lar cluster kinematics by Veljanoski et al. (2013) found
agreement with values of Mgy = (1.0 — 1.7) x 102 M.
Additionally, applying the timing argument to measure
the masses of the MW and M31 simultaneously yields
M200$M31 = (15 + 04) X 1012M@ when combined with
previous observational estimates of M31’s virial mass
(van der Marel & Guhathakurta 2008; van der Marel et
al. 2012). The Bayesian sampling approach of Fardal et
al. (2013) to infer M31’s virial mass from GSS merger
models is also in accord with other measurements, where
they found logy(Mago/Me) = 12.23 £ 0.10.

Owing to the general agreement between measure-
ments of M31’s virial mass and the fact that Fardal et
al. (2013) similarly used tidal debris to obtain their mea-
surement, we focused on comparisons to their analysis
to place our mass estimate in context. We converted
Fardal et al.’s value into an estimate of the enclosed
halo mass at the NE shell radius according to their
assumed Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW) profile, finding
Menc halo(T = 75) = (3.48 £ 0.49) x10* M. To obtain
the total enclosed mass including baryons, we incorpo-
rated the mass of the bulge associated with the NFW
profile (My, = 3.40 x 1019M)) and the mass of the disk
at the NE shell radius projected onto the disk plane.
Given the total mass of the disk in the simulations
(Mg tor = 7.34 x 101°My,), its scale length (Rq = 5.40
kpc), and assuming Rs = 40 kpc (the maximum value of
Raisk in the field at the tip of the wedge pattern, NE4),
My(r = rg) = 7.29 x10'°My. The enclosed mass at
the NE shell radius deduced from Fardal et al. 2013 is
therefore Menc(r = rs) = (4.55 4 0.49) x10'* M.

This calculation validates the interpretation of the
MK-based approximation (Eq. 2) of the enclosed mass
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as a likely overestimate (Section 3.4.2; F07, SH13) by location than other shelves (Fardal et al. 2013; Hammer
a factor of 2.04 + 2.82. Future work could simulta- et al. 2018). In the Hammer et al. simulations, the NE
neously leverage measurements from the NE, W, and shelf often appears smaller on the sky than observed,
SE shelves—either in combination with N-body mod- highlighting the need for major merger models to ex-
els or more sophisticated numerical implementations of plore whether they can reproduce M31’s shell system in
the shell equations—to improve constraints on M31’s detail. In any given scenario, the impact of significant
enclosed mass from shell kinematics. internal rotation in the progenitor on the distribution of
tidal debris in the shelves similarly warrants further ex-
6.2. Implications for GSS Merger Scenarios amination (e.g., Fardal et al. 2008; Kirihara et al. 2017;
We discuss the implications of the projected phase D’Souza & Bell 2018), where in this work we have only
space and metallicity distributions of the NE shelf for performed comparisons to models with spheroidal pro-
aspects of GSS merger scenarios not considered in Sec- genitors (Section 4). Thus, the combination of new ob-
tions 4 and 5. As previously established, the NE shelf servational constraints for the NE shelf presented in this
metallicity distribution can place unique constraints on work and existing constraints from prior studies of the
GSS formation models that track metallicity because the W and SE shelves (G07, F12) have great potential for
metal-rich central debris of the progenitor most likely refining future GSS merger models.
pollutes this region (Fardal et al. 2008; Miki et al. 2016;
Kirihara et al. 2017). For example, Miki et al. (2016) 7. SUMMARY
predicted that an observed negative metallicity gradi- We have measured radial velocities and photometric
ent in the GSS (Ibata et al. 2007; Gilbert et al. 2009; metallicities from Keck/DEIMOS spectra of 556 RGB
Conn et al. 2016; Cohen et al. 2018; Escala et al. 2021) stars spanning 13—31 projected kpc along the line-of-
should result in higher metallicity for the NE shelf than sight to M31’s NE shelf. We have performed the first de-
other GSS-related tidal structures, whereas the W shelf tailed kinematical and chemical characterization of RGB
and GSS metallicity should be comparable (as found by stars in the NE shelf and have presented the first com-
F12).5 In contrast, the NE shelf metallicity distribu- plete detection of a “wedge” pattern in projected phase
tion appears to be consistent with that of the W shelf space (i.e., that includes the returning stream compo-
and GSS (Section 5.2) rather than being more metal- nent of the shelf; Section 3.4.1). This study presents
rich. However, more detailed explorations of the NE conclusive evidence that (1) the NE shelf is indeed a
shelf MDF (Section 3.3) may reveal subtle variations on tidal shell as inferred from prior studies and (2) the NE
the sky that could be mapped to model predictions. shelf forms a multiple shell system together with the W
Regarding the projected phase space distribution of and SE shelves (Section 5.1). We have also found that:
the NE shelf, Fardal et al. (2013) found that N-body
models with high values of satellite progenitor mass and 1. The photometric MDF of RGB stars along the
central density corresponded to the presence of a large line-of-sight to the NE shelf (median [Fe/H|pnot =
intact core in the NE shelf region. The lack of an appar- —0.42 £ 0.01) is likely dominated by tidal debris as
ent core in the NE shelf (Section 4.2) or the neighbor- opposed to M31’s disk or phase-mixed component
ing disk (Section 5.1) therefore supports a lower central of M31’s stellar halo, although there is evidence
density and mass for the progenitor such that it com- for a low level of disk contamination (Section 3.3).

pletely disrupts in the case of a minor merger. In a
major merger, the progenitor core has been suggested
to be fully disrupted (Hammer et al. 2018) or intact in
the form of M32 (D’Souza & Bell 2018), although this
latter possibility is in direct contradiction to the posi-

2. The MDF of the NE shelf is consistent with the
GSS and W and SE shelves, supporting a di-
rect physical association between the tidal features
(Section 5.2).

tions and velocities of central orbits consistent with the 3. The projected phase space distribution of the NE
shelves in the Fardal et al. models. shelf exhibits broad agreement with GSS forma-

Both minor and major merger models have found that tion models in which the NE shelf is the second
observational constraints from the GSS (and the disk for orbital wrap of the progenitor (F07, F12; Sec-
major mergers) allow for more variation in the NE shelf tion 4.1), thereby providing support for this origin

in a minor merger scenario.

6 The metallicity here refers to the high surface brightness regions 4. There is currently no evidence for a kinematical

of the GSS (Whlch are used in this work; Figure 1, Section 5.1), signature in the NE shelf region (Section 4’2) or
as opposed to its more metal-poor envelope.
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in the neighboring disk (Section 5.1) correspond-
ing to an intact GSS progenitor core, thereby fa-
voring formation models in which the progenitor
is completely disrupted (Section 6.2).

5. Regardless of the degree to which the model pre-
dictions and observations of the NE shelf agree
(Section 4), the simplicity of a common origin sce-
nario for explaining the concentric wedge patterns
of the NE, W, and SE shelves independently pro-
vides proof in its favor (Section 5.1).

6. The projected phase space distribution of the NE
shelf in combination with analytical models for
tidal shell formation constrains M31’s enclosed
mass to an upper limit of (9.26 + 2.78) x 1011 My
at a shell radius of 36.6 & 2.7 kpc (Section 3.4.2),
which is likely an overestimate by approximately a
factor of two in agreement with expectations from
simulations (Section 6.1).

IE acknowledges generous support from a Carnegie-
Princeton Fellowship through the Carnegie Observato-
ries. This material is based upon work supported by
the NSF under Grants No. AST-1909759 (PG), AST-
1909066 (KMG), and AST-2007232 (RES). RES addi-
tionally acknowledges support from NASA grant 19-
ATP19-0068, the Research Corporation through the
Scialog Fellows program on Time Domain Astronomy,
and from HST-AR-15809 through STScl.

We are grateful to the many people who have worked
to make the Keck Telescope and its instruments a re-
ality and to operate and maintain the Keck Observa-
tory. The authors wish to recognize and acknowledge
the very significant cultural role and reverence that the
summit of Maunakea has always had within the indige-
nous Hawaiian community. We are most fortunate to
have the opportunity to conduct observations from this
mountain.

Facilities: Keck (DEIMOS), CFHT (MegaCam)

Software: astropy (Astropy Collaboration et al.
2013, 2018), scikit-learn (Pedregosa et al. 2011), em-
cee (Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013), scipy (Virtanen et al.
2020), numpy, matplotlib

APPENDIX

A. EMPIRICAL MODELING OF THE W SHELF VELOCITY DISTRIBUTION

In Section 5.2, we compared the photometric MDFs of the NE shelf to those of the GSS, SE shelf, and W shelf.
This comparison requires the identification of RGB stars that probably belong to substructure in order to select a

relatively clean sample of stars associated with the various tidal debris features.

Although the observed velocity

distributions of the GSS and SE shelf have been previously modeled empirically (Gilbert et al. 2018) similar to the
NE shelf (Section 3.2), this is not the case for the W shelf. In order to calculate a MDF for the W shelf, F12 instead
used their N-body model for the GSS merger to evaluate the likelihood that a RGB star belonged to GSS tidal debris
versus their M31 host model constructed from a disk and halo component (Section 4). Thus, we empirically modeled
the velocity distribution of the W shelf using a Gaussian mixture following Section 3.2.
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== empirical velocity model (this work) —  ----- first W shelf component M31 RGB stars
fixed halo-like component (Gilbert+18) = second W oshelf component
T T T T T T T T T
0.015 Zone 2 41 Zone 3 41 H Zone 4 i
Rproj = 18.1 kpe Rproj = 21.2 kpe Rproj = 24.3 kpe

T
L
T

0.010

Probability

0.005 |-

S . | = |
—500 —300 —100 —500 —300 —100 —500 ~300 ~100
Vhelio [km/s] Vhelio [km/s] Vhelio [km/s]

Figure 15. Same as Figure 5, except for the W shelf. We excluded the innermost spectroscopic field targeting the W shelf

(Figure 1) from the analysis in Section 5 owing to contamination from NGC 205 (F12). We separated the W shelf fields into
radial zones similar to those utilized by F12 for the velocity distribution modeling (Section 3.2).

Table 5. Empirical Velocity Distribution Model Parameters for the W Shelf

Field Rproj Ihalo Ohalo HKCC1 OKCC1 fxcer HKCC2 OKCC2 fxcee
(kpc) (km/s)  (km/s)  (km/s) (km/s) (km/s) (km/s) (km/s) (km/s)

Zone 2 18.1 —324.8 98.1 —295.5T288 2447340 0.207075  —213.673%  16.3T3%  0.33%009

Zone 3 21.2 —325.3 98.1 —282.9749 30.07%5 0587008

Zone 4 24.3 —323.3 98.0 —-312.212% 133757 0.487007

Note. — Same as Table 2, except for the W shelf.

We separated the W shelf fields into radial zones analogous to those used by F12, where we discarded the innermost
field (F12’s Zone 1) from the analysis owing to contamination from NGC 205. We incorporated the outermost field
(F12’s Zone 5) into our Zone 4 given that this field primarily contains phase-mixed halo stars and therefore does not
affect the mean and dispersion of the W shelf component over this radial range. The net effect of constructing the
Zone 4 model additionally using stars in Zone 5 is to decrease fxcc and slightly decrease pgyp for stars in both zones.
This effect is negligible in practice owing to the pg,1, threshold adopted in Section 5.2.

We assumed Neomp = (2, 1, 1) substructure components for Zones (2, 3, 4) in addition to a kinematically hot halo-like
component adopted from Gilbert et al. (2018) for each zone (Section 3.2.1). We note that the contribution of M31’s
disk to the velocity distribution of the W shelf fields is expected to be negligible (F12). Table 5 presents the empirical
velocity distribution model parameters for each radial zone and Figure 15 shows the observed velocity distributions of
each radial zone compared to its model. Given these models, we computed the probability that each RGB star in the
W shelf fields belongs to substructure (Section 3.2.2) for use in determining the MDF of the W shelf.
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