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ABSTRACT

We present an analysis of the structure, kinematics, and chemo-dynamical properties of the Milky
Way bulge using RR Lyrae stars from OGLE, and giant stars from APOGEE and Gaia that have
distances placing them in the inner Galaxy. Firstly, using a sample of 1,879 ab-type RR Lyrae stars
(RRabs) from OGLE-IV, we identified three populations: central bulge RRabs, the inner bulge RRabs,
and halo or disk interlopers, based on their apocenters derived from orbital integration. Inner bulge
RRabs kinematically align with the Galactic bar, while central bulge RRabs show slower rotation
with lower velocity dispersion. Higher velocity dispersion stars were identified as halo/disk interlopers.
Then, orbital analysis of 28,188 APOGEE Red Clump and Red Giant Branch stars revealed kinematic
properties consistent with RRabs, and the chemical abundance distribution displayed a bimodal stel-
lar density pattern, suggesting complex star evolution histories and slightly different star formation
histories for the inner bulge and central bulge. The differences in the density distribution on the
|Z| max-eccentricity plane for the central bulge, inner bulge, and interlopers are clearly detected. It is
found that the classification of bulge stars based on orbital parameters, rather than solely on metal-
licity, provides a more accurate population separation. As the inner bulge, which contains the highest
fraction of stars, traces the bar formed by the instability of the Galactic disk, our results support that
pseudo-bulge is the primary origin of the bulge. Furthermore, fitting the observed data to both the
boxy and X-shaped bulge models indicated a preference for the boxy bulge.

Keywords: Galactic bulge (2041); Milky Way Galaxy (1054); Stellar properties (1624); Stellar abun-
dances (1577); Milky Way disk (1050);

1. INTRODUCTION

The Galactic bulge comprises multiple stellar popula-
tions with distinct structural, kinematic, and chemical
characteristics, reflecting the complex dynamical pro-
cesses that govern its formation and evolution (Kunder
et al. 2020; Barbuy et al. 2018). It probably formed
through the collapse of gas and/or hierarchical merg-
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ers, leading to a classical bulge, or via secular evolu-
tion driven by disk and bar instabilities, resulting in a
pseudo-bulge (Babusiaux 2016). Although both mech-
anisms may coexist (Obreja et al. 2013), it remains a
debated question whether both are present within the
Galactic bulge (Zoccali et al. 2008).

Recent studies have utilized various stellar tracers,
such as RR Lyrae (RRL) stars, Mira variables, and
Red Clump (RC) stars, to investigate the Galactic
bulge. RRLs, representing the oldest bulge population
(Z 12Gyr), serve as standard candles for determin-
ing the distance through their period-luminosity rela-
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tionships. As fundamental-mode pulsators, RRab stars
have well-defined pulsation properties that enable pre-
cise measurements of metallicity, reddening, and dis-
tance, making them essential for mapping the spa-
tial structure of the bulge. Sanders et al. (2024) and
Baba & Kawata (2020) suggested that the Milky Way
bar’s formation can be dated by considering the oldest
stars in the formed nuclear stellar disc. In the heav-
ily obscured and densely populated bulge, bright, high-
amplitude Mira variables offer valuable age estimates
due to their period-age relation. Notably, Mira vari-
ables with periods around 350 days reveal a kinematic
transition from nuclear stellar disc-dominated to bar-
bulge-dominated dynamics. This finding supports a sig-
nificant star formation burst in the nuclear stellar disc
approximately 8 + 1 Gyr ago, with possible indications
of earlier, more gradual formation scenarios. Semczuk
et al. (2022) found that younger Mira variables tend to
be located at more negative Galactic longitudes, which
can be attributed to the age-dependent morphology of
the boxy/peanut bulge. It is important to note that ob-
servational biases in the RRL and RC samples, particu-
larly those arising from distance errors and non-uniform
sampling in longitude, significantly impact the results
when using these tracers to probe the bulge (Zoccali et
al. 2024).

Understanding the structure of the Galactic bulge is
essential for unraveling the formation history and evo-
lution of the Milky Way. The bulge’s morphology has
been a subject of ongoing debate, with different stud-
ies suggesting various structural features. Pietrukow-
icz et al. (2015) utilized OGLE-IV data to demonstrate
that the bulge RRLs trace the barred structure and re-
semble a triaxial ellipsoidal spatial distribution, with no
observed evidence of an X-shaped structure. Dékdny
et al. (2013) analyzed optical and near-infrared RRLs,
revealing a spheroidal distribution with a slight central
elongation, rather than a pronounced bar. In addition, a
subtle bimodal density distribution was observed at high
southern latitudes (b < —5°). In the outer bulge (8° <
|b| < 10°), Gran et al. (2016) supported this spheroidal
distribution, but found no strong bar or X-shaped struc-
ture typical of RC stars. Extinction-corrected colour-
magnitude diagrams from Baade’s Window confirm that
the RRL density decreases exponentially with distance
from the Galactic center (Saha et al. 2019). Semczuk et
al. (2022) found a peanut-shaped structure in the bulge
using RRLs, with the distance between its two overden-
sity peaks measured at 0.7 kpc, which is significantly
shorter than the 3.3 kpc obtained from near-infrared
imaging and red-clump stars. In contrast with the older
RRL population, younger bulge stars exhibit distinct

spatial distributions. Lépez-Corredoira et al. (2005) de-
rived a boxy bulge structure from 2MASS data, with ax-
ial ratios of 1:0.5:0.4 and a major axis angle of 20°-35°
relative to the Sun-Galactic center. The X-shaped struc-
ture in the integrated light of the bulge was revealed in
WISE images presented by Ness & Lang (2016) with-
out the need for special image processing. Catchpole et
al. (2016) demonstrated that Mira variables with longer
periods (age < 5 Gyr) trace a clear bar, particularly
in high-latitude fields. It is worth noting that Miras
from OGLE survey may be incomplete for the bright-
est sources due to the saturation limit (at I ~ 12.5) in
the detector (Qin et al. 2018). Using 30 million stars
from Gaia DR2, Anders et al. (2019) estimated a bulge-
bar angle of 45°, with a small presence of a long bar.
However, Queiroz et al. (2021) argued that this angle
was overestimated and revised it to ~20°, accounting
for the extinction and improved distance estimates from
Gaia and APOGEE.

The kinematics of the Galactic bulge are key to un-
derstanding its dynamical structure and the evolution
of its stellar populations. Kozlowski et al. (2006) pre-
sented a proper motion (PM) mini-survey of 35 fields
near the Baade window, (I,b) = (1°,—4°), sampling
roughly a 5 x 2.5 degrees region of the Galactic bulge.
They clearly detected small gradients in PM disper-
sions (o7,0p) ~ (3.0,2.5) mas/yr, and in the amount

of anisotropy (ﬂ ~ 1.2). The Bulge Radial Velocity

op
Assay (BRAVA) data (Kunder et al. 2012) confirmed
cylindrical rotation in the bulge. This finding is con-
sistent with the hypothesis of a single massive bulge
formed by secular evolution, excluding a merger-made
classical bulge. However, simulations by Saha et al.
(2012) showed that, due to the gain of angular mo-
mentum, an initially non-rotating classical bulge could
transform into a fast-rotating, radially anisotropic, and
triaxial object, which becomes embedded in a similarly
fast-rotating, boxy bulge formed from the disk. To-
ward the end of this evolutionary process, the classical
bulge eventually develops cylindrical rotation. There-
fore, cylindrical rotation is also consistent with the dy-
namics of a classical bulge. Kunder et al. (2016) an-
alyzed the line-of-sight (LOS) velocities of 947 RRLs,
revealing hot kinematics with negligible rotation, sug-
gesting a pressure-supported classical bulge. In con-
trast, N-body simulations (Shen et al. 2010) suggest that
the bulge evolved from a bar-like pseudobulge through
disk instability, with no evidence of a classical bulge
formed by merger. Surveys such as ARGOS (Freeman
et al. 2013; Ness et al. 2013) further examined bulge
populations linked to disk dynamics, while the Pristine
Inner Galaxy Survey (PIGS) identified potential classi-



cal bulge populations among metal-poor stars (Ardern-
Arentsen et al. 2024).

In recent years, metallicity has been recognized as
a key parameter for classifying the stellar populations
within the Galactic bulge. Some observations revealed
that metal-rich and metal-poor stars in the bulge exhibit
disparate rotation curves (Zoccali et al. 2017; Clarkson
et al. 2018; Arentsen et al. 2020; Lucey et al. 2021).
Pietrukowicz et al. (2015) shows that from the metallic-
ities of the bulge RRLs, the RRLs in the inner Galaxy
have three distinct old components. Using more than
15,000 RRLs from Gaia DR2, Du et al. (2020) found
that the kinematics of the Galactic bulge correlates with
metallicity, with metal-rich stars exhibiting faster ro-
tation and smaller velocity dispersions. Analysis from
the Gaia-ESO Survey (GES) revealed a metal-rich X-
shaped component with bar-like kinematics and a metal-
poor, extended rotating structure with higher velocity
dispersion, particularly at greater distances from the
Galactic plane (Rojas-Arriagada et al. 2014). From the
GIRAFFE Inner Bulge Survey (GIBS), Zoccali et al.
(2017) found that the metal-poor stars are more concen-
trated toward the Galactic center, while metal-rich stars
exhibit lower velocity dispersion at a large distance from
the Galactic plane (b = —8.5°) but steeper latitude-
dependent increases in dispersion. Using APOGEE and
Gaia EDR3, Queiroz et al. (2021) found bimodalities in
abundance ratios such as [a/Fe], [C/N], and [Mn/O],
which suggests diverse enrichment timescales and a star
formation gap between high- and low-a populations.
Chemical maps show spatial metallicity correlations,
with metal-poor, a-rich stars concentrated toward the
bulge center. Liao et al. (2024) analyzed red giants
from Gaia DR3, identifying two populations: one ex-
hibiting bar-like kinematics and the other, Splash, char-
acterized by a dynamically hot profile with slower rota-
tion. The relationship between metallicity and kinemat-
ics adds complexity to the overall picture. In particular,
the metal-poor component with distinct kinematic char-
acteristics has been identified, but its origin, density dis-
tribution, and relationship to other stellar populations
in the Milky Way are not well understood (Babusiaux
2016).

It is important to note that not all stars observed
toward the Galactic bulge are confined to this region,
as some are halo or disk interlopers. Orbital analy-
sis has become essential for excluding these interlop-
ers and classifying bulge stars by their orbital param-
eters. Studies have shown that the extrapolated density
distribution of bulge RRLs closely resembles the num-
ber density of nearby halo RRLs (Pérez-Villegas et al.
2017). Prudil et al. (2019) conducted the first orbital
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analysis of 429 RRLs using six-dimensional velocity and
spatial data, finding no significant differences in veloc-
ity components or orbital parameters between Ooster-
hoff groups. Kunder et al. (2020), with 1,389 RRLs,
classified stars according to apocentric distance, iden-
tifying bulge stars with apocenters within 3.5 kpc and
halo interlopers beyond this threshold. Halo interlop-
ers, characterized by high-velocity dispersion, affect the
more metal-poor populations more significantly than the
more metal-rich populations. Among the bulge stars,
those located more than 0.9 kpc from the Galactic cen-
ter trace the barred structure, whereas those closer than
0.9 kpc (central/classical bulge stars) do not. Similarly,
Olivares Carvajal et al. (2024) examined orbits of more
than 4,200 RRLs and classified them by orbital time
within 2.5 kpc. Their findings confirmed that metallic-
ity is not a reliable parameter for distinguishing RRL
populations in the bulge.

Despite some consensus on general results, our under-
standing of the structure, populations, and kinematic
properties of the Galactic bulge remains incomplete.
Many chemo-dynamical details remain unclear to the
community: the contribution of large building blocks
and small building blocks, the dynamics of the secular
evolution, the origins of the ancient metal poor core (Rix
et al. 2022), the X-Shape origin (Li & Shen 2012), and
the nature of Kraken, Heracle and Aurora populations
(Belokurov & Kravtsov 2024), to make a few examples.
This paper aims at providing some insights and more
details to the Galactic bulge nature and structure us-
ing data from two surveys: OGLE-IV and APOGEE
DR17. Specifically, the main point of this study is to
compare the central and inner bulge stars. As one of the
first papers to simultaneously compare both kinematic-
dynamic properties and detailed abundances between
central and inner bulge stars, it contributes to refining
our understanding of the complex structure and evolu-
tion of the Galactic bulge.

This study is organized as follows. In Section 2, we
describe the data sources and describe the sample selec-
tion process. In Section 3, we introduce the gravitational
potential model and conduct orbital integrations for our
sample. Section 4 presents the results of our analysis,
including the kinematics, chemical properties, and the
fitting of the observed density to the boxy and X-shaped
bulge models. In Section 5, we compare our orbital anal-
ysis results with those of previous studies and discuss the
limitations of this work. Finally, Section 6 summarizes
the key findings and conclusions of the study.

2. DATA
2.1. RRabs or RRLs of OGLE survey
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Figure 1. Left: Positions of 1,879 RRabs with orbits and 28,188 APOGEE stars in Galactic coordinates. RRab stars are
represented in yellow, while APOGEE stars are shown in gray. Right: Histogram of distances to the Sun for the OGLE and
APOGEE samples. The 17,817 RRLs before orbital analysis are shown in blue, the 1,879 RRLs after orbital analysis are shown

in orange, and the 28,188 APOGEE stars are shown in green.
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Figure 2. Histogram of distances derived using different PLZ relations (left) and different reddenings (right). Left: The blue
histogram corresponds to the PLZ relation from Catelan (2004), the orange from Marconi et al. (2015), and the green from
Zoccali et al. (2024). Right: The blue histogram represents distances computed with reddening values E(J — K) from Surot et

al. (2020), and the orange with those from Gonzalez et al. (2012).

The original dataset employed in this study is derived
from the bulge RRLs listed in the OGLE-IV catalog by
Soszytiski et al. (2014), focusing specifically on RRab
stars which are pulsating in the fundamental mode. The
catalog contains 27,258 RRabs, providing data on /- and
V-band magnitudes, positions, periods and other basic
parameters.

The cleaning process of RRab stars, as well as the cal-
culation of their metallicities [Fe/H] and distances, were

performed using the method described in Pietrukow-
icz et al. (2015) through the period-luminosity relation
of RRab. Following the paper, we independently re-
peated the data processing. First, we selected 22,954
RRabs from OGLE-IV and excluded 54 stars identi-
fied as true members or likely members of eight globu-
lar clusters (NGC 6441, NGC 6522, NGC 6540, NGC
6553, NGC 6558, NGC 6569, NGC 6642, and NGC
6656). Next, foreground and background RRabs were
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Figure 3. Top: X-Y density maps of RRab stars in a GC
coordinate system for -2kpc < Z < Okpc. Middle: X-Y pro-
jection of RRab density for stars with [Fe/H] < -1 dex. Bot-
tom: Same as the middle panel, but for stars with [Fe/H] >
-1 dex. The black dots in each panel represent the Galactic
center. The star counts are labeled in the upper-left corner
of each panel.

removed using a color-magnitude diagram, applying cri-
teria 1.1 x (V—-1)+13.0 < I <1.1x(V —1I)+16.0 and
(V. —1I) > 0.3. All this returns approximately 20,695
RRabs within the bulge. The subsequent step involved
binning the V —TI values and calculating the mean I mag-
nitude within each bin. We then performed a linear fit to
the binned color-magnitude data, resulting in the rela-
tion I =1.15 x (V' —I) + 14.40. The criterion of I < 18
mag was applied to identify bulge members, resulting
in a sample of 18,636 stars. Additionally, we applied
the Galactic latitude and longitude limits of |I| < 10°
and —10° < b < 5° to further refine the sample, ulti-
mately obtaining 17,817 RRabs. In the cleaned data,
we have known apparent magnitudes in the V-band and
the I-band, as well as the periods and the combination
of Fourier parameters ¢s1.

The absolute magnitudes are calculated using the
Period-Luminosity-Metallicity relation (PLZ) provided
by Catelan (2004), with the following formulas:

My = 2.288 4 0.8821og Z + 0.108(log Z)* (1)
M; = 0.471 — 1.1321log P + 0.205 log Z (2)

with the following conversion for metallicity:
log Z = [Fe/H] — 1.765 (3)

The value of [Fe/H] is determined by the formula de-
rived by Smolec (2005):

[Fe/H] = —3.142 — 4.902P + 0.824¢3,; (4)

Subsequently, the reddening in the optical system is
accounted for using the definition of E(V — I):

E(WV-I)=(V-I)=(V-I)o = (V-I)=(My—M;p) (5)

The extinction formula for the I-band proposed by
Nataf et al. (2013) is used:
A; =0.7465E(V — I) + 1.3700E(J — K) (6)

where the E(J — K) extinction values we used are
derived from Surot et al. (2020).

Finally, the distances to each RRab are obtained using
the following formula:

d — 101+0.2(ID—M1) — 101+0.2(I—A[—MI) (7)

The histogram of distances from the Sun for 17,817
RRabs is shown in blue in the right panel of Figure
1, with a peak located at approximately 8.3 kpc. The
statistical distance error obtained through the Monte
Carlo method is approximately 0.006 kpc and the sys-
tematic error is less than 0.4 kpc (Pietrukowicz et al.
2015). Therefore, the total distance error does not ex-
ceed 6%.

As a comparison, we discussed how the distances
would change if the different absolute magnitude rela-
tions were adopted and different reddenings and extinc-
tions were considered. Figure 2 presents the distance
histograms for RRab stars using different PLZ relations
and reddenings. In the left panel, the blue histogram is
based on the PLZ relation from Catelan (2004) in the I
and V bands. The orange histogram uses the V-band re-
lation from Catelan (2004) and the I-band relation from
Marconi et al. (2015):

M; = —0.07 — 1.66log P + 0.17[Fe/H]

The green histogram utilizes the PLZ relations from
Prudil et al. (2024) in both the I and V bands:

My = —0.5821og P + 0.224[Fe/H] + 0.890

M = —1.292log P + 0.196[Fe/H] + 0.197
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Figure 4. The distribution of sample from APOGEE in Galactic coordinates, with the colour bar representing the abundance

ratios of various elements.
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Figure 5. Density distribution of stars from APOGEE in the X—Y (left) and R—Z (right) planes in the GC coordinate system.

The white dot in the left panel represents the Galactic center.

In the right panel, the blue histogram corresponds to
distances derived using the reddening values E(J — K)
from Surot et al. (2020), while the orange histogram
represents distances based on the reddening values from
Gonzalez et al. (2012).

As shown in the left panel of Figure 2, the distances
computed using the PLZ relation from Zoccali et al.
(2024) are generally smaller compared to the other two
relations. From the right panel of Figure 2, it can be
observed that the distances computed using the redden-
ing values E(J-Ks) from Surot et al. (2020) are larger
than those derived from Gonzalez et al. (2012). The dif-
ferences in distances computed using the various PLZ

relations and reddening values are not substantial and
do not significantly affect the conclusions. In summary,
there is no great difference in the results of our work
when using the various PLZ relations and reddening val-
ues.

In this paper, we established a Cartesian coordinate
system centered on the Galactic center, with the X-axis
pointing toward the Sun, the Y-axis aligned with 1 =
90°, and the Z-axis oriented toward the North Galactic
Pole. The three-dimensional distribution of RRabs is
obtained using GALPY (Bovy 2015). We restricted the
sample to stars within |X| < 1.5 kpe, |Y| < 1 kpc, and
-2 kpc < Z < 0 kpc, and divided the selected region



into bins of size AX = 0.1 kpc, AY = 0.1 kpc, and AZ
= 2 kpc. The number density is calculated using the
following formula, where N is the number of RRabs:

N

- AXAYAZ (8)

The top panel of Figure 3 illustrates the density dis-
tribution of X—Y projection of the bulge RRabs. The
middle and bottom panels illustrate the distribution of
stars with [Fe/H] < -1 and [Fe/H] > -1 in the X-Y plane.
Two regions of high density are observed in the top
panel (Dékany et al. 2013). It can be observed that
low-metallicity stars are mainly concentrated at X = 0,
whereas high-metallicity stars are mainly concentrated
at X = 0.5. This observation may help to explain the
two dense regions seen in the top panel.

2.2. RGB and RC Stars of APOGEE survey

We use coordinate, LOS velocities, and chemical abun-
dance information for a range of elements provided by
APOGEE DR17 (Abdurro’uf et al. 2022). Figure 4
presents the distributions of the elemental abundance ra-
tios in Galactic coordinates. The first row shows the dis-
tributions of [Fe/H], [a/Fe], and [O/Fe], while the sec-
ond row displays [Mg/Fe], [Mn/O], and [C/N]. It can be
observed that as the Galactic latitude decreases, [Fe/H]
and [Mn/O] increase, whereas [a/Fe], [O/Fe], [Mg/Fe],
and [C/N] are reduced.

The distances provided by Queiroz et al. (2023), who
employed StarHorse (Santiago et al. 2016; Queiroz et al.
2018; Anders et al. 2019) to estimate distances and ex-
tinctions for over 10 million unique stars catalogued in
various public spectroscopic surveys, including 562,424
stars from APOGEE DR17. The mean uncertainty in
the distances of APOGEE stars does not exceed 6%,
and the mean uncertainty in extinction is 0.178 mag
(Queiroz et al. 2023). We remark that the distance
is model dependent, so the distance distribution would
change with a different stellar density distribution along
the line of sight.

We cross-matched stars between LOS velocities from
APOGEE DR17, PMs from Gaia DR3, and StarHorse
distances to derive spatial velocities in Galactic Carte-
sian and cylindrical coordinates using GALPY (Bovy
2015). The mean uncertainty of the LOS velocities is
calculated to be 0.13 km s~!, and the mean uncertainty
of the PMs is 0.16 mas yr~!. Thanks to its high resolu-
tion and exceptionally stable platform, the instrument
achieved kinematic precision that exceeds the original
specifications of the survey. Specifically, the LOS ve-
locity analysis software used in conjunction with the
APOGEE instrument consistently provides LOS veloc-
ities with a precision of 0.07 km s~! for signal-to-noise

p
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ratios (S/N) greater than 20. Moreover, external cal-
ibration of the survey ensures accuracy at the level of
0.35 km s—! (Majewski et al. 2017; Nidever et al. 2015).
In order to focus on the central region of the Milky Way,
the sample was restricted to stars with |Xga| < 5.0 kpc,
[Yca| < 3.5kpe, |Zga| < 1.0 kpe, |I] < 15°, and
|b| < 15°, resulting in a total of 28,188 stars. The pop-
ulation in the sample is mainly composed of Red Giant
Branch (RGB) and RC stars (Queiroz et al. 2021). The
spatial distribution of the samples in the (1, b) plane
is displayed as gray points in the left panel of Fig. 1,
while the right panel presents the histogram of the dis-
tances of the APOGEE sample from the Sun, shown in
green. Figure 5 illustrates the density distribution of the
APOGEE sample, with the left panel showing the X-Y
plane and the right panel showing the R-Z plane. In the
X-Y plane, the sample distribution exhibits a bar-like
structure with higher density around the Galactic cen-
ter, while in the R-Z plane, the lack of data near the
Galactic plane is likely attributed to the high extinction
in this region.

3. ORBITS

Due to the overlap of bulge, disk, and halo stars near
the Galactic center, it is impossible to obtain a pure sam-
ple of bulge stars based solely on distance and spatial po-
sition. Therefore, orbital analysis was employed to dis-
tinguish stars confined within the bulge from halo/disk
interlopers.

We used the GALPY (Bovy 2015) to define the Galac-
tic potential model and integrate the orbits of individ-
ual stars. Our orbital integration utilized the MWPo-
tential2014 gravitational potential model with the virial
mass of M = 8.0 x 10''Mg, which comprises the Pow-
erSphericalPotentialwCutoff for the spherical bulge with
cut-off radius of 1.9 kpc and Mp,;5.=0.5 x10*° Mg, the
Miyamoto-Nagai potential (Miyamoto & Nagai 1975) for
the Galactic disk with scale length and height (a,b) =
(3, 0.28) kpc and mass 6.8 x101° Mg, and the Navarro-
Frenk-White (NFW) potential (Navarro et al. 1997) for
the dark matter halo with scale radius rs = 16 kpc. Ad-
ditionally, we included the KeplerPotential to represent
the supermassive black hole at the Galactic center, with
a mass of 4 x 10° Mg, (Gillessen et al. 2009). We adopt
the DehnenBarPotential to represent the Galactic bar,
with the bar strength set to 1.1 x 10° (km/s)?, the bar
angle set to 25 degrees, the pattern speed set to 52.25
km s~! kpc~!, and the bar radius set to 3.4 kpc (Dehnen
2000). For all calculations, we assumed a circular veloc-
ity of 220kms~! (Bovy et al. 2012) and a distance to the
Galactic center of 8.277 kpc (GRAVITY Collaboration



HAN ET AL.

0.5

0.0

Y (kpc)

-0.5

-1.0

-15

-2.0

Y (kpc)

|
-

|
)

Look back time (Gyr)
Y (kpc)
Look back time (Gyr)

-2.0 -15 -1.0 0.5 0.0
X (kpc)

0.5

-10.0
3 ~10.0 -7.5 -5.0 -2.5 0.0
X (kpc)

25 50 75 100

Figure 6. Top: The X-Y plane projections of the orbits of a central bulge RRL (left), an inner bulge RRL (middle), and a
halo interloper (right). The color bar represents the orbital integration time.

100
$# Central Bulge RRLs
75 4 Inner Bulge RRLs
¥ Halo RRLs
50
—_ [
7 2571 1
wn
£ o }
(5]
o =25 *
=
-50 N N
-75
-100
8 6 4 2 0 -2 -4 -6 -8
Galactic Longitude (degree)
# Central Bulge RRLs
200 . 4 Inner Bulge RRLs
150 B ¥ Halo RRLs
. 100
™ —
n 50 .
E I
=z ° :
> 50 T3
-100 l; { i { l»
-150

2 0
X (kpc)

-2 -4

300
% Central Bulge RRLs
¢ Inner Bulge RRLs
250 ¥ HaloRRLs
~— 200 { lﬁ ];
| t
w
§ 150 { B { I
- hd
° _ _ _
— L ]
S 1001 ¢ 3 * * 3 h
3 []
3 3 }
50 ) LI
0
8 6 4 2 0 -2 -4 -6 -8
Galactic Longitude (degree)
300
% Central Bulge RRLs
¢ Inner Bulge RRLs
250 7 Halo RRLs
— 200 lﬁ + }
a
|
v
£ 150
2 _ 3 Py
e » L ]
© 100 Lo i
[} [] 'y 1
[ ] - I
50 L 3
0
4 2 0 -2 —4

X (kpc)

Figure 7. Top: The mean LOS velocity and velocity dispersion maps of different stellar populations as a function of Galactic
longitude. Blue points represent central bulge RRabs (rapo < 1.8kpc), orange points represent inner bulge RRabs (1.8kpc <
Tapo < 3.5kpc), and green points represent halo interlopers (rapo > 3.5kpc). Bottom: The mean v; and velocity dispersion

maps for the same stars.

et al. 2022). We integrated the orbits backward in time

for 5 Gyr.

The orbital parameters of individual stars were cal-
culated, including the perigalactic distance (7peri),
apogalactic distance (rapo), maximum vertical excur-

sion from the Galactic plane (|Z|max), and the eccen-
tricity (e). We underline that different potentials will
not significantly change our main physical results. The
Galactic potential certainly affects the exact value for
orbital parameters of the stars. However, we empha-
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size that while the specific values for each star’s orbital
parameters may vary depending on the choice of poten-
tial, the qualitative results or patterns and the overall
conclusions of our study remain unchanged. Addition-
ally, since the uncertainties in distance and velocity are
within reasonable limits, the subsequent computation
and analysis of orbital parameters using GALPY are
justified and acceptable.

4. RESULTS
4.1. Kinematics of RRabs from OGLE

In the study, the Local Standard of Rest (LSR) was
adopted with a velocity of Viggr = 220 km s~! (Bovy
et al. 2012). The distance from the Sun to the Galac-
tic center is 8.277 kpc (GRAVITY Collaboration et al.
2022), and the vertical distance from the Sun to the
Galactic plane is 20.8 pc (Bennett & Bovy 2019). The
solar peculiar velocity relative to LSR is (Ug,Ve,Wg)
= (-11.1, 12.24, 7.25) km s~! (Schénrich et al. 2010).

We performed a cross-match between the RRL sample
and the data from Kunder et al. (2020) and obtained
LOS velocities for 2591 stars in the Heliocentric (HC)
coordinate system. To avoid large dispersion in the LOS
velocities, the 2,222 stars from Kunder et al. (2020) with
Flag = 0 were retained. The uncertainty in LOS velocity
is 10 km s—! (Kunder et al. 2020). The conversion from
HC LOS velocity to Galactocentric (GC) LOS velocity
was accomplished by

Vlos,GC = Vlos,HC + U coslcosb
+ (Vo + Vigr) sinlcosb + Wg sin b

Furthermore, a cross-match was conducted between
the RRL sample and Gaia EDR3, identifying 13,420
stars within a matching radius of 1”. To ensure the qual-
ity of the data, stars with a renormalized unit weight er-
ror (RUWE) greater than 1.4 were excluded. The uncer-
tainty in proper motion is calculated to be 0.16 mas/yr.
We obtain transverse velocities (v;") using the formula
v = 4.74 - pm - dist, where pm is the proper motion in
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mas yr— !, dist is the distance in kpc, and vy is in km

—1 : * * :
s~*. The conversion from U Ho to vy g was achieved

by

Vige =Ync— Ussinlcosb+ (Vo + Visr) coslcosb

vp.gc = UpHC + W cosb
(10)

Following the cross-matching of the sample with v,
and the sample with v} in the Galactic longitude direc-
tion, a total of 1,879 stars were identified. The coor-
dinate transformation functions in the GALPY pack-
age (Bovy 2015) were employed to derive the three-
dimensional velocities of these stars. The yellow points
in the left panel of Fig. 1 illustrate the spatial distri-
bution of these 1,879 RRabs in the (I, b) plane, while
the orange histogram in the right panel shows their dis-
tances from the Sun.

The orbital parameters obtained in Section 3 were em-
ployed to distinguish between bulge RRabs from halo or
disk interlopers. Based on classification criteria adapted
from Kunder (2022), stars with r,p, < 3.5 kpc were cate-
gorized as bulge stars, with central bulge RRabs defined
by Tapo < 1.8kpc and inner bulge RRabs defined by

1.8kpc < rapo < 3.5kpe, while those with 5, > 3.5 kpe
were classified as halo interlopers. The results revealed
that 24% (451 stars) of the samples belong to the central
bulge, 46% (859 stars) belong to the inner bulge, and
30% (569 stars) belong to the interlopers. Thus, the in-
ner bulge contains the highest proportion of RRab stars.
Typical representative stars from the central bulge, in-
ner bulge, and halo interlopers were selected, and their
orbital projections in the X-Y plane were plotted, as
shown in Figure 6. The central bulge RRL displays a
compact and irregular orbit, confined to the central re-
gion. In contrast, the inner bulge RRL exhibits a nearly
circular orbit with high symmetry, indicative of a low ec-
centricity. The halo interloper, characterized by a highly
eccentric and extended path, spans a much larger region,
reflecting its weaker gravitational binding to the Galac-
tic center.

The kinematic properties of each stellar population
were analyzed to provide a deeper understanding of their
dynamical characteristics. The top and bottom panels of
Figure 7 show the distributions of LOS velocities and v},
respectively, for the central bulge RRabs, the inner bulge
RRabs and the halo interlopers, along with their corre-
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sponding intrinsic velocity dispersion diagrams. The in-
trinsic dispersion of velocities can be calculated by sub-
tracting the square of the measurement errors of the
velocities from the square of the observed velocity dis-
persion, and subsequently taking the square root of the
result. The error bars of velocity distribution are calcu-
lated using the bootstrap method to estimate the con-
fidence intervals of the mean or standard deviation for
each sample, specifically the 68% confidence interval.
It can be observed that both the average LOS velocity
distribution and the v; distribution exhibit rotation for
the inner bulge RRabs, while the central bulge RRabs
show negligible net rotation. The intrinsic dispersion di-
agrams reveal that the central bulge exhibits the lowest
velocity dispersion, followed by the inner bulge. Con-
versely, the high velocity dispersion is attributed to halo
interlopers.

Previous studies have suggested that metal-poor and
metal-rich stars in the Galactic bulge may exhibit dis-

tinct kinematic properties. To test this, we classified
RRabs confined to the bulge by metallicity and ana-
lyzed the kinematics to assess whether metallicity in-
fluences velocity distributions. We divided 1310 RRLs
confined to the bulge based on metallicity into metal-
poor stars ([Fe/H] < —1, 635 stars) and metal-rich stars
([Fe/H] > —1, 675 stars), which are presented in Figure
8. The top panel displays the mean LOS velocities and
their intrinsic velocity dispersion, whereas the bottom
panel shows the mean v/ and corresponding intrinsic
velocity dispersion. In these plots, blue points repre-
sent metal-poor stars, and red points represent metal-
rich stars. It can be observed that both metal-poor
and metal-rich stars exhibit similar distributions in LOS
velocities, v/, and their velocity dispersions. The left
panel of Figure 9 illustrates the metallicity distribution
of RRabs across different stellar populations. It is evi-
dent that the central bulge RRabs (blue), inner bulge
RRabs (orange), and halo interlopers (green) exhibit
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Figure 12. The velocity distribution of RGBs and RCs in the central bulge, inner bulge, and halo/disk interlopers in the X-Y
plane, with Vg in the first row, V¢4 in the second row, and Vz in the third row.

no significant differences in metallicity, with peak val-
ues around [Fe/H] = -1 dex. Therefore, we conclude
that metallicity is not an appropriate parameter for dis-
tinguishing different RRab populations in the Galactic
bulge region.

4.2. Kinematics and Chemistry of RGBs and RCs
from APOGEFE

The kinematic and chemical analysis of APOGEE
stars is based on research of Queiroz et al. (2021), with a
key distinction being the classification of stars based on
orbital analysis. Using the Galactic gravitational poten-
tial model from Section 3, backward orbital integration
was performed over 5 Gyr. From the classification cri-
teria in Section 4.1, approximately 21% (5709 stars) of
the sample were identified as central bulge stars, 42%
(11102 stars) as inner bulge stars, and 37% (9783 stars)
as disk/halo interlopers. Some unreliable values ob-
tained from GALPY integration have been discarded.
Consistent with the RRabs, the inner bulge stars have
the highest proportion.

We analyzed stars from three populations in the
|Z|max-eccentricity plane, color-coded by number of
stars, as shown in Figure 10. It is observed that the
central bulge stars display high eccentricities and low
|Z|max, whereas the inner bulge stars are primarily con-

centrated at high eccentricities and high |Z|max. In
contrast, the disk/halo interlopers exhibit low eccentric-
ities and low |Z|max, consistent with the classic stellar
populations of the Galactic disk.

The kinematics of the three stellar populations were
analyzed and compared similar to the RRabs. Figure 11
illustrates the LOS velocities (top) and v} (bottom) with
intrinsic velocity dispersions for RGBs and RCs in the
central bulge, inner bulge, and halo/disk interlopers. It
is found that central bulge stars exhibit slower rotation
and smaller velocity dispersions than inner bulge stars.
The majority of stars with larger velocity dispersions
are disk/halo interlopers. These results are consistent
with the kinematic characteristics of RRLs. Thus, it can
be inferred that the RGBs and RCs of the inner bulge
trace a bar-like structure with disk-like orbits, whereas
the RGBs and RCs of the central bulge do not trace the
bar (Kunder et al. 2020).

Figure 12 illustrates the velocity distribution of stars
in the central bulge (left), inner bulge (middle), and
disk/halo (right) on the X—Y plane. The radial veloc-
ity (Vr), azimuthal velocity (V), and vertical velocity
(Vz) are shown from the top row to the bottom row, re-
spectively. The inner bulge exhibits a clear quadrupole
pattern in Vg, with inward and outward motion on ei-
ther side of the major axis, resembling a butterfly pat-
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tern typical of a barred bulge. In contrast, the central
bulge do not exhibit this feature.

The second row of Figure 12 illustrates the X-Y spaces
for color coding with V4. The inner bulge presents an
elliptical shape, with Vg4 increasing from 0 to approxi-
mately 150 km s~!, matching the description of a barred
structure exhibiting rigid body rotation. The X-axis ex-
tends approximately 4 kpc and the Y-axis extends about
2 kpc. The bar appears to be more compact and spher-
ical compared to the results of Bovy (2015), confirming
a similar pattern but with slightly different geometric
details. In the central bulge, V4 ranges from 0 to 60 km
s~!, showing a relatively circular structure with lower
velocities around the Galactic center. It is suggested
that the central bulge is not dominated by strong ro-
tational motion and lacks the rigid-body rotation char-
acteristic of a bar structure. In the disk and halo in-
terlopers plane, Vg is broader, reaching up to 250 km
s—h.

The third row of Figure 12 shows the distribution of
Vyz. In the central bulge, the V7 distribution is sym-
metric and uniform, indicating a relatively small ver-
tical motion. In contrast, the inner bulge exhibits an
asymmetric distribution with both positive and negative
values, hinting at the vertical dynamics tied to the bar
structure. The Vg distribution of halo/disk interlopers
reveals a wave-like pattern, reflecting notable vertical
oscillations within the outer disk.

The chemical composition of the bulge region is com-
plex, as reflected in the diverse metallicity and elemen-
tal abundance patterns, which indicate a complicated
history of star formation and chemical enrichment pro-
cesses. The right panel of Figure 9 shows the metallic-
ity distribution of central bulge stars (blue), inner bulge
stars (orange), and halo/disk interlopers (green). It can
be observed that stars confined to the bulge exhibit a
peak metallicity around [Fe/H] = 0.3, while interlop-
ers have slightly lower metallicities, peaking at [Fe/H]
= 0.25. Figure 13 and Figure 14 show the distribution
of different chemical element abundance ratios for stars
in the three populations on the X—Y and R—Z planes,
respectively. From top row to bottom row, the ratios
include [Fe/H], [a/Fe], [O/Fe], [Mg/Fe|, [Mn/O] and
[C/N]. Both figures indicate that the elemental abun-
dances in the bulge exhibit spatial dependence. In the
X—Y plane, central bulge stars display metal-poor and
a-enhanced characteristics, consistent with the [O/Fe]
and [Mg/Fe] ratios. In addition, lower [Mn/O] and mod-
erate [C/N] ratios are observed. The inner bulge and
the central regions of disk/halo interlopers show similar
results to the central bulge. A metallicity gradient is
evident with increasing distance from the Galactic cen-

ter, as [Fe/H] and [Mn/O] ratios increase, while [a/Fe],
[O/Fe], and [Mg/Fe| decrease. However, the metallicity
gradient of [C/N] is not clearly evident.

The projection on the R—Z plane reveals that
disk/halo interlopers show higher [Fe/H] and [Mn/O]
values near the midplane, with these trends weakening
at higher latitudes. In contrast, the trends for [o/Fe],
[Mg/Fe], [O/Fe|, and [C/N] are opposite. Due to high
extinction, there is a lack of data for stars in the central
bulge and inner bulge at |Z| < 0.2 kpc, preventing the
analysis of chemical abundance variations with latitude
for bulge stars. For |Z| > 0.2 kpc, consistent with the
results in Figure 13, bulge stars exhibit chemical abun-
dance gradients with increasing R, where [Fe/H] and
[Mn/O] increase, [a/Fe], [Mg/Fe], and [O/Fe] decrease,
and the trend for [C/N] is less clear.

In Figure 15, kernel density estimation from SciPy
(Virtanen et al. 2020) is used to evaluate the probabil-
ity density functions for stars in the central bulge, inner
bulge, and disk/halo interlopers. The results are pro-
jected from top to bottom in the [a/Fe] vs. [Fe/H],
[Mg/Fe] vs. [Fe/H], [O/Fe] vs. [Fe/H], [Mn/O] vs.
[O/H], and [C/N] vs. [Fe/H] planes, where Mg and O
are a-process elements, C is a light element and Mn is
an iron-peak element (Buder et al. 2022; Barbuy et al.
2018). Each subplot shows a bimodal distribution, con-
sistent with the results observed by Queiroz et al. (2021),
in which stars were not classified through orbital apoc-
entric distance. The kernel density distributions of the
three components are similar, suggesting complex star
formation and evolutionary processes.

In the first row of Figure 15, the bimodal distribu-
tion in the [a/Fe] vs. [Fe/H] planes presents two dis-
tinct stellar populations in all three regions: an a-rich
group and an a-poor group. The stellar density is dom-
inated by metal-rich and low [«/Fe] stars. The a-rich
stars generally formed in a period of rapid star forma-
tion and Type II supernovae (SNe), which enriched the
interstellar medium (ISM) with a-elements such as oxy-
gen and magnesium. These stars are older and repre-
sent the early stages of the Galaxy’s evolution. In con-
trast, the a-poor stars probably formed after Type Ia
SNe began to contribute more iron to the ISM (Queiroz
et al. 2023). Consequently, the [a/Fe] vs. [Fe/H] plane
is commonly used to distinguish between populations
formed on different timescales (Edvardsson et al. 1993;
Fuhrmann 1998; Adibekyan et al. 2012; Queiroz et al.
2020; Matteucci 2012). Similarly, bimodal distributions
are seen in [Mg/Fe| vs. [Fe/H] and [O/Fe] vs. [Fe/H]
planes, where high [Mg/Fe| and [O/Fe] values correlate
with the early star formation phase and Type IT SNe,
while lower values reflect the later contributions from
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third row, [Mg/Fe] in the fourth row, [Mn/O] in the fifth row and [C/N] in the last row.
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Figure 15. Two-dimensional chemical abundance plots of APOGEE RGBs and RCs in the central bulge (left), inner bulge
(middle), and halo/disk interlopers (right). From top to bottom, respectively, are [«/Fe] vs. [Fe/H], [Mg/Fe| vs. [Fe/H], [O/Fe]
vs. [Fe/H], [Mn/O] vs. [O/H], and [C/N] vs. [Fe/H]. The [Mn/O] patterns suggest slightly different star formation histories for
the inner bulge and central bar.

Type Ia SNe. This trend underscores the time delay
between the two types of SNe and reinforces the inter-

pretation of early versus late star formation epochs in
the Milky Way (Hayden et al. 2015).



The [Mn/O] vs. [O/H] plane provides key insights into
the contributions of different SNe to the ISM. Oxygen
is primarily produced by Type II SNe, while manganese
production depends on both Type Ia SNe and the metal-
licity of the progenitor stars, making [Mn/O] a probe of
the star formation history. Early stars formed under the
dominant influence of Type II SNe exhibit low [Mn/O]
ratios, while the increasing contribution of Type Ia SNe
over time leads to a higher [Mn/O] ratio (Queiroz et
al. 2021). Additional fundamental chemical knowledge
about the Milky Way can also be found in Buder et
al. (2022). This bimodal structure suggests differences
in the enrichment histories of stellar populations, with
older stars showing lower [Mn/O] and younger stars ex-
hibiting higher values. The final row of Figure 15, [C/N]
vs. [Fe/H] plane, reveals trends in stellar evolutionary
processes. Carbon and nitrogen abundances are influ-
enced by the dredge-up processes in stars, making this
ratio a valuable tool for tracing stellar age and evolu-
tionary status (Masseron & Gilmore 2015). In both the
central and inner bulge, we observed a relatively uniform
distribution with a gradual decrease in [C/N] as [Fe/H]
increases. The halo/disk interlopers show a more scat-
tered [C/N] distribution, particularly at lower [Fe/H].

In conclusion, our findings are in close agreement with
those reported in previous studies. The application of
orbital analysis to effectively eliminate contamination
from disk/halo stars proves to be essential, as disk/halo
interlopers substantially contribute to the elevated ve-
locity dispersion observed in the Galactic bulge. For
stars that are gravitationally bound within the bulge,
those situated relatively far from the Galactic center dis-
play kinematic properties consistent with the bar struc-
ture. In contrast, stars situated closer to the center do
not exhibit alignment with the bar dynamics.

4.3. BP and X Shape Bulge Probability

In the previous section, we computed the density dis-
tribution of the Galactic bulge using observational data.
To better understand its underlying structure, it is es-
sential to compare these data with theoretical density
models. By fitting the observed density to established
models, we can evaluate which provides a more accurate
representation of the bulge. We fit the stellar density
to the boxy bulge model and coordinates from Lopez-
Corredoira et al. (2005) and the X-shaped bulge model
from Wegg & Gerhard (2013), using the parametriza-
tion outlined in Lépez-Corredoira (2017). The density
expressions for these two models are as follows:
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The density maps of the boxy and X-shaped bulge
models are shown in Figure 16. It can be seen that the
boxy bulge model (left) exhibits a symmetric, square-
like density distribution with no distinct features along
the line of sight, indicating a smooth, isotropic structure.
In contrast, the X-shaped bulge model (right) displays
a double-peaked structure along the line of sight. The
boxy-peanut shape of the bulge was a composite effect
expected to appear when one considers stable orbits be-
longing to several families of periodic orbits (Martinez-
Valpuesta et al. 2006). Theories of bulge formation that
predict a X-shaped bulge behind the projected peanut
shape appear when the bar is slowing down and the
disk is thickening during bar buckling, producing the
resonance to move outward and stars originally in the
mid-plane are moved away from it (Quillen et al. 2014).

The least squares method was employed to fit the den-
sity (Chrobakovd et al. 2022). The chi-square (y?) and
reduced chi-square values (x?) are presented below:

al |P' dl_p'dt|2
vy et 0 13
i=1 g
2
2 X
Xr = N1 (14)

where o represents the density error in each bin and
(N —1) represents the degrees of freedom. If p # 0, then

0; = /Pi.dataPl, With p1 = 20 star/kpc?’. If p = 0, then
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Figure 16. Density projection of the boxy bulge model (left) and the X-shaped bulge model (right) in the X-Y plane at Z=1

kpc, looks similar to Lépez-Corredoira (2016).

o; = p1 (Chrobdkova et al. 2022). x? and x? are com-
monly used in statistical goodness-of-fit tests to evalu-
ate the difference between model predictions and actual
observational data. Only one free parameter (the am-
plitude) was utilised, and the remaining free parameters
were not adjusted, as the sample was not intended for
the precise calibration of model parameters.

Numerical optimization methods were used on the two
samples to determine the optimal value for two differ-
ent models (Boxy and X-shape) by minimizing the chi-
square value between the observational data and the
model predictions, resulting in a better model fit. As
for RRabs, the minimized reduced chi-square value for
the boxy bulge model was found to be x? = 0.99, with a
probability p = 53%, while for the X-shape bulge model,
the minimized reduced chi-square value was x? = 1.00,
with a probability p = 47%. In the case of the APOGEE
sample, the minimized reduced chi-square value for the
boxy bulge model was found to be x? = 0.99, with an as-
sociated probability of p = 55%. In comparison, the X-
shaped bulge model yielded an minimized reduced chi-
square value of x2 = 1.00, with a probability of p = 45%.
When the analysis was limited to the inner bulge and
central bulge stars, the results remained consistent with
our previous findings. For the RRab sample, the prob-
abilities were 57% for the boxy bulge model and 43%
for the X-shape model. For the APOGEE sample, the
probabilities were 58% for the Boxy model and 42% for
the X-shape model. These results confirm that restrict-
ing the analysis to the inner and central stars does not
significantly affect the model selection. Therefore, both
the RRab sample and the APOGEE sample were found
to align more closely with the boxy bulge model in terms
of density distribution.
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Figure 17. The variation of V4 with [Fe/H] bins for the
central bulge stars, inner bulge stars, and disk/halo inter-
lopers from the APOGEE survey.

5. DISCUSSION

It has been reported that not all stars observed in the
region of the Galactic bulge are confined to the bulge.
Therefore, obtaining full spatial velocities and apply-
ing orbital analysis to remove the contamination from
halo/disk interlopers is crucial. We compared the dif-
ferent classification criteria and results based on orbital
parameters used in recent studies.

Kunder et al. (2020) cross-matched RRLs from
OGLE-IV with PMs from Gaia DR2, performing or-
bital analysis on the resulting sample of 1,389 stars.
The orbits were integrated for approximately 5 Gyr.
Stars with ryp, > 3.5 kpc was designated as halo inter-
lopers, while those with r,,, < 3.5 kpc were classified
as bulge stars. Their found 75% of the stars confined
to the bulge, slightly higher than 70% in our sample, a
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Figure 18. Similar to Figure 7, but using the new classification criteria to classify RRabs as central bulge, inner bulge and

halo interlopers.

discrepancy likely due to differences in the gravitational
potential models used for orbital integration. Within
the bulge, stars within 0.9 kpc of the Galactic center are
defined as the central/classical bulge stars, while those
at greater distances are classified as bar/bulge RRLs.
The spatial distribution and kinematics of the bar/bulge
stars align with the barred bulge structure, while the
central/classical bulge stars do not follow the bar struc-
ture, which is in agreement with the conclusions of this
study.

To gain further insight, Kunder (2022) combined
BRAVA-RR stars with Gaia eDR3 PMs and performed
a similar analysis on the resulting sample of 2,628 RRLs.
The boundary between the central/classical bulge and
inner bulge RRLs was defined at r,,, = 1.8 kpc. Kine-
matically, central bulge RRLs exhibit minimal rotation
and lower velocity dispersion, even at larger Galactic
longitudes. In contrast, inner bulge stars show de-
tectable rotation with a smaller amplitude but higher
velocity dispersion. These findings are consistent with
the results presented in this study. Spatially, neither

population shows a strong association with the Galactic
bar; while the less tightly bound stars exhibit a subtle
alignment with the bar/bulge, the more centrally con-
centrated stars show little to no indication of such an
alignment.

Olivares Carvajal et al. (2024) combined APOGEE
LOS velocities with OGLE-IV light curves and VVV
PMs to calculate the orbits of a sample of 4,197 RRLs
within the Galactic potential and subsequently classi-
fied the stars. Stars were classified based on their orbits
relative to the bulge radius of 2.5 kpc: those remain-
ing inside this region for at least 80% of their orbits
were identified as bulge stars, while those spending less
than 30% were classified as halo interlopers. Stars with
intermediate residency (30-80%) were left unclassified.
The central bulge sample was defined as stars confined
within 1 kpc for at least 80% of their orbital period,
and the inner bulge sample was defined as those within
2.5 kpc for the same fraction of time. In their sam-
ple, 57% of stars were classified as bulge stars, 25% as
halo interlopers, and 18% as unclassified. The propor-
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Figure 19. Similar to Figure 11, but using the new classification criteria to classify APOGEE stars as central bulge, inner

bulge and disk/halo interlopers.

tion of stars confined to the bulge is lower than that
observed in our sample, and this discrepancy may arise
from differences in the adopted orbital classification cri-
teria. The findings indicate that bulge RRLs rotate at
slower speeds and have lower velocity dispersion com-
pared to metal-rich RC stars. Their kinematics align
with the low-metallicity end of the metal-poor stellar
population.Further categorization of the bulge RRLs
into central and inner bulge groups showed that the
central bulge RRLs exhibit minimal or no rotation and
lower velocity dispersion than the inner bulge RRLs, a
pattern consistent with our observations. Importantly,
they concluded that metal abundance is not a reliable
parameter for distinguishing RRLs within the bulge re-
gion.

Lucey et al. (2021) matched the spectra of 523 metal-
poor stars observed with the European Southern Obser-
vatory’s (ESO) Very Large Telescope (VLT) with data
from Gaia DR2 to obtain three-dimensional position
and velocity components, and performed orbital anal-
ysis. Consistent with Olivares Carvajal et al. (2024),

they found that roughly half of the sample is associated
with the bulge, while the remaining are halo interlop-
ers. The kinematics of the metal-poor stars in the bulge
were studied, revealing that their motion aligns with
the characteristics of a boxy/peanut bulge and exhibits
kinematic fractionation.

Based on the comparisons above, our results are in
general consistent with previous studies in terms of the
classification criteria and kinematic properties of bulge
stars. However, there are several limitations in our anal-
ysis that warrant further consideration. Firstly, One
such limitation is that RRab stars predominantly trace
old and metal-poor stellar populations, with limited rep-
resentation of intermediate-age or metal-rich stars. To
address this, future work focusing on increasing the sam-
ple size of metal-rich RRab stars could reveal further
differences among these populations, thereby providing
a more comprehensive understanding of the Galactic
bulge. Secondly, while the majority of our data pro-
cessing and results fall within a reasonable range, we
acknowledge that there are limitations in our approach



to error handling. Certain systematic uncertainties and
measurement biases may still affect our analysis. Fu-
ture studies incorporating more precise datasets and im-
proved methodologies will be essential to further val-
idate and refine our findings. Additionally, a further
limitation arises from the Galactic potential model em-
ployed in this study. The MWPotential2014 model,
while widely used and effective for many Galactic stud-
ies, represents an idealised approximation of the com-
plex structure of the Milky Way. This model includes
the major components of the Galaxy, such as the bulge,
disk, halo and a simplified representation of the Galac-
tic bar, but omits non-axisymmetric features such as
spiral arms. The inclusion of spiral arms could signifi-
cantly alter the orbital properties of stars, especially in
regions where spiral arms overlap or resonate with the
bar. Moreover, our analysis assumes a constant pattern
speed for the Galactic bar. The bar’s assumed fixed pat-
tern speed may not reflect potential historical variations,
which could influence radial migration over time; more-
over, the gas disk is also ignored in this contribution.
Addressing these complexities requires a more detailed,
time-evolving Galactic model, which is beyond the scope
of this study but is a critical direction for future work.

Furthermore, it should be noted that we only use rapo
as a classification criterion to distinguish between the
central bulge, the inner bulge, and the disk/halo inter-
lopers. This approach possibly results in overlap and
potential misclassifications among these categories, as
stars with different apocentric distances are likely to oc-
cupy the same region at a given time, which may partly
explain the similarity observed across some plots and
panels. However, the main conclusion drawn here is
based on the statistical differences in rotational veloc-
ity and dispersion, so the issue does not significantly
impact the core findings of this study. As shown in
Figure 17, the V, distribution as a function of [Fe/H]
exhibits notable differences between central bulge stars
(blue points), inner bulge stars (orange points), and halo
interlopers (green points) from the APOGEE survey. It
can be observed that halo interlopers have the high-
est velocity, followed by inner bulge stars, while central
bulge stars exhibit the lowest velocity. And V4 increases
with [Fe/H], following the same trend as shown in Figure
10 of Ardern-Arentsen et al. (2024).

In addition, we modified the r.,, classification and
examined whether the results change. Referring to Oli-
vares Carvajal et al. (2024), stars were classified based
on the fraction of their orbital period spent within the
bulge, which is defined by a radius of 2.5 kpc. For the
RRab sample, 57% of the stars were classified as bulge
stars (1063 stars), with 89% of them in the inner bulge
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(953 stars) and 11% in the central bulge (110 stars).
In contrast, 20% of the RRL stars were classified as
disk/halo interlopers (375 stars), and 23% were unclas-
sified (441 stars). For the APOGEE sample, 48% of the
stars were classified as bulge stars (13539 stars), with
86% of them in the inner bulge (11649 stars) and 14%
in the central bulge (1890 stars). The remaining 29%
of APOGEE stars were classified as disk/halo interlop-
ers (8258 stars), and 23% were unclassified (6391 stars).
Compared to the previous rup, classification, the pro-
portion of stars in the inner bulge is larger than that
in the central bulge , but the overall result remains un-
changed. The inner bulge, which traces the bar struc-
ture formed by the instability of the Galactic disk, thus
provides further support for the notion that disk secular
evolution might be the primary origin of the bulge. Fig-
ure 18 and Figure 19 present the kinematic properties
of RRabs and APOGEE stars based on the revised clas-
sification scheme. The results reveal that the kinematic
features remain consistent with those identified under
the original classification. In particular, stars in the cen-
tral bulge show lower rotational velocities and velocity
dispersions compared to those in the inner bulge. More-
over, the highest velocity dispersion is still observed in
the disk/halo interlopers.

6. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we used the RRabs from the OGLE-IV
survey in the Galactic bulge, combined with the PMs
of Gaia EDR3 and the LOS velocities of Kunder et al.
(2020), to derive the three-dimensional kinematic in-
formation of 1,879 RRabs. Orbital analysis was per-
formed using the apocentric distance to exclude halo
interlopers (rapo > 3.5 kpc) in the Galactic bulge di-
rection. The remaining stars were classified into two
groups: inner bulge RRabs (1.8 kpc < rapo < 3.5 kpe)
and central bulge RRabs (rapo < 1.8 kpc). The inner
bulge RRabs displayed kinematic consistency with the
bar, while the central bulge RRabs exhibited lower ro-
tation velocities and velocity dispersion, indicating that
they do not trace the bar. The majority of stars with
high velocity dispersion were found to be halo interlop-
ers. We also observed that bulge stars with different
metallicities display similar kinematic distributions, in-
dicating that classifying bulge stars based on their or-
bital parameters rather than their metallicities may be
more appropriate. These findings are in agreement with
the results of Kunder (2022), who reported similar kine-
matic characteristics for RRabs in the Galactic bulge.
Furthermore, compared to the work of Kunder et al.
(2020) and Kunder (2022), our study employs two dif-
ferent types of orbital analysis and incorporates chemi-
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cal parameters into the results. We have also calculated
the distances, which adds further depth to our analysis.

Additionally, we used chemical abundances and LOS
velocity data from APOGEE DR17, combined with PMs
from Gaia DR3 and distances from StarHorse, to analyze
the chemical and kinematic properties of the Galactic
bulge. Queiroz et al. (2021) conducted a detailed anal-
ysis of the kinematics, orbits, and chemical abundances
of Galactic bulge stars from APOGEE DR16. They
found that the stars in the central region of the bulge
are characterized by low metallicity and enhanced a-
element abundances. Additionally, the chemical abun-
dance ratios of bulge stars, such as [a/Fe], [C/N], and
[Mn/O], exhibit a bimodal distribution. We extend
their findings in this study. We computed the three-
dimensional kinematic distribution and orbital param-
eters for 28,188 stars, primarily consisting of RGB and
RC stars. Similarly, we classified the sample into central
bulge stars, inner bulge stars, and halo/disk interlopers,
following the same criteria used for RRabs. Their kine-
matic characteristics were found to be consistent with
the results for RRabs, indicating that inner bulge stars
kinematically align with the Galactic bar, while cen-
tral bulge stars exhibit slower rotation and relatively
lower velocity dispersion, suggesting they are not asso-
ciated with the bar structure. The disk/halo interlop-
ers in the Galactic bulge region display a higher veloc-
ity dispersion. We examined the chemical abundances
of central bulge, inner bulge and disk/halo interlopers,
and derived the distribution of abundance ratios [Fe/H],
[a/Fe], [O/Fe], [Mg/Fe], [Mn/O], and [C/N] in the X—Y
and R—Z planes. Our analysis also reveals a bimodal
stellar density patterns of the three populations in the
planes of two chemical abundance ratios.

In summary, using two different kinds of sample from
different surveys, we provide additional confirmation
that the bulge could be divided into the central bulge
and inner bugle. The inner bulge is a bar-like popula-
tion, whereas the central bulge, with lower rotation ve-
locities and lower velocity dispersion, exhibits kinematic
properties that do not align with the bar. This classifica-
tion, based on orbital parameters rather than metallic-
ity, provides a more precise understanding of the struc-
ture and dynamics of the Galactic bulge, contributing

to a more detailed picture of the complex kinematic and
chemical properties and star formation history of this
region. Moreover, for both RRabs and APOGEE stars,
the inner bulge (disk like orbits) contains the highest
proportion of stars and traces the kinematic character-
istics of the bar formed by the instability of the Galactic
disk(e.g., Shen et al. (2010)). Therefore, our results sup-
port that secular evolution is the primary origin of the
bulge. Our results show that boxy/peanut (B-P) bulge
population might be more dominant than X-shape bulge
population.

As a future outlook, we will need more precise dis-
tance measurements in the bulge region and detailed
age population data to determine the contributions of
the secular evolution of the disk and spheroids. In ad-
dition, more detailed information about the impact of
accretion events, such as Kraken and GSE, will be es-
sential.
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