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Kinematics of the Milky way from the statistical analysis of the Gaia Data Release 3

Petr Zavada and Karel Piska
Institute of Physics of the Czech Academy of Sciences,
Na Slovance 2, 182 21 Prague 8, Czech Republic

By analysing data from the Gaia Space Observatory, we have obtained precise basic characteristics
of the collective motion of stars in a part of our galaxy. Our research is based on a statistical analysis
of the motion of 33 146 122 selected stars at a distance < 6 kpc from the Sun. Up to this distance,
Gaia provides high statistics of stars with well-measured proper motion and parallax needed to
determine the corresponding transverse velocity with sufficient precision. We obtained the velocity
of the Sun (Ug, Vo, We) = (10.5+1,22.54+3,7.54+0.5) km/s relative to a set of nearby stars and the
rotation velocity of the galaxy at different radii. For the radius of the Sun’s orbit, we obtained the
velocity Vo = 225 km/s. We have shown that the various kinematic characteristics and distributions,
which depend on the position in the galaxy, can be very well described in the studied region by
a simple Monte-Carlo simulation model based on five parameters in the galactocentric reference
frame. The optimal values of these parameters were determined by comparison with the data.

1. INTRODUCTION

Our galaxy, the Milky Way (MW), is a unique laboratory for gravity research and for understanding the formation
and evolution of galaxies. In recent years, the Gaia Space Observatory has acquired a huge amount of precise
astrometric, photometric and spectroscopic data on stars in the MW. The analysis of these data has been the subject
of many thousands of publications.

The full astrometric solution (angular positions, parallax and proper motion) provides the necessary input data to
produce a kinematic map of the MW. In general, it encompasses various structures on different scales, from orbiting
of small gravitationally bound systems, binaries and multiple-bound systems, to the streaming motions of stellar fields
in galactic arms with various turbulences and fluctuations, to the collective rotation of the whole galactic disk with
the galactic halo. The nature of the rotation suggests the presence of dark matter, which generates a substantial part
of the galactic gravitational field.

Along with gravity, the formation and evolution of the stars themselves are also governed by the forces of the
microworld (strong, electroweak - unified electromagnetic+weak) based on a well-verified Standard model. The
nature and origin of dark matter at the microscopic level have not yet been explained.

Recent studies of the MW kinematics have shown accurate results on the MW rotation represented by the rotation
curve [Tl [, T3] 15] defined as the dependence of the orbital velocity on the radius. Other topics concern the detailed
mapping of many kinematic substructures outside axial symmetry [5], [10, [IT), 14}, [18]. Some other related important
issues are addressed in [2] 3] [9] [T6], [17].

The main goal of the present study is to analyze the kinematic map of the MW in the spatial domain where
the necessary data are obtained with sufficient precision. We show that this map can be well approximated in the
Galactocentric reference frame by a triple (symmetric and asymmetric) Gaussian distribution, which depends on
distance from the galactic plane and is defined by five free parameters determined from the data. In Sec. [2] describes
our methodology. First, we define transformation relations between galactic and Galactocentric reference systems. In
the former system the Gaia data are obtained and presented, the latter is suitable for simulation. Then the definition
of the simulation model follows. In the last part of this section, we define the format of data sectors with additional
cuts that will be used for the analysis. In Sec. [3]we present obtained results involving velocity distributions in different
sectors of the galactic reference frame. Analysis of these distributions gives results on the local and orbital velocity of
the Sun, different representations of the rotation curve (RC), and finally on the tuning of all free parameters of the
simulation model. Then a comparison of the simulation with all relevant distributions follows. Obtained results and
the agreement with the simulation model are discussed in more detail in Sec. The comparison of obtained results
with other available data is a part of the discussion.

2. METHODOLOGY

2.1. Reference frames

Positions of sources in Gaia data are represented in angular galactic coordinates: longitude (I) and latitude (b). With
the use of parallax, we can define also the distance r of the source from the Sun. For our analysis also representation



FIG. 1: Galactic (green) and Galactocentric (red) reference frames

in Galactocentric coordinates will be useful. The relation between both reference frames is illustrated in Fig[l] For
simplicity, we assume the Sun is located in the galactic plane (its real position is slightly above the plane, Zg & 0.027
kpc [3]). Then, the transformation between both the frames (r,1,b) — (R, ®,©) is defined by equations:

R:\/r2+R2®—2roR@; ro =rcoslcosb (1)
© = arcsin rsinb
rsinlcosb
P = in ——;
arcsin —— =3 o > Rg
rsinlcosb
b =7— in ————: <
T — arcsin Reos© ro < Rg
and inversely (R, ®,0) — (r,1,b)
r= \/R2+R2® +2RgRe; Ry = Rcos®cos O, (2)
. Rsin®
b = arcsin ,
Rsin® ©
l:ﬂ—arcsinM; Ry > Ro,
rcosb
Rsin® €]
| = arcsin LS COS T ; Ry < Rg,
rcosb

where R is the distance of the Sun from the galactic center. The values obtained in the different recent measurements
are in the interval 7.1 — 8.92 kpc [2]. For our analysis, we assume Rg ~ 8 kpc. We will need this transformation to

model and simulate the motion of the stars in Sec[2.2] The axis of the galactic and Galactocentric reference frames
are defined as

x = rcoslcosb, y = rsinlcosb, z =rsinb, (3)
X = Rcos®cosO, Y =rsin®cos O, Z =rsin®, (4)



which will be needed for analysis. So, the direction z points to the centre of the galaxy and the direction y is direction
of the galaxy’s rotation. The corresponding coordinates are related as

X =z — Rg; Y =y; Z =z (5)
The proper motion of the stars in Gaia data is represented by the vector

picrs = (B> 1s) 5 Ho = Ha €OSF, (6)
whose components are angular velocities in directions of the right ascension and declination in the ICRS. For our
analysis, we will prefer the representation of proper motion in the galactic reference frame

Hgat = (s f16) ;B = pucosb. (7)

In an accordance with [8] the proper motion vectors are given as

Hgal = AT prors; UICRS = PaPICRS + UsAICRS, tgal = 1] Pgal + HbUgal, (8)
where

—0.0548755604162154 —0.8734370902348850 —0.4838350155487132
AT = 0.4941094278755837 —0.4448296299600112 0.7469822444972189 |, (9)
—0.8676661490190047 —0.1980763734312015 0.4559837761750669

—sin « —cosasind —sinl —coslsinb
PicRrs = COos s qQICRS = —sin o sin § s Pgal = cos s Qgal = —sinlsinb
0 cos 0 0 cosb

The components of galactic proper motion are
W = Pgailigats b = AGarHgal (10)
and corresponding transverse 2D velocity is given as
Vgal= (Ulv Ub) =r (/1’77 ,U/b) ) (11)
where vy, v, are velocity components in directions of increasing latitude (I) and longitude (b), and the distance r is
obtained from the parallax
1

p[mas]’

rlkpe] = (12)

2.2. Simulation of stellar velocities

The velocity distributions will be compared with a simple probabilistic Monte-Carlo model. The model generates
velocity distribution in the Galactocentric reference frame (Fig[l)

Vo =V.Ng — Vo (R); Ng = (—sin®,cos®,0), (13)
Vo =V.Ng; Ng = (—cosPsinO, —sin sin©, cos ),
VrR =V.Ng; Ng = (cos®cosO,sin®PcosO,sin0),

where V is the velocity of a star, Vg, Ve and Vg are its components in the local reference frame defined by the

orthonormal vectors N, which define directions of increasing coordinates a = R, 0, ®. Velocity V, (R) is defined as
an average of orbital velocity at the galactic plane and radius R

Vo (R) = <V-N<1>>|Z:0 ) (14)

which is also our definition of the RC. This definition is based on direct measurements of the orbital velocities in
the selected MW sectors, so the results obtained may differ from a global RC calculated from Jeans modelling [9]
assuming an axisymmetric gravitational potential of the MW. Our definition reflects the collective orbital velocity
rather than the velocity of a single star or a test particle [4].

As we shall see, the observed distributions suggest that their shape can be in a first approximation very well
described by the multinormal distributions

Ve V8 Vi
P(V,R,Z) ~exp (_Mp - % - E ) (15)

where a possible dependence on R and Z is absorbed in the standard deviations o,,. This dependence will be analyzed

in Sec. B.3



FIG. 2: Mosaic of square events representing input for analysis

b\l [(=5,5) (85,95) (175,185) (265,275) (45,135) (225,315)

(-5.5] A B C D Q2 Qs
b\l [(0,360)
(—90,-80)| E
(80, 90) F
b\l |(—45,45) (45,135) (135,225) (225,315)
(—60,—45)| Qus Qas Qss Qus
(45, 60) Qin Q2N Q3N Qan

TABLE I: MW sectors used for analysis

2.3. Data set

Similarly as in our previous study [T9H21], the field of stars is broken down into a mosaic of small square cells (we
call them events) that represent a statistical input for our analysis (Fig. Such an approach allows us, for example,
to exclude regions with a very high or inhomogeneous stellar density. The data sectors of the sky used for analysis
are defined in Tab[ll

For analysis we use events defined in Tab[ll] and having limited multiplicity

M < 50. (16)
After this selection, we accept only sources that meet the cut
Avgg
20 = <03 vgar = |[Vaal - (17)
Vgal

We have verified that this cut gives almost the same results as a narrower cuts. Most of our calculations focus on
mean values, which means that the resulting errors can be much smaller than the errors of individual entries. Thus,



| A B C D E F Q2 Qa4
A[deg] 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.04 0.04 0.02 0.02
Newr 332623 1862224 809392 1464150 300037 269708 11561084 10753108
| Qs Qus Qss Qus Qv Qon Qan Qun
A[deg] 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04
Newr | 1578844 1040017 854355 1378185 1281482 1236598 832720 918059

TABLE II: Dimensions of the events and numbers of stars in MW sectors after cuts , .

5000
8000 -

4000 7 15000
6000 |-
3000
10000 [
4000 [
2000

5000 [
1000 2000 -

P(r)

14000 8000 -

12000
10000
8000
6000
4000
2000

6000 -

4000 -

2000

FIG. 3: Distribution of distances in the sectors A-F. Unit: r[kpc|. Binning: 0.024kpc.

unless otherwise stated, we use the cut n . This ratio can be estimated using , and parallax and proper
motion errors in the Gaia data as

Avga Ap\®  (upAup)® + (A )’
Vgal \/(pp) MR AT SN R 18)

Vgal

where we have neglected the possible correlation between p and p. The resulting numbers of sources in the respective
sectors are shown in the same table.

3. RESULTS

In Fig[3] we show the distribution of star distances in the data sectors A-F defined above. The distance of most of
them is r < 6 — 8 kpc, which is roughly the radius of our analysis. Dependencies of mean velocities (v;), (vs) , (Vgai)
and related standard deviations on distance r are shown in the figures that follow. What information can be extracted
from them?

3.1. Local velocity of the Sun

The velocity of a star at the point R of Galactocentric frame can be defined as
V(R)=Ve(R)+Av(R); (Av(R))=0, V;(R)=(V(R)), (19)

where Vg (R) is the velocity of the galaxy rotation (average velocity at R) and the star local velocity Av is the
deviation from the average V. Obviously, the average may depend on the choice of sources and the size of the
defined neighbourhood. The velocity of the Sun is
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FIG. 4: Dependence of mean velocity (v; - blue, vy - green, vgq; - red) on distance r in the galactic reference frame in sectors
A-F. Cut n < 0.1. Units: r[kpc], v[km/s].

Vo =Ve (Re) +ve; Vo = (Vor, Yoy, Ve:) = (Us, Ve, Wo), (20)

where v is a local velocity of the Sun and R its position. The local standard of rest (LSR) is defined as the average
Ve (Rg) calculated in the sphere of radius r = 100pc [12]. The transverse velocity is obtained as the projection
of galactic 3D velocity

v = V. n; = (—sinl, cosi,0), (21)

vy = V.Ny; n, = (—coslsinb, —sinlsinb, cosb) ,

where orthonormal vectors n, represent directions of increasing coordinates a = [, b and the galactic 3D velocity v is
defined as

v=V(R)-Vg=Vs(R)+Av(R) - Vg (Re) —vo (22)
(v) = Vg (Ret+r) = Vg (Rg) — ve. (23)

These equalities allow us a clear interpretation of the panels in Fig[4]

1) (vp) in the sectors A-D
Since in these sectors we have b ~ 0, z & 0, so we can identify v, = v,. Obviously, the curves (vp) for r — 0 with
the use of define

Voz = — (vp) - (24)

2) (v;) in the sectors A and C
Similarly, we can identify v, = +v; in the A and v, = —v; in the C sector. Then, for r — 0 we obtain for A and C
voy = —(v), Voy =+ (ur) - (25)

3) (v;) in the sectors B and D
In these sectors, for small » we can identify v, = —v; in the B and v, = 4wv; in the D sector. So, for r — 0 with
the use of Eq. we obtain for B and D

Vor = + (1), Vor = — (1) - (26)

A combined numerical analysis based on the linear fit of the curves (v;) and (v,) for r < 1kpc (Eqgs.([24)—(26)) gives
for r — 0 the results in Tab[[TIl



Vo Voy Vo2 Voy ref.
10.5+1 22.5+3 7.5+ 0.5 247.5 this work
11.1 12.24 7.25 [16]

14.6 255.2 [15]
11.1 7.8 245.8 [4]

TABLE III: The local and galactocentric velocities of the Sun [km/s].

3.2. Rotation curve

From now, we will substitute galactic velocity v in by v -+ v+ vg, so

v=Vg(R)+Av(R) - Vs (Ro) (27)
(v) = Vg (Re+r) — Vg (Rg) (28)

which does not depend on the velocity of the Sun. The corresponding reference frame is the local rest frame at Rg.
In this frame, the input data are modified with the use of Tab. (III)) as

v — v+ Ve.ny, vp — Vp + Ve .1y, (29)

vgat =\ (01 4+ Vo) + (v + ve.my)?, (30)

After this substitution Fig[]is replaced by panel DATA in Fig[5] The combination of the new panels A and C, which
represents the RC is shown in Fig[th.

Another representation of the RC can be obtained from panels B and D. For |Z| = 0 and r > 0, the term
w = Vg (Ro+r) — Vi (Rg) in Eq.(28) and its transverse projection (w;) are calculated as suggested in Fig[7] from
two similar orthogonal triangles with angle . We obtain

(w)) = %VO(R); R=\/r2+R2. (31)

Since w; = —wvy, Eq. implies

(v) = —%Vo (R) (32)
Vo (r) =~ (u). (33)

The corresponding RCs are shown in Fig@b,c. The velocity Vj (R) is roughly constant over the given interval for both
panels B and D. This is also confirmed by the numerical analysis of curves in panels B and D in Fig (upper part -
data) with the use of and Ry =~ 8 kpc, which gives the result

Vo ~ 225km/s. (34)

The same value was used in the corresponding simulation shown in the same figure (lower part - simulation). Obviously,
the agreement with the data is very good.

3.3. Five parameters of the MW collective rotation

Panels E and F in the upper part of Fig provide further information. We observe (v;) ~ 0 and (v,) =~ 0, as is
expected in both narrow cones pointing perpendicularly from the galactic plane, where positive and negative vy, v, are
equally abundant. On the other hand the value (vg4q;) increases with distance from the plane. This increase occurs
in the galactic reference frame, which reflects the deceleration of collective rotation in the Galactocentric frame.
Important information is obtained from Fig. [§], where dependencies of standard deviations are shown. The increasing
standard deviations in panels E and F suggest a less collective, but more chaotic motion of high velocities away from
the galactic plane.
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FIG. 5: Dependence of mean velocity (v; - blue, vy - green, vgq; - red) on distance r in the local rest frame at Ry in sectors

A-F. For panel DATA we used cut n < 0.1. Units: r[kpc],

vlkm/s].

In the distribution , we assume in the first approximation:

Oa =000+ 0a1 |Z]; a=R,0,9, (35)
where 0,0 and 0,1 are free parameters. In their settings, we proceed as follows.
i) From the data panels A-C in Fig where Z ~ 0, we estimate
0o = Op sectors A-C, (36)
ORo & 0y sectors B,D. (37)
ii) From panels E and F (where r & |Z|) we assume the slope
01 " ORo =01, (38)
which implies
oo =0e0+01|Z], Or =0Rro +01|Z|. (39)

iii) For distribution Vg in we assume different o for two opposite orientations, +(—) means in (against) the
direction of rotation. More specifically:

O’;:Uq)o, 0‘;:0‘¢0+0’1|Z|. (40)
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FIG. 7: Rotation of MW as seen in sectors B and D. Here the symbols Vg and Vg stand for Vg (R) and Vg (Ro) .

The asymmetry o reflects an effective deceleration (AVqy) of the collective rotation for larger |Z| mentioned above.

We have
(AVy) = (/ Vo exp (— (V‘I’> ) dVs +/ Vo exp (—2 (2) > dV¢> , (41)
N = / exp <_ (V‘I’> )dV@—i-/ooeXp( = (E) )dV@
After integration we get
(AVg) = \/Z (0f —03) = \/Zal |Z]. (42)

The free parameters were obtained by optimization to achieve the best fit to the data. At the same time, we have
verified assumptions and prov1de sufficient freedom to achieve a very good agreement. The hst of five
empirical parameters used for snnulatlon is given in Tab.

The comparison with the data is done as follows

1) Position (r,1,b) of the star in the galactic reference frame is with the use of Egs. [1| transformed to the Galac-
tocentric frame (R, ®,0). For this position, the velocity V (R) is generated according to distribution with
the parameters from Tab[IV] The Wolfram Mathematica code of the generator will be available on the website
https://www.fzu.cz/~piska/Catalogue/generator.nbl

2) Simulated transverse velocities vy, vy, are obtained with the use of . Then, the distributions of these velocities
can be created in parallel with distributions obtained directly from the data.
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FIG. 8: Standard deviations mean velocity (v; - blue, vy - green, vgq; - red) on distance r in sectors A-F. Units: rlkpc], olkm/s].

cgeolkm 571 oaolkm s orolkm s o1[km s 'kpcTt] Volkm s7']  ref.
12 22 30 35 225 this work
11 20 31 x x 7]

TABLE IV: Parameters of Monte-Carlo simulation and corresponding parameters from other analysis, see Sec. [

In Fig[5] we show the first comparison of data with the Monte-Carlo simulation. For panels B,D,E,F we see a perfect
agreement. In panels A and C, the simulation does not reproduce small fluctuations. Simulation in panel C suggests
that velocity increases with r, despite the constant parameter V. This small effect is because we are working inside
the angle b = +5 deg, which means a slight linear increase in average |Z| and correspondingly some deceleration with
r. The positive sign of (v;(r)) g7, in sector C is in accordance with the opposite direction of galactic rotation in this
sector. So, the corresponding correction should be made to accurately evaluate the RC in these sectors. We have
checked that for smaller angles || this effect disappears. At the same time, we do not observe a similar effect in sector
A. The reason is that in a very dense field of this sector our cuts M < 50 and 5 < 0.1 accept only a narrow sector of
the data: || < 1 deg.

Relation holds for sectors B and D, where | &~ £7/2 and Z ~ 0 (or b =~ 0). In general, with the use of and
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(128) we have
(v) = (Vo (Rotr) = Vi (Ro)) . (43)
This relation can be rewritten as
(o) = (Vo + (AVa)) Na (Ro+1) — VoNg (Re)) 1. (44)

With the use of parameterization and after some calculation, we get

() — v (AVa) (vr) +7\/701|Z|
Vo = = (45)
v — cosl v —cosl

where

Rgcosl —rcosb

’)/ =
\/R% +12c0s2b — 2Rgr coslcosb

(46)

One can check that in sectors B and D this relation reduces to (32)). This relation allows us to analyze Vj (or (AVg))
not only in narrow sectors B and D but also in the wider regions, which can provide higher statistics with smaller
errors. In Fig@ (blue points) we show RCs obtained with the use of in sectors Qs and Q4. In the analyzed area
we observe irregular fluctuations in the rotation velocity AVy/Vy ~ 10%. The formula is not suitable for the
reconstruction of Vj in the region of singularity v — cosl ~ 0 (or equivalently Vg (Rg+r) =~ Vg (Rg)), which takes
place for small r or for |cosl| &~ 1. In the same figure, we show also the curve V} obtained by the reconstruction of
Monte-Carlo simulation. The value Vg =~ 225 km/s correctly reproduces the input from Tabm V] which is a check that
our calculation is consistent.

The very good agreement of the simulations with the data is confirmed by other results. In Figll0] we show
distributions of v; and vy, in sectors A-F together with the corresponding distributions obtained from simulations. In
sectors A-D we observe a narrower Gaussian distribution of vy, the width of which does not depend on the sector. On
the other hand, distributions of v; are slightly different. Note the shift in sectors B and D, which corresponds to the
decrease in (v;) in upper panels B and D in Fig Next, we see that the agreement between all data and the simulation
in Figs[5] [10]is almost perfect. A very good qualitative agreement data - simulation for the standard deviations o of
velocity distributions is demonstrated in Fig[8] The important result is shown in Fig[T1] The asymmetry of histograms
(vi,1) and (vp,l) from sectors E and F with ”cutouts” at I ~ 0°,90°,180°,270° reflects different projections of the
asymmetry . Distributions of velocities in Fig in wide sectors Q15— Qas, Q1nv—Qan again confirm a very good
agreement of the simulation with data.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Our local solar velocity results in Tab[II]] are comparable to earlier measurements even though the definition is
slightly different. The velocity components ve, and ve. are in agreement with others, but v, is apparently greater.
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FIG. 10: Distributions of v; and v in sectors A-F: data and simulation. Unit: v{km/s]. Binning: 1.6 km/s.

| [13] M 3] 5]  this work
Vo ‘ 2404+ 3 229+ 0.2 233.6 + 2.8 = 230 =225

TABLE V: Galactocentric velocity Vo [km/s]

In our approach, the determination of the local solar velocity ve, is not correlated with the velocity Vo of MW rotation
at the Sun’s position. We also note that our 3D solar velocity vector is obtained only from two components of the
proper motion in sectors A-D, without using radial velocity.

The determination of RC is based on the model-independent definition . According to this definition, we
measure the average value of the collective rotation velocity at the plain of the galactic disc. In Figs[6] [9] we show
RCs measured in different regions of galactic longitudes. Its average value well agrees with the results of other
measurements listed in Tab[V] Our curves are obtained with very high precision, so as a result, we observe local
fluctuations (< 30km/s) in the structure of MW rotation. These fluctuations correspond to velocity substructures
and non-axisymmetric kinematic signatures observed in [5], [14]. The fluctuations do not allow us to analyze the RC
slope in our limited range of R . Further, we have shown that the collective rotation velocity decreases for increasing
|Z|, see Eq.([d2). A similar observation was reported in [18].
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SIMULATION SIMULATION

FIG. 11: Histograms (v;,!) and (w,l) in sectors E and F: data and simulation.Units: [[deg], v[km/s]. Binning I, v, vs:
3.6 deg, 5 km/s, 3 km/s.

Except for the above local fluctuations, the analyzed kinematical distributions are very well described by a minimal
MW model based on five free parameters in the Galactocentric reference frame. The model depicts a simplified
scenario where fluctuations in local velocity are smoothed out through averaging. The scale of velocity fluctuations is
defined by parameters of the model in Tab[IV] It means that their magnitude depends on the direction and increases
with distance from the galactic plane. The fluctuations are most significant in the Ny direction, less in the Ng
direction and least in the Ng direction.

Analysis and simulation of kinematical distributions in the studied region (r < 6kpc) need apart of the MW pa-
rameters also another five parameters related to our laboratory: its velocity v, distance from the galactic centre Rg
and its position zg above the galactic plane (neglected). Except for the last two, all the remaining parameters that
we obtained in the present analysis are listed in Tabs[[TI} [[V] For now, we ignore the slope of the RC, which has in
our region a very small effect [4, [I5]. The model suggests that the MW rotation can be in the first approximation
described as follows.

1) The rotation is strongly collective in the galactic disk plane with relatively small Gaussian velocity fluctuations
090,060, 0Rro around the much greater velocity V. This is confirmed in Fig[T0]in panels v; for sectors A and C, and
panels vy, for sectors A - D. The broader and slightly shifted distributions v; for sectors B and D are due to the effect of
projection illustrated in Figm and expressed in Eq.. Our first three parameters are compared with corresponding
galactic thin disc parameters obtained in another study, see [V} The agreement is excellent.

2) The fourth parameter o is important outside the galactic plane, where it controls the increase in fluctuations
with |Z] as shown in sectors E, F in Fig This figure suggests that with increasing |Z| the collectivity decreases and
the directions of the trajectories are becoming more random and probably less circular. An increase of fluctuations
suggests also Fig[l0] in sectors E,F and Fig[12 in all sectors Qq, differing from the sectors A-D by |Z| > 0. The
further effect of o1 is due to the asymmetry of distribution Vg, which generates deceleration of collective rotation
with increasing |Z| according to . This asymmetry is manifested very clearly in histograms (v;,1) and (vp,!) in
Fig Another representation of the asymmetry in (v;,1) histogram we observe in v; distributions in the sectors Q
and Qs in Fig[12] Obviously, we have v; ~ Vg, where the signs +— hold in sectors 1,3. The asymmetry in (vy, ()
histogram is reflected in v, distributions in the sectors Q2 and Q4. Our assumption that ag does not depend on |Z|
is proved by comparing v; distributions in the sectors Q; and Qg in Fig[T2] with the corresponding distributions in
sectors A and C in Fig[I0] This independence means that

V(R Z)| SVo+og (47)

in the studied region.
We can conclude that the applied Monte-Carlo model fits the kinematic data in the study area very well. In more
distant regions our parameters may require further corrections.
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FIG. 12: Distributions of v; and v, in sectors Q15—Qus, Qin—Qan: data and simulation. Unit: v[km/s]. Binning: 1.6 km/s.
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