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ABSTRACT

We report upper limits on the masses of black holes that camdsent in the centers of sixteen nearby galaxy
bulges. These limitd/i for our statistically complete sample were derived from tedeling of the central
emission-line widths ([NI] or [S II]), observed over a/(5x 02 (R < 9 pc) aperture. The experiment has a
mean detection sensitivity ef 3.9 x 10°M,. For three sample members with direct determinatiordgf our
upper limits agree within the uncertainties, while in gaheur upper limits are found to be close to the masses
measured in other bulges with global properties similariso Remarkably, our limits lie quite closely to the
recently derivedMgy — o, relation. These results support a picture wherein the bifextk mass and overall galaxy
structure are closely linked, as galaxies with exceptigrmagh Mgy at a giverno, apparently are rare.

Subject headinggjalaxies: bulges — galaxies: kinematics and dynamics —xgadanuclei — galaxies: spiral

1. INTRODUCTION namical modeling (e.g., Dressler & Richstone 1988; Kornyend
etal. 1996, 1997; van der Marel et al. 1997; Cretton & van den
Bosch 1999; Gebhardt et al. 2000a), which has provided mass

_estimates for over two dozen nuclei, mostly in massive yearl
type galaxies. Modeling the kinematics of ionized gas has pr
duced a number of additional mass measurements (e.g., Harms
et al. 1994, Ferrarese, Ford, & Jaffe 1996; Bower et al. 1998;
Verdoes Kleijn et al. 2000; Sarzi et al. 2001, hereafter S01;

The last few years have seen great progress in studying th
dark mass concentrations at the centers of “ordinary” quies
cent galaxies, showing that they are very common and demon
strating in some cases that they must be supermassive blac
holes (SMBHSs) by ruling out all astrophysically viable alte
natives. Indeed, a picture is emerging in which SMBHSs in the
range of 16 to 1°M, are an integral part of galaxy formation ; =
(e.gg , Kauffmann & Haehnelt 20%0).pTwo egamp?les in the lo- Barth etal. 2001a). Finally, application of results fromee
cal universe stand out with particularly convincing evideas ~ PEation mapping of active galactic nuclei have yieldedran
SMBHs: the Milky Way and NGC 4258. At the Galactic Cen- virial mass estimates for Seyfert galaxies (H_o 1999; Wandel
ter, direct observations of individual stars (Genzel etl@b7; Peterson, & Malkan 1999) and QSOs (Kaspl et al. 2000) that
Eckart & Genzel 1997; Ghez et al. 1998) and a stream of ion- seem to be robust (Gebhardt et al. 2000b; Ferrarese et d0).200
ized gas (Herbst et al. 1993) orbiting Sgr Show that all the _Taken together, these results show Maj; is correlated both
dynamically relevant mass insidel pc, 26 x 10°M, is con- with thg stellar luminosity puge (Kormendy & Richstone 1995;
centrated with a density of > 1012|v|®’ pc3. In NGC 4258 Magorrian et al. 1998; Ho 1999; Kormendy et al. 2001) and,
a disk of masing molecular gas is orbiting the center with more tightly, with the velocity d|sper_S|0n of the bulge (Geb-

a Keplerian rotation curve as traced by maser emission _hardt etal. 2000a; Ferrarese & Merrit 20(.)0)' By contris,
(Miyoshi et al. 1995); models imply thadgs ~ 3.6 x 107 M., is unrelated to the properties of galaxy disks (Korm_endy.et_a
andp > 4x 1°M,, pc 2. Alternatives to SMBHS, such as clus- 2001). The_ growth of SMBHSs appears to be closely linked with
ters of brown dwarfs or stellar remnants, can be ruled out in the formation of bulges. However, the gctual slopg and scat-
these two cases (e.g. Maoz 1995, 1998). ter of the MBH - Lbu.|ge and Mgy — o, relations are still under

A number of techniques have' matured that have demon_debate. It is al_so important to remember that our knowledge
strated the presence of a central dark mass concentratam in about_ SMBHs Is very uneven across the Hupble sequence of
ever growing number of nearby galaxy nuclei, with mass es- 921axies. The existing samples are preferentially wetjkte
timates accurate to a factor ef2 and concentration limits of  Ward early-type galaxies with very massive black holesnro
p> 10F3M,, pc. Simple analogy with the exemplary cases an observational point of view, there is a pressing need to ac
where the SMBH presence is all but proven, and the connec-3u'ré bette'MBH statistics for spiral galaxies. .
tion to active galactic nuclei (AGN) activity at various ém- . Motivated by the recent progress and the emerging correla-
sity levels, suggest strongly that these central dark nsamse tions, but also by the desire to improve the black hole census

SMBHs as well. The most widely used technique is stellar dy- " SPirals. we derive mass constraints on SMBHs potentially
present in the bulges of sixteen nearby disk galaxies. As we
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will show, these constraints constitute significant pregréoth 2.2. Observations
in terms of the number of target galaxies and in terms of broad
ening the range of parent galaxies with significant constsai

We draw on spectra of nearby nuclei obtained with the Space
Telescope Imaging Spectrograph (STIS) onboardHhéble
Space Telescope (HSTaken as part of the Spectroscopic Sur-
vey of Nearby Galaxy Nuclei (SUNNS) project (Shields et al.

2000; Ho et al. 2000; S01; Rix et ?"- 2001). Only four of derive surface photometry of the central regions, threemexp
our original twenty-four target galaxies showed extendee | sures totaling approximately 45 minutes were obtained thi¢h

emission with symmetric kinematics and hence were suited fo U )
a directMgy determination. These cases have been modeled byG750'vI grating; this resulted in spectra that cover 6300 A to

S01 and yielded/gy estimates. Here we analyze data for six- 6850 A with a full-width at half maximum resolution for ex-
teen galaxies from SUNNS with central [N A\6548, 6583  tended sourcesof 1.6A.
and [SII] A\6716, 6731 line emission from ionized gas. In _ FOr 9 of the 16 galaxies in the present sample, the tele-
most cases the central gas emission is spatially unresaived SCOP€ was offset by ‘@5 (~1 pixel) along the slit between
only marginally so, and has line widths 107 kms . re_peated exposures to aid in the removal of hot p|xels_and cos
Spatially unresolved lines do not permit precise mass esti- MiC rays. The two-dimensional (2-D) spectra were bias- and
mates, but potentially do allow us to derive useful uppeitim  dark-subtracted, flat-fielded, aligned, and combined iimgls
onMgy. This is because the line emission in our central aper- ffames. Cosmic rays and hot pixels remaining in the combined
ture must arise from gas at a distance from the center thatt is, 2-D spectra were cleaned following the recipe of Rudnick, Ri
most, equal to the physical dimension of the region subnde & Kennicutt (2000). The 2-D spectra were then corrected for

HST observations were acquired for all objects in SUNNS
during 1998 and 1999. We placed thB20x 52" slit across
each nucleus along an operationally determined positigtean
which is effectively random with respect to the galaxy orien
tation. After initial 20-s acquisition exposures with thptie
cal long-pass filter (roughly equivalent 8), from which we

by the central aperture itself, for our sample typicaily® pc. geometrical distortion and then V\{av_elen%th and flux caléita
If the gas motions are orbital, all velocities and hence the i With standarcstsbasprocedures withimar ,
tegrated line width will scale ag/Mg. Note that the result- To represent the generic “nuclear spectrum” of each galaxy,

ing limit on Mgy scales linearly with the central aperture size, W€ €xtracted aperture spectra five pixels wide(’25), cen-
affording HST an order of magnitude gain over ground-based t€réd on the brightest part of the continuum. The acquirsitio
observations (e.g., Salucci et al. 2000), and making theater ~ IMages indicate tha’; the uncertainties in the galaxy cefuer
limits astrophysically interesting. to dust areg 0.25 pix ~ 07012 (see also S01). In essence,
At parsec-scale distances from galactic centers the gabis s therefore, the extracted spectra represent the averagealcen
ject not only to gravitational forces but also to gas pressur €mission, convolved with the STIS spatial point-spreactiun
and magnetic forces (e.g., for the Milky Way, Timmermann et tion (PSF) and sampled over an aperture!t%x 0’2, or 18 pc
al. 1996; Yusef-Zadeh, Roberts, & Wardle 1997). In general, * 14 Pc for the mean sample distance of 15Mpc.
these other effects cause additional line broadening. _For three (_)f our gaIaX|_es, ce_ntral st_ellar velocity disper-
The paper is organized as follows. In §2 we present the spec-SioNs were either not available in the literature (NGC 3992

troscopic and photometric STIS observations, and in §3 we de @d NGC 4800) or quite uncertain (NGC 3982; Nelson &
scribe our modeling of the ionized gas kinematics. In §4 and Whittle 1995). Therefore, we obtained new spectroscopia da
§5, we present our results and draw our conclusions. for these objects on two observing runs: with the Boller &

Chivens spectrograph at the Bok 90-inch telescope in Ma@ 200
for NGC 3992, and with the Double Spectrograph (Oke &
2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION Gunn 1982) at the Palomar 200-inch telescope in June 2001
2.1. Galaxy Sample for NGC 3982 and NGC 4800. At Kitt Peak we used the 600
grooves mmt grating to cover 3600-5700 A with a pixel scale
~on the CCD of 1.86 A pix, while for the Palomar run we
' observed the Ca infrared triplet using the 1200 groovesinm
grating on the red side of the Double Spectrograph, with alpix
scale of 0.63 A pix'. Spectra were extracted for apertures of
3’3 x 2”5 and 37 x 2’0 for the Bok and Palomar spectra,
. e . -~ respectively. Total exposure times were 40, 30, and 60 min-
SO to Sb galaxies within 17 Mpc known to have line emis- utes for NGC 3982, NGC 3992, and NGC 4800, respectively.

H 5 sl —2 thi / "
Slr%ge%t 1soalmelrgiosns(t:irtrsjte)'s\,\tlgglrs]uallaszetxo?SSRIeI\rItSurgl.)'e-L?sewithThe stellar velocity dispersions were measured following t
P P J method of Rix et al. (1995), and the obtained values are re-

sufficient central line flux in K or [N 11] to provide adequate :
signal-to-noise (S/N> 10). With the experimental setup de- ported in Table 1.

scribed below, the sample is effectively defined by galatkies o ) )
have Hh or [N 11] line fluxes> 10 ergs s cm2 within a 2.3. Central Emission-Line Widths and Flux Profiles

025 x 072 central aperture, which correspond to line lumi-  To quantify the emission-line velocity widths in these raac!
nosities of2 3 x 10*® ergs §* at the mean sample distance of spectra, we simultaneously fit Gaussians of single witith

15 Mpc. Our sample is s_ta_\tlsncally well defined and complete tg the [N11] AA6548, 6583 and [B] A\6716, 6731 emission-
in the sense that the original SUNNS sample was a volume-jine doublets, using thear task specrit The profiles of the
limited sample selected by em|SS|pn—I|ne flux within a (much [N 11] and [SII] lines were found to be roughly Gaussian. We
larger) 2 x 4" aperture. The basic parameters of the target restricted ourselves to line widths from forbidden trainsis
galaxies are given in Table 1. to side-step the impact of a possible broad (broad-lineorggi

11 |RAF is distributed by the National Optical Astronomical €lvatories, which are operated by AURA, Inc. under cohtathe NSF.

All sample galaxies, mostly early-type disk galaxies (SO —
Sh), were observed with STIS as part of the SUNNS project
the full details of this program will be reported elsewheRex(
et al. 2001). The SUNNS galaxies are drawn from the Palomar
spectroscopic survey of nearby galaxies (Filippenko & 8atg
1985; Ho, Filippenko, & Sargent 1995, 1997) and include all
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component arising from radii much smaller than our observa-
tional aperture. However, in all objects where only a narrow
Ha emission-line component was present, we also included H
in the fit. In the few cases with prominent, very broad H
lines (e.g. , NGC 4203, Shields et al. 2000; NGC 4450, Ho
et al. 2000), particular care was taken to minimize the irhpac
of the very broad lines on the estimatexqf, in the adjacent
[N 11T lines. In virtually all objects the S/N is in excess of 10,
and hence the formal errors in the estimated line width age ne
ligible for the subsequent analysis. The instrumentalwitth
derived from comparison lamps ig.s: ~ 32 kms? and was
subtracted from the raw measurementgf,in quadrature; for
all but two objects these line width corrections were negleg
implying that the intrinsic widths were well resolved. Tloisr-
rection also spares us from accounting in the following ntode
ing of the line width for the broadening due to the instrunaént
line spread function. The resulting values &g, are listed in
Table 1. Their characteristic errors, including the caiogcfor
the instrumental line width, are less than 10 kfns

As we will detail below, any information on the gas spatial
flux distribution on scalesS 0725 provides a valuable con-
straint for the central line width modeling procedure. Tier
fore, we also obtained radial profiles along the slit di@tfior
the ionized gas flux, by fitting a Gaussian to thel[NA6583
line-flux profile along the spatial direction on the 2-D spact
We chose [NI] because among our sample galaxies this is al-
most always the brightest line, and because it is less liethe
affected by underlying absorption features in the steltantio-
uum than hk. The [NII] emission-line flux profiles are shown
in Figure 1.

3. MODELING THE CENTRAL LINE WIDTH
3.1. Basic Concept

We are now faced with converting the observed central line
widths into estimates for the central black-hole mass.

To start, we assume that the ionized gas motion is dominated

solely by gravity. In this case the central line width depead:
(a) the total gravitational potential of the putative SMBHRida
of the surrounding stars; (b) the spatial emissivity disttion
(e.g. , that of a disk inclined at cs and (c) the “kinematic
behaviour” of the ionized gas, for example “dynamicallycol
gas moving on circular orbits or hotter gas with hydroststip-
port. The lack of spatially resolved information on the gas fl
distribution within the central @25 x 02 aperture means that
we can only derive upper limits tMgy; if the emission-line
flux within the aperture arose frofR < Raperure ~ 0’1, ar-
bitrarily small values oMgy could explain the observed line
width. If the gas motion is also affected by non-gravitasibn
forces, such as outflows, magnetic fields, or supernova winds
this would broaden the integrated line velocity width aitahit

ally, and hence lower the required black-hole mass needed to

explain a giverocen. By ignoring non-gravitational forces we
are therefore conservative in estimating upper limitstierden-
tral black-hole mass. The absence of constraints on therimpo
tance of non-gravitational forces constitutes a secondorea
(besides the lack of spatially resolved information on ths g
flux) why it is not possible to secure the presence of a SMBH in
our sample galaxies, as hypothetically the observed linkhsi
could be entirely explained by non-gravitational effects.

If the functional form of the potential well is fixed, then the
central line width will scale with the potential for any give

3

choice of the emissivity distribution and for the gas kin¢ios
behaviour. In the simplest case of a purely Keplerian p@ént
induced by a SMBH®gy, the expected central line width will
scale as the square root of the black-hole mass. As the aircul
velocity at any given reference radiRg ¢, Vc(Reet), Will scale

in the same way, the ratio betweeg., and v.(Re¢) is inde-
pendent of black-hole mass. The task at hand is therefore to
derive a plausible range of values for this ratio by varying t
spatial emissivity distribution, and then to obtain a masgje
for the putative SMBH from the observed central line widta vi
Ocen— V(Z;(Rref) — Mpn = Vg(Rref)Rref/G-

The same would hold for a sequence of purely stellar poten-
tials derived from the luminosity density with differing 5=
to-light ratiosY. When both the stellar and the SMBH contri-
bution to the gravitational potential are considered, tiape of
the rotation curve, and henegen/Vc(Ret), will depend on the
relative weight oMy and Y.

In all cases we will proceed through the following steps in or
der to make a prediction for the gas velocity dispersion iwith
the central aperture:

e Specify the spatial gas emissivity distribution and the
gravitational potential and choose the kinematic be-
haviour of the gas.

e Construct 2-D maps for the moments of the line-of-sight

velocity distribution (LOSVD) at any positiorx(y) on

the sky

TVK(X,Y) = / LOSVD (x,y, vo)VEdv, (k=0,1,2), (1)

as they would appear without the limitations of the spa-
tial resolution; the first moment, for instance, is the mean
gas velocity.

e Convolve each of the 2-Dvk maps with the STIS PSF.

Sample the convolvelVK.n, 2-D maps over the desired
aperture to obtain the PSF-convolved, aperture-averaged
LOSVD velocity moment&vXconap, Which are directly
comparable to the observables.

In particular, compute the ionized gas fluksp,
the projected mean streaming velocity,, and the
velocity dispersionoap within the desired aperture

\/ SV2convap/ fap =V, respectively. The last quantity,
oap, Can be compared with the measured velocity width

Ocen

In what follows, we will first derive upper limits ollgy as-
suming that the gas is moving on circular orbits in a coplanar
randomly oriented disk within a Keplerian potential (§3tAgn

we consider the impact of the stellar potential on this disklm
eling (83.3); finally, we will explore a seemingly very difént
situation for the kinematical behaviour of the gas, thatpf h
drostatic equilibrium (83.4), to demonstrate that our lissare
robust with respect to the underlying model assumptions. We
anticipate that the most conservative upper limitsMyy are
derived from the first approach, where the impact of theaatell
potential is neglected.
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Fic. 1.— Observed emission-line flux profiles along the directid the STIS slit. In each panel thidled symbolsepresent the observed [N fluxes at each
CCD row along the slit (corresponding to a synthesized apexf 0’05 x 0!’2), while thedashed lineshows the fit to the central five points as described in §3.2.
For comparison theolid linerepresents the stellar continuum profile, extracted fraaréigion free of emission lines between 6536 and 6542 A. Buoikgion-line
and continuum flux profiles have been rescaled so that thek yaues equal unity.

3.2. The Keplerian Disk Modeling constraint on such small scales. Therefore, we need to explo
all possible disk orientations to derive the probabilitgtdbu-
tion for oap/Vc(Ret), the ratio between the predicted central
velocity dispersion and the circular velocity at the refeera-
dius. We adopR; = 0125, corresponding to the distance of
the central aperture edge from the center along the slitdire
tion. We cover the possible disk orientations by constngcé
grid of models with equally spaced daandg.

For the intrinsic radial surface brightness profile of the ga
we assumed a Gaussian

We start with the simple and plausible assumption that the
ionized gas moves on circular orbits at the local circular ve
locity, which in turn is dictated solely by the gravitatidria-
fluence of the putative SMBHZ(R) = GMgy/R. We further
assume that the gas resides in a coplanar disk of unknown in
clination with an intrinsically axisymmetric emissivitystribu-
tion, X(R), centered on the stellar nucleus. Our best guess for
Y(R) is derived from the data themselves. In this Keplerian disk
the LOSVD at each positiorx(y) on the sky plane is just

LOSVD (X7 y7 VZ) = 2]prOj(Xa y) 5[VC.,pr0j(X7 y) _VZ] (2) E(R) = af|UX e_RZ/ZU%uxa (3)

and itsX.vk velocity moments are simply given Bpro(X,Y), and we derivedy,, ando iy by matching the observed emis-
Sproj (% Y) Ve proj(X,¥),  and (X,Y)VE proi(X,Y), respectively,  sjon flux profiles along the slit (see §2.3). This match again i
whereXyr0; andve proj are the projected gas surface brightness yolves convolving the intrinsi®(R) with the STIS PSF, which

and circular velocity. To deal with the central circular oty we parameterized as a sum of Gaussian components (see S01).
singularity, we neglected the contribution of the cent@ihp  The choice of a Gaussian for the intrinsic surface brighgnes

of the 2-D maps for th&vk velocity moments, and we refined distribution was a matter of convenience, for the convoluti

their grid sizes until no further substantial increase ia pine- process in this case is simply analytical. Intrinsicallyranoon-
dicted line widths was found. The adopted grid size in ourmod centrated profiles, such as exponential ones, would also-rep
els corresponds to/@05, or one tenth of a pixel. duce the data once convolved with the STIS PSF, and would

The geometry of the projected velocity field will depend on lead to tighter upper limits oMgy, which make our choice
the disk orientation, specified by its inclinationvith respect more conservative. We fit only the central five flux pixels for

to the sky plane and its major axis position anglevith re- each galaxy, corresponding to the same region subtended by
spect to the slit direction. We have no information on the gas our central aperture.
disk orientation within our central aperture, since thetdase Figure 1 displays our best fits B R), and illustrates that our

morphology we employed in SO1 cannot be used to provide amodel (Eqg. 3) matches the data well within0!’125 in all
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FIG. 2.— Predicted ratio of the gas central velocity dispers@the circu-
lar velocity at the reference radius, as obtained by thedtepi disk modeling
(83.2) for different disk inclinations, position anglésand intrinsic flux dis-
tributions.

cases? Table 2 lists the best-fitting . values. The actual
position of the data points with respect to the center of the fi
ting function can be explained entirely by a small displaeetn
(<« Reet) Of the slit center from that of the gaseous disk, without
violating our assumption of an axisymmetric emissivitytidis
bution. Including this small offset in the modeling prodsice
only negligible variations in the predicted centeal. In this
case the predicted mean velocitigg, although non-zero, are
very small and consequently the velocity dispersiogs are
almost equal to the ones obtained with perfectly centered-ap
tures (whervg, = 0).

For comparison, we also show the stellar surface brightness,

profiles in Figure 1, derived from the stellar continuum ie th
spectra; this comparison justifies our assumption that &% g
and the stellar distribution are concentric. Indeed, aeeth-
dent fit to the stellar profiles with the same functional peofil
adopted for the gas ones led to a mean offset along the slit di
rection of only 008+ 0.17 pixels, consistent with no offset at
all.

As an intermediate result of our modeling, we show in Fig-
ure 2 theoap/Ve(Reef) ratios obtained in a Keplerian potential
for different disk orientations and a range of typical valfier
otiux; the predictedr,p does not depend on the total flux, or
asux. The predicted central line width obviously increases from
face-on to edge-on systems. At a given disk orientation,-mod
els with intrinsically more concentrated gas emissivityals
have a larger line width than those with more extended flux dis
tributions because the gas resides at smaller radii. Shee t
central 0’25 x 0’2 aperture is nearly square, the impact of the
position angle parameteron the final confidence limits for the
oap/Ve(Reer) ratio is negligibly small.

The flux distributions in our sample galaxies are conceatrat
enough that the predicted line widths anenotonically
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FiG. 3.— Correction function for the derived flux concentratioirhesolid
line relates each intrinsie fyxin With the mediano fjux out) Of all the o fjux out
values that well matched the flux profiles obtained from eaghy i, as de-
scribed in 83.2. Correspondingly, for each sample galeb®,open circles
relate each of thef),x obtained by matching the galaxy flux profiles of Fig.
1, with the intrinsic flux concentratiosrfjux corr that need to be input into the
models. The identity transformatioddshed lingis shown for comparison.

decreasing with increasing dosSince randomly oriented disks
have uniformly distributed caswe can use Figure 2 to derive
the median values and 68% upper and lower confidence lim-
its for the Mgy, respectively, by simply taking the values of
oap/Ve(Reer) for the models with cois= 0.5, 0.84, and 0.16.

There is a minor practical complication in this modeling:
while changing the orientation of a disk with a fixed intrmsi
flux distribution, the predicted flux profile along each of five
0’05 x 02 apertures within the central’@5 x 02 aperture
changes, eventually becoming inconsistent with the oleserv
one. Hence, at any given disk orientation we must readjest th

intrinsic flux concentratiomw ¢y in order to match the central
five flux data points. Such a correction is particularly imtpat
for highly inclined disks, which have very different flux gites
“when considered at different position angles. Since Mgy
upper limits are derived for nearly face-on orientatiomgse
corrections will not strongly affect our results. Furthems,
tests have shown that the induced scatter inafg/Ve(Reet)
ratio at any given inclination is considerably smaller thha
face-on to edge-on variation.

For simplicity, we only used a statistical correction foisth
effect. For a set of intrinsic valuesxin, Wwe collected all the
central flux profiles predicted for a uniform grid in dosnd
¢. Then we treated each of these profiles as observed ones and
matched each of them with a PSF-convolved Gaussian profile
to get a distribution ofrfjux oyt Values and a mediafw fiux out)
value for eachoyxin. By comparing the mediako fiuxout)
values with the correspondingn vValues (Fig. 3), we can
correct for each galaxy our initial guess of the intrinsig,x,
derived by matching the observed central flux profiles of

12 Al [N 117 flux profiles of Figure 1 were symmetrical even outside thetizé aperture region, with the noticeable exception of N€B01 and NGC 4698. This
last Sa galaxy shows the presence of a stellar (Bertola #988) and gaseous (Bertola & Corsini 1999) core with an amgubmentum perpendicular to that of the
main galactic disk. This core can be identified as a disk fitTimaging (Scarlata et al. 2001). Consistent with these fiyglia recent accretion event may explain

why NGC 4698 is one of the two galaxies, among our sample afoléxhibit a stro

ngly asymmetric gas distribution withitA3(=:6 rows) where, assuming that the

nuclear regions of our galaxies are dominated by SMBHs wilkssas consistent with thégy — o relation, the dynamical timescale ranges from 0.5 to 12.@ My
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E-T T T ™1 T 3 galaxy the expected radius of the “sphere of influence” of the
. . SMBH, rinfi = GMgy /02, within whichMgy dominates the dy-

. oo . ] namics of a galaxy with a stellar velocity dispersien For
FL o 1 this estimate we adopt thdgy — o, relation as parameterized
100 = | by Gebhardt et al. (2000), lddgy = 3.75logo, —0.55. Then,

logrinsi = 1.75l0go, —2.92, whereMgy is in units of Mg, o, in
km s, andriyf in pc. In Figure 4 we compang,s with the
physical scale corresponding to the mean radius of ouraentr
apertureRaperture= 1/ (0”25 x 07'2)/7 ~ 07’13, and find that for
many of our galaxiesinsi < Raperture indicating that the stel-
lar massM,. within Raperture iS cOmparable to or exceedidsy.
Therefore, our analysis needs to account for the stellasmas
and we need to derive the stellar mass density praofilé3, in
particular for galaxies with smaller,.
E ] The relative importance d¥l, andMgy on the central line
C ] width depends also on the spatial extent of the gas emigdlinit
+ E particular even when, i < Raperture the presence of the SMBH
Lo Lo \ \ can still be noticed from the observede, if ofiux ~ rinfi —
60 80 100 200 400 that is, if most of the collected flux withiRaperture Was emitted
o (km s by gas moving on nearly Keplerian orbits. Fur.ther, thg impac
FIG. 4.— Physical dimensio:l of the region subtended by our akntr of , on th-e perICtQ(drap also decreqses with mc_reasmg flux
0//25% 0/'2 apertureflled circleg and flux distribution extent of our sample Concentrathn since in general .the Clr(.:UIar VeI.OCIty cuive
galaxies 6pen starscompared to the “sphere of influence” radius of SMBHs 1O the stars increases monotonically with the distance fiwn
consistent with thé/lg — o relation &olid ling). galactic center. Indeed the central slope of stellar diesgito-

. . i _ ~ Wi <
Figure 1. For a given galaxy the corrected flux concentra- Egesbchzzr:é)teeiearfrelsgegrg)e d by a power-lafr) ~ ™ with o < 2

tion to be input int_o the models i_s characterized by dfgyin _ Figure 4 shows .y is in general smaller thaRaperture and
value that, according to the previous scheme, lead to a media expect that the inclusion of the stellar mass in our madeli

{Tfuxour) €qual to therfux of that galaxy. Thisrfiuxin value iy o4 se only a modest correction in the black-hole masses
describes the intrinsic flux distribution that, when coesidg inferred in §3.2

different disk orientations, leads to the predicted fluxfitee
that are the most consistent with the observed one for thengiv d
galaxy.

We call these particularx i, for each galaxy the corrected
otluxcorr Values, which we list in Table 2 along with thelg)
upper limits onMgy obtained adopting them.

As a final remark we notice that at the mean distance of our
sample galaxies~ 15 Mpc) and considering the typical mass
of their central SMBH'’s £ 2.4 x 10'M,, as predicted by the
Mgn — o, relation), the adopted intrinsic flux distributions ar
generally concentrated enough that a double-horned LOSVD
should be expected, expecially for highly inclined diskdieT
fact that such a feature is not found in the observed emission
line profiles could represent evidence of an intrinsic tlebhae
in the gas. Indeed, when the full LOSVD is properly con-
structed (by collecting at each velocity bin the total fluxhin
the 0’25 x 0!'2 aperture that arises from the corresponding iso-
velocity slice of the flux distribution, once convolved witte
STIS PSF), the double-horned shape disappears when amn intri
sic gas velocity dispersion is introduced. In the favoraaise,
within this context, of a nearly face-on disk with ¢es0.84, a
velocity dispersion of about 30 kms* would be required on
average to smooth the double-horned shape, thus incrahsing
predicted line widths by 9% and decreasing the derived upper
limits on Mgy by 19%. Too many assumptions will be required
to make this correction on the case by case basis, and woul
probably require direct fitting of the observed emissiomdin
as done by Barth et al. (2001b). By adopting our current ap-
proach, our limits oMgy remain conservative upper-bounds.

rinfl.’ Rapsrture’ Uflux,corr (pC)

To quantify the stellar mass contribution in each galaxy, we
erived the mass density profile(r) by deprojecting the stellar
surface brightness distribution, (R) obtained from the STIS
acquisition image, assuming spherical symmetry and a aohst
mass-to-light ratior’. We applied the same multi-Gaussian al-
gorithm adopted in S01 to circularly averaggd(v/ab) sur-
face brightness profiles, extracted usingithe taskeLLipseand
color corrected into Johnsd®band magnitudes using tier
e packagesynpHoT and assuming E—SO galaxy templates. Gaus-
sian components with < 0.5 pixel were considered as unre-
solved point sources and hence were excluded from the stel-
lar mass budget. For simplicity we adopted for all galaxies
T =5Mg/L, rescaled from van der Marel (1991) fds = 75
km s Mpc, instead of deriving individual values fof by
matching ground-based measurements (see S01).

Including the stellar potential in the modeling results in a
27% reduction of the median black-hole masses (for s@k5)
needed to explain the observed central line widths. Norethe
less, this effect is important for galaxies with smallvalues;
the mediarMpy decreased by 37% for the sample galaxies with
the lowestr, (NGC 3982, NGC 4321, and NGC 4548), but only
by 3% for the ones with the highest (NGC 4143).

The impact of the stellar mass on the upper limits of the
black-hole mass, which are central to our analysis, is yet

maller, on average less then 12% (see Tab. 2). Indeedasimil

o the purely Keplerian case, the predicted central linethvaid
are always found to be increasing monotonically with disk in
clination, such that the derivetllo upper limits onMgy are
obtained here also from models with nearly face-on disks. In
3.3. The Stellar Contribution this situation the circular velocities needed by the modeix-
plain the observed line widths always by far exceed the ones

We now proceed to evaluate the impact of the stellar po- provided only by the stellar potential.

tential ®, on our modeling. We start by estimating for each
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1010 =7 7 T 7] T T 3 servative I upper limits of Mgy are obtained assuming that
E .+~ face—on disk, extended flux e the gas resides in a nearly face-on disk-(33°; cosi = 0.84)
- [ ) moving in circular orbits around a central SMBH. Fortungtel
L0s -t~ edge-on disk, peaked flux ) extremely face-on orientations are statistically rare.

E o

[

108

MEH (MO)

107

sensitivity limit -

2787
S01

In Figure 5 we place ouMgy upper limits derived for the
Keplerian case (83.2) in tHdg — o, plane . For a comparison
with the Mgy — o, relation (as parameterized by Gebhardt et
al. 2000a) we need to scale eaghto o, the value that would
have been observed within a circular aperturd&kef R.. The
proper computation of such a quantity, which should include
the contribution from the rotation, was not possible fortaé
galaxies in our sample, since the necessary combinatiamr-of s

E face brightness, velocity dispersion, and rotation véyaeidial
n profiles was not available from the literature for all obgecthe
only choice in this case is to use the algorithm of Jgrgensen,
= Franx, & Kjaergaard (1995), which was derived on the basis
oo — 7 of kinematical data for 51 elliptical and lenticular galesiand

L] which also accounts for the effect of rotation. For the effec
400 tive radii we adopted the seeing-corrected values from Btgg
Baggett & Anderson (1998). In the few cases where this last
compilation did not provid&® measurements (NGC 3982 and
NGC 4800), we assumert] = o,.

Figure 5 shows that, with one exception (NGC 4143), our de-
rived upper limits orMgy lie within the scatter of thiMgy — o,
relation, or above it. In this sense, the propokkg, — o, rela-
tion passes this observational test for more than a dozewtsbj
Furthermore, except for the three galaxies with the lowalstes
of o,, our upper limits orMgy exceed the values predicted by
the Mgy — o, relation only by a modest amount (in average by
) ) o a factor of~ 4.6).

3.4. Gas in Hydrostatic Equilibrium In particular for the galaxies in our sample with activly

So far we have assumed that the observed central line widthgneasurements from spatially resolved kinematics (S0P, th
are due to pure orbital motion of gas in a disk around the galax Present upper limits are consistent, within the errorsh whe
center. But even if we ignore non-gravitational effects,stitt publishedMgy values. Moreover, when ouflo upper lim-
need to investigate how much the deriwdgh; upper limits de-  itS are compared with other publishétky measurements (as
pend on different choices for the kinematic behaviour of the compiled recently by Kormendy & Gebhardt 2001, Fig. 6),
ionized gas. In particular, it is conceivable that the gas lsast ~ MOSt appear to be quite close to the actual values for théblac
in part supported by gas pressure. In order to explore the im-Nole mass, with the exception of the same galaxy lying below
pact of such pressure on our results we considered the extremtheMa — o, relation (NGC 4143) and the three objects in our
case of pure hydrostatic support. For any emissivity dgnsit Sample with the lowest value of (NGC 3982, NGC 4321, and
profile p, we need only the secondsvo velocity momentv2 NGC 4548). Flgure_6 therefore shovxﬁ, that for the bulk of our
without streaming motions. We obtain this moment by solv- sample with 100kms < o, < 200kms" our line-width mod-

ing the hydrostatic equilibrium equatioifoo?) / pdr = —d® /dr eling technique gives results statistically consistetitie val-

PN ; ; ; ues obtained through other techniques. The current datatdo n
rgrrnti?]%gi?; V\Czli%ﬂggsa?gg%(er)“’nzngftggﬂtby integrating the provide any indication that the spiral and lenticular gaadn

Under these assumptions, we proceeded to match the Ob_c.)ur.sample differ in their bIack_—hoIe masses. Further, qyieu
servedocen for all the galaxies, assuming Gaussian profiles for It;mltts Orll Mgt do not se}em Ep dlff?'[hbetwe:en barredtorl %nl barred
their emissivity densitieg, whose width has to match the ob- ostgalaxies, or as a function of the nuclear spectrall

served central flux profiles. We thus obtained for each gadaxy tion.

value for the mass of the putative SMBH, in a purely Keplerian ,, 70" @ny interpretation of upper limits, the basic sendjtiof
potential. the experiment is crucial. Owlgy sensitivity limit does not

From this exercise we found that the predicted central veloc onI%/hdepend otn ]Eh? gl)lhysmal s%etoflthe re?r?lutlont.ellen:ﬂ@t an
ity dispersionsrap correspond to values from the rotating disk on ne amount of steflar mass, but also on the spatial emgssiv

model with disk inclinations always between 0.65 and 0.71. distribution of the gas. Indeed, we often find the spatial ex-

; " tent of the ionized gas to be smaller than the dimension of the
Consequently, thélgy values inferred by considering hydro- 7, " 22 . L
static equilibrium lie within thet 10 confidence limits obtained 0725x 0:"2 aperture. Considering the spatial emissivity of each

from the rotating disk models, and all previous results hold (.)f our sample galaxies, we can Qerlve conservative semgitiv
limits for a nearly face-on disk (cos 0.84) by first computing

the predicted line widths arising in a purely stellar poiant

and then by asking what valuesMgy need to be added in or-
We have explored the dynamical implications of the observed der to increase those line widths by their typical measurgme

emission-line widths arising from the central10 pc of our error, conservatively.10 kms?* (see §2.3).

sample galaxies, and we have demonstrated that the most con-

108

60 80 100 200

o, (km s7)

FIG. 5.— Mgy upper limits in theMgy — o relation. Thetlo upper limits
on Mgy (thick downward arrowg obtained by the Keplerian disk modeling
(83.2) are compared with the range of black-hole masses®gas a func-
tion of o, from the Mgy — o, relation and its absolute scatter Mgy (solid
anddashed lines from Gebhardt et al. 2000a). Tlwpen squaresshow the
Mgy measurements obtained from extended kinematics in founosample
galaxies by S01, while thepen circlesrepresent the sensitivity limit of our
experiment for each sample galaxy. Tthé&k horizontal error barsindicate
how the mean error oa, for our sample would appear in the right and left
hand of the plot.

4. RESULTS
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FIG. 6.— Mgy upper limits versudMgy determinations. In both panels thsy upper limits for our sample galaxiesymbols with downward arrowsre
compared with théMgy determinations that were deemed accurate in the recentiletionp of Kormendy & Gebhardt (2001kymbols without arrows To be
consistent with this compilation, for our sample objectthvmeasured surface brightness fluctuation distance m@khriry et al. 2001, for NGC 2787, NGC 3368,
NGC 4143, NGC 4203, NGC 4459, and NGC 4548)hg; upper limits have been rescaled assuming these distamcéeléft panelthe different symbols stand
for the different techniques used to measureNhg;, while in theright panelthey represent the different types of host galaxies. Sdtiel linesshow theMgy — o«

relation as compiled by Gebhardt et al. (2000a).

With a mean value of 3.91° M, the derived sensitivity
limits lie well below the inferred-1o upper limits onMgy (see
Fig. 5 and Table 2), which can therefore be considered robust
We notice that by assigning a constant mass-to-light ratil t
Gaussian components of the luminosity density profile Lid€l
ing the ones witho < 0.5 pixel (see §3.3), the derived sensi-
tivity limits increase only by 30%, to a mean value of 510°
Mg.

Our +10 upper limits for the whole sample correspond to
Mgn values produced by nearly face-on disks (c06.84). As
mentioned, we find one object, NGC 4143, for which the de-
rived upper limit onMgy is below theMgy — o, relation. For
16 sample members, the expected number of disks with incli-
nations more face-on than dos 0.84 is~ 2-3. In order to
reconcile the observed central line width of NGC 4143 with
theMgy — o, relation within the Keplerian-disk framework, the
disk would need to have an inclination angle of 2However,

Indeed, the line widths obtained from the stellar poteratial a

2 x 10° M, SMBH are considerably smaller than the observed
ones. The predicted line widths in this case are for thesethr
galaxies in average 40 and~ 75 kms?, in the nearly face-on
(cos =0.84) and edge-on (cos 0.16) case, respectively. Al-
ternatively, the observed central line widths might ariseli
these three objects from highly inclined nuclear disks.sT#i

not only unlikely but may also be insufficient, as in the case o
NGC 3982, even when considering a perfectly edge-on nuclear
disk. Therefore, in the case of the three less massive hulges
we may have indirect evidence that at least part of the observ
line width is due to non-gravitational effects.

5. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We have demonstrated that wittSTs spatial resolution the
integrated line widths of the central emission lines previd

it should be noticed that NGC 4143 is among our sample one of Stringent and interesting constraints on the presence &t&v

the galaxies with a nearly unresolved spatial emissivigfrdi
bution (see Fig. 1), which could actually be more conceattat

The relative observational ease of this approach makesdhpo
tially applicable to large galaxy samples, that would allasv

than the one adopted by us. Since this would lower the upperto test the universal applicability of the emerging relatide-

limit on Mgy, we think that NGC 4143 represents an interesting
candidate for future investigations.

The situation is different for the three galaxies with theo
est values of, in our sample because their spatial flux profiles
are resolved. Hence, we cannot explain their relatively hig
values ofocen (~ 100 kms?) within the context of a Keplerian
disk in terms of gas orbiting in the vicinity of & 2 x 10° M,
SMBH (as predicted bi¥gy — o, relation). Furthermore, as the
derived sensitivity limits orMgy for these three galaxies are
also around- 2 x 10° M, (see Table 2), we cannot expect the
stellar mass contribution to help explaining theig, values.

tweenMgy and galaxy properties.

Our modeling, which was necessary to connect the observed
ocenWith the quantity ofimmediate interest(Re ), was based
on the assumption that the gas line width arises solely frem o
bital motion within a randomly oriented disk around a pwti
SMBH.

Reality is undoubtedly more complex, and we have consid-
ered other potentially relevant effects, such as the stetia-
tribution to the total gravitational potential, and monmplisti-
cally, hydrostatic support of the gas. The dynamical infagen
of outflows and magnetic fields could also be important. Ex-
cept for fine-tuned circumstances, all these effects wil/jate
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an additional contribution to the observed line width arglith
ferred upper limit orMgy will be tighter. Hence, our adopted
set of assumptions lead to conservative estimates.
Comparison of our upper limits with direMgy determina-
tions, either statistically (Fig. 6) or in a few cases indivlly
(Fig. 5), showed that our &-upper limits are generally near velocity dispersion in which th®lgy was obtained by studying
the actual value dflgy. the stellar kinematics. This suggests that in low-massdslg
We have applied this analysis to a set of 16 galaxies whosenon-gravitational forces can considerably affect the gatians
sample selection was not biased toward particMgy values. in the central 10 pc.
Remarkably, with one exception, otito upper limits onMgy

closely parallel thélgy - o, relation and suggest that forgalax- s research was supported financially through NASA grant
ies witho, > 100kms?, SMBHSs with exceptionally higMgy NAG 5-3556, and by GO-07361-96A, awarded by STScl,
that violate theMgy — o relation must be rare. By considerably \yhich is operated by AURA, Inc., for NASA under contract
broadening the range of host galaxies surveyed for SMBHS, ou NAS5.-26555. Research by A. J. Barth is supported by a post-
16 upper limits further support the emerging picture wherei goctoral fellowship from the Harvard-Smithsonian Centar f
the black-hole mass and the overall galaxy structure asello  astrophysics. A. V. Filippenko thanks the Guggenheim Foun-
linked. dation for a Fellowship. M. Sarzi gratefully acknowledges W

Even with a limited sample of 16 objects, we have been pehnen and J. Magorrian for valuable comments and sugges-
able to isolate a few cases worthy of further investigations tions on this work.

NGC 4143 stands out as the only object that falls below the
Mg — o, relation; we speculate that this may indicate that its
nuclear disk is nearly face-on. Three law-galaxies (NGC
3982, NGC 4321, and NGC 4548) seem to hdlg; upper
limits that lie systematically offset from other galaxidslaw
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TABLE 1
BAsiC PARAMETERS OF THESAMPLE GALAXIES

Galaxy Hubble Type Br Spectral Class D o, Ref. Oe Ocen Obs. Date
(mag) Mpc  (km §') (km s?) (kms™?)

(1) (2 3) (4) (%) (6) (7) (8) 9) (10)
NGC 2787 SBO 11.82 L1.9 13.0 21823 1 185+20 2151+4.3 05Dec. 1998
NGC 3351 SBb 10.53 H 8.1 1416 2 93+15 472+15 25Dec. 1998
NGC 3368 SABab 10.11 L2 8.1 13510 3 114+8 1015431 31 Oct. 1998
NGC 3982 SABbD: . S1.9 17.0 #32 4 78+2 1367+£35 11 Apr. 1998
NGC 3992 SBbc 10.60 T2: 17.0 1420 4 119+17 10954+3.1 19 Feb. 1999
NGC 4143 SABO 11.65 L1.9 17.0 27812 5 271£12 2263+2.1 20 Mar. 1999
NGC 4203 SABO: 11.80 L1.9 9.7 12416 1 110+14 1489452 18 Apr. 1999
NGC 4321 SABDbc 10.05 T2 16.8 8312 6 74+11 857+1.7 23 Apr. 1999
NGC 4450 Sab 10.90 L1.9 16.8 1317 2 121+16 1624+1.7 31 Jan. 1999
NGC 4459 SO 11.32 T2: 16.8 18921 1 1674-18 1931452 23 Apr. 1999
NGC 4477 SBO:? 11.38 S2 16.8 1562 7 13410 1289422 23 Apr. 1999
NGC 4501 Sh 10.36 S2 16.8 15117 8 13615 1108+1.8 26 Apr. 1999
NGC 4548 SBb 10.96 L2 16.8 829 9 71+8 8124+1.8 26 Apr. 1999
NGC 4596 SBO 11.35 L2: 16.8 1545 10 1364 14204+8.7 20 Dec. 1998
NGC 4698 Sab 11.46 S2 16.8 136 9 116+5 1019+2.2 24 Nov. 1997
NGC 4800 Sh 12.30 H 15.2 1122 4 11242 719+£7.0 03 Mar. 1999

Note. — Col. (1): Galaxy name. Col. (2): Hubble type from deutfuleurs et al. (1991). Col. (3): Total apparént
magnitude from de Vaucouleurs et al. (1991). Col. (4): Nackpectral class from Ho et al. (1997), where H # IHucleus,
L = LINER, S = Seyfert, T = “transition object” (LINER/H), 1 = type 1, 2 = type 2, and a fractional number between 1 and
2 denotes various intermediate types; uncertain and higitertain classifications are followed by a single and degblon,
respectively. Col. (5): Distance from Tully (1988), who @s@sH, = 75 kms* Mpc™. Col. (6): Ground-based central stellar
velocity dispersiomr,. Col. (7): Reference far,. Col. (8) Stellar velocity dispersion within one effectragliusoe, derived from
the o, value following the extrapolation of Jargensen, Franx, &éfgaard (1995). Col. (9): Measured gas velocity dispersio
within the central 25x 0/’2. Col. (10): UT observation date.
References. — (1) Dalle Ore et al. 1991; (2) Whitmore, Sctesck Kirshner 1979; (3) Héraudeau et al. 1999; (4) this pape
(82.2); (5) Di Nella et al. 1995; (6) Schechter 1983; (7) Jaet al. 1988; (8) Héraudeau & Simien 1998; (9) Corsini ef8b9;
(10) Kent 1990.
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TABLE 2
RESULTS OF THEROTATING DISk MODEL

Galaxy Name  oyux Otluxcor  MpH(® =Pgr)  Mpu(® =P +P,) Mpn(Sensitivity Limit)
(arcsec) (arcsec) (M Mg) M

o) o]

1) @) @) (4) ®) (6)
NGC 2787 0.056 0.053 1910° 1.8x1C° 3.8x10°
NGC 3351 0.132 0.153 9x710° 8.0x10° 2.1x10°
NGC 3368 0.086 0.095 3:8L0 2.7x 10’ 4.5x10°
NGC 3982 0.051 0.046 8:010° 7.5x 10 3.3x10°
NGC 3992 0.051 0.046 57107 5.3x 10’ 3.0x10°
NGC 4143 0.035 0.024 14108 1.4x10° 1.4x10°
NGC 4203 0.030 0.015 2:310° 2.3x 10 4.3x10°
NGC 4321 0.046 0.040 23710 2.5x 10’ 2.3x 1P
NGC 4450 0.046 0.040 14108 1.1x10° 3.1x10°
NGC 4459 0.041 0.033 1:310° 1.3x1C® 2.9x10°
NGC 4477 0.056 0.053 8x710’ 7.8x 10’ 5.1x10°
NGC 4501 0.081 0.088 9:010° 7.4x10 7.6x10°
NGC 4548 0.066 0.067 3:3L0° 2.8x 10’ 3.8x10°
NGC 4596 0.056 0.053 14108 9.4x10’ 5.6x10°
NGC 4698 0.091 0.100 8:010° 7.1x10 6.0x10°
NGC 4800 0.076 0.081 3210 2.0x 10’ 6.1x1C°

Note. — Col. (1): Galaxy name. Col. (2): Derived first guesshef intrinsic flux extent(see §3.2). Col.
(3): Adopted intrinsic flux extent(see 83.2). Col (4): Upfierit on Mgy (+10) obtained with a rotating disk
model ignoring the stellar gravitational potential (§3.2pl (5): Upper limit onMgy (+10) obtained with a
rotating disk model including the stellar gravitationat@atial (§3.2). Col. (6) Sensitivity limit td/1gy.



