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Abstract

We present ionized-gas ([@15007A) and stellar kinematics (velocities and velocityeisions) for 30 nearly face-on spiral galaxies
out to as many as thrdé-band disk scale lengthbg). These data have been derived from PPak Integral-Fieltlspactroscopy from
4980- 5370A observed at a mean resolutiongh1=7700 (rins=17 km s1). These data are a fundamental product of our survey
and will be used in companion papers to, e.g., derive thdlddtébaryonie-dark) mass budget of each galaxy in our sample. Our
presentation provides a comprehensive description oflteersing strategy and data reduction, including a robusisomement and
removal of shift, scale, and rotatioffects in the data due to instrumental flexure. Using an ineptarordinate system determined by
fitting circular-speed curves to our velocity fields, we demzimuthally averaged rotation curves and line-of-sigicity dispersion
(oLos) and luminosity profiles for both the stars andiff2emitting gas. Along with a clear presentation of the data,demonstrate:
(1) The [Qu] and stellar rotation curves exhibit a clear signature gfrasetric drift with a rotation dference that is 11% of the
maximum rotation speed of the galaxy disk, comparable tosorements in the solar neighborhood in the Milky Way. (2) The
e-folding length of the stellar velocity dispersion,§ is 2hg on average, as expected for a disk with a constant scaletheigh
mass-to-light ratio, with a scatter that is notably smdtemassive, high-surface-brightness disks in the mosirioos galaxies. (3)

At radii larger than Bhg, o os tends to decline slower than the best-fitting exponentiattion, which may be due to an increase
in the disk mass-to-light ratio, disk flaring, or disk hegtiby the dark-matter halo. (4) A strong correlation existsMeen the
central vertical stellar velocity dispersion of the disks {) and their circular rotational speed at ISRZ(VZC?Q'AR), with a zero point
indicating that galaxy disks are submaximal. Moreover, kst consistent correlations exist betweﬁ{b/Vﬂ“R and global galaxy
properties such that disks with a fainter central surfaghlmess in bluer and less luminous galaxies of later mdggfical types are
kinematically colder with respect to their rotational \&tes.

Key words. techniques: imaging spectroscopy — galaxies: spiral xgaastructure — galaxies: kinematics and dynamics — gzdax
fundamental parameters

1. Introduction Roberts 1966; Rogstad & Shostak 1972; Basma 1978, 1981a,b;
. . . . Rubin et al. 1980). Within the framework of Newtonian grav-

Kinematic measurements of disk galaxies have been used {orihese observations cannot be explained by the impliagsm

decades in the study of the distribution of dark matter. bt,fa yistribution of the visible stars and gas alone, requirinet &

although “missing mass” was first reported in clusters ofgal significant dark component be present as well.

ies (Zwicky[193B), the ongoing quest of finding and explain- . o

ing dark matter only began in earnest when it became clear tha Although the existence of dark-matter halos is firmly estab-

the rotation curves of spiral galaxies remain constantt{jfla lished (again within the context of Newtonian dynamics)oa r

out to the largest measured radius, which can be well beydpigst measure of the density profile of these halos and the rel-

the optical disk when usingiHiata (early observations includedtive amounts of dark and luminous matter in real galaxies is
highly uncertain. This is primarily caused by the uncettain

* Based on observations collected at the Centro Astronomitld® Mmass associated with the visible stars, or the stellas+ta
Hispano Aleman (CAHA) at Calar Alto, operated jointly byetMax-  light ratio (Y.). Even when a parameterized density distribution
Planck Institut fur Astronomie and the Instituto de Astsida de iS assumed for the dark-matter halo (such as the two-paeamet
Andalucia (CSIC) pseudo-isothermal sphere (elg. Ostriker & Calowell 1979) o
** National Science Foundation (USA) International Rese&edlow NFW halo (Navarro et al. 1997), one cannot unambiguously de-
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compose the mass contributions to the observed rotatiorecuto their total rotation velocity, significantly less tharethalue
without determiningr.. For a wide range of’.., equally accept- found by applying the maximum-disk hypothesis.
able decompositions can be constructed with a correspgndin

wide range of dark-matter-density profiles (€.g. van Albetial. With the advent of Integral-Field-Unit (IFU) spectroscopy
1985; [ Verheijerl_1997: Dutton etldl. 2005); while this is trul!® Study of galaxy kinematics has taken a significant leap fo

in general, a poignant illustration of this fact is providey ward. Instead of only observing along one-dimensional ong

Bershady et al.[(2010a, hereaffer PaberI) usingdeita for SIS, it has now become possible to obtain spectra with two-
NGC 3198. ) ) dimensional coverage on the sky. This allows the constrnctf

This “disk-halo degeneracy” is most commonly Circumt_hree-dimensional data cubes with a spectrum at everyiposit
gn the sky, a capability achieved in radio astronomy for desa

vented by adopting the so-called “maximum-disk hypotHesi : : e
(van Albada & Sancisi_1986), which assumes that the visib?éthough by the use of flerent techniques. Additionally, IFU

baryons contribute maximally to the gravitational potehte- SPECroSCopy has the potential to boost &b of the data by
gardless of the correspondifty. The maximum-disk hypothe- averaging spectra from adjacent positions in the galax§sdis

sis is equivalent to minimizing the amount of dark matterdeze The DMS employs the two custom-built IFUs SparsePak
to explain the observed rotation curve. When invoking trespr (Bershady et al. 2004, 2005) and PPak (Verheijenlét al.|2004;
ence of a dark-matter halo to explain the outer parts of aleser [Ke[z et al 2006), both with a field-of-view in excess of one ar
rotation curves, application of the maximum-disk hypothies-  cminute, a spectral resolution afA1 = 8000— 12000, and
sults in the baryonic disk contributing 880% to the rotational |ight-collecting fibers (spaxels) that ar6?— 4’5 in diameter.
velocity at 2.2 disk scale lengthbg) in order to avoid a hol- The main goal of the survey is to determibg, in ~40 disk

low halo (Sackett 1997). Although ad hoc, the maximum-digialaxies thereby breaking the disk-halo degeneracy ardttiir
hypothesis can explain the shapes of the inner rotationesur¢onstrainingy’, and the density profiles of their dark-matter ha-
very well. This has provided empirical evidence that theatyn |os. Our strategy includes measuring the gas and stellaniart-

ical mass distribution of disk galaxies follows the lighstlibu- jcs in the galaxy disks, particular the vertical stellarogity dis-

tion _in the central regions (eg San(:i.Si 200?- Noordermeeal. persion (TZ), which provides a direct estimate ﬁ&yn (Paper |)
2007 Swaters et al. 201 1; Fraternali et al. z'Oll), hOWEMEE]h when assuming a reasonable vertical mass distribution.

results only provide circumstantial evidence in validgtihe
maximum-disk hypothesis. A robust validation of the maximu ~ EXisting surveys employing IFU_spectroscopy are unsuit-
disk hypothesis requires one to break the disk-halo degeper able for these analyses. For instarice, Ganda et al. |(20@€) us
thereby deriving meaningful density profiles of the darkitera SAURON on the 4.2m WHT telescope at La Palma to obtain
halos from rotation curve decompositions. To do so, one muEU spectroscopy of the inner regions of 18 late-type gaisixi
obtain independent measuresiof Due to its limited field-of-view (33 x 41”), spectral resolution
Although a flourishing industry exists for deriving stel{4/A4 = 1200 or 250 km '), and surface-brightness sensitiv-
lar masses by matching photometric measurements to the(0794 spaxels collecting relatively little light), stellarria-
predictions of stellar population synthesis (SPS) modémRatic observations with SAURON were limited to the inneghhi
(e.g.[Bell & de Jorig 2001; Kafmann et all_2003; Zibetti et al. surface-brightness regions of galaxi€4« < 1hg for 14 out
2009), these models are hampered by significant uncersinff 18 galaxies) where often a bulge or bar dominates the.light
in the stellar initial mass function, the star-formatiorstbiy, Other spectroscopic surveys including disk galaxies, sisdhe
the efect of late phases of stellar evolution, and the chemicdl!NGS surveyi(Rosales-Ortega et al. 2010) or the CALIFA sur-
enrichment history of a galaxy. Alternatively, stellar ey Vey (Sanchez et &l. 2012), also lack the high spectral uéeal
ics can be used to determine the dynamical mass surface dié¢fded in order to measure velocity dispersions in the otesk
sity of galaxy disks $4yn), Which providesr, when combined Of galaxy disks.
with other data that quantifies the gas mass (e.g., Westfall e
2011b, hereafter Paper|I1V). For the Milky Way, the vertioahd
sity distribution and motions of stars in the solar neigltioad

Here, we present gas and stellar kinematic data obtained for
thirty nearly face-on spiral galaxies using the PMAS fiberkpa
e, - 1 X age (PPak). We describe, in detail, the observationalegiyat
(e.g%. I_(uulf<en &tGItIrTog“ |19StJ_1) c_zn lbe use((jj tt?] detg\rmg; ﬂ}?gta reduction and analysis methods. Some preliminanjtsesu
restoring force to the L>alaclic mid-plane and, thus, the regarding the stellar and gas kinematics are presented las we
Zayn. The essence of this concept can be extended to exteryy mately, these PPak data will allow us to determiig, out

galaxies as well (e.g. van der Kruit & Freerrian 1984), and thig o5 tar as Bg, to break the disk-halo degeneracy, to calibrate

ideais at the heart of the Disk_Mass Survey (DMS; Pa.pe_r D the mass scale of SPS models, and to determine the darkrmatte
Although many surveys exist that include spiral galaxies, f yisiripytion in spiral galaxies with unprecedented accyra
have measured stellar kinematics in the low-surface-hniegs

outer regions of their disks. The main reason for this has We start with a description of our galaxy sample in Sekt. 2,
been the observational ficulties of obtaining data with the followed by a description of our re-analysis of near-inér
high signal-to-noise ratio§/N) and high spectral resolution2MASS images in Secf] 3. Sectiohs 4 ddd 5 provide brief
needed to measure stellar velocity dispersions in galasisedi overviews of the instrumental setup and observationatesiya
which are typically~20 km s in the outer part. Previous respectively. Due to our original reduction methodology] he-
studies (e.g.. _van der Kruit & Freeman 1986; Bottema 1998ause of the importance of these data in future papers, [Gect.
Kregel et all 2005) have used long-slit spectroscopy to oreasdescribes the data reduction in great detail; additiontdildis

the stellar velocity dispersions in disks; however, thdseeova- provided by Martinsson (2011). Sectioh 7 describes ouwnderi
tions only reached out to 4 2hg and siffered from large un- tion of the line-of-sight kinematics of the stars and gasilavh
certainties in the vertical density distribution, sigrdgfit projec- the derivation ofr;, the core data product of the DMS project,
tion effects due to high inclination, and rather I&yN of the is presented in Sedi] 8. Finally, Sect. 9 summarizes thigmpap
acquired spectra. Nevertheless, these studies conclhdethe Throughout this paper, we adodh = 73km st Mpc for the
disks of the galaxies in their samples only contribut®0+15% Hubble parameter.
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2. The PPak Sample Extractor,HIiker because of the isophotal limits used for deter-

. . mining 14 Empirically, we found that defining a masking aper-
The samplg sele_ctlon a.n.d observational strategy of the DasS Ii'ure ng] 5:1(1.622— 0.0%llzfmnst), wherempg; is tghe instrumgntrz)il
been described in detailin Paper I. In short, we selectedenpa ., , it de such that 1 DN corresponds to 28.368 mag, resulted
s?rgplle qf 168%;8?'%'65 frfgj7§h?hUFp3?]la Gten?r:al fClzlitaIQ & conservatively large mask at bright magnitudes (inclyd
ot qgwes ( R rr— ) that adhere to , € followingh e primary source) without masking overly large regionthef
criteria: (@ a blue—banq dlame_ter of X Dys < 35 to ap- image from faint sources in all bands.
propriately match the field-of-view of our custom-built 15U Additionally, Source Extractor has dfficulty identifying the
(b) a blue-band minor-to-major axis ratio bfa > 0.75 to en- target galaxies because of their relatively large size @atpto

sure ‘3‘ nearly face-on orientation; () a Galactic extincte- the point-spread-function (PSF), creating many smallarcas
low Ag < 0.25 magnitudes; and (d) a numerical Hubble type q ut of non-axisymmetric substructure rather than findingna s

T > 01o select disk-dominated systems. We culled this sampg, <, cq for g galactic emission. For these reasons wd-ha

of galaxies with dominant bars, significant asymmetnelsgt_f!a edited theJ-band and (when available) SDS%and catalogs,

Egﬁ%@* é)r?;ﬁ;bslst/algtiggc\}:rslgatl:?r?;ggzlt?onr?’o?r(])?)t%\g?ri?rr] (;%g: since these Images were generally the deepest, to ln_crieaase t

luminosity profiles resulting in 231 galaxies in our “Phase- size of the contaminant sources, and to remove galactiriesat

sample. We measurechHelocity fields for 146 galaxies in the erronec_)usly |de_nt|f|e_d as separate sources. Some of thee latt
) were dfficult to identify with confidence; for these sources we

Phase-A sample using SparsePak, which we call thes&mn- : :
. also consulted color mosaics of SDSS data (when availabte) a
ple. Of these 146, we selected 40 galaxies for follow-upastel when still in doubt chose to mask out the source. We also took

absor_ptlo_n-lme spectroscopy; this “Phase-B Samp'e“ﬂm. this opportunity to identify any additional sources notridiby
galaxies in the k4 sample that are too face-on, klnematlcalI)éource Extractor within 51 of the primary source

lopsided, or significantly warped, and those that exhitsteahg An important aspect lof the source maskingi is to force the
streaming motions. The 30 galaxies in the Phase-B sample b, king apertures to be identical in all bands. This enshes

served using PPak are presented in this paper, which we r i " hot A les identical i

to as the PPak sample. The distributions of galaxy propeinie ['¢ Multi-aperture photometry samples identical regianthe

the PPak and Phase-A samples agree well, with similar cof;%)"i‘l"".xy at all wavelengths in the case where mas_ked Sourees ar

and surface-brightness ranges. However, the PPak sancgke | ithin the target-source apertures. To accomplish thisre

the least luminous galaxies and the few early-type gald&es catalogs from all ba}nds Were.me.rged together to create ose ma
Satalog. To avoid contamination near the galaxy, altces

S0) present in the Phase-A sample. The PPak sample also hi& : '
higher fraction of Sc galaxies. See Paper | (especially. Figs Wﬁhm 7.5r1 were copied to the master catalog verbatim from the

14 and Table 3) for a more detailed comparison between the gfeaned catalog. For all other positions, sources were et

ferent samples across all images, with a distance threshold for matching®f

Table[1 lists salient properties of the galaxies in this sa mes the Semi-major axis of the e!llpses (or the closescmlalt
ple. In summary, the PPak sample contains galaxies thatra e case of multiple matches), which we found resulted inacc

in Hubble type from Sa to Im (22 of them are Sc or later) ifAte matches without significant levels of false positives. all
absoluteK-band magnitudeN) from -25.4 to -21.0, irB — K '’ ‘'matched sources, the source with the largest aperture was th

color from 2.7 to 4.2, and in central dislcband surface bright- chosen for the master catalog. This minimized contaminatio
ness fio) frém 15.8 ,to 19.7 mag arcsec from the faint wings of foreground stars and backgroundxgala

ies.
After blanking all contaminant sources in the master catalo
3. Near-Infrared Photometry and determining the sky betweerb8 and 65r; away from the
primary galaxy, we computed an initial surface-brightness
file of the galaxy using apertures with constant ellipticityd
position angle set to the isophotal value derived frSource
Extractor. Next, we fit this profile between25r; and 25r; with
an exponential function, and extrapolated this fit tbry. The
extrapolated profile is then subtracted from the image torens
htgat any low-level galaxy flux outside of the masking regisn i

masked when producing the primary galaxy photometry. T ) :
masking is important both to ensure an accurate sky-leetde not subtracted in the subsequent surface fits that are used-to
rect the sky foreground.

mination and to inhibit foreground and background sourae co We fit and subtract the sky foreground separately in each

tamination in the target photometry apertures, since tigeta passband using the source masks and the iterative method de
are relatively large and we need to reach low surface-hni > : i
levels y'arg i scribed in Paper IV and by Schechtman-Rook & Hess (2012). At
Th.e so-called “Kron” apertures calculated HSource each iteration the order of the fit is increased, up to ordéne;
Extractor are of adequate size for masking the majority ofu/face-brightness profile of the galaxy was recomputed,re
sources, which all are nearly stellar. This aperture is @dfiio and re-su_btracted for each Iteration. The_need for_ suchcm—_n_g
have a radius 2.5 times the first moment of the light profie, ous dtort is due both to the desire to obtain very hlgh precision
i_photometry and the large-scale background fluctuationsepte

(Kron|1980; cf. Kron usedrZ to define a total aperture magn . . .
tude), and it has been shown that such schemes undercounigme of the 2MASS images. Figure 1 shows how well this

total source flux by 16- 25% for extended sources dependin o.rrectionhwgr_ks for Onﬁ of thtﬁ worst (r:]ases.hwfhile ;[jhisn;wfa
on the shape of the light profile (Bershady €f al. 1994). This a''iing method is generally stable, we chose the fit orderrnat
pears to be particularly the case for brighter sources Stice imized the standard deviation of the pixels in the image as th

We retrieved the broadbardd H, andK (hereafteiK) imaging
data for each galaxy from the public 2MASS arcHivé/here
available, SDSS images were also retrieved from their e
archives because these are used for source identificatieés
low). Source Extractor (Bertin & Arnouts| 1996) catalogs were
constructed for all images to identify neighbouring sosrtebe

1 Analysis of optical U BVRI) and near-infraredJHK) images ob- 2 For referencer; = 2hg for a purely exponential light profile ob-
tained from the 2.1m telescope at Kitt Peak (Paper I) areioggo served at infiniteS/N.
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Table 1: Properties of the galaxies in the PPak sample

UGC R.A. Dec. Dist. Type B K Al Ay B-K hr HOK Hox Roulge B/D
(J2000) (J2000) (Mpc) (mag) (mag) (mag) (mag) (mag) (a)csetmagarcse@) (magarcseé) (arcsec)
@ @ 3) 4 5) (6) ) 8 (9 10 (11) 12 13) (14) (1d)

448 00:42:22.06 29:38:30.1 65+32.1 SABc 14.0+ 0.2 10.13+ 0.07 0.258 0.022 3.6 0.2 12.19+ 0.27 17.70+ 0.04 17.84+ 0.04 13.6 0.3
463 00:43:32.39 14:20:33.2 59%62.1 SABc 13.3: 0.2 9.38+0.05 0.392 0.033 3.6 0.2 13.08+ 0.47 16.79+0.05 16.95+0.05 6.4 0.0¢
1081 01:30:46.63 21:26:25.5 418.1 SBc 13.5: 0.2 10.05+ 0.08 0.252 0.021 3.2 0.2 15.07+0.62 17.72+0.09 17.82+0.09 6.5 0.0
1087 01:31:26.63 14:16:39.4 5%62.1 Sc 14.3: 0.3 10.68+ 0.11 0.233 0.020 3.4 0.3 11.19+ 0.34 17.95-0.06 18.05+0.06 4.9 0.04
1529 02:02:31.02 11:05:34.8 61+62.1 Sc 14.1+ 0.3 9.98+0.08 0.374 0.032 3.80.3 11.93+ 0.26 17.17+0.03 17.45+0.03 6.9 0.04
1635 02:08:27.78 06:23:42.3 46t62.1 Shc 14.2+ 0.3 10.40+ 0.09 0.237 0.020 3.2 0.3 12.92+ 0.30 17.84+ 0.03 17.92+ 0.03 9.0 0.0}

~PE 0O oy

1862 02:24:24.80-02:09:45.3 18.4- 2.1 SABcd 13.7+0.1 10.37+0.11 0.137 0.012 3.20.2 15.73+ 1.14 18.10+0.13 18.31+0.13 — 0.0¢
1908 02:26:37.27 12:09:18.9 116:®@.1 SB& 14.1+0.2 10.06+ 0.08 0.366 0.031 3.Z0.2 9.12+0.30 16.83+0.06 16.95+ 0.06 5.8 0.09
3091 04:33:56.17 01:06:48.8 73:8.2 SABd 14.6+ 0.3 11.25+0.17 0.361 0.031 3.@ 0.3 10.05+ 0.46 18.26+ 0.07 18.38+0.07 — 0.0¢

3140 04:42:54.93 00:37:06.9 62:12.1 Sc 13.4: 0.2 9.45+0.06 0.349 0.030 3.6 0.2 11.67+0.50 17.00+ 0.10 17.04+0.10 5901
3701 07:11:42.59 72:10:11.5 43:2.1 Scd 14.4- 0.4 11.23+ 0.19 0.275 0.023 2.2 0.4 16.96+ 1.59 19.28+ 0.16 19.41+0.16 9.0 0.0

3997 07:44:38.74 40:21:58.9 83t12.1 Im - 11.56+ 0.21 0.230 0.020 - 13.74+ 1.21 19.14:0.16 19.29:+0.16 5.0 0.0%
4036 07:51:54.79 73:00:56.8 50:®2.1 SABbc 12.8:0.2 9.56+0.05 0.116 0.010 3.2 0.2 17.51+ 1.41 17.54t 0.14 17.60+ 0.14 6.9 0.04
4107 07:57:01.87 49:34:02.5 51t12.1 Sc 13.7A 0.2 10.16+ 0.07 0.183 0.016 3.4 0.2 12.92+ 0.46 17.57+0.06 17.68+0.06 4.9 0.04

4256 08:10:15.18 33:57:23.9 74&.1 SABc 12.9%+0.2 9.54+0.05 0.231 0.020 3.20.2 12.92+ 0.30 17.11+0.04 17.20+0.04 5.7 0.0
4368 08:22:44.96 24:17:48.9 56:42.1 Scd 13.5: 0.3 10.45+ 0.09 0.162 0.014 2.90.3 11.67+0.87 17.39:0.15 17.79+0.15 8.2 0.0}
4380 08:24:31.87 54:51:14.0 105:@.1 Scd 14.5 0.2 11.09+ 0.13 0.258 0.022 3.20.2 9.78+0.35 18.11+ 0.07 18.18+0.07 4.8 0.0
4458 08:32:11.25 22:33:37.8 68:42.1 Sa 13.20.2 8.86+0.05 0.150 0.013 4.2 0.2 27.14+ 0.67 18.55+ 0.04 18.79+ 0.04 35.0 0.7
4555 08:44:08.27 34:43:02.1 618.1 SABbc 13.2:0.2 10.09+ 0.06 0.137 0.012 3.2 0.2 13.57+ 0.50 17.42+0.07 17.72+0.07 6.7 0.04
4622 08:50:20.19 41:17:21.9 1782.2 Scd 14.6: 0.3 11.21+ 0.12 0.125 0.011 3.20.3 8.75+0.56 17.87 0.12 18.05+0.12 8.3 0.1
6903 11:55:36.94 01:14:13.8 31.x3.2 SBcd 13.1 0.3 9.84+0.13 0.090 0.008 3.2 0.3 27.83+ 1.42 18.91+ 0.07 19.1Q+ 0.07 9.0 0.0%
6918 11:56:28.13 55:07:30.8 21&.3 SABGF 12.0+0.2 8.79+0.02 0.061 0.005 3.2 0.2 10.96+ 0.22 15.76+ 0.04 16.03+ 0.04 6.2 0.0¢
7244 12:14:18.08 59:36:55.6 65+42.2 SBcd  14.6: 0.4 11.81+ 0.19 0.092 0.008 2.% 0.4 12.19+ 1.23 19.24+ 0.18 19.32+ 0.18 — 0.0¢
7917 12:44:26.20 37:07:16.4 1022.3 SBbc  13.8 0.2 9.66+ 0.04 0.093 0.008 4.1 0.2 16.96+ 0.79 17.64t 0.09 17.87+ 0.09 10.3 0.14
8196 13:06:04.43 55:39:21.9 11%2.3 Sb 14.0: 0.2 9.97+0.05 0.074 0.006 4.60.2 8.35+0.19 16.88-0.04 16.99+ 0.04 9.1 0.24
9177 14:20:30.49 10:25:55.5 1322.6 Scd 14.: 0.2 11.05+ 0.12 0.141 0.012 2.8 0.2 10.96+ 0.44 18.04+ 0.08 18.40+ 0.08 7.0 0.0
9837 15:23:51.68 58:03:10.6 43t2.3 SABc 14.1+ 0.3 10.45+ 0.14 0.072 0.006 3.6 0.3 27.83+ 1.42 19.70+ 0.08 19.89+ 0.08 7.5 0.0
9965 15:40:06.76 20:40:50.2 7(t62.4 Sc 14.0: 0.2 10.62+ 0.08 0.266 0.023 3.2 0.2 10.34+0.29 17.61+0.05 17.65+0.05 - 0.0
11318 18:39:12.23 55:38:30.6 85:2.2 SBbc  13.8 0.2 9.95+0.06 0.210 0.018 3.% 0.2 10.96+ 0.22 17.18t 0.03 17.22+ 0.03 7.00.1
12391 23:08:57.17 12:02:52.7 66:8.1 SABc 14.0+ 0.3 10.58+ 0.10 0.371 0.032 3.2 0.3 11.93+0.52 17.70+ 0.08 17.85+ 0.08 5.1 0.0

ASZAm A= an SZaw S LU an ST e ST e S Sy BE S

Notes. (1) UGC number; (2) Right Ascension; (3) Declination; (43tdince; (5) morphological type; (Byband magnitude taken fram Paper [; (7)
total extrapolate& -band magnitude (see text); (8) Galadidand extinction (Schlegel etfal. 1998); (9) Gala&tiband extinction (Schlegel etlal.
1998); (10)B — K color corrected for Galactic extinction; (11) represaméak-band disk scale length; (12) representative disk ceitrband
surface brightness; (13) column 12, corrected for Galaetiinction and applied k-correction and face-on correxttid4) the “bulge radius”,
where the light from the bulge contributes 10% to the towgtti (15) bulge-disk ratio fronkK-band surface brightness profile decomposition.
Notes on morphologies:=beculiar, Zstarburst, 3AGN.

“best” fit (typically orders between 5 and 9), and use photomeas calculated using the photometric data within half tlekus
try from that order in our analysis. The final surface phottgne outside which the sky level was determined. These pséudo-
was defined in elliptical apertures with constant elligficgind band surface-brightness profiles are presented in AppdBdix
position angles defined from the kinematic analysis. (hereafter the Atlas).

To improve theS/N of the images, thd-, H- andK-band For each galaxy, a representative photometric scale length
images were combined into a singldK image, assuming that (hg) and central surface brightnegg ) of the disk was deter-
color gradients between these passbands can be neglemtedmined by fitting a straight line to the pseu#eband luminos-

21 nearby SO to Sbc galaxies, Peletier & Balcells (1997) douiity profile in an iterative manner. Starting with a radial gerof

an average) — K color gradient of -0.01 (with a variance of10”-50", a straight line was fit from which follows an initial es-
0.12) magnitudes pef-band disk scale length. 8HK curve- timate ofhg. Subsequently, the radial fitting range was adjusted
of-growth was determined for each galaxy within concerdtic to 1hg — 4hg to avoid the inner region where a bulge or bar may
liptical apertures with constant position angle and allipt as dominate [((Kormendy & Kennicutt 2004; Erwin 2005) and the
a function of radius, and with a logarithmic radial samplingouter region where the exponential disk may be (anti-)tated
The apertures were centered on the morphological centéng of (Kregel & van der Krult 2004; Pohlen & Trujillo 2006). The fit
galaxies (Seck.6.11), with position angles that corredgonhe was repeated to yield a new valuelef, which defined a new
kinematic position angles and ellipticities that reflect thcli-  fitting range hr — 4hg. This procedure was repeated until con-
nations as suggested by the inverted Tully-Fisher relgee vergence was achieved. The corresponding valuggwandhg
Sect[Z.2 for more details). of the final fit are listed in Tablg 1, and this fit is indicatedhe

Based on the curves-of-growth, for each galaxy the rad@las with a dotted line overlaid on the luminosity profilehig

range was determined in which the residual sky foreground a
its uncertainty were calculated. The radial range was &llyic The total extrapolatedK-band magnitude is calculated by
between Gr—11hg. From this, the radialHK surface-brightness first integrating the observed luminosity profile to the rtedi
profiles were derived. ThesklK profiles were re-scaled to thewhere theK-band surface brightness plus its error falls below
K-band surface-brightness profiles to provide a pseidmnd 25 magarcseé, yielding an aperture magnitui@pe . Outside
surface-brightness profile for each galaxy that extenddwrfure that radius, the luminosity profile is extended with a modele-
ther in radius than th&-band-only profile. The normalization ponential decline that follows the scale length of the odisk,

e is drawn as solid over the converged fitting rangge-14hg.
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the Atlas. For later analysis, we define the “bulge radiBgiige,
to be the radius wheye puge—k = 2.5 mag, i.e. where the light
from the bulge contributes 10% to the total light. Theseireath
also be found in Tablel 1.

900 Eeate
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600 [
C .

arcsec

4850
b E 4. PPak Instrumental Setup
300 e
. In this section, we provide a brief overview of the custoniltbu

. - @) PPak fiber bundle and the detailed setup used for our observa-
Ak R BRI TN T ERRNIRS I | 3 R N tions of the PPak sample. We provide a new astrometric table
190 0D 4RO IR0 SO0 489D S0 oOn 00 IR0 FR %0 for the PPak fibers based on the post fabrication of the fiber bu

dle (as opposed to the nominal positions provided by Kelzlet a

Figure 1: lllustration of our surface-fitting and sourcediking [2006). We also discuss our analysis of the spectrum of theedom
algorithms.Left panel: H-band 2MASS image of UGC 4555.flood lamps, which we have used for the wavelength calibmatio
The galaxy itself is toward the bottom of the frame; black ebf our science spectra.
lipses mark radii of 2.5, 3.5, and 6r5. Second panel:Same
image but with neighboring sources blanked and the estiinate )
galaxy profile subtractedhird panel: 9th-order surface fit us- 4-1- The PPak fiber bundle

ing our iterative scheme, which was chosen to be the "best” iy axies in the PPak sample were observed using PPak, which
to the imageRight panel: Residual image after surface subis 5 pundle of 382 optical fibers that has been permanently in-
traction. All images have the same dynamic range of 3D grated as an add-on module in the pre-existing PMAS spec-
where 1DN corresponds to 20.7 mag arcéethey have been trograph at the 3.5-meter telescope at Calar Alto in soather
smoothed by a Gaussian with a FWHM of 9 pixel$ fix) 1o gpain. Figurd2 shows a direct image of the back-illuminated
enhance low-signal structure. PPak fiber-bundle in the focal plane, located behirfd3a3 fo-

cal reducer lens. The main fiber cluster consists of 331 seien

which can be steeper or shallower than the representatale séibers, each with a core diameter df72 packed in a regular
length hz depending on the radial structure of the luminositpexagonal grid with a diagonal field-of-view of 64 74” and
profile. The extended model profile is then integrated analy® filling factor of 60%. Thirty-six fibers, identical to theisnce
cally from the aperture radius to infinity to yiet,.x . From this ~ fioers, are distributed over 6 mini-IFU’s located on the @ire
follows the total extrapolatet{-band magnitude as the propeference of a circle with a radius of 72elative to the main IFU
sum ofmaperk @NdMexic- These total extrapolatét-band mag- head; these fibers nominally sample the night sky and are used
nitudes are also listed in Talile 1. for sky subtraction of the science spectra. The 367 actiwedib
Finally, we performed bulge-disk decompositions using tff€ surrounded by short inactive fibers (dark in Eig. 2) far-pr
one-dimensional surface-brightness profiles. For thippse, tection during polishing and for a uniform stress-load oe th
the disk of a galaxy is modeled with one or more exponenti@$tive fibers. The remaining 15 fibers are arranged in a sim-
segments to properly subtract the inner disk, e.g. in the ofs ilar mini-IFU configuration to receive light at the same fbca
a type-Il profile. The modeled (multi-)exponential disk isos ratio from the integrating sphere of a separate calibratioih
tracted and the excess light in the inner region is modeled RUring the science exposures, the 15 calibration fibers edh b
eratively with a general Sérsic profile that was convolvéttiw [uminated with a controllable mixture of light from seveeat
Gaussian to accommodate seeiffgets. These convolved bulgelamps and a halogen lamp. The spots of the emission lines in
models are also shown underneath the inner luminosity peofithe calibration spectra are used to keep track of the flexure i
provided in the Atlas. We produce bulge-to-disk ratios hin the Cassegrain-mounted PMAS spectrograph, as well as-the ef
grating the bulge model and comparing it to the total renmajni fective spectral resolution of a particular science expasall
luminosity that is assumed to be from the disk component, i.831+36+15 fibers are uniformly distributed along a pseudo-slit
B/D = B/(mk—B) whereBis the luminosity of the bulge, not the in the spectrograph such that science, sky and calibrapiectsa
B-band magnitude. A proper, two-dimensional structuralyana are recorded simultaneously in all areas of the detectorofem
sis of each galaxy based on our deep 2.1m imaging will be pfetailed description of the PMAS spectrograph and PPak fiber
sented in a forthcoming paper. These provisicﬁ}@ measure- bundle is prOVIded by Roth et al. (2005) and Kelz etlal. (:2006)
ments derived from the 2MASS photometry are listed in Table 1
Both the disk and the bulge have small Galactic extinctig, - -

(A} = 0.01 - 0.03 mag; Tabld]1l) and k-correctionsg( = 4'1.1. PPakfiber positions
0.01- 0.10 mag; Tabl€I5). For the disk surface brightness, Ww&fe have produced a post-fabrication astrometric fibertjoosi
also correct the line-of-sight measurements to be the sairfaable of the PPak IFU. We converted the high-contrast dinect
brightness as seen face-on by calculating age of PPak in Fid.]2 to FITS format and calculated the redativ

i _ _ . positions of all 331 science fibers and 36 sky fibers uSmgce
Hicaisk = Hiaisk — 2.5Ck log [cos(ire)] (1) Extractor. The scale of the image (in pixgdscsec) was calcu-
where the coicientCx = 1, assuming a transparent systertated from the values given by Kelz et al. (2006). As can basee
with no internal dust extinction. The face-on correctiongas in Fig.[2, the hexagonal grid of fibers is not perfectly reguia
from 0.01 — 0.38 mag, depending on the inclinatiorr{ see particular, there is some appreciable curvature in the marsh-
Sect[7.Z.B) of the disk, with an average and standard deviatern fiber rows. The characterization of such fabricatiotfieantis
of 0.14 + 0.09 mag. The central surface brightness with applieate important to the fidelity of our reconstructed-contimand
corrections for each galaxy can be found in TdBle 1. The modnematic maps (see the Atlas). The derived PPak fiberipasit
eled bulge and resulting disk surface brightness can beiseemable can be found in AppendiX C.
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Figure 2: Left: Photograph of the focal plane layout of PPak .l

The 331 science fibers and 36 sky fibers are back-illuminat¢o.2 1

Right: The PPak fiber-footprint overlaid on top of a directimag | |, |l |, Mﬁ I hlm“( L

of UGC 463. 07775000 5050 5100 5150 5200 5250 5300 5350 5400
A (A)

Figure 3: Spectrum of the dome flood lamps (top) and the ThAr
) calibration lamp (bottom); the latter has been used to wave-
4.2. Spectrograph settings length calibrate the former. The flux units are arbitrary afiset
. . . _ for illustration purposes. The arrows mark the emissioadim
All observations were taken with the J1200 grating, Wh|(_:$|@a the ThAr-lamp spectrum that were used to calibrate the flood-
blaze angle of 4® and a blaze wavelength of 1200A in firSfamp spectrum (bottom), and the emission lines in the flood-

order. By mounting the grating such that the grating normgjmp spectrum that were used to wavelength calibrate our sci
is pointing toward the camera (“backward”), one can inceeagnce spectra (top).

the spectral resolution by a factor of two due to the significa
anamorphic demagnification. We observed the second order of
the grating by properly setting the grating angle and using4a3
stacked combination of Schott's GG395 and BG40 glass filters™
Although meeting our spectral resolution requirementpélP#, The 15 calibration fibers collect light from the internalibad-
this configuration results in a geometric light loss~d5% be- tion lamps of the PMAS spectrograph, but the (331) sciende an
cause the grating is overfilled by the collimated beam. (36) sky fibers cannot. Thus, wavelength calibration of ttie s
Each fiber provides a spectrum covering approximate@iice and sky fibers nominally requires interpolation baseti®
430A dispersed along rows of the CCD, as seen in[Big. 4. W@I!bratlon fibers (e.g. Rosqles-(_)rtegaet al. 2010), _v_vlam:h
often refer to the spectral and spatial (cross-dispersiongn- limit the accuracylof the callbratlo_n. F_ortunately, theidesof
sions in the discussion of our PPak spectroscopy using e v dome can be illuminated by six bright flood lamps that are
ablesX andY, respectively. Due to the fierent entrance angles@ttached to a walkway spanning the dome high above the tele-
of each fiber along the pseudo-slit, not all spectra covectgka SCOPe. In the spectral region of our interest, the spectifutrese
the same spectral region: the spectra near the edges oittres| flood lamps contains many more emission lines than the iatern
shifted~27A with respect to a spectrum near the center of thighorium-Argon (ThAr) lamps, as shown in Figl 3. Therefore,

lit (Fia.[@). F h ob tion, th tracted ctnad) we deviseq an observinlg strategy that takes advan_tage_sﬁthe
2(I)rr$mlgn@t()) a"O srpeee::ira(i)s ?;a;;::z;llt;nw?z_esx;?a; Ae spe © spectra to increase the fidelity of our wavelength calibratiVe

describe the wavelength calibration of the flood-lamp gspett

We minimized the #ects of read-noise via on-chip binningye|ow, and we describe its typical use in the wavelengticali
of the CCD detector. We binned by two pixels in the spatighn of our science and sky spectra in SEE. 6.

(cross-dispersion) direction, but performed no binninghie
spectral direction. The full-width at half maximum (FWHMj o
the PSF is-3 binned pixels in the cross-dispersion directieh; 4.3.1. Calibration of the flood-lamp spectrum

pixels separate peaks of the PSF for adjacent fibers. Wigh tP_.i . . . . '
X : : or use in wavelength calibration of our science spectrdinate
setup, spatially adjacent spectra contributed less tharsdte alibrated the Waveg:engths of the flood-lamp emis?sion jill

tered light to any single aperture when defining an extracticgv velenaths of these lines were not provided by the manufac-
aperture width of one FWHM cer?tere.d on the peak of the Spat{ﬁfer Togdo so, we partly dismantledpthe calibr}étion unétth
PS.F (Sec[6]6_). In the spectral Q|rect|o_n, the .FWHM of tm*e feeds the 15 calibration fibers of PPak such that they could be
lution elemenlt is 0.6_6A and the linear dispersior@21A/pixel luminated by either the flood lamps via an external mirroher t
(or ~12 km s* per pixel at 5150A). normal calibration lamps. Sets of five exposures each wkesta
Nominally, our spectrograph setup provides resolutions of the internal ThAr lamp, the internal halogen lamps, are th
/A1 ~ 7900 at a central wavelength &f = 5200A [Kelz et al. external flood lamps, respectively. Only the 15 calibrafibars
2006). However, in practice the resolution was often worse dwere illuminated; the science and sky fibers were kept ddrk. T
to the combination of a less-than-perfect spectrographsoctelescope altitude and azimuth were fixed during these vaser
flexure dfects during the one-hour exposures,/anthe some- tions to prevent flexure shifts.
what curved surface of the CCD detector; we find that 97% and The five images in each set were combined to incr&gibe
87% of our observations have resolutionsiphi > 6000 and and reject cosmic-ray detections. Using tRAF taskdohydra
A/AA > 7000, respectively (Se¢i. 6.9). in theHYDRA package, we used the halogen image to trace and

The dome flood lamps
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extract the 15 spectra from both the ThAr lamp and flood lamdsr several minutes before beginning observations, wermize
The wavelength scale of the flood-lamp spectra were cadiiraflexure changes and, thereby, ensure that all calibratientsp
by the ThAr spectra by fitting a first-order cubic-spline ftioe  were recorded at the same location on the detector. Morgover
to the 21- 23 isolated Argon lines in each ThAr spectrum. Nonthis efort minimizes the dierential flexure between the calibra-
of the Thorium lines could be unambiguously identified froun o tion images and the science images. Morning calibratioas ar
library of known Thorium emission lines. The root-mean-aeu taken in reverse order to those taken in the evening (asiedcr
(RMS) scatter of the wavelength calibration ranges frord94 below) to maximize on-sky observing.
to 0.015A. Our evening calibration sequence typically consisted of te
Twenty-five isolated emission lines across the observBi@s frames, followed by five exposures each of the flood lamp,
spectral range of the flood-lamp spectrum were selected dh@ continuum dome flat, and the twilight sky flat. Flood-lamp
their central wavelengths were determined for each caiia €xposures were typically 30 seconds. We allowed several min
fiber by fitting a single Gaussian to each line. These measuées between turning on the flood lamps and beginning the
ments made for the uppermost calibration-fiber aperturé- de§equence of exposures to minimize spectral variabilityhie t
ated significantly from those of the corresponding emiskims flood-lamp spectra due to temperature and pressure vaisatio
in the other 14 apertures; this aperture is typicaffgeted by Simultaneous ThAr-lamp spectra via the calibration fibeesev
the non-uniform focus of the spectrograph across the detectaken during the flood-lamp exposures, which provided spots
which results in platykurtic line profiles (flatter than a rioai 0N the detector that were used to correct for flexufeetences
Gaussian) in the upper part of the frafhafter excluding the between the calibration and science observations. Cantinu
measurements from the uppermost calibration-fiber apenwe  dome-lamp exposures were typically 20 seconds. These data a
calculated the average wavelength of each emission linkein tsed to flat-field and trace the spectra in the science frames,
calibrated flood-lamp spectrum and find a standard deviationas Well as the other calibration frames. During dome-lamp ex
less than 0.01A. The error in these mean line centroids prop@Sures, the calibration fibers were illuminated by the -halo
gates in a systematic way to the calibration of our scienee-sp9€n lamp to allow for robust tracing of the ThAr spectra. Sky-
tra; however, no relative error is incurred among the catént  flat exposures ranged from-1360 seconds, depending on the
science spectra. §ky bnghtnesp. The ;ky-flat data are used to correct foavarl
Having calibrated the wavelength scale of the flood-lanff"S in the fiber-to-fiber throughput. Occasionally, a serwf
spectrum, we have found that many of the lines seem to cofifr-long dark-frame exposures were taken as well. Figuse 2
from Dysprosium and possibly also from Thorium by comparin%!lom Martinssoni(2011) provides examples of unprocessesl bi
the line centroids to literature line lists (e.g. in the aelatomic- 1100d-lamp, dome-flat, and sky-flatimages.
line database provided by the National Institute of Statisland
Technology [NIST). Unfortunately, most of the lines in thes o Galaxy observations
flood-lamp spectrum are blended such that the measured cen-
troids cannot be unambiguously correlated to the litegataf- Our galaxy observations are read-noise limited: 3l in the
erence values. Instead, we choose to adopt the values foamd fspectrum of the dark night sky is limited by the read-noise of
our ThAr calibration, which should have errors smaller thalite detector, and the galaxy surface-brightness levétssaBhg
0.01A. are typically well below the surface brightness of the daghn
sky. Therefore, we need to maximize the integration time for
) each science exposure. In practice, we are limited by thsityen
5. Observational Strategy of cosmic-ray hits in a single exposure. We have chosen en int

Our primary objective is to observe stellar absorptiondirag gration time of 3600 seconds for each science exposurethﬂth
the highest spectral resolution achievable with PPak inawe Nnumber of exposures per galaxy depending on the surfadetbrig
surface-brightness regionR  3hg) of stellar disks. Therefore, N€Ss of the galaxy, the transparency of the atmosphere and th
we need to pay particular attention to the quality of thetrali darkness of the night sky. The number of exposures per galaxy
tion of the science exposures while minimizing the amount &t Presented in Tabld 3 and Table 4. Fidure 4 shows an example
calibration overhead during the precious allocated danketiTo €XPosure of a target galaxy. _ _
some extent, this notion has driven the design of the PPak IFU Since the PMAS spectrograph is mounted at the Cassegrain
with its 15 calibration fibers, and the observing and catibra  focus of the telescope, its internal structure is subjeatdbang-
strategy described in this section has been devised to thke 89 gravity vector while the telescope is moving during tight.
vantage of these calibration fibers. In the end, our obsengt 1his induces flexure between the various components of the in
span eight dark-night observing runs between November 20#ument due to a limited sfhess of the spectrograph structure.
and February 2008 with an overall success rate 5%; the Such flexure may result in a deteriorating focus during tigdni

success rate is mainly due to adverse weather at Calar Alto. &changing location of the spectra on the detector, and arsigea
of the spectra on the detector during the one-hour long expos

o _ As part of the pilot and feasibility study for the DMS with the
5.1. Calibration observations PPak module, extensive flexure tests were performed by-point
ripg the telescope at fiierent positions in hour angle and decli-

For calibration images (taken at the beginning of the ewgnin <. X "
and the end of the morning of an observing night), the telesco ' &loN. taking short arc-lamp exposures at each posititraotx

was parked at a declination 6f= +10° and an hour angle of shifts Otf tg% erglstilor;—lllm(azs(%cz_)ts OQ th? detLecit?r:. Tlagﬁtegué

—2 hours. This is the general direction in which most of thtgi\r/(;sfgn?all f{)r r?eggti\?e. hour zgﬁgjle%w;neg or?risiﬁgsolmoi((stgeer
ien rvations hav n taken. B rking th ) 2 X

science observations have been taken. By parking t ewescthew Figure 21). However, since the shift of only one sposwa
3 This is also the case for some of the science frames as distirss considered, the test did not characterize any changes jplates

Sect[6.6. scale or its rotation. We present our measurements andceorre

4 http://physics.nist.gov/PhysRefData/ASD/lines_form.html tions for all such flexure distortions in Sdct.16.4. To miremthe
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every science exposure as a function of wavelength anduapert
number (Secf._619).

A particularly salient feature of the PMAS spectrograph and
its built-in guide CCD is its capability to save and reload #x-
act position of a guide star with an accuracy 620the scale
of a single pixel. This allowed for an accurate reproductdn
the PPak pointing for each galaxy. However, since seveleal te
scope maintenance operations occurred over the courserof ou
observing campaign, including a removal of the PPak unit on
16 November 2006 and a dismount of the Acquisition and Guide
(A&G) camera on 24 April 2006, the relativéteet between the
guide camera and the PPak IFU was not consistent between runs
before and after these dates. Thus, although our readquisit
strategy was successful for a given run, shifts in the PPakpo
ing between two runs could be larger than one fiber diameter.
This has some consequences for our ability to co-add multi-
ple exposures of a single galaxy taken over more than one run
(Sect[6.8).

Finally, the operating system of the PMAS spectrograph al-
lows for each exposure of the guide star, typically-1520 sec-
onds long, to be archived. For each galaxy exposure thessrie
guide-star exposures can be combined to yield an averade-gui
star image from which theffective seeing for that particular ex-
posure can be determined (S€ct. 6.10). The measured se#ing w
be used in future papers to correct the data for ffexts of beam
smearing caused by the relatively large on-sky fiber diamete

2000

1009

Y (pleela}

2000

5.3. Observations of template stars

During nautical and astronomical twilight, we observed 89s
with a wide range in spectral type, luminosity class and ineta
licity. The stellar spectra, obtained with the same insental
setup as the science exposures, are used as spectral esnplat
in our cross-correlation approach for measuring the stkifee-
matics of the galaxie5 (Westfall et/al. 201 1a, hereafteePH]).

A list of the observed template stars can be found in Tablee. F
the analysis in this paper we have used the single stellar spe
trum of the K1 Il star HD162555 as a template (highlighted in

¥ (pixels)

1000 [

Table2).
a o il g To improve both thé&/N and dficiency of our template-star
bl 1000 zoop  Observations, we observed the stars by drifting them froshtea
% (pixels) west over the central row of fibers. The drift speed depended o

i . the apparent magnitude of the star, resultingfieative integra-
Figure 4: Examples of unprocessed PPak science exposuiigs times per fiber that varied from-327 seconds. In this way,
Top: The result of drifting a template star through the central fipers could be illuminated in a single drift scan, yietyat
row of 21 fibers while the 15 calibration fibers are illumirtte|aast 21 spectra that were later combined into a single tepl
with the internal ThAr lamp. Spectra of the template star agectrum with a very high/N as tabulated in Tablg 2. Figue 4
recorded all over the detectddottom: A representative one- ghows an example exposure of a template star.
hour exposure of the galaxy UGC 4368. Again, the 15 calibra-
tion fibers are illuminated with the internal ThAr lamp. The<
vature of the imaged pseudo-slit is clearly visible. 6. Data Reduction

This paper describes an extensive data set collected deighg
different observing runs over a period of more than three years.
detrimental &ects of flexure during and in between our sciencg/e have made substantiaff@rts to ensure that the reduction
exposures, we decided to observe only rising targets edseofand analysis of these data have been carried out in a robust,
meridian. consistent, and homogeneous manner. Due to the need fer high
Simultaneously with our science exposures, the 15 calibferecision kinematic measurements, we have been extrautaref
tion fibers were illuminated independently by the internaAT  to minimize the errors in the wavelength calibration.
lamp. Typically, the shutter of the internal lamp was opebwe8 The first basic reduction steps have been done in a standard
seconds, interspersed regularly throughout each hogritda- way by subtracting the bias and dark currents from all catibr
gration, producing emission-line spots in all areas of teeed- tion and science images, and subsequently dividing thétiregu
tor. This procedure allowed us to trace any image shifts dueitnages by a flat-field image to correct for pixel-to-pixel sien
the flexure (Seck_614) and to calculate tlfieetive resolution of tivity variations. The distortions due toftirential flexure have
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Table 2: Properties of the spectral template stars obsevitad®Pak

HD SpT logg [FeH] ref. Obs.Date S/N  1/Ad HD SpT logg [Fe/H] ref. Obs.Date S/N  1/A1
1) &) 3 4 (6) @) (8) ©) ) ®3) (ORI C)) (6) (GO ()]
123299 A0l 3.30 -0.56 a  2008-02-04 945 7298 63352 KOl 220 -0.31 a  2004-11-19 632 7676

6695 A3V 4.30 - g 2004-11-19 1091 7712 74442 KOl 251 -0.06 a  2005-11-02 527 785}
159561 A5l 3.96 +0.01 g 2008-02-04 1076 690§ 85503 KOl 233 +0.23 a  2005-11-06 1145 764f
13267 BS5la 2.44 - a  2004-11-19 760 7729 102224 KOl 2.02 -0.46 a  2006-10-14 472 6589
27295 B9V 3.93 -0.74 a  2004-11-19 1129 7792 145328 KOl 3.25 -0.20 b  2005-05-02 618 818
57118 FOla 1.7 - g 2004-11-19 612 7947| 203344 KOIlI-IV 262 -0.24 b  2004-11-13 441 8322
29375 FOV 4.17 +0.13 g 2004-11-19 743 792( 7010 KOIV 3.3 - g 2004-11-19 296 7984
115604 F311 34 +0.18 e 2004-11-19 1257 7891 16160 K11l 1.88 -0.25 a  2004-11-19 1388 735
31236 F31V 421 +0.13 g 2004-11-19 579 782{ 23841 K1l 1.30 -0.95 a  2004-11-19 620 7766
43318 F6V 3.93 -0.15 a  2004-11-19 687 7791 162555 K1l 272 -021 b  2007-01-15 1083 8180
136202 F8II-IV  3.85 -0.08 a  2008-02-04 1112 6600 176411 K11l 291 +0.00 b  2005-05-02 927 820
22879 F9V 429 -0.83 a  2004-11-19 632 7634 205512 K1l 2,57 +0.03 a  2006-10-15 732 7476
101501 GO-8Vv  4.60 -0.13 a  2004-11-19 1473 7743 51440 K21 228 -0.35 a  2004-11-19 993 795}
18391 GOla 0.00 -0.28 a  2004-11-19 441 7978 72184 K21l 261 +0.12 a  2005-11-06 871 793}y
6903 GOl 2.9 - g 2004-11-19 851 7612| 162211 K21l 2.45 +0.05 a  2006-08-24 829 7661
30455 G2V 445 -0.36 g 2004-11-19 612 7848 163588 K21l 2.61 -0.09 b  2007-01-15 839 7842
6474 G4la 150 +0.25 a  2004-11-19 301 780} 83618 K3l 1.74 -0.08 a  2005-11-06 1046 740D
82210 G4ll-Iv  3.19 -0.28 a  2008-02-04 937 7158 94247 K31l 224 -0.27 b  2004-11-19 1302 7881
157910 G5l 183 -0.32 a  2007-01-15 1306 808f 97907 K3l 2.07 -0.10 a  2004-11-13 870 7572
107950 G6 I 261 -0.16 b  2008-02-04 861 7124 102328 K3l 2.09 +0.35 a  2005-05-03 1129 764f
175535 G7llla 255 -0.09 a  2007-01-12 1173 829f 127665 K3l 222 -0.17 b  2007-01-15 1114 8228
184492 G8-9lll 259 -0.10 b 2005-05-02 487 8179 143107 K31l 234 -0.32 b  2005-05-02 1419 8216
6833 G8llI 1.25 -0.99 a  2004-11-19 602 791ll 184406 K3l 241 +0.01 a  2005-05-02 836 8295
38656 G8llI 252 -0.22 a  2006-10-14 727 7403 48433 K3V 455 -0.07 d 2004-11-19 710 7261
57264 G8IllI 272 -0.33 a  2008-02-04 836 7549 149161 K4l 1.39 -0.17 a  2005-05-02 770 8211
65714 G8IlI 150 +0.27 a 2004-11-19 975 7644 49161 K4l 1.69 +0.08 a 2004-11-19 1148 7364
103736 G8IllI 2.3 - g 2004-11-16 756  766(Q| 148513 K4lllp 1.67 +0.11 a  2005-05-02 635 835p
141680 G8IllI 3.02 -0.28 b 2005-05-02 789 810§ 61603 K5Il 150 +0.24 a  2004-11-19 875 7528
133640 G8IIv? - - g 2007-01-14 661 7665| 136028 K5Il 1.90 +0.19 g  2005-05-02 384 8154
73593 G8IV 225 -0.12 a  2004-11-15 956 7738 146051 MO.511 140 +0.32 a  2008-02-04 1023 647H
82885 G8IV-V 461 +0.00 a  2005-11-06 488  771] 137471 M1l 1.10 +0.07 a  2008-01-31 853  764p
41636 G9lll 250 -0.20 a  2004-11-19 804 7908 167006 M3l 0.70 +0.00 a  2008-02-04 648 7106
104985 G9lll 252 -0.26 c  2006-10-13 567 715§ 123657 M4l 0.85 +0.00 a  2008-02-04 739 7164
180711  G9lll 2.67 -0.12 a  2007-01-13 1235 851f 148783 M6l 0.20 -0.01 f  2008-02-04 839  694(
19476 KOl 3.08 +0.04 b  2006-10-13 940 7358

Notes. (1) HD number; (2) spectral type; (3) surface gravitatiat); rhetallicity; (5) reference; (6) date of observation; $i)nal-to-noise ratio
(S/N); (8) effective instrumental spectral resolutioty 41). The template star used for the stellar-kinematic ansaliysthis paper (HD 162555)
has been highlighted. TH&/N and./AA are for thecombined spectrum (Sectiof 6.8.2). The spectral type, surface tyravid metallicity have
been taken from the following references:|(a) CenarroldR807); (b) McWilliam (1990); (c) Luck & Heiter (2007); (d)dabiran et al.[(2008);
(e)IMassaraotti et all (2008); (f). Ramirez et al. (2000);Ng)Xardiel (priv. comm.).

been robustly determined, using the ThAr spotsin the caiitn  lines in the simultaneously recorded and extracted ThAc-spe
fibers as described in Sect. 16.4. Subsequently, the®yiicali-  tra from the 15 calibration fibers. These measurements are th
bration images have been reprojected to match the shifttioot interpolated in both spatial and spectral directions fergaper-
and plate scale of each individual science exposure. Usieg ture and wavelength channel (Séctl 6.9).
hydra package inRAF [ the galaxy spectra have been extracted  gejow follows a more detailed description of these reductio
using dome-flat spectra to define the extraction apertukgs, Ssteps.
flat spectra to correct for fiber-to-fiber throughput vadas, and
calibrated spectra from the flood lamps to wavelength catibr
the science spectra. The quality of the wavelength caldat 6.1. Bias and dark-current subtraction
has been inspected extensively (Secl. 6.6). Finally, we bais-
tracted the simultaneously recorded sky spectra (EedtaBd An overscan region is provided by the CCD controller, but we
combined the exposures for each galaxy ($ect. 6.8) usinguaar have not applied a traditional overscan correction; chinaya
programs from th&IPSY software package (van der Hulst el althe exposed part of the detector, especially in the areassexip
1992; Vogelaar & Terlouw 2001). to light from bright science fibers, often spills over inte thver-
For subsequent analysis, it is important to determine the &an region. Therefore, we simply subtracted a masteribias
fective instrumental spectral resolution in the extragathxy age constructed from at least 14 individual bias read-ditsre
and template-star spectra. This can vary significantly betw is significant spatial structure in the bias with an increéagbe
different apertures, atftierent wavelengths, and inftérent im- bias level of 7 ADU from the bottom to the top of the bias frames
ages. Therefore, we have measured the spectral resolutio{s¢e Figure 2.3 from Martinsson 2011). Depending on the tem-
each science exposure by fitting Gaussian profiles to therArgeoral stability of the shape of the bias pattern, mastes-bia
ages were constructed for each night, for a series of cotigecu

5 |RAF is distributed by the National Optical AstronomyNights, or for an entire observing run. Maximizing the numbe
Observatories, which are operated by the Association oteysities ~Of individual bias read-outs combined in the master-biasi-mi
for Research in Astronomy, Inc., under cooperative agreémih the Mmizes the contribution of the master-bias correction totdtal
National Science Foundation. error budget of the extracted science spectra.
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During each of 12 nights on 6ffiérent runs, upto b dark TS e e
exposures of 3600 seconds each were collected. After stibtr
ing the associated master-bias images, the statisticakepties
of the dark current, like its mean and RMS noise, vary acr
the detector and among dark images fronffedent observ-
ing runs ((Martinsson 2011). However, the statistical \tayies
within and among the dark-current images iffisiently small.
Therefore, we do not subtract these noisy dark images frem
science images but simply subtract a representative dar&rgu =
of 3.0 ADU/hour from all images. -

=

6.2. Pixel-to-pixel map and bad-pixel correction

Due to flexure, the location of the science spectra on thecdet
tor changes slightly during the night such that the sernés/
sampled by our calibration frames will not exactly correspo
to those sampled by the science frames. To correct for thes,
have created a normalized pixel-to-pixel sensitivity mamg
unfocused and focused dome-flat frames over seveftareit
runs, which homogenizes the illumination of the CCD frame.

To each row in this combined dome-flat image we have fit a___ .

high-order (20) cubic-spline function in the dispersioredtion (2005). However, we also detect non-negligible scale atal ro
and have divided each row by this smooth function to obtainf@n &fects that can vary between the callbratlon'and science
pixel-to-pixel sensitivity map normalized to unity (seg@ie 2.6 {rames, not previously investigated by Roth €tlal. (2008)c&
from [Martinssor 2011). The smooth variations in this normaie dome-flatimages are used to trace the spectra on thescien
ized map are typically much smaller than one percent, wigh tffames, and the flood-lamp images are used to wavelength cal-
exception of a few small areas where sensitivities drop na f Prate the science spectra, it is important to establishbaso
percent lower than the mean and one elliptical “dark spot” grethod of measuring flexure in the spectrograph and comect f

~ 100x 50 pixels that is half as sensitive at its center as corfts &fects on our data. .

pared to the rest of the franie (Martins$on 2011). This daok sp 1 he shift, rotation and scale fiérences were found by us-
typically affects 5-10 fibers in a20A wide window in the red "9 Several strong ThAr emission lines in the 15 calibration
(neard ~ 5350A). We also identified defunct pixels and pixe pegtrla that %re smgltane:usly okt))served (_jurllzrfg tge ﬁﬁm .
columns using the master-bias frames from both Novembet 2 5)0 I_' amp o iervatltonj_. i .Sbcfmd N set?]n In " g'Céthrigﬁem's'
and January 2007. The values of these bad pixels in each im%ﬁ#] In€s create spots distributed over the entire !

; ; : s vy ese spots have been used to calculate the pixel-c@tedin
:’lire replaced by a linear interpolation of their neighbg i transformation matrix used to correct for flexure. By fittimgp-

dimensional Gaussian profiles to these 60 spots, theiriposit
in every flood lamp and science frame were measured to an accu-

6.3. Combining calibration spectra racy of 0.05 pixels or better. Using these 60 positions, tkam

) ) shift, rotation and scale fierences between the flood-lamp and
Dome-flat, sky-flat, and flood-lamp images were combined-o igcience frames could then be calculated with very high aoyur
crease theif/N and to remove cosmic rays, typically using four \we find that the shifts between the calibration and associ-
or five images for each set of exposures. To both successfiigd science frames, due to th@elience in telescope pointing
reject cosmic rays and produce higiN images, the emission petween the observations, are generally smaller than eekipi
lines in these data must have a relatively stable flux; if e, poth theX (spectral) andY (spatial) directions; however, 30% of
statistical rejection scheme Wpuld have |r}ad.vert.ently_ il  the frames have shifts ofd— 3.6 pixels inX andor Y, and 10%
the shape, and thus the centroid, of the emission lines icdite  of the frames are shifted more than one pixel in both direstio
bined image thereby degrading, e.g., the wavelength edithr. Figure[6 demonstrates the scale and rotatidects between an
This motivated our decision to allow ample time for the tempegxample calibration frame and its associated science franer
ature and pressure in the lamps to settle. In addition, wekelte 5| gata, we find that the scaleffiirences are always less than
the emission-line stability of, specifically, the flood-larspec- .059%, and less than 0.01% in more than 50% of the images,
tra among a particular set by considerinfefience images. If yesylting in shifts of, respectively, 0.5 and 0.1 pixelshat édge
any of the images were fierent from the majority, they were of the detector.
excluded in the combined image. Often the first image in a se- after determining the coordinate transformation matrhe t
ries was #ected and rejected, indicating that our nominal segyibration frames were shifted, scaled and rotated wispeet
tling time was insdicient for yielding a stable flood-lamp tem- every science frame. By performing the transformatiams o
perature and pressure. The sky-flat and dome-flat images W cajibration frames, the interpolation algorithms oafect

also carefully checked to ensure their statistical simtjland  the highS/N frames, leaving the individual lov/N science
co-location of their spectra before combining them. frames unaltered.

We assess the accuracy of our flexure corrections by deter-
mining the positions of the ThAr lines in the reprojected éloo
lamp frames using the method described above. The remain-
Shifts in the location of the spectra on the detector due xaifee  ing differences between the centroids of the ThAr spots in the
in the PMAS spectrograph have been presented by Roth etsgience frames and in the reprojected flood-lamp frames are

Eigure 5: Central part of a raw image from a one-hour science
exposure with inverted color map, illustrating how the esitis
ulnes in the ThAr spectra create spots all over the detetltmse
Spots are used to track th&extive spectral resolution and flex-
ure in the Cassegrain-mounted spectrograph.

6.4. Flexure corrections
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T T T T T

2000} the spectral extraction, spectral resampling, and skyraction

are all properly accounted for in the final error spectra.
1750

6.6. Extraction and wavelength calibration of science spectra

1500t
We have extracted and wavelength calibrated the scienee spe

tra using theHYDRA package inRAF. For calibration, we se-
lected the set of calibration data (taken during the evening
morning) that are the most complete (i.e., containing ddlate-
sky-flat, and flood-lamp images), have the smallest flexure co
rection, and provide the most robust wavelength calibnatio
Flexure solutions were calculated and applied to the dome-
flat images for each science and wavelength-calibratiandra
and these corrected dome-flatimages were used to define-the ex
traction aperture for each spectrum. We used a fifth-ordaiceu
\\ \( spline function to trace the spatial centroid of the PSF, aad
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set the extraction width to the FWHM of the PSF near the cen-
tral wavelength of the spectrum. This extraction width tethe
scattered light between spatially adjacent aperturesswtlean
1%, as determined by considering the PSF of bright stellar-ap
tures adjacent to dark sky apertures in our template-sterob-

: ) . . tions (see Bershady etlal. 2005, for a detailed discussiap-of
Figure 6: Measured shifts in the locations of 60 ThAr spatsifr &ié“ﬂal extraction apertures). Dome-flat spectra were alsol s

a flood-lamp exposure and from one of the science frames ta irect for spectral vignetting of the science spectraufi@.3
during the same night, illustrating a severe case of flextine. Ii P 9 9 P :
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shifts are indicated by arrows, calculated after the mei s rom|Martinsson 2011), whereas our sky-flat spectra werd use

(AX = 0.21 andAY = 0.46 pixels) has been subtracted: th o correct for fiber-to-fiber throughput variations.

arrows have been magnified 1000 times for illustration pseso f\_Nz_iveIenfgth sol(;Jtlonsg_or ea|<_:h s;nenc_e spectr:um _Welre found
The change in scale is clearly visible. y fitting a first-order cubic-spline function to the pixelaze

dinates of the wavelength-calibrated emission lines ineke
tracted flood-lamp spectra. Low-quality wavelength solusi

. . gccurred for spectra near the top edge of the PPak pseudo-sli
on average 0.029).017 pixels, with an extreme case at 0.1f,r some frames (notably those taken or 3 November 2005
pixels. Comparing the distribution of uncertainties to the- 5,4 14— 15 October 2006). This was due to a poor focus of
corrected values (see Figures 2.8 and 2.10 from Martinssp spectrograph that resulted in strongly platykurtieretimes
2011), itis clear that the remaining deviations are muchliema |y peaked) emission lines, particularly toward thestpart

th_an the original ﬁs_ets_and generally_neghglb_le. For framegyihe spectrum for high aperture numbers. For tiiected spec-
with large uncertainties in the reprojection matrix, hoaead- 5 \ve found a high RMS scatter in our wavelength calibratio
ditional checks were made before further processing oféRe ¢ 4150 flagged and omitted these spectra when combining the
projected calibration frames. In particular, the precistd the galaxy spectra from multiple runs (SECL16.8). After wanegl
wavelength calibration was assessed. Overall, the umeria  c4jibration, all science spectra are resampled to a comfimn (
the wavelength callb_ratlon causeclj by these shiftsis lessQl04 o5, 5ng log-linear) wavelength scale for subsequent aaaifk

and 0.16 spectral pixels (0.5 km'sand 1.9 km s' at 5150A) spectra contain 2048 pixels and have a wavelength range from

for 90% and 100% of our data. 4980- 5369A (0.19A per pixel for the linear wavelength scale).
We have performed several inspections of the wavelength-
6.5. Error spectra calibrated flood-lamp and galaxy spectra to quantify andssss

) ~any adverseféects that our flexure solutions may have had on
We have calculated error spectra for our science obsensdi® the quality of the wavelength calibration. First, we havéede
necessary for our approach to measuring stellar kinem@#es mined the RMS dierence between the measured and tabulated
Sect[Z.1 and Paperllll). We briefly describe the procedued usyavelengths of the 18 23 flood-lamp emission lines as a mea-
to generate these error spectra here; a more detailed ptésuri sure of the relative precision of the wavelength calibratibhe
can be found in Appendix B from Westlall (2009). typical RMS diference is~0.01A or ~5% of a spectral pixel;
Using the gaing (e”/ADU), and read-noisexn (€7), of the - only 1.29 of all calibrated spectra have a wavelength-caibn

detector, we calculate the noise in each pixel of the raw @89 RS above 0.03A+42km s1). An image with the RMS values
for all observations is provided in Figure 2.11 from Martios

€(€) = 1S+ €&y + & ) (2011).

Second, we inspected the accuracy of the wavelength-
whereS (ADU) is the total signal and, (€7) is the added noise calibration zero-point using sky lines in the galaxy spectr
due to subtraction of the master-bias images. We neglect thefortunately, only the Nline at 5197.9A, near the center of
noise that is added when correcting for the pixel-to-pixel-s the observed spectral range, was strong enough for religble
sitivity variation (Sect_6J]2). We produced error spectygobo- troid measurements. When possible, we measured centasids f
cessing the two-dimensional error image in a way that compkrong N lines (exceeding three times the RMS in the continuum
ments the processing of our science data, accounting fajthe level) in 10 galaxy spectra spread equally along the pseilitjo-
propriate propagation of the errors at every step. In paei¢c which was possible for 39 science exposures from all but one
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5198

traction by adding (in quadrature) the RMSfdrence in the fit
to errors calculated prior to sky subtraction; the sky-gsaditon
error is typically 20% of the noise in the outer, read-noismd
nated galaxy spectra before sky subtraction.

Sky subtraction of our template-star observations is gener
ally more dificult than for our galaxy spectra because the stellar
spectra contaminate adjacent spectra, including the sgtisp
Therefore, we include any spectrum free of stellar emission
the sky subtraction procedure, regardless of its desigmats a
sky or science fiber.

5197.95

5197.91~)

6.8. Combining science spectra

As explained in Secfl]5, we expect some galaxies observed dur
ing several observing runs to have pointings that are nohocom
519785 = o ™ P~ P - P to all exposures. In Tab@ 3, we group science exposures that
Fiber # have a common pointing and provide some relevant informatio
regarding the observations. In particular, this table gles the

Figure 7: Measured wavelength of thesky-line at 5197.9A as humber of one-hour exposures taken for each galaxy at aparti
a function of fiber number. The thin, grey lines connect memsu ular pointing. This section details how we have combinedehe
ments from 10 spectra in individual science exposures.@msexposures, typically 3 8 per galaxy, to increasg/N and elim-
show the averages of these measurements, and the thick, bigate the &ects of cosmicrays. o

lines indicate the standard deviation from the mean. Tha-das_ \We mask the cosmic rays by identifying statistically abetra

dotted line depicts the tabulated value afiN air, as given by Pixels in each exposure. We do this by subtracting the median
NIST. of each group of exposures from each exposure in the group.

Subsequently, we ran an iterative sigma-clipping algoritio
create a cosmic-ray mask for each exposure. This works satis
factorily despite the small flexure shifts between the expes
ithin a group and the varying intensity of the sky duringiago
ries of exposures. For galaxies with only one or two exgssu

. . S
Figure[7 demonstrates that the error in our wavelength CEEsmic-ray masks were created manually. Masked pixels have

ibration is lowest for spectra near the middle of the pseudfao, yiven a zero weight when averaging the images together.
slit, increasing toward. both Iow_ and high aperture number@GC 6903 is the only galaxy in our sample with a single ex-
;'Sc’g’\(j%\/oers’"f[hé Z?sfggg{‘eﬁbk?;t{r?édsertrc())vrv?;dtrt]zecztrj]?r%? dor];]teh:posure; the masked pixels in this case were replaced byaxrline
. . ; interpolation in th ral dimension using neighbari
surements due to a decrease in the IBJ& according to the terpoiatio the spectral dimension using neighbarimg:

: X . ! .~ contaminated pixels.
vignetting function. At the center of the pseudo-slit, wedfen Extracted spectra from individual frames within a group of

marginal systematic shift 0£0.022A (-0.12 spectral pixels or gypogres have been combined on a fiber-by-fiber basis. €or th
~1.3km s~) toward the red, most likely introduced by the wavegentra) fibers (fibers 148 183; all within 11’ from the central
length calibration of the flood-lamp spectrum using therimié fiper 164) the spectra were weighted by the square of theinmea
ThAr lamp. We note that temperature gmdpressure changesg\ times the mean spectral resolution of the spectrum. That is
during calibration may have contributed to thiseet: an emis- o weight W) of fiberi is

sion line may shift by 0.02A if the ambient temperature of the )

air changes by 4 degrees. Although not true of all frames, the= (S/N);(4/A4);, 3)

N1 line generally shifts toward the red going from the bottom t@here (/A); is the mean spectral resolution of the spectrum.
the top of the pseudo-slit, which may be due to a minute systeffhe nojse in fibers at larger distances from the center withea
atic residual in the reprojection matrix from the erxu_reJ.mins continuum levels is dominated by the read-noise, and tims si
(Sect[6.4). In any event, the scatter and the trend is a&ted | |5 for all spectra. Nevertheless, a varying transpareftiyeat-

of 1-2 km s™* and will have no astrophysical implications whefnosphere motivates assigningfeient weights to the tierent
analyzing the galaxy spectra. exposures. Therefore, we use the averdge of all recorded
spectra as relative weights in Eg] (3). Spectra with largersr

on the wavelength calibration, i.e., with a large RMS in the fi
(Sect[6.6), are completely masked in the weighted avefdue.
The 36 dedicated sky fibers have been used to subtract the skyr in each weighted-average spectrum is calculateddyygpr
from our target spectra for each science frame. Given theggha gating the errors on the individual spectra.

in spectral resolution across the pseudo-slit, we do naracib Weighted-average spectra for galaxies with multiple expo-
an average sky spectrum from our target spectra. Insteafit wesure groups (8 of 30 galaxies; see Tdble 4) could not simply
a second-order polynomial along the spatial direction arev be combined on a fiber-by-fiber basis because the pointing dif
(wavelength-calibrated) spectral pixel. Pixels in the sggctra ferences would result in an unacceptalffeetive on-sky beam
that are #&ected by cosmic rays, or entire sky spectra that asenearing. These spectra were instead combined at a lagey; sta
contaminated by nearby sources (e.g., stars), were rdjdcate after the dfference in the pointing had been determined (see
ing this fit. We then subtract the sky from the target specyra Sect[6.81).

interpolating the sky flux between sky apertures as detethin  Possible wavelength shifts betweerftelient exposures of
by this fit. Our error spectra account for noise in this sky-sukthe same galaxy, e.g., due to significantlffelient flexure cor-

observing run. Figurgl 7 compares these measurements with
tabulated value of Norovided by NIST.

6.7. Sky subtraction
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Table 3: Properties of the 41 combined galaxy exposures Table 4: Galaxies with multiple pointings
UGC Run Nyp A/Ad Seeing AR.A.,ADec.) UGC Nyp A/A1 Seeing  Npec
1) (2 B @ (5) (6) 1H @ O 4 (5)
448 Nov'05 7 7711 2.1 1081 7 7590 1.4 331
463 Nov'04 6 7557 1.7 1862 11 7807 1.2 331
1081 Aug'06 5 7726 1.4 3701 17 7762 1.4 373
Oct '06 2 7208 1.5 £0.68,+0.50) 3997 16 7928 1.4 357
1087 Nov'04 7 7560 0.9 4036 8 7517 1.1 372
1529 Oct '06 6 7748 1.6 4555 12 7431 1.5 352
1635 Nov'04 6 7515 2.1 6918 7 8267 0.9 352
1862 Nov’'05 3 7478 1.0 9177 10 7719 1.3 331
Oct '06 8 8102 1.3 €0.43 +0.30)
1908 Nov’05 8 6856 2.1 Notes. (1) UGC number; (2) number of exposures in the merged data;
3091 Nov'05 5 7310 1.6 (3) efective spectral resolution; (4)fective seeing (arcsec); (5) num-
3140 Nov’'04 7 7465 21 ber of galaxy spectra after merging.
3701 Nov'04 7 7635 1.0
Jan 07 5 8125 1.7  +246,+0.82)
Jan '08 2 7319 1.7 +4.27,-2.81)
Jan'08 3 7639 1.2  2.68+0.13)
3997 Nov’05 6 7399 1.2
Oct '06 2 6847 2.1 £3.00, +2.06) : : o
Jan '07 5 8182 15 {071 +1.29) 6.8.1. Merging galaxy spectra from different pointing centers
4036 Nov’'04 6 7582 1.0 . . . .
Jan '08 2 7238 17 {488 +1.75) Eight of our_gaIaX|es were observed during multiple runs. Fo
4107 Nov'05 5 6449 1.2 these galaxies, we combined the spectra from exposures with
4256 Oct’06 6 8136 15 identical pointings, determined the continuum levels m¢bm-
4368 Jan '07 6 7949 1.3 bined spectra, and reconstructed the continuum image as de-
4380 Nov'04 5 7539 0.9 scribed in Sec{_6.11; this produced a reconstructed ommtin
4458 Jan 07 7 8021 1.2 image for each exposure set. Subsequently, we determieed th
4555 Oct’06 7 7385 16 pointing dfsets between the24 reconstructed continuum im-
Jan '08 5 7467 15  +0.97,-299) ages within an exposure set (Sdct.6.11) and thésets are
4622 Nov’'04 5 7435 2.0 listed in Tablé:B
6903 Jan '08 1 7428 1.7
6918 Nov'04 2 7676 0.8 With the pointing dfsets known, we determined sets of fibers
Jan '07 5 8325 0.9 «3.10,+0.73) to combine that were within 1.5 fiber radii of one anotherhH t
7244 Jan 07 5 7773 15 pointing dfsets were small enough, this procedure simply led
7917 Jan'08 4 7243 13 to a larger beam profile for the 331 science fibers. However, in
gi?? jgﬂ ,8; 2 ;ggg 12 many cases thefisets were enough that some fibers near the
Jan 08 4 7949 15 {0.82,+0.61) edge of the field-of-view were not combined with any otherifibe
9837 May05 6 7447 1.6 The groups of “spatially overlapping” fibers were combined
9965 May'05 5 7869 1.0 using a weighted average as described above when using)Eg. (3
11318  May05 6 7634 1.2 Note that the final number of merged spectra may exceed the
12301 QOct'06 6 7869 1.1 number of fibers in the PPak IFU if the pointinfigets are sfi-

Notes. (1) UGC number; (2) when the observations were taken; ( ently large. Bepause consecutive observations of a gaay
number of exposures combined; (4) averafeative spectral resolu- Ve been ‘f"cqu'red afte,r several monthg had p_assed, _thqaspec
tion; (5) average féective seeing (arcsec): (6) pointingiset of com- t0 be combined were shifted to zero heliocentric velocitpiin
bined image with respect to the first combined image obtajaezsec). der to avoid broadening of the spectral lines due fiedénces in
Every single exposure was 3600 seconds, except the twoungsosf apparent recession velocity. For each merged spectrumakwe c
UGC 6918 from Nov '04 which had 2100 seconds each. UGC 37@LUlated the newféective spectral resolution andfective see-
was observed with dierent pointings during two fierent nights in Jan ing. The dfective sky position of each fiber is taken to be the
'08. The multiple combined images of eight galaxies werenes@ly  weighted fiber position, where the weight for each fibewis
merged as described in Sectjon €18.1 and listed in Table 4. from Eq. [3) divided by the square of the error in the pointing
position. The &ective fiber diameter for each merged spectrum
is taken to be the sum of the nominal fiber diameter and the
qguadrature dference between the weighted standard deviation
in the fiber position and the propagated error in the position
each dimension. These attributes of the merged spectraecan b
rections or wavelength calibrations, have been estimatedi- found in Tabld#. The combined and merged individual spectra
sidering spectral shifts of theildky line (Sect_616). Only negli- are displayed in greyscale in the upper-right panel of tiveme
gible wavelength shifts were detected. Note that possiblydr panying Atlas, where the spectra have been reordered based o
wavelength shifts may exist between the spectra froffiedint the aperture distance to the center. Theif@mission lines are
apertures in the same exposure than between spectra fromdearly visible, as well as many stellar absorption linesthvé
same aperture in fferent exposures. However, line broadeninfavourable north-south orientation of the kinematic majgis,
due to slight wavelength shifts between the spectra frdferdi the rotation of the stellar disk can be clearly discerned ty a
ent exposures is always much smaller than the instrumesgal roffset in wavelength of the absorption lines. Thiget is partic-
olution, and therefore ignored. ularly visible for UGC 4036 and UGC 6918.
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Figure 8: Distribution of the average instrumental spécaso- Figure 9: Average instrumental dispersiomg;) as a function of
lution in all science exposures. The average resolutiapig = wavelength and aperture number.
7680+ 640 (inst ~ 16.6+ 1.4 km s°1), which is somewhat lower

than the most common resolutiapA ~ 7800 due to the tail in . _ _
the distribution towards low/AA. average instrumental dispersion for all spectia: ~ 16.6+1.4

km s%, is slightly better than reported by Bershady etlal. (2010b,
hereafter Paperi Il).
6.8.2. Combining template-star spectra For each galaxy, the spectral-resolution maps from each ex-
posure were combined to calculate tiigetive resolution of the
For our observed template-star frames (Seci. 5.3), we auedbi combined galaxy spectra. Each measurementgfis assumed
all extracted spectra wit§/N > 20 and1/A1 > 5500; each to describe a Gaussian instrumental profile, such that of
spectrum was weighted accordingwip= (S/N)2. As provided the combined data is the second moment of a weighted sum of
in Table[2, our observational strategy has resulted in tatepl Gaussian profiles with noffset in their centroid; i.e., we calcu-
star spectra witlf5/N > 300 andi/A1 > 6500 @inst 20  |ated
km s1); the dfective spectral resolution in each combined spec-
trum is calculated using Edq.1(4). 3 (Wi o-i3)
O comb > (Wi o) s (4)
wherew; is the same weight as used in Hg. (3) (Westfall 2009).
Accurate stellar-velocity-dispersion measurementsirequde- Figure[9 shows the average instrumental dispersion in ati-co
tailed matching of the instrumental dispersioms.g) in the bined images. In the center of the deteciays; is typically
galaxy and template spectra, or for corrections to be matteeto 15— 17 km s and increases toward high aperture numbers and
raw kinematic measurements (as we do here). In either case, shorter (bluer) wavelengths. Except for the very highesttajpe
requires measurements @f,s; for both spectra. For our PPaknumbers in some of the frames, the instrumental dispersion i
observations, this has been achieved using the 15 ThArrspeetways less than 20 knts The average spectral resolution in
from the simultaneously illuminated calibration fibershie sci- each of the 41 combined images is presented in Tdble 3.
ence frames. These ThAr spectra were extracted in an idéntic The uncertainty inring; is primarily due to the error in the
manner as the science spectra and wavelength calibrategl uSaussian fit to the argon lines. We estimate this uncertainty
the argon lines (see Fig. 3). Due to the strong curvaturedfith  the basis of the RMS about the polynomial fit to the measured
aged slit on the detector (see, e.g., Elg. 4), the algoritbed by values, yielding one error value per spectrum. Errors frimmle
dohydra to automatically shift the calibration to adjacent spe@xposures are typically around 0.3 knt 0.4 — 1.0 km s for
tra failed, requiring an initial manual shifting of the spado be the 30 highest aperture numbers where poor focus is a particu
done before runningohydra. lar problem during the nights mentioned earlier), assuniing
The intrinsic widths of the argon lines are much smaller thatependent and random measurement errors on the line fits. The
the instrumental resolutionrfyy ~ 1 km st < ojns); there- errors on the instrumental dispersion for the weighted-aye
fore, we measureding by fitting a Gaussian function to the Arspectra §ocomp) are calculated by propagating the errors from
emission profiles. We then fit low-order-polynomial surfate the individual spectra following
these measurements to provide interpolatgg values at every

6.9. The instrumental spectral resolution

pixel of every extracted spectrum. Based on these surfacevt 9 (0_2 ) 2
have calculated the average spectral resolution for e\aaxy 5., = 1 Z comb/ o (5)
spectrum extracted from all science frames; a histograimes 20 comb oo

values is shown in Fi@] 8. The tail of low-resolution valuepii- _ . .

marily due to spectra obtained from high aperture numbessin Wheres; is the error in a single spectrum and

posures taken during only a few nights. On the whole, 97% an 5 5

87% of all spectra have resolutionsfAl > 6000 (rjnst ~ 21 9 Ucomb) B 3Wi0'i2 2 (Wio'i ) - Wi 5
km s*) anda/Aa > 7000 @inst ~ 18 km ), respectively. The ™ 557 = Swoy) 3 (Wor)2 ©6)

14



Martinsson et al.: DMS-VI. Gas and stellar kinematics froRaR IFU spectroscopy

The typical formal error owri,s; in the combined imagesisD-  fitted centers and the SDSS coordinates is excellent: we find a
0.2kmst. RMS difference of 04 and an extreme case df&) The coor-

dinates reported by NED for galaxies without SDSS imaging
: are mostly derived from 2MASS, where the agreement is often
6.10. Seeing worse. By comparing with the centers provided by NED to the

On-sky seeing measurements are useful for our interpoetafj central peak in the maps, we find that our Gaussian-fitteccent
and correction for, beam smearing of our data. Therefore, WEoOVided a better estimate for the morphological centet, e
calculated the féective seeing for every science exposure usirfflopt our own center measurements for galaxies without SDSS
guide-star images recorded by the A&G camera during our séRaging. The coordinates of the adopted morphologicalezent
ence observations. These images are 50 pixels (02 pixels) Of the galaxies can be found in Table 1.

and have exposure times of £5120 seconds. Each guide-star
image was “bias-subtracted” by subtracting the averagaeval6
of the upper six pixels in every column from all pixels in the™”
same column. This was done to correct fafetiences of up to We have constructed two-dimensional maps of the relative [O
30 ADU seen between neighbouring columns in the images, dR¢ensities using the same mapping algorithm as described i
was especially important for seeing measurements of faiitey Sect.[6.111. The [@] intensities are calculated by integrating
stars that could have peak fluxes of less than 50 ADU above figsr a 20A region surrounding the @ line after subtracting
bias level. We combined all guide-star images taken through g paseline continuum flux. The continuum is set to be a straigh
each science exposure (typically 100 or more) to producgfa hijine connecting the average flux in 20A wide spectral regions

fidelity image of the on-sky PSF. with centers separated by 20A on either side of thei][@ne.

FWHM of the stellar PSF; here, we define theeetive seeing to i\?e resulting [Qu] intensity maps are presented in the Atlas.

A i e find that the [@i]-emitting gas is patchier than the stellar
be the FWHM of the M&at profile fitted to the average image of_ .. . : - -
the guide star. Our seeing measurements range fé@MZ 1 continuum light, characterized by small regions of strommse

: S > sion. In general, these regions seem to be aligned with fina& sp
V.V'th an average ar]d standard_dewatlpn 64 0US. The dfec- arms (e.g. UGC 7244 and UGC 9965) and likely coincide with
tive seeing values in the combined science exposures,lastdu

; : ; . r-formation complexes.
in the same way as the instrumental spectral dlsperSIOIEEq.Sta ormation complexes
are presented in Tadlé 3.

12. [Olll] intensity maps

7. Kinematics of the Stars and Gas

6.11. Coordinate registration

) ) Using our properly reduced spectra, we measure the liregbit
Reconstructed continuum images from the PPak specfggession velocity and velocity dispersion of both thesstard
were registered against blue plates from the second Palofi@ [om] gas within each fiber aperture. We have used these
Observatory Sky Survey (POSS-II) to accurately determiee tgata to produce the two-dimensional velocity fields andcigfe
telescope pointing. The PPak continuum images were cQjfispersion maps presented in the Atlas. We also determine th
structed by inserting sigma-clipped, mean continuum \&fae  qrientation parameters of the galaxy disks, includingrtigi
each spectrum into a blank map at the relative locations®f thamical centers, heliocentric systemic velocities, pasiangles
corresponding fibers (Se€f. 4.1.1); a-8lip level excludes the 5nq inclinations. These orientation parameters allow detive
[Om]_ and sky em|35|on_llne_s from th_e calculatlon_of the meape gas and stellar rotation speed and velocity-dispersioa
continuum flux. Interstitial pixels in this map were filled byn-  fynction of radius. As such, these measurements are fungame
volving the discrete continuum measurements with a Gaussig| 1o many of the overall goals of our survey, such as theuealc
kernel having a FWHM that is 1.5 times the fiber diameter. Thgtion of asymmetric drift, estimation of the shape of thellat

Atlas provides both the direct (POSS-Il) and reconstruc®t g|qcity ellipsoid, and determination of the dynamicakdisass
tinuum images demonstrating that the detailed morphosyie g face densities.

easily visible in the PPak data. The pointing center of thakPP

data is determined by matching the pixel coordinates of two-

dimensional Gaussian functions fitted to the central pditteth  7.1. Extracting stellar and gas kinematics

the reconstructed (PPak) and direct (POSS-II) continuuagas i . i ,
usinggaufit2d in GIPSYE In this way, we have féectively at- The stellar kmematl_cs in our target gala_X|es were derived u
tached a World Coordinate System (WCS) to the PPak contjR9 DC3, a program implementing the refined cross-correlation

uum images with an estimated accuracy of better tfan 1 technique described fully in_Papel lll. For our PPak spectra

With a WCS attached, we can use the two-dimensional PP‘QI@ means that our stellar kinematics (velocky,and veloc-

images to identify the locations of the morphological cents 1Y dispersion.oios) are largely determined by comparing the
the galaxies, which we define to coincide with the peak flux 9 and Fe absorption features present in both the galaxy and
the inner regions. For galaxies that have been imaged by {plgwplate-star spectra. Although we have observed many tem-
Sloan Digital Sky Survéd/(SDSS), we have adopted the coorP'ate stars (Sect 8.3), the stellar kinematics preseneeeih

dinates as reported by NEDThe correspondence between ouf® based on the K1 11l template star HD162555 (og 2.49;
P y NB P LleeJH]z—OJS). In general, one should use a mix of stellar tem-

6 In the case of UGC 6918 the POSS-Il image is saturated and Rt Spectra appropriately matching the stellar popratiep-
used the SDSS image instead. resented within each fiber aperture; however, this exeixide-

7 [http://uww.sdss.org/ ferred to a future paper. An analysis of the anticipatéfdats

& The NASAIPAC Extragalactic Database, operated by the J&f template mismatch is presented.in Paper Il (Section 31d) a
Propulsion Laboratory, California Institute of Technatpgnder con- concludes that the median random error on the derived ygloci
tract with the National Aeronautics and Space Administrati dispersion due to template mismatch is of order 4%.
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Stellar velocity measurements are corrected to the helioceause it mimics a monotonically rising rotation curve with a
tric reference frame and for the velocity of the template. stanear-linear rise in the inner regions and a smooth turn-ater
Famaey et al. (2005) report a heliocentric velocity-d#4.84 + a scale radiusr{) into a flat part with an asymptotic maximum
0.20 km s for HD162555. By fitting Gaussian profiles to therotation speed\(ao); i.€.,
centroids of three Mglb and three Fe absorption lines, we-mea
sure a less blue-shifted heliocentric velocity-ef3.09 + 0.80 V(R) = Varot X tanh®/rs). (7)
km s. The diference of+1.75+ 0.82 km s is similar to the , ,
measured redshift of theilsky line as discussed in Segt.J6.6At radiusR = rsthe rotation speed has reaché(ts) = 0.76Varor
For the remainder of this paper, we will ignore this smallapp !t Should be noted, however, that this parameterizationnzin
ent systematic fiset in velocity because it is irrelevant to ouéCOmmodate rotation curves that are declining over aioerta
rotation-curve and velocity-dispersion measurements.cafe radial range (e.g. UGC 4458) or rotation curves that show sig
rect our stellar velocity-dispersion measurements fdrimsen- Nificant structure (e.g. UGC 4555).

tal broadening (Sedt._8.9) following the procedure outliitethe In this way, we model the projected, two-dimensional ve-
Appendix of Paper IIl; see al$o Papef IV. locity field of a rotating galaxy disk using seven parameters

Yo. Vsys #0, i, Varor andrs. In principle, all seven param-
rs can be fit simultaneously to the full two-dimensiorel v
lpcity field using a program developed by Andersen (2001) and

The kinematics of the ionized gas in our target galaxi@ei%’e
is derived by fitting the [@1]15007A emission-line profile us-

ing software developed by Andersen et al. (2006, 2008). Wex} jarsen & Bershady (2003). In practice, there is significan
bogj s!ngle- and double-GaussmnlproflIes to each line wighi variance between and Varo for galaxies seen nearly face-on,
20A window centered at the redshifted wavelength of the emignq the dynamical center is poorly defined for a velocity field
sion line. Em|SS|on_-I|ne pro_ﬂles are considered more aptly \which the solid-body part of the rotation curve extends targé
by a double-Gaussian function when the reduced chi-square ghqiys (largers) such that the inner isovelocity contours of the
creases by more than 10% compared to that found for the S'n%‘?ocity field are nearly parallel. To ameliorate thesedsswve

Gaussian function. In 14% of the fits, a double-Gaussian fit fge adopted a few additional assumptions as motivatecein th
the [Om] line was preferred. For each fitted line, the fitting Profollowing subsections.

cedure returns measures of the velocity and velocity d&spef
and their associated errors as determined by a formal anae+
matrix analysis. In case of a double-Gaussian fit, the iddiai 7.2.1. Dynamical center

Gaussian profile with the largest flux was taken to repre$ent ) . . . .
recession velocity and velocity dispersion of the ionizas.g he RNe first determine the dynamical center of the rotating digk b

: o : imultaneously fitting all seven velocity-field parametérke
radial velocities of the [@] line have also been corrected to th$ . ; s

: ; . - . left panel of Fig[ZID demonstrates that we find no significpst s
heliocentric reference frame. We determine the velocitpeli- : : .

; o : : tematic dtset between the dynamical and morphological centers
sion of the ionized gas by subtractings; in quadrature from (Sect[6.1N) for either tracer.)/Th&sets can be Igrgelygexplained
the veIgmty d|sperS|on of the fitted I|r_1e prof|.le. by the measurement uncertainties on the locations of thardyn

For illustration purposes, the heliocentric gas and steda jca centers. The distribution ofisets is similar for the dynam-
cession velocities and velocity dispersions as measureddh jcq) centers derived from the stellar and the gas velocityldie
spectrum are placed in a two-dimensional map at the loctiof|hough the largest outliers tend to come from the gas kitem
of the centers of the corresponding fibers. Similar to themec j5 The right panel of Fig—10 shows theffdiences between
structed continuum images, the pixels in between the fiber iye gynamical centers from the stellar and the gas kinematic
cations have been filled by interpolation with a Gaussian coRgain, no systematicféset or trend is detected and the width of
volution function with a FWHM of 1.5 fiber diameter (Se&ne gistribution is similar to that in the left panel.

Appendix A of Paper IV for details on the interpolation sctegm Although Fig[T0 shows that the dynamical centers lie within
This yielded the two-dimensional velocity fields and vetpci 5t 4 fiber diameter from the morphological centers, whiaheh
dispersion maps as presented in the Atlas. We stress that élgtﬁecision of 04 (Sect[6.111), there are still many galaxies with
analysis of the kinematic data is not based on these in&@®mb| gjqnificantly deviating dynamical centers. We bélieve thise
maps but rather on the individual measurements from each fille o titact of the velocity-field modelling procedure, ndre
combined with the location of that fiber in the plane of the.skyafiaction of the dierence between the morphological and dy-
The right-most panels of the Atlas show t8¢N for each fiber o mical centers. Hereafter, therefore, we have chosefixdltze
footprintin which the stellar or gas velocity dispersiorsiieen dynamical centers to the more accurately determined merpho
measured. logical centers forll galaxies in our modelling of the velocity-
field. The underlying assumption is that the dynamical and mo

7.2. Orientation of the galaxy disks phological centers are co-located astrophysically.

To derive rqtation curves and velocity-dispe(sion profillqs 7.2.2. Systemic velocity & position angle
both dynamical tracers (gas and stars), we first determi@e th
location of the dynamical centekd,yo), the systemic velocity As the next step in our multi-stage fitting process, we have de
(Vsys), the position angledp), and the inclinationi of each termined the systemic velocitie¥4,) and kinematic position
galaxy using a step-wise approach. Our procedure assuesss tlangles §o); these parameters are determined independently for
geometric parameters are independent of radius; i.e., we tige gas and stellar velocity fields. In addition to forcing toin-
sume that the gas and stellar ensemble rotate on circula, coidence of the dynamical and morphological centers, wefadso
centric, co-planar orbits around a common dynamical centether velocity-field parameters that are largely indepahdé
Additionally, to minimize the degrees of freedom when figtin Vsys andgyo; this strategy does noffect the accuracy of olsys

the orientation of the rotating disks, we use a hyperbaitgent and¢, measurements, even if the fixed parameters are only ap-
(tanh) parameterization of the shape of the rotation cuere tproximations|(Begeman 1989). Therefore, while fittvgs and
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, i . . Figure 11: Diferences between velocity-field model parameters
¢o, we have fixed, VaroSini andrs (see EdLT) in the following fo?the stars and [@]-emitting gas. Thg parameterspcompared
way. . : : _are the systemic velocitietof left), position anglestop right),

For each galaxy, the projected asymptotic maximum rotatigigjected rotation velocitybpttom left) and rotation scalebpt-
speed Yarorsini) was kept fixed t0Vmax — Vimin)/2, WheréVmax  tom right). The systematic fiset between the projected rota-
andVmin are, respectively, the maximum and minimum observegh, speeds of the stars and gas is expected given the signifi-
recession velocities after rejecting the 10% highest ame$d ont asymmetric drift of the stars. The average asymmait; d
values. These rejection percentiles were verified by iM8IgC ystar — 0 ggyOlll is indicated with a dashed line in the bottom
the outliers in preliminary made projected position-vélpdi-  |eft panel. Asymmetric drift should also result in a smatieale
agrams. The inclination of the galaxy disk was kept fixed 1Qgjys for the [@i] rotation curve; however this trend is gener-
the value calculated by inverting the Tully-Fisher (TF}at@n 51y not seen, as discussed in the text. In the bottom-righeh
(Tully & Fishefl1977) using our fixelfarotSini and the total ab- he noint located on the vertical axis comes from UGC 4458,
so_luteK-band magmt_ugjel\(IK); see Sec:3 for further de-\yhich has a declining gas rotation curve.
tails. Finally, for the fitting oiVsys andgo, we fix rs = 0.42hg,
wherehg is the K-band photometric radial scale length of the
exponential light distribution (Tablg 1). The factor 0.4#fldws _
from fitting a tanh function to the model rotation curve of an e !ar data. These adopted average valuesspf can be found in
ponential disk with scale lengtik that was forced to remain flat Tablef3. ) .
beyond 2.18g, where the model rotation curve of the exponen- The upper-right panel of Fig. 11 presenig=¢5" —¢5 for
tial disk reaches its maximum. each galaxy. Overall, the position angles agree very wétlh s

Provided with our independent fits using the twdretient Weighted mean dierence of+0"31 + 0:33 as indicated by the
tracers, we compare the best-fitting velocity-field paramesfior dashed line. We find\¢, to be significant for a few galaxies,
the gas and the stars in Fig11. The upper-left panel shoW8ich is a result of velocity-field asymmetries combinedwat
AVeys = VSOyISII ~ V3@ versus the average value gy for each patphy distribution of the [@_] E{Q’:ISSIOH..The errors in;™" are
galaxy. The weighted mean iVs,s is —2.06 + 0.20 km s’ typically larger than those igy®. Velocity-field models fitted
(0.2 pixels), indicated by the dashed line, such that theeayis hereafte_r ad(_)pt the error-weighted average of the gas altarst
velocity of the ionized gas is slightly (but significantly)ug- o, Provided in Tablls.
shifted with respect to that of the stars. In Sects. 6.6 afidvire
reported small systematidteets in the wavelength calibration; 5 3 |nclination
that is consistent for, respectively, the $ky line and the tem-
plate star. The insignificant fierence of~ 0.5 km s between Due to the nearly face-on orientation of the galaxies in our
these shifts is, however, too small to explain the obsefgs.  sample, inclinations derived by kinematic modelling of tree
This shift may, in fact, be physical: The moderate blueissfif locity fields can result in large uncertainties_(Anderse@120
the [Om] emission line relative to the stars may reflect our biasédartinsson 2011). To the contrary, inclinations inferreshfi the
view of ionized-gas expansion in star-forming regions, igivee  TF relation {t¢) are generally more precise in this inclination
preferentially see the near side due to extinction withigsth regime given (1) the well-defined,.osini of our gas tracers
regions. However, regardless of its physical /andnstrumen- ([Om], He, and H); (2) the availability of well-measureM;
tal origin, this slight diference is largely irrelevant to our mea-and (3) the small observed scatter in thig-Vsa TF relation.
surements of the rotation curves. Therefore, we bring tise sysiven these considerations, we adbptirr for our analysis of
temic velocities of the stars and the gas on par by subtactithe PPak data in this paper.
the observed average systematitset of 2.1 km st from all Verheijen (2001) determined the TF relation for a sample of
Vsysmeasurements of the stars. Velocity-field models fitted-her&l spiral galaxies in Ursa Major using dekpband photomet-
after adopt the weighted average\afs from the two kinematic ric images and the detailed shapes ofétation curves derived
tracers for each galaxy, after correcting for theset of the stel- from 21cm aperture synthesis imaging. The latter allowed fo
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an accurate measurement of the amplitude of the flat pareof th3.1. Parameterized rotation curves

extended rotation curves. The total observed scatter iMhe

Viia relation was 0.26 magnitudes. The estimated depth of tiée deriveVaror andrs for both the gas and stellar kinematics
Ursa Major sample contributes 0.17 magnitudes to this tidal in each galaxy by fitting our kinematic model to their meadure
served scatter, and the remaining quadratufierdince of 0.20 Velocity fields while keeping the geometric parameters asd s
magnitudes can be attributed to the measurement errors, H&mMic velocities fixed; the results are presented in theobotbw

we adopt the inverse TF relation of Fig.[11. The bottom-left panel shows that, in general dbe
rived asymptotic rotation speed of the stars is less thanaha
Viar = 0.5 x 106:12-M0)/113, ®) the ionized gas. This is in accordance with the expectatiah t

the asymmetric drift (AD) of the stars is significantly largiean

L that of the ionized gas. We find that 27 of the 30 galaxies show
Our determination of (Sect[3) follows the same procedure a > 1o signature of AD. When deprojected to the in-plane rota-

used by Verheijen (2001), as _appropriate for our use of[Bqg. ( on, for all 30 galaxies we find5 < km s VoIl _ vstr < g5
We 'ghen calculat(_MK by applying the same corrections for &Xim s°1, which is betweer2% and 51% of thearr’rc;temimi%_gas ro-
tinction and the distance modulus as listed in Tablel2 of Plape ’

. Olll H Olll i
and with k-corrections applied according/to Bershedy (199§at'0n Speed\(iay). The average AD is HB% oOf Vg, Which

Errors onVyy; include an adopted intrinsic scatter in the TF re'éi ;r'énu':% et:) a?tgg(r] 4meHaesr$r;e£ﬁngtSC?;r:jouﬁ% gclfbkg)g::%xf;rh(eﬁ
lation of 0.2 magnitudes, the photometric error R, and a : P

distance error proportional to the recession velocity eased rable to measurements in the solar neighborhaod of the Milky

=) [oloWAl 1 »
by 150 km s? to account for uncertainties in the peculiar mo\-Nay (e.g_Ratnatunga & Upgrien 1997. Olling & Dehnen 2003).

tions of the galaxies. The estimated valued/pf and its error A more detailed investigation of AD, with an analysis of tzal
are listed in TablEl5 ) itself instead of the parameterized maximum rotation spsed

deferred to a forthcoming paper.

We use the TF-predicteds,; and our measurements of . . N
VaoSini to calculate the inclination and its error. Our mea- 1 Ne bottom-right panel of Fig. 11 shows a significant scat-

surements o¥aroSini take advantage of the multiple gas tracter in the cqrrelation between the best—f_ittirggor the gas and

ers provided by our full dataset ([@, He, Hr; see forthcom- stellar rotation curves. Contrary to nominal expectatibased

ing papers for a presentation of the latter two tracers),daut O" AD, the scale lengths of the gas rotation curves are gener-
not consider the stars such that we avoid tifeats of asym- ally larger than those of the stellar rotation curves. However, we
metric drift. Moreover, these measurements are made using $USPECt that this is an artefact of the kinematic model in-com
position-velocity data for all three gas tracers, not thepeeter-  dination with the relatively poor sampling of the gas vetpci
ized values returned by our velocity-field models. The ogesr fi€ld by the [Qu] emitting gas near the dynamical center where
VaroSini determined by a weighted average of data from offf€ rotation curve rises most steeply. Considering the &em
three tracers and the resulting are provided in Tablgl5. rors from the fits, it is noteworthy that the measurements wit

The galaxies in the PPak sample are on average one m smallest errors tend to indicate th@t > r&" as would be

nitude brighter than the galaxies in the Ursa Major sampl?@,,efstgfj fortrArI?. :Rd?ent?rglf’ tpe r?]rrors ;:or:]re:ﬁtgi W'tq_:]h?rfar
but otherwise span a similar range Bk magnitudes with a 's /rs™, astrong cation for a measureme as. 1herelore,

similar scatter. The overlap of 3.5 magnitudeshiy is suf- we assign little astrophysical meaning to any relation leetw

fici P . rOM andrs®in Fig.[11.

icient to limit any systematic féset between the two sam-'s s

ples. Furthermore, the morphological mix of galaxies in the Velocity fields based on our kinematic model are presented
samples is quite similar, although the Ursa Major sample cdft the Atlas. These maps project the rotation velocity of the
tains somewhat more bar-dominated systems and low-surfa@@del for each fiber to the sky plane following the derivedkdis
brightness galaxies. However, there is no statisticaynii-  orientation and use an interpolation scheme identicaldbdb-
cant dfset in theK-band TF-relation between low- and high-scribed for the observations (Sect.]7.1). The irregularpdiag
surface-brightness galaxies, or barred and non-barreak-galof the velocity field and the finite size of the Gaussian kemmel

ies (e.g[ Courteau etlal. 2003). For the TF-relation in VieHe troduce asymmetries into the interpolated model veloctyl$
(2001), a distance to Ursa Major of 18.6 Mpc (Tully & Piercélespite its intrinsic axisymmetry. We have chosen this aggn
2000) was used. Based on recent reslilts (Sorce let all 2013} @ attempt to match irregularities in thieserved velocity field
distance of 18.80.9 Mpc seems more appropriate. Although théat may be introduced by these sanfieets, as is particularly
distance uncertainty for Ursa Major may result ir@5 sys- relevant to the residual maps shown in the Atlas. The rekidua
tematic error onirg for the PPak galaxies, this is negligible andnaps help to identify large scale, non-circular or streanmio-
inconsequential to the results presented in this paper. tions in the stellar and gas disks. The particularly notaésed-

It should be noted that we may refine the inclination est@ls in the gas velocity field of UGC 4458 are primarily due to
mates in forthcoming papers using improved kinematic mudeih€ inability of our kinematic model to reproduce a declgin
improved photometric measurements, andn improved statis- rotation curve. This shortcommg motivates the non-pateme
tical treatment of the joint probability distributions ftre vari- Modelling of the rotation curve pursued in the next section.
ous inclination measurements. However, these improvacdesgal

are not expected to alter the results presented here. 7.3.2. Kinematics from constrained tilted-ring fits

7.3. Rotation curves and velocity-dispersion profiles The parameterization of the rotation curves in Hg. (7) helps
to stabilize the kinematic modelling, but this functionafrh

Below, we use the orientation parameters and systemic ivelds merely an approximation to the actual shape of the ratatio
ties determined in the previous section to calculate thatimt curve. Therefore, we have also derived non-parametriaigesc
curves and the line-of-sight velocity-dispersion profifes both  tions of the rotation curves by fitting tilted rings to the two
the gas and stars, of the galaxy disks. dimensional kinematic data.

18



Martinsson et al.: DMS-VI. Gas and stellar kinematics froRaR IFU spectroscopy

Table 5: Parameterization of the orientation and kinersatiche galaxy disks

UGC Vsys o KK M Ve (VesinD@® e vstars rstars Vo riom
(kmys) (deg)  (mag) (mag) k) (kns) (deg) (kns) (arcsec) (kits) (arcsec)
@ 2 ®) 4) (5) 6) ) ®) 9) (10) () (12)
448 4856.8: 0.5 306.1+ 0.6 —0.04 —2393+0.10 186+ 11 833=06 26.6=1.6 79.0:08 506:045 821t 1.0 455+ 0.62
463 4459.4:0.6 685:0.6 —0.04 —24.49+009 209+ 12 1062+05 30.6+1.9 99.7+0.7 10.79+0.33 107.5: 1.3 9.67+ 0.53

1081 31352 0.4 725:0.6 -003 -2305+0.14 156+ 9 627+14 238+16 58.7+1.0 13.74:0.80 63.8: 1.9 155% 1.69
1087 4480.9:0.6 84.8+1.0 -0.04 —2318+0.13 160+ 10 59.6+05 21.9+14 50.4+16 7.07:+0.80 586+ 1.0 509+ 0.95
1529 46485 0.7 162.1+0.9 -0.04 -2396+0.11 187+ 11 1188+05 39.4+26 118.4+11 7.91+040 121.1+ 1.6 7.01+ 0.58
1635 3516.5: 0.5 145.0+1.0 -0.03 -2293+0.13 152+ 9 534+05 20.6+13 50.5+1.0 9.41+071 53.7+ 1.5 11.04+ 1.30
1862 1388.1: 0.5 20.6+1.4 -0.01 —2096+027 102+ 8 57.1+20 34.2+33 46.6+1.6 17.95:151 56.6+ 3.2 18.89+ 2.33
1908 8257.8: 0.8 192.9+1.2 -0.07 -2511+009 237+14 929+08 23.1+13 822+20 9.35:082 96.1+ 1.9 11.67+ 0.99
3091 5558.5:0.6 209.9+1.2 -0.04 -2308+018 156+ 10 67.1+06 25.4+17 58.3+14 4.60:0.66 688 0.8 7.03+ 0.65
3140 46224+ 0.4 352.5:0.9 -0.04 —2451+009 209+12 521+04 144+08 54.1+09 6.14+0.66 554+ 1.1 3.03+ 0.87
3701 29254+ 0.6 91.0+1.2 -003 -21.95+022 124+ 9 561+07 26.9+2.0 50.6+3.3 19.82:2.67 57.9 1.7 17.45: 1.49
3997 5943.3:0.7 325:1.2 -005 —2301+022 154+11 682+09 26.2+1.9 63.8+18 7.68+0.87 71.0+ 1.4 11.64+ 1.02
4036 3466.2:0.3 1954+ 0.8 003 -2396+010 187+11 526+05 16.3+1.0 487+0.7 12.90:0.70 53.3+ 16 1350+ 2.73
4107 3507.6:0.4 290.1+ 0.6 -0.03 -2337+012 166+ 10 67.7+04 24.1+15 63.8:09 9.67+0.58 684+ 0.9 9.08+ 0.62
4256 5248.2:0.7 290.5+1.0 -0.04 -2481+008 223+13 742+11 195+1.1 63.0614 927+0.91 84.8 2.8 17.94 153
4368 3876.2:0.6 128.1+ 0.6 -0.03 -23.29+012 163+ 10 1161+ 04 453+3.3 113.1+ 1.7 1544+ 0.68 117.0+ 1.3 13.28+ 0.72
4380 7481.3:0.7 29.1+18 -006 -2398+013 188+ 12 460+05 142409 36.0:+2.0 4.89+121 422+ 15 404+ 1.68
4458 47517+ 1.1 289.7+0.9 —0.04 -2529+008 246+ 14 140.1+17 34.8+2.2 117.9+17 3.98:0.68 138.0: 3.6 0
4555 4243.905 92.9+0.4 -004 -2384+010 183+ 11 1159+ 09 39.3+2.6 109.9+ 0.8 9.04+0.40 1145 13 3.55+ 0.84
4622 12831.% 1.1 1183+ 14 -010 -2495+012 229+ 14 892+07 229+ 1.4 836+35 5.68:090 887+ 12 6.77+ 1.07
6903 1891.7: 1.2 143.0:+3.1 -0.02 —2263+020 143+ 10 766+13 32.4+25 62.1+87 17.55¢4.62 87.7+18.2 34.26+ 11.57
6918 11122 0.3 191.6:+0.5 -0.0L -2290+023 151+ 11 928+04 38.0+3.1 92.2+0.3 10.01+0.22 953+ 0.8 8.87+ 0.45
7244 43611+ 0.5 149.8: 1.9 -0.04 —2224+021 132+ 9 382+06 16.8+1.2 258+26 12.35:2.87 37.4t 2.1 20.02¢ 2.40
7917 6998.1+ 0.9 220.5: 0.8 -0.06 —25.35+0.06 249+ 14 1298+09 31.5+1.9 120.7+1.8 11.89+0.72 1181+ 7.1 10.40+ 2.49
8196 8336.9:0.9 90.5+1.1 -0.07 -2536+007 249+ 14 69.0+08 16.1+0.9 60.6+15 4.71+0.92 60.8 2.9 299+ 127
9177 8866.6: 0.9 244.5:0.7 -0.08 —2450+0.13 209+ 13 1354+ 08 40.4+2.7 134.6+19 7.17+057 143.0+ 1.3 9.17+ 0.89
9837 2654.9%: 0.5 310.9+ 1.0 -0.03 —2271+0.18 145+ 9 754+05 31.3+2.2 70.1+3.4 16.05:1.67 750+ 1.2 14.29+ 0.77
9965 4527.1+ 0.4 203.2+15 -0.04 -2361+011 174+ 10 37.3+06 12.4+0.7 31.0+12 7.32:+1.13 39.9+ 09 933+ 111

11318 5884.5 0.4 348.7+ 1.7 —0.05 —24.67+008 217+12 219+06 58+04 209+0.8 6.87+148 258 16 1437+ 252

12391 4880.5 0.5 38.6:0.9 —0.04 —2354+0.12 172+10 837+07 29.2+1.8 73.0:1.6 11.20:0.81 87.0+ 2.2 16.55: 1.33

Notes. Numbers in italics are used to calculéte. (1) UGC number; (2) weighted-average heliocentric sygtemlocity; (3) position angle of
the receding side of the kinematic major axis; (4) k-coitectised to calculat®/k following kx = (1 + @)2.5log(1+ 2) with « = 1.25 for the
K-band according to Bershady (1995); (5) absolute, tstiland magnitude based on Table 1 with and«« applied; (6) amplitude of the flat
part of the rotation curve as predicted by the Tully-Fistedation; (7) weighted-average projected rotation velodirived from the kb, [Om]
and HI position-velocity diagrams; (8) derived inclinatibased on the Tully-Fisher relation; (9) asymptotic maximmotational velocity of the
tanh-model fitted to the stellar data; (10) scale-radiusetanh-model fitted to the stellar data; (11) and (12) idahtd (9) and (10) but then for
the [Om] gas.

All rings are forced to have the same orientation, followgualitative comparison. In general, the non-paramettiatian
ing the parameters determined in Séct] 7.2. Within the rangerves from the tilted-ring fits agree reasonably well witle t
25" < R < 375" (whereR is defined in the plane of the fitted tanh model; however, there are notable exceptiorts asic
galaxy), rings are defined by a continuous set of annuli withGC 4458.
widths of 5’, yielding seven equally spaced rings. Individual
fiber measurements are considered within a ring if the fiber i i i i
ter falls within the ring annulus. Assuming circular rotatianda 8- The Vertical Stellar Velocity Dispersion
a marginal rotation-speed gradient within the ring, thedoi- g 1. Exponential fits to o os
sight velocity as a function of azimuthal position withincea
ring is a cosine function whose amplitude is the projected-ro It is reasonable to expect that the velocity-dispersioriilgrof
tion speed of the ring\{sini). Thus, by plotting these ampli- disk galaxies closely follows an exponential in radius:
tudes as a function of radius, we create a non-parametric pro
jected rotation curve for each tracer for each galaxy at rsevéLos(R) = goso- ©)

discrete radii. whereh,.| os is the radial scale length of the velocity dispersion.
Within the same seven annuli, we calculate the errorhis expectation follows from the following set of assurops:
weighted mean of the individuat os measurements for both(1) stars act as trace particles of the disk mass distribuio
the stars and the gas, excluding measurements with errexs ing|| radii; (2) the scale heighty), disk mass-to-light ratio, and
cess of 8 km . We also determine thefective radius of each axial ratios of the stellar velocity ellipsoid (SVE) are atinstant
annulus by calculating the weighted mean of each radiusevhegross the entire disk; and (3) the surface-brightnessigiisfi
the weights are determined by the error in the velocity dispexponential in radius. If these assumptions hold, one shind
sion. hs.Los = 2hr (e.glvan der Kruit & Searle 1981); see SECT] 8.3.
The azimuthally averaged, sini ando_os profiles are pre- Thus, we have fit an exponential function to the radial distri
sented in the Atlas. The seven radial points per profile ave pbution of the individuab-_os measurements, incorporating the
jected onto position-velocity diagrams of measurement&fo error in each measurement. In this fit, we excluggs measure-
dividual spectra, separate for each tracer. In the Atlas,réh ments with errors that exceed 8 kmt @nd those aR < Royige;
dial profiles from both tracers are also overplotted to fedé a for some galaxies, like UGC 7917, we also exclude regioris tha

g R/Msros ,
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are likely dfected by a bar. The fitted parametersdso and
h,.Los) are tabulated in Tablég 6. Using the results from these fi
the top panel in Fid. 12 provides os/coso versus R/h; os

for all galaxies, where the plotted, os measurements are the
azimuthally averaged values derived in Secf_7.3]2. Azimuthally
averagedr os measurements from designated bulge regions ¢ o
represented by smaller symbols without errors, and thelso &

Xp _
asofos =3.0%

Several previous studies have reported a decrease in the
served stellar velocity dispersion towards the centersisi d
galaxies |(Bottema 1993; Emsellem etlal. 2001; Marquez et
2003; Shapiro et al. 2003; Ganda el al. 2006). It has beerdrg
that these “dips” are caused by a small, kinematically omdah-
tral and young stellar disk of high surface brightness thehd
inates the luminosity-weighted kinematic measurements, o
shining the hotter bulge component. Indeed, some of thase st
ies focused on barred galaxies, Seyfert galaxies, or gedaith
a significant bulge where one might expect to find such pro
ucts of centrally concentrated, recent star formation. el@w,
for edge-on galaxies, Kregel & van der Kruit (2005) have show
that o os drops naturally towards the center as a result of tt
sampling of the stellar kinematics along the sight line. btrer, <
disk-dominated galaxies may exhibit central dipsoirps by 2
strictly adhering to the asymmetric-drift equation or lmvia ©" os
disk with a roughly constant stability (Westfall 2009). Tdedax-
ies in our PPak sample are all close to face-on and were edlec
to, largely, avoid prominent bars, bulges or nuclear ditisi In
addition, the galaxies also #ar from beam smearing in their
most inner regions. It may therefore not be surprising tleat c
tral dips ino_Los are not easily detected in our galaxies.

line corresponds to the fitted exponential function. Exitigdhe °
smaller symbols, the error-weighted scatter around thermemp- 3 o5 i
tial fit is 3.0%. o 7 j% } ]
5.
e

05 15
2R/ hc,LOS

505*" =2.4%

0.5

8.2. Deriving o from o os

2
2 _ YLos
Z cogi

tarfi
= (10)

-1
(sin2 6 + B% cog 9)} ,

reduced slightly to 2.4%, indicating the merit of considgrihe
SVE shape.
Figure[12 shows that, (as well aso os) decreases more

, ) Figure 12: Velocity-dispersion profiles (topios, bottom: o)
A fundamental goal of the DMS is to calculate dynamical maggy a)| galaxies. The plotted data are the seven azimutteafly
surface densities of the diskEi(n) for which the relevant kine- graged values from Se€f_78.2 normalized by the fitted aentr
matic measurement is no{ os but the vertical componentt)  \e|ocity dispersion for each galaxy. The radius of each matu
of the SVE. We, therefore, deprojeotos to o following s scaled by half of the e-folding length of the exponentiatdi
Paper Il (Equation 4): its associated galaxy. Data likelyfacted by bulge kinematics,
as well as all data from UGC 4458 and UGC 8196, are marked
[1 " with smaller symbols (and no errors); these data have been ex
cluded from the calculation of the scatter given near theotop
, . each panel. The exponential model is plotted as a thick gmey |
wherea = o,/or andB = o/or describe the triaxial shape of\yith five times the scatter about this line shown as dashes lin
the SVE| is the inclination of the disk, anglis the azimuthal an- pgints above the upper dashed line are plotted in[Ely. 13. The
gle in the plane of the disk relative to the major axis. As dBMOmgqels have not been fit directly to the data shown, but to the
strated for UGC 463 in Paper IV, we can derivandg using the - ingividual fiber measurements for every galaxy separase (
combination of our gas and stellar kinematic data, assuthiailg ¢ Atlas).
the epicycle approximation and the asymmetric-drift epumat
hold. Similar analyses for the PPak sample and the remainder
of the DiskMass Phase-B sample is ongoing. Here, we follow
Paper Il and adopt = 0.6 + 0.15 andgB = 0.7 + 0.04 for all
galaxies.
The conversion ofr os to o is applied to every individual
oLos measurement. Analogous to our fitsdgos (Sect[8.1), slowly than the fitted exponential function beyond a radifis o
we fit an exponential function to thesg measurements, yield- R = 1.5(h,,/2) ~ 1.5hr for several galaxies. The data at these
ing h,, and oo (Table[®). Due to the complexity in the er-radii are from lower surface-brightness regions of the dibkre
ror propagation, we do not average the individaralmeasure- errors ino, result in a minor influence on the results of the ex-
ment. Instead, the radially-binned measurements are calcuponential fit compared to the higher surface brightnessiree
lated from the error-weighted azimuthal averagesrobs de- gions. It is interesting to question whether or not thi§edence
rived in Sect['7.3]2. The results for the radial profilesogf between the inner and outer scale lengthrgf or “kinematic
are shown in the bottom panel of Fig]12. Qualitatively, tiee bflaring” of the disk, is astrophysical in origin. In Fig.]13ewplot
haviour of o, matcheso os, but the weighted RMS scatter isthe o os data from Fig[_IR that lie five times the weighted scat-
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Table 6: Exponential fits to the, os ando-, radial profiles 45
UGC 0L0s0 hoLos 020 ho. “or |
(knys) (arcsec) (krts) (arcsec) w5l |
(1) @) ®) (4) ©) }
448 57.3+ 4.8 22.2+ 2.8 47.8+ 2.7 24.6+ 2.4 sl + ; } # |
463 79.3+25 27.7+1.4 69.5+25 275+15| _ %
1081 46.002.0 40034  434+18 375:2.8| £ .| } %
1087 50.9+ 6.6 16.2+ 3.7 42.5+ 4.6 19.2+38 | <
1529 60.8+ 4.0 24.5+ 2.7 49,5+ 2.5 24.6+ 2.3 B 2ok i
1635 33.4+1.7 31.6+4.4 29.0+16 37.9+6.3| o
1862 30.3+ 0.8 79.0+ 9.5 26.4+ 0.9 72.4+ 9.3 15+ s
1908 85.4+ 7.4 17.3+ 2.1 74.0+ 6.6 18.6+ 2.4
3091 35.5+ 3.4 21.4+ 4.3 33.8+ 2.8 19.3+ 3.4 101 b
3140 76.8+ 4.3 22.5+ 2.0 73.4+ 3.9 22.9+ 1.9
3701 29.0+ 1.8 96.9+28.2 259+ 1.1 91.7+24.4 51 7
3997 47.2+ 3.3 16.6+ 2.3 38.5+ 3.2 19.4+ 3.3
4036 55.3: 2.4 34.8+25 51.1+2.1  37.0+25 % o5 1 5 2 25 3 pys
4107 46.5+1.7 31.5:23  41.8+17 322+25 2RI, | os
4256 82.1+ 5.6 20.5+ 2.1 73.0+ 5.0 225+ 2.4
4368 62.3:3.0 30.6+2.3 43.6£2.3 354+ 2.9 | Figure 13: Measurements ef os that significantly deviates
4380 51.2:9.7 15155 45979  17.3x6.1 | from the exponential decline. The grey band indicates thgea
iggg 113"1%'5011:13; fééf gg 6598;35'3 32'27;128 in oinst; the o .os Measurements presented in this figure have
4622 52‘3i 9‘3 16‘9; 4'6 46'8; 8'5 17‘5; 4'7 not been corrected for the instrumental broadening to esipha
6903 320141 320:9.1 282+ 38 36.3+ 101 t_hat t_he_se measurements are well above the mstrumerma_lwes
6918 56.9+ 2.4 35.3+ 2.6 38.5+ 0.9 54.6+ 12.6 tion limit. One measurement from UGC 8196~a68 km Sl IS
7244 305:1.7 42.6+9.5 29.1+ 1.6  43.3+ 11.2 | hot plotted.
7917 80.1+ 12.7 27.1+ 4.3 69.9+ 11.8 26.5+ 4.3
8196 112.2+ 68.3 16.5+5.2 108.5+72.4 16.3+ 4.9
9177 56.5+ 6.0 21.2+ 3.5 47.7+ 4.3 20.0+ 2.7 . . .
0837 40.8+ 3.0 26.9+ 4.7 35.6+ 2.9 26.2+ 5.0 | Pectation using our direct measurementsof and theK-band
9965 40.7+ 1.9 206+ 4.1 39.6+ 1.9 28.7+ 3.7 | measurements dfz (Sect[B) by plotting the ratio of these two
11318 59.7+ 3.8  29.9+ 3.3 59.4+ 3.8  29.9+ 3.3 | quantities versus other salient galaxy properties in [E).Als
12391 50.8- 3.3  35.4+5.7 43.6+3.3 35.8+6.3 | can be seen from the scattéy,,/2hg varies by up to a fac-

tor of 2.5, which is substantially larger than expected gitree
Notes. (1) UGC number; (2) central line-of-sight stellar velocttis-  formal fitting errors. A weighted-average of all measuretsen
persion; (3) the sca!e Iepgth qf the exponential fiti@s; (4) central yields logh,.,/2hg) = 0.069+ 0.092 dex, indicating that there
vertical stellar velocity dispersion; (5) the scale lengtfthe exponen- (o 4 signifiéant systematic deviation from the expectatiaat
tial fit to ;. h,, = 2hg. However, there is no correlation between those

galaxies havingh,, > 2hgr and those that exhibit the “kine-

matic flaring” discussed in the previous section. Disks theat
ter above the exponential fit; 15 galaxies have at leasvgae viate fromh,., = 2hg may have a radially varying mass-to-light
measurement outside of3hg that satisfies this criterion. Theratio, a radially varying scale height, anda change in the ver-
range ofoinst IS also shown to demonstrate that most of the metieal distribution of mass with radius.
suredoos values are significantly larger than the instrumen-  Of all the abscissae in Fig. 114, ,/2hr appears to be most
tal dispersion, indicating that this “kinematic flaring”likely  strongly correlated withhg. We find that small disks yield-,
real. A similar observation was made by Herrmann & Ciarduligalues that decline more slowly with radius than expectethen
(2009): Using observations of planetary nebulae in five Imgarbasis of the light distribution, whereas in larger disks declines
spiral galaxies, they find that; falls exponentially out te-3hgr,  more quickly. We also find that the scattertin,/2hg appears
then stops declining and becomes flat with radius. THiexeap- to decrease for disks with higher, o, K-band central surface
pears to occur at smaller radii for our galaxy sample. Alftoa  brightnessik, Mk, andB/D (Sect[3). In conclusion, our theo-
full discussion of this “kinematic flaring” is beyond the g&oof  retical expectation thdt,, = 2hg seems to hold best for stellar
our paper, three example astrophysical scenarios thad éead  disks with a high central velocity dispersion, high censai-
to this observation are (1) an increase in the disk masigo-| face brightness, in the brightest galaxies with a signifitaige
ratio, (2) an increase of the disk scale height (a flared d@k) component.
(3) disk heating due to a massive dark-matter halo.

8.4. o0 versus Vmax
8.3. Photometric and dispersion scale lengths ) ) ) o )
As discussed in Sedil 1, a key science objective of the DMS is

Using the parallel-plane approximation for a galaxy disko break the disk-halo degeneracy in rotation-curve massrde
van der Kruit (1988) has shown that the mass surface densibysitions|(van Albada & Sandisi 1986). Using only our measur
follows Zgyn o oZ. If mass traces light and if the mass-to-lighinents ofo-, of the stellar disk ani¥may of the galaxy (based on
ratio of the disk is constant, we expeLiyn o« u such that our tanh fits to the [@] gas from Secf_7.31), we can take a first
o2 o u. Thus, for an exponential surface-brightness distribstep toward doing so by estimating the disk contributiorh t
tion with scale lengthhr, we expecir-, to have an exponential rotational velocity, without engaging in a full rotationree de-
distribution with a scale length df,, = 2hg. We test this ex- composition analysis: For a radially exponential disk veitber-
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o f {L ! W= iga : tirt on. Compared to the relation usingoso, the relation between
=] i i ° .° . Vzogrle andoo has a shallower slope, as expected, and the scatter
o i 1 in the correlation decreases. The slope is also significahdl-
i 1 lower than what was found by Bottema (1993). The fitted slope,
o4 f(g, k), indicates that nearly all of the galaxy disks in our sample
I 01 10 are significantly submaximal, as discussed in Paper V.
« (mag) B/D Figure[16 shows the ratio, o/V9y, = Faax/ (g, k) versus

various global properties of the galaxies. Weak corretetioe-
tweenoo/VPy andug, Mk, B~ K, and morphological type
can be discerned. Although weak, these correlations aceail
sistent in terms of galaxy properties along the Hubble secgre
later-type, fainter and bluer galaxies of lower surfacgluress
generally have kinematically colder disks for a fixed ratatve-

locity. It should be noted that these global properties glthre

: . T Hubble sequence also correlate along the TF relation; taigh
tain oblatenessgf, vertical density distributionk) and central : i o ;
vertical velocit;qgispersion of the)(/jisk stabsz,()),kiots dynamical galaxies have a IargMQZhR. Therefore, a §|gn|f|cant covariance
mass can be calculated analytically (Bottema 1993). Frag tfetweenMy andoo/V5y, would result in trends that are op-
follows the gravitational potential that governs the cepaend- posite to those observed.
ing maximum rotational velocity/dsk = f(qg,k) o0 that oc-
curs at a radius near 2@ (Casertano 1983, Paper Il). Thus, we i
can define the maximality of the disiE{sk) as the fractional 9- Summary and Conclusions

contribution of the stellargas disk to the total rotational ve-\ye have presented gas and stellar kinematics obtained for 30
locity of the galaxy at the radius where the rotation curve @foarly face-on spiral galaxies from an extensive observimg-
the disk peaks: i.eFfsk = VA/Vimax. Measurements df i3k aign with PPak, a custom-built fiber-based IFU module fer th
made in this way for the PPak sample have been presenteddiisegrain-mounted PMAS spectrograph on the 3.5m telescop
Bershady et al/ (2011, hereafter Paper V), who also provide tt cajar Alto. To measure the velocity dispersions of thessta
functional form off (g, k). Consequently, we limit ourselves her@p, the outer low-surface-brightnesss(~ 25 magarcsed) re-
to investigating the relation between the observoalzlllnLgbsand the gions of the disks of spiral galaxies, multiple hour-longex
circular rotation speed of the [ gas at 2.2r (V3 5,)- sures per galaxy were carried out at the highest spectialres
Figure[I5 show®/D}! versusoiosp ando for all galax- tion (1/A1 = 7680+ 640, on average) achievable with PMAS,
ies in the PPak sample; as with Figl] 12, betlbs ando, are  covering a wavelength range of 4986369A. During dusk and
plotted to demonstrate the merit of considering the shapleeof dawn, a total of 69 spectra of bright stars were taken with the
SVE, even though the galaxies in our sample are nearly fasame spectrograph setting for use as template spectrarimezur

Figure 14: Ratio of the exponential scale lengtlrefh,,) and
twice the photometric scale lengthhg) as a function of several
global properties of the galaxies. This ratio is expecteded
(log[h,2/2hg] = 0) for an isolated exponential stellar disk.
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050 | | sion velocities and velocity dispersions of the stars ahdiber
position. For illustration purposes, two-dimensional sapthe
stellar continuum and [@)] line intensity were reconstructed for
. ! | each galaxy, as well as the velocity fields and velocity disipe
R I s o S “satne- .- mapsforboth the stars and theniDgas. The reconstructed con-
1 i = T tinuum images were used to register a coordinate systeneto th
S R e e A T+ -4 PPakfiber positions.
I I The measured recession velocities of the gas and stars in
015 s " e " . . : . 1 combination with the fiber positions were used to derive tlie 0
phx (mag arcsec™?) hx (kpc) entation of the galaxy disks. Dynamical centers were asdume
to coincide with the morphological centers and an axisymimet
050 ; I kinematic model with a hyperbolic-tangent prescription tfee
shape of the rotation curve was fitted to the velocity fieldsysx
tematic blueshift in the global recession velocities of i@ai]
! : gas with respect to the stars e2.1 km s was detected and
””” oy A iest o .| preliminarily ascribed to the expansion of star-formingioas
; I from which the [Qu] emission originates. However, théset is

I s RS e small, and it should be noted that a systematic uncertaifrityeo
same order exists between the gas and stellar velocitiesodue
R S - S VR 25 3 a5 4 45 an uncertainty in the heliocentric velocity of the used téatep

My (mag) B - K (mag) star. No systematicftset is detected between the kinematic posi-
, tion angles of the rotating gas and stellar disks. The Teisher
050 . relation (Verheijen 2001) was invoked to determine theiiracl
040 tion of the galaxy disks. Given the dynamical centers, sygte
velocities and orientations of the galaxy disks, the radégden-

0.40

. 0.30

Ol
7.0/ Va 2hp,

OIII

75,0/ Vo3
°
s
8

o030 ° j SN 57 5 A U dence of the rotational velocity and velocity dispersiortra#
R SE L1 gas and stars was determined.
M L S G e N e The asymptotic maximum velocities of the fitted parame-
020 o } ! terized rotation curves of the gas and stars clearly indita
oas presence of asymmetric dri|1|‘|t in thet ?tella_r disks for nerr_mily
Y GalanyType m B‘J/ID 1 galaxies in the sense th&fll > VS Using parameterized

asymptotic rotation speeds from our tanh-fit modeling we find
this asymmetric drift to be on average£8% of VOl . However,

; . Olll i i
Figure 16:0720/V3 3, Versus global properties of the gala)('(ESSeveral galaxies have large uncertainties and a more ettail

Solid and dashed lines indicate the mean and scatter intibe r&nalysis using the actual data points instead of modeletioat
curves will be presented in a forthcoming paper.

The observed line-of-sight velocity dispersionsgs) of the
surements of the stellar kinematics. The design of PPakrim costars were corrected for an adopted shape of the stellac-velo
bination with the chosen observing strategy allowed foozad- ity ellipsoid (@=0.6,8=0.7), assumed to be the same within and
ibration overheads during the precious dark nights. among galaxies, yielding the vertical velocity dispersidn,)

We describe, in detail, the great care that was taken in asfrthe stars which have been measured out+a32photometric
data reduction procedure, as required to overcome the saivetisk scale lengthshg). The radial decline of the stellar velocity
effects of flexure and optical aberrations in the instrument adibpersion has been fitted with an exponential decreaddirnge
ensure the highest possible quality of the final data predlitie  central velocity dispersions and dispersion scale lerfgttisoth
description of our data reduction procedure includes spletl- o o5 ando,. For several galaxies, the stellar velocity dispersion
ibration of the external flood lamps, correction for shift&laa declines more slowly than exponential beyend.5hg, with 15
changing plate scale on the detector due to flexure, pixpi®el galaxies having at least owe value measured outside of3hg
and fiber-to-fiber flat-fielding, sky subtraction by intergidn that is larger than five times the RMS above the exponential fit
along the slit to account for optical aberrations in the spec The origin of this kinematic flaring is unclear, but may betet
graph, and mapping the spectral resolution that changa#isig to an increase in the disk mass-to-light ratio, an increéskeeo
cantly across the detector. After extraction and waveleogti- disk scale height (a flared disk), or disk heating due to a ivess
bration, spectra from the same fiber but frorfielient exposures dark-matter halo.
were combined, weighting each spectrum byStl and dfec- For the ensemble of 30 galaxies, the weighted-average ratio
tive spectral resolution. Observations of eight galaxi®nh in  of the dispersion scale lengths and two times the photometri
multiple observing runs were combined in groups of spatialkcale lengthf,,/2hg) is consistent with the theoretically ex-
overlapping fibers, taking into account thetdrences in helio- pected value of unity, but with a variance of 0.09 dex; latgan
centric velocities and in pointings of the instrument. can be explained on the basis of the measurement errors. More

The kinematics of the ionized gas were obtained by fitnassive disks with a higher central surface brightness stssv
ting Gaussian functions to the f@15007A emission line, pro- scatter in this ratio and adhere closer to the theoretiga¢ex
vided the line was dficiently bright, yielding recession veloci- tation. A weak trend witthg seems to suggest that; > 2hg
ties and velocity dispersions of theffpgas at each fiber posi- in galaxies withhg < 4 kpc andh,, < 2hgr in galaxies with
tion. The stellar kinematics were measured using a robosser hg > 4 kpc.
correlation techniquelXC3; |[Paper lll) based on a single K1 1l The relation between the central stellar velocity disersif
template spectrum as a reference for all galaxies, yieldings- the disk and the rotational velocity BE=2.2hg becomes tighter
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when o is used instead of s, indicating the merit of con-

Kauffmann, G., Heckman, T. M., White, S. D. M., et al. 2003, MNRA&1 333

sidering the shape of the stellar velocity ellipsoid. Thaora Kelz, A., Verheijen, M. A. W., Roth, M. M., et al. 2006, PASH.8, 129

olll
oz0/ V2.2hR

brightness, absolutk-band magnitudeB — K color and mor-

seems to show trends with the disk central surfa

rmendy, J. & Kennicutt, Jr., R. C. 2004, ARA&A, 42, 603
fegel, M. & van der Kruit, P. C. 2004, MNRAS, 355, 143
Kregel, M. & van der Kruit, P. C. 2005, MNRAS, 358, 481

phological types that are weak but consistent with the dlobe&egel, M., van der Kruit, P. C., & Freeman, K. C. 2005, MNRAS8, 503
properties along the Hubble sequence; when compared to tHgen, R. G. 1980, ApJS, 43, 305

rotational velocities, later-type spiral galaxies hawlat disks
that are kinematically colder than earlier-type galaxies.

Kuijken, K. & Gilmore, G. 1991, ApJ, 367, L9
Luck, R. E. & Heiter, U. 2007, AJ, 133, 2464
Marquez, I., Masegosa, J., Durret, F., et al. 2003, A&A,, 4FD

The main purpose of this paper has been to present the Kim@rtinsson, T. P. K. 2011, PhD thesis, Univ. of Groningen
matic data of the gas and stars as obtained with the custdvassarotti, A., Latham, D. W., Stefanik, R. P., & Fogel, J020AJ, 135, 209

built PPak IFU for 30 galaxies in the DiskMass Survey, and
present a first exploration of the kinematics. Any furthealgsis
of these data is deferred to forthcoming papers.

cWilliam, A. 1990, ApJS, 74, 1075

odjaz, M. & Li, W. D. 1999, IAU Circ., 7237, 1
Molaro, P., Gabrielcic, A., Boehm, C., & Tessicini, G. 1998 Circ., 6137, 1
Navarro, J. F., Frenk, C. S., & White, S. D. M. 1997, ApJ, 498 4
Nilson, P. 1973, Uppsala general catalogue of galaxies\igzbn, P.
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Appendix A: Notes on Individual Galaxies

UGC 448:

UGC 463:

UGC 1081:

UGC 1087:

UGC 1529:

UGC 1635:

UGC 1862:

UGC 1908:

UGC 3091:

UGC 3140:

UGC 3701:

UGC 3997:

UGC 4036:

UGC 4107:

UGC 4256:

IC 43. High quality kinematics. Significant bulge with seddnigh- ¢ 436s:

est bulge-to-disk ratioR/D = 0.32). Gas rotation curve rises quite
sharply. A small bar and significant spiral structure aréiésmor-
phologically but exhibit little kinematic influence.

NGC 234. High quality kinematics. PPak and SparsePak dada s{;c 4380:

ied in detail in_Paper IV. Strong, three-arm spiral strugtwith
minor streaming motions. Some ) spots are clearly associated
with star formation in the south-west arm.

NGC 575, IC 1710. Strongly barred galaxy. Bright field stathin G c 4458:

the PPak field-of-view. A Type-Il break exists jux (R) at roughly
1lhgr (approximately the same as the bar length). Very patchy] [O
emission. Stellar rotation curve shows interesting stmactvithin
1hg.

Very patchy [Qu] emission, some of which is associated with
the visible spiral arms. “Ringing” present ik (R) associated
with the azimuthal coherence of the tightly wound spiral &rm
“Kinematic flaring” starts just beyondhk. Host to Type la SN
1999dk (Modjaz & Lii 1999).

IC 193. High quality kinematics. Sc galaxy, rather typicéloor
sample, apart from the high inclinationr§ = 39°). Rather weak
[Om] emission. A dip in the [@1] rotation curve occurs at 1lhg
without a morphological counterpart.

IC 208. Poor [@u] data. A Type Il break inuk (R) occurs at~ 1hg

with a corresponding dip in the [@ rotation curve; any dynamical UGC 4622:

association between these features is unknown. “Kinerflating”
begins at abouttik.
Unigque among our sample: It has the lowest luminositl, =

—210, one magnitude fainter than the second least luminousyal&dGC 6903:

(UGC 3701). Two Type Il breaks exist ink(R) (at ~ 23’ and

~ 60”), but no indication of a bulge component; inner break is
caused by the spiral arms. Appears to have a rather largabar,
well. Data withinR < 2’5 (indicated with a dotted vertical line
in the Atlas) are excluded in the analysiscafos ando, to avoid
beam-smearingfiects particularly strong in the center. Rather con-

stanto_os with radius such thal,, ;/2hr = 2.5, an very extreme ygc 6918:

value among our sample with only UGC 3701 having a largeo rati
NGC 927, Mrk 593. Barred galaxy with a rather weak Type ||
break inuk (R) at ~ 1hg. Classified as a Starburst Nucleus Galaxy
(SBNG), but its nucleus has an ambiguous activity classifica
between H2 and LINER_(Contini etlal. 1998). Strongifemis-
sion near the galaxy center and associated with the spired.ar
Since the bulgglisk fitting routine resulted in a non-existing bulge,
the excess light in the central region is interpreted as meridisk.

As with UGC 1862 os ando, data withinR < 2’5 are excluded
from our analysis. Strong [@ emission associated with the spiral
arms. [Qn] velocity dispersions are roughly the samerags.
NGC 1642. Very close to face on withg = 14°. Nicely de-
fined spiral structure but slightly lopsided.iffprotation curve rises
more steeply than the stellar rotation curve then declioepprox-
imately the same value at 1hg. Theuk profile breaks to amore
extended disk (larger scale length) & ~ 16”.

Second lowest surface brightness disk in our sample. Ratrer UGC 7917:

stanto os resulting inh, z/2hg = 2.9, an extreme value for our
sample (see also UGC 1862). Some ringing initkeprofile due to
the spiral arms. Rotation curves rise slowly.

Classified as Im by RC3 with low surface brightness. BrigHtfie

star just to the west of the nucleus. Stellar andif@otation curves UGC 8196:

dip at~ 1hg where the “kinematic flaring” begins. Rather low value
of h,z/2hgr = 0.6 measured.

NGC 2441. Host of Type la SN 1995E (Molaro et al. 1995;
Quinn et all 2006). Observations are dominated by ringsdtkac-
ture, likely due to weak bar. Isovelocity twisting existstire stel-
lar velocity field. Streaming motions likelyffect both the stellar
and [Qu] rotation curves. Very strong [@] emission at the center
likely indicates an active nucleus.

High-quality kinematics. Well-defined three-arm spiralusture.

Type Il break inuk(R) at R ~ 20" accompanied by a drop in theJGC 9177:

[Om] velocity dispersion. Bright field star toward the norttsea
NGC 2532. Two close companions 4’ to the north connected
by an H bridge (Martinssoh 2011). Interaction has likely produced
the bright arm toward the east and the lopsidedness of tlagal

High star-formation rate with very bright @ emission associ- UGC 9837:

ated with visible star-formation regions. Stellar andi|Jotation

UGC 4555:

UGC 7244:

curves have dramatically fiierent shapes; the [ gas is likely
effected by streaming motions.

NGC 2575. Highest inclination in the sampled = 45°) with two
bright field stars within the PPak field-of-view. High-quwlstellar
kinematics. Two Type Il breaks iak (R), one atR ~ 16” and the
other atR ~ 30”.

Low-inclination galaxy itr = 13.8°) with a small apparent size
and scale lengthhg = 10”). Stellar kinematic data have limited
radial extent, and the stellar rotation curve declines dtarally at

R > 1.5hg, likely erroneously.

NGC 2599, Mrk 389. Earliest morphological type in our sample
(Sa), with the largest bulge-to-disk rati®/D = 0.72). Some
spiral structure visible at large radii, but very smooth piai-
ogy otherwise. hrotation curve declines from 350 kmsto 250
km s (MartinssoH 2011); [@] rotation curve not well fit by a
tanh model yielding large error aoy . Bulge dominates all stel-
lar kinematic data; however, we fit an exponentiatriys beyond

R = 27" (the dotted line in the Atlas). We find an outlying value of
hyz/2hg = 0.4. [Omi] velocity dispersion declines smoothly over
all radii.

NGC 2649. Strong spiral structuréfectsug (R). Bright field star
visible to the north. High-quality stellar kinematic daféeak [Qu]
emission in the center (resulting in aberrant isovelocdwytours);
very bright emission associated with the arms at larger. fladther
extreme value ofi,z/2hg = 1.8.

The most distant galaxy in the sampléys = 12830 km shD=
178 Mpc). Stellar kinematics limited f < 15”; [Omi] emission is
rather extended. Type Il break ik (R) atR ~ 15”. Fourth highest
bulge-to-disk ratio wittB/D = 0.16.

Barred galaxy with rather low surface brightness. Poorasfity
kinematic data in our sample (only one 3600s observatide)la®
continuumS/N map shows that only fibers in the bar and spiral-
arm regions hav8/N > 1. Strong dip irnuk (R) atR ~ 20”. Rather
low value ofh,/2hg ~ 0.5. Stars rotate faster than thei{Pgas,
violating asymmetric drift equation. Latter two comment®sid
consider the quality of the data.

NGC 3982. High-surface-brightness member of the Ursa Major
cluster. Very high-quality kinematic data. Host of Type I& S
1998aq |(Hurst et all _19098; Saha et al. _2001). Classified as a
Seyfert 1.9|(Veron-Cetty & Véron 2006). Very strongifiPemis-
sion associated with the nucleus and with the spiral arm ¢o th
south. Warped and lopsided extension to thegks (Martinsson
2011); PPak kinematics are regular. Included in DMS pilohsa
ple as presented in early publications (Verheijen et al. 4200
Bershady et al. 200%; Westrall 2009). Type Il breakuig(R) at

R ~ 1hR; oLos transitions to a shallower slope at this radius. Large
value ofh,z/2hr = 1.6.

NGC 4195. As with UGC 3091, this barred galaxy has been mod-
eled assuming no bulge; inner excessui(R) (R < 8”) inter-
preted as inner disk. As with UGC 1862, we excluge< 2’5
from our analysis ofr os (vertical dotted line in Atlas). Stellar
kinematic measurements only regRh 20”. Rather high value of
hyz/2hg = 1.7.

NGC 4662. Weakest [@] emission in our sample, particularly
within R < 10”. High-quality stellar kinematics. Excludeg os
data atR < 1hgr (vertical dotted line in the Atlas) to remove bar-
associated regions. Type Il breakir(R) atR ~ 25”. Fifth highest
bulge-to-disk ratio, wittB/D = 0.14.

NGC 4977. Early-type spiral (SADb). Third highest bulgedisk ra-

tio with B/D = 0.24. Low-surface-brightness, extended disk with
strong spiral structure not probed by our kinematics. Ratben-
plex uk (R), transitions to a shallower slopeRt 10”, which may

be an extent of the bulge not accounted for in our bulge-desk d
composition. Data withirR < 15” is excluded from our analysis
of oLos. Central velocity dispersion errors are large due to the few
data points used in the fit. Weak i) emission in the disk yields

a poor rotation curve. Strong f@ emission in the center suggests
an active nucleus.

Well-defined spiral structure fiecting ux (R). High inclination
(ite = 40°) and high-quality rotation curves for both the gas and
stars. Measurements of_ os limited to R < 25”7, whereas [@i]
dispersions are largely beyond that radius. Theif@mission as-
sociated with some bright star-forming regions.

High-quality [Om] data with many star-forming regions producing
large EW [Qu] emission. Stellar data has a limited radial extent.
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Weak morphological bar does ndtect the kinematics. Shallower
slope inuk (R) beyond~ 1hg. Low value ofh, ;/2hg = 0.5.

UGC 9965: IC 1132. Very nearly face-orite = 12°) with strong spiral struc-

ture visible inuk (R). Bulgeless galaxy; as with UGC 1862, we ex- 4-

clude data withirR < 2’5 in the analysis ofr os (vertical dotted
line in Atlas). Many [Gu]-emitting star-formation regions associ-
ated with the spiral arms.

NGC 6691. Barred galaxy. Lowest inclination in the sampte &
5.8°), yielding a very low-amplitude projected rotation curves
Type Il break inuk (R) at ~ 1lhg that matches a flattening of the

UGC 11318:

oLos profile. Strong [Gu] emission near the galaxy center that may

indicate an active nucleus.

NGC 7495. Stellar and [@] rotation curves dip at 1hg that may
match a slight rise in (R), indicating streaming along a spiral
arm. Type Il break inik (R) atR ~ 25”. Bright star-forming knots
in the extended parts of the disk.

UGC 12391:

Appendix B: Atlas of Galaxy Kinematics

This Atlas presents a collection of the relevant photoroetrid kinematic data
obtained for the 30 galaxies in the PPak sample, one galaxpgme. For each
galaxy, the top half of the page displays two-dimensionages, whereas the
bottom half shows the derived radial profiles and contaibiegawith relevant

parameters.

B.1. Images

The two-dimensional images are organized in three rowsidfhenost panel in
the first row shows the optical image of the galaxy extractethfblue POSS-II
plates, illustrating its morphology and giving an impressof its surface bright-
ness. SDSS multi-colour images are provided_in _Paper |. Torggated panel
to the right of the first row shows the extracted, wavelerggtlibrated, sky-

subtracted and combinedterged) galaxy spectra organized along pixel rows.

Most images consist of 331 spectra (331 rows); however, filexgs have more
than 331 spectra due to spati@sets between the flierent combined pointings
(see Secf.6.8/1 and Tahle 4). The spectra have been rebidesalial distance
from the galaxy center. Toward the blue (left) spectralaegiin this panel, the
[Om]A5007A emission line (position indicated above the panetpiglily visi-

ble, as well as the [@]14961A line for most galaxies with recession velocities

larger than 1500 km$. For distant galaxies (e.g., UGC 1908), thg lihe has

also been redshifted into the observed spectral range. réidghared (right) spec-
tral regions, various stellar absorption lines are visib&uding the Mglb triplet

(position indicated above the panel) and several Fe lines.

In the following two rows, we provide images based on infaiora ex-
tracted from the PPak fibers reconstructed in two dimensibhe second row
provides information based on the stellar continuum, wthigethird row is for
the [Om]A5007A emission line. Each map is’9®n a side, centered on the
galaxy, and the small white cross inside a slightly largacklcross indicates the
morphological center of the galaxy. From left to right, tfempls provide:

1. Reconstructed intensity mapsof the stellar continuum (second row) and
the total flux in the [@i]15007A emission line (third row). The procedure
used to create these images, including the interpolatiberse used to fill
interstitial regions is discussed in Sdct. 6.11. The FWHNMhef Gaussian
kernel used to smooth the image (1.5 fiber diameter @' 0) is shown as
a hatched circle in the lower-right corner of the panel. Bhesonstructed
continuum maps reproduce, in detail, the morphologies efgalaxies as
seen in the POSS Il images provided in the first row. Ther][@tensity
maps are much patchier, concentrated toward the spiral amd$ave holes
in areas where no [@] emission was detected.

smoothed with a Gaussian kernel with FWHM-e8”0. The method used
to generate these maps is the same as described in AppenéiRaber |V.
Isovelocity contours are plotted to highlight the struetim each velocity
field; the contour levels are given in the table at the bottaghtrof each
page. The thick black contour indicates the systemic viiaehile the thin
black and white contours show the receding and approachites sf the
disk, respectively.

shape as described in Sdct]7.2. Although the model prowidetocity for
all fibers, only those fibers with measured velocities ardéuted. These
model velocities are smoothed in exactly the same way adtbereational
data, except that all data have the same weight. As discisS=tt[ 7311,
non-axisymmetric features in the model velocity fields & result of ir-
regular sampling due to missing fibers without observed daththe inter-
polation scheme. Consequently, deviations from axisymymaetcur mainly
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at the edges of the field-of-view for the stellar data andiHersame reason,

near the galaxy centers for therfDvelocity fields. The isovelocity contour

levels are the same for the model and observed velocity fields

Residual velocity fieldscalculated simply as the observed minus the mod-

eled velocity fields. The contour levels are listed in thédgatvhere black

contours indicate positive residuals and white contougative residuals.

5. Line-of-sight velocity dispersion maps also interpolated and smoothed
using a Gaussian kernel with a FWHM ©f8”, where the data points with
errors ono_os exceeding 8 km & have been rejected and the remaining
data is weighted by the errors. Contours are drawn in stepsof s1; the
lowest contour (thick line) is at 16 knT¥, which is similar to the instru-
mental spectral dispersion.

6. Signal-to-noise mapsthat use no interpolation to fill interstitial regions;
any point lying within a fiber aperture is given the value o¢ ®/N of
the spectrum from that fiber. In the second row, the plottddegaare the
averageS/N in the spectral continuum; for the third row, they are théorat
of the [Om] intensity to its error. No values are plotted for spectrat thad
measurements wit8/N < 1.

B.2. Radial profiles

The bottom half of each page presents various quantitiessumed for each
galaxy as a function of in-plane radius. These radii arerdeted using the
geometric projection parameters derived in 9eci. 7.2.

Above the tables to the right, we provide tieband surface-brightness pro-
file discussed in Sedil 3. The dotted line indicates the tréswh the iterative fit
of an exponential disk; the line is solid within the convetgadial fitting range
of 1-4hr, where hg is indicated by an arrow. The corresponding photomet-
ric scale lengths and central surface brightness are cenesichs representative
for the disk. The curved solid line in the inner region repres the best-fitting
bulge profile, a Gaussian smoothed Sérsic profile as descitbSect[B. The
dashed vertical line indicates the radius at which the buotg@ributes 10% to
the azimuthally-averaged surface brightne2gge).

To the left, we provide four groups of two panels. Clockwisgrting from
the upper left, these groups provide:

1. Continuum and [Omi] intensities: The grey points show the intensities in
individual spectra, while the black points show the weigkagerage data
in radial bins. The vertical dashed line marRgyge. The scatter in the
grey points at a certain radius indicates the azimuthalasarbrightness
fluctuations at that radius. The very highiQintensities at the centers of
some galaxies indicate the presence of an active galadtieusi(see, e.g.,
UGC 1908, UGC 4036 and UGC 6918).

2. Position-velocity diagramsof the stellar and [@] gas recession velocities
for data within+45° of the kinematic major axis; the line-of-sight veloci-
ties have been corrected for the in-plane azimuth to matetinib-of-sight
velocities along the major axis. The solid and dashed cundisate the
hyperbolic-tangent function fitted to the shape of the rotaturve for the
stars and [@1] gas, respectively; see Selct. 713.1. The black points atelic
the velocities as derived from the tilted-ring fitting (SECI3.2). Both the
parameterized rotation curve and the tilted-ring fits aretleon data from
both the approaching and receding sides of the galaxy. Theislerived ro-
tation curves are symmetric arouRd= 0, even though the data may show
kinematic asymmetries.

Line-of-sight velocity dispersions (oLos) of the stars and [@] gas.
Grey error bars correspond to individual measurementsewdidck filled
(stars) and open ([@)) circles represent weighted-averages in radial bins
(Sect[Z3P). The vertical dashed line indica®ggige The black solid line
represents the exponential fit &g os of the stars described in SeCi18.1;
this fit excludedr  os measurements with errors larger than 8 krh @lso
excluded from the Figure) and data withRgyge

Projected rotation curves and velocity-dispersion profils for both the
stars (solid points) and i@ gas (open circles) in the same panel. The solid
lines indicate the best-fitting parameterized models ferdtars; the best-
fitting model rotation curve for the [@] gas is shown as a dashed line.
These curves are the same as those provided in the seconkirahpanel
groups.

. Model velocity fieldsbased on the fitted tanh-model for the rotation-curveB, 3. Tables

In the lower right corner of each Atlas page, we provide twaes. The upper
table lists the parameters of the derived orientation andrkatics of the galaxy,
including the coordinatesa(and 6; Sect.[Z.Z11) of the morphological center,
the systemic velocity and position angle of the receding sifithe kinematic
major axis ¥sys and ¢o; Sect[7.2Z.P), the Tully-Fisher-based inclination of the
galaxy disk {tr; Sect[Z.ZB), the asymptotic rotational velocity and tbales
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radius of the fitted parameterized rotation curve (stelfagsstar andrsstar; [Omi]
gas:Varotom andrson); Sect[7.8), and the fitted central line-of-sight velocity
dispersion and dispersion scale length of the stellar digk &ndh,.; Sect[81L).
The optical radial scale lengtlng) and the radiusRypuge) at which the bulge
contributes 10% to the surface brightness is tabulatedeittitom. The second
table provides the contour levels and intervals for the nlesk modeled and
residual velocity fields, as well as the velocity-dispemsinaps.
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Appendix C: The PPak Fiber Position Table

Fiber X Y || Fiber X Y || Fiber X Y || Fiber X Y || Fiber X Y
1 -1431 0.1¢ 75 0.15 24.93] 149 1.87 9.37| 223 3.27 -2473] 297 -3.71 -12.39
2 16.31 3.24 76 -14.24 25.13| 150 -8.92 3.14| 224 -23.43 -21.46 298 1.54 -21.64
3 0.10 12.46 77 18.09 25.18| 151 5.22 -9.29| 225 28.61 0.28| 299 -21.52 -5.89
4 -14.23 12.64 78 -25.06 12.87| 152 -3.70 -6.21f| 226 -14.55 -30.90 300 -10.91 -18.51
5 1471 12.58 79 -5.22 28.05| 153 5.37 3.09| 227 -26.96 -2.67| 301 17.89 -0.01
6 -10.73 6.37 80 21.85 12.79| 154 -3.53 6.2 228 19.41 -15.5Q| 302 8.77 -15.57
7 7.34 18.74 81 -28.58 0.40| 155 -9.00 -3.02| 229 12.39 -27.82] 303 21.29 -6.19
8 -6.99 18.75 82 7.31 24.99| 156 5.46 9.35| 230 31.99 -5.93 304 -12.64 -9.14
9 -17.88 6.42 83 3245 6.83] 157 8.87 -3.13| 231 -18.05 -18.41] 305 10.62 -6.22

10 9.00 9.30 84 -19.51 22.18| 158 -5.29 9.4Q| 232 -7.37 -30.94] 306 -0.20 -18.59
11 -7.08 12.44 85 -28.62 6.60| 159 -1.93 -9.31| 233 -30.55 -8.84] 307 -12.74 -15.38
12 0.14 18.77 86 21.69 19.04| 160 3.61 6.22| 234 -3.83 -24.7Q] 308 12.26 -15.49
13 18.16 6.37 87 3.76 31.17| 161 -10.70 0.09] 235 24.92 -1854 309 -7.39 -18.4§
14 -23.23 3.4] 88 -12.38 28.3§ 162 -7.23 -6.13| 236 17.73 -30.92 310 3.39 -12.41
15 7.20 12.38 89 -23.25 15.9§| 163 3,55 -0.04| 237 -19.93 -27.71f 311 17.71 -6.24
16 -12.39 15.69 90 14.49 25.05 164 0.00 0.0q| 238 6.90 -30.84| 312 -10.81 -6.04
17 1257 3.04 91 26.99 9.7 165 -3.60 -0.01 239 -2515 -5.89 313 14.07 -12.41
18 -1.64 15.59 92 -35.75 0.53| 166 1.70 -3.0| 240 26.70 -9.21| 314 -7.26 -12.37
19 12.68 15.67 93 25.28 19.19| 167 1.77 3.12| 241 -12.70 -27.81 315 10.54 -18.5§
20 -21.41 0.32 94 -19.55 28.54| 168 -1.79 -3.07| 242 17.77 -24.71] 316 3.34 -18.55
21 2353 3.35 95 3.76 24.91| 169 -1.81 3.11| 243 -25.22 -12.05 317 14.18 -6.2§
22 -12.39 9.53 96 30.77 3.62| 170 6.99 -6.24| 244 6.92 -24.73] 318 -1.99 -15.49
23 12.77 21.85 97 18.06 31.61 171 7.22 6.1q| 245 26.71 -2.99| 319 -17.95 -6.00
24 521 15.62 98 -23.18 9.72| 172 -550 -9.28| 246 -2.03 -27.8Q| 320 7.01 -12.44
25 -16.02 15.8( 99 -1.65 28.02 173 -5.31 3.13| 247 21.22 -12.4Q] 321 -9.00 -9.22
26 12,64 9.39| 100 -24.97 19.20| 174 7.11 -0.03| 248 -16.35 -21.56| 322 8.78 -9.33
27 -16.09 3.26| 101 28.98 13.04| 175 -1.72 9.42| 249 -28.72 -5.74] 323 -5.60 -15.47
28 5,51 15.623| 102 -15.93 22.03 176 -0.09 -6.19| 250 15.86 -21.6% 324 -16.16 -2.8§
29 -1.61 21.83] 103 19.87 22.04] 177 -5.45 -3.03| 251 -7.41 -24.7Q| 325 14.27 -0.06
30 19.90 9.51| 104 -14.16 31.54] 178 528 -3.12| 252 -19.91 -15.23] 326 5.15 -15.55
31 -19.62 9.64| 105 12.71 28.17 179 0.06 6.2q| 253 2841 -6.03 327 -0.17 -12.37
32 1081 6.21] 106 27.19 3.5¢| 180 1.63 -9.32| 254 8.75 -27.8Q| 328 -10.93 -12.28
33 556 21.79| 107 -32.22 0.4/ 181 -7.12 6.2q| 255 -14.44 -24.68 329 1237 -9.36
34 -350 12.47| 108 -6.99 31.4§| 182 8.94 3.09| 256 23.04 -15.49 330 1243 -3.09
35 -8.77 21.87| 109 -30.33 9.93] 183 -7.15 0.0 257 -0.28 -24.73| 331 -12.60 -3.07
36 3.61 12.42| 110 23.55 16.01f 184 3.44 -6.25| 258 -23.41 -8.95
37 16.38 15.7q| 111 21.65 25.4Q] 185 35.76 0.58| 259 15.94 -27.79
38 -12.50 3.20| 112 -17.76 18.95 186 -10.99 -30.89| 260 23.10 -9.23
39 -14.14 18.94| 113 -3.43 24.93| 187 21.34 -24.743| 261 -21.70 -18.37 501 -0.69 74.93
40 10.82 12.3q| 114 10.89 31.2% 188 -23.45 -15.17 262 -9.20 -27.87%| 502 63.19 -31.3(
41 -19.64 3.35| 115 -26.78 3.48§ 189 24.83 -12.33 263 10.51 -24.77| 503 -63.17 -31.4§
42 1439 6.21)| 116 34.43 3.83| 190 3.38 -30.94| 264 17.64 -18.58 504 60.68 41.19
43 -10.61 12.5%| 117 1.96 28.06| 191 -21.80 -24.58| 265 156 -27.83| 505 -1.27 -67.6]
44 3.73 18.68| 118 -17.76 25.31f 192 30.29 -2.80| 266 25.01 0.13| 506 -63.12 38.44
45 18.27 12.64| 119 23.46 9.65| 193 -32.28 -5.7§| 267 -19.79 -9.04| 507 2.69 68.59
46 -12.30 21.90|] 120 -26.83 16.04/ 194 14.15 -30.88] 268 -9.16 -21.67| 508 66.09 -37.84
47 -21.39 6.51 121 -8.77 28.39 195 -5.63 -27.81] 269 5.14 -21.64| 509 -58.75 -37.9(
48 10.88 18.79| 122 19.96 15.86 196 21.27 -18.61) 270 17.67 -12.47| 510 64.51 34.89
49 -8.82 15.649| 123 16.22 28.16/ 197 -16.28 -27.80| 271 -16.29 -15.3Q| 511 253 -73.74
50 19.96 3.28| 124 -21.47 12.8¢ 198 30.24 -9.13| 272 1959 -3.10| 512 -59.05 32.33
51 2.00 1559| 125 -32.17 6.73] 199 -27.09 -15.14] 273 -23.33 -2.7§ 513 2.84 75.3§
52 -5.19 21.84| 126 -21.35 19.0§ 200 19.55 -27.7% 274 -3.77 -18.6(0| 514 66.75 -31.56
53 -16.03 9.57| 127 28.85 6.71] 201 5.05 -27.7§| 275 14.15 -18.57| 515 -59.52 -31.23
54 1452 18.84| 128 -15.96 28.47 202 -34.06 -2.63| 276 -12.69 -21.5¢| 516 64.26 41.48
55 16.23 9.40| 129 23.48 22.24| 203 26.61 -15.3§ 277 6.97 -18.56| 517 2.32 -67.25
56 -17.81 0.24| 130 5.53 28.09| 204 -26.95 -8.95 278 -16.28 -9.08 518 -59.38 38.67%
57 196 21.7| 131 -26.73 9.7/ 205 33.85 -2.7§ 279 19.53 -9.33 519 -091 68.6]
58 -10.58 18.8Q| 132 -21.39 25.4% 206 -3.83 -30.94| 280 -2.05 -21.68] 520 62.50 -37.56
59 21.70 6.43| 133 -3.37 31.15] 207 -19.92 -21.53 281 -9.14 -15.40| 522 60.83 34.57
60 9.11 15.57| 134 30.67 9.94| 208 -18.10 -30.90| 282 21.48 0.04| 521 -62.41 -37.76
61 -8.87 9.50| 135 -33.99 3.6Q] 209 10.53 -30.89| 283 -19.66 -2.85| 523 -64.56 -34.86
62 -25.00 0.37| 136 -10.58 25.1§ 210 19.47 -21.61f 284 12.35 -21.6Y| 524 -62.77 32.12
63 -3.42 18.74| 137 19.82 28.5Q| 211 -30.47 -2.65 285 -18.08 -12.14| 525 450 71.97
64 -17.86 12.74| 138 -28.66 1299 212 -25.21 -18.30| 286 10.56 -12.3¢| 526 68.09 -34.87
65 9.16 21.93 139 7.34 31.23| 213 28.44 -12.30| 287 1.64 -15.4| 527 -57.39 -34.55
66 -14.29 6.44| 140 -23.09 22.2§ 214 -28.81 -11.99] 288 1599 -3.19| 528 66.09 38.42
67 2533 6.57| 141 -17.67 31.63] 215 -18.09 -24.64| 289 -14.47 -18.46| 529 4.13 -70.3Q
68 -6.94 2492 142 10.93 25.03] 216 32.17 0.37] 290 -14.38 -6.09| 530 -57.42 35.56
69 -24.97 6.56| 143 27.12 16.09, 217 -0.19 -30.94| 291 1593 -15.50| 531 -2.65 71.77
70 18.14 18.89| 144 0.15 31.16| 218 14.17 -24.72] 292 -5.55 -21.61] 532 60.95 -34.37
71 9.08 28.04| 145 16.36 21.96/ 219 24.84 -6.13] 293 23.18 -3.04] 533 -1.08 -73.99
72 -19.62 15.94| 146 14.47 31.33] 220 -10.95 -24.69| 294 8.75 -21.63| 534 58.81 37.76
73 -30.39 3.52| 147 -10.55 31.5¢| 221 23.08 -21.53] 295 -14.46 -12.28 535 -2.96 -70.71
74 2540 12913 148 10.73 -0.0§] 222 -21.64 -12.12] 296 1596 -9.3G] 536 -64.74 35.14

Table C.1:0n-sky positions (in arcsec) of the 331 science fibers (1-88d 36 sky fibers (501-536), relative to the central fiber#Ebsitive X values represent
an dfset towards the west and positive Y values representfartdowards the south.
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. Gas and stellar kinematics froRaR IFU spectroscopy
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