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ABSTRACT

R ecent X -ray and weak—-lensing observations of galaxy clisters have revealed that
the hot gas does not alw ays directly trace the dark m atter w thin these system s. Such
con gurations are extrem ely Interesting. They o er a new vista onto the com plex in—
terplay between gravity and baryonic physics, and m ay even be used as indicators
of the clusters’ dynam ical state. In this paper, we undertake a study to determ ine
w hat insight can be reliably gleaned from the com parison of the X ray and the weak
lensing m assm aps of galaxy clusters.W e do thisby investigating the 2D substructure
within three high-resolution cosm ological sinulations of galaxy clusters. O ur m ain
results focus on non-radiative gas dynam ics, but we also consider the e ects of ra—
diative cooling at high redshift. For our analysis, we use a novel approach, based on
unsharp-m asking, to identify substructures in 2D surface m ass densiy and X -ray sur—
face brightness m aps. At fill resolution ( 15h ! kpc), this technique is capable of
dentifying aln ost all selfbound dark m atter subhaloes with M > 10*?h M .We
also report a correlation betw een them ass ofa subhalo and the area of its correspond—
ing 2D detection; such a correlation, once calbrated, could provide a usefil estim ator
for substructure m ass. Com paring our 2D m ass and X -ray substructures, we nd a
surprising num ber of cases where the m atching fails: around one third of galaxy-sized
substructures have no X -ray counterpart. Som e Interesting cases are also found at
larger m asses, In particular the cores of m erging clusters w here the situation can be
com plex. Finally, we degrade our m ass m aps to what is currently achievable w ih
weak-lensing observations ( 100h 'kpc at z = 02).W hile the com pleteness m ass
Iim it ncreasesby around an order ofm agnitude, a m assarea correlation rem ains.O ur
paper clkarly dem onstrates that the next generation of lensing surveys should start to
reveala wealth of nform ation on cluster substructure.
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1 INTRODUCTION test of the predictions of the CDM paradigm itself and a

. . clearer picture of the in uence of the baryonic com ponent.
T he advent of the weak lensing technique has allowed ob-

servers to directly probe the distrdbution ofm ass in galaxy
clusters, rather than siply assum ing that light provides these goals in m ind, which com pare weak lensing m ass
an accurate tracer of the underlying dark m atter OM ) dis- reconstructions to X —ray inages of galaxy clisters (eg.
trbution. This allow s us to separate out shortfalls in our Sm ailet alll1997;M achacek et alll2002;Sm ith et all.|2008).
understanding of baryonic physics from direct challenges to Som e such cbservations have highlighted dram atic excep—
theCold D ark M atter (CDM ) m odel, providing an excellent tions to the basic picture that light Dlows m ass, m ost

fam ously, the bullet cluster (Clowe et all|2004) where the

main peaks in the X-ray Image are o set from those in

the weak lensing m ass reconstruction. There have been
? E-m aillcp@ astro.ox.acuk several ©llow-up theoretical studies of this unique sys—

In recent years, there hasbeen a urry of papers, w ith
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tem (for exam ple, |Takizaw d 1200€6; |Springel & Farrar|2007;
M astropietro & Burkert|2008) which conclude that itsm ain
features can be reproduced well by idealized, non-radiative
m erger sin ulations suggesting the driving factor is ram —
pressure.

T here have also been observations of clusters w ith fea—
tures In the weak lensing m ap which are absent in the X —
ray iIn age. For exam ple, In M S1054-0321 (Jee et all 12008)
and In Abell 1942 [Erben et al.|2000;I|G ray et al.|2001), for
w hich severaltheories are put forw ard: chance alignm ents of
background galaxies, galaxy clustersthat have not yet virial-
ized and so possess little X —ray em itting gas or substructure
w ithin the cluster that has som ehow been stripped of its
gas. Even m ore puzzling is the recent observation of A bell
520 M ahdaviet alli2007), In which an X ray peak w ith no
corresponding m ass concentration and a m ass concentration
w ith no galaxies are detected. T his is postulated to be a re—
sult of either a m ultiple body interaction, or the collision of
weakly selfinteracting DM during the m erger event. M ost
recently is the cbservation of another extrem e m erger event
B radac et alll2008), n which two clusterswith M 10"'M
areboth displaced from the single peak in the X —ray em ission
suggesting even higherm ass substructures could be seen to
be Yark’.

O n the galaxy-m ass scale, studies of X -ray cbservations
ofthehot haloes ofellipticalgalaxies M achacek et al.l2006)
exhbiting features characteristic of ram pressure stripping
w ere carried out, suggesting we should expect to nd galaxy—
sized subhaloes that are dark in X rays. H owever, a system —
atic study bylSun et al. [2007) found 60 per cent of galaxies
brighter than 2L  still retained an all X ray coronae, poten—
tially indicating a m ore com plex picture than just hydro—
dynam ics, Involving the suppression of heat conduction and
viscosity by m agnetic elds.

T here have been m any theoretical studies w ith the ain
of understanding the global properties of purely DM sub-
structure. For exam ple, the system atics (G ao et al. [2004),
evolution (G illet alll2004;Reed et alll2005), e ects of the
parent halo m erger history [(Tavlor & Babuli2004) and spa—
tial distrbution [ iem and et all |2004) of subhalo popula—
tions have allbeen studied in great depth. A ttention is now
also being paid to the fate of the gas in subhaloes.|H ester
(200€6) incorporated a hot halo com ponent into an analyt—
icalm odel of ram pressure stripping of galaxies in groups
and clisters and found that m ost galaxies were readily
stripped of the m aprity of this. Inspired by the rst obser—
vationsofcold fronts In C handra data (eg.M arkevitch et all
2000) som e authors invoked separations between the hot gas
and DM ofeither them ain cluster (A scasbar & M arkevitch
2006) or a m erging subcluster [Takizaw e [2003) as a possble
m echanism fortheirproduction.T here were alsom any other
com plin entary studies into the fate of gas In subhaloes on
the group or cluster m ass scale. For exam ple, Bialkk et all
(2002) report the ablation of gas away from the core of a
m erging subcluster's DM potential, in a cosn ological sin u—
lation, resulting in adiabatic cooling and [Heinz et all (2003)
use idealized m erger sim ulations to study this process in
m ore detail. M ore recently [Poole et al. (2006) perform ed a
suite of idealized cluster m ergers and found gas in the both
cores was often disrupted, leading to additional transient
structures in the X -ray em itting gas. In order to speci cally
nvestigate the fate ofhot gas in galaxies orbiting in groups

and clusters M cC arthy et all [2008) studied a suite of hy-
drodynam ic sin ulations. They nd the m aprity of the hot
gas is stripped within a few gigayears but that around 30
per cent is retained even after 10 gigayears.

M uch of this work on the gaseous com ponent, uses
sin ulations of idealized m ergers in order to reproduce spe—
ci ¢ observational features of galaxy cluster substructure.
W hat is required now isa sim ilar treatm ent to that a orded
for DM subhaloes; a system atic study of the statistics of
hot gas substructure in fully cosn ological sim ulations. In—
deed there have only been two studies of this kind already,
[Tom en et alli2004;D olag et alll2008); T he fom er focusses
on the tim e evolution of subhaloes in non-radiative sim ula—
tions, while the latter exam ines how the overall distribbution
of subhalo m asses and com positions di er, depending on the
physics ncorporated. T here are two m ain issues still to ad—
dress. F irstly, m any of the interesting substructures seen in
X -ray iIn ages of clusters (tidal tails, di use gas clouds etc)
are om itted from sinulation studies which simply identify
substructure as hot gas bound to subhaloes. Secondly, ob—
servationally we can only view the substructure n profc—
tion; how does this relate to the substructure in 3D ? Both
of these issues can be addressed by undertaking an analysis
of galaxy cluster substructure In 2D , allow ing pro fction ef-
fects to be quanti ed w ithout restricting the analysis to the
bound com ponents.A com prehensive study in this area will
help us to construct a fram ework w ithin which to interpret
the surprising resuls from com parisons between weak lens-
ng and X -ray observations, of w hich there w illundoubtedly
bem any m ore In the near future.

In this paper, we use high resolution resim ulations of
three galaxy clusters to com pare the substructure in the
hot gas and DM com ponents and exam ine what factors af-
fect their sim ilarity, or otherw ise. W e use a technique based
on unsharp-m asking to identify enhancem ents to the clister
background In m aps of the X -ray surface brightness and to—
tal surface m ass density, providing us w ith catalogues of 2D
substructures. O ur ain s are to understand the relationship
between 3D DM subhaloes and our 2D totalm ass substruc—
ture catalogues, including the contribution of 3D subhaloes
that lie infront of or behind the cluster, yet w ithin the m ap
region. W e w ish to understand how these 2D m ass sources
then relate to substructures in the projcted X -ray surface
brightness, in order that we m ay place som e constraints on
the frequency of m ism atches between substructure in the
hot gas and DM and the m ass scales at which these occur.
F inally, we Investigate how various selection and m odel pa—
ram eters in uence these two relationships.

T he paper is structured as llow s. In Section[Z], the sim —
ulation properties, selection of the cluster sam ple and gen-
eration of the m aps are outlined. T he detection technique
and properties of our 3D subhalo catalogues are included
in Section [3, while Section [4 provides the sam e inform ation
forour 2D substructure catalogues. Tn Section [3, the resuls
of a direct com parison between the 2D m assm ap substruc—
tures and the 3D subhaloes are presented. W e Investigate
the likellhood of nding a 2D X -ray counterpart for each 2D
m ass substructure in Section g and explore the e ect that
redshift, dynam ical state, the inclusion of cooling and ob-
servational noise have on this in Section [7]. Section [ also
inclides several case studies, to illustrate In m ore detail the
fate of a 2D m ass substructure’s hot gas com ponent when a
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2D X -ray counterpart cannot be found.W e provide a short
sum m ary of our resuls at the end of Sections 5, 6 and 7,
should the reader w ish to skip to the end of these sections.
F inally, Section |8 outlines the m ain conclusions and in pli-
cations of this work.

2 CLUSTER SIM ULATIONS

W euse the resin ulation technique to study the clistersw ith
high resolution. T hree clusters w ere selected from the larger
sam ple studied by IGao et all (2004) and resinm ulated w ith
gas using the publicly-available gadget2 N -body/SPH
code [(Springel 2008). A CDM cosn ological m odel was
assum ed, adopting the follow ing values for key cosm olog—
ical parameters: , = 03; = 07; , = 0:045;h =
0:7; ¢ = 0:9.TheDM and gas particle m asses in the high—
resolution regionswere set tom qarx = 43 10°h 'M and
Mmgas = 777 10'h 'M  respectively, within a com oving
box-size 0f 47%h ' M pc. The sim ulations were evolved from
z = 49 to z = 0, outputting 50 snapshots equally spaced In
tin e. The P lum m er gravitational softening length was xed
at = 10h'kpc in the com oving fram e until z = 1, after
which itsproper length ( = 5h ! kpc) was xed.

Forourm ain resuls, we have chosen not to incorporate
the com plicating e ects ofnon-gravitationalphysics (partic—
ularly radiative cooling and heating from galaxies), for two
reasons. Firstly, we wish to investigate any di erences be-
tween the hot gasand DM in the sin plest scenario, ie. due
to ram -pressure stripping and viscous heating of the gas.
Secondly, a m odelthat successfilly reproduces the observed
X —-ray properties of galaxy clisters in detaildoes not yet ex—
ist, and so only phenom enological heating m odels tend to be
In plem ented In cluster sin ulations.N evertheless, we Include
a lim ited analysis of the e ects of non—gravitational physics
on our resuls, nam ely allow ing the gas to cool radiatively
at high redshift, .n Section[1.W e defer a study of the addi-
tionale ects ofheating from stars and active galactic nuclei
to future work.

2.1 C luster identi cation and generalproperties

To de ne the properties of each cliuster within the sinula-
tion data, DM haloes were 1rst identi ed using a Friends
of Friends (FoF ) algorithm , where the position of the m ost
bound DM particle was taken as the centre. T he Spherical
O verdensity (SO ) algorithm was then used to grow a sphere
around this centre and determm ine rsqo, the radiuis contain—
ng a totalm ean density, = 500 crir (2), where cri (2) Is
the critical density for a closed universe at redshift, z. This
radius was chosen as i approxim ately corresponds to the
upper lin it of the extent of X -ray observations. T he three
clusters are labelled A, B and C respectively.

At the end of each sinulation (z = 0), the m asses of
clusters A, B and C wihin r590 were M s = [6;3;6]
10*n M , approxin ately corresponding to [L:#4;0:7;1:4]
10° DM particles respectively. To detem ine the evolution
of each cluster w ith redshift, candidate progenitors were se—
lected by nding all FoF groups at the previous output,
whose centres lie w thin 051599 of the present clister’s cen—
tre.W e adopt a short (typically b= 0:05, but decreasing to
b= 0:025 for problem atic snapshots) FoF linking length to

avoid the linking oftw o m erging progen itors in close proxin —
ity, which can lead to uctuations in the centre from output
to output. W e then select the m ost m assive ob fct as the
progenitor, except when there are several candidates w ith
sin ilar m ass, In which case we choose the one that is clos-
est (this only occurs for cluster C). O ur choice m eant that
where cluster C undergoes an alm ost equalm ass m erger at
z = 0:5, we did not end up Pollow Ing the m ost m assive ob—
Bct at higher redshift, but tests con m that this choice has
no bearing on ourm ain resuls.

Fig.[d (top panels) shows how M 500 grows with tine
for each of the three clusters. For convenience, we have used
redshift as the tin e axis; our study is lin ted to outputs
between redshifts 0 and 1. By design, the m ass histories
vary signi cantly between the clusters: cluster A undergoes
several m apr m ergers (kading to abrupt jum ps in m ass)
early on, then settles down at z 0:4; cluster B accretes
m atter over the whole period; and cluster C undergoes two
massivemergers @tz 0:9 and z 0#4 respectively) w ith
relatively quiet stages In between.

2.2 M ap m aking

Forourm ain analysis we constructed m aps of surface m ass
density (dom inated by the DM ) and bolom etric X ray sur-
face brightness for each cluster at each redshift. The form er
quantity is form ally related to the volum e density ( ) as

= / ay; @)

while the latter is related to both the electron density and
tem perature of the intraclister plasn a
j— 1 2 .

x—m/ne (Te)dl; )
although note that features are prim arily due to uctuations
In the density. For the analysis that follows, the explicit
redshift dependence of the surface brightness is ignored and
we further assum e the ideal conditions of In nite signal to
noise (except for discreteness noise due to the nite number
of particles em ployed) . T he conversion from gas to electron
density is perform ed assum ing a fully ionised, Z = O plasn a
(so ne 0:9 4as=m g ) and the cooling rate is com puted using
the tables calculated bylSutherland & D opita (1993) orz =
0:3Z , the typical m etallicity of the intraclister m edium
(ICM ).

T he estin ation procedure follow ed is sin ilar to that em —
ployed by|O nuora et all (2003).Brie y, a cuboid is de ned,
centred on the cluster, w ith sides of proper length 2rs00 in
the X and Y directions and 8rsgp in the Z direction (to
capture m aterial associated w ith the cluster along the line—
ofsight) . Particles that reside w ithin this cuboid are then
identi ed and projgcted in the Z direction on to a 2D ar-
ray of400 400 pixels. T he pixel size was chosen to sam ple
length scales of at least the P umm er softening length (at
z = 0, rsopo 1h 1Mpc),sothat all real structures were
capable of being resolved by them ap.

The gas particles are not point-lke, but spherical
clouds of e ective radius, h, and shape de ned by the
(spline) kemel used by the gadget2 SPH method (see
Springel Yoshida & W hite |2001). Thus, all gas particles
were sn oothed onto the array using the projcted version
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Figure 1. Top panels: m ass histories, M 509 versus redshift, for cluster A

estin ator exceeds this value. B ottom panels: exam ples of X -ray surface brightness m aps for a cluster w ith low

(left), B (m iddle) and C
RM S centroid displacem ent, a dim ensionless estin ator of a cluster’s dynam ical state (see text for details). T he horizontal line indicates
a value of 10 per cent which we de ne as the threshold for a m ajprm erger) and lled squares in the top panels show outputs w here the

(right) . M iddle panels: nom alised

(0.01; left), interm ediate

(0.1;m iddle) and high (0.2) valuesofthe RM S centroid shift, respectively. H ere, contours illustrating equally spaced values of logarithm ic
surface brightness (white) and surface m ass density (black) are overlaid.

of the kemel. To reduce the noise in the m ass m aps, dom i~
nated by DM particles, densities and sn oothing lengthswere
adopted In a sin flarway (de ningh such thateachDM par-
ticle enclosed an additional 31 neighbours) and sm oothed
using the sam e kemelas w ith the gas.

T he progcted m ass density at the centre of each pixel,
R o, is therefore

1
Apix

R o) = (3)

N
Zmiw (Ri RoJFhi);

i=1

whereA ;i isthepixelarea, the sum runsoverallN particles
w ithin the cuboid region, m ; is them ass of particle i and w

isthe progcted SPH kemel, suitably nom alised to conserve
the quantity being sm oothed.
T he (redshift zero) X -ray surface brightness isestin ated
using a sin ilar equation
Ngas

0:9
—_— Z mine: (Ti)w (Ri RoJhi);
=1

x Ro)= 4 Ayoma
4)
where the sum runs over all hot (T; > 10K ) gas particles
and we have assum ed equivalence between the hot gas and
electron tem peratures.
Them aps are re-centred for analysis, such that the new
centre is set to thebrightest pixelin the X -ray surface bright-
ness m ap, as would generally be the case for observations.
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T he allowed alteration is restricted to ensure that the centre
does not Yum p’ to a bright substructure (this is unrealistic,
but possble because of our sin ple non-radiative m odel) as
this would undem ine the e ort directed at follow ing the
assem bling structure.

The bottom three row s of F ig.[2 illustrate surface m ass
density (left colum n) and surface brightness (right colum n)
maps for custer A, B and C at z = 0. Qualitatively, the
strongest features are clearly present in both m aps, but there
are som e di erences, notably the lack of som e obvious sub—
haloes in the X -ray m aps and extended features in the X ray
m aps due to stripped gas. It is also clar that the brightest
X —-ray substructures tend to be much rounder than in the
m ass m aps, as expected, since the gas traces the potential,
which is an oother and m ore spherical than the density.

2.3 Characterising dynam ical state from the m aps

Our rst application of the m aps is to estin ate the dynam —
ical state of the cluster from its visual appearance. W e em —
ploy the m ethod ofl0 'H ara et al. [2006), also found to pro—
vide a reliable indicator of dynam ical state by IPoolk et all
[2006), usihg idealised sin ulations of clister m ergers. For
this m ethod, the displacem ent between the X -ray peak and
centroid is calculated w thin circular apertures ranging from

rsop down to 0.05rsop In radius, decreasing by 5 per cent
each tin e, and then the RM S valie of the digplacem ent is
com puted, relative to rsoo . W e found this technique to be
m ost e ective when using heavily sn oothed m aps to com —
pute the centroid, so adopt the sm oothing kemel used in
our substructure detection algorithm (described in Section
[@), butwith = 0:drseo.The position of the peak is alvays
taken as the centre of the cluster, as de ned in the previous
subsection .

T he variation ofthisRM S 2D statistic w ith redshift is
shown in the m iddle panels of F ig.[Il. Valies above 10 per
cent (indicated with a horizontal line) are typically found
when a cluster is undergoing a m a prm erger (see, for exam —
ple,[Pook et all|200€). T he redshifts at which this valie is
exceeded are also indicated with lled symbols in them ass
histories (top panels). The bottom panels of the same g-—
ure give exam plesofclustersw ith low , Interm ediate and high
valuesofthe RM S centroid shift, clearly show ing an increase
In dynam ical activity.

3 3D SUBHALO DETECTION

A though the key ob Ective of our analysis is to study the
X -ray and m ass m aps of the clusters, we can draw im por-
tant insight from an analysis of the full 3D data. In this
section we identify 3D selfbound DM subhaloes in them ap
region (a cylinder of radius rsoo and length 8rsgo, centred
on them ain cluster) and investigate their global properties.
The inform ation we glean from this analysis w illhelp us to
interpret our results in Section [6 by allow ing us to distin—
guish the underlying physicalm echanisn s from any e ects
Introduced by ourm ethod.

3.1 D etection technique

W euse a version of subfind (Springel et alll2001) to decom —
pose FoF groups (identi ed for this purpose with b= 02)
into 3D selfbound subhaloes. The m odi ed version, kindly
provided by Volker Springel (see also IDolag et all [2008),
denti esboth gasand DM particles (and starparticleswhen
relevant) w thin each subhalo.A region larger than the nal
map region is analysed such that all subhaloes that con—
trbbute signi cantly to, but m ay not be fully within, the
m ap region are included.

W eem ploy a threshold 0o£f100 DM particles, correspond—
Ing to amass, M 4 10'°h 'M ,asourm ininum reso—
Jution lim it for the subhalo catalogues. A swe w ill show , this
is signi cantly below our2D com pleteness lim it (determ ined
in Section [B).A s our 3D subhalo catalogues will orm the
basis for com parison w ith 2D substructure, we consider not
only subhaloes that lie entirely w ithin the m ap region, but
also those w ith at least 75 per cent of their m ass along the
line of sight (as de ned in Section [2), even if their centre
co-ordinates are outside rsop In profgction. N ote that, even
if less than 100 per cent of the subhalo’s particles are w ithin
the m ap region, the whole DM m ass of the subhalo is still
recorded .

The m ass of each subhalo is com puted using only the
DM particles, to reduce its dependence on the am ount ofgas
stripping that has occurred (them ass,M g, therefore refers
to the DM m ass of the subhalo). W e take the centre of the
subhalo to be the position of the m ost bound particle, but
also calculate a procted centre, to facilitate m atching w ith
the substructures in the m ap. This was detem ined to be
the position of the peak profcted num ber of DM particles,
ie.the co-ordinates of the cell containing the m ost particles
when each subhalo’s DM particles are binned according to
their X and Y co-ordinates (particles wih Z co-ordinates
outside the m ap region are excluded).

3.2 Properties of 3D subhaloes

Before we begin discussion ofthe resuls in this section, it is
In portant to note that we always Include the m ain cluster
halo in the subhalo data. T his is in portant to facilitate the
com parison to 2D substructures detected in the m aps later
on, as the cores of the clusters (see the centralm ass density
peaks clearly evident in the rst coumn ofFig.[2) are de—
tected in 2D and these cores, therefore, are detected as 2D
substructures In their own right.

In Fig.[d we show the cumulative subhalo DM m ass
function for subhaloes w ith their m ost bound particle in—
side 3D 1500, down to our In posed resolution lim it of 100
DM particles. The results for custer A (solid), B (dotted)
and C (dashed) are shown individually orz= 1 (eft), 05
(m iddle) and 0 (right) in the rst row . N ote that them ain
cluster itself is the m ost m assive subhalo. T he totalnum ber
of resolved subhaloes, ranging from less than 10 to nearly
60, depends on clusterm ass. For exam ple, cluster C has sig-
ni cantly fewer subhaloes at z = 1 and z = 035 than the
other two clusters, but hasm ore at z= 0. This increase re—

ectsclusterC’smaprmergerat z 0:4, as seen in Fig.[d.
However, when the subhalo m asses are scaled to the parent
cluster m ass, the scatter between clusters and redshifts is
much sm aller, as shown in the second row .
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Figure 2. Exam ples of cluster m aps. Left colum n: logarithm ic surface m ass density m aps for, top to bottom , cluster A cooling run,
cluster A, B and C non-radiative runs at z = 0.R ight colum n: the sam e but for the logarithm ic X -ray surface brightness m aps.
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Figure 3. Subhalo m ass functions for cluster A (solid lines), B (dotted lines) and C (dashed lines), at redshifts, z= 1 (left), z= 05
(m iddle) and z = 0 (right).F irst row : Cum ulative subhalo O M ) m ass functions. Second row : A s for rst row but w ith the subhalo DM
m asses scaled to M 590 . D ata are for subhaloes w ith their m ost bound particle w ithin rsgg .
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Figure 4. Left panel: fraction of resolved subhaloes within the fullm ap region that lie inside rsgp (solid lines) and 2rsgp (dashed
lines).D otdash line represents fraction w ithin rsgo expected for a uniform distribution (from ratio of volum es).M iddle panel: fraction
of subhaloes w ithin rsop (solid) and the the fullm ap region (dashed) that have no hot gas (fgas = 0). Note that all lines are at
zero in high m ass bin. R ight panel: as in the m iddle panel but for subhaloes that have little hot gas (fgas 6 0:5 = n ).Note that
both black lines are at zero in high m ass bin. In all panels, results for the sam e subhalo DM mass (10! < M g,=h 'M < 10'%;
1012 < M ggp=h 'M < 10'3;M g, > 103h ' M ) and redshift (red lines: 06 z 6 0:2;black lines: 0:5 6 z < 1:0) intervals are shown.
N ote that data for all three clusters are stacked here and that the m ain clusters them selves are included in these data.

W e have also exam ined how the properties of subhaloes map region that lie within rspo (solid) and 2rspo (dashed)

In the m ap region vary depending on whether or not they
lie w ithin rsoo In 3D, to assess the in pact of subhaloes pro—
fcted along the line of sight. It is particularly im portant
that we exam ine the distrbution of subhaloes, because of
the unusual geom etry we are using (a cylinder, rather than
a sphere). In the left panel of Fig.[d, we show the fraction
of subhaloes (including the m ain clister halo) in the entire

in 3D for the redshift intervals 0 6 z 6 02 (red lines) and
056 z< 10 (lack lines).T hese redshift intervalsw ere cho—
sen to Inclide an equal num ber of snapshots (11). A round
halfofthe low m ass subhaloes lie w ithin 1599 which is signif-
icantly higher than for a uniform distrdbution, for which we
would expect, % = & x2y=8 rly, = 1=6 (ndicated
w ith the dot-dash line).Nearly all subhaloes (80 100 per
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cent) liew ithin 2rs00, suggesting that the contribution to the
map from substructure outside the cluster’s virial radius is
an all. T he rise, com pared to lowerm assbins, in the fraction
of subhalbeswih M op > 10°h 'M  within rse0 is due to
the presence of the cluster cores. T he cluster cores dom Inate
thisbin (in num ber) and since the m ap region is centred on
them , they are always within rsop by design. At high red-
shift, the fraction of galaxy-sized M sup < 10°h *'M ) sub—
haloes w ithin rsg0 is approxin ately 10 per cent higher than
at low redshift. This is lkely to be caused by the e ects
of tidal forces, stripping the DM as the subhalo orbits in
the clister potential. This e ect m ay reduce the likelihood
of nding subhaloes which are dark in X rays in thism ass
range at low redshift, since they may move to lower DM
m ass bins (via tidal stripping) shortly after their hot gas is
rem oved.

G wven the ain s of this investigation, we want to try
to place som e lin its on the fraction of DM substructures
w ithout X ray em ission we expect to nd. In the m iddle
and right panels of Fig.[d, we now plot the fraction of sub-
haloes (wihin rsop (solid) and the fullm ap region (dashed)),
with no hot (T> 10°K ) gas (fgas = 0) and little hot gas
(fgas 6 05 L= n ), respectively. T his som ew hat arbitrary
threshold, fgas 6 05 = n, was chosen sinply to distin—
guish hot gaspoor subhaloes from hot gasxrich subhaloes.
N ote that, by de nition, the rest ofthe subhaloes (I fsups)
fall into the latter category and have fgas > 05 p= n .
The m ain trend apparent is that the fraction of em pty or
low gas subhaloes is higher at lower m ass, In agreem ent
w ith [Tom en et all (2004), who nd the survivaltin e ofhot
gas In subhaloes is a strong increasing function of subhalo
m ass. W ithout the added e ects of radiative cooling and
energy ingction from galactic winds, for exam ple, our re—
sults already predict that the vast m a prity of galaxy-sized
(10* 6 M ap=h 'M < 10'*) subhalbes are substantially
depleted ofhot gas, w hile the opposite is true on group (and
cluster) scales.W ealso nd thatm ore subhaloeshave no hot
gas at low redshift than at high redshift, In agreem ent w ith
D olag et all [2008).W e note that the m iddle panelofF ig.[4
is insensitive to the tem perature threshold, since the vast
m aprity of subhaloes w ith no hot (T > 10°K ) gas have no
gas of any tem perature.

T he vast di erence between the fraction of em pty sub-
haloes in the lowest m assbin and at higherm asses (eg.’” 80
per cent of subhaloes w ith 10*t 6 M sup=h M < 10* al
ready gas-free at high redshift, yet stillonly * 30 per cent
wih 102 6 M qup=h 'M < 10'° gasfree at Iow redshift) is
qualitatively In agreem ent w ith [Torm en et al. (2004), ifwe
assum e higher redshift to indicate less tin e sihce Inf21l. T hey

nd com plte rem oval of hot gas wihin 1 gigayear (typi-
cally m assive galaxies) to 3 gigayears (typically groups) of
entering the cluster’s virial radius on average. R esults from
M cC arthy et all (2008) are in general agreem ent, but indi-
cate ’ 30 per cent of hot gas In a halo (typically a m as—
sive galaxy) can survive much longer (" 10 gigayears); a
resul shown to in prove colours of satellite galaxies in sem i~
analyticm odels [Font et alli2008).W e nd thatthem aprity
of subhalbeswith M > 10?h ' M always retain som e hot
gas and Indeed at least 20 per cent have fgas > 05 = n .
T his show sour results are com patible w ith subhaloes retain—
ing som e of their originalhot gas, although it seem s in m ost
cases them aprity is rem oved.

D olag et al. 2008) nd that stripping is very e cient
wih 7 99 per cent of all subhaloes in ryir being gas-firee at
z = 0.N ote that this percentage w ill be dom nated by their
Jow m ass subhaloeswhich arem ost num erous (and m ost gas—
de cient) and so com pares wellw ith the percentage (90 per
cent) thatwe nd In our low m assbin. It rem ains to be seen
how much gas has to be stripped before the likelihhood of
detecting the substructure in both the totalm ass and X -ray
surface brightnessm aps is a ected.

4 2D SUBSTRUCTURE DETECTION

A number of authors have used 2D weak lensing m aps
and X -ray in ages of clusters, both to com pare the spatial
distrbution of hot gas and dark m atter in these ob fcts
(eg.IClowe et al. 12004; M ahdaviet all 12007; IB radac et all
2008) and to help infer their dynam ical state, by m easur—
ing the o set between the centres of these two com ponents
(Sm ith et alll2005). T he scope of the Inform ation about the
underlying 3D system which such 2D com parisons could po—
tentially provide, has not yet been explored and the present
study is the st attem pt to do this.

T he key features of this piece of work are a sin ple, yet
e ective, technique for identifying substructure in 2D m aps
of simulated clusters, in com bination wih an easy-to-use
m ethod form apping 2D m ass substructures to both 2D X —
ray substructures and 3D subhaloes. F irst, we analyse our
Yerfect’ observations (ie. noise—free m aps). This allow s us
to establish how m any projgcted m ass and X —ray substruc—
tures can, in principle, be uniquely identi ed despite projpc—
tion e ects and the intensity ofthe cluster background.T his
approach also provides insight into the fate of a profcted
m ass substructure’s hot gas when an X -ray counterpart is
not found; the m aps (unlke 3D data) allow inm ediate vi-
sualfollow up and reveal interesting features ofthe stripping
process.W e w illexplore how m uch ofthis is ocbservable w ith
current techniques in Section[74, by degrading them ap res—
olution and adding noise to both m ap types.

4.1 D etection technique

The 1rst step towards detection is to enhance the substruc-
ture in the m aps. For this purpose we use a m ethod based
on the unsharp-m asking technigue, In order to rem ove the
cluster background. T he unsharp-m asking technique iself
has already been used as a visualaid by highlighting sm al-
scale structure In X -ray In ages of galaxy clusters, for exam —
pl|Fabian et al. {2003,/2005). The m ain advantage is that
it does not rely on the cluster being circularly sym m etric,
recovering the distribution of substructure welleven In the
m ost com plex scenarios (ie.multiple m ergers, as is som e~
tin es the case In our simulations, especially at high red-
shiff) .

The rst stage of the procedure is to sm ooth the m aps
wih a prelin nary Gaussian Ier. This could be used to
em ulate the point-spread-finction of a real instrum ent, but
herewe set the FullW idth-H alfM aximum FW HM ) to sin -
ply m atch the spatial resolution of the simulation, as our
results are presented in the lin it of no added noise (other
than intrinsic discreteness noise due to the nite number
of particles em ployed). Our m aps contain a xed num ber
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(@) P re—sm oothed m assm ap.

(e) P re—sm oothed X ray m ap.

(o) Unsharpm ask form assm ap.

(f) Unsharpm ask forX -raym ap.

(d) Substructures detected in
massmap.

(c) Unsharpm asked m ass m ap
after a cut has been m ade.

(9) Unsharpm asked X ray map (h) Substructures detected in X —

after a cut has been m ade. ray map.

Figure 5.An exam ple of our substructure detection procedure for cluster C at z = 0:162. T he top row corresponds to the surface m ass
density m aps and the bottom row to the X -ray m aps surface brightness m aps. See text for further details.

of pixels (200) across rso0, corresponding to a length scale
or each pixel of around 5h ' kpc at z = 0, which is the
equivalent P um m er softening length ofour sim ulation theld

xed In proper units over the redshift range of Interest
here). The m Inimum Jlength scale that should be trusted is
around 3 tim es this, corresponding to the extent at which
the gravitational force law becom es perfectly N ew tonian In
the gadget2 code. Furthem ore, rsoo is sm aller at higher
redshift, so our pixel scale is also am aller. W e therefore set
FW HM = 15h ' kpc (physical) ©r allm aps studied in this
paper. It should also be noted that the m aps are generated
to be larger in X and Y than required so that the larger
m aps can be analysed to avoid edge e ects in the region of
interest. Panels (a) and (e) in Fig.[ illustrate exam ples of
these pre-sm oothed m aps.

T he second stage is to convolve the pre-am oothed m aps
again w ith a broader G aussian kemel, to create the unsharp-
m ask im age, shown in Fig.[, panels (o) and (f). Here we

X 2 to be 0.05 rsp0 (corresponding to a FW HM rang-
ing from approxin ately 35h * kpc to 120h ! kpc over the
redshift range), which was deem ed to be the m ost e ective
value from extensive testing. T his tw ice—am oothed version
of the m ap is then subtracted from the pre-sm oothed m ap,
leaving a m ap show ing just the enhancem ents to the cluster
background.

U tilising the com m utative, distribbutive and associative
properties of convolution, it ispossible to derive one fiinction
that, when convolved with the m ap im age, produces the
sam e result as the series of operations describbed above. T he
kemelused to generate the pre—sm oothed m ap approxin ates

the G aussian function, which is given by

X2+

<
N

Gpreli.m = Nie 2§ 7 )
w here the nomn alisation,
-_— l .
N 1= 2 f Iz (6)
and, In this case,
15h ! kpc
1= P—— (7)
8In2

which is set by the spatial resolution of the sim ulation. Sin —
ilarly, the com bined operations of pre-am oothing and gener—
ating the unsharp-m ask In age is sin ply

x2+ y

2( 2+ 2,
Gus:= Nipe 20 2'; (8)

2

w here the nom alisation is now

Ni;2 =

—_— 9
; 2 (Z+ D) 9)

and , is 0:05rs00 . T he function representing the entire pro-
cedure,

F = Gpreh’.m Gus:; (10)

which is a close approxin ation to the M exican-hat fiinction
or the m atched Xer de ned by Babul (1990), is shown in
Fig.[d .

T he size of substructures that are detected are depen-—
dent on the combination of the standard deviations of the
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Figure 6.1D visualisation ofthe convolution kemelequivalent to
the w hole background-subtraction procedure. For this exam ple, a
typicalvalue of 1 h 1 M pc is used for the cluster radius, giving

,=50h ! kpc, 1 6h ! kpc (@s de ned in equation [7) and
hay) 12 h ! kpc (as de ned in the 1D analogue of equation [1]).
N ote that this is for illustration only and as such the area under
each G aussian is nom alised to 1 between 1 in 1D before the
di erence of the two is taken.

G aussians used to obtain the nalim age.W e derive an ex-—
pression that characterises the w idth ofthe kemeland there—
fore the scale of substructure to which our technigque is sen—
sitive. T he characteristic w idth ofthe finction in F ig.[d can
be determ ined by calculating the radius at which the am pli-
tude of the function is zero. T he radius of the zero-points,
1y, is given by,

P

2 2 2 2
_ Pz 1t 2 1t 2
o = 2[

;- It
1

1
2 .

1 1)

2 2
2 1
Since ; isexpressed in units ofrsgo, it has a slight redshift
dependency (eg. forclisterB, rs00 = 0:34 h M pcatz=1
and 0.78 h 'M pc at z = 0), m eaning that m ore extended
substructures w ill be detected at lower redshifts. H ow ever,
the Increase in the value of the kemelw idth is only of the
order of 20 per cent of s m axinum value over the range
of redshifts studied, 06 z< 1 (€g.r = 0:014 h ' M pc or
z=1and 0018 h ' M pc for z = 0, averaged over the 3 clus—
ters). W e are lim ited to detect only 2D m ass substructures
ofthe order of the size of the kemeland these 2D m ass sub-
structures w ill, of course, be associated w ith a 3D subhalo
m ass. Since the typical size of a 3D subhalo above a given
m ass is larger at lower redshift, due to the decrease In the
critical density as the universe expands, the trend for the
kemel to also be larger at lower redshift actually reduces
the redshift-dependence of the m inimum 3D subhalo m ass
which we can detect in 2D .
In order to pick out the true substructures from other
uctuations, any pixelsw ith values lessthan + X  (Where
X isan integer, representing our detection threshold, and
and are them ean and standard deviations of the residual
substructurem aps) are discarded. E xam ples ofthe resulting
m aps at this stage of the procedure are shown in F ig.[5, pan—

els (c) and (9). Substructures are then de ned sim ilarly to
the FoF technigque but in 2D , grouping together neighbour—
Ing pixels with values greater than the background level.
E llipses are tted to these pixelgroupsby nding the eigen—
vectors (corresponding to the direction of the sem im ajpr
and sem im Inor axes) and the eigenvalues (whose square
roots corresgpond to the m agnitude of the sem iaxes) of the
m om ent of inertia tensor. This allow s us to detemm ine the
extent, orientation and circularity of the 2D substructures
(see below ).

W e investigate three values of X for the projcted total
massmap:1l, 3 and 5, and evaluate which ism ost successfil
when the com parison w ith the 3D subhalo data ism ade in
Section [B. It was fPund that the X -ray surface brightness
m aps respond slightly better to our technique due to the
fact the gas distrlbbution is far am oother (pbecause it traces
the gravitational potential) and contains fewer sm allscale

uctuations, m eaning that less stringent cuts are required in
order to achieve the sam e results (upon visual inspection).
T herefore, the selection of the param eters used to de ne the
catalogue of X -ray substructures is undertaken separately
to that for the m ass substructures. W e found that X = 5
is too stringent for the X -ray m aps, rem oving substructures
that are clearly visble by eye, whereas X = 1 and X = 3
produce reasonable results for both the X ray and them ass
m aps.

4.2 Properties of 2D substructures

T he total num ber of substructures detected in the 1, 3 and
5 totalm ass catalogues (which consist of 90 m aps, ie. 30
per cluster) is 3224, 1233 and 680 respectively. It is clear
from these num bers that, as would be expected, the higher
the value of X, the lower the num ber of detections. T here
are also considerably fewer X ray substructures than total
m ass substructures for the sam e X value, with 1169 in the
1 X -ray catalogue and 707 In the 3 X -ray catalogue. T his
can in part be attributed to the sm oother distribution of the
hot gas, which responds di erently to the unsharp-m asking
procedure. However, it is also apparent (on visual inspec—
tion) that there is sin ply less inherent substructure in the
X ray m aps, particularly on am all scales.

F irst, we exam ine the distribbution of totalm ass (solid)
and X —ray surface brightness (dashed) substructure areas,
A sup, In the left-hand panel of F g.[1. A . is de ned as the
num ber of pixels attributed to the 2D substructure In the
unsharp-m asked in agem uliplied by the physicalarea ofthe
Individualpixels. T he distrbutions are very sin ilar, except
the X ray surface brightness distribbution peaks at a slightly
higher value of A g1, sSuggesting the X ray substructures are
typically m ore extended (this is con m ed by visual inspec—
tion) . T here is little dependence on choice of catalogue here.

W e exam ine the shape of the substructures by plotting
the distrdbution of circularities in the m iddle panelofF ig.[q
(line styles as before) . Here, we de ne circularity, c= (o=a)
where a is them apr axis and b them nor axis ofthe ellpse.
T his distrbution is very stable to choice of catalogue, sug—
gesting that them orphology ofthe ob fctswe detect changes
little betw een catalogues. T he distrdbution ofm ass substruc—
tures peaks at c 0:75, due to the triaxial nature of the
DM substructure; the gas is slightly rounder and peaks at
c 0:8.Knebe et al. 2008) obtain a sim ilar resul for their
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Figure 7. Left: A rea distribution of substructures. M iddle: D istribution of circularities for substructures. R ight: A ngle between sem i-
m apr axis vector of substructure and radial vector from substructure centre to cluster centre. Surface m ass density (solid) and X -ray
surface brightness (dashed) 3 catalogues. Vertical lines indicate the m ean values in each case.

propcted sphericity of DM subhaloes, com puted from the
particles directly. T his indicates that our detection m ethod
recovers the true 2D shape of the substructures successfiilly.

The right-hand panel of F ig.[7 show s the distribution
ofthe radialalignm ent ofthe 2D substructuresw ith respect
to the cluster centre. This is com puted by rst calculating
the angle of inclination between the cluster centre (in 2D )
and the centre of the ellpse representing a substructure.
The alignm ent, , is then found by subtracting from this
the angle of inclination of the sem im a pr axis of the ellipse.
The range of can be reduced to 0 90 by treating oppo-
site directions of the sem im apr axis vector as equivalent.
A m id tendency tow ards alignm ent is exhbited by the total
m ass substructures (solid), however the X ray substructures
(dashed) show no preferred direction. K nebe et all [2008)
perform a sin ilar calculation for their profcted DM sub-—
haloes and found a much stronger tendency for alignm ent
than we see here, when they considered all particles associ-
ated w ith the subhalo. H ow ever, they investigate the e ect
of varying the percentage of particles they analyse by lin i—
ng the alignm ent m easurem ent to the inner regions of the
subhaloes. T he trend for alignm ent shown in their results
weakens as an aller percentages of particles are considered
and com es Into agreem ent w ith observationswhen analysing
the inner 10 20 per cent.O ur resul is also in m uch better
agreem ent w ith theirs for this region. This re ects the fact
that our 2D detection technique ndsonly the cores of the
original 3D subhaloes, which is dem onstrated by the sm all
scale of the detected 2D substructures. T herefore, we are ef-
fectively perfomm ing our alignm ent and circularity analysis
on only the innemm ost particles and so nd best agreem ent
w ith [K nebe et all [2008) when they sim ilarly restrict their
analysis.

5 COMPARISON OF 2D M ASS
SUBSTRUCTURES TO 3D SUBHALOES

In this section, by com paring the 2D totalm ass substruc—
tures (describbed in Section [d) with 3D selfbound DM sub-—
haloes (described in Section [3), we assess the reliability of
our 2D detection m ethod and infer the 3D properties (eg.
subhalo m ass) of our 2D substructures. W e exam ine the
com pleteness (with respect to 3D ) of our 2D catalogues,

as well as the number of individually resolved high-m ass
ob fcts they contain, in order to select one totalm ass cat—
alogue that ism ost suited for the analysis in later sections.
O ur catalogues contain substructures identi ed in all three
clisters and at all redshifts 06 z< 1).

Ideally, we want to be 100 per cent com plete down to at
Jeast M qup 10°h '™ , as this is the typicalm ass scale
of substructures detected In current observations of the un—
usual system s discussed in Section [1l. H owever, high com —
pleteness at lowerm asses would be desirable as an aller sub—
haloes are the m ore likely ones to be found stripped of their
gas (Tom en et al.|2004).A n additional criteria we w ish to
place on any detections is that, ideally, they are individu—
ally resolved (ie. not confiised with another subhalo that
is nearby in profction). W e also look at the purity of our
2D substructure catalogues by assessing the fraction of 2D
substructures which we fail to associate w ith 3D subhaloes.

5.1 Com pleteness

F irstly, we detemm ine the com pleteness of each of our three
2D m ass substructure catalogues X = 1;3;5).This is done
by starting w ith the 3D subhaloes and looking for 2D coun-—
terparts in the m ass m aps, then exam ining the resulting
m atching success (ie.the fraction of3D subhaloes for which
a 2D counterpart is found) per 3D subhalo m ass bin. The
criterion form atching the 3D subhaloes to the 2D m ass sub-—
structures is that the centre of the 3D subhalo must lie
wihin the ellppse that characterises the 2D substructure
wih a ’ 20 per cent m argin for error, which was deter—
m ined by experin ent) . A s discussed in Section[3, the default
3D centre istaken to be the (procted) position ofthem ost—
bound particle in the subhalo, as identi ed by subfind .This
is a robust choice, com paring very wellw ith the peak surface
density in them aps In the vast m a prity of cases. H owever,
during a com plicated m erger, we found that them ost-bound
particle can occasionally lie outside the cluster core (see Sec—
tion 72), In which case we apply the position of the peak
proected DM particle density of the cluster instead.

M uliple 3D subhaloes can be m atched to the same
substructure in the m ass m ap; we refer to this as a mul-
tiple m atch. However, 2D substructures cannot share a 3D
subhalo as our criterion m eans each subhalo is only ever
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Figure 8. Fractionalm atching success per m ass bin of 3D sub-
haloes to 2D m ass substructures as a function of subhalo DM
mass for 1 2D catalogue (solid line), 3 2D catalogue (dotted
line) and 5 2D catalogue (dashed line).B ins are equally spaced
in bg ™ sub ).

m atched to one 2D substructure. It should also be noted
that we start wih a lim ited 3D catalogue containing only
those subhaloes whose centres are w thin the profcted 1500
and m atch to the com plete catalogue of 2D substructures,
which extends slightly beyond the profcted rsoo (ie. out—
side the m ap). This sin ply prevents the failure to m atch
a genuine 2D 3D pair when one substructure’s centre lies
slightly outside this boundary.

F ig.[8 illustrates the com pleteness of our 2D catalogues
as a function of subhalo m ass (note that the m ain clisters
are included in these data). Speci cally, i show s the frac—
tion of all subhaloes in the m ap region that are detected,
Including those subhaloes associated w ith the sam e 2D sub—
structure, due to source confiision or genuine progction ef-
fects (detailed below ). In all three catalogues we clearly as—
sociate 2D substructures with all 3D subhaloes that have
M sup > 10°h 'M .Thel , 3 and 5 catalogues are 90
per cent com plete perm ass bin down to 3 10, 10*? and
3 10"”h 'M respectively.

The cuto in com plteness, below which our ability
to retrieve 3D subhaloes from the projcted data decreases
sharply w ith m ass, is a result of several lin iting factors: the
m ap resolution (e ectively set by the pre-am oothing kemel
size, 1), the choice of , and sinply the Intensity of the
clister background.Low m ass subhaloes have poor contrast
against the background since they add littlem ass in addition
to the totalm ass along the line of sight and so are di cult
to distinguish. Them ass at which thiscut-o occurs ism ost
sensitive to 1.A s we dem onstrate -n Section [74, when we
Increase 1 by a factor of around 10 (m ore typical of the
resolution ofweak lensing m ass reconstructions), the 90 per
cent (perm ass bin) com pleteness lin it for the 3 catalogue
becomes 10°h 'M  (see Fig.[26).
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Figure 9.Fraction of detected subhaloes per m ass bin which are
obscured (see text for de nitions) as a function of subhalo DM
mass for 1 2D catalogue (solid line), 3 2D catalogue (dotted
line) and 5 2D catalogue (dashed line).B ins are equally spaced
in bg ™ sub ).

5.2 Projection and C onfusion

V isual ingpection of the projfcted m ass m aps reveals that
tw o peaks that are very nearby can be detected as one 2D
substructure (ie. confiised), if the lower density pixels be—
tween them are not rem oved when pixels < + X are
discarded. T his is not a concem if the m ass ratio of the 3D
subhaloes that have given rise to the 2D peaks is high (as
the Inclusion of the less m assive ob ct has little e ect), or
if they are both low m ass subhaloes ( 10*h '™ ), be—
low the m ass range we are interested in. However if, for
exam ple, a subhalo wih a mass, M qup 10°h M and
the m ain cluster core give rise to two ad pcent peaks in the
map which are confised as one 2D substructure, we lim it
our opportunities to study the properties of the subhalo in
detail. This is particularly im portant since subhaloes w ith
Map > 10°n 1M  are relatively rare. A related e ect is
that of projction, where two subhaloes that are aligned
along the line of sight give rise to only one peak in the pro-
fcted massm ap.

Here we do not distinguish explicitly between proc—
tion and confuision. Instead, we de ne a detected subhalo as
obscured if it ispart ofam ultiple m atch and isnot them ost
m assive subhalo lnvolved; we would not consider such a sub—
halo to be individually resoled. F ig.[d show s the fraction of
detected subhaloes perm assbin which are obscured. A s ex—
pected the obscured fraction at the high-m ass end is lowest
forthe 5 catalogue and highest forthe 1 catalogue, since
the fom er is the m ost stringent when rem oving low density
pixels between adpcent substructures, allow ing them to be
Individually resoled. T he trend reverses at low m ass, how —
ever, because the rem oval of low density pixels also erases
gn all 2D substructures. Since this ism ore e ective with a
larger value of sigm a, the fraction of cbscured substructures
(detected only because of their association w ith larger sub—



Substructure in 2D in sim ulated galaxy clusters 13

0.4

0.2

fractional matching success

\

0.0

—45 —40 -35 =30 —-25 =20
10G10[Asub (h72 Mpcz)]

Figure 10. Purity of our sam ple, ie. the fraction per area bin
of 2D m ass substructures in our 3 catalogue m atched to 3D
subhaloes as a function of the physical area of the substructure,
Aup.The vertical linemarks Ag,, = 3 10 “h 2M pc?, above
w hich our sam ple can be taken to be pure.B ins are equally spaced
in bg @ sub ).

structures) increases. For the 3 catalogue, around 70 per
cent at 10**h 'M , 5 per cent In the 10%? 10°h '™

m ass range and zero at the high-m ass end, are obscured.
On Inspection of them aps, it is apparent that the obscured
fraction at m ass scales of 10°h 'M  typically occurs in
the nalstagesofam erger and results from confiision when
the two ob jcts coalesce.

W e adopt the 3 catalogue from now on as it o ers a
an allreduction in the obscured fraction at high m asseswhile
m aintaining good com pleteness above M qp = 10%%h '™ ,
detecting 98 per cent of all subhaloes above thism ass.

5.3 Purity

W e now consider the purity of our 3 catalogue, by under—
taking the m atching procedure in reverse, ie. starting w ith
the 2D m ass substructures and trying to identify 3D subhalo
counterparts for these. The m atching success (ie. the frac—
tion of 2D m ass substructures that are successfiilly m atched
to a 3D subhalo, In this case) then provides a m easure of
the purity. T his is in portant as it tells us in which regions
of param eter space the raw 2D data could potentially be
used directly, w ithout reference to the 3D data for calbra-
tion. Fig. show s the fractional m atching success of 2D
m ass substructures to 3D subhaloes versus the characteris-
tic physical area of the 2D substructure, A qup -

W e achieve very high purity down to Agp ' 3
10*h %M pcz, close to the approxin ate projcted area of
our com bined kemel, F, ( ré 103h2Mp<:2;seeequa—
tions[I0 and [I1l or de nitions of F and x).R easons for not

nding a 3D subhalo to m atch every 2D substructure are
three-fold. F irstly, we have detected a substructure associ-
ated with a 3D subhalo w ith lessthan 100 DM particles (ie.
ourm inin um allowed subhalo size) . Secondly, the substruc—
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Figure 11.C orrelation between physicalarea, A gy, 0£2D total
m ass substructure (3 catalogue) in unsharp-m asked im age and
DM mass of 3D subhalo, M g3, to which it is m atched. F illed
squares show subfind background haloes (see text for details).
Vertical line show s purity threshold for 2D m ass catalogue and
the other is best- tting line given by equation [12].

ture detection is Yalse’ ie.we have detected a transient en—
hancem ent which does not constitute a selfbound subhalo.
O r nally, there is an associated subhalo but m atching has
failed (m atching becom es increasingly di cult as substruc—
tures becom e an aller) .

5.4 Correlation between m ass and area

In Fig.[Idl, we take all 2D totalm ass substructures in the
3 catalogue which have been m atched to 3D subhaloes and
exam ine the correlation betw een the area ofthe 2D substruc—
ture, A oup and theDM m ass of its 3D subhalo counterpart,
M «up - The gure contains data for all three clusters at all
redshifts n the range 0 6 z< 1.The led squares indicate
ob ects which are subfind kackground haloes as opposed to
subhaloes. B ackground haloes consist of the m ost m assive
subhalo found in each FoF group plus any additional group
particles that are gravitationally bound to it and which do
not already belong to a subhalo.E ectively, the background
halo is the parent halo in which the other subhaloes reside.
T hebackground haloes grouped in the top right are the clus-
ter cores them selves, form Ing a separate population because
the 2D detection corresponds to the core only, whereas the
m ass is that of the entire cluster. T he background haloes at
lower m asses are am aller parent haloes which lie in front of
orbehind them ain clusters.This gure showsthatwhen we
are above the com pleteness Ilim it in termm s of associated 3D
subhaloDM mass M op = 10°h ' M ), m ost 2D substruc—
tures are also in the region where we know our 2D catalogue
ispure (ie.Asp > 3 10 ‘h?Mm pcz); the converse does
not hold, how ever.

For the rest of the substructures, that are not back-
ground haloes, we dem onstrate a strong correlation betw een
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the3D DM subhalomass M gp) and the 2D area @A qup)-A
Jeast squares t to this correlation yields,

M sub

A sup
og———— = + (54 01
g1OthlM ( )

(113 0:04) ]ogh TMpd
12)
where all points with Agp > 3 10 “h szc2 were
considered .U sing this correlation we can select a new thresh-
od of Agp = 10°h ?M pc2 (corresponding to a m ass of
10*n 'M ) producing a sam pl of substructures w ith both
high purity and high com pleteness (we refer to such cata-
logues as pure).
W e can also estin ate the intrinsic scatter in this relation
usmng,

1
oG 0 pup) = \/N—Zaog(Mi) g M 1)) a3

where M ; is the m ass value of each data point and
log M +) is the value com puted using equation for the
corresponding area. We nd g u,,) = 035 which sug-
gests that the typicaluncertainty in the DM m ass ofa sub-
halo isaround a factor of 2. For com parison, the twasalso
m ade using the discarded 1 and 5 2D m ass catalogues in—
stead and the intrinsic scatter in the resulting relations was
very sin ilar (0.30 and 0.37 respectively) suggesting the qual-
ity ofthe tisindependentofcatalogue choice.Furthem ore,
for given valie of A gy, the m axin um variation in the esti-
m ated value ofM 4,p when com paring allthree 2D catalogues
w ith each other is approxin ately a factor of 3, com parable
to the error from intrinsic scatter.W e also note that the in—
trinsic scatter is greater at the higher redshift, for exam ple
it is 031 when ttingonly to data or06 z 6 02 and 041
for 05 6 z < 10. Such a correlation, though calbration—
dependent, is potentially useful for providing a quick, rough
estin ate of subhaloDM m ass determ ined from the observed
area of a substructure In a weak-lensing m ap (assum ing the
substructure is resolved) .

5.5 Summary

W ehavem atched our 2D totalm ass substructure catalogues
to selfbound 3D subhaloes and have identi ed the 3 cata—
logue asthem ost suiable for the analysis in future sections.
T his catalogue is at Jeast 90 per cent com plete in all subhalo
mass bins above 10?h 'M  and pure above a proicted
area of 3 10°h ’M pcz, which is close to the resolution
lim i of our kemel. W e also note a strong correlation be-—
tween the (cbservable) area of the 2D substructure and the
DM m ass of the 3D subhalo. Using this we derive an area
threshold, 10 h2M pc2 , above which our substructure cat—
alogues have both high purity and com pleteness. P ro ction
and confusion e ects above the com pleteness 1im it are m in—
nal

6 COMPARISON OF SUBSTRUCTURE IN
THE HOT GASAND DARK MATTER
COMPONENTS

W e now address them ain ain of the paper; com paring the
substructure in the X -ray surface brightness and totalm ass

m aps. Again, we apply a sin ple m atching technigque, this
tin e to our pairs of m aps and then attem pt to explore the
underlying physicalm echanisn s which govem the resulting
m atching success, w hilst also trying to constrain any poten—
tialbiases our m ethod m ay have introduced.

The catalogues 0of 2D m ass substructures and 2D X -ray
substructures are com pared for each snapshot. T he criterion
for a m atch is that there is som e overlap of the region en—
closed by the ellipse that characterises them ass substructure
and the region enclosed by the ellipse that characterises the
X —ray substructure. In order to keep ourm ethod sin ple, we
allow both 2D totalm ass and 2D X -ray surface brightness
substructures to be m atched to m ore than one substructure
ofthe other type, rather than using additionalm atching cri-
teria to prevent this. W e use the tem singlke m atch to refer
to a unique pairing of one m ass substructure w ith one X —ray
substructure and the term m ultiple m atch f©r a m ass sub—
structure which has been m atched to m ore than one X -ray
substructure or vice versa.

6.1 D irect m atching

An in portant feature of this work is the use of 2D data
(m aps) so, with this approach in m ind, we rst undertake
them atching w ith no reference to the 3D subhalo data.This
willallow us to con mn how reliable a picture the 2D data
alone can provide as we can later com pare our resuls to
those which have been calbrated against the 3D subhalo
nform ation.

A s in Section[dwe undertake them atching procedure in
two ways; starting w ith the 2D totalm ass substructures and
seeking an X -ray counterpart foreach and then starting w ith
the 2D X -ray substructures and seeking a m ass counterpart
for each. Table[I] sum m arises the resuls of these m atching
processes, w here the data for 2D m ass substructures com es
from the form er and that for 2D X —ray substructures from
the latter. H ere we use the subscripts TM and SB to signify
substructures in the totalm ass and X -ray surface brightness
m aps, respectively.

Firstly, i is encouraging that the fraction of sub-
structures which are m atched to more than one obct
(fm ultim atched) 1S very low (2 10 per cent) regardless of
choice 0f 2D X —ray catalogue or w hether only the pure sam —
ple of2D m ass substructures isused.H igh num bers of shgle
m atches are preferred as this suggests the e ect of confiision
is Iim ited and that the num ber of false m atches is low .

T he ratios of X -ray to totalm ass substructures (I?Tsi )
show that when using the full 2D m ass catalogue, there is
always a dearth ofX ray substructures and so, regardless of
the criterion em ployed, there will be unm atched 2D m ass
substructures. H ow ever, w hen using the pure 2D m ass cata—
logue, there isa factorof 2 3 m ore X -ray substructures.
T he fraction of totalm ass substructures that are m atched
(fm atchea ) TOUghly doubles when m oving to the pure sam -
ple, suggesting that the m a prity ofm ass substructures dis—
carded to obtain purity did not have an X -ray counterpart.
This could be interpreted in one of two ways; the discarded
2D mass substructures’ were false detections and so one
would not expect to nd any corresoonding substructure in
the X ray em itting gas, or they were realbut m ay have cor-
responded to low m ass 3D subhaloes which are less likely to
have retained theirhot gas. In fact, around 75 per cent 0£2D
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Table 1. General results of direct m atching between the 2D

totalm ass and 2D X -ray surface brightness substructure cata-
logues.Top row s:m atching betw een all substructures in the X —ray
catalogue, to all those in the totalm ass catalogue. B ottom row s:
direct m atching of all substructures in the X -ray catalogue to a
pure Agp;rm > 10 Sh2M pcz) totalm ass catalogue. C olum ns:
M ultiple of wused in indicated catalogue X ), R atio ofnum ber of
substructures (§f§ ), fraction of total substructures in the cata-—
Jogue indicated that are successfully m atched (£, atcheq ), fraction
of allm atched substructures in the catalogue indicated that are
m atched m ore than once (fy yitim atched) -

Nsp

N £ ultim atched
M

Xt Xsp fu atched

™™ SB ™™ SB

Full2D totalm ass substructure catalogue
3 1 0.95 0.43 0.45 0.06 0.07
3 3 0.57 0.32 0.59 0.08 0.03

Pure 2D totalm ass substructure catalogue
3 1 283 0.77 0.30 0.10 0.04
3 3 1.71 0.67 0.43 0.10 0.01

m ass substructuresbelow the purity threshold werem atched
to a 3D subhalo, suggesting it is the latter e ect that dom i-
nates. Interestingly, when m oving from thel tothe3 X-
ray catalogue the fraction ofm ass substructuresm atched de—
creases, but the sam e quantity for the X -ray increases. H ere,
the 3 X -ray catalogue ism ore pure as a greater fraction of
its substructures can be m atched to 2D m ass substructures,
however the 1 X -ray catalogue is m ore com plete since a
greater absolute num ber of its substructures are m atched
to 2D mass. A sin ilar tradeo between purity and com —
pleteness was seen when m atching 2D m ass substructures
to 3D m ass subhaloes in Section [3. T he added com plication
here, of course, is that unlke the 2D m ass substructures
and 3D subhaloes, we cannot assum e a 1:1 correspondence
between the 2D m ass and 2D X -ray substructures (n fact
the deviation from this is the m otivation for this work), so
a com pleteness lim it cannot really be established.

Even m ore surprising than the lJarge fraction of2D m ass
substructures w ith no X -ray counterpart, is that a 2D total
m ass counterpart cannot be found for a high percentage of
the 2D X -ray substructures. Even when considering the 3
X —-ray catalogue, which picks out only the m ost de ned 2D
substructures in the hot gas, and m atching thisw ith the full
3 2D mass catalogue, 40 per cent of the X ray substruc—
tures still go unm atched . Investigating the properties of the
m atched and unm atched substructures should provide in—
sight into this result.

Focussing rston those substructuresthat arem atched,
we com pare the properties of the 2D m atched pairs. Fig.
[I2] dem onstrates the tight correlation between the area of
singly-m atched X-ray (1 catalogue) and total mass (3
catalogue) substructures. T he best- tting lne for m atched
pairs from this combination of catalogues, where the 2D
mass map substructure is In the pure region @A qup;rm >
10 *h M pc?) is given by,
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Figure 12.C orrelation between areas ofm atched pairs of2D to-
talm ass, A gup;rm » @and 2D X -ray, A qup;ss » Substructures. D ata
for single m atches only (see text for de nition) for m atching be-
tween 3 totalmassand 1 X -ray catalogues (data set using 3
X -ray catalogue has been om itted for clarity but shows a sim —
ilar distribution). Solid lines are a least squares t to all the
data (extended line) and just that above the purity threshold
® sup;T M 10 3h ?M pc?; indicated with a vertical line) for
the 2D m ass catalogue; T he latter is given by equation [I4l. T he
com plete data set has a correlation coe cient of 0.78.

Asub;TM
h 2M pc?

Asub;SB

——— = (083
h 2M pdc

0:04) log 04 01)

(14)
Including allm ultiplem atches aswell ncreases the scat—
ter, but the relationship is still clearly evident.N ote that the
X —-ray substructures are slightly larger than the totalm ass
substructures; this is partly due to the use of the 1 cat—
alogue here, but also due to the m ore extended nature of
the hot gas (for com parison, the gradient when using the
3 X-ray catalogue is 0:91 0:06, still less than 1). The
outliers above the line can m ostly be attributed to small
2D m ass substructures being m atched to highly elliptical
2D X -ray substructures, which are usually features near the
centre of the m ain cliuster corresponding to subhaloes ac—
tively undergoing stripping. In m any cases it is in possble
to tellw hether them atch isvalid ornot, how ever the scatter
occurs below the threshold area which dem arks where our
catalogue is pure Agpsru 10 *h 2Mpcd®). W ith this ;n
m ind it isunsurprising that som e of the scatter here also re—
sults from spurious detections, ie.m ass substructures that
are later found not to correspond to a subhalo. Scatter be-
low the line seem s to arise from two situations 1) a small
gas feature is detected that overlaps w ith a Jarge m ass sub-—
structure which hasbeen stripped of its gas, ie.the two are
in chance alignm ent, 2) the m atch appears genuine yet the
gas substructure is sm all, suggesting the outer regions ofgas
have already been stripped.
Fig.[I3d shows the fraction of all 2D total m ass sub-—
structures m atched to X -ray (top) and the fraction of all
2D X -ray substructures m atched to totalm ass (pottom ) as
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a fiunction of substructure area.Above 10 ° h 2 M pc? the
m atching success is > 50 per cent per bin for both cata—
logue types, however this still suggests a very high num -
ber of substructures do not have counterparts in the other
map. There are also m any large unm atched substructures,
for exam ple around 10 per cent of 2D m ass substructures
in the 2256 log Aap=h ‘M pc®) 6 20 range. Using
equation we can infer that this corresponds to a m ass
of approxin ately 10°n ™M , suggesting these correspond
to fairly m assive 3D subhaloes. Increasing the radius of the
unsharp-m asking kemel used to detect the X —ray substruc—
tures, to tw ice that ofthe ducialkemel (ie.0:drsg0), vields
a sin ilar m atching success. T his Indicates that the resuls
of the substructure com parison that are shown here, do not
depend signi cantly on this aspect of the substructure de—
tection procedure.

It is interesting that there is also a signi cant num ber
of unm atched X —ray substructures, even at large areas. O ne
would Initially assum e that once hot gas is separated from
tsDM subhalo it would disperse and so not be detected as
a stand-alone substructure. Large unm atched 2D X -ray sub-
structures w ere follow ed up individually by visual inspection
of the m aps and it appears that there are three m ain cate—
gories. These are: 1) clearly de ned substructures which are
so displaced that they cannot visually be associated w ith one
particular DM substructure (although there are typically
candidates in the vicinity), 2) clearly de ned substructures
that are slightly o set from a nearby dark m ater substruc-
ture, and 3) detections of gas Yeatures’ In the vicihity of
the core during m erger events —these ’‘substructures’ cannot
be directly associated with a DM substructure and it is not
necessarily appropriate to do so.

Scenario 1 incorporates the m ost clearcut exam ples of
2D X -ray substructures which are indisputably unm atched,
whereas scenario 2 also nclides those whose de nition as
m atched or unm atched is som ew hat sub fctive, as it is clear
which m ass substructure they belong to even though they
are spatially distinct from it (for our purposes we call these
unm atched).An exam ple of the displacem ent of the X ray
com ponent of a substructure can be seen in Section [7J]
(see Case Study 2, Fig.[I9). This exam ple is a sin ple one,
how ever, because there are often num erous hot gasde cient
m ass substructures nearby to confiise m atters and m ake de—
term ining which one the X ray substructure originated from
In possble (here we also have the tin e sequence to help us
w ith this).

Scenario 3 is sensitive to the choice of X ray catalogue
s0, treating this type of detection as unwanted, we can con—
clude that the 1 catalogue su ers from m ore false detec—
tions (by our de nition), which goes part way to explain its
Jow er overallm atching success. Scenario 2 can also be sensi-
tive to the catalogue choice, as if the displacem ent betw een
substructures is am all, then the Increase in area ofa 1 X-
ray detection can be enough to m eet the overlap criterion in
caseswhere twasn’tm et orthe3 X —ray detection.Forthis
reason we continue to show the main results for m atching
toboth thel and 3 X -ray catalogues, although i should
be noted thise ect doesn’t have a big in pact on them atch—
ing success. Furthem ore, n Section [7, where we sin plify
the discussion by show ing results for one only X ray cata-
logue, it isthe 1 that is chosen (despite itsm ore num erous
spurious detections) since it provides the m ost conservative
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Figure 13.M atching success per area bin of 3 2D m ass sub—
structure catalogue to 1 (solid) and 3 (dashed) 2D X -ray sub-—
structure catalogues versus area, for substructures above the pu-
rity threshold & qp = 10 3h 2 M pc?).B insare equally spaced in
109 A sup) - Top: Fractional m atching success when starting w ith
the 2D totalm ass substructures and seeking a 2D X -ray counter—
part foreach.B ottom :Fractionalm atching success w hen starting
w ith the 2D X -ray surface brightness substructures and seeking
a 2D m ass counterpart for each.

estin ate of the num ber of 2D m ass substructures for which
an X -ray counterpart cannot be found.

6.2 M atching 2D X -ray substructures to 2D m ass
substructures w ith a 3D counterpart

Subhalo m ass is expected to be a crucial factor when look—
Ing for m ism atches between DM and hot gas, as gas strip—
ping procedures have more e ect on low-m ass subhaloes
(Tom en et all |2004). Here, the 3D subhalo data becom es
an invaluable tool, not only because it e ectively calbrates
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our 2D totalm ass substructure catalogues, butbecause it al-
low s us to probe the e ect of subhalo m ass on the success of
the m atching to the 2D X —ray substructures.W e repeat the
m atching procedure outlined above, but this tin e only use
2D m ass substructures which have successfully been associ-
ated w ith a 3D subhalo in Section[d. Tt should be noted that,
In this section, 2D m ass substructure catalogue now refersto
the calbrated version of the origihal catalogue, containing
only those 2D m ass substructures which have a 3D subhalo
counterpart. In the case of 2D m ass substructures that have
been associated w ith m ore than one subhalo (see Section[d),
M qup refers to the combined DM m ass of these subhaloes.

Table[J show s the overall statistics for m atching both
the fulland pure (ie.Agp;rw > 10 h?M pcz) catalogues
of 2D m ass substructures wih a 3D subhalo counterpart
to the 2D X —-ray substructure catalogues. It is worth high—
lighting here that the results in Tabl [l and [2] are aln ost
dentical for the pure 2D m ass substructure catalogue be-
cause, by de nition, the vast m a prity of 2D m ass substruc-
tures in the pure sam ple have a 3D counterpart. N ote that
the ratios of X -ray substructures to total m ass substruc—
tures n the rst row (full 2D m ass catalogue) are larger
than the equivalent ratios in Tabl [, which does not in—
clude any reference to the 3D subhalo data. This di erence
can be directly attributed the fact that a 3D subhalo coun-
terpart could not be identi ed for around 10 per cent of the
original 2D m ass substructures (n the 3 catalogue) and
O N,y ;Tab]@d\l Tty ;Tapidd] " 09, whereas Nsp rem ains the
sam e.

There is a slight in provem ent in the fraction of 2D
mass substructures m atched to X -ray after calbrating
the m ass substructures against the 3D subhalo data (ie.
fm atched;T abl@ > fm atched;T ablelj)’p"‘:im aery becau%ﬂl]spm_
cess w ill have rem oved any spurious detections from our
2D m ass catalogues. These are unlkely to be m atched to
an X -ray substructure, sin ply because they are due to dis-
creteness noise In the totalm assm ap or an artefact of the
unsharp-m asking procedure and, as such, we would not ex—
pect these to be correlated w ith features in the X —ray surface
brightnessm ap. T he rem ovalof these unm atched m ass sub—
structures results in a boost to the overallm atching success
and slightly reduces the fraction of 2D m ass substructures
m atched m ore than once (fn uitim atcheda) to 3 X -ray sub-—
structures. D esgpite this e ect, however, the overall m atch—
Ing success still rem ains surprishgly low, with a m axin um
value of 45 per cent, achieved when m atching to the 1 X -
ray catalogue.

T his overall statistic isdom inated by substructuresw ith
low associated 3D subhalo m asses as these are far m ore nu—
m erous.From Fig.[Bwe can estin ate that there are approxi-
m ately 3 tin esm ore subhaloesw ith 10" < M gp=h 'M <
10'? than subhaloes with M gp=h 'M > 10'* (fr sub-
haloes with their m ost bound particle within rse0 only).
From them iddle panelofF ig.[4, it is apparent that 85 95
per cent of 3D subhaloes in thism ass range (and w ith m ost
bound particle w ithin rspp) have no hot gas.W ih thesstwo
resuls in m ind, i is not surprising that the total percent—
age of 2D m ass substructures w ith 3D subhalo counterparts
w hich also have X -ray counterparts isbiased so low . Thisef-
fect can be fiirther dem onstrated by considering the overall
m atching success to X ray for the pure 2D m ass substruc—
ture catalogue (second row, Table[D). This is signi cantly

Table 2. General results of m atching between the 2D total
m ass substructures (which have been successfully m atched to a
3D subhalo) and 2D X -ray surface brightness substructure cat—
alogues.Top row s:m atching between all substructures in the to—
talm ass catalogue, to all those in the X ray catalogue. B ottom
row s: m atching between a pure @A gp;rm > 10 Sh?M pcz) to—
talm ass catalogue and all substructures in the X -ray catalogues.
Colum ns:M uliple of used in indicated catalogue X ), R atio of
num ber of substructures (gfi ), fraction oftotal substructures in
the catalogue indicated that are successfully m atched (fy atched)r
fraction ofm atched substructures in the catalogue indicated that
are m atched m ore than once (fy yitim atched) -

Nsp
XM X sB Non

ﬁn atched ﬁn ultim atched

Full2D totalm ass substructure catalogue
3 1 1.03 0.45 0.06
3 3 0.62 0.34 0.07

Pure 2D totalm ass substructure catalogue
3 1 2.84 0.77 0.10
3 3 1.72 0.67 0.10

higher, wih a maxinum valie of 77 per cent (again for
the 1 X -ray catalogue). Here, on rem oving substructures
wih Aqp;rv < 10 > h 2Mpc2 to achieve a pure sample
we have, by virtue of the M 4p A qup correlation (Equa—
tion [12]), rem oved substructures w ith an associated valie of
M qp < 10%h 'M

It is clear from the overallm atching statistics that the
m atching success depends heavily on the 3D subhalo m ass,
so we now exam ine this dependency in m ore detail. F ig.[14]
show s the success in m atching 2D totalm ass substructures
to 2D X -ray substructures as a function of the associated
subhalo m ass. It should be rem embered that M 3, is the
subhalo DM m ass, not total m ass, and therefore is inde—
pendent of the am ount of gas rem oval a subhalo m ay have
undergone, other than the secondary e ect ofthe rem aining
DM being m ore prone to tidal stripping. W e have opted to
include only those m ass substructuresm atched to subhaloes
above M qp = 10%h '™ (the com pleteness lim it). H ow —
ever, we note that the altemative choice of a sam ple w ith
Agpsry > 10° h ?Mpc® (the purity Iim it) m ade little dif-
ference to this gure for the m ass range shown.

For the 1 X -ray catalogue, the m atching success per
m ass bin rises gradually wih DM subhalo m ass: it is> 95
per cent for cluster cores M sup & 10*n '™ ), " 95 per
cent for groups M sup 10°h'M ) and ' 65 per cent
for galaxies M sup 10%%h '™ ). A sin ilar trend is seen
for the 3 catalogue, except that the success w thin a given
m ass bin is around 10-15 per cent lower.

Tt is expected, based on the trend for fg.s decreasing
w ith subhalo m ass already dem onstrated, there would be
a cuto mass below which the fraction of substructures
wih an X -ray com ponent would fall o sharply from 100
per cent (sim ilar to that seen in Fig[§ when m atching 2D
substructures to 3D subhaloes). This feature is present (at
M sub 10%h '™ ), howeverthe allo ism uch m ore grad—
ualand surprisingly the success rate is slightly below 100 per
cent even above this value. T he position of the cut-o m ass
and the rate of allo thereafter, is independent of X -ray
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Figure 14. Fractionalm atching success per m ass bin of 3 2D
m ass substructure catalogue to 1  (solid) and 3 (dashed) 2D
X —-ray substructure catalogues versus subhalo m ass.D ata are for
2D m ass substructures for which a 3D subhalo counterpart was
found.B ins are equally space in log M g1, ), the subhaloDM m ass.

catalogue choice and there is a deviation in the predicted
success ofonly 10 per cent.

In order to link these results to the com position of the
underlying 3D subhaloes, we exam ine the hot (T > 10°K )
gas fractions, fgas, of the subhaloes that are m atched to
the 2D m ass substructures. In cases where m ore than one
subhalo is associated w ith the sam e 2D m ass substructure,
we calculate f5a5 forthem ostm assive subhalo (obutnote that
the exclusion 0of2D substructuresm atched to m ore than one
subhalo from the follow ing analysism akes little di erence to
the resuls).F ig.[[8 show s the average hot gas fraction, fgass
perm ass bin for di erent sam ples of 2D m ass substructures
(binning is identical to that in Fig.[I4)). Interestingly, the
average fyas forall2D m ass substructures (dot-dash) show s
the sam e trend w ith subhalo m ass as the m atching success,
suggesting that the two are closely linked, as i would have
been reasonable to assum e.

The solid and dashed lines show the average fgas
value for 2D m ass substructures which are m atched to a
substructure n the 1 or 3 X -ray catalogue, respectively.
These values are slightly higher than those for all the
substructures Wwih and without X-ray counterparts)
suggesting that only low m ass 3D subhaloes w ith a higher
than average hot gas fraction w ill be successfiilly detected
In 2D and m atched in the X ray m aps. W e also exam ined
the m nimum fgy,s of a totalm ass substructure with a 2D
X -ray counterpart and the m axinum fg.s of one without a
2D X -ray counterpart, per m ass bin, for both X -ray cata-—
logues. T hese quantities e ectively give the hot gas fraction
thresholds that de ne the X -ray substructure catalogues.
The m ininum fy,s was catalogue independent, suggesting
the lower detection Iim it is dom inated by another factor,
however, the m axinum fg.s was found to be signi cantly
higher for the 3 catalogue at low m asses (com pared to
the 1 catalogue and the average value), occasionally by
a factor of around 2. Since the average fj.s of a mass
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Figure 15.A verage hot gas fraction perm ass bin ofm ostm assive
3D subhalo m atched to a 2D m ass substructure in the 2D cata—
logue (dot-dash).G as fractionsare in unitsof = p .O ther lines
show the sam e quantity, but only forthose 2D m ass substructures
that are also successfully m atched to a 2D X -ray substructure.B in
values and other line-styles are as for F ig.[14].

substructure successfiilly m atched to an X -ray substructure
is catalogue independent, yet the maximum fgas can be
much higher for the 3 catalogue, this suggests that that
the di erence in num bers of substructures contained in each
catalogue is prin arily due to hot gas distrbution rather
than m ass. The ob fcts picked up In the 1 catalogue but
not in the 3 catalogue have fy,s values higher than the
average detected, ie. if fgas is the controlling factor, they
should appear In both catalogues. H ow ever, ifa subhalo had
a signi cant hot gas fraction, but this had been displaced
from its centre or the dense core of the hot gas had been
disrupted and so the peak In X -ray em ission was not so
bright, this could explain the sam e substructure being de—
tected in the 1 butnot the 3 catalogues (rem em ber the

values refer to cuts in the residualX —ray surface brightness).

6.3 Summ ary

W e have attem pted to m atch every 2D m assm ap substruc—
ture to a 2D substructure in the corresponding X —ray m ap
and have show n that there are num erous occasions w hen this
isnotpossble, highlighting di erencesbetween substructure
In thehotgasand DM com ponents. T he frequency ofm atch—
ng failures clearly increases w ith decreasing subhalo m ass:
a faw per cent of cluster cores M qup & 10*h'M ),’ 5
per cent of groups ™M sub 10%h '™ ) and ’ 35 per cent
of galaxies M «up 10*?h 'M ) do not have X -ray coun-
terparts. Interestingly, we also nd that around a halfofthe
X —ray substructures detected don’t have counterparts In the
mass maps. Asmore pint weak lensing and X ray studies
are undertaken, we predict m ore Yark haloes’ w illbe found,
w ith these discoveries not restricted to rare, m erger events
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nvolving high m ass subhaloes but w ill occur frequently on
the galaxy-m ass scale.

7 DISCUSSION

The bene t of perform ing a coan ological sim ulation is that
it will best m in ic the com plicated processes taking place
during the form ation of real galaxy clusters. H owever, by
the sam e token, it can then be di cul to untangle the in—

uence of one param eter or physical process on the concli—
sions, from that of another. In this section, we investigate
the e ects of the m ain selection param eters (Section [Z.I))
and them ain m odelparam eters (Section [73)) on Fig.[I4l. In
addition, we de ne several broad categories for the fate of
a m ass substructure’s hot gas com ponent, as viewed in 2D .
By exploring a C ase Study from each category (Section[72),
w e attem pt to illustrate how the overall picture of the corre—
spondence between the totalm ass and X -ray m aps, shown
in Fig.[I4], is built up. In Section [74], we m ake a prelim i~
nary assesan ent of the potential in pact of analysing m aps
w ith noise and observationally achievable resolution on our
results.

7.1 Selection param eters

Section |d deal with all the cluster m aps as one data set,
however, in reality there are selection param eters which
com e in to play when observing clusters. T he two m ost sig—
ni cant are redshift and dynam icalstate, thee ectsofwhich
we Investigate below .

7.1.1 Variations with redshift

T he role of redshift is generally in portant when exam ining
any class of astrophysical ob fct, as i cannot be assum ed
that a population w ill not evolve signi cantly. In the case
of galaxy clusters, our understanding of this factor is
particularly signi cant if they are to becom e robust probes
of the cosm ological param eters. In this section we divide
ourm aps into two samples, 0 6 z 6 02 and 056 z< 10
(chosen to contain an equal num ber of snapshots; 11), and
test if there is any di erence In the resuls.

Fig.[Id shows the fractional success of m atching 2D
m ass substructures, that have been associated with a 3D
subhalo, to 2D X -ray substructures versus subhalo m ass,
split into low and high redshift bins. There is a trend for
higher m atching success between substructures In the total
m ass and X —ray surface brightnessm aps at higher redshifts
orM qp < 10°n '™ ,most sin ply explained by the ar-
gum ent that the subhaloes have had less tin e to su er the
e ects of ram pressure stripping.

7.1.2 E ects of dynam ical state

Since m a’prm ergers on the cluster m ass scale are such en—
ergetic events, it would be unsurprising ifdisturbed clisters
exhbited m ore discrepancies in their hot gasand DM sub-
structure. Indeed, som e of the m ost extrem e cbservational
exam ples are found in highly disturbed clisters, for exam -
ple the bullet cluster (Clowe et al.2004) and the Ytoan ic
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Figure 16.M atching success per m ass bin of 3 2D m ass sub-
structure catalogueto 1 2D X -ray substructure catalogues versus
subhaloDM m ass.D ata divided by redshift:0 6 z 6 02 (dashed)
and 0:55 6 z < 1:0 (dot-dashed) Solid line show s com bined data
from F ig.[I4l.

train-wreck’ In Abell 520 M ahdaviet all|2007). There is
also much debate about the signi cance of the e ect that
m erger activity has on bulk properties of galaxy clusters
potentially m aking it an in portant selection e ect. Sin ula—
tionsofisolated clusterm ergers have suggested thatm assive,
correlated um inosity and tem perature boosts are associated
w ith m ajpr m ergers and that these could cause the m asses
of high-redshift clusters to be overestin ated from both the
M Tx and the M Lx relation [Ricker & Sarazin |2001;
R andall et alll2002) . It has also been suggested that, if this
e ect is real, such system s would stand out from scaling
relations [0 'H ara et alll2006), but in recent high resolution
studies [Poolk et alll2006,12007,12008) and cosm ological sin —
ulations where m ultiple m ergers occur, no such sin ple cor-
relation between scatter in the Ly Tx relation and visble
evidence of ongoing m apr m erger activity has been found
eg.Rowley et all|2004;|K av et al.i2007).

In order to divide our In ages into just two subsets m a—
Jor m erger or not), it is necessary to have an additional
technigque to calbrate the centroid shift variance (described
in Section [23) and determ ine which valie of this statis—
tic m arks the threshold between these two states. Since we
are interested in separating out the m ost extrem e m erging
events, as this should m ake any trend stand out, we choose
a value of the centroid shift vardance which singles out the
highest peaks in this quantity, which we determ ine to be
01.The sam pl isthen split into two —those snapshotsw ith
valies above the threshold and those w ith values below and
this division is con m ed by exam ination of X -ray surface
brightness contourm aps (see F ig.[) .

Fig.[I7 shows the m atching success for the disturbed
(dashed) and relaxed (dot-dash) sam ples, versus subhalo
mass. It is clearly evident that all the m atching failures
aboveM ¢ 3 102 lie in the disturbed sam ple, and visual
Inspection ofthem aps con m s they are allundergoing sig—
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Figure 17.M atching success per m ass bin of 3 2D m ass sub—
structure catalogue to 1 2D X —ray substructure catalogues ver—
sus subhalo DM m ass. D ata split into two subsets according to
dynam ical state (see text for details): relaxed (dot-dashed) and
disturbed (dashed). Solid line show s com bined data from Flglﬂ

ni cant m ergers or collisions. T he trend is actually reversed
for low m asses; substructures here have a lower probability
ofhaving an X -ray counterpart in relaxed clusters. T his can
be explained in the sam e way as the dependency on red—
shift in this m ass range. Substructures In relaxed clisters
have been there longer since, by de nition, the last m erger
event was som e tin e ago and therefore have been sub fct
to stripping processes for longer. For com parison w ith our
two redshift sam ples, we com pute the m ean redshift of the
snapshots in our disturbed and relaxed sam ples, which we

nd to be 055 and 037 respectively. T his highlights that
there is som e degeneracy between the e ects of redshift and
dynam ical state, although these values are m uch closer than
the m ean redshifts of our redshift sam ples (0.72, 0.10; shap—
shots are equally spaced in tim e not redshift) and so the
fact we get such a dram atic di erence suggests looking at
redshift alone is not su cient.

7.2 D etachm ent of hot gas from dark m atter
subhaloes

In the previous section we have investigated the overall
probability of nding a 2D X -ray counterpart for the 2D

totalm ass substructures we detected . In order to fully probe
all the factors which result in a m atching faiure in our
analysis, a m ore detailed treatm ent (eg. carefil tracking of
subhaloes between snapshots with higher tin e resolition
or idealised sin ulations of individualm ergers) would be re—
quired.N evertheless, it is very infom ative to exam ine som e
of these m atching failures in m ore detail to gain insight
into the variety of scenarios that occur. It is reasonable to
assum e that ram pressure stripping is the main culprit in
the rem ovalofhot gas, however it is interesting to note that
there are severaldistinct realisations of the outcom e of this
process in the m aps. To illustrate these, we choose a an all

subset of substructures by visual ingpection and follow
theseup In 2D and 3D .W e present these case studies below .

7.2.1 Evidence of partial ram pressure stripping.

A though we are prin arily concemed w ith cases in which
m atching between the 2D totalm ass and 2D X -ray surface
brightness substructures fails, it is interesting to note that
we observe the signatures of ram pressure stripping in
ob gects for which the m atch is still achieved.

Case Study 1. Fig.[I8 shows the developm ent of a
large tail of hot gas which stream s behind the m ain sub-
structure as it passes near to the cluster centre (its 3D
physical displacem ent In the m iddle panel is approxin ately
051r500) . The substructure is indicated w ith an arrow and
hasMgp 7 1 3 10*?h 'M . Note the tem porary de—
crease In m ass (@bout a factor of 2) In the m iddle snapshot.
This is a wellkknown issue with subfind, where subhaloes
becom e m ore di cul to distinguish when In close proxim —
ity to the cluster’s centre, due to their low density contrast
([Ludlow et all|2009). In this case, around half of the sub-
halo’s DM particles in the left-hand im age are deem ed to
belong to the m ain cluster in the m iddle im age, decreas—
Ing to around 20 per cent in the right-hand in age, as the
subhalo m oves away from the core region.

The substructure is clkarly visbl in both the X -ray
In age and the m ass contours and is detected and m atched
in 2D at each tim e shown, regardless of choice of the 1
or 3 X-ray catalogue. The subfind data reveals that the
m ass of gas associated w ith the corresponding subhalo is
reduced to 60 per cent of its initial valie over the course of
this tin e sequence, however. The subhalo m ay well be on
a highly elongated orbit and m ay eventually be depleted of
enough of its hot gas such that it is no longer detected in
the X -ray surface brightnessm ap. A s such, it is lkely that
this represents what is, for m any substructures, the rst
stage in a tin e sequence that eventually lads to m atching
failure. However, this stage m ay not be visble for m any
substructures, depending on the inclination of the gas tail
w ith respect to the line of sight and the am ount of X -ray
em ission from the stripped gas.

This case study also dem onstrates that our detection
technique is not too sensitive to the stripping of the outer
regions of a substructure’s hot gas and that m atching fail-
ures therefore represent an extrem e depletion or com plete
rem oval (or displacem ent) ofthe X —ray em itting com ponent.

7.2.2 M atching failire due to com plkte ram pressure
stripping.
W e now exam ine the scenario whereby stripping of a
substructure’shot gas results in theDM com ponent tuming
up as an unm atched totalm ass substructure. T here are two
distinct categories here: m atching ailure due to the spatial
displacem ent of the hot gas com ponent and m atching failure
due to the hot gas com ponent being erased com pletely from
the X -ray surface brightnessm ap.
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F igure 18 . Sequence show ing strong evidence of stripping in clusterB for0:16 6 z 6 021, but neither detection norm atching procedures
fail. Im age is com posed of the logarithm ic X -ray surface brightness m ap w ith X -ray surface brightness (white) and surface m ass density
(black) contours, equally spaced in log, overlaid. Inner contours have half the spacing of outer ones in order to highlight structure in the

core region.M g / 2:5 10?h 'M ;13 10*h 'M  and 235

10*2h 'M , respectively.

Figure 19. Sequence show ing progressive separation of 2D total m ass substructure and its 2D X -ray counterpart for cluster B at
005 < z < 001, which results in a m atching failure in the nalm ap of the sequence. Im age is com posed of the logarithm ic X -ray
surface brightness m ap w ith X -ray surface brightness (white) and surface m ass density (olack) contours, equally spaced in log, overlaid.

Mgap’ 26 10%%h 'M ;24 10?h 'M and 390

C ase study 2 lm]ghm_m;a:eﬁ tZQQj) produce an
analytical m odel describing the Increasing separation be-
tween the DM and hot gas com ponents of a substructure
m oving through the ICM . Indeed this type of displacem ent,
w here the hot gas substructure rem ains intact yet is clearly
displaced from the DM , is another reason form atching aik-
ures In our analysis. Fig.[I9 shows a sequence of m aps in
which an X -ray counterpart is nitially found fora totalm ass
substructure, but then clearly becom es spatially separated
to the point where m atching fails. It is clear that should
this type of displacem ent occur along the line of sight, we
would not be aware of it, however this isn’t a shortfallofour
m ethod; we want to be sub fct to the sam e restrictions as
observers. In the left panelthe substructure is wellm atched
to its X -ray counterpart (indicated by one arrow only as
the contours and surface brightness peak are coincident) . In
the m iddle panel, due to the e ects of ram pressure, the
X —-ray com ponent is slightly o set, yet m atching is still suc-
cessful for both the 3 and 1 X —ray catalogues. F nally, in
the right panel, the progression ofthe X -ray com ponent has
been slowed so much that it is signi cantly displaced from

101%2h 1M

, respectively.

the totalm ass substructure and is, therefore, not m atched
regardless of the choice of X -ray catalogue.

A 3D analysis of this tin e sequence con m s this pic—
ture. T he bound gas m ass of the corresponding subhalo de—
creases to alm ost zero between the left-hand and m iddle
panels of F ig.[I9 and the subhalo is com pletely gas-free by
the right-hand panel. W e identify, in the right-hand panel,
the location of the gas particles which origihally belonged
to the DM subhalo and con m that these exist as a clum p
which is coincident w ith the substructure in the X ray sur-
face brightness In age.

This separate hot gas com ponent will eventually be
com pletely disrupted, leaving the m ass substructure (which
w il rem ain intact longer) w ith no trace ofan X -ray counter—
part. T his situation is seen in them aps fairly frequently and
presum ably the separation procedure described above is the
precursor to this. However, we also encounter an exam ple
of m ore In m ediate erasing of substructure from the X -ray
surface brightness m ap, which we describe In the next case
study.

It should be noted that the survival time of the
gaseous com ponent of subhaloes has been shown to be



22 Leila C.Powellet al

dependent on the num erical techniques em ployed and the
resulting success wih which hydrodynam ical instabilities
that expedite gas stripping are captured. |Agertz et all
(2007) show that SPH (with standard arti cial viscosity)
cannot capture K elvin-H elm holtz Instabilities K H I) aswell
as Adaptive M esh Re nem ent codes. Indeed, [D olag et al.
(2008) dem onstrate that using a low-—viscosity scheme
(less dam ping of the KHI) in gadget—2 results in sm aller
gas fractions for subhaloes inside a cluster’s virial radius,
suggesting such issues w ill in pact on studies such as this
one. M ore recently, in provem ents to the SPH m ethodology
have been suggested, which increase its ability to capture
KHI [Price|2008; K awata et all12009; Read et all.|2009). It
is therefore a m atter for further investigation, whether the
concentrations of stripped subhalo gas which give rise to
X -ray surface brightness substructures, as illustrated in this
case study, would still occur when the growth of KHI are
sin ulated reliably.

C ase study 3.Fig.[20 show s the encounter of a sub—
structure M qup 10%h 'M ) with the inner regions of
the m ain cluster at z 0. In the kft panel the substruc—
ture is detected (and clarly visble by eye, indicated w ith
an arrow ) In both the totalm ass and X ray surface bright-
nessm aps and the m atching procedure is successful. In the
m iddle panel there is a clear doublepeaked structure In the
centre of the X -ray m ap, yet this is absent in the totalm ass
contours and the substructure is not detected as a separate
ob ect from the cluster core in 2D . subfind individually re-
solves the subhalo in 3D , albeit w ith a signi cantly reduced
m ass due to the e ect discussed In C ase Study 1. T herefore,
although we have two 3D haloes (the m ain cluster and the
subhalo), their proxim ity m eans both are attributed to the
sam e 2D m ass substructure; essentially the resolution lim it
of our detection procedure has been exceeded here.

In the right-hand panel the substructure is again de-
tected In the totalmass m ap (its position in the contours
is indicated w ih an arrow) but there is no corresoonding
detection in this region of the X tay map. The DM sub-
structure has been com pltely stripped of its hot gas and is
also stripped (tidally) itself; according to subfind the cor—
responding subhalo has no bound gas particles in the nal
paneland the DM m ass hasbeen reduced to roughly 40 per
cent of its value In the rst panel. Indeed the rest of this
subhalo’s DM and gas particles are found to belong to the
m ain cluster at the end of this tin e sequence.

Note, however, the edge-lke feature present instead
which appears to lag behind the 2D m ass substructure (de—
tections of this are m ade in both X -ray catalogues but are
not m atched to the m ass substructure as the positions are
not coincident).A tail of stripped hot gas is also visble on
the right-hand side ofthism ap which resulted from the sub-—
structure’s approach and isalso apparent in the left and m id—
dlepanels.A detailed discussion ofthe gaseous features that
can arise during such interactions appears in [Pool et all
(200€) .

W e also note that there are sin ilar scenarios whereby
a collision results in the disruption of the X ray em itting
gas, rather than its com plete rem ovalas seen here. In these
cases, w hile there is stillevidence of gas In the viciniy ofthe
massmap substructure, a de ned peak is no longer visble
and the detection of an X ray substructure can then be cat-

alogue dependent (di erent catalogues in pose di erent cuts
on the residual surface brightness). T he issue of catalogue
dependence is discussed in the follow Ing case study.

If we exam Ine the m aps inm ediately preceding this
sequence we observe the sam e substructure undergoing
stripping of its hot gas on an earlier passage through the
cluster’s Inner regions, adding weight to our supposition
that Case Study 1 may be the precursor to the hot gas
being rem oved com pletely. In fact, it is plausble that all
the case studies may sinply be di erent moments In a
sequence which substructures that continue to orbit within
the clister long enough are sub fct to: stripping of outer
regions of hot gas, displacem ent of rem aining hot gas then
com plete disruption of the hot gas substructure.

C ase study 4.W enow exam Ine a scenario In which a
close encounter between them ain cluster and a subhalo has
resulted in the hot gas from one ob fct being rem oved and
assin ilated into the m ain cluster’'s ICM . However, in this
case the conglom erate hot gas does not correspond spatially
wih a mass map substructure. This case study highlights
how challenging it can be to correctly determ ine which X —
ray substructures are associated w ith which m ass substruc—
tureswhen working in 2D and the 1im itations of our current
detection and m atching schem es.

In Fig.2Il we present an inage of cluster A at z = 1
(m iddle panel) which bears sim ilarity, in temm s of its con-

guration, to the recent observation in |B radac et all (2008).
T his observation is on a larger scale, how ever, depicting the
m erger of two clusters, w ith nearly equalm asses. The lft
and right-hand panels show the m aps for the snapshot di-
rectly before and after, respectively, to provide som e insight
however, due to the com plexity of the m erger, a detailed
subhalo m erger tree would be required to unravel the full
series of events. H ere we focus on the m iddle panel.

It is clear that the inner region consists of three DM
haloes (alldetected in 2D by our algorithm ) and only two X —
ray peaks (also detected) . T he westem X —ray peak is coinci-
dent w ith (and successfully m atched to) one oftheDM sub-
structures, however, the eastem X —ray peak lies in-between
the other two substructures. The an aller of these DM sub-—
structures M s / 1% 10"h 'M ) ism atched to the east—
em X -ray substructure when using ettherthel or3 X-ray
catalogue.W e can see, how ever, that this substructure is still
o set from thebulk ofthe hot gas in this region and instead
Just overlaps w ith a tail ofm aterial extending outw ards to—
wards it. Indeed, in 3D this subhalo hasa very low gas frac—
tion, suggesting itsm atch w ith the X ray substructure ispri-
m arily a projction e ect.The larger ofthese DM substruc—
tures appears com pletely devoid of hot gas and is the m ain
clister as de ned by subfind ™ o ’ 1:9 10h 'M ).
The displacem ent of this surface m ass densiy peak from
the eastem X —ray surface brightness peak is 90h ! kpc. It is
Interesting that while the projcted m ass peak of them ain
cluster iso set from thebulk ofthe X —-ray em ission, frsm ost
bound particle actually coincides w ith the m axin um X -ray
surface brightness (the white spot in the inage). W hen we
usethel X -ray catalogue, them ain clister core is actually
m atched to a very sm all, ssparate X -ray substructure and
so does not show up as an unm atched ob fct in this data
set. This pair would add to the scatter in the area-area cor—
relation plot ig.[I2) suggesting that, in firtture work, poor
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Figure 20. Sequence stripping of X -ray gas from a substructure in for cluster A for 0:07 6 z 6 0., m atching fails in the last im age
of the sequence. Im age and contours as in Fig.[T9. M gup * 1:0 10°h 'M , unde ned (see text for details) and 4:4 10*?h 'M

respectively.

Figure 21.Im age of cluster A undergoing a m erger at z

peak) and 3:7 10'?h M

1, w ith them iddle panelbearing rem arkable sin ilarity to that in[B radac et all
) . Left-hand panel: M asses of three m ain inner substructures are 2:8

102h 'M  (smallerpeak), 1:8 10'h 'M  (large eastem

(large w estem peak) .M iddle panel: T he westem X —ray peak is coincident w ith one ofthe DM substructures

yet the eastem X -ray peak lies in-between the other two substructures. T he larger of these appears com pletely devoid of hot gas and is

them ain cluster as de ned by subfind ™ g ’ 1:9 10%h M

twom ain inner substructures are 2:0 10%h ' M

). The displacem ent of this surface m ass density peak from the eastem
X -ray surface brightness peak is 90h ! kpc.The smaller DM substructure hasM 45 ' 1:6
(large eastem peak) and 2:1  10'%h 'M

10'?n 'M .Right-hand panel: M asses of
(large w estern peak) . In age and contours

as in Fig.[I8]. N ote that north is up and east is left. See text for further details.

agreem ent in area ofm atched pairs could be used to rem ove
dubiousm atches.

This case study illustrates that the use of the 3 X-
ray catalogue is the m ost lkely to allow retrievalofallhigh
m ass substructures with no signi cant hot gas com ponent
as these will 2ilto be m atched. The 1 X -ray catalogue is
Jess stringent and w illdetect sm aller am ounts ofgas and w ill
also result in the m atching of substructures that are slightly
o set, since the X -ray substructures in this catalogue are
m ore extended. H ow ever, by the sam e token, it is also m ore
prone to false m atches than the 3 catalogue.

7.3 G as physicsm odelparam eters

Our main results focussed on a set of non-radiative clis-
ters, the sin plest m odel for the ICM w ithin a cosm ological
context. It is well know n, however, that additional physical
processes m ust operate In clisters; scaling relations such as
the X ray lum inosity-tem perature relation are di erent to

w hat is expected from the so—called selfsim ilarm odel (eg.
) .Them ost favoured explanation for the altered
sin ilarity of clusters is that the ICM has undergone an in—
tense, and perhaps extended, period ofheating due to galac—
ticout ow s (from starsand active galactic nuclei) .R adiative
cooling also plays a role, selectively rem oving the low en-
tropy gas, although is com pletely reliant on subsequent heat—

Ing to avoid a cooling catastrophe (e.g.;
M C arthy et alll2004,2008).

Investigating the full e ects of cooling and heating is
beyond the scope of this paper, but we have performed a
prelin inary investigation on the e ects of cooling on our re—
sults. To avoid over-cooling the gas and m otivated by the
observations that stellar populations in clusters are old (eg.
T hom as et all M), we only allow the gas to cool radia-
tively at early tin es, until a reasonable fraction of gas has
cooled and form ed stars. W e adopted the sam e procedure
as outlined in ), assum Ing a m etalfree gas

(Z = 0). The simulation of cluster A was repeated and
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Table 3. P roperties of clusters A (NR and CL denote the non-
radiative and cooling runs respectively), B and C at z= 0.M 500,
Tq and Ly ;sin are calculated from the simulation data directly.
Ly ;obs are the observed X ray lum inosities for clusters w ith the
sam e value of M 509 or Ty, calculated using the Ly M 500 Or
the Ly Ty scaling relation from |P ratt et all [2009), denoted by
L-M and L-T, respectively.

C luster M 500 Ts1 Ly ;sim Ly ;obs
10*¥h 'M ) kev) (10%*ergs) (10*%ergs)
L-M L-T
A CL) 60 5.7 18.1 303 11.5
A NR) 6.0 4.7 292 30.1 6.0
B 2.7 33 8.5 6.4 1.8
¢ 5.9 31 223 29.4 15

cooling was sw itched on until z 5, when around 10 per
cent of the gas In the high-resolution region had fom ed
stars, In agreem ent w ith near-infrared observations, which
suggest that the stellar m ass, as a percentage of the ICM
gas m ass, is around 10 per cent on average (eg.Lin et all
2003;Balogh et alll2001;IC ol et alll2001). T he cooled frac—
tion in the cluster, w ithin rso0,at z = 0 isabout 20 per cent,
slightly higher than observed by |Lin et all (2003).

W e use observed Ly M 500 and Lx Tx relations
[P.ratt et all|2009) in order to com pare the sin ulated X -ray
Jum inosity (Lx ;sim ) 0OfclusterA at z = 0 w ith that expected
from observations (Lx ;ops) based on both is M 590 value
and its spectroscopic-like tem perature, Ts; M azzotta et all
2004). Tabl [3 sum m arises these properties, including the
values for the other clusters as a point of com parison. T he
non-radiative version of cluster A has a sin ilar X ray u—
m Inosity to that observed based on its m ass, but a much
higher um inosiy than observed (Lix ;simn =Lx ;obs 5) based
on Tg.Sin ilarly, clusters B and C also exhibi X way lum i-
nosities close to those ocbserved for theirmasses at z = 0,
yet are very over-lum inous for their tem peratures. A ssum —
ing the observed m ass determ nations are accurate, then the
main di erence is that the sinulated Tg; is too low in the
non-radiative m odel due to the presence of too much cold
gas (seelKay et alll2008). Tuming on high-redshift cooling
In cluster A preferentially rem oves this cool gas, bringing
down the um inosity ([Lix ;sim =Lix ;obs 0:6, based on m ass)
but Increasing Tq such that Lix ;sim =Lix ;obs 16, based on
tem perature. So, overall, the cooling m odel is closer to the
observed (pest—t) Lx Tx M s00 plane. n future, wewill
also consider the additional e ects of heating from super—
novae and active galactic nuclki. It w ill be interesting to see
how the com peting e ects of cooling and heating a ect the
structure of the subhaloes.

T he cluster identi cation procedure is the sam e as de—
scribed i Section [2], except that in order to ensure we Hllow
the sam e ob ect In all resin ulations of the sam e cluster, the
list of cluster candidates in the cooling run is searched for
the best m atch to the selected ob fct in the non-radiative
run. In Fig.[J the surface m ass density (left) and X ray sur—
face brightness (right) m aps for the cooling run ( rst row)
and non-radiative run (second row) of cluster A at z = 0
can be com pared. Q ualitatively, the two sets of m aps ap-—
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Figure 22 .Cum ulative subhalo DM m ass functions for cluster A
cooling run (solid line), and clister A non-radiative run (dashed
line), at z = 0. D ata are for subhaloes w ith their m ost bound
partjcle w ithin 500 -
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Figure 23. Average hot gas fraction per m ass bin (in units of
p= m = 0:I15) for cooling run (solid) and non-radiative run
(dashed) of cluster A .

pear sin ilar, suggesting that cooling at high redshift does
not strongly a ect ourm ain resuls.

W e can once again exam ine the properties of our 3D
subhalo sam ple, to see the role cooling has played. F ig.[22]
show s the z= 0 subhalo DM m ass function for the cooling
(solid line) and non-radiative (dashed line) munsofclisterA .
The DM m ass fiinctions agree well, although it is apparent
there aremore Iow DM m ass subhaloes (a sin ilar e ect is
also seen at z = 035 and 1), suggesting that the central
condensation of the baryons deepen the potential wells and
reduce the am ount of disruption ofthe DM .
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W e exam ine the e ect of cooling on the hot gas w ithin
the 3D subhaloes, by com puting the average hot (T > 10°K )
gas fractions within each m ass bin. The resuls are shown
in Fig[23, or the non—radiative (dashed) and cooling (solid)
versions of cluster A (expressed In units of the globalvalue,

b= m = 0:15). In the non-radiative cluster, the hot gas
fraction Increases w ith subhalo m ass, re ecting the increas—
ing ability of the subhaloes to retain their hot gas as their
potentialwellsdeepen (notethem ain haloesare also shown).
In the cooling run, the sam e trend is seen, but the gas frac-
tion is lower at allm asses (com pared to the non-radiative
run). T his is due to cooling causing the additional depletion
ofthe hot gas reservoir by transform ing it into cold gas (and
eventually, stars).

A's a result of their shallower potential, ram pressure
stripping of hot gas is m ost e ective in the low mass (
102 h 'M ) subhaloes, as indicated by their very low av-
erage gas fractions ( 02) In both runs. It is at thism ass
range, however, that cooling is also m ost e ective because
these ob fcts form at high redshift and have short cool-
Ing tim es. W e see the result of this e ect when com paring
the average subhalo totalbaryon fractions in the two runs;
the cooling clister has around 40 per cent m ore baryons at
M sub 102 h '™ , yet the total baryon fractions agree
well between the runs at higher m asses.

T he procedure to detect 2D substructures n m apsofX —
ray surface brightness and totalm ass density (described in
Section [4) is applied, w ith identical param eters, to the cool-
Ing run of cluster A . A s could be expected from the discus—
sion ofthe 3D subhalo data forthis run, m ore 2D totalm ass
substructures are found; the 3 2D m ass catalogue contains
611 substructures com pared with 473 in the non-radiative
run of the sam e cluster. T he num ber of substructures in the
1 X-ray catalogue is very sim ilar, with 395 com pared to
363 in the non-radiative cluster.

Them atching of 2D totalm ass substructures to the 3D
subhalo data wasundertaken for the cooling run as describbed
in Section [§, and an assesam ent of com pleteness and purity
of the 2D catalogue was repeated. T he choice ofthe 3 2D
totalm ass catalogue was again deem ed them ost appropriate
and the puriy and com pleteness lim its already established
were found to be valid for application to the cooling run
data.

W e now consider the likelhood of nding an X -ray
counterpart for the substructures in the calbrated 2D total
m ass catalogue (ie.the catalogue containing only those sub—
structures that were successfully identi ed with a 3D sub-
halo).F ig.[24 show s the m atching success to X —ray for total
m ass substructures. Surprisingly, the results for the cool-
Ing run (solid line) m atch those for the non-radiative run
(dashed lne) very closely. In particular, although Fig.[23
show s subhaloes of all m asses are m ore depleted of hot
gas in the cooling run, this doesn’t seem to translate into
a signi cant decrease in the likelhood of nding a 2D
X —-ray counterpart for 2D m ass substructures, except for
M sup 10'%?h 'M . Overall, it seem s that the introduc—
tion of high-redshift cooling does not a ect them ain resuls
and therefore that our non-radiative resuls are not too sen—
sitive to the gas physics m odel em ployed (although further
Investigation into the e ects of cooling plus feedback would
be desirable).
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Figure 24.M atching success per m ass bin of 3 2D m ass sub-
structure catalogue to 1 2D X -ray substructure catalogues for
cooling run (solid) and non-radiative run (dashed) versus subhalo
m ass.

7.4 Towards realistic observations

Them ain results ofthis paperhave focussed on berfect’ ob-
servations. A though a detailed analysis of all the potential
observational and instrum ental e ects is beyond the scope
of this paper, we now consider the in pact on our resuls of
using an observationally achievable m ap resolition and in—
cluding basic noise In the m aps. W e defer a m ore detailed
treatm ent of noise and instrum entale ects to fuiture work.
T his analysis is undertaken on the non-radiative sin ulations
as this provides us w ith a lJarger sam ple of clusters and we
have shown that the in pact of high-redshift cooling ism in—
nal

7.4.1 Introducing noise and degrading the resolution.

For the purposes of adding noise and adopting a realis-
tic resolution, we opt to place the clusters at z = 02 as
this is both the redshift at which our X-ray m ap resolu-
tion can be achieved by XM M and is also a redshift rep-
resentative of recent observations (the bullet cluster is at
Z 03 [Clwe et al.|2004) and Abell 520 is at z 02
M _ahdaviet al.i2007)).

A sdescribed in Section[4Ilm apsofboth typeswere rst
an oothed w ith a G aussian kemelw ith FW HM = 15h * kpc,
equalto the spatial resolution ofthe sim ulations. W hile this
resolution is potentially achievable in X -ray observations, it
is necessary for us to increase the sm oothing slightly (to
FW HM = 25h ! kpc) in the presence of noise, but note that
this resolution is still m uch higher than currently achiev—
able with weak lensing analyses. In this case, the reso—
lution that can be obtained is dependent on the number
density of background galaxies: for ground-based data, this
angular resolition is typically 1 aram inute, yet for space—
based data this can be in proved to around 45 arcseconds
(see |[Heym ans et all 12008, for exam ple). To investigate the
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Figure 25. Images of cluster A at z 0. First row : P ro—
fcted m ass map with resolution of 15h ! kpc (left) and m ass
map with G aussian noise and resolution degraded 100h 1 Kpc
(right) . Second row : X ray surface brightness im age with res—
olution of 15h * kpc (left) and X -ray surface brightness im age
with 25h ! kpc resolution and Poisson noise (right). Note that
the noisy X ray im age would typically be m ore heavily sm oothed
for presentation purposes. See text for details ofthe noisem odels.
T his I age is featured in C ase Study 3, F ig[20.

in pact of this decreased resolution, we now adopt a pre—

lim inary G aussian kemel with FW HM = 100h ® kpc when

analysing the projcted m ass m aps (corresponding to ap-—

proxin ately 45%° angular resolution at z = 02) and increase
2 accordingly.

W e add Poisson noise to the X -ray m aps by m aking
the crude approxin ation that the photon num ber is pro—
portional to the X -ray surface brightness. W e nd that 10°
photons (corresponding roughly to an exposure of 20 ks) al-
low s us to recover the m a prity of substructures that were
detected in the absence of noise. W e add G aussian noise to
the m assm aps w ith zero m ean and w ith a variance deter—

m ined by lvan W aerbeke [2000). T he htter is given by,
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for a pixel of size a in a weak lensing m ass reconstruc-
tion and is due to the intrinsic ellipticities wih m s, )
ofbackground galaxies w ith an average density ofng. cric,
the critical surface density for lensing to occur, is given by,
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where D ,; is the angular diam eter distance betw een the
observer and the lens, D o5 is that between the observer and

the galaxies and D j5 is that between the lens and the galax-—

jes.Note that we x the redshift ofthe lenstobez = 02, as

outlined above. W e use typical values of ng = 100 galax-—

s aromin 2 (Br spacebased data) and = 03 (eg.

M) and, we assum e that the galaxy elliptic—

ities were sm oothed with a G aussian of standard deviation

= a prior to reconstruction, as n i

). W e note that the pre-sm ooth dam ps the noise a lit-

tle, but our ain in this prelin inary investigation into the

In pact of noise is sin ply to m ake an estin ate of the noise
evel.

F ig.[28] illustrates how the originalm aps (left-hand col-
umn) are a ected by the am oothing and addition of noise
(rght-hand colum n). W hile som e an all substructures are
still visble in the X ray map (albei m ade less distinct by
the noise), all but the largest substructure has been erased
from themassmap.

7.4.2 The impact of noise and resolution.

W e now review ourmain ndings n order to m ake a pre—
lim nary assessm ent of how they are a ected by noise and
degraded m ap resolution.

F irst, we reevaluate the relationship between the 2D
massm ap substructures and the underlying distrbution of
3D subhaloes. The in pact of just degrading the m ap reso—
Jution is signi cant and reduces the num ber of subhaloes
detected above 10*h 'M  to around 60 per cent of its
value in the orighal m aps. W hen noise is also included,
there are further detection failires, m ost frequently below
5 10”h 'M ,which reduce the totalnum ber of detections
above 10**h ' M by an additional 5 per cent.

F ig.[26] com pares the com pleteness of the 3 2D m ass
substructure catalogue obtained from the degraded resoli—
tion, noisy m aps (solid line) with that obtained from our
high resolution, noisefree m aps (dotted line, taken from
Fi.[8).W e can see that the m ass threshold for 90 per cent
com pleteness (perm assbin) isnow around an order ofm ag—
nitude higher. For the 3 catalogue, 90 per cent com plete—
ness is now achieved only above 10°n 'M  and a factor

8 few er substructures are detected In total (159 cf. 1233).

D espite the in pact of noise, a correlation between the
area of the 2D substructure, A gp, and the DM m ass of its
3D subhalo counterpart, M g, is stillevident in F i5.[27. T he
reduction in the num ber of detections (in m ediately appar—
ent in Fig.[27) translates into higher 1 errors on the best—

tting line. The purity of the 3 substructure catalogue is
very high (only 1 per cent are false detections), so we do
not de ne a purity threshold here, but sin ply include all
substructures In the t.

T he nom alisation and slope arenow 4:7 02 and 0:9
0:, respectively. T he change in the form er ism ost signi cant
and can be attributed to the use of a Jarger kemel, resulting
in a given 2D substructure having a larger area than before.

W e also reexam ine the lkelhood of nding an X -ray
counterpart for all 2D m ass m ap substructures in the 3
catalogue (the results for our ducialdata set are presented
in Fjg.|1__4|).Above 108°h '™ (our com pleteness lim i) we
now nd X -ray counterpartsin thel catalogue forallofthe
2D massm ap substructures. U sing the 3 X -ray catalogue,
however, we failto nd m atches for a few high m ass m ass
m ap substructures. The di erence between the two X —ray
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Figure 26.Fractionalm atching success per m ass bin of 3D sub-—
haloes to 2D substructures in the noisy, degraded resolition m ass
m aps (solid) and the originalm assm aps (dotted) as a function of
subhalo DM mass for 3 2D catalogue. B ins are equally spaced
in bg ™ sub ).
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Figure 27.C orrelation between physical area, A g, , 0f 2D sub-—
structure in noisy, degraded resolution massm ap (3 catalogue)
and DM m assof3D subhalo,M g1, to which it ism atched.F illed
squares show subfind background haloes (see text fordetails).See
text for slope and nom alisation of best- tting line.

catalogues here arises in situations w here there ishot gas in
the viciniy of the m ass substructure, but it has been dis—
rupted and so doesnot have a de ned peak;thel catalogue
detects this whereas the 3 does not.

T he other scenarios in which weno longer ndm atching
failires out did previously) is an e ect ofthe reduced m ass
map resolution. At low subhalo m asses we are now unable
to resolve the 2D m ass m ap substructure. At high m asses,

m atching failures typically occurred In com plex m erging
cores which now, In som e cases, cannot be individually re—
solved. This can result in two m erging cores being detected
as one extended m ass substructure, facilitating m atching
wih an X -ray substructure. This is an issue that requires
fiurther investigation. The current criterion for a m atch is
any degree of overlap betw een them ass and X -ray substruc—
ture. Since substructures in the realisticm assm ap substruc—
tures have a m uch greater spatial extent due to the lower
resolution, they could be associated w ith an X —ray substruc—
ture which is signi cantly o set from them asspeak.A m ore
detailed follow-up of X -ray-m ass m atches in the context of
m ore realistic m aps would be an interesting extension to
current work.

W hile we have shown that only a few discrepancies be-
tween substructure n the X ray and the m ass m aps could
be observed currently, our ducial results show there is an
abundance of these to be uncovered. A detailed substruc—
ture com parison, such as the one undertaken here, w ill yield
a wealth of interesting results when predicted im provem ents
In lensing m ass m ap resolition are achieved. For exam ple,
a resolution of 10h ! kpc is forecast by ICoe [2009) based
on a novel strong lensing analysis technique.

7.5 Summ ary of D iscussion

In this Section, we have discussed in detail the reasons for
failing to nd an X —ray counterpart for all of our 2D m ass
substructures. W e have dem onstrated two distinct scenar—
jos that give rise to a 2D totalm ass substructure not be-
Ing m atched to a 2D X -ray surface brightness substructure:
spatial separation of the X -ray com ponent and destruction
(or disruption) of the X -ray com ponent.W e have also high—
lighted the dependence of the m atching procedure on choice
ofX ray catalogue.

W e have exam Ined how several factors a ect the likeli-
hood of nding X -ray counterparts for substructures in the
totalm ass m aps. The nclusion of high-redshift cooling In
the sim ulations does not have a dram atic e ect on the cor-
respondence between X -ray and totalm ass. W e show there
is a higher probability of nding an X -ray counterpart at
high redshift, which can be attrdbuted to a shorter tim e-
scale on which ram pressure stripping could occur.By divid—
Ing our sam ple based on dynam ical state we nd subhaloes
withM qp > 3 10°h '™ only Jack an X -ray counterpart
when the cluster is highly disturbed (in agreem ent w ith re—
cent observations), however, relaxed clusters exhibi m any
deviations from the basic picture that light traces m ass at
Jow er subhalo m asses. Joint weak lensing and X —ray analyses
of relaxed system s are therefore also valuable and w ill yield
much inform ation about the physics ofthe ICM .

A review ofourm ain resuls in the presence of observa-
tional noise and degraded resolution reveals m any of these
Interesting m ism atch scenarios are not currently ocbservable,
yet predicted In provem ents in lensing m assm ap resolution
suggest these will be revealed in the com ing decade, un—
veiling frequent deviations from the sim ple assum ption that
light traces m ass.
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8 CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have used resin ulations of three non-—
radiative galaxy clusters in order to investigate the discrep—
ancies between substructure in the hot gasand DM com po—
nents, evident from recent com parisons of X ray and weak
lensing observations. W e developed a sin ple technique to
detect 2D substructures in sin ulated surface m ass density
and X -ray surface brightness m aps of the clusters, w ithout
any reliance on circular symm etry or dynam ical state. The
resulting catalogues 0of 2D m ass and 2D X —ray substructures
were m atched and we Investigated how the success of this
m atching procedure varied w ith redshift, dynam ical state
and choice of gas physics em ployed. By utilising inform a—
tion about the underlying 3D subhalo distribbution (cbtained
w ith subfind) we have assigned subhaloes to the 2D m ass
substructures, allow Ing us to characterise the e ciency of
our 2D substructure detection technique and reveal the ef-
fect of subhalo m ass on the 2D m ass to 2D X —ray substruc—
ture m atching success.
Ourm ain resuls can be summ arised as follow s:

H aving undertaken a thorough assessm ent of the prop-—
erties of the 2D substructure catalogues resulting from our
novel detection procedure, we have ensured that any selec-
tion e ects or biases the technique m ay have introduced are
understood. By attem pting to m atch all 2D substructures
detected In the surface m ass density m ap w ith the 3D sub-
haloes (identi ed w ith subfind), we have concluded that our
2D substructure catalogue is 90 per cent com plete perm ass
bin (98 per cent overall) down to a 3D subhalo DM m ass
of 10”h'M and 100 per cent com plte down toa DM
massof10®h 'M .W e are con dent therefore that, in the
3D subhalo m ass range currently probed by weak lensing,
the 2D substructure catalogues provide an accurate repre—
sentation of the true 3D picture.W e also establish that the
2D m ass substructure catalogue is pure and com plte for
Agp;rn > 10 S htl M pc, ie. all 2D m ass substructures
w ith areas above this 1im it are successfully m atched to a 3D
subhalo and are, therefore, genuine. T his purity threshold
should allow the sam e detection procedure to be reliably
applied to other sim ulated surface m ass density m aps in fu—
ture, w ithout the need for 3D subhalo data with which to
com pare.

W e present a correlation between Aqp;rm , the area of
a 2D mass substructure, and M g, the DM m ass of the
3D subhalo to which it is m atched. The correlation is still
apparent upon the introduction ofbasic observationalnoise,
suggesting it could provide a quick estin ate of the m ass of
a subhalo responsble for a peak in a weak lensing m ass
reconstruction, after accurate calbration. A m easurem ent
of the intrinsic scatter suggests such an estin ate would be
out by a factorof 2.

T he results of them atching between 2D m ass substruc—
tures and 2D X -ray substructures are surprising. W e do not

nd X ray counterparts for 23 33 per cent (depending on
choice of X —ray catalogue) of all 2D m ass substructures in
the pure catalogue. Below M g1 10%h 'M  the m atch-
Ing successperm assbin begins to decrease signi cantly w ith
decreasing subhalo m ass.Forthe 1 X -ray catalogue, a few
per cent of clister cores, 5 per cent of group-size 2D m ass
substructures and 35 per cent of galaxy-size 2D m ass sub—
structures are not associated w ith a 2D X —ray substructure.

The reasons for a m atching failure are: 1) displacem ent of
hot gas, where the X -ray substructure is intact yet spatially
distinct from theDM , 2) depletion ofhot gas, where som uch
gas has been stripped that detection of the 2D X —ray sub-
structure fails or 3) com plete disruption ofthe hot gas, where
all hot gas appears to have been rem oved such that no 2D
X —ray substructure is evident, even on visual inspection.W e
have conducted a detailed follow-up of exam ples of these
scenarios w ith a set of case studies.

T he dynam ical state of the clusters (characterised by
m easuring the centroid shift variance in the X ray surface
brightnessm aps), is found to play a role in determm ining the
fraction of 2D m ass substructures w ithout X -ray counter—
parts. Substructures with M g, > 3 10%h 'M  without
an X -ray counterpart are restricted to the disturbed sam ple,
suggesting m a prm erger events are the cause. Substructures
below thism ass are less likely to have X -ray counterparts in
relaxed system s, suggesting ram pressure stripping plays an
in portant role on this scale; by de nition, a long tim e has
elapsed since the last m erger, so these substructures have
had m ost tim e to experience its e ects. Sin ilarly, the low
redshift sasmple (0 6 z 6 02) containsm ore 2D m ass sub-—
structures, in thism ass range, that are unm atched to X -ray
substructures than the high redshift sasmple (056 z< 1).

The inclusion of high-redshift (untilz ’ 5) cooling has
only a m ild im pact on our resuls. It has little e ect on the
m atching success between 2D m ass substructuresand 2D X —
ray substructures forM gp > 3 10%%h '™ , but reduces
it, com pared to the non-radiative case, below thisdue to the
reduction of hot gas in these ob cts.

W e have dem onstrated that our simple 2D detection
technigque is still successfil when noise which approxim ates
that in real observations is added to the m aps and the m ap
resolution is degraded. A s could be expected, the subhalo
m ass at which high com pleteness is achieved for the m ass
substructure catalogues is around an order of m agnitude
higher than in the ducial set of m aps. W e have shown
that this increase m eansm any ofthe interesting m ism atches
which occur at lower m ass scales cannot currently be ob—
served. If the resolution of lensing m ass m aps can be im —
proved by a factor of 10, to 10h ! kpc, we predict that
m any m ore discrepancies betw een the hot gas and dark m at—
ter com ponents of clusters w ill be observed and that these
w il not be restricted to rare, extrem e m erger events such
as the Bullet cluster. Such an in provem ent, while dram atic,
has been predicted for the com ing decade and authors are
already developing new observational analysis techniques to
allow this, such that com parisons in the spirit of the present
work can be undertaken [Coe|2009).These future observa-
tions w ill provide a wealh of infom ation about the physics
of the ICM , the dynam ical state of galaxy clusters and w ill
allow us to probe the properties of the DM substructure
directly.

In future work, we w ill assess the In pact of introducing
heating processes, eg. from galactic w inds and the e ects of
active galactic nuclki into the resim ulations, as well as the
e ect of Including m ore realistic noise in the m aps.
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