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ABSTRACT

We explore the possibility of measuring the mass accretioa (MAR) of galaxy clusters from their mass
profiles beyond the virial radiuBsog. We derive the accretion rate from the mass of a spheric#il\wshese
inner radius i Ry, Whose thickness changes with redshift, and whose infldkity is assumed to be equal
to the mean infall velocity of the spherical shells of darkt@ishalos extracted frony-body simulations. This
approximation is rather crude in hierarchical clustericgrarios where both smooth accretion and aggregation
of smaller dark matter halos contribute to the mass acereticlusters. Nevertheless, in the redshift range
z = [0,2], our prescription returns an average MAR witith — 40% of the average rate derived from the
merger trees of dark matter halos extracted fi¥abody simulations. The MAR of galaxy clusters has been
the topic of numerous detailed numerical and theoretieadstigations, but so far it has remained inaccessible
to measurements in the real universe. Since the measureirteetmass profile of clusters beyond their virial
radius can be performed with the caustic technique appiddnse redshift surveys of the cluster outer regions,
our result suggests that measuring the mean MAR of a samgialaXy clusters is actually feasible. We thus
provide a new potential observational test of the cosmokdgind structure formation models.

Keywords: galaxies: clusters: general - method&:body simulations - cosmology: theory

1. INTRODUCTION galaxy clusters have been attempted so far. This observa-
In the current model of the formation of cosmic struc- tional deficiency is due to the fact that in the large and less

ture, where dark matter halos form from the aggregation d€NS€ outer regions of clusters, galaxy members are diffi-
of smaller halos, the mass accretion of dark matter halosCUlt tO distinguish from foreground and background galsiie

is a stochastic process whose average behavior can be pré&tn€r probes, e.g. X-ray emission, are below the sengitfit
dicted with N-body simulations and semi-analytical mod- CU'Tentinstruments. In addition, the outer regions of teltss
els [van den Bosth 2002: Zhao etlal. 2003b: are not in dynamical equilibrium and therefore the usualamas

03b; Sheth & Tarm A a o .
2004H.bf Giocoli et al. 2007; McBride et al, 2009: Zhao ét al, estimation methods based on virial equilibrium are inappro
2009). This process is generally investigated with the iden Priate. Considering this picture, one may think that the MAR
tification of the merger trees of dark matter halos, en- predictions fromV-body simulations are not capable of being
abling the study of the mass accretion history (MAH) and €Sted- . .
the mass accretion rate (MAR) as a function of redshift Here we take a more optimistic perspective and explore the
(van den Bosch 2002 : : : t al. Possibility of estimating the MAR of galaxy clusters by mea-

20097 Fakhouri et al. 201L0; Giocoli ef al. 2012). suring the mass of a spherical shell surrounding the cluster

Observationally, the exploration of the MAR of individ- The thickness of this shell depends on the assumed infa| tim

ual dark matter halos has only been attempted on the scale@" the radius at which the infall happens and on the initial ve
of galaxies with the galaxy—galaxy merger rate: one usu- ocity of the falling mass. This translates into a change of

ally combines the number of observed pairs of close or dis- 1€ Shell thickness with redshift. Albeit rather crude when
turbed galaxies with the theoretical merger probabilitg an COMPared with the stochastic aggregation of dark matteshal
time scale [(Lotz etal. 2011; Jian ef Al 2012; Casteels et al." the hierarchical clustering formation model, this azmio
2014). However, different investigations reach discrépan Would provide amethod to estimate the MAR that depends on
conciusions (Lotz et 41, 201 1) because the merger rate &f dar t€ cluster mass profile at radii larger than the virial radiu
matter halos is not identical to the merger rate of galax- In theoretical investigations, the relation between thesna

; density profiles of galaxy clusters and their accretionanjst

ies al. . ; .

2013) and the two rates are related by dissipative processe known. For examplmmm) find that the in-

which are difficult to mode[ (Hopkins et 4l. 2013). ner part of a halo retains the information on how the halo has
accreted its mass through a correlation between the mean in-

In contrast, the measurement of the MAR of galaxy clusters . o : = X
g y dier density within the scale radius and the critical density

of the universe at the time when the mass of the main progeni-

tor is equal taV/ (< 7). [Correa et €l[(2015h,a) confirm these
findings and demonstrate that the MAH can be expressed with

can in principle be based on the estimated amount of mas
in the cluster’s surrounding regions, where we can safely ne
glect the dissipative processes which affect the galaXgxga

merger rate. Nevertheless, no measurements of the MAR o
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a general formula similar to the one originally proposed by dM/dt, wheredM is the mass of a spherical shell of thick-
Tasitsiomi et all.[(2004) for ACDM model and widely stud- ~ nessAr and proper radi?; andR; + Ar anddt is the time
ied in[McBride et al. [(2009) based aN-body simulations: it takes to fall toR;. R; is the radius at which we con-
the MAH has an exponential evolution with redshift in the sider the infall to happen. We chooger = 6, R;, where
high =z regime and follows a power law at low when the 05 is a free parameter. By solving the equation of motion
accelerated expansion of the universe freezes the growth ofi?r/dt> = a, under the assumption of constant infall ac-
perturbations. celerationay = —GM (< R;)/(R; + §5R;/2)?, and initial
Diemer & Kravtsov [(2014) find that the steepness of the velocity v;, we obtain the infall time;,,; from the equation
slope of the outer halo density profile increases with in- agt? . /2 + v;tinr = —05R;/2, where we consider the shell to
creasing MAR. In addition, the central concentration ig-ant be accreted when the shell middle point, initiallysafz; /2,
correlated with the MAR._Adhikari et al. (2014) note that the reaches?;; we obtain
location where the steepening of the slope is observed-corre
sponds to the radius associated to the splashback of the ma-

terial that the halo has recently accrefed. van den Bosdh et a bt GM (< Ri) — ting2RF (1 + 6,5/2) 0+ )
(2014) show that the growth of the central potential presede —R3,(146,/2)2=0.
the assembly of mass and introduce a formula that can be used !
to compute the average MAH in alyCDM cosmology with- We can now express the MAR obtained from our prescrip-
out running numerical simulations. tion as
Here we derive a simple relation between the mass pro-
file of a dark matter halo and its MAR derived from the halo . dM  Mgen
merger tree extracted fromv-body simulations. This result M = T Tt (2)

is relevant because it implies that in principle we can esti-

mate the MAR of galaxy clusters from the estimate of the This recipe has three input parameters: the sBakhat de-
mass profile in their outer regions. This measurement canfines the infall radius, the initial velocity; and the thickness
be performed with the caustic techniqlie (Diaferio & Geller d, of the shell. It is more convenient to use the infall time as
[1997; Diaferid 1999; Serra etlal. 2011) which is not affected an input parameter and to derive the shell thickgs#n this

by the presence of substructures, the non-equilibriure stt ~ case, Equatioi 1) reads:

the cluster outer region, and the correlated large-scale-st

tures along the line of sight (Diafellio 1999; Serra et al.1201 Rd 2
PR e ( ) .
S 4 S

[ 2013). The caustic technique only requiresa su R + &Uz’tinf

ficiently dense galaxy redshift survey in the cluster field of 2
view to return a mass estimate accurate to 20% on average 6, (RE + 2R2u;ti) = 3)
(Serraetal. 2011). _ _ o

Estimating the MAR also requires the knowledge of the in- GM (< Ri)tin — 2R viting -

fall velocity of the shell. This quantity is inaccessibledb- . . .
servations and remains a free parameter; we adopt the mea,}]Therefore, by choosing,, we derive the thickness R; of
infall velocity of a shell surrounding dark matter halosn the shell centered on the cluster and we can estimate the MAR

body simulations as illustrated below. Although it prewems O @ galaxy cluster from its mass profile by using Equaiidn (2)

from estimating the MAR of individual clusters, this choice _HOWever, accretion is a stochastic process, and we need to
allows us to cope with the unmeasurable velocity of therfglli  VErify that our simple approach is capable of correctly-esti

shell. Consequently, the technique we propose here aims af1ating the actual MAR. Below, we compare the MAR es-
estimating the mean accretion rate of a sample of galaxy clus imated with our recipe with the MAR of dark matter halos
ters rather than the accretion rate of individual clusters. derived from their halo merger trees obtained inférbody

We investigate the feasibility of our approach by con- Simulation.
sidering dark matter halos at redshift < 2, with mass
comparable to the clusters in the CIRS and HeCS catalogs 3. CODECS SIMULATIONS

Rines & Diaferid 2006; Rines et al. 2013) whose outer mass CoDECS (Coupled Dark Energy Cosmological Simula-
profiles have already been measured with the caustic techtions) is a suite ofV-body simulations in different cosmo-
nique. Our interest in investigating the growth of struetir  logical models (see Bal 12, for further details). Hee w
at nonlinear scales of galaxy clusters from an observdtionause the L-CoDECS simulation of &CDM model, a colli-
perspective, which is still relatively poorly explored g, sionlessV-body simulation of a flat universe, with the follow-
Lemze et all 2013), perfectly complements most of the cur-ing cosmological parameters consistent withiegAP7 data
rent efforts that focus on constraining the growth factahia (Komatsu et al. 2011): cosmological matter dens$iy, =
linear and mildly nonlinear regimes with large-scale réftish  0.226, cosmological constarf2,, = 0.729, baryonic mass
surveys and weak-lensing tomographyg( Euclid, DES, densityQ,q = 0.0451, Hubble constank = 0.703, power
eBOSS, DESI, PFS, LSST, and WFIRST). spectrum normalizatiosis = 0.809, and power spectrum in-

In Sectior 2 we introduce our spherical infall prescription dexn, = 0.966. The simulated box has a comoving volume
In SectiorB we discuss the properties of the CoDECS set ofof (1 Gpe h~1)? containing(1024)2 dark matter (CDM) par-
N-body simulationsZ). We discuss our results in ticles and the same amount of baryonic particles. The mass
Sectior 4. resolution ismpy = 5.84 x 10'° M, h~! for CDM parti-

9 THE ACCRETION RECIPE cles andm;, = 1.17 x 10'® Mg, h~" for baryonic particles.
- o No hydrodynamics are included in the simulation. Baryonic

Our spherical infall prescription assumes a shell of mat- particles are only included to account for the differentésr

ter falling onto the enclosed halo. We aim to quanfifly = acting on baryonic matter in the coupled quintessence rsodel




3.1. CoDECS Merger Trees

Dark matter halos are identified at a given time with a

Friends-of-Friends (FoF) algorithm with linking length=
0.2 times the mean interparticle separation.
fied with the FoF algorithm are called FoF halos.

To each FoF halo, we assign the radiis 4 and the corre-
sponding enclosed masds, o of its SUBFIND halo.
To derive the MAH of each halo,

(www.marcobaldi.it/CoDECS). Each FoF halo at a

given timet; has a SUBFIND halo. We trace the main branc
of this SUBFIND halo by searching for its main progenitor at
each previous time step. The main progenitor of a SUBFIND

halo at timet; is the SUBFIND halo at time;_; < ¢; which
contains the largest number of particles that will end ufnén t
same FoF halo of the SUBFIND halo at tiie To each halo
we associate the masdd,g of its SUBFIND halo and thus
we derive the MAH as\/5py(z) of the SUBFIND halos along
the main branch.

The definitions of the SUBFIND halo and the main progen-
itor are not unique in the literature. The SUBFIND halo can

also be defined as the substructure with the laryggt in the

halo, rather than the substructure with the largest number o
particles we adopt here. The usual definition of the main pro-
genitor also is slightly different from ours: it can be define
either as the subhalo &t ; that donates the largest number

of particles to the SUBFIND halo &t or the most massive

progenitor of the SUBFIND halo. In general, the differences
between our MAHs and the MAHs obtained with the more
common definitions of SUBFIND halo and main progenitor
are negligible. However, our definitions guarantee that we a
ways trace the branch of the merger tree with the most massive

halos.

3.2. Cluster profiles

Halos identi-
Halo
substructures are identified with the SUBFIND algorithm
(Springel et al. 2001). We call SUBFIND halo the halo sub-
structure that contributes the most particles to the Fob.hal

we use the
merger trees provided in the CoDECS public database

3

the bin. Tabldl lists the mean, standard deviation, median,
63%, and90% percentiles of each mass binzat 0.

For each halo in the two mass bins and for each progenitor
at higher redshift (as defined in Sectlon]3.1), we evaluae th
mass profile and the profile of the radial velocityy up to
10R200. We show the radial velocity profile in the two bins at
different redshifts in Figurds 1 andl 2.

With the radial velocity profile we can identify three re-
gions: an internal region with,,q ~ 0, where matter is or-
biting around the center of the cluster; an infall regiongweh
Urad DECOMES negative and indicates an actual infall of matter
toward the center of the cluster; and a Hubble region at very
large radii, wherey,,q becomes positive and the Hubble flow

h dominates. Broadly speaking, the infall radilis;, i.e., the

radius where the minimum af,,q4 occurs, is betweelRsqq
and3 Ry, independent of mass and redshift.

[More et al. [((20155) suggest the use of the splashback radius
as the physical halo boundary because it separates the infal
region from the region where the matter has already been ac-
creted. The splashback radius is defined as the outermost ra-
dius reached by accreted material in its first orbit aroured th
cluster center. Its exact location depends both on redsift
MAR, but it is in general larger thakypy. Noticeably, they
also show that the splashback radius is not affected by the ev
lution of the critical density of the universe, unlike theuab
R0, Whose definition is based on the average overdensity of
the halo at a given redshift. By adoptifitiog, part of the evo-
lution of the halo properties with redshift simply is a conse
quence of the evolution of the critical density of the unsesr
this effect generates a so-called pseudo-evolution of #éhe h
properties (see_Diemer etlal. 2013). This pseudo-evolution
substantially disappears when we adopt the splashbaaksradi
This use of this radius might thus be more preferable in the in
vestigations of the redshift evolution of the halo propesti
Our results in FigureS] 1 arid 2 are consistent with the re-
sults of More et al.[(2015). For massive objects at 0, the
splashback radiugs;, is close to2Rs¢ and the infall radius
iS Rinr ~ 1.4Rs,. Given thatM (< Rgp,) and M (< Riyng)
are not affected by the pseudo-evolution mentioned abose, w

We plan to apply our recipe for the estimate of the MAR useR; = 2R200 ~ R, as the radius at which we consider
to redshift surveys of galaxy clusters by estimating their the infall to happen in our spherical infall prescriptiondan

mass profile with the caustic meth

997; v; = Ushell ~ Vrad(Rint) (S€€ Equatiori(3)).
Diaferiol1999] Serra et &l. 2011). The caustic method return

For each halo at = 0 in the two mass bins we build

mass profiles that are affected by 20-50% uncertainties wherthe MAH at 2 Rooo (Figure[3). In TabléR2 we list the mean,

applied to clusters with\/50q of 10'* Mg h~! or larger.

standard deviation, media88%, and 90% percentiles of

When applied to less massive clusters, the systematicserror M (< 2Rs) at z = 0 for the two mass bins. In Figufé 3
introduced by the caustic technique can become substgntial we also show the MAH model by Giocaoli etlal. (2013) (see
larger (Rines & Diaferio 2010; Serra et al. 2011). Therefore Appendix) rescaled t@Rso0. We obtain this rescaling by

with this observational perspective in mind here we concen-extending the mass density profile 2&,oo using the NFW

trate on halos in th@/5y, mass rang&0'* — 1015 My A1,

functional and adopting the redshift-dependent relatien b

which corresponds to the most common mass of the clus-tween the concentration and mass of Zhao ket al. (2003a) mod-
ters in catalogs like CIRS (Rines & Diafelfio 2006) and HeCS ified for Mg, bylGiocoli et al. (2013). For a direct compari-

IC2013). We thus define two mass bins at 0
and follow the evolution with redshift of the clusters assg
to these bins. We select halos with medidig,g = 10'4 and
10 Mgy A~ atz = 0. The low-mass bin contairz)00
objects atz = 0, while the high-mass bin is limited t&) ob-
jects: there ar@6 clusters withMooo > 1015 Mg A1 in the
simulated box, but we removed thé most massive clusters

son with previous results in the literature we also estirttate
MAH at the standard?,o. We report this analysis and the
comparison with previous work in the Appendix.

We find the ratioM?< 2Ro00)/M200 to be~ 1.6, similar
to the result o [ 5) favls,/Mago in massive
objects atz = 0. In real observations measuring the infall
radius of a cluster, namely where the infall velocity reache

in order to have a mean mass similar to the median mass irits minimum is currently unfeasible so we keep fixBd =

9 R is the radius of the sphere of makéx centered on alocal minimum
of the gravitational potential with average dengiytimes the critical density
of the universep. = 3H?(z)/87G, whereH is the Hubble parameter.

2Roq for all masses at all redshifts. This choice clearly is
an oversimplification, but Figurés 1 ahdl 2 indicate that this
assumption is reasonable. IndeRg; lies within 2Rsqo and
3Rsq0 for a wide range of masses and redshifts.
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Figure 1. Radial velocity profile for clusters in the0'* Mg h~! mass bin at = 0 (left panel) andz = 1 (right panel). The thick-solid and thick-dashed
lines indicate the mean and median profiles, respectivee tiiin-solid and thin-dashed lines indicate the standewiition and th&8% of the distribution,
respectively.
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Figure 2. Same as Figuld 1 except for the'® M A~! mass bin.
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Figure 3. MAH at 2R for the 10 Mg h~! (left panel) andl0'® Mg A~! (right panel) mass bins. The thick-solid and thick-dasliees| indicate the
mean and median MAH, respectively. The thin-solid and thashed lines indicate the standard deviation ands&3% of the distribution, respectively. The
thin-dotted-dashed line shows indicat#¥); of the distribution. The blue curve indicates the mean MAH fé2o. The green curve indicates the model by
Giocoli et al. (2013) rescaled R0 .



Table 1

Mean, Median, Standard Deviation, and Percentile Rang@$-gf, and Number of Halos in the Two Mass Binszat 0

Mean o Median 68% 90% Number of Halos
Mago Mg h™1]

1.00 x 10 2.90 x 10'2  1.00 x 10'*  (0.97 — 1.04) x 10'*  (0.96 — 1.05) x 104 2000

1.04 x 1015 1.26 x 10'*  1.00 x 10'5  (0.91 — 1.19) x 10'5  (0.88 — 1.24) x 10'® 50

Table 2

Mean, Median, Standard Deviation, and Percentile Rang@s @f 2R2q¢) in Each Mass Bin at = 0

Mean o Median 68% 90%

M (< 2Ra00) M@ 1]
1.60 x 10*  1.73 x 1013 1.58 x 10'*  (1.45 — 1.74) x 10**  (1.37 — 1.90) x 104
1.55 x 101° 241 x 10" 1.56 x 10"  (1.32 — 1.82) x 10>  (1.19 — 2.00) x 10'°
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4. OUR ACCRETION RECIPE VERSUS THE MERGER TREES departs too much from the snapshot time interval, the compar
When we observe a cluster we look at a particular instant of 150N Of our estimated MAR's with the MAR's extracted from

its evolution and we can trace the evolution of its mass eeith (h€ merger trees would be inappropriate. We therefore inves

backward nor forward in time. Therefore, the MAH is not a “ggte the dependence of our resultsigi within ~ 20% of
measurable quantity. In contrast, the MAR can in principle 10_ yr and find that our results remain unaffected.

be estimated as the ratio of the mass that is being accreted, ONC€ i, vshen @ndtiy; are specified, the model is com-
by the cluster at a given time and its infall time as described P/€tely determined by Equatiol(3). For each halo in the two

by our spherical infall prescription in Sectibh 2, Equati@h mass bins and for each progenitor at higher redshift, we eval
This estimate depends on the external mass profile and on thHﬁte thr? th'CkIne.Sés of Lhe g\fﬁl_:clngfsﬂell ﬁnﬁ 'LS. rlr(1ass._ We
mean infall velocity. The mass profile is measurable with the SNOW the evolution with redshift of the shell thicknelsin
caustic method, whereas the initial velocity(see Equation Figure[4. The shell thickness increases with increasing red

; ; ; shift, and the intrinsic scatter of the distribution alsteeges.
E}&ﬁ?‘rﬁl’ﬁt%xe parameter which can be inferred from This fact reflects the individual evolution 8f (< 2R200), as

As already stated in SectiGiB.2, we chodse= 2Rago ~ shown in Figuré3. The solid blue line in Figure 4 marks the

R, as the radius where the infall occurs. As initial velogity valued, = 0.5 for which the external radius of the shell is
for the infall, for each redshift in each mass bin we adopt the €9ual 103200, close to the cluster turnaround radius. This
mean velocity in our first radial bif2 — 2.5]Ragy ~ Rint value ofd, is reached between redshifand1.5, depending

(see Figure§l1l anid 2); this velocity ranges frer00 to on the mass of the cluster. . .
~950 km s~ L. We call this velocityu.,.n. The value of,aq The accretion onto a cluster is a highly anisotropic process
in the radial bin[2.5 — 3] Rago rougﬁlye remains in the same Nevertheless, we are confident that, given the thickneseeof t

range and adopting this radial bin instead of the first bin hasSNell, we are taking into account almost all of the mass that

i ) ; tually falling in the time intervath,.
negligible effects on the final results. Although our prgscr ~ 8CW in .
tion for the MAR estimate clearly depends on the choice of . F19ureld shows the MAR of all the clusters in the two mass
both R; andv.en1, Using the mean infall velocity instead of bins estimated with Equatiohl(2). It also shows the MAR de-

the infall velocity of each halo enables the design of a feasi ved from the merger trees of the halos.

ble procedure for the observational estimate of the MAR of _ e see that the mean and median results from the merger
clusters. trees lie within the region defined by th&% percentile range

Ctrib i ; _ of the distribution of the MAR’s obtained from Equatidd (2)

Th\e/]%pre?]d of;[h.e dtlrs]trlbutlog O}Eh?lr’] elstlmategl ?sr » | for both mass bins. For the)'> M, A~ bin, the mean and
ov /VN, where N is the number of halos used to evalu- 1 qqian values of our estimate are 40% smaller than the
ate vsnen, 1S smaller than the spread of the distribution of 5 0ra56 MAR values from the merger trees. This systematic
the individualv;'s, o, shown in Figuregl1 anld 2. For the ) qerestimate might be due to a statistical fluctuationimsea
10""Mph~" mass bin, thelo relative spread ofsnen IS the sample only contains 50 clusters compared with the 2000
smaller thar2% and propagates into a relative spread on the ¢|sters of the less massive bin. In fact, a similar underest
MAR of 5% at most, which is well within thés% percentiles g is observed when we compare the MAH from the merger
of thelMAR (E|1str|but|on. obtained withge. Similarly, for - yeeg with the Giocoli model in the right panel of Figlte 3. In
the 10" Mgh™" mass bin, whereV' drops from2000 t0 50, congrast, for thel0'* Mg, h~! mass bin, the mean and me-
the 1o relative spread e is ~ 14%, implying a~ 35% dian MAR from our prescription recover the merger tree re-
relative spread on the MAR. Incidentally, even by using the gjts within 20% in the redshift range= [0,2]. Our results
Lo spread of the distribution of the individuafs, the result- 4 relevant because they show that our simple spherical in-
ing MAR's are within the68% percentiles of the distribution 3 prescription can in principle provide a method to estien
of the MAR's obtained withus,ci for both mass bins. The dif- 6 ayerage MAR of galaxy clusters from redshift surveys. In
ferent spread of .y in the two mass shells deriving from the ;v work, we will apply our prescription to synthetic red
different size of the two cluster samples indicates thaethe  ghift surveys of galaxy clusters to quantify the uncertait
pected uncertainty on the MAR estimated with real data will 5, possible systematic errors of our procedure.
vary substantially depending on the number of observed clus Clearly Figurd® only compares the average MAR obtained
ters, as one can expect. We plan to fully quantify this un- f5m the merger trees of individual halos with the average
certainty in future work by estimating the MAR of simulated \ AR provided by our spherical infall technique. Our recipe
clusters from mock redshift surveys. was not conceived to completely capture all the featureseof t

For the infall time, \g/hlch is the last parameter of the model, \ AR derived by the complex merging process of individual
we choosel,; = 107 yr. This value is suggested by the  pajos. Nevertheless, the average of the MAR of individual
redshift-independent 1 Gyr time step of the snapshots of 5|0 siill is satisfactorily estimated by our recipe.
the simulation used to estimate the MAR from the merger £ e[ shows the distribution of the ratio between the
trees; italso has the advantage of being similar to the dimam \aR estimated with our recipe and the MAR derived from
cal time, simply defined as,., ~ R/o, for the clusters ofour  {he merger tree for each individual halo of th#* M, /"
analysis. In fact, for the0'* —10'5 Mg, h~! clusters_altz =0 mass bin at four different redshifts. The distribution haaila
we consider herelz ~ 1 Mpc ando ~ 1000 kms™", and toward large values. Remarkably the median value of this ra-
tayn ~ 107 yr. For the progenitors of these clusters at higher tjo is close to the ratio between the average MAR from our
redshifts, which have m?/525es at most a fattosmaller, the  model and the MAR from the merger trees (red line). The
velocity dispersiom is 10°/ ~ 3 times smaller and the virial  mean clearly is larger because of the tail of high values. The
radius iz is smaller by roughly a similar factor. Therefore, 8% percentile ranges fror.2 to 2.2. This result confirms
tayn remains basically constant and equal @ yr. Finally,  that with our approach we can measure the mean MAR but
this equality betweetyy, and the snapshot time interval pre- ot the MAR of the individual clusters, which is affected by
vents us from assuming,¢ very different froml Gyr; if tin¢ lack of spherical symmetry and large variations of the Infal
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Figure 5. Results of our spherical infall model for tH®'* Mg k1 (left panel) andl0'® Mg A~ (right panel) mass bins and comparison with the MAR
from merger trees. The blue solid and dashed lines are the amebmedian MAR from Equatiohl(2). The green area indicie8&% of this MAR distribution.
The mean and median MAR from the merger trees are indicatedeblylack solid and dashed lines. Residuals from the medidrtree mean values are shown
in the insets at the bottom of each panel.

velocity. based on the infall of a spherical shell of matter onto the hal
Figured1[P, anfll3 show the intrinsic halo-by-halo scatter with constant acceleration and initial velocity derivedrr
both in radial velocity and mass. Our choice to use the samethe average infall velocity of matter around dark matteokal
vshen fOr all clusters in a given mass bin at a given redshift in N-body simulations. Once we fix the scdlg, that defines
implies that we neglect the scatter that originates theagpre the halo radius at which the infall occurs, the initial vétgc
of the distribution shown in Figuld 6. However, this choice wvg,en and the infall timet;,,s our method only depends on the
keeps the model relatively simple and applicable to rea-clu mass profile at large radii, beyotit].
ters. It is worth saying that the impact of the large-valike ta ~ We consider dark matter halos from the CoODECS séY of
is reduced if we take the ratio of the averages of the MAR of body simulations and compare their MAR estimated with our
each individual halo estimated with our prescription anthwi  prescription with the MAR estimated from the merger trees
the merger trees, rather than the average of the ratio. Fhe raextracted from the simulations. We focus on two sets of halos
tio of averages is shown with the red lines in Figre 6 and it with massMaqo around10'4 and10'® Mg A=t atz = 0.
corresponds to the result shown in Figlire 5. The remarkable We recover the mean and median MAR obtained from the
and encouraging result of our analysis is that the agreementnerger trees without bias and wi#% accuracy in the red-
shown in Figure§]5 arld 6 is obtained without requiring any shift rangez = [0, 2] for the 10'* M, A~! mass bin. The

input information from the merger trees. accuracy is about0%, with a systematic underestimation of
~ 40%, for the 10> My h~! mass bin. This result is im-
5. CONCLUSIONS pressive given the simple assumptions of our prescriptioh a

the fact that no input parameter of the model is taken from the
merger trees. Our result does show that measuring the mean
MAR of a sample of real galaxy clusters is in principle possi-

We investigate the feasibility of directly measuring the
mean MAR of a sample of galaxy clusters from their mass
profile. To measure the mean MAR we suggest a prescription
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Figure 6. Histogram of the halo-by-halo ratio between the MAR from sphnerical infall model and the MAR from the merger trees at 0 (top-left panel),

z = 0.35 (top-right panel)z = 0.55 (bottom-left panel) and = 2 (bottom-right panel) for th&¢0* M, A~ mass bin. The solid, dashed and dotted-dashed
vertical lines mark the mean, median a®&P% of the distribution, respectively. The red line marks thiorhetween the average MAR from our model and the
average MAR form the merger trees.

ble. surable differences in the MAR.
A fundamental step to assess the feasibility of our approach
is to apply the caustic technique to realistic mock redsiift We are deeply grateful to the anonymous referee whose

veys of galaxy clusters extracted from-body simulations  very accurate comments and suggestions urged us to substan-
and quantify the accuracy of the estimated MAR. This inves- tially revise our analysis which led to more solid and valu-
tigation remains for further studies. Similarly the anaysf able results. We also sincerely thank Fabio Fontanot for pro
the dependence of the method parameters and its results omniding us with the merger trees of the H-CoDECS simula-
the cosmological model and on the theory of gravity remain tion. We thank Aaron Ludlow, Margherita Ghezzi, Giulio
to be investigated. Specifically,,.; might turn out to vary Falcioni, and Andrea Vittino for useful discussions. C. D.
substantially with the assumed cosmology and thus to be aB., A. L. S., and A. D. acknowledge partial support from the
crucial parameter of the method. grant Progetti di Ateneo/CSP TOall2.20120011 “Marco

We might expect that the accuracy will be better thafx Polo” of the University of Torino, the INFN grant InDark, and
on the average MAR if we estimate the MAR of individual the grant PRIN2012 “Fisica Astroparticellare Teorica” of the
clusters in a given mass bin and estimate their average MAR;ltalian Ministry of University and Research. A. L. S. alse ac
this approach would minimize the systematic errors due toknowledges the support of Dipartimento di Fisica, Uniugrsi
projection effects which dominate the estimate of the massof Torino, where most of this project was carried out. C. G.'s
profile with the caustic technique. Rines et lal. (2013) hdve a research is part of the project GLENCO, funded under the Eu-
ready applied this approach to measure the total mass of clusropean Seventh Framework Programme, Ideas, Grant Agree-
ters within their turnaround radius, the ultimate ma&g. By ment n. 259349. C. G. also thanks CNES for financial sup-
combining50 CIRS clusters witts8 HeCS clusters, they find  port. M. B. is supported by the Marie Curie Intra-European
Mo /Magp = 1.99 + 0.11, a measure accurate 56 and in Fellowship “SIDUN” within the 7th Framework Programme
agreement with thd CDM prediction where\l;,, /Moo has of the European Commission. This work was partially sup-
a log-normal distribution with a peak at mass rati@ and ported by grants from Région lle-de-France.

dispersiorD.38 (Busha et dl. 2005).

Our measurements of the average MAR may provide an APPENDIX
additional tool to discriminate among different cosmotadi . . ) )
models if deviations from thdCDM model generate mea- In this appendix, we investigate the MAH 650, of dark

matter halos: we compare the merger tree results with two
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known fitting formulae and a theoretical model. We calculate behavior at lowz is necessary because the accelerated expan-
the mean and median MAH for the objects in four mass bins sion of the universe slows down the accretion. For this neaso
(Table[3). The two most massive hins are the same used irEquation[(6) appears to be a general description of the MAH
the main body of the paper. The four bins are centered onof dark matter halos in ACDM model independently of the
Maoo = 10%,10'%,10%%,5 x 102 M h~!. Each bin con-  halo mass. The parametetsand~y are related to the power
tains2000 objects atz = 0 with the exception of the largest- spectrum/(Correa etlal. 2015a). The valu@efy is a param-
mass bin whose sample is limited 30 objects. The lowest-  eter describing the mass growth rate at low redshift. We use
mass bin is centered aW,go = 5 x 102 M, h~!, because  Equation[(6) to perform a fit with Poisson errors weighted by
Moo = 102 My, h~1 is below the resolution limit of about  the number of halos in each redshift bin and evaluate the rms
100 particles per subhalo set by SUBFIND. TdBle 3 also lists as in Equation({5). We list the best-fit parameters of Equatio

the 90% percentile mass range of each mass bin. (@) and the rms of the fits in Tadleé 4.
Figure[T shows the MAHSs of the four mass bins. We limit
our study to the low redshift range= [0, 2] because we are A.2. Comparison with a Theoretical Model

interested in the observational relevance of our analysss. By following and generalizing the formalism of

we can see in Figufé 7, for the two largest-mass bins the meai acey & Cole Nusser & Sh
MAH agrees with the median MAH withig0%. In the two : : mmi!%gl?%trogsged a new theo?é?ilcaaggggl

smgl_lestl-vlnl\ajs_ bins the; dlffer?rl?ce g;twleenl}hfe mean antdhth describe the MAH of dark matter halos. This simple
n:e (ljand q .|st.neverdatr%§(r7 an Ot.'l n ail tour caseil € model, which enables the derivation of a generalized rédshi
Standard deviation an o percentiles aré comparable. g, mation distribution, has already been applied to the
The results from the largest-mass bin are noisier because o oDECS simulations in Giocoli et & 13)
the low-number statistics. The number of obje¥ts; at each : -

decreases with increasim due to the resolution limit: not Here we summarize the relevant definitions and refer to
z > 9 : iocoli . (2012) for further details. The model defines
all the objects selected at= 0 have merger trees that reach the redshift f

— 9 Indeed. the d is | for | ve obiect ormatiorr; of a halo of a given mass/, at a
= = 2. Indeed, the decrease IS farger for 1ess Massve ObJeCty;y an redshiftz, as the redshift when the object has accreted
which are already closer to the mass resolution limit at 0.

A1 Fitting Formulae a fractionf of its final massM, for any fractiond < f < 1.

The variance of the linear fluctuation field is
Different fitting formulae for the MAH shown in Figuig 7

exist in the literature. We focus on two of them. By using the 1 <, 9
extended Press-Schechter (EPS) formaIMélﬂl; 1991 S(M) = ﬁ/o W2(kR)Pin(k)k*dk , (7

ILacey & Colée 1993), van den Bosch (2002) proposed

w2 )

whereW (kR) is a top-hat window function of scal® =

3M /4mp,m) /3, pn is the comoving background density of
M (z) = Mo exp {1n(1/2) { (4) 'Ehe u/nivers)e, and;, (k) is the linear power spectrum.

The initial threshold overdensity for spherical collapse i

wherez; andv are free parameters. The redshift formation
zy indicates the redshift when the halo has accreted half of (2) = de,DM ®)
its final mass. We fit both the median and the mean MAH e D, (z)’
with the equation above by assuming Poisson errors weighted ) _ ) _
by the number of halos in each redshift bin. We quantify the Whered.. py is the linear overdensity at redshifand D, ()
deviation from this analytic description of the MAH with the is the growth factor normalized to unity at= 0.

rms of the fit The cumulative formation redshift distribution, in ternfs o
the scaled variable
2 1 [M(ZZ) - ]\4modcl(zi)]2 B
(Tms) = N Z M(21)2 . (5) wy = 6C(Zf) 60(20) 7 (9)
N V(M) = S(M)
We list the best-fit parameters of Equati@h (4) along with g given by

the rms of the fits in Tablgl4. As expected in hierarchical
clustering scenarios, the value of the best-fit paramsgtér- P(> wy) = oy (10)

creases with decreasing mass because more massive objects
tend to form later than less massive ones.

The second formula we considered was first proposed by The model has a single free parameterwhich depends
Tasitsiomi et all.[(2004) and widely studied by McBride €t al. on the fractionf of the final mass that is used to define the

ewf%/Q—i-ozf—l'

(2009) formation redshift;. For the same set of simulations we use
here| Giocaoli et &1 (2013) find
M(z) = Mo(1 + 2)Pe™* | 6
(2) o1+ 2)" (6) 1.365 o0
where and~(> 0) are free parameters. This formula repre- af = £0.65 € (11)

sents an exponential growth with a redshift-dependenecerr

tion. It is a revision of the simple one-parameter exporménti  Since Equation({J0) can be inverted, it is possible to eval-
form M(z) = Mye=** (Wechsler et dl. 2002), where = uate the median redshify when a halo accretes a fractign
In(2)/z. By using the EPS formalist, Correa et &l. (2015a) of its final mass\/ with the relation

showed that in aA\CDM model the exponential growth is a

good description of the MAH at high, while the power-law de(zp) = dc(20) + wp/S(fM) - S(M),  (12)
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Table 3
Mean, Median, Standard Deviation, and Percentile Rang@$-0f, and Number of Halos in Each Mass Binzat= 0
Mean o Median 68% 90% Number of Halos
Moaoo [Me h™1]

1.04 x 10" 1.26 x 10" 1.00 x 10'®  (0.91 — 1.19) x 10'®  (0.88 — 1.24) x 10'® 50

1.00 x 10'* 2,90 x 10'2  1.00 x 10'*  (0.97 — 1.04) x 10'*  (0.96 — 1.05) x 1014 2000

1.00 x 1013 2.36 x 10'®  1.00 x 10'3  (1.00 — 1.00) x 10'®  (1.00 — 1.00) x 10'3 2000

5.00 x 10'2  6.04 x 10°  5.01 x 10" (5.00 — 5.01) x 102 (5.00 — 5.01) x 102 2000

Table 4
Best-fit Parameters of the Formulae by Van Den Bosch, Equidip and McBride, Equatioh]6)
Median Mean
van den Bosch
Maoo[10™ Mg h™1] zf v rms zy v rms
10 0.358 +0.011  1.227 +0.035 0.044  0.381+0.012  1.252+0.037 0.043
1 0.711 £0.003  1.702 % 0.012 0.006  0.709 4 0.003  1.582 +0.012 0.022
0.1 0.944 £0.005  1.675 4 0.019 0.025  0.92540.005 1.519 £0.018 0.015
0.05 1.033 £0.010  1.317 £0.024 0.032  1.036 £ 0.011  1.242 +0.022 0.024
McBride
Ma0o[10M Mg A1) B v B—~ rms B v B—~ 1ms
10 —1.000 £0.270 1.150 £0.180 —2.160 0.048 —0.69040.270 1.280+£0.180 —1.970 0.028
1 +1.283 £0.044 1.920+£0.029 —0.637 0.030 +0.812+0.043 1.566 £0.028 —0.754 0.010
0.1 +0.898 £0.051 1.342+£0.035 —0.444 0.039 +0.480+0.051 1.065+0.035 —0.585 0.029
0.05 —0.005 4+ 0.070  0.658 £0.051 —0.664 0.053 —0.217+0.069 0.513 £0.050 —0.730 0.037
where mass bin the model overestimates the MAH obtained from
the simulation, while in the other three bins the agreen®ent i
_ within a few percent up te ~ 1. Toward higher, the model
wp = \/2In(ay + 1) (13) P P 9

starts underestimating the simulation MAH. This discregyan

is more pronounced and appears at decreasing redshifts for
decreasing halo mass. This behavior originates from the mas
resolution and the consequent decrease of the number af halo
Ny, at a given redshift.

is the median value af); defined by the usual relatioR(>
wy) =1/2. Equation[(le) can be translated into a MAH for
a given final mas3d/,.

We compare the simulation results and the Giocoli model in
Figure[7. The model of Giocoli et al. (2012) is built by eval-
uating the median redshift at which the halo has accreted a
fixed fraction of its final mass whereas we evaluate the mean
and the medial/y, for all the objects in a given mass bin  Adhikari, S., Dalal, N., & Chamberlain, R. T. 2014, JCAP, 19,
at each redshift. We list the rms defined in Equat[dn (5) in Baldi, M. 2012, MNRAS, 422, 1028 _

Table[B. In general, the global agreement between the theBond. J. R., Cole, S., Efstathiou, G., & Kaiser, N. 1991, A, 440

- P - . Busha, M. T., Evrard, A. E., Adams, F. C., & Wechsler, R. H.200
oretical model o IL(2012) and the simulation in “"U ¢ 363 1 11

each mass bin is similar for both the mean and the median, agasteels, K. R. V., Conselice, C. J., Bamford, S. P., et d42BINRAS,
it can be seen from the rms values in TdOle 5. In the largest- 445, 1157
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