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ABSTRACT

A joint hadronic model is shown to quantitatively explain the observations of diffuse radio emission from galaxy

clusters in the form of minihalos, giant halos, relics, and their hybrid, transitional stages. Cosmic-ray diffusion of

order D ∼ 1031–32 cm2 s−1, inferred independently from relic energies, the spatial variability of giant-halo spectra,
and the spectral evolution of relics, reproduces the observed spatio-spectral distributions, explains the recently dis-

covered mega-halos as enhanced peripheral magnetization, and quenches electron (re)acceleration by weak shocks or

turbulence. For instance, the hard-to-soft evolution along secondary-electron diffusion explains both the soft spectra

in most halo peripheries and relic downstreams, and the hard spectra in most halo centres and relic edges, where the
photon index can reach α ≃ −0.5 regardless of the Mach number M of the coincident shock. Such spatio-spectral

modeling, recent γ-ray observations, and additional accumulated evidence are thus shown to support a previous claim

(Keshet 2010) that the seamless transitions among minihalos, giant halos, and relics, their similar energetics, inte-

grated spectra, and delineating discontinuities, the inconsistent M inferred from radio vs. X-rays in leptonic models,

and additional observations, all indicate that these diffuse radio phenomena are manifestations of the same cosmic-ray
ion population, with no need to invoke less natural alternatives.

Key words: galaxies: clusters: general — galaxies: clusters: intracluster medium — radio continuum : general —

intergalactic medium — magnetic fields — relativistic processes

1 INTRODUCTION

Diffuse radio sources in the intracluster medium (ICM) of
galaxy clusters are broadly classified, according to their lo-
cation, morphology, and polarization, as minihalos (MHs,
or core halos), giant halos (GHs), or relics. The cool core-
spanning MHs and their larger, ∼Mpc GH counterparts are
in general regular, unpolarized emission around the centre
of the cluster, whereas relics are peripheral, typically elon-
gated, and polarized. This classification is oversimplified, as
halos can be irregular or asymmetrically large, relics can
bridge to, or merge with, halos, and there are hybrid ob-
jects sharing some MH, GH, or relic properties. Hadronic,
and recently mostly leptonic, models were proposed for each
of these source types, invoking respectively either secondary
cosmic-ray (CR) electrons (CREs) from CR ion (CRI) col-
lisions with ambient nuclei, or primary CREs accelerated or
re-accelerated in weak shocks or ICM turbulence. For reviews,
see Feretti & Giovannini (1996), Ferrari et al. (2008), Keshet
(2010, henceforth K10), and van Weeren et al. (2019, hence-
forth vW19).

MHs are ubiquitously found in the centres of the
more relaxed, cool-core clusters (possibly in ∼ 80% of
the cores; Giacintucci et al. 2017). They extend roughly
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over the cool region (Gitti et al. 2002), often engulfing
the more compact radio emission from an active galac-
tic nucleus (AGN), and typically truncate at cold fronts
(CFs; Mazzotta & Giacintucci 2008): projected tangential
discontinuities that confine spiral flows (Keshet et al. 2010),
which are observed to strongly magnetize the plasma
(Reiss & Keshet 2014; Naor et al. 2020) and appear to reg-
ulate the core (ZuHone et al. 2010; Keshet 2012). MHs are
typically unpolarized, regular, and spectrally flat, with a typ-
ical integrated photon index −1.0 . α . −1.2 (although
cases as soft as α ≃ −1.6 were reported, as detailed be-
low), showing a fairly universal central ratio η ≡ νIν/FX
between radio and X-ray surface brightness (Keshet & Loeb
2010, henceforth KL10). Given their high-density environ-
ment, MHs can be naturally attributed to secondary CREs
(e.g., Pfrommer & Enßlin 2004, KL10), gyrating in the mag-
netic fields generated by sloshing (Markevitch & Vikhlinin
2007) or a spiral flow (Keshet 2012; Keshet et al. 2023). An
alternative, leptonic model invokes the re-acceleration of seed
electrons (Gitti et al. 2002) in sloshing-induced turbulence
(Mazzotta & Giacintucci 2008; ZuHone et al. 2013).

GHs are the large, ∼Mpc wide counterparts of MHs, found
around the centres of some merger clusters that lost their
cool cores, preferentially in massive, highly disturbed, X-ray
bright clusters (vW19, and references therein). These sources
present a regular morphology which roughly traces the ther-
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2 Keshet

mal plasma, but sharply truncate sometimes at weak outgo-
ing shocks, in resemblance of the MH truncation at CFs. In
other cases, a radio-bright weak shock is found outside the
GH, but still connected to it by a detectable radio protru-
sion, in which case the emission outside the GH is classified
as a radio relic connected to the GH by a radio bridge. Like
MHs, GHs are usually unpolarized, regular, and spectrally
flat, with a similar integrated −1.0 . α . −1.2 (although
cases with α as soft as ∼ −1.6 or a high-frequency steep-
ening were reported); their central η ratio is also similar to
those of MHs (KL10). The radiating CREs were modelled
either as secondaries from CRI collisions (Dennison 1980;
Blasi & Colafrancesco 1999; Kushnir et al. 2009) or as pri-
mary CREs (re)accelerated by turbulence (Enßlin et al. 1999;
Brunetti et al. 2001; Petrosian 2001). More recent claims that
GHs cannot be predominately hadronic (vW19, Adam et al.
2021, and references therein), based mostly on upper limits
on their γ-ray, π0 → γγ counterpart, are shown below to be
incorrect.

In contrast to halos, relics are peripheral sources, found
at radii ranging from a few 100 kpc to r ∼ 2 Mpc, often
in pairs located at opposite sides of the cluster. Relics show
highly irregular morphologies elongated perpendicular to the
radial direction, sometimes present filamentary substructure,
and are among the most polarized sources on the sky (reach-
ing up to ∼ 70% polarization locally; vW19). Relics can
usually be linked to a recent merger (Giovannini & Feretti
2004), and are thought to coincide with weak merger shocks
that are seen nearly edge-on, with Mach numbers that are
typically M < 2, according to X-ray observations, but can
also reach M & 3. Almost all current models attribute
the emission to primary CREs (re)accelerated by the shock
(Ensslin et al. 1998, vW19, and references therein). However,
diffusive shock acceleration (DSA) in such weak shocks is
not well tested, and such a model is challenged for example
by the fine-tuning needed to explain GH–relic transitions,
unrealistic Mach numbers required by DSA (K10), and an
implied large population of shock-accelerated CRIs in pos-
sible tension with coincident γ-ray limits (Vazza & Brüggen
2014; Vazza et al. 2015). A model that alleviates such diffi-
culties attributes relics, too, to secondary CREs injected by
CRI collisions with ambient nuclei (K10), as both the injec-
tion rate and the magnetic field are amplified at weak shocks
sufficiently to account for relics without invoking any CRE
(re)acceleration, naturally reproducing the relic–GH connec-
tions and other observed phenomena.

The energetics, multiple similarities, and smooth transi-
tions among MHs, GHs, and relics indicate that at least
the majority of cases are simply different manifestations of
the same underlying phenomenon, as argued by K10 and
shown with more evidence below. Attributing some sources
to hadronic processes and others to leptonic processes would
thus be unnatural, inflate the number of model parameters,
and require fine-tuning. A joint model explaining MHs, GHs,
relics and their hybrid manifestations, simultaneously, must
be hadronic, as no leptonic alternatives operate uniformly
and smoothly across such diverse environments, ranging from
the high-density, magnetized, relaxed cores (MHs) to the low-
density, weakly magnetized, perturbed or recently shocked
ICM (GH peripheries and relics). It should also be noted
that electron (re)acceleration in weak shocks or turbulence
under ICM conditions, as invoked by the leptonic models, is

neither well-understood nor well-constrained elsewhere, and
is quenched when CR diffusion exceeds D ∼ 1031 cm2 s−1.

Indeed, a simple hadronic model naturally explains MHs,
GHs, relics, and their transitions, as arising from the same
CRI population, provided that the latter is sufficiently ex-
tended (K10). In particular, if CRIs are evenly spread out by
strong,D ∼ 1032 cm2 s−1 diffusion or a comparable combina-
tion of diffusion and advection, the observations are recovered
in a model with a single parameter: a mean CRI energy den-
sity ui ≃ 10[−13.3,−12.4] erg cm−3 (integrated for simplicity
over 101–107 GeV for a flat, p = 2 spectral index: equal en-
ergy per logarithmic energy bin). Such a joint model economi-
cally explains the observed similarities and transitions among
halo and relics, their identical integrated spectra, GH–radio
bridges, radio–X-ray correlations, the presence of halo-edge
discontinuities, and the disagreement between leptonic radio
vs. X-ray relic Mach numbers (K10). Additional observations
supporting the model are shown in this work. For instance,
as homogeneous CRIs radio-brighten any magnetized ICM re-
gion with no additional particle (re)acceleration, increasingly
sensitive observations should reveal an abundance of diffuse
emission even in cluster peripheries, such as the recently dis-
covered & Mpc scale mega-halos (Cuciti et al. 2022).

Even though a single CRI population conservatively ac-
counts for the observations, hadronic models are increasingly
dismissed as a viable explanation for halos, mainly in favour
of turbulent (re)acceleration models, and are essentially never
considered for relics (vW19, and references therein). The con-
siderable CRI population, which is a persistent and often in-
evitable counterpart of the radiating CREs, is often disre-
garded. Tests of leptonic vs. hadronic models are carried out
with unbalanced levels of sophistication, emphasizing the fail-
ure of oversimplified hadronic models to match observations.
However, the spatio-spectral distribution and other proper-
ties of radio emission from secondary CREs are non-trivial,
because they are sensitive to the CRI distribution, the diffu-
sion of secondary CREs, and the spacetime evolution of the
magnetic field. As shown in K10 and in more detail in the
present work, a hadronic model incorporating these effects
does match the observation.

For instance, if one could neglect the evolution and sub-
structure of the magnetic field and the diffusion of the CRs,
then CREs would approximately trace the gas distribution
and radiate all their energy locally and steadily, giving rise
to a cooled, α ≃ −1 photon index that directly reflects
the typical p ≃ 2 CRI index. The spectral index can dif-
fer somewhat from this nominal value, especially at low fre-
quencies ν, where the . 100 GeV CRI spectrum may deviate
from a power-law, and the cross-section for secondary pro-
duction can no longer be approximated as constant (e.g.,
KL10). However, the fluid-frame magnetic field is thought
to evolve rapidly and non-uniformly in the vicinity of relics,
in GH peripheries, and near MH CFs. Sufficiently fast evo-
lution or pronounced substructure of the magnetic field can
strongly modify the spectrum, typically softening it as the
field grows, because the synchrotron emission from a steadily
Compton-cooling CRE reflects the irregular, intermittent, or
time-dependent magnetic field it traverses (K10).

More importantly, we find increasing evidence that CR
mixing in the ICM is indeed strong, equivalent to a diffu-
sion coefficient D(100 GeV) ≃ 1031–32 cm2 s−1, leading to
a fairly homogeneous CRI distribution over ∼ Mpc length-
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scales on few Gyr timescales. Such diffusion, corresponding
to a ∼ kpc coherence length, is much stronger than found
on galactic scales, but is consistent with the observed relation
between D and system size (see §6); moreover, this estimate
of D may represent a combination of diffusion and mixing
processes associated with mergers or spiral flows. Strong dif-
fusion of CRIs enhances their density in the peripheral re-
gions that harbour GH edges and relics. We show how strong
diffusion of CREs, injected non-homogeneously, modifies the
spectrum even for steady-state, uniform magnetic fields, as
different regions are dominated by diffusing CREs that expe-
rienced different levels of radiative cooling.

This paper examines the joint hadronic model for MHs,
GHs, and relics, tests it against observations, and addresses
the concerns raised in the literature against hadronic models.
The diffusion coefficient D is estimated independently using
spectral variations across GHs and the softening downstream
of relics, found to be consistent with each other and with the
K10, energetics-based estimate. The properties of radio emis-
sion in a hadronic model with strong diffusion are derived,
and shown to reproduce a wide range of observations, resolv-
ing problems encountered by alternative models. Recent ob-
servations, such as a diffuse central γ-ray excess in the Coma
cluster (Xi et al. 2018; Adam et al. 2021; Baghmanyan et al.
2022) and the steep-spectrum mega-halos, which we refer to
as super-halos (SHs, to avoid confusion with MHs), are also
shown to be consistent with the hadronic model.

The paper is organized as follows. In §2, we outline the
joint hadronic model, showing that it is supported by an
abundance of evidence. We study CR diffusion more care-
fully in steady-state systems in §3, showing that it facilitates
the spatial and spectral properties of MHs and GHs. In §4,
we incorporate diffusion and advection in the time-dependent
shock environment, showing that the model reproduces the
spatio-spectral properties of relics. Finally, in §5 we outline
and model the recent SH observations. Our results are sum-
marized and discussed in §6, where we also discuss the nature
of diffusion, the role of the virial shock in accelerating cluster
CRs, and additional implications. Correlations between ra-
dio and other signals are discussed in Supporting Information
Appendix §A, and exact solutions to the diffusion-loss equa-
tion are provided in Appendices §B (scale-free), §C (spherical
symmetry), and §D (shock downstream). Our method of in-
ferring D from maps of the radio spectral index is detailed in
Appendix §E.

We generally follow the notations of K10. We adopt a flat
ΛCDM model with an H0 = 70 km s−1 Mpc−1 Hubble con-
stant, an fb ≃ 0.17 baryon mass fraction, and a χ = 0.76
hydrogen mass fraction, so the number densities n of par-
ticles and ne of electrons are related by ne ≃ 0.52n, and
µmp ≃ 0.59mp is the mean particle mass, where mp is the
proton mass. When discussing X-rays, we exclusively refer
to the ROSAT, 0.1–2.4 keV band. When evaluating volume-
integrated signals, we use r < R500 unless otherwise specified,
where R500 is a radius enclosing a mean density 500 times
the critical density of the Universe. Error bars designate 68%
containment projected for a single parameter.

2 JOINT HADRONIC MODEL: OVERVIEW

Here, we outline the joint hadronic model, attributing MHs,
GHs, and relics to secondary CREs produced by the same,
cluster-wide CRI population. General arguments for a joint
and hadronic origin are given in §2.1, leading to a simple,
homogeneous CRI model. The ostensibly strongest argument
raised against the hadronic model, namely the weak γ-ray
emission from cluster centres, is shown in §2.2 to be incorrect,
as the recent γ-ray excess reported in the centre of Coma ac-
tually supports our hadronic model. The spatio-spectral dis-
tribution of radio emission is qualitatively discussed in §2.3,
deferring a quantitative analysis to §3–§5. Finally, §2.4 pro-
vides a point-by-point summary of the accumulated evidence
for a joint hadronic model. A discussion of the local relations
between radio and other signals is deferred to Appendix §A,
emphasizing the case of homogeneous CRIs.

2.1 Motivation and homogeneous CRI limit

2.1.1 Rationale

A MH is found in the vast majority of relaxed clusters (e.g.,
Giacintucci et al. 2017), but is disrupted and usually replaced
by a larger, GH version of itself once the core is destroyed by a
sufficiently strong merger. Some clusters are observed during
such a transition, like A2319 (with a CF and subcluster; see
KL10 and references therein), A2256 (where CFs are notice-
able in the radio emission of the GH; see Rajpurohit et al.
2022, 2023), CL1821+643 (Bonafede et al. 2014), A2261
(Savini et al. 2019), A2142 (Venturi et al. 2017), and pos-
sibly PSZ1 G139.61+24.20 (Savini et al. 2018) and RX
J1720.1+2638 (Savini et al. 2019). Such observations chal-
lenge the MH–GH classification (K10; Storm et al. 2015).
Furthermore, the characteristics of radio emission from the
centre of the cluster do not change after the MH is replaced
by a GH (e.g., KL10).
Hence, it would be quite unnatural to attribute MHs to

one (say, hadronic) process and GHs to a radically different
(leptonic) process, especially considering their many quanti-
tative similarities demonstrated below. Likewise, attributing
both MHs and GHs to leptonic processes but invoking dif-
ferent types of turbulent re-acceleration in each respective
environment (vW19, and references therein) would be simi-
larly unnatural and fine-tuned.
An analogous argument ties GHs and relics, which are ob-

served in different stages in different clusters: merged (when
the shock is at the edge of the GH), beginning to separate
(with a bright radio bridge still connecting the GH and relic
as the shock moves outwards), and at large separations (with
a faint or undetectable bridge). Moreover, some MHs and
GHs show relic characteristics, such as an irregular or fila-
mentary morphology (RXC J2003.5-2323, A2255, and A2319;
see Giacintucci et al. 2009; Murgia et al. 2009) or polariza-
tion (A2255, MACS J0717.5+3745, A2390, and A523; see
Govoni et al. 2005; Bonafede et al. 2009; Bacchi et al. 2003;
Girardi et al. 2016). The very defining property of relics — a
coincident weak shock — is shared by many GHs, challeng-
ing leptonic models. The smooth transitions and quantitative
similarities between halos and relics indicate a common un-
derlying origin; here too, enforcing a smooth blend of different
types of particle acceleration (vW19, and references therein)
would be unnatural and fine-tuned.

MNRAS 000, 1–24 (2023)



4 Keshet

Leptonic models invoked in the literature for each type
of source face their own, separate challenges (e.g., vW19,
and additional issues outlined below). Jointly, requiring pri-
mary (re)acceleration to reproduce quantitatively similar ra-
dio sources that smoothly blend into each other across di-
verse environments including relaxed cores (MHs), the tur-
bulent post-shock ICM at large (GHs) and very large (SH)
radii, and a range of weak to mild peripheral shocks (distant
relics), would place unreasonable and fine-tuned constraints
on the accelerator/s. This argument alone disfavours the pop-
ular blend of different leptonic models, pointing at some al-
ternative, common mechanism. The conclusion is supported
by the similarities between sources, like the −1.2 . α . −1.0
integrated spectra they all tend to show.

A common mechanism driving MHs, GHs and relics must
be hadronic, as no engine can uniformly (re)accelerate the
fast-cooling primary CREs across the entire cluster. MHs in
particular cannot be naturally attributed to primary CREs,
as such a leptonic model would need to invoke significant
shock or turbulent electron (re)acceleration is most or all
cores, including in the most relaxed clusters, against rapid
synchrotron cooling, and would struggle to explain observa-
tions such as the uniform α ∼ −1 spectrum. More impor-
tantly, even a conservative lower limit on CRIs in the centres
of clusters suffices to explain their GH (Kushnir & Waxman
2009) and MH (KL10) brightness, as most of the energy in-
jected into secondary CREs is lost to synchrotron radiation
in the strong, B & 3 µG central magnetic fields. We later
show that CRE secondaries from the same CRI distribution
account for relics, and would overproduce them if particle
(re)acceleration were not quenched by strong diffusion.

2.1.2 Homogeneous CRIs

The main known sources of CRIs in a cluster are the strong
virial shock at its edge, through which a considerable frac-
tion of its baryons were accreted, and supernova remnant
(SNR) shocks. We focus on virial shocks, as their ξe ∼ 1%
CRE acceleration efficiency was recently measured, thus veri-
fying that CRIs carry the large fraction of downstream energy
needed to fuel the diffuse ICM radio sources. These ξe values
were inferred from inverse-Compton emission (Keshet et al.
2017; Reiss et al. 2017; Reiss & Keshet 2018; Keshet & Reiss
2018), and from the coincident synchrotron, low-frequency
excess (Keshet et al. 2017; Hou et al. 2023). The detection
of these shocks was further supported by coincident drops
in the Sunyaev-Zel’dovich (SZ) y-parameter (Keshet et al.
2017; Hurier et al. 2019; Keshet et al. 2020b) and possibly
by an unusual peripheral arc (referred to as an ’accretion
relic’; Bonafede et al. 2022) that precisely coincides with the
best-fitting virial ring in Fermi data (Keshet & Reiss 2018).
Here, we use a simple, numerically-calibrated analytic model
for the virial shock (Keshet et al. 2004). SNRs may somewhat
boost the CRI population, but cannot strongly dominate it.

We begin with the simplest and most conservative case,
in which strong diffusion fills the cluster with a homogeneous
distribution of CRIs, thus placing a lower-limit on the central
CRI density. Assuming that a fraction fs of the baryons were
processed by strong shocks1 and that the virial shock deposits

1 The factor fs ∼ (
√
2/5)Ṁ/(HM), where Ṁ is the mean mass ac-

a fraction ξi of the downstream energy in CRIs, the total CRI
energy in the cluster is Ui ≃ ξifs(3/2)kBT (fbM/µmp). Here,
we approximated

∫
ṀT dt ≃MT , whereM and T are the ob-

served mass and temperature of the cluster, because most of
the thermal energy is accreted at late times and, although the
cluster gradually heats up, post-accretion compression also
raises Ui. The virial shock can be approximated as a sphere
of radius rs = fr(2GM/25H2)1/3 ≃ 2h(z)−2/3M

2/3
14 Mpc,

where h(z) ≡ H/H0, z is the redshift, and the parameter
fr ≃ 0.9 was calibrated numerically (Keshet et al. 2004).
Therefore, in this minimal model, the CRI energy density
is

ui≡ 3Ui
4πr3s

≃ 225ξifsfbH
2kBT

16πf3
rGµmp

≃7×10−13ξifsT5 erg cm−3 , (1)

depending only on the kBT ≡ 5T5 keV cluster temperature.
For comparison, a CRI energy density in the range ui ≃

10[−13.3,−12.4] erg cm−3 accounts for most MHs, GHs, and
relics (K10). Therefore, as one expects 0.1 . (ξifs) < 1 val-
ues, Eq. (1) is broadly consistent with the hadronic model.
The model is validated by ξifs ∼ 0.2, calibrated using γ-
ray observations of Coma in §2.2. Note that even a much
fainter γ-ray signal would not invalidate the model, given the
uncertainties and underlying approximations. For example,
relaxing the assumption of homogeneous CRIs would gener-
ally enhance ui in the cluster core. Such cores show a particle
density > 100 times higher than the mean density of the clus-
ter, in a volume ∼ 103 times smaller than that used to derive
Eq. (1). Magnetic structures such as in CFs, shocks, and ICM
substructure can hinder the outward diffusion of CRs that ac-
cumulate in the core, so a factor ∼ 10 enhancement of the
central ui is plausible even for overall strong diffusion.

2.1.3 Halos

Consider the logarithmic emissivity νjν of synchrotron emis-
sion from secondary CREs in halo centres, and their radio–
X-ray brightness ratio η. For simplicity, we assume a flat CRI
power-law spectrum of index p = 2, as expected of accelera-
tion in strong shocks (Axford et al. 1977; Krymskii 1977; Bell
1978; Blandford & Ostriker 1978) if scattering is sufficiently
isotropic (Keshet et al. 2020a). For such a spectrum, consis-
tent with present, p = 2.0± 0.2 measurements of virial-shock
accelerated CREs (Keshet & Reiss 2018; Hou et al. 2023),
the logarithmic energy density depends only logarithmically
on the maximal, γmax ≃ 108.5 CRI Lorentz factor.
Approximating (e.g., Kushnir & Waxman 2009) as σi ≃

40 mb the cross-section for an inelastic CRI collision with an
ambient nucleus, depositing on average fe ≃ 5% of the CRI
energy in secondary CREs, the radio emissivity becomes

νjν ≃ cfeσiµnui
8π ln γmax

B2

B2 +B2
cmb

(2)

≃ 5× 10−35 ξifsn−3T5

1 + b−2
erg s−1 cm−3 sr−1 ,

where n−3 ≡ n/10−3 cm−3, c is the speed of light,

Bcmb ≡
√
8πucmb ≃ 3.2(1 + z)2 µG (3)

cretion rate, differs from, and is larger than, the factor facc ∼ 0.12
calibrated in Keshet et al. (2004), which quantifies the instanta-
neous z = 0 mass accretion rate through M & 10 shocks.

MNRAS 000, 1–24 (2023)



Hadronic halos and relics 5

is the magnetic-field equivalent of the cosmic microwave back-
ground energy density, ucmb, and b ≡ B/Bcmb is the mag-
netization parameter. For a jX ≃ 9 × 10−25n2

eZ
0.6
0.3T

−0.1
keV X-

ray emissivity around kBT ≡ 1TkeV keV temperatures and
Z ≡ 0.3Z3Z⊙ metallicities (e.g., Keshet & Gurwich 2018),
the ratio between radio and X-ray emissivities becomes

ηj ≡ νjν
jX

≃ 3× 10−4 ξifsT
1.1
5

(1 + b−2)n−3
. (4)

In a GH, both radio and X-ray signals are dominated by
a core of roughly constant, n ≃ 10−3 cm−3 density, which
is typically also magnetized with b & 1. Hence, for typical
parameters and ξifs ∼ 0.2, the brightness ratio

η ≃ ηj ≃ 10−(4.2–4.5)T 1.1
5 (5)

is consistent with η ≃ 10−4.4±0.4 observed in the centres of
both MHs and GHs (KL10) even in the homogeneous CRI
limit. In a MH, both radio and X-ray signals are dominated
by a dense cool core, so the higher mean n may lead to a
smaller ηj in the simple estimate (4), despite the higher b.
However, as MHs reside in relaxed clusters, CRIs can more
easily accumulate in the core and become trapped e.g., by
strong CF fields; there is indeed evidence for some central ui
enhancement (see §A). For the ui ∝ n core scaling usually
invoked, Eq. (4) agrees with the measured η also in MHs.

2.1.4 Relics

A weak shock driving a radio relic can compress a secondary
CRE population by a large factor rcre, but only if cooling
may be neglected during compression. If that were the case,
such CREs upstream, already cooled to a p = 3 spectrum,
would be strongly compressed, by rcre = 16 in a Mach M = 2
shock or by rcre = 121 for M = 2.2, and would undergo even
more substantial DSA for M ≥

√
5 (K10; see Eq. (45) below).

Thus, if particle (re)acceleration were not quenched by cool-
ing, compressed secondary CREs would greatly outshine the
freshly injected CREs, over-producing the synchrotron emis-
sion from relics even without invoking any additional seed
electrons or an alternative (re)acceleration mechanism. How-
ever, as we show in §2.3, CRE compression and acceleration
slow down in the presence of strong diffusion sufficiently to
become quenched by radiative cooling.

CRIs, on the other hand, are susceptible to compression
strong enough to energize relics (K10) regardless of diffusion.
For example, the mean compression factor downstream of
a Mach M = 2.5 shock is rcri ≃ 6 for p = 2 CRIs, and
rcri ≃ 10 for p = 2.3 CRIs. As the shock sweeps up CRIs, they
can accumulate in a narrow shell near the shock front and
effectively raise rcri, further boosting the signal and changing
its spectral signature (see §4). The logarithmic synchrotron
power of secondaries produced by such CRIs is given by

νPν ≃ πrcricfeσiL
2Wµnui

8(1 + b−2) ln(γmax)
(6)

≃ 1.5× 1039
ξifsT5rcriL

2
1W0.1n−3

1 + b−2
erg s−1 ,

where n is the downstream density, and L = 1L1 Mpc and
W = 0.1W0.1 Mpc are, respectively, the largest linear scale
and width of the relic. Shock magnetization, from b2 ≪ 1
upstream to b2 & 1 downstream, can further boost the near-
downstream signal (K10).

Equation (6) agrees, for plausible rcri estimates, with ob-
served relics, provided that the immediate downstream is
magnetized to b & 1 levels, as indeed inferred in some relics.
The homogeneous CRI distribution used in Eq. (6) thus ac-
counts, for instance, for the measured νPν ≃ 2×1039 erg s−1

in A754 (Kale & Dwarakanath 2009), ∼ 4 × 1039 erg s−1 in
Coma (Bonafede et al. 2022), ∼ 4 × 1040 erg s−1 in A2256
(Rajpurohit et al. 2022), and even ∼ 1.2 × 1041 erg s−1 in
the ’sausage’ relic (Stroe et al. 2016).
For example, consider the most luminous of these relics.

This L ≃ 1.9 Mpc sausage relic shows a hot, kBT ≃ 10 keV
(Ogrean et al. 2014) downstream, where n ≃ 10−3 and
B ≃ 5 µG (Akamatsu et al. 2015), resulting from the merger
of two ∼ 1015M⊙ clusters (Jee et al. 2014), so the coinci-
dent ui may easily double our estimate (1). The hadronic
model thus reproduces the power of this relic with a mod-
est, rcri ≃ 10/(fsξiW0.1) mean CRI compression in the relic
region, consistent with M = 2.54+0.64

−0.43 estimated from the
temperature profile. Even the M = 1.31+0.12

−0.09 estimate based
on surface brightness (Ogrean et al. 2014) could explain the
relic, provided that CRIs are swept up as it propagates out
to its large, r ≃ 1.5 Mpc observed radius. In either case,
the integrated α = −1.12 ± 0.03 (Loi et al. 2020) matches
the expected spectrum, as it simply reflects the source CRIs.
Needless to say, leptonic models cannot produce consistent
relics in such weak shocks, and certainly not their spectra.

2.1.5 Criticism and Outlook

Thus, a simple, minimal hadronic model already accounts for
the CREs needed to explain MHs, GHs, and relics, leaving lit-
tle room for leptonic alternatives, and avoiding the aforemen-
tioned difficulties of the latter (K10). Nevertheless, hadronic
models are increasingly dismissed in favour of leptonic, in par-
ticular turbulent (re)acceleration, models for halos (vW19,
and references therein), and were are not even considered
until now for relics (except in K10) and SHs.
For MHs, both hadronic and leptonic models are often con-

sidered, but the former is increasing disfavored, for example
because observation do not precisely show its steady-state
−1.1 . α . −1.0 spectrum (e.g., Timmerman et al. 2021,
concerning α = −0.95 ± 0.10 in the Phoenix cluster) or by
interpreting the MH–CF association as evidence that MHs
arise from particle (re)acceleration in sloshing-induced turbu-
lence (Giacintucci et al. 2019, and references therein) — al-
though shear magnetization, anticipated (Keshet et al. 2010)
and already observed (Reiss & Keshet 2014; Naor et al. 2020)
below CFs, suffices to explain the association in a hadronic
model.
For GHs, there is an increasing tendency to discount the

hadronic model (e.g., vW19). One argument is the disagree-
ment of a simplistic hadronic model with the observed inte-
grated spectral and spatial characteristics and radio–X-ray
relations (Brunetti & Jones 2014), the main example being
the merged relic–GH system in A521, where the GH is patchy
and barely detectable at high frequencies, implying a very soft
spectrum (α ≃ −2.1 according to Brunetti et al. 2008, later
corrected to α ≃ −1.8 in Macario et al. 2013). However, this
and similar soft GHs are associated with very recent or on-
going mergers (K10; Bourdin et al. 2013; Yoon et al. 2020),
so one cannot neglect transient effects which soften the spec-
trum (see K10 and §3–§4 below). An allegedly stronger claim
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is that γ-ray upper limits and recent detections of the centre
of Coma are fainter than the π0 counterpart of the secondary
CRE-producing π± (Brunetti et al. 2012, 2017; Adam et al.
2021, vW19).

As we show, these objections raised against a hadronic ori-
gin are not well-justified, at best pointing out some failure of
an oversimplified version of the model. In particular, many
of the possible concerns are alleviated by taking into account
CR diffusion, advection, and magnetic evolution, as shown in
K10 and below. Future sensitive radio observations of faint
halo- or relic-like emission from any magnetized region in
the ICM, better constraints on the π0 → γγ and secondary
inverse-Compton signals, and more sophisticated modeling,
would further test and improve the hadronic model. Next, we
address the strongest argument ostensibly made (e.g., vW19)
against the hadronic model, namely the faint γ-ray emission
from the centre of Coma.

2.2 Consistent gamma-ray counterpart

A diffuse γ-ray signal was recently reported near the centre of
the Coma cluster (Xi et al. 2018), with a fitted spectral index
ranging from p ≃ 2.2 (Baghmanyan et al. 2022) to p ≃ 2.6
(Adam et al. 2021) in energies above 100 or 200 MeV. The
Fermi point spread function (PSF) radius at . 200 MeV en-
ergies is very extended (> 2◦ for 68% acceptance of front-
type events), and while the foreground is relatively low near
the Galactic pole, it is still more than an order of magni-
tude above the reported signal; consequently, the inferred
properties of the excess are sensitive to modeling and source-
removal details. The remaining excess can be described as a
radius r ≃ 1◦ disk of uniform brightness; the reported fluxes
above 200 MeV are F1 ≃ 2 × 10−12 erg s−1 cm−2 (Xi et al.
2018), F2 ≃ 5× 10−13 erg s−1 cm−2 (Adam et al. 2021), and
F3 ≃ 1.6×10−12 erg s−1 cm−2 (Baghmanyan et al. 2022). In
radio, most of the emission arises within r . 600 kpc (equiv-
alent to . 21′), where the magnetic field is thought to be
fairly strong, b & 1, and the logarithmic flux νFν ≃ 1.4 ×
10−14 erg s−1 cm−2 is approximately frequency-independent
(Bonafede et al. 2022, and references therein; Fν is inferred
by integrating their figure 8).

A CRI deposits approximately twice more energy in neu-
tral pions than in secondary CREs for the relevant frequency
ranges (e.g., Kamae et al. 2006; Kushnir & Waxman 2009).
For the simple case of a flat, α = −1 spectrum with no evo-
lution or CR diffusion, the local π0 → γγ and synchrotron
emissivities are thus related to each other by

κ ≡ (νjν)π0

(νjν)syn
≃ 2(1 + b−2) . (7)

Attributing the γ-ray excess to the r < 600 kpc region, its
spatially-integrated ratio to the radio flux is found to be
κ ≃ 20, 5, or 14, if one adopts respectively F1, F2, or F3, with
(20–50)% statistical uncertainty factors and considerable sys-
tematic uncertainties. Here, we normalized the excess by the
& 3 orders of magnitude it spans in photon energy, adopting
the p = 2 CRI spectrum corresponding to the radio α = −1.

These γ-ray-to-radio ratios are comparable to, and even
exceed, the 2(1 + 〈b−2〉) ∼ 4 anticipation for a mean b ≃ 1,
nicely validating the prediction of the GH hadronic model; for
a more detailed analysis, see Kushnir et al. (in preparation).
One may argue for a somewhat smaller ratio of coincident

fluxes, especially at high energies, by claiming that the γ-ray
signal is more extended, partly attributed to additional faint
sources, or spectrally much softer. However, given the above
results and their uncertainties, such an argument cannot ro-
bustly imply that the radio signal is too strong to constitute
the π± counterpart of the π0 signal.

For example, Adam et al. (2021) claim that their esti-
mated γ-ray excess is too weak to be the counterpart of
the radio GH, especially if they attribute ∼ 40% of the
signal to an uncertain source in the 4FGL catalogue and
adopt a soft, p ≃ 2.6 spectrum, thus allegedly necessitating
some additional CRE (re)acceleration processes to explain
the GH. However, such a claim does not seriously challenge
the hadronic GH model, given the stronger γ-ray signals re-
ported by other groups (which used more appropriate photon
cuts), the poor photon statistics especially at high energies,
the inaccurate γ-ray localization due to the very extended
PSF, the systematic uncertainties associated in particular
with the modeling of background and point sources essen-
tial for uncovering the diffuse excess, and the highly uncertain
magnetic field. Moreover, more realistic hadronic models cor-
rect the naive RHS of Eq. (7); in particular, the recent mag-
netic growth suspected inside the GH can lower the modelled
γ-ray-to-radio ratio throughout the b > 1 volume (K10).

Let us estimate the hadronic γ-ray signal in the simple,
homogeneous CRI model of §2.1. Adopting the CRI energy
density (1), a fraction fγ ≃ 0.1 of the CRI energy radiated
through π0 → γγ implies a logarithmic γ-ray luminosity

ǫLǫ ≃ 225ξifsf
2
b cfγσiH

2MkBT

16πµm2
pf3
rG ln γmax

≃ 8×1040ξifsM14T5 erg s−1 .

(8)

For the parameters of Coma — M ≃ 1015M⊙, kBT ≃ 8 keV,
and z ≃ 0.023 — the implied 200 MeV–300 GeV flux is

F ≃ ǫLǫ
4πd2L

ln

(
300

0.2

)
≃ 8× 10−12ξifs erg s−1 cm−2 , (9)

where dL is the luminosity distance. Comparing this flux to
the above measurements confirms that ξifs ≃ 0.2 is a reason-
able value.

Finally, note that some of the reported diffuse central
γ-ray excess should be attributed to projected inverse-
Compton emission from primary CREs accelerated by the
virial shock, although the above studies did not focus on
such extended emission and would thus attribute much of
it to the background or to removed point sources. Inter-
estingly, the radially-binned excess reported by Adam et al.
(2021, see their figure 6) does show a small local enhance-
ment at the virial, r ≃ 1◦ radius, although it is of low sig-
nificance as their analysis was not suited for a search for
a faint, thin, elliptical ring. The total 200 MeV–300 GeV
flux from the large, elliptic, virial ring can be estimated as
F ≃ 4 × 10−11 erg s−1 cm−2 sr−1 by extrapolating the pre-
liminary > 220 GeV VERITAS signal (Keshet et al. 2017,
with a systematic uncertainty factor of a few and assuming
p = 2), or as F ≃ 8 × 10−12 erg s−1 cm−2 sr−1 by extrap-
olating the 1–100 GeV Fermi excess (Keshet & Reiss 2018,
with a factor ∼ 2 systematic uncertainty).

MNRAS 000, 1–24 (2023)



Hadronic halos and relics 7

2.3 Cosmic-ray diffusion and advection

The spatial and spectral properties of radio emission in the
hadronic model become much richer in the presence of strong
diffusion or advection. Here, the CRE density N(t, E, r) per
unit volume and unit energy evolves according to

dN

dt
=
∂N

∂t
+ vvv ·∇N (10)

= Ṅ+ +∇ (D∇N)− 2 + φ

3
N∇ · vvv − ∂

∂E

(
NĖcool

)
,

where vvv(t,r) is the local mean velocity of the CREs,
Ṅ+(t, E, r) is the CRE injection rate into the ICM by inelas-
tic CRI collisions, and diffusion is approximated as isotropic,
with a scalar coefficient D(t, E, r). The ∇ · vvv term accounts
for the adiabatic compression of CREs with a local spectral
index

φ(t,E, r) ≡ −∂ lnN
∂ lnE

. (11)

The last term in Eq. (10) incorporates the radiative cooling
of the CREs, at a rate

Ėcool = −ψE2 , (12)

where the cooling parameter

ψ(t,E, r)≃ 4σT
3m2

ec3

(
ucmb +

B2

8π

)
≃0.83

(1 + z)4(1 + b2)

GeV Gyr
(13)

is dominated either by Compton scattering off CMB photons
or by synchrotron losses, depending on b. Here, σT is the
Thomson cross-section and me is the electron mass.

Equation (10), the implied CRE population, and the re-
sulting synchrotron signature are discussed here briefly, and
studied in more detail below in both steady-state systems (§3
and §5) and in the evolving ICM near a shock (§4). The mag-
netic field B(r) is assumed regular and slowly evolving; time-
dependent and irregular magnetic effects, outlined in K10 and
below, are in general beyond the scope of the present work.

In a hadronic model, one can usually approximate the en-
ergy spectrum of CRE injection as spatially uniform, given
by a power-law of some fixed index

p ≡ −∂ ln Ṅ+

∂ lnE
. (14)

This approximation, justified by the slow evolution of the CRI
spectrum, is particularly good when CRI diffusion is strong.
The upper energy cutoff on CRE injection can be ignored,
as it is too high to be relevant for radio emission, and has
a negligible effect on the dynamics for p ≥ 2. When consid-
ering a volume-integrated system that evolves slowly and is
sufficiently homogeneous, the diffusive term in the transport
equation can be omitted, and the problem simplifies consider-
ably. Here, for a constant p and a spatially uniform, constant
cooling rate ψ, the integrated CRE population develops an
N ∝ ψ−1E−(p+1) steady-state distribution, resulting in syn-
chrotron emission of spectral index

α ≡ ∂ ln jν
∂ ln ν

=
1

2
+

1

2

∂ lnN

∂ lnE
= −p

2
≃ −1 ; (15)

here, for consistency with recent literature, p > 0 and α < 0.
However, both local and volume-integrated spectra can de-

viate considerably from Eq. (15), even in the weak-diffusion
regime, especially if the system evolves rapidly or becomes
inhomogeneous on sub-diffusive scales. For example, a rising

level of plasma magnetization can lead to substantial spectral
softening even for modest ratios R of ψ/Ṅ+ amplification.
Even in a steady state, the combination of magnetic irregu-
larities and CRE streaming and diffusion can further soften
the spectrum. As an example, consider a small magnetic fill-
ing factor on scales not much smaller than the CRE Lar-
mor radius. Here, while CREs Compton-cool steadily, they
synchrotron radiate only intermittently, as they cross highly
magnetized regions or even become trapped by them. Corre-
lations between the energy of CREs and the time they spend
in more strongly magnetized regions thus modify the spec-
trum. In particular, as lower-energy CREs are more easily
deflected magnetically, they generally spend longer times in
such regions, thus softening the spectrum. Additional effects
can modify the spectrum at very low radio frequencies, where
the compressed CRI spectrum may deviate from a pure power
law, the cross-section for charged pion production becomes
more energy dependent, and CREs can accumulate through-
out the life of the cluster. In addition, when the irregular field
contains regions of sufficiently high B, the elevated cooling
rate in those regions further softens the spectrum. See K10
for further discussion.
More importantly, there is increasing evidence that CR

mixing in the ICM is substantial, equivalent to strong,
D(100 GeV) ≃ 1031–32 cm2 s−1 diffusion. For such a strong
diffusion, even a smooth, steady-state ICM shows strong de-
viations from the nominal spectrum (15), both locally and
when volume-integrated. In general, secondary CREs diffuse
from regions of fast CRE injection or slow cooling to regions
of smaller (Ṅ+/ψ), gradually cooling in the process. Con-
sequently, high (Ṅ+/ψ) regions harbour a larger fraction of
uncooled CREs, which radiate an α ≃ −(p − 1)/2 ≃ −1/2
spectrum; as we show, relic edges can achieve this limit, while
the centres of GHs can be as hard as α ≃ −(p+ d− 1)/2 for
D = D0E

d diffusion. Regions dominated by incoming diffus-
ing CREs show the opposite, softening effect, which is pro-
nounced if these CREs have already cooled substantially; as
we show, the resulting spectrum can be arbitrarily soft for
sufficiently strong Ṅ+ gradients.
The typical lengthscale for diffusion-induced variations in

synchrotron brightness and spectrum is

l(E, r) ≡
(
D

ψE

)1/2

∝
(

D0

1 + b2

) 1
2
(
b

ν

) 1−d
4

. (16)

This scale is indeed characteristic of the observed variations
in α, provided that diffusion is strong. Conversely, the ob-
served variations in GH and relic spectra are separately used
below to estimate the diffusion coefficient, indicating in both
cases that D(100 GeV) ≃ 1031–32 cm2 s−1, consistent with
the level (K10) necessary to keep the CRI distribution suffi-
ciently homogeneous. A detailed analysis is deferred to §3–§5
and Appendices §B–§C, which focus on different types of ICM
sources and demonstrate that a hadronic model with strong
diffusion reproduces, essentially, all observations.
For diffusion as strong as we infer, weak shocks in the

ICM cannot efficiently accelerate or re-accelerate electrons
to radio-emitting frequencies. Indeed, the ratio between the
cooling time and acceleration time of such CREs,

tcool
tacc

≃ (ψE)−1

D/v2s
≃ 0.4

M2
2TkeVν

−1/2
9

(1 + z)4D32

2b1/2

1 + b2
, (17)

is not much greater than unity. Here, vs is the shock velocity,
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M ≡ 2M2 is the shock Mach number, TkeV refers to the up-
stream plasma, and we defined D32 ≡ D/1032 cm2 s−1 and
ν9 ≡ ν/GHz. An analogous argument disfavours any turbu-
lent (re)acceleration of electrons when diffusion is sufficiently
strong. While the hadronic model does not invoke any such
CRE (re)acceleration in weak shocks or turbulence, leptonic
models do. In particular, leptonic models for radio relics all
assume some form of CRE (re)acceleration in weak, includ-
ingM < 2, shocks, unsupported by independent observations
or robust theory, and implying radio spectra softer than ob-
served (K10); we find that such models are inconsistent with
strong diffusion, and would over-produce relic energies once
secondaries of a sufficiently homogeneous CRI distribution
are taken into account.

2.4 Summary of evidence for a joint hadronic model

To conclude this section, we summarize the evidence indicat-
ing that the distinctions between MHs, GHs, and relics are
extrinsic, that these systems are manifestations of the same
underlying mechanism, and that this mechanism is hadronic.

The main evidence summarized in K10 includes:
(i) The same ui ≃ 10−(12.4–13.3) erg cm−3 CRI energy
density accounts collectively for MHs, GHs, and relics (K10);
(ii) A common origin of MHs and GHs indicated by their
identical central η ≡ νIν/FX radio–X-ray ratios (KL10);
(iii) Radio bridges strongly link GHs and relics as the same
phenomenon (K10 and references therein);
(iv) Moreover, some GHs show a weak shock at their edge:
the defining property of relics (K10, vW19);
(v) Clusters with both GH and MH characteristics, challeng-
ing the MH–GH classification (K10; Storm et al. 2015);
(vi) GHs and MHs with relic characteristics, such as irregular
or filamentary morphology or polarization (see §2.1);
(vii) The hadronic model explains the integrated radio–X-ray
relations in GHs (Kushnir et al. 2009) and MHs (KL10);
(viii) Local Iν–FX relations in GHs consistent with homoge-
neous CRIs in both strong and weak field regimes (K10; §A);
(ix) The hadronic model naturally yields the integrated
−1.2 . α . −1.0 of relaxed MHs, GHs, and relics (K10);
(x) Soft GH spectra are a transient, young-merger effect, as
indicated for instance by relic distances (K10, e.g., fig. 28);
(xi) Integrated relic spectra are too universal for DSA, and
inconsistent with coincident X-ray Mach numbers (K10);
(xii) Spectral softening is anticipated in hadronic models due
to magnetic evolution and irregularities, accounting in part
for the spectro-spatial properties of GHs and relics (K10);
(xii) Little or no diffuse ICM emission, even around shocks,
in galaxy groups and clusters of low mass (e.g., in A2146;
Russell et al. 2011), as expected in hadronic models;
(xiv) It was also argued that invoking DSA in relics requires
unreasonably high acceleration efficiencies (Kang et al.
2007).

Additional evidence accumulated during the past decade
has strengthened the case for a joint hadronic model for
diffuse ICM radio phenomena, and in part can be considered
as predictions of this model. In particular:
(i) Measurements of virial-shock CRE acceleration with
ξe ∼ 1% efficiencies and p ≃ 2.0±0.2 spectra, supporting the
CRI counterpart needed for the hadronic model (see §2.1);
(ii) Detection of the γ-ray counterpart to the GH in Coma,

consistent with the π0 → γγ hadronic prediction (see §2.2);
(iii) Increasingly irreconcilable radio vs. X-ray Mach num-
bers in relic leptonic models (e.g., Akamatsu et al.
2017; Urdampilleta et al. 2018; Wittor et al. 2021;
de Gasperin et al. 2022, and references therein);
(iv) Nearly constant spectra along relic weak shock fronts,
consistent with hadronic but not leptonic models (§4.4);
(v) MHs and GHs show the same, overlapping Pν–M500

correlation (Yuan et al. 2015);
(vi) Relics show similar Pν–L500 correlations as do GHs and
MHs (Yuan et al. 2015, and §A);
(vii) The luminosities of neighbouring relics and GHs are
approximately equal to each other (Paulo et al. 2016);
(viii) A tighter, linear Pν ∝ YSZ radio–SZ relation emerges
when one focuses on the halo region (Basu 2012), as expected
in the hadronic model with a flat CRI distribution (K10);
(ix) The weak-lensing surface mass density in Coma
(Brown & Rudnick 2011) correlates nicely with radio bright-
ness, again in agrement with homogenous CRIs;
(x) SHs detected at & 1 Mpc radii are natural in our
hadronic model (see §5), but challenge leptonic models;
(xi) Similarities between neighboring GHs and relics, such
as identical integrated spectra (e.g., α = −1.16 ± 0.02 and
α = −1.16± 0.03 in the ’toothbrush’ relic and halo in 1RXS
J0603.3+4214; Rajpurohit et al. 2020);
(xii) Spectral variations within soft GHs correlate
with the orientation of nearby relics (e.g., in A2256;
Kale & Dwarakanath 2010), corroborating the transient GH
nature;
(xiii) Highly uniform spectral maps in MHs and relaxed GHs
(e.g., van Weeren et al. 2016), challenging leptonic models;
(xiv) Resolved spectral variations in relics and in some GHs
are consistent with the hadronic model (see §3–§5);
(xv) Strong CR diffusion measured from spectral variations
in GHs and relics is consistent with the hadronic model but
not with CRE (re)acceleration (see §3.4.1and §4.4).

Next, we supplement the qualitative evidence reviewed
above with an analysis of the spatio-spectral distribution of
radio emission in the hadronic model. As we show, incorpo-
rating strong diffusion in the model reproduces the detailed
spatial and spectral properties of observed MHs and GHs
(§3), relics (§4), and even SHs (§5).

3 HALOS: STEADY-STATE HADRONIC MODEL

3.1 Setup

Considering the long-term, central diffuse radio emission from
a cluster or group of galaxies, we approximate the ICM as
spherically symmetric and stationary. In a hadronic model,
the densityN(E, r) of CREs per unit volume and unit energy,
injected into the ICM at a steady rate Ṅ+(E, r) by inelastic
CRI collisions, then satisfies a steady-state special case of the
diffusion-loss partial differential equation (PDE) (10),

0 =
∂N

∂t
= Ṅ+ +

1

r2
∂

∂r

(
r2D

∂N

∂r

)
− ∂

∂E

(
NĖcool

)
, (18)

where r is the radius. The inner boundary condition of PDE
(18) is a vanishing diffusive flux at the origin, r2D∂rN →
0 as r → 0. CRE injection is assumed to vanish as r or
E diverge, so the outer boundary conditions forbid particles

MNRAS 000, 1–24 (2023)



Hadronic halos and relics 9

from reaching infinite energy, N(E → ∞) = 0, or escaping
to spatial infinity, N(r → ∞) = 0. CREs are assumed to
be injected with a power-law of constant index p, giving a
spectrum α = −p/2 for regular magnetic fields if injection
is uniform or diffusion is absent; see Eqs. (14)–(15) and the
accompanying discussion.

3.2 Self-similar distribution

We begin with the simple case where ψ and D are both
spatially-uniform, so the lengthscale l(E) of Eq. (16) is de-
fined globally for CREs of energy E. Consider the self-similar
case where, in addition, one can approximate as power-laws
both the radial dependence of CRE injection,

Ṅ+ = NE−pr−̺ , (19)

and the energy-dependence of diffusion,

D = DEd , (20)

with dimensional coefficients N and D (using Gothic symbols
to denote self-similar variables), and dimensionless constants
̺ ≥ 0 and d < 1. Dimensional analysis then implies that the
steady-state CRE distribution is given by

N =
l−̺N

Ep+1ψ
n(r) , (21)

where we defined a dimensionless distribution function n(r)
and a dimensionless (energy-dependent) radius

r(E) ≡ r/l(E) , (22)

which monotonically increases with r and, as we assume that
d < 1, also with E.

In the more general, non-self-similar case, where the spa-
tial dependence of Ṅ+ is not a pure power-law, additional
lengthscales r1, r2, . . . are introduced to the problem. Then,
the one-dimensional n(r) is replaced by a multi-dimensional
distribution, depending separately on r and E through addi-
tional dimensionless parameters r1/l, r2/l, . . .. Such injection
profiles, as well as spatial variations in D(E, r) and ψ(r), are
addressed in §3.3 and later in this section.

In the self-similar case, plugging Eqs. (19)–(21) into the
PDE (18) yields an ordinary differential equation (ODE),

(
p− 1− 1− d

2
̺

)
n(r)−

(
2

r
+

1− d

2
r

)
n
′(r)− n

′′(r) = r
−̺ ,

(23)

for the one-dimensional distribution n. For ̺ > 0, the outer
boundary condition is a vanishing n(r → ∞) = 0 at an infinite
radius or energy. The inner boundary condition of a vanishing
diffusive flux in the r → 0 centre translates to n(r)r → 0. With
these boundary conditions, the ODE (23) admits a formal an-
alytic solution for any radial injection profile 0 < ̺ < 3; see
Appendix §B. An asymptotic solution can also be derived
for the limiting case ̺ = 3, beyond which the number of
particles in the centre diverges non-logarithmically. The re-
sulting synchrotron spectrum is demonstrated in Fig. 1, for
the nominal flat, p = 2 injection and a few choices of ̺, both
for an energy-independent, d = 0 diffusion (left panel) and
for the d = 1/2 diffusion corresponding to Kraichnan-like
(Kraichnan 1965; Berezinskii et al. 1990) turbulence (right
panel). The analytic solutions to ODE (23) are verified and
supplemented by direct numerical solutions to PDE (18).
For simplicity, in the figure we approximate the specific

synchrotron emissivity as

jν ≃
√
3 eBre sin(α̃)

∫
N(E)Fs

[
ν

νs(E)

]
dE

≃ αe(mec
2)2

√
bν

3ν0
N

(
E = h

√
ν0ν

b

)
, (24)

where we crudely replaced the synchrotron source function
(Rybicki & Lightman 1986),

Fs(z̃) ≡ z̃

∫ ∞

z̃

K5/3(z̃
′) dz̃′ , (25)

by δ(z̃ − 1); thus, we retain the exact CRE spectrum and
only slightly over-sharpen the photon spectrum, as shown for
completeness in §3.3 below. Here, e is the electron charge,
αe ≡ e2/(~c) is the fine-structure constant, h ≡ 2π~ is
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Figure 1. Self-similar distribution α(r) of synchrotron spectral index arising from Ṅ+ ∝ r−̺E−2 CRE injection of spatial power-laws
̺ = {0, 1, 2, 2.5, 2.7, 2.9} (thin magenta to thick blue curves), computed numerically [using the PDE (18); curves] and analytically [for
integer ̺; using the ODE (23); symbols], for an energy-independent, uniform cooling ψ. The asymptotic limit αδ of Eq. (B3) is also shown
(black diamonds). The results, using the simplified synchrotron function approximation (24), are shown for a homogeneous diffusion
function D ∝ E0 (left panel) and for D ∝ E1/2 (right panel), as a function of the dimensionless r combining r, ψ, D, and E or ν.
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Planck’s constant, α̃ ≃ π/4 is the average of the pitch an-
gle, assumed isotropically distributed,

νs ≡ b

ν0

(
E

h

)2

≃ 0.9b

(
E

5 GeV

)2

(1 + z)2 GHz (26)

is the synchrotron frequency, a cooling frequency

ν0 ≡ 8α2
emec

3

9σT eBcmb sin α̃
≃ 1.6× 1039(1 + z)−2 Hz (27)

was defined (ν−1
0 ≡ h2aBcmb in K10 notations), and Kn(z̃)

is the modified Bessel function of the second kind.
The approximate Eq. (24) provides a simple mapping of

the CRE spectrum onto the synchrotron spectrum,

α ≃ 1

2
+

1

2

∂ lnN

∂ lnE

(
E = h

√
ν0ν

b
, r

)
, (28)

generalizing Eq. (15) locally. In this approximation, the radial
dependence α(r ∝ r) of the spectral index can be read directly
from Fig. 1 for any fixed frequency ν. In the self-similar case
considered in this subsection, the spectral index,

α ≃ −p
2
+

1− d

4

(
̺+

d lnN

d ln r

)
, (29)

depends on the parameters ν and r only through their com-
bination

r ≃
(
ψh

D

) 1
2 (ν0ν

b

) 1
4
r =

(
ψ

D

) 1
2

h
1−d
2

(ν0ν
b

) 1−d
4
r , (30)

so the full radio spectrum α[ν ∝ r
4/(1−d)b] can also be read di-

rectly from Fig. 1 for any fixed radius r, by stretching the ab-
scissa accordingly. As ψ(b) was assumed constant, the above
holds separately in regions where either b≫ 1 or b≪ 1.

As the figure shows, the spectrum in a dense (̺ > 0) centre
is harder than the standard α = −p/2 spectrum of uniform
(̺ = 0) injection, as CREs have a limited time to soften by
cooling before diffusing outward. This central hardening is
offset in part if higher-energy CREs diffuse faster (d > 0), as
their escape from the centre softens it. The spectrum initially
softens outwards from the hard centre, with increasing r. For
sufficiently steep, ̺ & 1 injection profiles, the spectrum then
softens even beyond α = −p/2, reaching a minimal α around
2 . r . 5 before hardening back to α = −p/2 at large radii.
The α minimum is shallower and moves outward for diffusion
of stronger energy-dependence (i.e. a larger d); overall, the
α(r) profile smoothes out as d increases.

The spectral index in the ̺ = 3 limit (derived in Appendix
§B and shown in the figure as black diamonds),

αδ ≡ α(̺ = 3) =− p− 1 + d

2
− (1− d)2

8
r
2 (31)

− 2p− 3 + d

4

√
1− d

H− 2p−2
1−d

(√
1−d
2

r

)

H− 2p−3+d
1−d

(√
1−d
2

r

) r ,

whereHn(x) is the Hermite polynomial, provides both a tight
upper bound on the hard spectrum near the centre, and a
lower bound on the soft, α < −p/2 spectrum elsewhere.
In particular, sufficiently steep, ̺ ≥ 2 injection profiles all
asymptote to the same central spectrum,

α(τ → 0) = −p− 1 + d

2
. (32)

The same αδ spectral distribution arises from Ṅ+ ∝ δ(r),

or any injection sufficiently peaked near the origin; see Ap-
pendix §C.

3.3 General distribution

To proceed, it is instructive to solve Eq. (18) using Green
functions, for an arbitrary injection profile. Consider a spher-
ical shell of CREs injected at a radius r0 > 0 with an initial
energy E0 at time t = 0,

N0(t = 0, E, r) =
δ(r − r0)δ(E − E0)

4πr20
, (33)

where we normalized
∫
N0 d

3r dE = 1. The temporal evolu-
tion of this shell follows

N0(t, E, r)

δ [E − E(t)]
≡G(t,E, r; r0)=

e
−
[

r−r0
2rd

]2

− e
−
[

r+r0
2rd

]2

8π3/2rr0rd
, (34)

solving the homogeneous part (i.e. with no injection) of
Eq. (18). For a constant ψ, the energy evolution

E(t) =
E0

1 + ψE0t
(35)

solves ODE (12), so the diffusion length rd follows

r2d(t, E)≡
∫ t

0

D[E(t′)] dt′=

∫ t

0

D

[
E

1− (t− t′)ψE

]
dt′ , (36)

and approaches the diffusion–cooling scale over a cooling
time: rd(t = 1/ψE) = (1− d)−1/2l.
Next, consider an initial power-law energy spectrum of in-

dex p ≥ 2, with N0(E)dE = CE−pdE particles injected in
the energy range [E,E+dE] at time t = 0, where C is a con-
stant. The number of particles in this [E,E+dE] energy range
at any time 0 < t < (ψE)−1 then equals CE−p(1−ψEt)p−2.
Hence, the steady-state solution of Eq. (18) for an ongoing
injection Ṅ+ = δ(r − r0)E

−p/(4πr20) of radius r0 shells is

N0(E, r; r0)=E
−p
∫ (ψE)−1

0

G(t, E, r; r0) (1− ψEt)p−2 dt , (37)

accumulating all CREs starting at r0 that managed to reach
r with energy E during time t. The steady-state solution for
an arbitrary spatial injection Ṅ+(E, r0) = C(r0)E

−p is then

N(E, r) =

∫
4πr20C(r0)N0(E, r; r0) dr0 . (38)

Analytic solutions for the kernel N0(E, r; r0) with both d = 0
and d = 1/2, as well as the distribution N(E, r) arising for se-
lect injection profiles (including an exponential distribution),
are provided in Appendix §C.
Consider a CRE injection profile with a core of radius rc,

Ṅ+ = CE−p
(
1 +

r2

r2c

)−̺/2

, (39)

where C is a constant. The prescription (39) is proportional
to a power of the gas density nβ(r) in a β-model, Ṅ+(r) ∝
nβ(r)

̺/(3β), while approaching the Ṅ+ ∝ r−̺ power-law pro-
file of Eq. (19) far outside the core. Figure 2 demonstrates
the resulting spectral index distribution α(r) for a few choices
of index ̺ and dimensionless core radius rc. Approximation
(24) is used, so the radial dependence α(r) of the spectral
index at a fixed frequency can still be read directly from the
figure. However, as the problem is no longer self-similar, the
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spectrum α(ν) at a fixed radius cannot be obtained here sim-
ply by stretching the abscissa, for varying ν changes not only
r but also rc. The full spectra at specific radii are shown in
Fig. 3 for ̺ = 4, but here the radial dependence of the spec-
trum at a given frequency cannot be directly read from the
figure. The two-dimensional distribution of α in r–ν space
is shown for ̺ = 4 in Fig. 4, providing both the α(r) pro-
file at a given ν (in a horizontal cut through the figure if B
is constant) and the α(ν) profile at a given r (vertical cut).
Figure 4 also provides the former, α(r) distribution for any
magnetic b(r) ≪ 1 radial profile, by taking a corresponding
non-horizontal cut; such cuts are demonstrated (dash-dotted
yellow curves) for equipartition, b2 ∝ n1

β fields.

Specifically, Fig. 2 demonstrates the spectral index distri-
bution α(r) in the case of p = 2 injection, a uniform mag-
netic field, d = 0 (left panel) or d = 1/2 (right panel) diffu-
sion, and a few choices of index ̺ (solid curves) with a fixed
rc = rc/l = 1 core. For the specific case ̺ = 4, the figure also
presents the spectral distribution for a few other choices of
rc (dashed and dash-dotted cyan curves). As the figure con-
firms, the synchrotron spectrum arising from core injection
of index ̺′ resembles a mixture of the power-law cases ̺ = ̺′

and ̺ = 0, approaching the former for rc ≪ 1 and the latter
for rc ≫ 1. In particular, the spectrum is again found to be
hard, α > −p/2 in the centre, softens to α < −p/2 (if ̺ ≥ 1)
at 2 . r . 5, and asymptotes to α → −p/2 at large radii.
The softening at intermediate radii strengthens with an in-
creasing ̺, diverging as rc → 0 if ̺ ≥ 3. The case of pure
̺ = 3 power-law injection (black diamonds), equivalent to
δ(r) deposition in the centre, still limits both the hardness of
the central region and the softness of the peripheral region.

The full spectrum at a given radius is shown in Fig. 3 under
the same assumptions of Fig. 2, for the case ̺ = 4 and d = 0,
with a few choices of r/rc. Instead of the α(r) profile, this
figure shows the spectrum in terms of the emissivity νjν , nor-
malized in dimensionless form, as a function of the dimension-
less frequency r

4
c ∝ ν. Shallow injection profiles or large cores

(thin, magenta to orange curves) lead to a smooth hard-to-
soft transition with an increasing ν, approaching α → −p/2
at high frequencies. In contrast, for steep injection profiles
with a small core (thicker, green to purple curves), the hard-
to-soft transition goes through a very soft region where νjν

rapidly decreases with an increasing ν, in a drop that can be
very sharp for large r/rc when ̺ ≥ 3.
The spectral profiles, even in cases with sharp drops, re-

main almost unchanged if one uses the exact Fs of Eq. (25)
or its approximation

Fs(z̃) =
3

1
2 27π

2
2
3 160

z̃
11
3 1F2

(
4
3
; 7
3
, 8
3
; z̃

2

4

)

Γ (−1/3)
− πz̃√

3
(40)

+ (4z̃)
1
3 1F2

(
−1

3
;−2

3
,
2

3
;
z̃2

4

)
Γ

(
2

3

)
≃ c0z̃

c1e−c2z̃ ,

as demonstrated in the figure (dashed black curve), instead
of the crude approximation (24). Here, pFq(a; b; z) is the gen-
eralized hypergeometric function, and the approximation in
the last equality of Eq. (40), accurate locally within 10% for
c0 = 1.83, c1 = 0.309, and c2 = 1.03 (K10), is easier to
integrate, while producing results virtually indistinguishable
from the exact spectrum.

10-21 10-16 10-11 10-6 0.1 104

10-6

0.01

100

c
4
= (ψ2h2rc
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(r
≫
r c
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-
1
ν
j ν
/b
2

Figure 3. Logarithmic synchrotron emissivity, νjν , shown nor-
malized as a function of normalized frequency r

4
c ∝ ν, for p = 2

CRE injection with a ̺ = 4 core profile and d = 0 diffusion, at
r/rc = {10−2, 10−1, . . . , 105} (thin magenta to thick purple). The
results (solid curves) are shown, as usual, using the approxima-
tion (24); the exact Fs of Eq. (25) yields very similar spectra, as
demonstrated (dashed black) for r/rc = 103.

Figure 4 shows the distribution of the spectral index α
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Figure 2. Same as Fig. 1, but for Ṅ+ ∝ (1+r2/r2c)
−̺/2E−2 CRE injection with a core of dimensionless radius rc ≡ rc/l = 1 (solid curves)

and ̺ = {0, 1, . . . , 6} (thin magenta to thick blue curves). For the case ̺ = 4 (cyan), results are also shown also for smaller rc = 1/3, 1/10,
and 1/100 (increasingly longer dashed) and for a larger rc = 2 (dash-dotted). The αδ limit is again shown (black diamonds).
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under the same assumptions of Fig. 3, but for an arbitrary
rc, in the two-dimensional phase space spanned by r/rc and
r
2
c ∝ r2c(ν/b)

1/2. Here, the very soft spectrum in the tran-
sition from hard emission at low frequencies to the cooled,
α→ −p/2 at high-frequencies takes the form of a narrow val-
ley in the α distribution, emerging for r/rc & 1 and showing
increasingly negative α for larger r/rc. Qualitatively similar
spectral distributions are obtained quite generally when CRE
injection is sufficiently concentrated near the centre. In par-
ticular, spectral softening can be very strong in regions where
Ṅ+ diminishes and N is dominated by cooled CREs diffusing
from the centre. These properties are illustrated also in Fig. 6
(right panel), showing the CRE distribution as in Fig. 4, but
for radially-exponential injection, in which case softening is
extreme and extends to arbitrary large radii for any r.

Figure 4. Synchrotron spectral index (shading and labelled solid
black contours) as a function of normalized radius r/rc and fre-
quency r2c ∝ r2cν

1/2 for p = 2 CRE-injection with a ̺ = 4 core pro-
file and d = 0 diffusion. The α(ν) spectrum at a given r maps onto
a vertical cut of this figure. The α(r) spectrum at a given ν maps
onto a horizontal cut if the magnetic field is uniform (demonstrated
by a dashed cyan line, corresponding to the rc = 0.1 case of Fig. 2),
and onto some non-horizontal cut for a variable field (demonstrated
by dash-dotted yellow curves for equipartition, b(r)2 ∝ nβ fields).

The above Green-function analysis can be readily gener-
alised for arbitrary spatial distributions of CRE injection and
magnetic field, producing hard spectra in maximal-injection
regions and soft spectra in low Ṅ+ regions dominated by
incoming cooled CREs. However, we have assumed that
ψ ∝ 1 + b2 is approximately constant, i.e. Compton cool-
ing dominating over synchrotron (b ≪ 1) or a sufficiently
uniform magnetic field (b ≃ const.), and we did not take into
account possible spatial variations in the diffusion function or
in the CRI spectral index. In general, regions of weaker diffu-
sion or a strong (b & 1) magnetic field would have a shorter
characteristic lengthscale l, so locally, the spectrum would
become closer to its α ≃ −p/2 steady state. A full analysis,
incorporating the strong synchrotron cooling in cores, spa-
tial variations in ψ and D, and additional effects, generally
requires a numerical treatment.

The volume-integrated spectrum depends on the particular

volume V in question, as well as on the spacetime distribu-
tions of CRE injection, diffusion, and magnetic fields. These
distributions affect the integrated spectrum even in the sim-
plest case where V spans the entire system; in general, CRE
diffusion across steady or growing magnetic substructure on
scales not much smaller than the CRE Larmor radius tends
to soften the spectrum (K10). In a steady-state, and even
if microscopic substructure can be neglected, any misalign-
ment between CRE injection and magnetic field on diffusive
scales generally softens the spectrum, as CREs preferentially
synchrotron-radiate after they have already experienced some
Compton-cooling. For the simple, spherical, steady-state, uni-
formly magnetized systems discussed above, Fig. 4 illustrates
how the choice of V can strongly modify the integrated spec-
trum. Here, the spectrum obtained by integrating from the
centre out to a given radius is typically a broken power law,
with α(ν ≪ νbr) = −p/2 + 1/2 and α(ν ≫ νbr) = −p/2,
where radiative cooling is balanced at the break frequency
νbr by diffusion out of V or the age of the system. However,
emphasizing the soft regions by effects such as a central mask,
strong magnetic fields at large radii, or a particular choice
of V , would all soften the integrated spectrum, as would a
clumpy CRE injection, magnetic substructure, and various
contaminating sources in projection, such as the CREs ad-
vected or diffused from a nearby relic. Such spectral soft-
ening is typically stronger at high-frequencies, leading to a
steepening, concave spectrum.

3.4 Comparison with observations

Next, we compare the above results with observed radio MHs
and GHs, focusing on the spatio-spectral properties of the ra-
dio emission, but also addressing other properties such as the
relations to other (X-ray, SZ) signals. For simplicity, here we
avoid microscopic and time-dependent processes, which were
outlined in §2 and discussed in part in K10, although they
can significantly modify the spectrum, typically softening it.

When possible, we consider the general spatio-spectral
properties inferred from multiple radio systems, rather than
focus on individual sources, which can be complicated by rare
dynamics, projection effects, and systematic errors; hence,
the discussion is not fully inclusive. Even general trends
are susceptible to substantial uncertainties in spectral mea-
surements, associated with a low signal-to-noise, incomplete
uv-coverage and deconvolution, calibration errors, flux-scale
uncertainties, assumptions on map-noise properties, errors
induced by contaminant flux subtraction, blurring, source
blending, and, at high frequencies, small fields of view (e.g.,
vW19, Riseley et al. 2022). The inferred spectra can thus de-
pend on resolution, may show spuriously soft spectra due to
undetected low-surface brightness regions, and can be some-
what confused with radio sources such as radio galaxies and
AGN lobes especially at low frequencies. Consequently, dif-
ferent studies have contradicted each other, some reported
soft spectra may be unrealistic (e.g., Riseley et al. 2022),
and systematic errors should be considered as lower limits on
the true uncertainty (e.g., vW19).
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3.4.1 Cooling–diffusion scale

When diffusion is strong, GHs and possibly MHs may be
sufficiently extended to resolve the cooling–diffusion scale

l ≃ 280

(
b

ν9

) 1
4
[

D32

(1 + b2)(1 + z)3

] 1
2
[
0.003 ν9
(1 + z)2b

] d
4

kpc , (41)

derived from Eqs. (16), (20), (26), and (27), so spectral vari-
ations are to be expected in the plane of the sky and along
the line of sight. Regions where the injection rate Ṅ+ is max-
imal could then show radio emission as hard as the limit (32),
whereas sufficiently strong spatial gradients of Ṅ+ could lead
to arbitrarily soft regions. As the spectral index should vary
over distances of order l, one can use Eq. (41) to directly
extract crude estimates of D and b from observations.

In particular, we use published spectral maps to extract the
scale lα over which the projected spectral index varies, and
approximate lα ≃ fαl in order to obtain model-independent
constraints on D and b, as shown in Fig. 5. Here, fα is a
dimensionless correction factor of order unity, which depends
on details of the spatial distribution and projection. The re-
sults for GHs are consistent with D ≃ 1032 cm2 s−1, within
a factor of a few, assuming that b . 1 on large scales; the
one MH (in RXJ 1720.1+2638) included in the figure shows
a substantially smaller D or larger b ≫ 1. Our crude es-
timate of lα, as the main scale found in the circularly av-
eraged periodogram of the α map (in all cases, lα is found
to be larger than the beam size and smaller than the halo
size), carries an uncertainty factor of order ∼ 2; our method
is outlined in Appendix §E. This procedure excludes possi-
ble small-scale variability in α, associated not with diffusion
but rather with the filamentary magnetic field in relics and
young GHs, as demonstrated by recent observations of A2256
(Rajpurohit et al. 2022, 2023). In A2744, significant structure
in the α distribution was previously reported on 30′′ scales
but not on 15′′ scales (Pearce et al. 2017), consistent with
our lα which corresponds to ∼ 20′′.

3.4.2 Minihalos

The radial brightness profiles Iν(r) of observed MHs were
fitted as a combination of a strong central Gaussian and a
flatter outer profile that is either exponential or a power-law
(e.g., Murgia et al. 2009). The central Gaussian is probably
attributed to unresolved emission from central sources (in
particular AGN radio bubbles, which are often masked; e.g.,
Ignesti et al. 2020). Indeed, secondary CREs would produce
an approximately Gaussian Iν(r) near the centre of the clus-
ter only for very centrally peaked (̺ & 3) injection, which
is implausible given the shallower n ∝ r−1 gas profile in the
core and the strong CRI diffusion. It is difficult to distinguish
between exponential vs. power-law profiles for the MH itself,
after the centre was excluded, as it typically spans only a
factor of a few in brightness and a factor of two or so in ra-
dius; the same problem applies even to GHs, as discussed in
§3.4.3. In the presence of strong diffusion, the radial profile
should become flatter at lower frequencies, where radiating
CREs have a longer time to diffuse outward before cooling.
Such lower-frequency flattening was observed in Ophiuchus
(Murgia et al. 2010), where the e-fold lengthscale increases
from ∼ 100 kpc at 1.5 GHz to & 400 kpc at ν ≤ 240 MHz. If
these scales are comparable to l, one infers D ∼ 1032 cm2 s−1
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Figure 5. Diffusion coefficient weighted by magnetic field (or-
dinate), estimated by approximating lα ≃ fαl, where fα is a
factor of order unity, l is the diffusion–cooling scale of Eq. (41),
and lα is the characteristic scale of spatial variations in the pro-
jected spectral index αν2ν1 , measured (with a factor ∼ 2 uncer-
tainty; see Appendix §E) between frequencies ν1 and ν2 (ab-
scissa for symbol pairs) in different GHs (solid lines) and in one
MH (dashed line), according to published spectral maps; see text
and legend. Literature references: B20 (Botteon et al. 2020), B22
(Botteon et al. 2022), F04 (Feretti et al. 2004), H21 (Hoang et al.

2021, for ClG 0217+70), KD10 (Kale & Dwarakanath 2010), M16
(Mhlahlo et al. 2016), P17 (Pearce et al. 2017), P19 (Paul et al.
2019), R22 (Rajpurohit et al. 2023), S14 (Shimwell et al. 2014),
and S19 (Savini et al. 2019, for RXJ1720.1 +2638).

for b ≃ 1 and d = 0, and larger D values for both smaller and
larger b, as well as for a larger d.
MHs extend only over the relatively compact cluster core,

of radius comparable to l (within a factor of a few, typically),
are strongly mixed by spiral flows or sloshing, and typically
terminate at tangential discontinuities that are highly magne-
tized and could restrict the escape of CRs. One thus expects
a mixed and confined secondary CRE distribution, radiat-
ing a uniform spectrum of index α ≃ −1 reflecting the CRI
spectrum p ≃ 2 (up to small corrections; KL10), except near
the MH edge, where cooled CREs escaping the centre could
soften the spectrum. Such a uniform α ≃ −1 spectrum, with
a hint of softening at the edges, is indeed observed in both
resolved MH spectral maps available, in MS 1455.0+2232
(Riseley et al. 2022) and in RX J1720.1+2638 (Savini et al.
2019), where spectral variations are only ∆α0.61 GHz

0.14 GHz ∼ 0.1
(Biava et al. 2021). Here and below, αν2ν1 denotes the spectral
index fitted between frequencies ν1 and ν2.
The integrated spectrum of MHs is typically flat, α ≃ 1,

as expected. Recent examples include α1.15 GHz
0.61 GHz = −1.0± 0.2

in A2667 (Giacintucci et al. 2019), α12 GHz
1 GHz = −0.95±0.10 in

the Phoenix Cluster (Timmerman et al. 2021), α0.61 GHz
0.14 GHz =

−0.93 ± 0.10 in RX J1720.1+2638 (Biava et al. 2021), and
α1.28 GHz
0.15 GHz = −0.97 ± 0.05 in MS 1455.0+2232 (Riseley et al.

2022). There are reports of MHs with softer spectra;
α1.4 GHz
0.33 GHz = −1.02 ± 0.10 steepening to α4.9 GHz

1.4 GHz = −1.41 ±
0.13 in RX J1532.9+3021, α1.4 GHz

0.33 GHz = −1.21±0.05 in Perseus
(Giacintucci et al. 2014, and references therein), α1.3 GHz

0.14 GHz =
−1.33 ± 0.08 in PSZ1 G139.61+24.20 (Giacintucci et al.
2019), and α0.24 GHz

0.15 GHz = −1.4 ± 0.3 steepening to α1.48 GHz
0.24 GHz =

−1.60 ± 0.05 in Ophiuchus (Murgia et al. 2010). Such softer
spectra, if genuine and truly associated with the MH, can
arise if the MH is larger than l and the centre is masked, or
if the magnetic field is strengthening, or if there is magnetic
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substructure on either microscopic or diffusive scales. Note
that in the presence of strong diffusion, peripheral emission
from CREs injected near the masked centre, by the MH or
contaminants, would always soften the spectrum to some de-
gree.

The strong magnetic fields typically inferred in MHs (e.g.,
KL10; Ignesti et al. 2020, vW19, and references therein) im-
ply subdominant Compton losses and a possible quenching
of diffusion especially near the centre, in which case the ra-
dio emissivity should trace the local product of CRI and gas
densities, j ∝ Ṅ+ ∝ Nin. If CRIs are strongly coupled to
the gas, Ni ∝ n, in such highly magnetized regions, then a
linear, Iν ∝ Fx relation would emerge near the centre; in the
periphery, where b declines, l increases, and the radio emis-
sion eventually cuts off, the relation could become highly su-
perlinear. Indeed, one typically finds Iν ∝ F 0.8–1.3

X in MHs,
although rare superlinear relations as strong as Iν ∝ F 2

X were
reported (Ignesti et al. 2020; Biava et al. 2021; Riseley et al.
2022). RXC J1504.1-0248, which is the extreme case present-
ing an Iν ∝ F 2

X relation, is unusually X-ray bright and shows
evidence for particularly strong mixing (Ignesti et al. 2020),
consistent with its steep radio–X-ray relation as pointed out
in §A. Note, however, that radio–X-ray correlation studies
typically mask or crudely subtract the central emission, and
are severely limited by sensitivity and resolution, showing a
significant scatter and large uncertainties in the correlation
index (e.g., Riseley et al. 2022); moreover, some correlation
scatter-plots show pronounced substructure.

3.4.3 Giant halos

GHs typically present in disturbed clusters, perturbed by
merger events that are thought to shock, displace, and mag-
netize the plasma. In such an unrelaxed ICM, the CRI dis-
tribution is likely modified by the merging component, the
magnetic field evolution, and the particular dynamics, driving
the distribution towards homogeneity. Hence, the projected
Ṅ+ distribution may be offset from the X-rays, and in early
stages should be irregular and not fully correlated with the
magnetic field.

In our model, the disturbed MH in the relaxed cluster core
grows into a GH as the core is disrupted and the plasma be-
comes magnetized with b & 1 out to several ∼ 100 kpc radii.
At this early stage, the young GH, which may still present a
weak shock at its edge (like the Bullet cluster) or bridge to
a shock in a nearby relic (like in A521), would be spectrally
soft due to a combination of a few factors: (i) the elevated
magnetic field would cause the existing, cooled CRE popu-
lation to radiate strongly (K10), contributing an α ≃ −1.5
signal; (ii) a similar effect is associated with CREs injected by
the AGN and other central sources, dispersed by the merger;
(iii) misalignment between CRE injection and magnetization
on diffusive scales would soften the spectrum, as discussed in
§3.3; (iv) a clumpy gas distribution and the advection associ-
ated with the merger flows would contribute to this misalign-
ment; (v) the shock may sweep CRIs into a shell propagating
outward, with CREs escaping the shell arriving in the GH
already cooled (see §4); and (vi) microscopic magnetic sub-
structure could further soften the spectrum (K10).

As the GH matures, the CRIs, gas, and magnetic fields re-
lax into more regular distributions, and the integrated spec-
trum gradually tends to the relaxed α ≃ −1. Gradients in

CRE injection and in magnetic field persist, so the local spec-
trum of the diffusing and cooling CREs is not a pure power-
law, resulting is some spectral variability on ∼ l lengthscales.
An elevated CRE injection near the centre leads to a general
outward-softening trend, with the centre becoming as hard
as the α ≃ −(p − 1 + d)/2 of Eq. (32) and the periphery
becoming arbitrarily soft for sufficiently large Ṅ+ gradients.
In strongly magnetized, b & 1 regions, spanning the centre
and possibly much of the GH, CREs lose most of their energy
to synchrotron radiation, so Iν directly traces the diffusing
CREs and gauges the primary CRI distribution. In the GH
outskirts, b becomes small and modifies the Iν profile, render-
ing it difficult to reconstruct the CRI distribution uniquely.

The radial brightness profile of a GH can usually be ap-
proximated as exponential, Iν ∝ e−r/re , with e-fold scales re
of order a few 100 kpc. Such fits are usually, like in MHs,
not unique, as the brightness spans only a factor of a few.
For instance, Murgia et al. (2009) obtained equally good fits
for an exponential I(r) and for I ∝ nξ with 1.0 < ξ < 1.2.
Note that a CRE injection profile equivalent to the latter
density power-law emerges in a hadronic model with an ap-
proximately uniform CRI distribution (K10). Nevertheless,
there are cases (e.g., Cuciti et al. 2022) where an extended
GH fits an exponential Iν(r) profile reasonably well over an
order of magnitude or so in brightness, corresponding to an
approximately exponential emissivity profile jν(r). Such ob-
served Iν(r) profiles suggest an exponential Ṅ+(r) profile, or,
more likely, emerge in b . 1 regions with an approximately
exponential radial decline in magnetic field.

The volume-integrated spectrum of most GHs is flat, con-
sistent with a pure, −1.2 . α . −1.0 power-law, as expected
in a simple, steady-state hadronic model with smooth and
steady magnetization. Some GHs show a significantly softer
spectrum, associated in well-analysed cases with rapid ICM
evolution indicated for example by very nearby relics, as ex-
pected in a hadronic model with substantial changes in CRI
and gas distributions, magnetic growth and bulk flows, as
discussed in K10 and above.

Examples of soft spectra in transient GHs include
α1.4 GHz
153 MHz = −1.81 ± 0.02 (Macario et al. 2013, well-fitted by

a power-law only if the 608 MHz measurement is excluded)
in the bridged GH–relic system in the highly disturbed A521,
α1.5 GHz
144 MHz = −1.63 ± 0.03 (Rajpurohit et al. 2023) in the

very under-luminous and highly irregular GH of A2256, ad-
jacent to a powerful relic, and α3.1 GHz

1.1 GHz = −1.50 ± 0.04
(Shimwell et al. 2014) in the over-luminous GH of the Bullet
cluster, adjacent to a powerful relic and still bounded by a
shock. Some GHs detected only at low frequencies suggest
similar soft spectra (Di Gennaro et al. 2021); if substanti-
ated, they may reflect a population of evolving GHs. In some
strongly evolving systems, with a nearby shock, volume in-
tegration yields non-power-law and even convex spectra (i.e.
high-frequency hardening; see e.g., figures 4 and 7, respec-
tively, of Kale & Dwarakanath 2010; Shimwell et al. 2014).
In more mildly evolving systems, concave deviations from a
power-law (i.e. high-frequency softening) were reported: in
A2744, MACS J0717.5+3745, and Coma (Pearce et al. 2017;
Rajpurohit et al. 2021a; Bonafede et al. 2022, and references
therein). As emphasized above, spectral measurements are
difficult, especially when integrated; some claims for very soft
or steepening spectra were later challenged (e.g., in Abell
S1063; see Xie et al. 2020; Rahaman et al. 2021).
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The spatial distribution of the projected spectral index
varies among GHs. Most spectral images show a harder spec-
trum near, albeit usually not precisely at, the cluster centre,
gradually softening outwards by |∆α| ≃ 0.5 or even more
at the periphery. In particular, an α ≃ −0.8 spectrum or
slightly harder can be found near the centre, softening to a
peripheral α ≃ −1.3 spectrum or somewhat softer, as indi-
cated for example in Coma, A2744, A2219, A2163, and A665
(Giovannini et al. 1993; Orrú et al. 2007; Feretti et al. 2004;
Mhlahlo et al. 2016; Cuciti et al. 2022). More disturbed clus-
ters can show an overall softer spectrum, but with a sim-
ilar outward softening trend (A520, MACS J0717.5+3745;
see Vacca et al. 2014; Rajpurohit et al. 2021a). Interestingly,
in cases where emission can be detected beyond the soft halo
periphery, the spectrum is observed to harden back towards
α ≃ 1 — as expected in a hadronic model — sometimes,
but not always (e.g., in the south edge of the ’toothbrush’
cluster; Rajpurohit et al. 2018), within radio bridges lead-
ing to a relic. Some GHs show a very uniform α, for ex-
ample in 1RXS J0603.3+4214 (containing the ’toothbrush’
relic), where α1.5 GHz

150 MHz ≃ 1.16 with only ∆α ≃ 0.04 varia-
tions; however, a peripheral softening may still be seen (to

the east of this halo; van Weeren et al. 2016). Only rarely,
do GHs show an inverted trend, with peripheries harder
than their centre, as in CIG0217 (Hoang et al. 2021) and
A2256 (Rajpurohit et al. 2023), both indicating a very recent
merger.

Overall, these observations are consistent with the hadronic
model, especially if one takes into account the strong diffu-
sion. As a demonstration, Fig. 6 shows the GH of the Coma
cluster (using data from Bonafede et al. 2022). The figure
shows the radial profiles of the 144 MHz brightness and of
the α342 MHz

144 MHz spectral index in the northeast and southeast
sectors (to avoid the r ≃ 1 Mpc discontinuity observed to the
west, see Bonafede et al. 2022), as well as the integrated spec-
trum. The spectral index varies with radius around α ∼ −1,
but softens suddenly outside r ≃ 1 Mpc to α < −2 val-
ues, suggesting that the r ≃ 1 Mpc discontinuity to the west
may have an eastern, more subtle counterpart. The integrated
spectrum, based on the ∼ 600 kpc diameter integration of
Thierbach et al. (2003) with recent additions from LOFAR
and WSRT, suggests some softening at high frequencies, ar-
gued to be partly but not entirely (Brunetti et al. 2013) due
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Figure 6. Radial distribution of brightness (at 144 MHz; top-left panel) and spectral index (between 144 and 342 MHz; bottom-left
panel) from the NE (green diamonds) and SE (red circles) sectors, and the fully integrated spectrum (top-right panel), of the Coma
cluster (data from Bonafede et al. 2022, brightness fits based on projected exponentials shown by dotted green and red curves). Result are

shown for hadronic models 1 (dot-dashed purple curves), 2 (dashed black), and 3 (solid blue); see Table 1. The 2D spectral distribution
of an exponential Ṅ+ model is shown (bottom-right panel, same notations as Fig. 4) with a trajectory (dashed curve) corresponding to
model 2.
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to SZ. The figure demonstrates three simple hadronic models
for Coma, with parameters provided in Table 1.

Our nominal model 1 is based on the isothermal β-model fit
to Coma. Here, the electron density follows ne = ne,0fβ(r),
where fβ ≡ (1+ r2/r2c )

−3β/2, ne0 = (3.5± 0.7)× 10−3 cm−3,
rc = 343+22

−20 kpc, and β = 0.654+0.019
−0.021 (Fukazawa et al. 2004;

Chen et al. 2007). This model assumes D = 1032 cm2 s−1

diffusion, a B ∝ 6.7f0.7
β µG magnetic field, and a homoge-

neous p = 2 CRI distribution, such that CRE injection fol-
lows Ṅ+ ∝ n ∝ fβ . In the relevant radial range, this β-model
can be approximately replaced (within < 10% accuracy) by
an equivalent exponential function, fβ(r) ≃ 1.1e−r/rβ , where
rβ ≃ 425 kpc. For simplicity, we thus take Ṅ+ ∝ e−r/rβ ,
so the CRE distribution can be evaluated analytically (see
Appendix §C; although projection along the line of sight is
performed numerically). In order to reproduce the reported
sharp softening at large radii, here we assume that CR diffu-
sion and CRE injection sharply drop beyond a discontinuity
at r ≃ 1 Mpc (see Table 1).

This simple model matches the 144–342 MHz observations
in Coma fairly well, as shown in the left panels of Fig. 6.
Using E2Ṅ+ ≃ (1/2)cfeσindup/d lnEp, we infer a constant
dup/d lnEp ≃ (5 ± 1) × 10−15 erg cm−3 logarithmic CRI
energy, corresponding, for example, to up(10 GeV < Ep <
1010 GeV) ≃ (1.0 ± 0.2) × 10−13 erg cm−3. Such values are
consistent with the CRI energy densities needed to explain
MHs, relics, and other GHs (see K10 and §2.1), as well as the
γ-ray excess reported in Coma. In this (somewhat high-B)
model, the γ-ray flux emanating from the central r < 1◦ is
F (> 200 MeV) ≃ 4×10−14 erg s−1 cm−2, fainter by a factor
& 10 than observed (see §2.2).

In the second model, we avoid any sharp cutoff on Ṅ+ and
D, assuming instead that CRE injection is more compact,
given by an exponent with a 60 kpc e-fold radius. Here, the
brightness profile fits the data even with a constant and mod-
est, B = 0.6 µG field, and the spectrum noticeably softens
with increasing radius, from α342 MHz

144 MHz ≃ −0.65 near the cen-
tre to ∼ −1.6 around 1 Mpc. To obtain a more substantial
softening beyond r ≃ 1.1 Mpc, we assume that the magnetic
field drops to B = 0.1 µG outside the discontinuity. As this
model invokes a purely exponential CRE injection, we also
present in the figure (bottom-right panel) the corresponding
spectral index distribution in the 2D, dimensionless r–ν space
(analogous to Fig. 4 and using the same notations), showing
also the trajectory (dashed curve) traced by model 2. Ow-
ing to its compact injection region and weak B, this model
yields F (> 200 MeV) ≃ 2× 10−11 erg s−1 cm−2, brighter by
a factor & 10 than observed.

These two models are oversimplified, avoiding for example
irregularities in CRE injection, magnetic field, and diffusion,
which are among the possible explanations for the spectral
softening with increasing r or ν. For instance, misaligned vari-
ations in Ṅ+ and B can soften the integrated spectrum at
high frequencies, due to cooled CREs diffusing into magne-
tized regions dominating their radio emission. This effect is
demonstrated by the third model, which is similar to model 1,
but incorporates a region of strong magnetization and weak
CRE injection. For simplicity, we keep the model radial, thus
placing this region in the centre of the cluster. The result-
ing softening of the integrated spectrum (upper right panel)
could in reality be produced by a combination of such Ṅ+

and B variations, an evolving magnetic field, and a filamen-

tary magnetic structure of a small filling factor. To better fit
the brightness profile with this modified Ṅ+, model 3 adopts
a lower D and incorporates a local ∼ 1 µG magnetic en-
hancement near the discontinuity, followed by a 90% drop in
B. In this model, F (> 200 MeV) ≃ 1× 10−12 erg s−1 cm−2,
comparable to observations.
These three variants of the hadronic model demonstrate

that it can easily reproduce the observations, including the
spatio-spectral distributions, once CR diffusion is incorpo-
rated, with fewer free parameters than leptonic alternatives.
Although it is difficult to determine the model parameters
uniquely for a disturbed, nonspherical system using limited
data of substantial statistical and systematic errors, future
studies utilizing additional data (X-rays for the gas, Faraday
rotations for the magnetic field, etc.) and numerical simula-
tions could disentangle the system components.

4 RELICS: TIME-DEPENDENT MODEL

4.1 Oversimplified setup: steady-state planar shock

It is instructive to begin the study of relics with the effect of
a weak shock on an ambient CRI or CRE distribution with-
out sources or sinks, in a somewhat artificial shock-frame
steady-state that can be handled analytically. Let the shock
lie at x = 0, with plasma flowing in the positive x-direction
with velocities v = vs upstream (x < 0; subscript u) and
v = vd ≡ vs/rg downstream (x > 0; subscript d), where
rg = 4M2/(3 + M2) is the gas compression factor, M is
the shock Mach number, and we assumed that the pressure
is dominated by an adiabatic index Γ = 5/3 plasma. Other
assumptions of §3 are presumed here too, including an un-
derlying CRI distribution of spectral index p, an isotropic
diffusion function D, and a rate ψ combination of Compton
and synchrotron CRE cooling.
Omitting its injection and cooling terms, the transport

equation (10) may be written in a 1D steady-state as

∂x(Nv)− ∂x (D∂xN) +
φ− 1

3
N∂xv ≃ 0 . (42)

Here, N pertains to either CRIs or CREs, with a local spec-
tral index φ(x) which affects the dynamics only near the
shock, where ∂xv 6= 0 as the gas decelerates. Denoting the
far upstream CR density by Nu(E) ≡ N(E, x → −∞), inte-
grating Eq. (42) gives

vN −D∂xN − (rg − 1)(φ− 1)

3rg
vsNshΘ(x) ≃ vsNu , (43)

where Θ(x) is the Heaviside step function: zero upstream and
unity downstream. As there is no energy scale in this prob-
lem, the spectrum is everywhere a power-law, N(E) ∝ E−φ.
Furthermore, the only bound solution of Eq. (43) downstream
is uniform, so N(E, x ≥ 0) = Nsh(E).
One can analyse primary particle acceleration by neglect-

ing particles far upstream, Nu → 0, in which case Eq. (43)
yields the standard, φ = (rg+2)/(rg−1) = 2(M2+1)/(M2−
1) DSA spectrum (Krymskii 1977), but then the Nsh normal-
ization, i.e. the acceleration efficiency, cannot be determined.
In the present case, where upstream CRs are guaranteed, we
must retain the Nu term, the solution to Eq. (43) becomes

N =

{
Nu + (Nsh −Nu)e

vsx/D if x < 0 ;

Nsh if x > 0 ,
(44)
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Table 1. Simple hadronic models for the GH in Coma.

Model Diffusion coefficient CRE injection Magnetic field

1 D =

{

1032 cm2 s−1 if rM < 1 ;

1030.5 cm2 s−1 if rM > 1 .
Ṅ+(rM < 1) ∝ E−2e−r/rβ B = 6.7f0.7β µG

2 D = 1032.3 cm2 s−1 Ṅ+(r) ∝ E−2e−rM/0.06 B =

{

0.6 µG if rM < 1.1 ;

0.1 µG if rM > 1.1 .

3 D = 1031.4 cm2 s−1 Ṅ+(0.3 < rM < 1) ∝ E−2e−r/rβ B = 3.3e−
rM
0.3 µG + 0.3e

−
(

rM−1
0.3

)2

Θ(1− rM ) µG

Here, Θ(x) is the Heaviside step function. For brevity, we denote rM ≡ r/Mpc. As explained in the text, here we take fβ(r) ≃ 1.1e−r/rβ ,
rβ ≃ 425 kpc, and D independent of E.

and continuity implies a CR compression factor (K10)

rcr≡Nsh
Nu

=
3rg

3− (rg − 1)(φ− 1)
=

4M2

4− (M2 − 1)(φ− 2)
. (45)

In the absence of injection or cooling, the persistent popula-
tion of φ ≥ 3 CREs upstream are compressed in a M2 < 5
shock by a factor rcr ≥ 4M2/(5 − M2); for shocks with
M2 ≥ 5, which accelerate particles with a spectral index
φ ≤ 3, the compression of upstream φ ≥ 3 CREs diverges.
For a flat, φ = 2 CRI distribution, rcr = M2, so secondary
CRE injection is amplified at the shock by a factor

rinj = rgrcr =
4M4

3 +M2
. (46)
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Figure 7. Compression factors of p = 2 CRIs (dashed blue), φ = 3
CREs (dash-dotted red), gas (dotted green), and CRE injection
(black, thick to thin for CRIs with p = 2.0, 2.2, 2.4) in a Mach
M shock. For the CRs, we show both the adiabatic compression
associated only with gas and field compression (curves with circles)
and the overall compression assuming no cooling (curves without
symbols, unrealistic for CREs when diffusion is strong).

Figure 7 illustrates the compression factors of CRIs, CREs,
the gas, and CRE injection, as a function of M. As the figure
shows, secondary CRE injection (black solid curves) due to
a φ = 2 CRI distribution is significantly enhanced at a weak
shock, by a factor rinj ∼ 10 even for M = 2, increasing with
M and approaching rinj ≃ 4M2 for strong shocks. Thus,
the compression of CRIs and gas behind weak relic shocks
compensates for the lower ambient density, such that even
modest magnetic amplification suffices for the relic emissivity
to reach or exceed the emissivity of its GH counterpart (K10).
CRI compression is a strong function of the spectral index p,
as demonstrated in the figure, so weak shocks preferentially

amplify regions where the CRI spectrum is somewhat softer
than p = 2.0. Note that the CR compression (45) relies on
both second and third terms of Eq. (42), namely, on some
form of magnetically-regulated diffusion upstream and on the
slowdown and associated compression of CRIs near the shock,
mediated by shock-induced electromagnetic fields.

4.2 Quenched CRE compression/(re)acceleration

Some cooled CRE population of spectral index φ & 3 is in-
evitable upstream, due to inelastic CRI collisions, individual
sources such as galaxies, and even slowly-cooling CRE rem-
nants from the virial shock. While shock-compression of such
CREs would be substantial in the absence of cooling, for-
mally diverging as M2 → 5 for φ = 3 (and at smaller M for
φ > 3), compression is quenched when diffusion is strong. To
wit, CR compression and acceleration operate on a timescale
tacc ≃ D/v2s , over which the fluid crosses the shock precursor
given in Eq. (44). For strong diffusion, this timescale is not
much shorter than the cooling time tcool of radio-emitting
CREs, as indicated by the ratio tcool/tacc in Eq. (17) not
greatly exceeding unity for typical ICM conditions.
While strong magnetization by the shock could in principle

diminish D and lead to faster compression and acceleration,
as inferred for strong shocks, there is no evidence for such
strong magnetization upstream of weak shocks. Hence, for
M2 . 1 relic and GH shocks, one cannot safely assume that
upstream CREs are compressed beyond their adiabatic com-
pression associated with gas and field compression,

rcre ≃ r(2+φ)/3g ≃
(

4M2

3 +M2

)5/3

, (47)

shown (as a red dot-dashed curve with circles) in Fig. 7. The
same reasoning applies to electron (re)acceleration in weak
shocks and turbulence, which is similarly slowed down by
strong diffusion till it becomes quenched by cooling.
Consequently, for strong diffusion, the radio signature of

a weak shock is dominated by secondary CREs, injected by
inelastic collisions between compressed CRIs and compressed
nuclei. The distribution of these CREs can be derived, as in
§3.3, using Green functions; see Appendix §D. Consider the
simple case of a steady-state shock (vd = const.) with energy-
independent diffusion (d = 0) and a uniform (C = const.)
rate of spectrally-flat (p = 2) CREs injected downstream. In-
tegrating the downstream-frame evolution of CREs injected
at all earlier times then yield the steady-state distribution

N(E, xs+∆x) ∝ E−2

∫ 1
ψE

0

d∆t

∫ ∞

vd∆t

e−
(∆x−x0)2

4D∆t

√
4πD∆t

dx0 , (48)
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which is readily evaluated analytically.
The corresponding synchrotron brightness rises sharply as

one crosses the shock downstream, where it remains fairly
constant if B is either strong (b & 1) or uniform (see Fig. D1).
The spectrum at the front of the shock is hard, approach-
ing α = −0.5 at low frequencies regardless of the shock
Mach number. The spectrum gradually softens to its α = −1
steady-state farther downstream and at higher frequencies.
Spacetime variations in the magnetic field on sub-diffusive
scales can somewhat soften the spectrum downstream (K10).
However, the above simple setup, introduced in §4.1, does not
naturally reproduce the observed strong downstream decline
in brightness, accompanied by substantial spectral softening,
as typically observed in relics and demonstrated in Fig. 9.

4.3 CRI shell

An evolving, weak shock, propagating outward through the
merging cluster remnants, may carry with it a shell of el-
evated CRI density, instead of leaving a precisely constant
up downstream. The decline in up downstream of the shock,
if substantial, would suffice to reproduce the dimming and
softening of radio emission observed behind relics.

Indeed, the over-simplified setup in §4.1 with its homoge-
neous CRIs downstream was based on the poorly-justified as-
sumption of a planar steady-state in a homogeneous medium
with sufficiently fast CRI shock-compression. In practice,
CRIs and their secondary CREs can focus near the shock
front due to a combination of several factors: (i) compression
by an outward push of gas driving the shock; (ii) the tacc ∼
D/v2s ≃ 0.3D32M

−2
2 TkeV Gyr acceleration/compression time

being too long for the downstream density to saturate; (iii)
the lateral size of the shock grows as it propagates outwards,
with a constant or increasing solid angle with respect to the
cluster’s centre; and (iv) the shock strengthens as it prop-
agates outwards in the cluster periphery, as gas density de-
clines faster than r−2; (v) subsequent adiabatic expansion of
the downstream gas may further accentuate the CRI localiza-
tion in the shell; (vi) the magnetic field increases with Mach
number, suggesting a somewhat smaller D and stronger CR
confinement near the shock.

Figure 8 demonstrates the potential of CRI focusing near
the shock by incorporating only the first three of these six fac-
tors. Here, a radial shock is assumed to propagate outward
(dashed curve), into an isothermal upstream plasma that is
at rest in the frame of the cluster, with a constant M = 2
Mach number and a fixed solid angle, reaching r = 1 Mpc at
time ∆t = 0. The transport equation (10) is solved numeri-
cally for an initially homogeneous distribution of p = 2 CRIs.
As the figure illustrates, the CRI density declines rapidly
downstream, by a factor > 103 within 100 kpc for the typical
relic parameters used (an upstream cs = 108 cm s−1 speed of
sound and D = 1030.7 cm2 s−1 diffusion). The amplification
factor N/Nu (logarithmic contours and colours in the de-
picted spacetime) within the shell grows rapidly and exceeds
the estimates (45) and (46), but the effect should saturate as
the CRI energy fraction becomes large; a more careful anal-
ysis would be needed to determine the outcome. The three
other effects listed above may strengthen the CRI localiza-
tion.

CRI compression in the vicinity of the shock, combined
with the coincident, modest compression of the gas, results in

Figure 8. Spacetime distribution of the amplification factor N/Nu
(logarithmic contours and colour bar) of an initially homogenous
density of p = 2 CRIs, induced by a Mach M = 2 shock (dashed
curve) propagating outward into a stationary, isothermal ICM with
a cs = 108 cm s−1 speed of sound, assuming D = 1030.7 cm2 s−1

diffusion.

an even stronger local enhancement in secondary CRE injec-
tion. For simplicity, we approximate the downstream decline
in CRE injection as exponential, so Ṅ+ ∝ 1 + Ce(r−rs)/∆r.
Here, rs is the shock radius, C = Nmax/Nd is the maximal lo-
cal enhancement factor of CRE injection with respect to the
downstream (larger than Nmax/Nu, depicted in Fig. 8), and
∆r is a characteristic shell width. To further simplify the com-
putation, we also adopt a one-zone approximation, in which
the rest frame of these CREs moves downstream, away from
the shock, at an effective uniform velocity u. Under these as-
sumptions, one may analytically solve the transport equation
(10) for the CRE evolution.

The resulting, projected solution is demonstrated in Fig. 9,
where the spectro-spatial properties of the model are also
compared to those of the best-studied, ’sausage’ relic in the
cluster CIZA J2242.8+5301. The brightness (left panels) rises
sharply as one approaches the shock from the upstream, as
in the steady-state solution (cf. Fig. D1). Here, however, as
the CRIs are focused near the shock, the brightness rapidly
declines downstream, even if the magnetic field remains uni-
form (solid blue and dashed green curves). For a large C (solid
blue curves), the downstream is dominated by cooled CREs
diffusing from the shock, inducing a strong spectral softening
(top-right panel).

For a uniform B, the volume-integrated spectrum (bottom-
right panel) is approximately a power-law with the steady-
state index α ≃ −1. However, as high-energy CREs are
strongly localized near the CRI shell, B variations that are
misaligned with this shell can significantly soften the spec-
trum at high frequencies, as illustrated in the figure (dot-
dashed black curves for the case of B strengthening around
shock crossing). It should be noted, however, that claims for
spectral softening in the integrated spectra of observed relics
have been largely disputed, as discussed below.
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Figure 9. Projected 608 MHz (top left panel) and 153 MHz (bottom left) brightness profiles of the ’sausage’ relic in CIZA J2242.8+5301,
the implied spectral index profile (top right), and the integrated spectrum (bottom right), as observed (symbols; vW19, adopting the
same arbitrary brightness normalizations and 10◦ half-opening angle) and modelled (curves) by non-accelerated secondaries injected by
shock-compressed CRIs, with uniform B = 1 µG, D = 1030.7 cm2 s−1, and p = 2. CRIs are assumed compressed and focused near the
shock, with a peak factor C = Nmax/Nd = 102 (dashed green) or C = 104 (solid blue), with a ∆r = 12 kpc exponential scale and a
u = 100 km s−1 downstream drift. For the C = 104 case, we also show results (dot-dashed black) for a magnetic field that increases
linearly from 0.1 µG at r > rs + 35 kpc to 2 µG at r < rs − 25 kpc. The offset between the observed profile and the shock position is

chosen arbitrarily, as there is only a poorly-localized hint of a density discontinuity in X-rays (Ogrean et al. 2014). Our model neglects the
compression of CREs diffusing back upstream (so the upstream brightness is somewhat overestimated), the (unspecified) beam convolution
(which could somewhat smooth the profile at lower frequencies), and any softening due to magnetic irregularities and evolution (see K10).
The integrated spectrum (error bars; from vW19, based on Stroe et al. (2016) data) is shown also after correcting for SZ (empty circles;
from Basu et al. 2016); it should be noted that a more recent analysis (Loi et al. 2020) found a pure α = −1.12±0.03 power-law integrated
spectrum, with no evidence for steepening at least till 18.6 GHz.

4.4 Comparison with observations

The spectrum integrated over a relic is typically a power-
law of index α ≃ −1, spanning in some cases more than
three orders of magnitude in frequency. Reports of substantial
deviations from this value or of high frequency steepening
were later corrected. Recent examples include α = −1.01 ±
0.05 in ClG 0217+70 (Hoang et al. 2021), α = −1.07 ± 0.02
in A2256 (Rajpurohit et al. 2022), α = −1.08 ± 0.05 and
α = −1.13± 0.05 in A1240 (Hoang et al. 2018), α = −1.12±
0.03 in the ’sausage’ relic in CIZA J2242.8+5301 (Loi et al.
2020), α = −1.12 ± 0.03 in the ’toothbrush’ relic in 1RXS
J0603.3+4214 (Rajpurohit et al. 2020), α = −1.17 ± 0.03 in
A2744 (Rajpurohit et al. 2021b), and α = −1.20 ± 0.18 and
−1.31± 0.14 in ZwCl 2341.1+0000 (Benson et al. 2017).

Integrated spectra so close to α = −1 are a robust signature
of cooled CRs associated with a very strong shock. Finding
such emission downstream of weak ICM shocks is natural in
a hadronic model, but implausible in a leptonic model, where
the spectrum should be softer. Moreover, the very small dis-
persion of spectral indices among all well-analysed relics is it-
self natural in a hadronic model, but disagrees with the large

dispersion anticipated in leptonic models due to variations
in shock Mach numbers (for primary shock acceleration) and
environmental properties (for other electron acceleration or
reacceleration variants); see K10.

Along the shock front, relics typically show a very uniform
spectrum (e.g., Rajpurohit et al. 2018; Di Gennaro et al.
2018). Again, such a spectral uniformity is consistent with
a hadronic model, but not with leptonic models, in which
inevitable variations in Mach numbers (which are not large)
or upstream parameters along the shock front should induce
substantial changes in local spectral index.

Perpendicular to the shock front, relic spectra typically
evolve from as hard as α ≃ −0.5 towards the upstream,
to as soft as α . −2 at distances of order a few 100 kpc
downstream. Figure 9 illustrates this behaviour, and shows
that it can be easily modeled in a hadronic model, even using
only a simple one-zone, analytic model. Beyond the bright re-
gion showing this hard-to-soft downstream trend, some relics
show evidence for the spectrum evolving back towards the
steady-state α ≃ −1, as expected in a hadronic model, both
upstream (e.g., van Weeren et al. 2016; de Gasperin et al.
2022) and far downstream (e.g., Bonafede et al. 2012;
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van Weeren et al. 2016; Hoang et al. 2018; de Gasperin et al.
2022).

Within the typical ∆r ∼ 100∆r2 kpc extent of spectral
softening downstream of a relic, strong diffusion of the CREs
dominates over their advection where the respective timescale
ratio tdiff/tadv ≃ 0.3D−1

32 ∆r2(u/10
8 km s−1) is small. Ad-

vection further slows if the CREs are partly trapped in the
CRI shell moving with the shock, for the same reasons out-
lined above. Therefore, as in halos, l again provides a rele-
vant lengthscale for spectral variations, and so can be used
to crudely estimate D. Approximating the distance lα over
which the spectrum softens as gαl, where gα is a dimen-
sionless correction factor of order unity, we typically find
D ≃ 1032g−2

α b−1/2(1 + b2) cm2 s−1, varying by a factor of
a few among relics, as shown in Fig. 10. These results are
comparable to those inferred in Fig. 5 from spatial variations
in GH spectra, and with the K10 estimate of the diffusion
needed to flatten the CRI distribution out to relic radii.
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Figure 10. Diffusion coefficient weighted by magnetic field (ordi-
nate) in relics, estimated by approximating lα ≃ gαl, where gα is
a correction factor of order unity, l is the diffusion–cooling scale,
and lα is the distance between hardest and softest spectrum mea-
sured (with . 50% systematic uncertainties due mainly to relic
orientation) between frequencies ν1 and ν2 (abscissa for symbol
pairs) according to all useable published spectral profiles; see text
and legend. Arrows designate the (typical) cases where only a
lower limit on lα can be imposed, due to ongoing spectral soften-
ing downstream. Literature references: dG22 (de Gasperin et al.
2022, sectors S2 and N2), DG18 (Di Gennaro et al. 2018), H19
(Hoang et al. 2018), H21 (Hoang et al. 2021, for ClG 0217+70),
P17 (Pearce et al. 2017), R18 (Rajpurohit et al. 2018), and vW16
(van Weeren et al. 2016).

Relics often show a filamentary structure (vW19, and ref-
erences therein), with filaments too narrow to be attributed
to CRE cooling (as sometimes invoked for X-ray filaments
in SNR shocks). Hence, the filamentary structure is usu-
ally attributed either to a filamentary magnetic structure or
to a corrugated shock surface seen in projection. The com-
plex structure and hard spectrum of the filaments in A3667
(de Gasperin et al. 2022) favours a filamentary magnetic field
confined near the shock front.

Finally, we caution that the limitations outlined in §3.4.2
in regards to radio observations and modeling apply equally
for relics, as pertaining to systematic uncertainties, our focus
on general relic properties without accounting for all individ-
ual and possibly confused special cases, and the simplifying
assumptions made above. In particular, synchrotron cooling

was neglected in our relic analysis with respect to Compton
cooling, in order to facilitate analytic results; additional ef-
fects are associated with highly magnetized relics (see K10).

5 MEGA/SUPER HALOS

Recently, highly extended, low-frequency (44–144 MHz)
emission was reported beyond GHs in four very massive
clusters (Cuciti et al. 2022), in what we refer to as SHs.
These clusters show a clear transition in the radial bright-
ness profile around 0.6 Mpc . r . 0.8 Mpc, from the rapid
exponential decline within the GH on smaller scales to a
much flatter profile on larger scales, eventually steepening
again and becoming undetectable beyond an outer radius
1.2 Mpc . r . 1.6 Mpc. The spectrum of these SHs is soft,
α144 MHz
50 MHz ≃ −1.6, reflecting partly cooled CREs. While the

GHs are fairly symmetric about the centres of their clusters,
all four SHs show substantial deviations from projected cir-
cular symmetry, extending towards one side of the cluster.

5.1 SHs from local peripheral magnetization

The resolved radial decline in brightness at the outer
(200–400) kpc of these SHs follows approximately the same
exponential decline as in their GH counterparts, namely, with
a similar e-fold scale re. This effect is most pronounced in
A665, where the GH and SH each span about an order of
magnitude in brightness (Cuciti et al. 2022, figure 3c). This
similarity suggests that the peripheral drop in SH brightness
is dominated by an exponential radial decline in the mean
magnetic field, as invoked for some GHs (see model 3 in Ta-
ble 1). Combining both GHs and SHs, the brightness spans
∼two orders of magnitude, corresponding to ∼one order of
magnitude in B.
The flattening of the Iν(r) profile, observed in SHs asym-

metrically on one side of the cluster, then suggests that the
magnetic field is locally enhanced. We model a cluster har-
bouring both a GH and a SH by generalizing a simple GH
model of core injection (39), focusing on the most extended
case in ZwCl 0634.1+4750 (at z = 0.17; Cuciti et al. 2022).
Here, we adopt ̺ = 3 (equivalently, β = 1), rc = 400 kpc, a
flat p = 2 injection spectrum, the nominal D = 1032 cm2 s−1,
and an exponentially declining magnetic field, B0e

−r/rB . To
incorporate the SH, we add a local peripheral magnetiza-

tion, B1e
−(r−r1)2/r22 , centred on some large radius r1 with an

extent r2. The model is under-constrained, so we fix for sim-
plicity B1 = 1 µG (b1 ≃ 0.2), which is both plausible for a
peripheral magnetized region and suffices to explain the SH.
This oversimplified model already accounts for the obser-

vations fairly well, as demonstrated in Fig. 11, both if we as-
sume spherical symmetry and integrate over the line of sight
(in which case B0 ≃ 7 µG, rB ≃ 160 kpc, r1 ≃ 1.3 Mpc, and
r2 ≃ 0.65 Mpc) or if we assume thatB is enhanced only in the
plane of the sky (in which case B0 ≃ 2.3 µG, rB ≃ 200 kpc,
r1 ≃ 1.2 Mpc, and r2 ≃ 0.7 Mpc). For our choice of ̺ = 3, the
projected model gives a spectrum −1.4 . α144 MHz

50 MHz . −1.15
in the GH and −1.6 . α144 MHz

50 MHz . −1.4 in the SH, broadly
consistent with observations. A larger (smaller) ̺ produces
softer (harder) spectra; additional effects that tend to soften
the spectrum of transient systems (see §3) are not incorpo-
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Figure 11. Top panel: Radial profile of 144 MHz brightness in
ZwCl 0634.1+4750 (at z = 0.17; disks with shaded region for 1σ
uncertainty limits from Cuciti et al. 2022), fitted in the hadronic
model in the plane of the sky (dashed green, with negligible virial-
shock primary CRE contribution in dotted purple) and projected
along the line of sight (assuming spherical symmetry) for the full
system (solid blue) and for the GH alone (dash-dotted orange, with
a possible central contribution from primary CREs at low frequen-
cies in double-dash-dotted red). Bottom panel: radial profiles of the
spectral index α144 MHz

50 MHz in the hadronic models.

rated. For simplicity, we neglect synchrotron cooling, so emis-
sion in the very centre is slightly overestimated.

5.2 Contribution of primary, virial-shock CREs

The brightness of three of the four SHs is of order ISH ≃
8 MJy sr−1, and higher by a factor of a few in the SH of
A665 (in which only ∼ half the cluster area was analysed in
Cuciti et al. 2022). Interestingly, these values are similar to
the average IVR ≃ 7 MJy sr−1 low-frequency brightness ex-
cess found at the virial radius of stacked clusters (Hou et al.
2023), interpreted as synchrotron emission from virial shock-
accelerated CREs gyrating in magnetic fields of a few 0.1 µG.
As primary CREs accelerated in the virial shock propagate
inward, through advection and diffusion, & 50 MHz emis-
sion declines over a few 100 kpc scales due to Compton cool-
ing (Hou et al. 2023) and possibly also the dissipation of the
shock-induced magnetic fields. At smaller radii of order R500,
as the magnetic field strengthens due to ICM dynamics (com-
pression, shocks, turbulence), lower-energy CREs that only
partly cooled can start radiating at & 50 MHz frequencies,
contributing to both GHs and SHs.

However, these primary CREs are unlikely to generate the
observed SHs. First, for D . 1032 cm2 s−1 diffusion, unreal-
istically strong peripheral magnetic fields would be needed to
raise the CRE frequency and emissivity sufficiently. For plau-
sible fields, very strong, D > 1033 cm2 s−1 diffusion would
be needed for CREs to reach the SH edges before cooling too

much; advection is far too slow for this purpose. Moreover,
if virial-shock CREs would account for SHs, then they would
dominate over their secondary counterparts also throughout
the GH, endowing it with an implausibly soft spectrum.
Nevertheless, primary virial-shock CREs could enhance

the low-frequency emission both at larger, & 2 Mpc radii,
and in the very central, highly-magnetized regions, as illus-
trated in Fig. 11. Here, we used the same magnetic fields
fitted in the hadronic models, with primary CRE injection
at the virial shock constrained by low-frequency stacking
(Hou et al. 2023). For D ≃ 1032 cm2 s−1, the effect on the
central ∼ 100 kpc may be noticeable, softening the very low
frequency spectrum, but it is unclear if such strong diffusion
can be sustained throughout the cluster.

6 SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We have shown that attributing the different types of diffuse
ICM radio sources – MHs, GHs, relics, and, importantly, their
intermediate hybrid states – to secondary CREs produced
by the same, cluster-wide population of CRIs, as argued in
K10, provides a more natural, self-consistent, and successful
model than the blend of leptonic alternatives dominating the
recent literature. This simpler model not only accounts for
essentially all present observations, with fewer free parame-
ters and without invoking poorly constrained (re)acceleration
mechanisms in weak shocks or turbulence, but also makes new
and in part verified predictions (concerning the radio spec-
tral properties, the γ-ray counterparts of halos, correlations
with other signals, the significance of particle acceleration in
virial shocks) and facilitates new measurements (of the ex-
tended CRI distribution and spectrum, the strong diffusion
coefficient, a more direct handle on magnetization). Section
2 reviews the joint hadronic model, summarizes the evidence
accumulated in its favour, demonstrates it using a simple ho-
mogeneous CRI distribution, and shows the hadronic model’s
success in predicting the γ-ray counterpart of the Coma GH.
We have explored in some detail the spatio-spectral prop-

erties of halos (in §3) and relics (in §4), mainly using Green
function and numerical solutions to the transport equation
(10), and tested them against all observational data presently
available. The data show good agreement with the model in
terms of brightness distribution, spectral distribution, inte-
grated spectra, and correlations with additional signals, in
both halos (§3.4) and relics (§4.4). In particular, we focused
on the Coma GH (Fig. 6) and the sausage relic (Fig. 9) as
archetypical examples of their classes, finding that even sim-
plified analytic models nicely reproduce the observations. For
a sufficiently homogeneous CRI distribution, any magnetized
region in the ICM becomes radio bright, with no need to in-
voke local primary CRE (re)acceleration. Hence, a modest
peripheral amplification of the magnetic field also accounts
for the recently detected, soft, asymmetric extensions of some
GHs to large radii, referred to as mega-halos or SHs (§5).
Resolved spectral maps facilitate a fairly direct measure-

ment of CRE diffusion around ∼ 100 GeV energies, both in
GHs (Fig. 5) and in relics (Fig. 10). The resulting, D ≃
1031–32 cm2 s−1 estimates are consistent with each other, as
well as with the K10 estimate of the diffusion needed to facili-
tate a CRI distribution sufficiently homogeneous for the joint
hadronic model. Such a strong diffusion homogenizes CRIs
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across ∼ Mpc scales over the few Gyr age of the cluster, and
can marginally homogenize them across the entire cluster vol-
ume (especially if D is enhanced in the periphery), while pro-
ducing a rich radio spectral phenomenology in the hadronic
model, allowing for spectra as hard as α ≃ −(p−1)/2 in front
of relics and α ≃ −(p+ d− 1)/2 in the centres of GHs, along
with arbitrarily soft spectra at GH peripheries and down-
stream of relics. In addition, such strong diffusion quenches
the compression of secondary CREs by weak shocks (which
would otherwise over-produce the brightness of relics), and
the (re)acceleration of electrons in weak shocks and turbu-
lence in general (see §4). CRE diffusion and growing, irregular
magnetic fields also explain why young GHs, characterized by
nearby shocks and irregular gas and CRI distributions, show
a soft integrated spectrum.

This large diffusion coefficient, inferred on large scales
in the ICM, corresponds to a coherence length of or-
der a kpc and is significantly higher than found in
galaxies, but is consistent with the observed scaling
of D with system size. Indeed, diffusion measurements
from small to large scales include D ≃ 1023 cm2 s−1

around 10 GeV in the solar wind (Chhiber et al. 2017;
Kojima et al. 2018); D ≃ 1026.5E0.2–0.6

10 cm2 s−1 in molec-
ular clouds (Ohira et al. 2011); D ≃ 1028E0.9

100 cm2 s−1 in
the central few pc of the Milky Way (Chernyakova et al.
2011); D . 2 × 1027 cm2 s−1 at ∼ 100 GeV per-
pendicular to galactic disks (Dahlem et al. 1995); D ≃
1027–1028 cm2 s−1 between 1 GeV and 1 TeV in starburst
galaxies (Krumholz et al. 2020); D ≃ 1028.5E0.5

100 cm2 s−1 in
other galaxies (Heesen et al. 2016); D ≃ 1028.5E0.5

100 cm2 s−1

for the Milky Way (e.g., Krumholz et al. 2020); D ≃
1030E0.48±0.02

100 cm2 s−1 near the edges of the ∼ 10 kpc Fermi
bubbles (Keshet & Gurwich 2017);D & 1030 cm2 s−1 around
100 GeV as a possible explanation for uniform, & 20 kpc ra-
dio bubbles in the IGM (e.g., Mathews & Guo 2011); and
D ≃ 1030 cm2 s−1 in MHs, as inferred for an AGN-driven
hadronic model (Ignesti et al. 2020) and from the spectral
map of RX J1720.1+2638 (Fig. 5). Moreover, a combina-
tion of somewhat weaker diffusion and additional mixing pro-
cesses, such as spiral flows in MHs and merger dynamics in
GHs, may also explain the data.

Future, more sensitive observations, in particular of faint
halo-like or relic-like emission from any magnetized region in
the ICM, better constraints on the π0 → γγ and secondary
inverse-Compton signals, and more sophisticated modeling,
would further test and develop the hadronic model. In the
presence of a nearly uniform CRI population, a faint γ-ray
signal should eventually be observed in all clusters, extend-
ing out to the virial shock, and any strong ICM magneti-
zation should involve some radio emission even with no co-
incident CRE sources. Enhanced radio emission could thus
be observed, for example, below the magnetized spiral CFs,
and in draped magnetic fields around merger CFs, bubbles,
and clumps moving through the ICM. Radio–γ-ray anti-
correlations are expected, as secondaries lose more energy
to synchrotron than to inverse-Compton radiation in highly
magnetized regions; such an anti correlation (Keshet et al.
2017) would gauge the magnetic fields and further support
the hadronic model.

A point-by-point summary of the accumulated evidence in
favour of the joint hadronic model is provided in §2.4.
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Vazza F., Eckert D., Brüggen M., Huber B., 2015, MNRAS,

451, 2198
Venturi T., et al., 2017, A&A, 603, A125
Wittor D., Ettori S., Vazza F., Rajpurohit K., Hoeft M.,

Domı́nguez-Fernández P., 2021, MNRAS, 506, 396
Xi S.-Q., Wang X.-Y., Liang Y.-F., Peng F.-K., Yang R.-Z., Liu

R.-Y., 2018, Phys. Rev. D, 98, 063006
Xie C., et al., 2020, A&A, 636, A3
Yoon M., Lee W., Jee M. J., Finner K., Smith R., Kim J.-W., 2020,

ApJ, 903, 151
Yuan Z. S., Han J. L., Wen Z. L., 2015, ApJ, 813, 77
ZuHone J. A., Markevitch M., Johnson R. E., 2010, ApJ, 717, 908
ZuHone J. A., Markevitch M., Brunetti G., Giacintucci S., 2013,

ApJ, 762, 78
de Gasperin F., et al., 2022, A&A, 659, A146
van Weeren R. J., et al., 2016, ApJ, 818, 204
van Weeren R. J., de Gasperin F., Akamatsu H., Brüggen M., Fer-
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Supporting Information

APPENDIX A: RELATIONS BETWEEN RADIO AND OTHER SIGNALS

The joint hadronic model reproduces the observed correlations between radio and other tracers of the ICM, as we show here
and in §3.4 and §4.4. Local correlations of the radio brightness Iν with other signals are particularly informative. In highly
magnetized regions in the cores of clusters, magnetized CRIs follow the gas distribution, Ni ∝ n, whereas non-magnetized
CRIs, in disrupted or weakly magnetized regions, can mix, diffuse, and approach homogeneity, Ni ∝ r0. In B & Bcmb regions,
Compton losses become subdominant so CREs radiate approximately all their energy within their diffusion radius. In Ni ∝ n
regions, the radio brightness Iν should then correlate with n2 tracers (X-rays, especially the brightness FX in the ROSAT band
which weakly depends on temperature T ), whereas in homogeneous CRI regions, Iν should correlate better with n1 tracers
(SZ, weak lensing). Indeed, there is evidence for such correlations in MHs, in the centres of GHs, in the peripheries of GHs,
and even in radio relics. Correlations away from GH centres are somewhat complicated by the merger dynamics, and a strong
merger can even shift the CRIs with respect to the gas distribution, inducing an offset between X-ray and GH peaks.

Global correlations with the integrated radio power Pν are also useful. The X-ray luminosity (in the ROSAT 0.1–2.4 keV
band, within R500) shows a similar, Pν ∝ L1.4–1.6

X relation in GHs and in relics, and a somewhat steeper, Pν ∝ L1.7–2.0
X

relation in MHs (Sommer & Basu 2014; Yuan et al. 2015; Giacintucci et al. 2019). The results carry substantial systematic
uncertainties evident from the large dispersion among fitting variants; within the limited statistic and systematic uncertainties,
the correlations are consistent among MHs, GHs and relics. When the mass M is estimated within R500, it shows similar,
Pν ∝ M3.4–4.0 relations in GHs (Basu 2012), MHs, and relics; GHs and MHs also share the same normalization (Yuan et al.
2015; but see Giacintucci et al. 2019). Note that these Pν–LX and Pν–M correlations, jointly, are at tension with the standard,
LX ∝M1.5–1.7 relation in galaxy clusters (Pratt et al. 2009). This tension may be due in part to selection effects, in particular of
higher mass clusters, biasing a shallower, P1.4 GHz ∝M2–3 relation (Sommer & Basu 2014). Otherwise, this inconsistency would
suggest that clusters harbouring halos follow an LX ∝M2.5 relation, significantly steeper than in other clusters. Correlations
between Pν and the integrated Comptonization YSZ inside R500 are generally similar or slightly steeper than the Pν–LX
correlation, consistent (e.g., Sommer & Basu 2014), within their large systematic and statistic errors, with the approximately
linear, e.g., YSZ ∝ L1.14±0.08

X relation (Arnaud et al. 2010).
MHs are found in the n ∝ r−1 gas density core, where the B > Bcmb magnetic field is strong, so CREs radiate most of

their energy in the radio with an emissivity nearly independent of B. If the magnetic field in the core is sufficiently strong to
couple CRIs to the gas and hinder diffusion, then the specific radio emissivity jν ∝ Nin and the ROSAT-band X-ray emissivity
jX ∝ n2Z0.6T−0.1 are approximately proportional to each other, as indeed found observationally (KL10) and usually verified
by point-to-point correlations (see §3.4.2). Here, Z is the metallicity, changing slowly in the core (Z ∝ r−0.3; Sanderson et al.
2009); the jX (Z) dependence, approximated here for kBT ≃ 1 keV (Keshet & Gurwich 2018), vanishes at higher, kBT ≃ 10 keV
temperatures. Mixing of the CRIs would steepen the linear Iν ∝ FX relation, approaching Iν ∝ F 2

X in the limit of homogeneous
CRIs. Assuming that Ni/n ∝ T , where T is a characteristic temperature in the cluster, and that clusters are self-similar such
that the core radius is linear in R500, the integrated powers in radio and X-ray are then related by

Pν ∝ LX
Ni
n
Z−0.6T 0.1 ∝ LXT

1.1−0.6βZ ∝ L1.4–1.6
X , (A1)

consistent with observations. Here, we adopted LX ∝ T 2.2–3.0 (Pratt et al. 2009) and Z ∝ T βZ with −0.35 . βZ . 0 (more
negative indices corresponding to more central regions, see Mantz et al. 2017; Truong et al. 2019); the uncertainties in both of
these scalings have a minor effect on the outcome (A1). The Ni/n ∝ T scaling pertains to CRIs accelerated by the virial-shock;
alternative CRI sources such as SNe would generally yield different scalings.

In the core of a GH, n is approximately constant, so one expects a fairly uniform, Ni ∝ r0 CRI distribution whether diffusion
is strong or weak. As GH emission is typically dominated by the core, like its X-ray counterpart, the same integrated Pν–LX
relation (A1) applies to GHs if the core is magnetized, whereas clusters with weak, b ≪ 1 core magnetization lie below this
correlation (Kushnir et al. 2009). Indeed, while GH cores are not as strongly magnetized as MHs, their central field is still of
order Bcmb (vW19, and references therein), so jν depends only weakly on B near the centre. Therefore, locally, the radio-to-
X-ray brightness ratio η ≡ νIν/FX is approximately uniform in the centres of GHs, where it is also found to be comparable to
its MH value (Keshet 2010).

However, unlike the local correlations in the n ∝ r−1 core of MHs, a uniform η does not imply a linear point-to-point
radio–X-ray correlation in the n ∝ r0 cores of GHs. Rather, for Ni ∝ nσ, jν ∝ NinB

ζ , and an n ∝ (1+ r2/r2c )
−3β/2 isothermal

β-model distribution, integration along the line of sight yields

Iν ∝ F 1+γδ
X , (A2)

where γ ≡ σ+ ζ−1 and δ ≡ 3β/(6β−1) approximately equals 2/3 for β ≃ 2/3 (K10). Consider the case of homogeneous CRIs

(σ = 0). Here, Eq. (A2) becomes Iν ∝ F
1/3
X for strong magnetization (ζ = 0), and Iν ∝ F

2/3
X for weak (b ≪ 1) equipartition

(ζ = 1/2) fields. Indeed, central GH regions often show the former relation (e.g., K10, Bonafede et al. 2022), whereas more
peripheral regions are consistent with the latter (e.g., Coma, A2163, A3562, A2256; see Govoni et al. 2001; Feretti et al. 2001;
Giacintucci et al. 2005; Brown & Rudnick 2011; Rajpurohit et al. 2023). In Coma, for example, Iν ∝ F 0.41±0.04

X in the inner
halo and Iν ∝ F 0.76±0.05

X in the outer halo (Bonafede et al. 2022). These correlations are affected to some extent by diffusion
or alternative mixing processes; CRI mixing lowers σ, whereas CRE mixing, mainly by diffusion, has the opposite effect of
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2 Keshet

rendering the Iν(FX) relation steeper. A few clusters suggest a linear, Iν ∝ FX relation (A2255, A2744, and in part of A3562;
see Govoni et al. 2001; Giacintucci et al. 2005), which may arise from b≫ 1 regions of CRIs still coupled to the gas (σ = 1) or
from very strong CRE mixing.

Under the above assumptions, a local linear tracer Y of density or pressure, such as the y-parameter or the surface density
inferred from weak lensing, is related to the GH radio brightness as

Iν ∝ Y (1+γδ)/(1−δ) . (A3)

For homogeneous CRIs (σ = 0), strongly magnetized regions should thus show a linear, Iν ∝ Y relation, whereas b≪ 1 regions
would show a steeper, approximately Iν ∝ Y 1+2ζ correlation. Indeed, while Pν is not linear in the YSZ integrated inside R500,
limiting the integration of the y-parameter to the halo region yields a tighter, linear Pν ∝ YSZ correlation (Basu 2012). Locally,
in Coma, an approximately linear, y ∝ I0.92±0.04

ν point-to-point correlation was found by the Planck Collaboration et al. (2013),
whereas a steeper, Iν ∝ y1.76±0.08 relation was found by Bonafede et al. (2022), who were able to better remove contaminations
at large radii. Furthermore, at small radii, the radio brightness in Coma correlates well with the surface mass density inferred
from weak lensing (Brown & Rudnick 2011), better than it correlates with X-ray emission (S. Brown, private communications,
2012).

APPENDIX B: SCALE-FREE SOLUTION FOR SPHERICAL SYMMETRY

The ODE (23) is solved in the range 0 < ̺ < 3, under the boundary conditions n(r → ∞) = 0 and rn(r → 0) = 0, by the ǫ → 0
limit of

n(r; ǫ) =

1F1

(
p−d
1−d − ̺

2
, 1
2
, 1−d

4
r
2
)∫ ∞

x
H dr +

[
∫

r

ǫ
F dr − 2

2
p−d
1−d

−̺
Γ( 1+2p−̺−3d+̺d

2−2d )
√
π

∫ ∞
ǫ
H dr

]
H− 2p−̺−(2−̺)d

1−d

(√
1−d
2

r

)

re
1−d
4

r
2

, (B1)

where 1F1(a; b; c) is the Kummer confluent hypergeometric function, Hn(x) is the Hermite polynomial, and we defined

{H,F} ≡
2r−̺ e

1−d
4
r2

2p−̺−(2−̺)d ×
{
H− 2p−̺−(2−̺)d

1−d

(√
1−d
2

r
)
, 1F1

(
p−d
1−d − ̺

2
, 1
2
, 1−d

4
r2
)}

2
r
√
1−d 1F1

(
p−d
1−d − ̺

2
, 1
2
, 1−d

4
r2
)
H− 1+2p−̺−(3−̺)d

1−d

(√
1−d
2

r
)
+ 1F1

[
2+2p−̺−(4−̺)d

2(1−d) , 3
2
, 1−d

4
r2
]
H− 2p−̺−(2−̺)d

1−d

(√
1−d
2

r
) .

(B2)

This n(r; ǫ → 0) limiting process is necessary in the regime 2 ≤ ̺ < 3, where the integrals of F and H separately diverge as
r → 0. For ̺ > 3, the ∝

∫
r2Ṅ+dr number of injected particles diverges in the centre, and the one-dimensional steady-state n

becomes non-physical. In the intermediate limit ̺ = 3, this divergence is only logarithmic and the solution follows

n(r; ̺ = 3) ∝ r
−1e−

1−d
4

r
2

H− 2p+d−3
1−d

(√
1− d

2
r

)
. (B3)

Equations (B1)–(B3) reduce to closed expressions for specific parameters. For example, in the nominal, p = 2 and d = 0 case,

we find rn = 1 − (8/
√
π)e−r

2/4H−3(r/2) for ̺ = 1, n = (
√
π/4)G2 1

1 1(r
2/4|0,10,0,−1/2) for ̺ = 2, and n = r

−1e−r
2/4H−2(r/2) for

̺ = 3, where G is the Meijer G-function. The synchrotron spectral index derived from the scaling (21) in the approximation
(28),

α = −2p− (1− d)
(
̺+ d ln n

d ln r

)

4
, (B4)

is illustrated in Fig. 1 for the solution (B1) and for the limiting case (B3), in which case α reduces to Eq. (31).

APPENDIX C: GREEN-FUNCTION SOLUTIONS FOR SPHERICAL SYMMETRY

C1 Energy-independent diffusion

For the simple case of energy-independent, d = 0 diffusion, the diffusion length becomes rd = (Dt)1/2. For fixed cooling, the
kernel in Eq. (37) then becomes

N0 =
E−(p+1)

8πl3ψ

{(
1

r0
+

1

r

)
∆F

(
2− p,

3

2

)
− Γ(p− 1)∆F

(
3
2
− p, 1

2

)

r0rΓ
(
p− 1

2

) + 2min

(
1

r0
,
1

r

)
1F1

[
2− p,

3

2
,− (r− r0)

2

4

]}
, (C1)

where we assumed Ṅ+ ∝ E−p injection and defined

∆F (a, b) ≡ 1F1

[
a, b,− (r+ r0)

2

4

]
− 1F1

[
a, b,− (r− r0)

2

4

]
. (C2)
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Note that the spatially-integrated CRE distribution due to a single spherical shell reduces to the expected

∫
4πr2N0(E, r; r0)dr =

E−(p+1)

(p− 1)ψ
, (C3)

corresponding to an

α =
1

2

(
1 +

d lnN

d lnE

)
= −p

2
(C4)

spectral index of synchrotron emission, provided that the entire relevant region is included. The same spectrum arises for the
volume-integrated steady-state emission from any superposition of shells, and for any D(E) diffusion function. The integrated
synchrotron index could differ from (−p/2) if part of the volume is excluded or if the underlying assumptions (in particular, a
steady-state with a uniform ψ) are violated.

Next, we demonstrate the steady-state N(E, r) arising from some ongoing Ṅ+ = C(r0)E
−p injection of a C(r0) distribution

of spherical shells. The simplest, homogeneous C = const. injection reproduces the N ∝ E−(p+1) result as in (C3) due the
r ↔ r0 symmetry of N0, but here the spectrum α = −p/2 applies locally everywhere without volume integration; again, this
result holds for any D(E) diffusion function. For a C = C0r

−1
0 power-law injection, plugging Eq. (C1) into the integral in

Eq. (38) yields

N

C0
=

E−(p+1)

(p− 1)lψ


 Γ(p)

Γ
(
p− 1

2

) 1F1

(
3

2
− p,

3

2
,− r

2

4

)
−

1F1

(
1− p, 1

2
,− r

2

4

)
− 1

r


 . (C5)

For injection with an exponential, C = C0e
−r0/rc core, the same procedure yields, for the idealized case p = 2,

N

C0
=
E−3

r
2
c

ψχ

[
2erfc

(
r

2

)
− (2 + χ) e−χ ±

(
1

r2c
− 1± χ

2

)
e

1
r
2
c
±χ

erfc

(
1

rc
± r

2

)]
, (C6)

where both signs ± are included, erfc = 1− erf is the complementary error function, and we defined χ ≡ r/rc for brevity. These
analytic solutions are illustrated in Fig. C1. Such analytical solutions may be superimposed, and one can plug Eq. (C1) into
the integral in Eq. (38) and evaluate numerically the energy-independent diffusion of an arbitrary injection profile C(r0).

0.05 0.10 0.50 1 5 10 50
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-0.8

≡(ψE/D)1/2r

α
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≡(ψE/D)1/2r

α

Figure C1. Spectral index of synchrotron emission for Ṅ+ ∝ r−1
0 power-law (left panel) and Ṅ+ ∝ e−r0/rc exponential core (right)

CRE injection profiles, shown for D ∝ E0 (red solid curves) and D ∝ E1/2 (dashed blue) diffusion functions. For power-law injection and
energy-independent diffusion, results are shown for p = 2, 2.2, 2.4 (thick to thin solid red curves). For exponential core injection, results
are shown for rc = 0.6, 0.8, 1.5 (thick to thin curves).

In the special case of injection in the origin, Ṅ+ ∝ δ(r), Eq. (C1) is replaced by

N0 =
E−(p+1)

4πl3ψ





1F1

[
2− p, 1

2
,− (r−r0)

2

4

]

r
−

Γ(p− 1) 1F1

[
5
2
− p, 3

2
,− (r−r0)

2

4

]

Γ
(
p− 1

2

)




 ∝ E−(p+1)

l3ψ
n(r; ̺ = 3) ∝ N(r; ̺ = 3) . (C7)

so the resulting distribution is equivalent (in the present, d = 0 case) to the solution (B3) for ̺ = 3 power-law injection. We
verify numerically that Eq. (B3) is indeed the solution for Ṅ+ ∝ δ(r) injection for any 0 ≤ d < 1.
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C2 Kraichnan, D ∝ E1/2 diffusion

For the interesting case of energy-dependent diffusion with D(E) = DE1/2, the diffusion length is given by

r2d =
2D

ψ
√
E

(
1−

√
1− ψEt

)
, (C8)

where D is a constant. For injection with a p = 2 spectrum, the kernel in Eq. (37) can then be derived analytically as

N0 =

− (r0 ± r)
[
6 + (r±r0)

2

2

]
erf

(
r±r0

23/2

)
±

√
2
π

[
−8− (r± r0)

2
]
e−

(r±r0)2

8 +
{

r
3 + 3r20r+ 12r for r < r0;
r
3
0 + 3r2r0 + 12r0 for r > r0

48πl3ψrr0E3
. (C9)

Plugging Eq. (C9) into the integral in Eq. (38) yields, for a C = C0r
−1
0 power-law injection,

N

C0
=
E−3

24lψ

[
24

r
+

√
2

π

(
20 + r

2) e−r
2/8 −

(
24

r
+ 12r+

r
3

2

)
erfc

(
r

23/2

)]
, (C10)

whereas the exponential, C = C0e
−r0/rc core results in

ψχE3

r2c

N
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= 2
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1 + r

2
c +

r
2

4
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erfc
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r

2
3
2
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−r
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2
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∓ 1

]
e

2
r
2
c
±χ

.

(C11)

As Fig. C1 shows, strengthening the energy-dependence of diffusion to D ∝ E1/2 renders the spectral index closer to its
volume-averaged value α → −p/2 = −1. For instance, the {r, rc} → 0 limit gives the non-cooled limit α = −1/2 for D ∝ E0,
but a softer α = −3/4 for D ∝ E1/2. This effect arises because the hardening in the centre, associated with CREs escaping it
before they can cool, is partly offset by the softening associated with higher-energy CREs diffusing away faster.

APPENDIX D: GREEN-FUNCTION SOLUTIONS DOWNSTREAM OF A PLANAR SHOCK

Consider a sheet of CREs injected at a distance x0 > 0 downstream of a planar shock, with an initial energy E0 at time t = t0,

N0(t = t0, E, x) = δ(x− x0)δ(E − E0) , (D1)

where we normalized
∫
N0 dx dE = 1. In the shock frame, the temporal evolution of this sheet follows

N0(t > t0, E, x)

δ [E − E(∆t,E0)]
≡ G(∆t ≡ t− t0, E, x;x0) =

1

2π1/2rd
e
−
(

x−x0−∆Φ
2rd

)2

, (D2)

provided that the downstream magnetic structure moves with respect to the shock at a uniform velocity u(t) = Φ′(t) > 0.
Here, the effective downstream velocity u is allowed to evolve only temporally, according to the derivative of some function
Φ(t) ≡ Φ(t0) +∆Φ(t); the more physical case of a spatially non-uniform downstream velocity requires, in general, a numerical
treatment. Equivalently, one may work in a uniformly stationary downstream frame, taking ∆Φ = 0 in Eq. (D2) and a shock
front moving at a velocity −u(t). We continue working in the shock frame, where the N0 of Eq. (D2) solves the downstream
transport equation

dN

dt
=
∂N

∂t
+ u∂xN = Ṅ+ +D∂x,xN − ∂

∂E

(
NĖcool

)
, (D3)

with the appropriate injection N+ corresponding to Eq. (D1). In this planar version of Eq. (10), we omitted the adiabatic
term, focusing on particles that remain downstream; consequently, the upstream density of particles that manage to diffuse
across the shock will be somewhat overestimated below. Assuming a CRE injection spectrum of power-law index p, the energy
evolution of Eq. (35), and the diffusion length of Eq. (36), we follow the procedure leading to Eq. (38), here implying that

N(t, E, x) =

∫ ∞

0

dx0

∫ (ψE)−1

0

d∆t C(t−∆t, x0)G(∆t, E, r; r0)E
−p (1− ψE∆t)p−2 . (D4)

The injection amplitude C is a constant for a steady-state shock with a uniform downstream CRI distribution, but the
result (D4) would hold for any injection function C(t, x0). In the special case where u and C are time-independent, the CRE
distribution (D4) is stationary, as depicted in Fig. D1.
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Figure D1. Synchrotron emission of secondary CREs in a steady-state planar shock located at x = 0, for the simple case where
0 < u = const., B = const., d = 0, and p = 2. Left panel: spectral index (contours and colour bar) in the dimensionless x–ν phase space.
In the downstream, the spectrum hardens towards the shock, approaching α → 0.5 at lower frequencies. In this simple setup, α softens
in the downstream direction, more or less monotonically, towards the steady-state α = −1. Right panel: spatial distribution of emissivity
(solid blue curves) and spectral index (dashed red) for parameters D = 1031 cm2 s−1, u = 500 km s−1, and frequencies ν = 108, 109,
and 1010 Hz (thin to thick curves).

APPENDIX E: INFERRING THE DIFFUSIVE SCALE FROM A SPECTRAL INDEX MAP

Given the spatial distribution of the spectral radio index α across a halo, one can infer the diffusion-cooling scale l from the
radial power spectrum |αλ|2. To illustrate the expected power spectrum, we superimpose a fixed number of point-like CRE
sources, randomly distributed spatially, and compute the resulting two-dimensional spectral map (by combining Eqs. (21),(22),
(24), and (B3); for simplicity, we consider an unprojected 2D slice). At small scales, the power spectrum of this synthetic map
is approximately a power-law, |αλ|2 ∝ λg. While the index g is not sensitive to l, the power-law behaviour of |αλ| extends only
up to a wavelength λ ≡ lα that is comparable to l, as demonstrated in Fig. E1.

The radial power-spectra extracted from published maps of α measured across radio halos are indeed well-fitted by a
power-law at small scales, extending out to a maximal wavelength lα (see Fig. E2 and labels therein). Hence, inasmuch as a
determination of lα gauges l, one can measure the diffusion coefficient D; the results are summarized in Fig. 5. We crudely
estimate lα as the scale above which the data consistently deviates from the small-scale best-fit power law. The combined
statistical and systematic uncertainty in lα can be estimated as . 2; however, calibrating the value of fα ≡ lα/l for different
halo morphologies and circumstances would require dedicated numerical simulations that are beyond the scope of the present
work. As Fig. 5 shows, the similar results obtained from independent spectral maps of the same halo support the viability of
our method.
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Figure E1. The radial power-spectra (green disks show, in arbitrary units, the normalized power λ−g |αλ|2 at wavelength λ ≡ λ1 Mpc) of
the spatial distribution of α in synthetic halo maps, computed for different diffusion-cooling scales l (increasing from left to right panels;
vertical solid green lines show l−1), are well fit at small scales by a power-law (dashed red, with labeled index g). The estimated lengthscale
lα (vertical dot-dashed blue lines show l−1

α ), above which the power spectrum consistently deviates from its small scale power-law best
fit, reproduces the injected l with a factor ∼ 2 uncertainty, as shown by the cumulative lα distribution inferred from many such synthetic
halos (dotted black vertical line with horizontal error bar showing the mean and standard deviation).
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Figure E2. Same as Fig. E2, but for published α maps of different radio halos (see panel labels; reference are provided in Fig. 5).
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