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ABSTRACT

O bservations w ith the E xtrem e U kraviokt Explorer EUVE) have shown the Com a C luster
to be a source of EUV am ission in excess of that produced by X -ray gas in the cluster. W e have
reexam ined the EUVE data on this cluster in an attem pt to obtain clues as to the origin ofthis
em ission. W e nd two in portant new resuls. First, the ratio between the azin uthally averaged
EUV excess an ission and the RO SAT hard X -ray ux is constant as a finction of distance from
the cluster center outward. Second, a correlation analysis between the EUV excess em ission and
the X -ray am ission show s that on a detailed levelthe EUV excess is spatially closely related to
the X ray em ission. These ndings contradict previous suggestions as to the underlying source
ofthe di use EUV anm ission in Com a and provide in portant inform ation in regards to the true
source of this em ission. W e propose a new explanation for the source of this em ission: inverse
Com pton scattering of m icrow ave background photons by secondary electrons and positrons.
W e explore this possibility In som e detail and show that it is consistent w ith all of the available
observational evidence. The parent coan ic ray protons m ay have been produced by any of a
num ber of sources, incluiding supemovae, active galaxies, galactic w inds, and clister form ation
shocks, but we believe that the m ost likely source is clister form ation shocks. If the EUV
em ission in the Com a C luster is, in fact, the resul of secondary electrons, thism ay be the only
direct evidence for secondary electrons in the intraclisterm ediuim of a cluster of galaxies, since

recent work suggests that secondary electronsm ay not be the cause of radio halos.

1. Introduction

O bservationsw ih the Extrem e U kraviolt Ex—
prer EUVE) provided evidence that a num ber
of clusters of galaxies em it excess EUV em ission
In the cores of the clusters. The rst clusters re—
ported to have EUV excesses w ere the V irgo clus—
ter (Lieu et al. 1996a; Bowyer et al. 1996) and
the Com a C luster (Lieu et al. 1996b). T hereafter
EUV em ission was reported for Abell 1795 M i—
taz, Lieu & Lockm an, 1998) and Abell 2199 (Lieu
et al. 1999a). These early works em ployed a vari-
ety ofdata analysis schem es that were Jater found
to be incorrect Bowyer, Berghofer, & K orpela,

1999), prin arily because incorrect m ethods were
used to account for the sensitivity pro le, or expo—
surem ap, of the telescope. T he only clusters that
have been determ ined to have an EUV excess us—
Ing uncontested data analysis procedures are the
V irgo cluster B erghoferet al.2000) and theCom a
C luster Bowyeret al. 1999).

Subsequent to the analysisofB ow yeret al. (1999)
additional EUV data on the Coma C luster were
obtained with EUVE . In this paper we re-exam ine
the excessEUV em ission In the Com a C lusterus—
Ing all the EUVE data available on this cluster.
W ecbtain in portantnew nform ation on the char-
acter of the EUV eam ission in this cluster. G iven
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these new results, we provide strong evidence that
the EUV eam ission is produced by secondary elec—
trons and positrons in the intracluster m edium

(ICM ). This nding may wellbe the only secure
evidence of the presence of secondary electrons
and positrons in an intraclister m edium .

2. Data and D ata A nalysis

A llofthe data em ployed w ere obtained w ith the
Deep Survey D S) telescope of EUVE Bowyer &
M alina 1991). In Tabl 1 we provide an ocbserving
log of the observations. T he total cbserving tim e
was 390 ks.

Vardous authors have used a num ber of data re—
duction procedures In searches for EUV em ission
from clusters. Because of the m isconoeptions cre—
ated by the use of incorrect analysis procedures,
w e descrbe the data reduction approach used here
In som e detail. These procedures were developed
and docum ented In Bow yeret al. 1999. T he valid—
ity of this approach was exam Ined and tested by
Berghofer, Bow yer, & K orpela 2000 and its appro-—
priateness veri ed.

F irst, the C om a data sets were screened to ex—
clude noisy data. T he pulse height distribbution of
each set wasthen exam ined and low energy counts
produced by random noise were exclided by re—
“Bcting countsbelow a low energy threshold. Since
a low energy threshold isapplied to the data by the
onboard satellite data processing system , this step
wasnot crucial. Indeed, Berghoferet al. 2000 have
shown that changing the low energy threshold by
asmuch asa factoroftwo hasno e ect on the end
result. N onetheless, this approach can in prove the
quality ofthe data set In at least som e cases. C os—
m ic rays Interacting w ith the spacecraft and the
detector produce a few high energy counts in the
data which we rem oved by upper level threshold—
ing. These counts are only a sm all fraction of the

D ate Duration (ks)
12/25/95-12/28/95 50
06/11/96-06/12/96 39
01/12/99-01/14/99 53
02/04/99-02/07/99 76
03/15/99-03/21/99 172

Tabl 1:Log of O bservations

totaldata set and ignoring this step does not sig—
ni cantly a ect the end result. N onetheless, these
counts were easy to rem ove and we did so. Cor-
rections were then m ade to account for telem etry
Iin itations and detector dead tin e e ects on the
totalobserving tim e; these were  10% .

T henext step in ouranalysis isquite in portant.
A background wasobtained from regionsofthe de-
tectorthat do not view photons from the sky. This
background arises from energetic charged parti-
cles interacting w ith the satellite; these produce
charged particles w thin the nstrum ent that trig—
ger counts In the detector. T hisbackground varies
over tim e scales of weeks to m onths and depends
upon geophysicalconditions. B erghoferet al. 2000
have shown that thisbackground di ersby only a
factoroftw o overthe course ofthe EUVE m ission,
but given the low counting rates from clisters of
galaxies i is in portant that this background level
be identi ed In orderto establish the zero kevel for
each particular observation. A ccordingly, we es—
tablished this background independently for each
of the data setswe em ployed.

M ost in portantly, the correct telescope sensi-
tivity pro le, or exposure m ap, was used in con—
nection w ith the analysisofthedata. W enote sim -
ilar corrections for the Instrum ent sensitivity over
the eld ofview are routinely applied in the reduc—
tion ofm ost observationsofdi use X ray em ission.
For exam ple, observations of di use sources w ith
theRO SAT P SPC are routinely corrected using an
e ective area exposurem ap (Snowden et al.1994).
Bowyer et al. 1999 have provided a map of the
EUVE DS sensitivity pro l using 363 ks of data
from a variety ofblank elds. The use ofa sen—
sitivity pro le com posed of a large num ber of in—
dividualblank eld data sets could, In principl,
be questioned. Indeed, Lieu et al. 1999a claim ed
the EUVE DS sensitivity pro e variesw ith tin e,
but no analysisvalidating thisclaim wasprovided.
Berghoferet al. 2000 carried out a detailed investi-
gation of this possibility. They com pared the 363
ksdata set referred to above w ith an assem blage of
425 ks of data from a di erent set ofblank elds
obtained at di erent tines. The two data sets
were correlated at the 97% Jlevel, consistent w ith
the statistical uncertainties in the counts in the
Individual cells In the two data sets. T his dem on—
strated the stability ofthe EUVE D S telescope’s
sensitivity pro le over tin e scales of years. In our



work on the Coma C luster we used a sensitivity
pro le com posed of 788 ks of data obtained by
com bining the two blank eld data sets described
above.

Because of the di erent orientations of each of
the di erent Com a observations, it was necessary
to carry out the above stepson each ofthe individ—
ualdata sets separately. T he results ofeach cbser-
vation were then summ ed. T his required a know -
edge ofthe absolute pointing ofthe spacecraft. Be—
cause there are no obvious point sources that are
present in allofthe EUV in ages, it is non-trivial
to con m the pointing coordinates provided by
the satellite. A com parison of the location of the
maximum of the cluster em ission In the im ages
show s the relative pointing error in the nom nal
spacecraft ponnting to be  0°28. Since this un—
certainty is ©  the estin ated point spread func-
tion of the telescope, we sin ply added the in ages
using the nom inal spacecraft pointing. W e note,
how ever, that any conclusionsbased on the EUVE
data w illbe uncertain at this, or am aller, scales.

Next, the e ects of absorption by the G alac-
tic interstellar mediuim (ISM ) on the EUV  ux
were determm ined. T here are a num ber of program s
available to detem ine thee ectsofthe ISM on the
X-ray ux from G alactic and extragalactic sources
and any of these w ill provide a resul that is es—
sentially valid in the X +ray regine. However in
the EUV, the situation is entirely di erent. In
thisband absorption isdue only to hydrogen, neu—
tralhelium , and singly ionized helium . M etals can
be ignored because they produce nsigni cant ab—
sorption in com parison to these species, and the
reduction of He T and He IT due to the presence
ofH e ITT can be ignored because there is virtually
noHe ITT in the ISM Heileset al. 1996). T he ap—
propriate EUV cross sections m ust be used for H
I, He I, and He TII, and equally in portantly, cor—
rect colum ns are needed for each of these com po—
nents. In particular, the amount of H IT in the
line of sight m ust be established in order to de—
tem Ine the true He Tand He IT columns. A full
discussion of these issues and a com parison of the
di ering outcom es w ith the use of di erent com —
pilations of cross—sections are provided in Bow yer
etal.1999. In thiscaseweused a hydrogen colum n
of8:95 10 an 2 ( ickey & Lockm an 1990) w ith
Jonization fractionsand cross sections for G alactic
ISM absorption as described in detail in Bowyer

etal.1999. W enote that Bregm an et al. 2003 have
shown that an all scale variations in the G alactic
ISM can be as large as factorof3 in som e 1 degree

elds containing clusters of galaxies and this can
a ect the m agniude of the EUV excess in these
cases. However, this is not a factor in regard to
the Com a C luster w here there is near spatialuni-
form iy of the G alactic Hi colum n as m anifested
In the NRAO map of this region with a spatial
resolution 0£21% and the nerscale IRAS 100 m
map.

W e then derived the EUV eam ission produced
by the high tem perature X ray am iting gas using
Coma ROSAT PSPC archivaldata. We used a
tem perature of 9 keV Brielet al. 1992). W e note
that a variety of tem peratures, typically varying
from 8 to 9 keV havebeen reported orthe them al
gas in Com a by various authors. This variation
hasonly a sm alle ect on the ratio ofthe X -ray to
EUV ux. Thisratio foran 8 keV plagn a isw ithin
10% ofthat fora 9 keV plasna.W eused a factor
0f128 to convert counts in the 052 4 keV band of
the ROSAT PSPC to the EUVE D S-band counts.
The P SPC conversion factorwas derived from the
M EKAL plasn a code w ith abundancesof0 .3 solar
and a tem perature of 9 keV . W e corrected for the
G alactic ISM as described above.

T he next task was to align the X ray and EUV
In ages. A source wellaway from the cluster cen-—
ter was detected at the sam e sky location in both
the EUVE DS in age and the ROSAT soft X -ray
In age. In both of these im ages the source was
< the point- spread functions of the respective
detectors. A UV source, A 2305, is Jocated w ithin
the central portion of the point-spread functions
In both the EUVE and the ROSAT images. A
QSO would typically produce a UV, EUV, and
soft X ray signature of this character. W ith this
source as a ducial, the In ages were aligned to
< 0%43. W e note that any com parisons betw een
the EUV and X -ray data are uncertain at, or less
than, scales of0°43. W e then subtracted the EUV
em ission due to the X ray gas from the totalEUV
anm ission detected by EUVE .

The identi cation of di use em ission in a sky
m ap is di cult because of the Iow signalto noise
ratio of data in Individual cells of them ap. This
problem was identi ed early in the study ofdi use
X -ray em ission in clusters of galaxies. A solution
univerally em ployed in studies of di use em ission
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Fig. 1. (@) - The azimuthally averaged radial

pro keofthetotal013-0.18keV EUV count rate
(solid), the EUV count rate in thisband produced
by the Xray plasna plus the EUV background
count rate (dashed), and the EUV background
alone (dotted). () — The azinuthally averaged
radialpro ke ofthe 013 —0.18 keV EUV excess
count rate in the Com a C luster.

In clusters isto construct the azin uthally averaged
radialintensity pro ke ofthe ux.W ederived this
pro e for the EUV em ission in the Coma C us—
ter. The results are shown in Fig. 1. There isa
substantialEUV excessoutto 14°and m arghal
evidence forem ission to 20°. T he dom inant uncer—
tainty in the determ nation ofthe overallexcess is
uncertainty in the detemm nation of the ratio be—
tween the EUVE and RO SAT count rates due to
the X -ray plasn a. Including this uncertainty, the
overall EUV excess is signi cant at greater than
the 12 Ilevel

In order to obtain a value forthe totalEUV ex—
cess In physical rather than instrum entalunits, we

sum m ed the excess counts shown In Figure 1 and
com puted the unabsorbed count rate by correcting
for G alactic interstellar absorption as describbed
above. W e then divided by the EUV Instrum ent
e ective area to obtain results in physical units.
T he unabsorbed EUV excess in the band from 68
to 92 A (the approxin ate bandpass ofthe observa—
tion as de ned by the telescope high energy cuto
and the low energy cuto produced by G alactic
absorption) is1:7 10 ¥ ergs 'am %A ! . As
sum ing a distance of 100 M pc, this corresponds
to a total energy output between 68 and 92 A of
49 10%%ergs '. T this calculation we assum ed
spectral indices between 1 and 1.6 which are ap-
propriate given the source m echanian identi ed
for the em ission as discussed below . T his resul is
relatively insensitive to the spectral ndex, wih a
variation in the ux ofonly a faw percent for the
Index range listed. Tt is of interest to com pare this
energy output w ith the energy output ofthe X —ray
plasm a which is about 10*° ergs/s, based upon a
centraldensity of3 10 3 an 3, a core radius of
10°5,a 0f0.75, a tem perature of 9 keV , and the
cooling function of Sutherland and D opita 1993.
Ifthe EUV excess were due to a them alplasn a
at 10° K , the bolom etric um inosity ofthisplasn a
would be 5 10* erg/s, which is com parable to
the energy output of the X ray plasm a.

The value we obtain for the EUV excess, F ,
is about a factor of two an aller than the num ber
reported by Sarazin and Lieu 1998 after correct-
Ing fora di erence in the assum ed distance to the
Com a Cluster. A lthough i is in possible to con—
clusively identify the reason forthis di erence, we
note that if we were to nappropriately com pute
the energy output using the fiill bandpass of this
Instrum ent rather than the e ective bandpass, we
would obtain a value sin ilar to that reported by
Sarazin and Lieu.

3. TheRelationship between the EUV E x—
cess and the X -ray Em ission

We st derived the ratioc between the az—
Inuthally averaged EUV  ux (013 - 018 ke&V)
and the azim uthally averaged X ray ux derived
from the ROSAT 0524 k&V X-ray band. We
show this ratio as a function of increasing dis—
tance from the cluster center in Figure 2. A s can
be seen this ratio is essentially at. The error
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Fig. 2.] The matio of the azinuthally averaged
EUV excess ux/ROSAT 0524keV X—+ay uxas
a function of increasing distance from the cluster
center.

bars increase at Jarger radiibecause ofthe lim ited
EUV excess ux at these larger radii.

An azin uthally averaged radial intensity pro le
is quite sensitive to the presence of di use em is-
sion. However, by is very nature this process
elin inates any possibility of exam ining details of
the spatialdistrdbution of the em ission other than
its average radial distrbution. A direct study of
the details of the EUV em ission in this bandpass
can only be achieved w ith a very substantial data
set, which is now unobtainable. A s an altema-
tive, we considered ways to Investigate aspects of
the spatial distribution which m ight prove to be
useful. W e rst considered the number of EUV
excess counts In Individual cells in the sky map.
The telem etered cell size of EUVE data is 49:6.
W e summed these data into larger blocks. The
m inin um appropriate cell size is 0°28 because the
registration of the EUV in ages are uncertain at
this level. In addition, the use ofa cell size an aller
than the intrinsic resolution ofthe telescope could
potentially provide m isleading results. The re-
soonse of the telescope is closely replicated by a
G aussian with a 90% inclided energy w idth of 1°
and one possibility would be to convolre the data
w ith a G aussian ofthis size. H owever, we sum m ed
the counts in a 1 m in square box since H ardcastle
2000 has pointed out that the use of a an ooth-
Ing function adds considerable uncertainty to the
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Fig. 3.| Sky m ap ofthe EUV excessin theCom a
C luster in 1° square bins (J2000). The isophotal
lines shown are at 90% , 50% and 23% ofthe peak
EUV excess en ission.

signi cance levels of the resultant data set. W e
then com puted isophotes ofthe EUV excess. T he
results are shown In Figure 3. The EUV excess
appears to be m ore extended to the southeast al-
though this is a region of Iow countsperbin.

In Figure 4 we show the X-ray eam ission in
the Com a C luster derived from archival RO SAT
PSPC data. A com parison ofF igure 4 w ith F igure
3 show s that the EUV am ission is only detectable
In the central portion of the X-ray in age. This
m ay be because the EUV em ission is only present
In the core, but it could sin ply be a sensitivity is—
sue, and the lower Intensity wings extend further
out. W e then carried out a standard linear cor—
relation analysisbetween the EUV excess datasst
shown in Figure 3 and the corresponding X -ray
data shown In Figure 4.

An inm ediate problem in carrying out a corre-
lation analysisbetween the EUVE excess and the
X —ray em ission is that a correlation analysis will
com pare the num berofcounts In a given cellin one
In age w ith the number of counts in an identical
cell in the other in age w thout accounting for any
statistical uctuations in these values. Hence w ith
an in agew ith a sm allnum ber ofcounts in individ-
ualcells, a false statem ent of a Jack of correlation
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w ill be provided sin ply because of the statistical
uctuations of the data in the cells.

To assessthise ect orthe EUV excess, we car—
ried out a correlation between two Independent
data sets ofthe EUV excess in the Com a C luster
aswe summ ed the counts in individual cells into
larger sized bins. The resuls are shown in Fig.
5 as diam onds. A s expected, the correlation be-
tween the two independent data sets of the EUV
excess is quite poorw ith am allerbin sizes, but In—
creases rapidly as the bin sizes are Increased and
m ore counts are registered in each bin.

W e note that the determ ination of the con -
dence levels of the correlation m easures shown in
Fig. 5 are Inherently com plicated by three statis-
tical properties of correlation estin ates: (@) they
are Inherently non-G aussian, being m athem ati-
cally bounded to the interval -1 to +1; () they
are asymm etrical; (c) their con dence intervals
depend on the true population correlation valie,
w hich isunknown. T his situation prom pted F isher
1935 to create a nonlinear transform ation of the
correlation statistic into a G aussian nomm alvariate
w ith uniform variance, nam ely F isher’s transfor-
m ation which depends only on the cbserved cor-
relation value r and the num ber of lndependent
data points N , both ofwhich are known. In use,
one sin ply converts the observed r into F isher’s z
(which is G aussian) and then converts the desired
con dence Intervalin z back into an interval forr.
U sing thism ethod we obtain the errorbars shown
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Fig. 5. The correlation coe cients of two inde—
pendent data sets ofthe EUV excess in Com a as
a function of the size of the sky m ap binning is
shown by diam onds. T he correlation ofthe EUV
excessw ith the X -ray em ission asa function ofthe
size of the sky m ap binning is shown by triangls.

In Figure 5. W e con m ed these error values by
perform ng multiple M onte Carlo simulations of
uncorrelated data. T he standard deviation of the
correlation coe cients of these uncorrelated sin —
ulations In Fisher z-space was equivalent to the
error values calculated using the num ber of nde—
pendent points.

W e expected that therewere su cient counts in
the deep RO SAT X -ray Im age that uncertainties
in the photon statistics In the X ray data would
be inconsequential In com parison w ith the uncer—
tainties due to the Iim ited data In the EUVE data
set. A selfcorrelation of the X -ray data veri ed
this conclusion.

W e then carried out a correlation of the EUV
excess In age w ith the X ray In age asa function of
Increasing cell size. T he results are shown in Fig—
ure 5 as triangles. Up to a scale of4.0 arcm in? the
EUV self correlation and the EUV / X <ray corre—
lation both rise re ecting the lin ited quantity of
EUV data. At larger scales the EUV self corre—
lation is better than the EUV /X —ray correlation
allow Ing us to m ake severalde nitive statem ents.
First, there is a substantial, but not exact, spa—
tial sin ilarity between the EUV and the X -ray
em ission. This sim ilarity peaks at scales of 88
aram .n? at a valie of 0.86. There is an indica—



tion that the correlation 2lls o at larger scales,
though this decrease is not signi cant at the three
sigm a level. W e can also conclide that at scale
sizes sm aller than 40 aran in® the correlation is
no better than 0.80 since a correlation cannot be
In proved by sin ply reducing larger in age pixels
to an aller pixels.

In summ ary, we can state that at scales greater
than 4:0 aran in® the spatial distrdutions of the
EUV and the X —ray em ission have substantial, but
not exact, sin ilarities. T he correlation peaks at a
value of 0.86 at a scale size of 88 arcm in? with
a suggestion that the correlation decreases at a
larger scale. At scales less than 40 arom in? the
correlation is no better than 0.80.

4. D iscussion

In view of these new ndings, i is useful to
reconsider suggestions for the underlying source
m echanian fortheEUV excess in clustersofgalax—
jes. O ne proposalwas that this em ission was ther—
mal em ission from a \wam " (10° K) gas (Lieu
et al. 1996a; 1996b; 199%9a,b; M itaz et al. 1998;
Bonam ente et al. 2001). Buote 2000ab carried
out extensive analyses of RO SAT PSPC data and
also clain ed to have found evidence for gas at this
tem perature In the core of several clusters.

The EUV eanm ission in the Com a C luster is al-
m ost spherical and could conceivably be the prod—
uct of a gravitationally bound gas. H ow ever, the
m aintenance of a wam intraclister gas is quite
di cukt to understand since gas at this tem pera-
ture is at the peak of is cooling curve and would
typically coolin lessthan 0.5G yr Landini& M on—
signoriFossil1l990). Thishasresulted in a f2ir level
of skeptician in regard to a them alorigin for the
EUV excess. A variety of observational studies
have been carried out in an attem pt to discover
evidence for a wam 10° K them al gas. Tnitial
studies with XM M Newton showed no lines from
a 10° K gas 1n any of the clusters exam ned @Pe-
terson et al. 2001). However the Com a C luster
was not exam ined in these studies, which raised
at least the possbility that Com a is uniguely dif-
ferent and that the EUV excess in this cluster is
Indeed them al in origin. D ixon et al 2001 ob-—
tained long FarU ftraviolt Spectroscopic E xplorer
(FUSE) observations centered on the Com a clus—
ter In search of Ovi 1032, 1038 am ission which

would be produced by a 10°K them algas. Al
though this em ission was detected, the high res-
olution of FUSE showed that all of this em ission
was G alactic and that none was red-shifted Ovi
from m aterial in the cluster. However, the pres—
ence ofthermm algas could not be com pletely ruled
out since a lJarge depletion ofoxygen In the cluster
would render these lines unobservable.

A dditional inform ation on this topic has been
obtained by A maud et al. 2001 and by V khlinin
et al. 2001. Both ofthese groups studied the core
of the Com a cluster in detail. A maud et al. ana—
Iyzed XM M N ewton data and determ ined tem per-
atures in 3.5° 35 regions in the 20° core of the
cluster. T he tem peratures in these regions ranged
from 7 to 85 keV Wwith a few outliers) with no
evidence for lower tem perature gas. V khlinin et
al. used Chandra cbservations to search for lower
tem perature gas in very am all regions in the core
ofthe cluster. They found 1 to 2 ke€V gasw ithin a
7% radiis of NG C 4874 and NG C 4889 which they
attrbuted to em ission from the halos of these in—
dividual galaxies. However, Inm ediately outside
of these sm all regions they found only high tem -
perature (9 keV) gas.

Finoguenov et al. 2003 used XM M -Newton
data n  20° diam eter bins and detected O vii
and Oviiiem ission 30° 0 -center from the core
of the cluster. These lines would be produced by
a02kev (or2 10° K) gas. They showed that
this em ission cam e from a lam ent n front of the
Com aC lusterw hich was seen in pro fction against
the cluster. Thekey di erencebetween thesem ea-
surem ents and the m easurem ents of V khlinin et
al. and Amaud et al. was the elds ofview In-
volved. O nly w ith the larger eld ofview isthe line
em ission from the low tem perature gas detected.
F inoguenov et al. found that the oxygen line em is—
sion was 1/30th ofthe X ay em ission ofthe 9 keV
gas in the cluster center. Even if Finoguenov et
al. were incorrect in their interpretation that this
em ission was from a lam ent in front of the clus—
ter and was, instead, associated with 2 10° K
gas in the core of the cluster, its EUV em ission
would have been so faint as to be unobservable
with EUVE and could not have been responsible
for the excess reported here.

K aastra, Lieu et al. 2003 clain ed to have found
\wamm " therm alem ission w ithin the central12° of
the Coma Cluster with XM M Newton. However,



their clain isbased on the (m arginal) detection of
a di use soft X -ray excess in the cluster and not on
the detection ofoxygen lines and it is contradicted
by the work of A maud et al. 2001 and V ihklinin
et al. 2001. The K aastra, Lieu et al. 2003 resuls
could equally well be interpreted as non-them al
em ission.

Since the EUV  ux is not them al in origi,
we have exam ined non-themm al processes as the
source of this em ission. Inverse Compton (IC)
scattering of the 2.7 K cogn ic m icrow ave back—
ground (CM B) photons by energetic electrons
Hwang 1997; Bowyer & Berghofer 1998; En lin
& Biem ann 1998; Sarazin & Lieu 1998) was sug—
gested early on, and it is still the only suiable
candidate non-themm al m echaniamn Blasi & Co-—
lafrancesco 1999; Atoyan & Volk 2000; Brunetti
et al. 2001a; Petrosian 2001; T say et al 2002).

En lin, Lieu & Biem ann 1999 suggested clus—
ter starlight radiation as the background photon
eld. The energy density in starlight photons is
about two orders of m agnitude less than that in
the CM B in the core of Com a, so the starlight-
IC model requires a number density of 5 M &V
electronsw hich is com parable to the them alelec—
tron density En lin et al. 1999). T hese particles
then provide the dom inant pressure in the cluster.
This condition seem s In plausble both to estab-
lish and tom aintain. If such low energy electrons
were m ixed w ith the them alplasm a, they would
transfer their energy on tin escales of a few hun-
dred m illion years by way of Coulomb collisions
which would resulk in excessive heating, even ig-
noring heating by lkely associated non-them al
protons. M agnetic elds strong enough to sepa—
rate these non-them alparticles from the them al
plasn a would lad to m agnetic pressures exceed—
Ing the them algaspressure, which issin ilarly un-
Iikely. Ifthe posited 5M eV electronsw ere relics of
a much m ore energetic population, their original
energy content would havebeen m uch greaterthan
that already required for the starlight-IC m odel
itself, m aking these problem s worse. Thus, we re—
“ct this hypothesis as an untenable explanation
forthe EUV excessin Com a.

A number of authors have suggested soeci c
IC€CM B models for the production of the EUV
excess. Atoyan & Vok 2000 posited a popu-
lation of \relic" electrons driven into the intra—
clusterm ediim by galactic w inds during intervals

of galactic starbursts and then reaccelerated by
strong m erger shocks. To avoid excessive radio
an issions from the assum ed hard energy spectrum
oftheEUV electrons (se = 2:) with multi- G auss
m agnetic elds, their m odel included an ad hoc
electron energy cuto near 250 M eV . Brunetti
et al. 2001b proposed a model for EUV IC-—
CM B anm issionsbased on turbulent reacceleration
of non-them al electrons recently incted by the
head-tail radio galaxy NGC 4869, which is sev—
eral aram lnutes west of the cluster center. This
was an extension of a m odel that would explain
the radio em ission and the 40 K&V X -ray am is—
sion in the Com a C luster B runettiet al 2001a).
Im portant constraints in posed w ere that thispop—
ulation should not produce (@n unobserved) -ray
em ission, and it should produce the cbserved spec—
tral stegpening of the radio em ission w ith increas—
Ing distance from the cluster core. Thism odel in—
cluded an initial coam ic ray population produced
2G yrago, reacceleration 1G yrago by shocks
from m ergers, and a recent Inction of low energy
coam ic rays that is responsble for the EUV am is—
sion. Theirm odel assum ed a relatively hard elec—
tron spectrum for the EUV electrons (hereafter,
EUVe) with s = 2:6, and a magnetic eld 05
G auss, and required a cuto near 500 M &V to
avoid em issions con icting with observations In
other bands. The relative com plexity of the filll
m odel illustrates the di culty In nding a uni ed
m odel for non-them alem issions In Com a.

Sarazin & Lieu 1998 proposed am odelfor EUV
em ission in clisters in which relic low energy elec—
trons accum ulated from various origins would be
distributed sin ilarly to the them alplasm a, that
iISnepyve / Nte. That distrbution predicted an
azin uthally averaged ratio, Iz yv =Ix / 1=Nte, N—
creasing substantially w ith distance outside the
cluster core. Berghofer et al. 2000 derived this
ratio for the V irgo cluster as a test of thism odel
They found that the ratio was at w ith increasing
distance from the center of the cluster in contra—
diction to the prediction of this m odel. W e have
derived this ratio for the Com a C luster, and, as
shown in Figure 2, it is essentially constant. Us-
IngabetamodelforComa Brieletal. 1992) wih

= 0:75, r. = 10°5, and assum g Ngyve / Nte
one ndsthat Iz yv =Ix should have increased by
about a factor of two from the cluster center to a
distance of 10°5 and by a factor of six at 21°. A 11



ofthese outcom es are clearly inconsistent w ith the
data.

Three previous studies considered secondary
em ission In connection w ith the EUV excess. B lasi
& Colafrancesco 1999 considered secondary em is—
sion as part of a uni ed m odel for non-therm al
em issions in Com a. They found their m odel had
multiple problem s. The spatial distrdbution of
the radio em ission was not correct, and too m uch
gam m a radiation wasproduced. Fhally, the EUV
em ission produced was too low . B lasi 2001 m od-
eled am ission from secondaries as part of a treat—
m ent of nonthem al em ission In clister m ergers,
Including Com a. He assum ed that a strongm erger
shock would Inct prin ary electrons and protons
wih a density distrbution proportional to the
them al plasna. W ith the param eters he em —
ployed, the associated EUV em ission would be
dom nated by prim ary electrons, so the resultant
EUV spatial distrbution would take the same
form asthat proposed by Sarazin and Lieu (1998),
and would be incom patible w ith the observational
results reported here. M iniati et al. 2001b esti-
mated the EUV  ux from secondary em ission in
clusters as part of a larger study of cluster form a—
tion. Their EUV lum inosity vs cluster tem pera—
ture relations underestin ated the observed EUV

ux In Coma by about an order of m agnitude.
Consequently, M iniati et al. did not pursue the
idea that IL-CM B em ission from secondary elec-
trons could be the underlying source m echanism
for the EUV excess. In retrospect, their lum inos—
ity estim ates were arti cially low because of the
e ects of nite num erical resolution in their sim u—
lations. This signi cantly reduced the centralgas
densities in clusters which resulted In an underes—
tin ate of the secondary em ission ux.

No existing m odels produce an EUV inten—
sity distrdbution that ishighly correlated w ith the
them alX rays as shown In Figure 5, and smul-
taneously produce a constant ratio between the
azin uthally averaged EUV and X ray intensities
as illustrated in Figure 2. Therefore, we have
searched for a new model that would naturally
produce these outcom es.

4.1. G eneralConstraints

Before introducing a soeci ¢ m odel that will
yield these observational ndings, we st estab—
lish som e generalconstraints on the em iting par-

ticles and their environm ent that would apply
to any successfil model. In the IT-CMB sce-
nario, the EUV excess is produced by electrons

of characteristic energy E 200" 150ev M &V
(400 Tsoey ), where 1spey i the EUV pho-
ton energy, nom alized to 150eV ( 80A).

The m agnitude and distrdbution of the m ag—
netic eld in the cluster are In portant constraints
In any m odel for non-them alem issions in Com a.
Extensive work has been carried out In e orts
to determm ine the magnetic eld strength. Re-
cent sum m ardes of the cbservational sittuation and
possbility of reconciling the (@pparently) contra-—
dictory results have been provided by K ronberg
2003; Clarke 2003; and Brunetti 2003. D1ier
ent approaches yield di erent results. One ap-—
proach is to calculate the eld based on the as—
sum ption ofequipartition betw een the energy den-—
sity ofthe relativistic particles associated w ith the
radio em ission and the m agnetic eld. A recent
and especially detailed result forthe Com a C luster
using this approach has been obtained by T hier-
bach et al. 2003 who nd an equipartition eld of

0{7 G auss if electrons are the relativistic gas,
or 1:9 G auss if the proton-to— electron energy
density ratio In the relativistic gas is the sam e as
that in the ISM .Faraday rotation m easures of ra—
dio sources in clisters have been extensively stud—
ied as a means of determ ining clister m agnetic

elds. Very high elds have been cbtamned us—
Ing sources em bedded in the cores of clusters w ith
cooling centers € ilek 1999; Taylor et al. 1999).
Rotation m easures of radio sources behind clis—
ters have been m easured by a number of groups
Kin et al. 1990; Feretti et al. 1995). The most
extensive results using this approach have been
obtained by Clarke et al. 2001l. They nd elds
that are typically in the range of5 to 10 G auss.

Fields in the range 0£ 0.1 to 5 Gauss are re-
quired if the EUV excess is the product of IC-—
CMB In a uniform magnetic eld (g. Hwang
1997; Atoyan & Vol 2000; Brunettiet al 2001b;
our discussion below ), but the higher valies in
this range can only be realized if a rather arbi-
trary high energy cuto is in posed upon the un-
derlying coamn ic ray spectrum , or if the coam ic
ray spectrum is very steep. A less extrem e ex—
planation for the lower elds required n IT-CM B
m odels for the EUV is that the m agnetic elds
are not hom ogeneous and that the EUV excess



origihates in low— eld regions while high— eld re—
gions produce the higher Faraday rotation m ea—
sures (Petrosian 2001; Newm an et al. 2002; Beck
etal. 2002). Tregilliset al. 2003 studied synthetic
radio and X ray in ages derived from high reso-
lution threedim ensionalM HD radio galaxy sin —
ulations to com pare average eld estin ates w ih
actualm agnetic eld properties In the sinulated
ob Ects. They found that the estinated elds
roughly corresponded to actual mns elds, but
scattered around the physical m s value by a fac—
tor of 2-3. In light of the above discussion, we
assume a eld ofabout 1 Gauss n the ICM of
the Com a C luster in the follow ing.

Energy loss tin escales provide an In portant
general constraint on m odels for the EUVe. For
conditions in the X -ray core of Com a, approxi-
m ately coinciding with the EUV excess (them al
electron density, nte 3 10 3am 3, Brielet al.
1992), LM B and Coulomb energy losses are
currently roughly com parabl at 200 M &V (eg.
Sarazin 1999; Petrosian 2001). However, since
synchrotron energy losses com pare to IC losses by
theratio B=B )? and B / (1 + z)?, this ratio
wasprobably an aller in thepast. W ih am agnetic

eld ofabout 1l G auss, synchrotron losses can be
neglcted. U sing standard relations (eg. Sarazin
1999; P etrosian 2001) and correcting the IC-CM B
loss rate for the Hubbl expansion wih ¢ = 0:5,
but assum ing ni. was not greater in the past, it
is sin ple to dem onstrate that IT-CM B losseswere
dom inant over Coulomb losses at these energies,
and that the characteristic IC-€CM B energy-loss
lifstimne OrEUVeis 2 Gyr.

Another key point is that electrons at these
energies di use very slowly in the intraclister
medium (Schlickeiseret al.1987;Volk et al. 1996)
For Bohm diusion in a Gauss eld, 200 M &V
electrons would di use only about 10 pc during
their lifetin es. In alm ost any plausble cluster

eld and turbulence m odel the EUVe are e ec—
tively tied to the local plasna. M ixing of the
cluster plasm a w ill take place on tim escales ofG i~
gayears In response to stirring in the cluster (eg.
M arkevitch, V khlinin & M azzotta 2001) caused
by mergers and AGN activity. But since the
EUVe electrons are tied to the cluster m edium ,
the spatial distrbution of both of these species
will be sin ilar, though not identical. Tn clis-
ters with current active energy deposition such
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as V irgo or Hydra, fresh particle populations w ill
not becom e m ixed inm ediately, as illustrated by
the X -ray holes seen in such clisters (eg. Nulsen
etal. 2002). O n G lgayeartin escales, how ever, the
nonthem alparticles w ill becom e m ixed through-
out the cluster.

W e next explore spectral constraints on the
EUVe population that can be derived by requiring
that it does not produce em ission in other bands
that exoceeds those observed. The EUVe popula—
tion directly lnclides only energiesnear 200 M &V,
but is lkely to continue to higher energies follow —
Ing a nom al power-law spectrum . In particular,
we see no reason to introduce an arti cialcuto at
higher energies. C lkarly an im portant constraint
is that the high energy extension of the EUVe
population does not produce IL-CM B In excess
of the observed non-them al high energy excess
hereafter HRX ) .Both BeppoSax Eusco-Fem iano
etal. 1999) and RXTE Rephaeli& G ruber2002)
gave results that can be expressed in tem s of a

ux near 40 keéV of F 8 10 PYemgan 2%st
Inside a radius 1 degree. If the EUVe pop—
ulation includes electron energies approaching 4
GeV, ts ITCM B spectrum will reach Into this
band. Our measured EUV ux corresponds to

F =14 10 " ergan %s ! at150 eV .A sin—
plk powerlaw extension ofthe IL-CM B spectrum
from 150 €V to 40 keV wih a spectral index, ,
& / , corresponding to an electron energy
distrdboution ne Ee) / E_ %, where s, = 2 + 1)
would all below the observed excess 40 keV  ux
if > 11, orse > 32. Sinhce the HRX eld is
substantially larger than the EUV source, the ex—
tended spectrum could be steeper, so s > 32 isa
conservative lim it above E, 200M &V .

Sin ilarly, extension of the EUVe population to
higher energies could contribute detectable radio
em ission. This constrains both the form of the
electron spectrum and the e ective m agnetic eld
strength, as discussed previously. T he lowest fre—
quency synchrotron ux measured forComa C is
49 Jy at 309 M Hz G iovanniniet al. 1993). The
radiating electrons w ould have characteristic ener-
giesE. 14Gev B, 12 whereB, = B (cos ) is
the sky-plane com ponent of the source m agnetic

eld expressed n Gauss. ForB 1 Gauss,
these electrons would be roughly an order ofm ag—
nitude m ore energetic than those producing the
EUV am ission. T he requirem ent that the cbserved



radio ux exceed any synchrotron ux, F _, pro—

duced by a high energy extension of the EUVe

population can be conveniently expressed by the

oconstraint R F = F F = F <

107 10 3, where F , is the observed IT-CM B
ux In the EUV.

A ssum ng a power-law electron energy distri-
bution over the relevant range, and that the EUV
am ission is IC-CM B, the ratio of the associated
radio synchrotron ux to the EUV ux In a uni-
form m agnetic eld is easily shown to be (Jones
et al. 1974)

i

" #_
jbc 1 1=1+ )
B, = —=2 . Rgi B ; (1)
33,6 i B
where ¢ = 30OMHz and ; = 37 PHz are the

observed frequencies for synchrotron and IC-CM B
emission, j, 1land ¢ 1 are constants tab—
ulated in Jones et al. 1974, = kTcyg=h =
57 1+ z)GHzB = 32 (1+2z)° Gaussisa du-
cial eld strength whose energy densiy m atches
theCMB,and 5 = eB =R mc) = 9 L+ z)?
Hz.

A range ofvalues forthe Integrated Com a C ra—
dio spectrum is viable; the appropriate choice de—
pends on the (unknown) underlying source m odel
(T hierbach et al. 2003). Reasonable values for the
spectral index range from = 135 to 083. For
consistency, values of R 53 near the observed 1im it
would requirem odel spectra at least as stegp. The
associated m agnetic eld constraint from equation
1 depends on the spectrum chosen. For exam ple,
it would range from B, 01 Gaussfor =190
(se = 3)to B, 14 Gaussfor = 15 (se = 4).
Ifthem agnetic eld is isotropically ordented, these
valies of B; should be increased by roughly 20%
to arrive at an estin ate of the m agnetic eld.

42. Secondary E lectrons as the Source of

the EUV Flux in Com a

W e now propose a speci c model that pro—
duces the observationalresultspresented here, and
then dem onstrate that this m odel does not vio—
late the general constraints derived above. The
observed correspondences between the EUV and
them al X -rays strongly suggest that the low en-
ergy EUV eam itting particles and the therm al ntr—
aclisterm ediuim have a physical interdependence.
A s poInted out by Sarazin and Lieu 1998, the
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ntuitively obvious relation between cosn ic rays
and them al plasn a is one in which the cosn ic
ray particles are relatively well m ixed with the
them al plasma, ie. in which n. / n¢. This
would be a natural expectation if the coan ic rays
were accum ulated over much of the form ation of
the cluster, and its various constiuent com po—
nents m ixed follow ing m ergers. A socenario that
hocorporates this expectation and leads to the re—
quired observational outcome ofngyve / nZ is
that the EUV eam ission is the result of secondary
electrons and positrons thereafter SEP ) produced
as byproducts of inelastic collisions between well-
m ixed prin ary cosm ic ray protons and the ther—
m al intraclister plasm a. T he production rate for
SEP scales as ng, Ny, Where ng, is the den-
sity of coam ic ray protons. Then if the SEP en-—
ergy losses are Independent of cluster position, as
they would be for IC-€M B -dom inated losses, the
consequent distrdbution of EUVe is the required
Ngyve DNsgp / 1'11239 nf_e-

A variety of prim ary cogm ic ray source m ech—
anisn s such as supemovae, active galaxies, and
termm inal galactic wind shocks m ight lead to the
needed spatialdistribution for this explanation of
the EUV excess, so long as their contrbutions
were soread over enough tim e and were spatially
distrdbuted into the various com ponents.

However, another source seem s to us to be
the m ost likely candidate for these particles: cos—
m ic rays accelerated at the large scale \structure
shocks" that acoom pany cluster form ation. T hese
Inclide what are usually temm ed m erger and ac—
cretion shocks, although recent cosm ology sim u-—
lations dem onstrate a m ore com plex and richer
shock pattem than those labels suggest M niati
et al. 2000; Ryu et al. 2003). In a coan ic structure
sim ulation that included shock-accelerated coam ic
raysM niatiet al.2001la indeed found that the cos—
m ic ray proton distrdbution in the central regions
of their clusters scaled roughly with the them al
gas although the two distrbutions did show dif-
ferences from cosm ic rays associated w ith recent
shocks, especially outside the cluster core region.

A more detailed evaluation of our m odel re—
quires that we estin ate the population of coam ic
rays resoonsible for the SEP. Inelastic collisions
between coam ic ray protons w ith kinetic energies
above about 300 M €V and the them al ntrachis—
ter m ediuim produce m ainly charged and neutral



pions. The charged pions decay into muons and
neutrinos, and the muons into the SEP that are
responsble forthe EUV em ission. W e express the
coan ic ray proton density distrdbution asa power-
law ofthe fom

n(p)znpo psP; @)

whereE, = M . is the proton energy.

T he approxin ate form alisn given in M annhein
and Schlickeiser 1994 gives us a sin ple expression
for the net om nidirectional SEP production rate,
G, with energies m.? >> 35M eV from pp cok
lisions. In particular, for a power law proton en-—
ergy distribution we have

Seo 1

13 M,
—_— M
® 7y el o

3)
where ,, 32 10 °an ?,s0= 2(s 2),and
¢ q . At low energies this expression overes—
tin ates SEP production, so we have com pared it
w ith a num erical calculation for ¢, based on the
m ore accurate pion production described In asso—
ciation w ith equation 5 (follow ing) and the SEP
distrbbution given by M oskalenko & Strong 1998.
For electron energies of 150 M €V the two resuls
agree to better than about 50% so in what ©llow s
we use the sin pler expression in equation 3. W e
argued above that the lifetin es of the EUVe at

200 M eV SEP are detem ined by their energy
Jossesagainst IT-CM B .W e can reasonably assum e
that the SEP density is set by a balancebetw een p—
P production and IC-CM B losses. Since the EUV
em ission isthe sam e ICCM B, it is straightforward
to derive the expected om nidirectional EUV vol-
um e em issivity directly in term s of the coam ic ray
proton densiy. T he resul using equation 3 is

Se 2

po 26 M,
: ° 12(s, 5=4) 24m.
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where ;, and ?S were denti ed in relation to
equation 1,s. = £ (s, + ) = Seo+ 1 isthe spectral
Index of the steady-state SEP energy distibution,
and, once again, = (Se 1)=2. W ith a con-
stant cosm ic ray density fraction, £, =
the EUV em issivity scales with nf,, as required
by the EUVE data forCom a.

Npo=Nip s
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U sing this result we can integrate over the clus—
terto com putean EUV lum inosity, which can then
be com pared w ith the observational result. The
result will depend on an assum ed cogm ic ray en—
ergy spectral index as well as on the intrachister
medium density distrbution. If the cosmn ic ray
proton ux is due to structure form ation shocks,
the coan ic ray spectrum represents an average
from the shocks dissipated in the local gas over
cogn ic tim e. In the test particle lim it fordi usive
shock acceleration, which is a reasonable approx—
In ation for relatively weak shocks, the standard
relation iss, = 2M 2+ 1)=M ? 1),whereM is
the shock M ach number. Strictly speaking, this
index applies to the m om entum spectrum , n @),
ofcoam ic ray protons accelerated at shocks, rather
than the energy spectrum , n ( ), that we de ned
In equation 2 in order to apply analytic expres—
sions for our sinple m odel estin ates. The two
spectra compareasn ( p)=n ) = 1 1= ;)SP:Z )
At relativistic energies the two fomm s converge;
at the threshold for pion production, , 13,
n(p)=nfy) 1=3, which roughly com pensates
for the overestim ate in SEP production from equa—
tion 3.

In a recent detailed analysis of shocks form ed in
a high resolution coam ic structure form ation sin u—
lation, Ryu et al. 2003 found that them ost in por-
tant shocks for coan ic ray acceleration were those
with M 2 4, corresponding to s, 23 3.
To be speci ¢ in our estim ates below we choose
Sp = 25, which leadsto s = 11=3 and = 4=3
which will be consistent w ith the radio halo and
HXR constraints. Then assum ing a beta law dis—
trdbution for the intraclister m edium , ng () =
np=01+ @=a)?)® %, withngy=3 10 *a 3,

= 075, Briel et al. 1992) and a = 300 kpc
(corresponding to 10°5 at 100 M pc), we com pute
the spatially Integrated EUV  ux to be ;F
1 10 “fyergan 2
theobserved ;F ., 14 10 ' ergan 2s
obtain £, 14 10 7.

A test of the reasonableness of this result can
be m ade by determ Ining its consistency w ih up-—
perlim tson the -ray ux intheCom acluster. In
addition to charged pions, inelastic pp collisions
w il produce neutralpions, which w ill quickly de—
cay to -rays. The resultant -ray spectrum peaks
near 70 M eV, but extends to higher energies and,
in particular, into the 100M eV EGRET band.

s 1. Com paring this result to

s 1, we



The -ray em issivity due to a powerJdaw cos—

m ic ray spectrum approachesa power-aw at high
energies, m aking i relatively straightforward to
com pute an analyticalestin ate of the high energy
ux. However, the EGRET band is too close to
the 70 M €V peak for that approxin ation to be ad—
equate for our needs. Fortunately, sem iem pirical
relations for our range of interest are available in
the literature. W e have followed the form ulation
laid out conveniently in Schlickeiser 2002. The
om nidirectional -ray em issivity can be w ritten as

2 € )
0
E +@m )?=@¢g ) E? (@ &)
()
where go E ) / ppMgphpo is the neutral pion

production rate. T hat rate asym ptotesto a pow er-
law athigh energiesw ith spectralindex sep, jist as
forthe SEP, but drops sharply asthe pionsbecom e
nonrelativistic. Usihg the full expressions given
by Schlickeiser, assum ing s, = 235 and Integrating
equation 5 overphoton energy, we obtain g E
100M &V ) 032 ppneengg photons an s
From the values established above for Com a, In—
cluding the required coam ic ray density fraction,
f,, we cbtain an estinated -y ux F E
100M &V ) 14 10 ° photonsan ? s I.
Sreekum ar et al. 1996 give a 2 upper ux lin i
in thisband of4 10 ® photonsan ° s ! frthe
Com a cluster. This is well above the -ray ux
produced by our required SEP population.

Sin ulations such asthose ofM iniatiet al. 2000,
2001ab and Ryu et al. 2003 have suggested that
structure form ation shocks m ight lead to coam ic
ray energy pressures approaching asmuch as 1/3
the total Intraclister m edium pressure. A cocord—
ngly, we have estim ated the cosm ic ray energy
density in the core of Com a that would be neces—
sary under the SEP m odelw e have proposed. For
the proton spectra of inm ediate interest (s,
2:5), m ost of the kinetic energy resides in m ildly
relativistic particles, independent of whether we
use the energy power law of equation 2 or the
analogous m om entum power law . W e can write
approxin ately ug,  npoM &, which gives uep
10 Yergan ? fr the nonrelativistic cosn ic ray
proton distribution. This com pares to the ther—
m alenergy density, 3n kT 4 10 Mergan .
T his rough estim ate can be com pared to estin ates
from cosn ology sim ulations which range upw ards
of tens of percent (eg. M hniatiet al. 2001a; Ryu
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et al. 2003).

W e can sum m arize the constraintson ourm odel
as llows. The elctron energy spectrum must
have a power law slope steeper than s 32, n
order to avoid excess nverse-C om pton hard X -ray
em ission. Constraints set by the observed radio
synchrotron ux depend on the spectral index of
the radio em ission and the clusterm agnetic eld.
An elctron spectrum wih s = 3, requires the
cluster m agnetic eld be 01 Gauss. If s =
4 the cluster eld must be 14 Gauss. These
outcom es are shown graphically in Figure 6.

5. Conclusions

W e have analyzed archival data obtained w ih
EUVE on the core of the Com a cluster. W e nd
the ratio of the azimuthally averaged EUV and
X ray intensities is essentially constant with in—
creasing clister radiis. In addition, a correlation
ofthedi use EUV am ission w ith the di use X ray
em ission show s that the detailed spatial distribou-
tions of these em issions are quite sim ilar, but not
dentical.

XM M Newton and Chandra observations show
that there is no intraclister 10° K gas in the
core of the cluster and hence that the EUV em is—
sion m ust be non-them al. The only viable non—
them al source for the EUV excess is photons in—
verse Com pton scattered by 200 M eV electrons
from the cosm ic m icrow ave background. To ac—
count for the observed EUV intensity distribou-
tion, the scattering electrons m ust be distributed
w ith a spatialdensiy roughly in proportion to the
square of the themm alplasm a density. A scenario
that naturally produces these results is that the
EUV eanm itting particles are electron /positron sec—
ondaries produced by inelastic collisions betw een
prin ary coan ic ray protons and themm al protons
w ith sim ilar spatialdistributions. T histype ofdis-
tribution would be a naturaloutcom e ifthe coam ic
rays had been produced over the past severalG yr
and had becom e wellm ixed w ith the intraclister
medim .

T his m odel accounts naturally for the average
spatial distrbution of the EUV em ission in rela—
tion to the X —ray em ission. Tt accounts for the sin -
ilar, but in perfect, pixelto-pixel correspondence
ofthe EUV and X —ray em ission. F inally, it accom —
plishes this w tthout violating observational lim its
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Fig. 6.| A plot show Ing cbservations constrain—
Ing the secondary em ission m odel. T he solid lines
are a schem atic representation of the radio cbser-
vations w ih the range of spectral indices justi-
ed by Thierbach et al. 2003. The solid squares
are observed values of the EUV and HRX uxes.
T he open square is the observational upper lim it
to the gamm aray ux. Ourm odel produces the
observed EUV  ux while not exceeding the radio
and HRX uxes for a range of reasonable m ag—
netic elds. The open trianglk shows the -ray
ux produced by ourm odel.
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In other bands of the spectrum . W e have dem on—
strated that the required underlying coam ic rays
could reasonably have been produced in large scale
structure shocks accom panying the cluster form a—
tion.

Secondary electrons as the source of the aem is—
sion in radio haloswere rst suggested by D enni-
son 1980 and have since been discussed by a large
num ber of authors. However, cbservational evi-
dence for the presence of these particles has been
lacking. There is, In fact, a grow ng body of ev—
idence that, in general, these particles m ay not
be the underlying source of the em ission in radio
halos @B runetti 2003; Kuo et al. 2003). Hence
the EUV am ission in the Com a clusterm ay be the
only direct evidence for secondary electrons in an
Intraclisterm edium .
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Note added in proof— M iniati has recently rem odeled the nonthem al em ission from clusters with an
In proved treatment .M iniati, M NRAS, 342, 1009 R003]). In his published work, he show s resuls only
above 10 keV . However, he has now extended his work to lower energies and has calculated the EUV  ux
w ith the speci ¢ param eters ofthe Com a C luster ¢ .M iniati, 2004, private com m unication). He nds that
the IC EUV eam ission from SEP s is consistent at the 20% nom inallevelw ith them easured EUV ux reported
here. Further the spatial distribution for this em ission is concentrated in the innerM pc ofthe cluster. T hese
results provide additional support for the ideas presented here.
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