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Abstract. We present aXMM-Newton mosaic observation of the hdkT ~ 6.5 keV) and nearbyz= 0.0881) relaxed cluster
of galaxies A478. We derive precise gas density, gas teryperagas mass and total mass profiles up to(a8out half of the
virial radiusRyog). The gas density profile is highly peaked towards the cerdrthe surface brightness profile is well fitted
by a sum of threg—models. The derived gas density profile is in excellentergent, both in shape and in normalization, with
the published Chandra density profile (measured withiof he center). Projection and PSffets on the temperature profile
determination are thoroughly investigated. The derivedbiaemperature structure is as expected for a clusteirfgpatcooling
core, with a strong negative gradient at the cluster ceifites.temperature rises from 2 keV up to a plateau of 6.5 keV
beyond 2 (i.e.r > 208kpc= 0.1 Ryo, Raoo = 2.08 Mpc being the virial radius). From the temperature prafitd the density
profile and on the hypothesis of hydrostatic equilibrium,deeived the total mass profile of A478 down to 0.01 and up to 0.5
times the virial radius. We testedfiirent dark matter models against the observed mass prdfiieNavarro, Frenk & White
(1997) model is significantly preferred to other modelsetids to a total mass ®, = 1.1 x 10'°> M, for a concentration
parameter ot = 4.2 + 0.4. The gas mass fraction increases slightly with radius.gdsemass fraction at a density contrast of
6 = 2500 isfgas = 0.13+ 0.02, consistent with previous results on similar hot and mesgusters. We confirm the excess of
absorption in the direction of A478. The derived absorbialyimn density exceeds the 21 cm measurement by a factoRof
this excess extending well beyond the cool core region. dgirdhe study of this absorbing component and a cross ctarela
with infrared data, we argue that the absorption excess@atdctic origin, rather than intrinsic to the cluster.

Key words. galaxies: clusters: individual: A478 — Intergalacic medid Cosmology: observations, dark matter, X-rays: galax-
ies: clusters

1. Introduction The observed clusters seem to have a cusped dark matter pro-

file as predicted by numerical simulations (Navarro, Frenk &
As nodes of large scale structure and thus places of darkem hite [T997: hereafter NFW: Moore et alT999: hereafter

concentration, galaxy clusters can be used as powerfus topj ) ) However, the central slope of the dark matter pro-
to test theories of structure formation. The basic hierasth file and the possible dispersion of the concentration pateme

scenarios based on gravitation make the population of gal%main open issues. Larger samples of high quality mass pro-
clusters a homologous population of sources. Their physi?ﬁes are needed to further assess these points
properties follow scaling laws depending only on their refis '

and mass, and their internal structures are similar. ) ) )

The exceptional capabilities ofMM-Newton in terms of In this paper we present th@M-Newton spectro-imaging
sensitivity and of Chandra in term of spatial resolutiomall OPServation of A478, a massive, relaxed nearby cluster (
us to characterize the gas density and temperature profifes f-0881 Siruble & Rood 1999). Detected in surveys (UHURU,
unprecedented accuracy. For a relaxed cluster, the hpdiost1EAO-1, Ariel-V), this cluster is well known in X-rays and

equations can be used to derive the underlying dark mater diS Physical properties _haye been carefully studied wité- pr
tribution, from the very central part of clusters up to ngdne  VIOUS X-ray observatories: EXOSAT (Edge & Stewart 1991),

virial radius (David et al[2001; Allen et al_2001b; Arabiagj Einstein and Ginga (Johnstone et 4l._1992), ROSAT (Allen
Bautz & Garmiré 2002; Allen, Schmidt & Fabian 2002; Pratt £t &l- [1998; White et all_1994) and ASCA (Markeviich 1998,

Arnaud 2002,2003; Lewis et al._2003: Buote & LeWwis 2003y Vhite etal[2000). All those previous studies converge foaiv
concerns the overall temperature of the cludt€r,~ 6.8 keV.

Send  offprint  requests to: E. Pointecouteau, e-mail: Recently, Sun et al[{20D3) performed a high angular resolu-
pointeco@discovery.saclay.cea.fr tion study of the central part of the cluster with ChandraeyTh
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pointed out the presence of an X-ray cavity in the very céntra The remaining exposure times after cleaning ar® 48,

part of the cluster which is anti-correlated with the radibds. 40.9 ks and 373 ks for the central pointing and the EMOS1,
Here we focus on the characterization of the gas and d&¥OS2 and EPN camera respectively. The corresponding

matter distribution of A478. In a companion paper de Plaa #nes for the @set pointing are 13 ks for the EMOS cam-

al. (in prep.) present a detailed spectroscopic study aftkal €ra and 1D ks for the EPN camera.

abundances and their distribution within A478’s core based

EPIC and RGS data. We present the observation and fifee-di 3. Extraction of imaging data and spectra

ent data processing steps in SEtt. 2. In $éct. 3 we briefly dis="

cuss the cluster morphology. In Sedt. 4 we analyze the surfggr each camera, we merged the cleaned event lists of the two

brightness profile and derive the gas density profile. Sihatiaphservations into a single event list. We only selected &sven

resolved spectroscopic analysis is presented in Bect. &ewhalling within a 15 circular region centered on the detector op-

we also discuss the temperature and absorption profiles.tiial axis. The sky pixel coordinates of each event of tfiset

Sect[®, we present the resulting total mass and gas mass fpfinting were re-projected onto the sky pixel grid of thetcain

tion profiles of A478 and we discuss the shape of the dark mgbinting.

ter profile according to our observational results. Scientific products (spectra, images, surface brightress p
Throughout this paper, we uséy = 70 km Mpc! s°%, files) can thus be extracted in a single step from the merged

Qm = 0.3 andQ, = 0.7. In such a cosmological framework, akvents list, simplifying the analysis. However, the expesu

the cluster redshift7= 0.0881) I = 99 kpc. time can vary strongly in a given extraction region and this

has to be taken into account in estimating count rates. The ex
traction method we used is fully described in Apperidix A. All

2. XMM-Newton observations and data processing the products are corrected for vignetting in this extratpoo-

cess. The vignetting correction is based on the photon weigh

ing method described in Arnaud et al._{2D01), the weight co-

A478 was observed witkMM-Newton during revolution 401 efficients being tabulated in the event list with the SAS task
for a total exposure time of 126 ks with the EMOS camefg/!GWEIGHT.

and 122 ks with the EPN camera. For the first 70 ks two CCDs

(CCD#4 and #7) of the EMOS1 camera were not operating.
offset observation, centered @t=04"12"35%, § =10°1545",
17 South West of the cluster center, was performed in revolier each camera, a clean background event list was extracted
tion 401 for 38 ks (EMOS camera) and 34 ks (EPN camera). Albm the corresponding blank-field data using the same-filter
observations were performed in EXTENDED FULL FRAMENg criteria (pattern and flag selectiony 8are clipping) as for
mode and using the THINL1 filter. We used the calibrated evetite observations. Cast-background files were then gewerate
list produced by thiXMM-Newton SOC pipeline and processedor each pointing by applying the aspect solution of the ob-
them with the SAS (v5.4.1). We also used the blank-sky evesdgrvation to the background dataset. The correct expasuee t
files accumulated by Lumb et al._(2002). was computed for each blank field event list.

To estimate the dierence of particle background level be-
tween each observation and the corresponding blank fietd dat
we computed the ratio of the total count rates in the high en-
In this work, we only kept events with pattern 0 to 12 frongrgy band ([10- 12] keV and [12- 14] keV respectively for
EMOS data, pattern 0 from EPN data and flag equal 0 for bd#MOS and EPN data). As the expected average temperature of
detectors. this bright cluster is quite high-(6.8 keV) we excluded a cir-

First the event list for each camera and each observat@#ar central regioni(< 6') to avoid any contamination due to
was filtered for periods of high background due to soft protdhe cluster.
flares. Visual inspection of the light curve in a source-feee Blank field products have to be normalized by this ratio,
ergy band ([10- 12] keV for EMOS and [12- 14] keV for when used as a background for the corresponding observation
EPN) revealed long periods of high background. These wereducts. The normalizations are slightlyffdient from one
excluded. We then fine-tuned the flare cleaning by usingra “®ointing to the other. To take that normalization into actou
clipping” selection of good time intervals as describedatP we multiplied the weight cdéicients in each cast background
& Arnaud (2003). The Poisson fit of the light curve histograrile by the corresponding normalization factor. Vignetting
provides a 3 threshold above which corresponding frames ag®rrected blank field counts are then automatically ‘normal
discarded. To excise all flaring periods, this clipping noeth ized’. These cast background files of the two pointings aga th
was applied in dferent energy bands: [25] keV, [5—- 8] kev merged as for the observations. Product extraction is then t
[8 — 10] keV and [10- 12] keV for EMOS; [5- 8] keV, same (see AppendixlA).

[8 — 10] keV, [10—- 12] keV and [12- 14] keV for EPN. This For the EPN data, we generated a list of out-of-time events
quite conservative choice was made to avoid any low ener@oT hereafter) to be treated as an additional backgroumd co
flares that are present in some observations (Pratt & Arnguamhent. An OoT event occurs when a photon is detected during
2002). the read-out process. The current observing mode (Extended

2.1. Observations

My, Background subtraction

2.2. Event list screening



Pointecouteau et alXMM-Newton observation of the relaxed cluster A478 3

LBl )

<

b S

%
..
1,

Lo iz}

LE-JE §

2y |

LBk |

Lom i =
| 1

i s ! ’
i e il e Akl Il Gn Akl Jmd e Akl Jw i O

I 5 §.403 o i D. % aaw . om I- 1 1

[wowete/wimremin™d]

Fig. 1. (left panel) Total (EMOSEPN)XMM-Newton mosaic image of A478 in the [B— 7] keV energy band (left panel). The
image is corrected for vignetting and exposure, and backgtsubtracted using blank field data. Right panel: hardreg&s
map (ratio of the count rates in the 7t 7] keV and in the [B — 1.7] keV energy bands). The smoothed contours of the mosaic
image have been overlaid.

Full Frame) minimizes theffect of OoT to 2.3%. The OoT errors, the double subtraction is thus applied only to data i
event list was processed similarly to the observation ERMEVthe energy band [B — 3] keV. We nevertheless check (on the
files. global spectrum) that the best fit values remain the same if a

The background subtraction (for spectra and surface brigﬁ{" double subtraction is applied.

ness profiles) is performed as described in full detail inaArh

etal. [Z00PR). Itis a two-step procedure, which insures eeodr 2 5 Point source exclusion

cosmic X-ray background (CXRB) subtraction, even when the

local CRXB is diterent from the average CRXB in blank fieldStarting from the output of the SAS detection source task, we
data. In a first step, for each product extracted from the awergnade a visual selection on a wide energy band EMOS & EPN
observation event list, an equivalent product is extrafeeh image (extracted from the merged event lists) of point sesirc
the corresponding merged blank-field file and subtractea fran the FOV. Events from these regions were excluded directly
it. For EPN the OoT data are also subtracted. This first stspm each merged event list. We generated corresponding mas
allows us to remove the particle background. However, it mayosaic images, which were then used to compute the surface
over(under) subtract the CRXB if the CRXB in the observatiodf each extraction region.

region is smaller(larger) than the average value in thekblan

field observation. The residual CXRB (i.e. thdfdience be-

tween the CXRB in _the A478 fleld and in the blank f|_eld) i3 Cluster morphology

then estimated by using blank field subtracted data in tHemeg

free of cluster emissiord(> 16 from the cluster center — TheThe mosaic count rate image (EM®BPN) in the [03—7] keV
cluster is significantly detected in the background subécc energy band is presented in FIg. 1, together with the hard-
surface brightness profile up to 12:1.3rhis residual CRXB is ness ratio map computed from the ratio of the images in the
subtracted in a second step from each EMOS and EPN prod{tfZ — 7] keV and [03 — 1.7] keV energy bands. The images in

In our case the residual is negative in the3[0 3] keV energy various energy bands are vignetting corrected and backgrou
band. The residual count rate summed over the three detectmbtracted using the corresponding blank field image and the
is -0.68 counts/arcmir?, which represents 23% of the totalOoT image in case of EPN. To generate the hardness ratio map,
background count rate in this energy band. Beyond 3 keV ttiee hard band image was first adaptively smoothed (with the
residual background (> 16') spectrum is consistent with zerotask asmoorn). The soft band image was then smoothed using
Therefore the double subtraction beyond 3 keV will only corthe same smoothing template as was created for the hard band
tribute increasing the noise level in each channel. To nigem image. The cluster morphology is regular and the hardness ra



4 Pointecouteau et alXMM-Newton observation of the relaxed cluster A478

= A478 _ i A478

g 100 . i = 10"

< 0| < —

z 107 ; Z 10°] ]

8 : 45 E

2 10" ] S 10" ]

2] = '

:g 2 éﬁ

g 107% 0 10?

£ S

=) 3 hw

ooty FRC AT

° 1.1[ S ] lli 1 1 1

= 1L ‘HMNWQ RLTYI “HH | ] o ) i ]

é 0.9 i ' e WH WM ] 5 O é T ++++++++ﬁ+%ﬁ*wﬁ*ﬂ“‘*‘&Mmﬁﬁﬂ&ﬁﬂLH} l*
Radius (arcmin) 0.01 0.1 1 10

Radius (arcmin)
Fig. 2. A478 XMM-Newton (EMOS+EPN) surface brightnessrig, 3. same as Fig]2 with the best fit BBB model (EL. 2) fitted
profile in the [03 — 2.0] keV band. The profile is backgroundyyer the full radial range.
subtracted, corrected for vignetting and for the radialatams
of the emissivity factor (see text). The best fit KBB gas dignsi

model (EqLLL), fitted over the> 0.33 region is over-plotted as which was rebinned to reach a significance level of at least 3
a solid line. The dotted line is the extrapolation of this @lodin each radial bin. The cluster emission is detected up to 13
in the central region. Bottom panel: ratio between the dath a The emissivity in the considered energy band varies sfightl
the model. The dotted lines indicate th8% level. with radius, due to the radial gradients in the hydrogen col-
umn density along the line of sighitlf;), temperature (k) and

tio map does not exhibit any peculiar feature, reinforcing t Metallicity ) (See Secl512). Thisy, kT andZ values were
assessment that A478 is a very relaxed cluster. e_xf[rapolated at each radius of the s_urface brlghtnessepmfn
A478 has an elliptical shape. From optical anfitting the observedNH, kT andZ_p_roflles (See SedEB.Z_) with
ROSATPSPC and HRI data White et al. (1994), derived 3_degree polynomial, an ’emplrlcal temperature profile as de
an ellipticity e varying between 2 and 14 within the SCribedinAllen etal.[(2001b) and alognorm law respecgivel
central § < 100") region. We fitted a 205-model to the The corre_spondmg emissivity pr.oflle (with errors) was -esti
EMOSL-EMOS?2 image in the [@ — 2] keV energy band, mated using an absorbed redshift@kaL model, convolved

within thed < 10’ region. We derived a consistent value of th&ith the instrument response. lts radial variation is mainl

ellipticity, e = 1.22. The quality of the fit is poor, however-dominated by the variations &f,. The surface brightness pro-

the residual image shows a strong excess at the clusterr cefifgwas then divided by the emissivity profile normalizedt® i

position, as expected for a strong cooling flow cluster. value at large radii. The errors on the em|SS|y|ty were propa
Despite its slightly elliptical shape, in the remaindertst 9at€d to the corrected surface brightness profile.

work we assume spherical symmetry and use circular annuli

to extract the surface brightness profile and spectra. Bratly. 2. Gas density profile modeling

Arnaud [2002) showed in the case of A1413, a cluster of a ) ] o

higher ellipticity of e = 1.4, that this has negligible impactThe corrected surface brightness profile (presented inljig.

on the derived temperature and mass profiles. is proportional to the emission measure profigvi(r), and
can be fitted directly using various parametric models of the

gas density profilene(r). The corresponding emission mea-
4. Gas density radial profile sure models were convoluted with théMM-Newton PSF
(Ghizzardi et al.[©2001,"2002) and binned in the same way as
the observed profile.
We computed a background-subtracted vignetting-cortaete As expected, a standagdmodel provides an unacceptable
dial surface brightness profile for each detector in th8 {0 fit, the data showing a strong excess in the center compared to
2] keV energy band. The width of the radial bins wa3’3The the model. Progressively cutting the central region desgea
profiles for the three detectors were added into a singlelpyofthe reduced?. The fit becomes acceptab}g:fe(i ~ 1) for a cut-

4.1. Surface brightness profile
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out radius offey ~ 2.4 with a best fit3 value of 079 + 0.01 Radius (kpc)

(10 errors). The reduceg? keeps decreasing with increasing 1 10 100

Oyt until it stabilizes to a value ojgrzed ~ 0.7 for Oyt > 3. T T T
There is an indication thgt increases with increasirgy,, but 10°! A 478

the dfect is marginally significant: for instance we obtained
B =0.85+ 0.05 for ey = 3.9 G
We then considered the alternative parametrisations of theg
gas density profile proposed by Pratt & Arnaud (2002) for sase ;:
where a central excess is seen. We fitted the entire profite wit -3}
a cusped model, similar to the NFW profile (their AB model) § 102 L
and a double isothermaimodel (their BB model). Both mod- '
els fail to account for the data, although formally the lapte-
vides a better fit than the former: the redugédare respec-
tively 5.5 and 42. We then tried a generalized douglenodel
(their KBB model). This model allows a more centrally peaked /4 XXMM

) - 4 _ 3
g;\s density profile in the core than the BB model and is defined 10 7 . Chandra [Sun et al, 2003] 1

lectronic d

i L
%77 1.1[ ]
I < Reut Ne(r) = ne(0) [1+ (& k=) [ + ]
[ ( )2 L—f @) I 1 e \ rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr } rrrrrr lm}m } NWHWW ———————— .
r>Rune) = N |14 (£)] 2 09 AL ]
whereg, rq, Reu, Fc andg are free parameters, the paramebérs 0.01 o 0‘1 S i B 10
andg; being related to them so that both the density distribution Radius (arcmin)

and its gradient are continuous acr&gg. ) _ ) )
This model provides an excellent fit to the data, but Onh:/lg. 4. Comparison between the Chandra gas density profile de-

if the very central part is excluded from the fit (see F. 2§ived by Sun et al. [{2003) and theIM-Newton best fit BBB
Fitting the @ > 0.33 ~ 32 kpc) region gives a reducad of 9aS density model (as plotted in FIg. 3). Bottom panel: ratio
)% 4~ 0.92forg = 042,15 = 0.99, Ry = 45, 1c = 255 and between the Chandra data and this model.
2, ~0. ¢ =042, .99, 5, :

B = 0.81. A clear excess is observed when extrapolating this
model in the central part (see Hg. 2). _ )

We then tried a 3 component model. We went back to dire?% the Chandra ACIS-S3 surface brightness (seelffig. 4). The
parametrisation of the emission measure profile (ratherttr  Chandra profile is determined out to 5'. There is a good
density profile) for simplicity. We considered the sum ofetar @greement between the two profiles, both in shape and in

B-models (hereafter BBB model). normalization. Simply _adjusting the overall normalizqtiof
the XMM-Newton best fit model to the Chandra data gives al-
EM(r) = EMa(r) + EMa(r) + EM3(r) ready a reduceg? of 1.3 with residuals between model and
EMi(r) = EM;(0) [1+ (L)z]fsﬁﬂ/z (2) data less than 5%. The normalization is 2% lower than the
Fei XMM-Newton value, corresponding ter 4% discrepancy in

A commong value is assumed to insure a smooth (single pow&rTay flux, well within the discrepancy of +5% between

law) behavior at high radii. The model has thus 7 free paranj@€ tWo instruments found by Snowdén (2002). Although the
ters. The corresponding density profile is: best fit XMM model does not fit perfectly the Chandra profile

shape, slightly adjusting the parameters provides an &alglep
ne(r) = \/nef(r) +ne2(r) + ne2(r) (3) fit. We kept thes and outer core radius values to their best fit
XMM values, as the external shape of the density profile is not
where eachg(r) profile is the densityg-model profile corre- well constrained by Chandra data. We obtained a redytef
sponding to the emission measure profil&;(r). 1.0 forre; = 0.26" andre, = 1.18, consistent with the XMM
This BBB model provides an excellent fit to the data ové&0% confidence range. The relative normalizations of theethr
the whole radial range: the reduce@iis y2,, ~ 0.90 for 56 components are marginally inconsistent. Neverthele&&da
d.o.f. This best fit model is plotted in Fifl 3, together witfnto account that theftect of the Chandra PSF is negligible,
the ratio between data and model. The best fit parametersthegood agreement between XMM and Chandra central core
B = 0842% ryy = 025 £ 002, r,; = 112 + 0.07, radius indicates that the PSF modeling we have used to fit the
res = 3.3 = 0.3 (90% errors). The best fit central density iXMM-Newton data is basically correct.
ne(0) = 0.109cnT3, with a relative normalization of the sec-  The XMM best fit BBB model is thus used in the following
ond and third components afig(0)/ne(0))? = 5.40 102 and to estimate the cluster gas and total mass profiles and to cor-
(ne2(0)/neg(0))? = 1.32 10°3, respectively. rect the temperature profile for PSF and projectifiaas. The
We further compared this best fit density profile with theotal mass profile depends on the logarithmic slope of the den
profile obtained by Sun et al.[[{2003) from a deprojectiasity profile. To estimate the systematic uncertainties@mtiass
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Table 1. A478 global properties from previous studies

Exosat GinggEinstein® ROSAT/Ginga® ASCA 9 Chandr&8 XMM T
KT (keV) 6.812 6.8402, 6.560% 658028 71800 61702

—1. —0.25 =-0.11 —-0.06
Ny (10Picm?) 11719 3.602 2.49012 309 25999 26600
Z@z.) 027 oardh 03988 osrom oarlf o032l

aEdge & Stewarf 199%PJohnstone et al_19P2Allen et al. [1998 and White et al._1994\hite[2000 °Sun et al.[ 2003, This work.
9 fixed parameter.
Note: all studies include the cooling core regions.

estimates we will also consider the density logarithmipsk .
derived from the BBB model best fitting the Chandra profile.
The diferences are small however, in the rang2 ©4.5%.
Finally we would like to emphasize that the BBB model func °
tional form must only be viewed as a convenient paramettic
representation of the gas density profile. It has no pasicul *
physical ground and must not be over-interpreted (e.g mger

of three distinct gravitational systems in the cluster). 2

0.3

|

5. Temperature and absorption profiles

cmr—=2)

T

|

Throughout the analysis, the spectra are binned to reg‘agblg
a significance level of at leasts3in each bin. We used
xspec to fit the data with an absorbed redshifted thermal
model (wvaBs(MekaL)). Due to larger calibration uncertain- o
ties in the instrument response below the O edge we only
fitted the spectra abovE = 0.6 keV. We used the fol-
lowing response matrices: mthinlv9q20t5r6all_15.rsp . o4
(EMOS1), m2thin1v9q20t5reall_15.rsp  (EMOS2) and?
epnef20.sY9_thin.rsp (EPN, created in December 2002)0.3
Unless otherwise stated, the relative normalizations@BRN

and EMOS spectra were left free when fitted simultaneously.02

++++F+

1.2
5.1. Global spectrum analysis .

We first extracted the cluster EMOS1, EMOS2 and EPN s@em
tra within a circular region of 10 Fitting simultaneously the>
EMOS and EPN spectra, we obtained a redshift-6f0.0868«
0.0004. This value is significantly smaller than the opticdlea °° - - -
(z = 0.0881+ 0.0009). An investigation of the variation of R (ercmin)

2 i i i i =. . . .
x* with z revealed two local minima, one at the optical redFlg. 5. Result of the radial spectral fitting. From top to bottom

shift location and one at = 0.079. Independent spectral ﬁtsthe tem ; ; -
| i peraturek{), Galactic absorptionNy), metallicity )
of EMOS and EPN spectra clarify the issue. The EMOS beaﬁ]id reduced? for the best fit model. Errors arerl For the

fit v_aIue isz = 0.0889+ 0.0010, perfectly conS|steqt with thetemperature profile the best fit model using Hq. (4) is over-

optical value. On the other hand, the EPN best fit redsmftﬁotted as a dashed line.

z = 0.0793+ 0.0007 and corresponds to the second minimum.

The redshift diference from the optical value correspondsto an

energy shift ofAE = +50+ 4 eV with respect to the expectedCu-K line energies are significantly higher than expeckee:

iron line position. 7517+6 eV andE = 8081+1.5 eV respectively, to be compared
We thus checked for a possible gain problem in the ERN the expected values of 7477 eV and 8047 eV. However, the

data. The non-background subtracted spectrum shows strdisgrepancie\E = 40+6 eV andAE = 34+2 eV respectively,

Al-K, Ni-K and Cu-K fluorescence lines, which can be usedre smaller than observed for the cluster iron line. Funtiee

for this purpose. We fitted the spectrum extracted in the 6 we cannot simply add a constarffset to the energy scale: the

6 < 12 region in a restricted energy range around these linesntroid energy of Al-KE = 1489j§ eV, is consistent with the

with a power law plus Gaussian line(s). The fitted Ni-K andxpected value of 1487 eV. Any linear gain correction based

1.1

+
+
+

+

+

+

0.9

+
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on the position of these fluorescence lines would thus bd-insu The temperature profile shows a strong gradient towards
ficient to bring the EPN redshift determination into agreemethe center, whereas we recall that the surface brightnegispr
with the optical value. is very peaked. This temperature profile is thus likely tobe a
We thus did not try to define and apply a gain correctidiected by both PSF and projectiofiexts. Theseféects will be
In principle, the EPN gain uncertainty coulffect our results. analyzed in Seck_3.5. However, the ovetdll value is signif-
To assess this point, we fitted the EPN spectrum both fixing tieantly higher than the 21 cm value and its radial profile is no
redshift at the optical value and letting this parameteg fihe flat. As theNy and KT determination are not independent, we
derivedNy values are the same, the best fit temperatur@srdi will first discuss our absorption results.
by 0.10 keV, similar to the statistical uncertainty. As expected
the main impact is on the derived abundance: for a free rédshi ] o ] ]
Z = 0.34= 0.02 Z,, only marginally consistent with the vaIue,Table 2. Radial spect_ral fitting — best fit values and associated
Z = 0.30+ 0.02 Z,, obtained fixing the redshift at the opticaf'"r bars (90% confidence level)
value. When the EPN spectrum is fitted simultaneously with
the EMOS spectrum, these discrepancies are even smalter. Th
abundance dierence is two times less and the temperature is R, = Ny KT Z ¥2q (d.0f)
the same. (arcmin)  (16%cm?) (keV) (Z)
As we are mostly interested in the temperature informa- 0.14 3.060.10 3.6@0.10 0.430.05 1.04(1140)
tion, we can neglect the gain uncertainty and choose to fix the 0.41 2.9%20.05 4.540.07 0.3&0.02 1.08(1979)
redshift to the optical value, in all the following analysihe 0.69 2.8%0.05 5.6a0.10 0.320.02 1.03(2111)

overall cluster parameters aryy = 2.66393 x 107! cmr?, 1-03 ;-228-85 2-2&8-11 8-2{;8-8; 1-83 (;(1)32)

— 0.12 — ’ — 1.4 . .05 .210.14 . . 1. 5
KT = 617212 keV andZ = 0.32+ 0.013 Z, (y2, = 1.02 — (2052)
1.84 2.8%0.05 6.320.16 0.280.02 1.02 (1937)

90% confidence level).
0 ) 2.34 2.7%#0.06 6.5@0.17 0.280.03 1.01(1926)

2.94 2.680.06 6.640.20 0.280.03 1.04 (1736)
5.2. Annular spectra analysis 3.66 2.540.07 6.820.25 0.240.04 0.97 (1559)

) ) 454 2.4%0.08 6.9%0.30 0.26 1.00 (1405)
We extracted background-subtracted, vignetting-coeect 564 2.390.10 6.530.39 0.28 0.98 (1153)

spectra in 13 concentric annuli centered at the peak of the X- 7.01 2.0x0.14 6.46:0.58 0.28 0.88 (843)

ray emission. The annuli were defined to have about the same12.0 1.680.22 7.041.29 0.28 0.90 (443)

number of counts per bins (except the outermost annulus).
The EMOS1, EMOS2 and EPN spectra of each annuluBxternal radius of the annufi.fixed parameter.

were simultaneously fitted with wass(mekar) model. The re-

sulting Ny, KT, and abundance profiles are plotted in . 5.

The definition of the annuli and the best fit parameters ate gat

ered in Tabl€R. We also checked that the temperature profileg. The absorption profile

obtained by fitting the EMOS and EPN spectra independently

are consistent within the error bars. Our best fit overall value for the Galactic absorptidy, =
The temperature profile shows a clear drop towards the c&f6°505 x 10°* cm™?, is nearly two times the 21 cm value

ter. It is well fitted by the analytical formula proposed byed  Of Nu = 1.53x 10%* cm? (Dickey & Lockman[1990). Such

et al. [2001b): an excess absorption was found in all previous X-rays ssudie

. of A478 and our derived value is only marginally higher than

TN =To+T1 w} (4) the value derived from ROSAGinga and Chandra data (see
1+ (r/re) Tablell).

with To = 3.26 keV andT; = 3.52 keV,r. = 0.396 and The radialNy profile that we obtained exhibits a clear gra-
n = 152 (y? = 127 for 13 degrees of freedom). The best fitlient ranging from % 10?1 cm™2 in the central regions t0.7x
modelis plotted in FidJ5. To fit the observed profile with sach10?* cm2 at 12. This gradient is consistent with the Chandra
formula, we had to assign a radius to each annulus temperatgradient measured by Sun et &I (2003): from a central vélue o
Following the prescription of Lewis et al. {2003), we used th2.9 + 0.1 x 10?* cm2 down to 24 + 0.1 x 10?* cm2 for the last

weighted éective radius of each annulus, defined as: bin at~ 5 (perfectly consistent with th¥MM-Newton value,
2 4 32y 0173 see TablElR).
M= [(rOUﬁ * i, )/ ] This excess of absorption seen in A478 and other cooling

rather than the mean radius. We checked that the best fit tdlow clusters was interpreted in previous studies (e.g.rAlle
perature profile then becomes insensitive to the binningceho et al. [1998/2001a) in terms of intrinsic absorption by very
We regrouped the first two annuli and then the next two annabld gas related to the strong cooling flow. However our vi-
and re-ran an isothermal fit to the spectra of those new largesn of cool cluster cores has dramatically changed due to
annuli. The resulting profiles were fitted again with Edj. (8, XMM-Newton observations. The standard cooling flow model
ing the weighted fective radii. We obtained the same best fipredicts low energy emission lines which are simply not seen
profile as with the original binning. This is not the case if wen the RGS spectra (Peterson et &l._2001, 2003). This stan-
use instead the mean radius of each annulus. dard model is also inconsistent with EPIC data (e.g Molendi
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Fig.7. Ny profiles derived fromXMM-Newton data in the
-ﬁ l|:. _1m North-East (diamonds), North-West (triangles), SouthsiVe
g (squares) and South-East (crosses) quadrant compared to th

) ) ~_azimuthal profile (smoothed — solid line). The two dasheedin
Fig. 6. IRAS 100um (Schlegel et al. 1998) in A478 direction.are the 3 error bars (smoothed) associated to the azimuthal
The overplotted contours show the X-ray emission as well Bfofile. The two dotted-dashed lines correspond tdNhealue
the area covered by oXMM-Newton observation. The vertical gstimated from the 1006m IRAS map according to Boulanger

and horizontal lines defined the sectors used to cross-thecket 3|, (upper line £1996) and Schlegel et al. (lower liie =8)99
Ny profiles (see text).

& Pizzolato[2001; Matsushita et al__2002; Bohringer et adity derived from X-ray data is actually the total hydrogei ¢
[2002; Kaastra et dl_2003). No evidence of intrinsic absonpt umn density (assuming standard abundances). We considered
was found withXMM-Newton in the center of the cooling flow the IRAS 100um cleaned map of Schlegel et dl. (1P98). The
regions in M87 and the Perseus cluster, and Bohringer et @hlactic hydrogen is correlated with the Galactic dustoesp
(2002) argued that the excess absorption measured by pseviible for the IR emission, as shown by Boulanger et[al. (11996)
missions is an artifact of fitting standard cooling flow madeland Schlegel et al[ {19P8), who correlated C@BIRBE and
The low energy emission over-predicted by this model can IRAS data with the Leideibwingeloo survey (Hartmann &
artificially suppressed by adding an extra absorption commurton[199F). The correlation between the IR emission and
nent when fitting spectra obtained with instruments like ASC the atomic hydrogen column density is determined from low
which have relatively low sensitivity at low energies. Ny data Ny < 4.6 x 10°° cm2). Above this threshold an in-

Although the absorption excess in A478 is confirmed hyreasing dispersion is observed with highefHRratio on av-
XMM-Newton data, it is more likely, in view of our currenterage. Boulanger et al. {1996) argued that this excess IR-emi
knowledge of cooling cores in clusters, that all the absongs  sion is due to dust associated with molecular Hydrogen. The
of Galactic origin. This hypothesis is reinforced by thetsgda IR emission could thus actually be a tracer of the total hydro
distribution of the excess absorption: the excess extergls vgen content. Assuming that the correlation determinedvat lo
beyond the cool core region. We also note that if cold gas hdg values (where the Hfraction is expected to be small) is
indeed now been detected in the core of clusters, like Adt8presentative of this IR - totédy correlation, we converted
through CO measurements (Edge, 2001), there is still a lathe IR brightness map into a totdl; map. We used both the
mismatch, by an order of magnitude, between the inferred cBloulanger et al [(1996) and Schlegel et[al. {1998) reshléese
umn densities and the absorption excess (see Edge 2001 far groups having derived slightly fierent correlation cdi-
full discussion). Finally the local CXRB that we measuretwitcients. We then derived radial profiles which are compardid wi
XMM-Newton is lower than the average blank field value (seieXMM-Newton derivedNy profile in Fig[T. Interestingly, the
Sect[ZH ). The Rosat All Sky Survey (RASS¥keV maps IR and X-ray derived\Ny profiles are indeed found to be con-
(see Snowdeln 19P7) also clearly show a deficit of CXRB in thsistent up to about'5
region. This again points towards a high Galactic absomptio Beyond that radius thX¥MM-Newton Ny profile starts to

To further test the origin of the absorption and the robudtecome significantly lower than the expected values from the
ness of ouNy estimates, we considered other indicators of tHR emission. However, the IR emission shows a strong gra-
Galactic gas column density. We recall that the column dedient over the cluster area in the north-¢gsmith-west direc-
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tion (see Fig[B) . There is a drop by a factor of two betweeares from ROSAIGinga and ASCA. A478 does not exhibit an
the north-east sector of our mosaic and the south-eastrseaieerall isothermal plasma (presence of a cool core). The tem
Obviously the azimuthal average tends to smooth the gradiperature derived from an isothermal fit is actually an emis-
effects. Keeping the previous definition of annuli, we then dsion weighted temperature, which depends on the instrument
vided each annulus in four sectors separated by a NortHhSogisponse. Due to its higher sensitivity at low energies, XMM
and an East-West axis (see Hifl. 6). In each sector, we rais anore sensitive to the presence of a cool component. This
spectral fit for each annulus. The resultiNg profiles are pre- would explain the slightly lower temperature derived froor o
sented in Fig[d7. All four profiles are compatible with the azdata with respect to Ginga and ASCA results. To further check
imuthally averaged profile within ad8limit. One can notice, this point, we fixed the absorption value t&& 10°1 cm (the
however, that the South-East measurements are systeltyaticalue derived from the ROSAGiInga analysis) and we fitted
lower than the azimuthal values whereas the North-Wesegalihe overall spectrum over the [1-10] keV energy band. The bes
are systematically larger. fit temperature value is theklT = 6.42 + 0.06 keV, a value

In summary, both X-ray and IR data indicate a high@ompatible with ROSAIGinga value, as well as ASCA value.
Galactic hydrogen column density than the 21 cm value. Both Despite this agreement, some important discrepancies
X-ray and IRNy estimates agree remarkably well in the clugppear between the temperature profiles obtained from
ter center, suggesting that the excess absorption is inoeedMM-Newtonand Chandra. If we focus on the average
Galactic origin. Moreover, FIR observations from the IS®@alue of the temperature excluding the cool core region,
satellite at 90 and 180m show a color ratio favoring a coldthe Chandra value~( 85 keV) is significantly higher than
temperature structure (Pointecouteau & Giard, in prejuargt the XMM-Newtonvalue ¢ 6.5 keV). Similar discrepan-
which is more likely to be due to a Galactic structure than @ies appear for the luminous X-ray cluster PKS 0745-191.
an intracluster dust component. Indeed, the expected tempedeed, the temperature derived from the Chandra analysis
atures for the intracluster dust according to the currend-mdHicks et al. 2002) outside the cool core§1< r < 2.3'),
els are> 20 K (Monfier & Giard 200B). However, the radial~ 10.5 keV, is significantly higher than the value derived from
variations of the X-ray and IR derived hydrogen column desfMM-Newton data (Chen, Tkebe, & Bohringer 2003) in the
sity differ. This could be due to variations in gas to dust ratRame regions- 7.5 keV. In this case, thXMM-Newton result
andor metallicity for instance. To probe the foreground strug¢ompares better with the value ef 8 keV by BeppoSAX
ture on the cluster scale toward A478, FIR observations wifR€ Grandi & Molendi 1999). However, it must be noted that
a higher spatial resolution would be extremely useful. Ier ithe BeppoSAX temperature measurement includes the cold
stance, soon the ASTRO-F missidn (Shibai 2002) will survé@pre region which is likely to induce a bias toward lower tem-
the whole sky at FIR wavelengths and will provide observgeratures.
tions up to 20Qum that will reveal the galactic cold component We have failed to explain the discrepancy between
structure. These upcoming observations on the whole clus¢MM-Newton and Chandra. Apart from calibration related
scale will certainly help to clarify this issue. problems, we thought that it could be due to background sub-

In view of the discrepancy between the IR and X-ray déraction problems. For both PKS 0745-191 and A478, the
rived Ny values beyond ~ 5, we further checked the ro- CXRB was found withXMM-Newton to be diferent from
bustness of oulNy and thus K measurements in that re-the CXRB of a typical blank field. The higheiy observed
gion (two outer annuli). We ran again the individual sped0 the direction of the A478 cluster certainly contributes t
tral fit on the annuli, fixing the value of the Galactic absorghis difference for this cluster, but we cannot exclude a con-
tion to 25 x 107! cmr2. The derived temperature drops fronifibution from some intrinsic spatial variation in the soft
~ 7 keV down to~ 5 keV. However, the fit is significantly "ay Galactic emission. This filerence was taken into account
worse. Indeed, the F-test probability, given tpfevalue and i the XMM-Newton background subtraction procedure (in the
the one obtained previously by letting free thg, is 108, Second subtraction step — see SECil 2.4). On the other hand,
Furthermore, if we still fix theNy value to 25 x 107* cm2, Chandra analysis had to rely on a simple blank field back-
but fit the spectra foE > 1.5 keV, avoiding the low energy 9round subtraction, by lack of data atlarge radii. In thei@zhia
band that is sensitive to the Galactic absorption, the deriv@nalysis of A478, the CRXB is a priori oversubtracted and
temperature profile is fully compatible with the nominal ondhis could bias the temperature determination, espedratlye
Therefore, we can be reasonably confident that the derived QHter cluster region where the CXRB count rate is no longer

hypothesis for A478, we perform a single blank field subtrac-

tion for each XMM annular spectrum and re-ran the spec-
5.4. Comparison with previous results tral isothermal fit. The resulting absorption and tempegatu

profiles become significantly fierent beyond 5(the upper
The best fit values we derived for the overall physical propaimit of the Chandra profile). However, below 5', the pro-
ties of A478 are in agreement with the previous results fer tijes are not significantlyfiected and remain inconsistent with

Galactic absorption and the metallicity (see Téble 1). M€, Chandra valués Although the Chandra blank field observa-
their radial profiles match closely those derived by Sun et al

(2003) using the Chandra data. However, our overall teraperad Our background subtraction procedure assumes that the CRXB
ture value is marginally compatible with the temperature vadoes not vary within the field of view. The low value of the Ibca
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tions are not the same as thoseX®M-Newton, it is thus un- Similarly we assess the projectioffects, neglecting the
likely that the background subtraction issue is an explanat PSF blurring. We used the same formula with gheredistri-
of the discrepancies. Furthermore the agreement betweenhttion factors being now the emission measure contribwdfon
XMM-Newton and Chandra profiles for the Galactic absorptioiiie shellj to the ringi andT; the temperature of the shqll
would be puzzling if that was the explanation, since M (assumed to be isothermal).

determination is particularly sensitive to the subtratid the

residual CXRB, which fiects the low energy part of the spec- .F”?a"y we took into a_lcco_unt bOtrﬂ@C.tS’ using asi the
trum most emission measure contribution of the shielb the ringi after

convolution with the PSF.

5.5. The cluster temperature profile: correction of PSF
and projection effects. 5.5.2. Simultaneous fits of annular spectra

The central drop in the temperature profile emphasizes @ ngne fitting was done withkspec. We have to take into ac-
to perform a deprojection analysis and to take into accdwnt icoynt thatxspec  can only handle 1000 parameters (even if
PSF dtect. For such a highly peaked cooling flow cluster, PSkgst of them are frozen). The EMOS1, EMOS2 and EPN
effects are important in the center where we have chosen NYectrum of each annulus was loaded irteec as a data
row bins for the Femperature computation to recover the b%?bup. The same model parameters are applied to each spec-
temperature profile. trum of a given group. Therefore, EMOS and EPN spectra have
to be normalized in order to be fitted with the same normal-
ization. Furthermore the; ; codficients are computed with-
out taking into account flux loss due CCD gaps, bright pixels,
The incident emission of each annulugs the projected sum etc. ... We therefore first renormalized each spectrum by the
of the emission from various shell§, > i. This emission is ratio of the annular geometrical area to the actual extacti
then redistributed among various annuli due to the finite. P§Egion surfacesackscaLe value). After this correction, the ra-
In principle, we should apply an absorption model to each itie of the EMOS and EPN normalizations obtained from the
cident annular spectrum (i.e. after the projection andiggtte annular fits (Sec{_82) were found to be consistent with the
PSF convolution). However they profile derived from the an- ratio obtained by fitting the overall EMOS and EPN spectra:
nular spectra fit does not show strong gradients in the dentgyos;epn = 1.11. We thus applied this factor to all EPN
region (where the PSHiect is significant). We thus used a sinspectra. Finally, we checked that the annular fit resulteéad
gle absorption model for eadserved annular spectrum, fix- remain the same: the fiterences in derived kT are negligible
ing theNy value to the best fit value obtained from individuatompared to the statistical errors.
annular fits (see Tabl8 2).

We thus model the observed annular spe«S&(E), with a
linear combination of isothermalexar models (normalized to
the unit emission measure), multiplied byass model:

5.5.1. PSF and projection effect modeling

Fitting simultaneouslyh annular spectra with a sum af
MekAL models, multiplied by avass model, gives a total num-
ber of parameters of (6+ 1)n. We thus have to limih to 12.

To overcome this problem, we have used twfiatent sets of

n 12 annular spectra. The first set is obtained by groupinggiste |

SiO(E) = wass(Ny;) Z a; jMekaL(Tj, Z)) (6) two annuliinto a single annulus and the second set by group-
=1 ing the first two annuli. We then combined the first set results

for annuli #1 to #9 with the second set results for annuli #10 t
We first considered pure PSHects. In that case, eae)y; #13.

codficient is the emission measure contribution of the rjng
to the ringi. The fitted temperatureB; can be considered as N
‘PSF corrected’ projected temperatures. Byefactors were 12 Normalizations, one per data group (annulus), the other n

derived from our best fit gas density profile (BBB model), cofnalizations being linked accordlng to Eql (6). In practioe w

verted to an emission measure profile and convolved with '€ all contributions less than 1%. We have frozen theabu
XMM-Newton PSF estimated at 1 keV. To crudely validate ouffance of eachiexaL model to the annular best fit value, except
absorption modeling, we ran this PSF correction fit leavirgy tfor the 4 innermost components corresponding tathel” re-

N as a free parameter. We found completely consistent val@gn- Beyond that region the annular abundance profile is flat
with the best fit value of the annular spectral fit. PSF and projectiondiects are unlikely toféiect the abundance

determination in such a way that it has a significant impact on
CRXB (as compared to blank field value) may partly be due tghdti  the temperature determination. To further check this poiet
galactic absorption (Se€f’.3). We thus cannot excludetieeCRXB  also fixed all the abundances to the best fit annular valug. Onl
actually varies within the FOV, in view of the observidg variations the central temperature is changed significantly.

(see Fig[lr). However, this further test shows that the dosbbtrac- .
tion is really needed only for the cluster outskirts {512), closest The resulting corrected temperatures are plotted versus ef

to the region chosen to compute the local backgrounsl {6'). This ~ fective radius (defined in Efl 5) in Figl 8. These data are com-
should minimise any artifact due to our neglect of possibiekiground  pared to the temperature profile derived in SECl. 5.2 (hineaf
radial variation. the raw temperature profile).

For each set, the free parameters are the 12 temperatures,
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Fig. 8. Temperature profiles corrected for the PSieet (left panel), deprojected (middle panel), PSF corckated deprojected
(right panel). The data points are the temperatures defieed simultaneous fitting of the annular spectra. The opentp@re
the temperatures obtained by fitting each annular spectrdividually with an isothermal model (Same as in [Elg. 5). Gbtted
line is the analytical model fitted to these data [[Eq.4). ThiElihes are the PSF corrected model (left panel), the depted
model (middle panel) and the PSF corrected deprojected Infeeke Sec{_5.0l 3 for details).

5.5.3. Correction of the temperature profile model corrected and uncorrected models. The PS&cts mostly the
. , central bin (the temperature of which is increased due te con
We also considered the best fit model (Hlg. 4) of the raw temp%ﬁnination by the higher temperatures of the external bins)

ature profile (dotted line in Fi@l 8). It can also be corredted ; .
o . turn the other bins are contaminated by the low temperature
PSF angbr projection &ects, assuming that the annular tem- : . :
M . . central bin, and their observed raw temperatures are Blight
peratured " are emission-weighted temperatures:

lower than the incident ones. Th&ect is small however and
Noa consistently tends to zero with increasing radius. The ra&in
Sl (7) fectisthe projectionfect. As expected it damps down the gra-
dientin the central region. The deprojected temperatueesla
The factorsa; ; are the same as computed above. The PSFays smaller than the projected ones, thiea increasing with
corrected model, the deprojected model and the PSF-cedegtecreasing radius.
deprojected model are plotted in Fid. 8 (full lines). The PSF-corrected deprojected temperature profile is
shown in Fig[B (right panel). When both PSF and projection
effects are taken into account the noise amplification is dra-
5.5.4. Results matic. The temperature profile derived from the spectral fit
shows strong discontinuities (e.g. bins #3,4,5, bin #10). O
First, it is instructive to consider the PSF correction (Bgeft the other hand, the corrected model remains smooth. Altfoug
panel) and the deprojection (Fig. 8, middle panel) sepgrdte the corrected temperatures derived from the spectral fitatre
both cases, the corrected model fits reasonably well the-coiwonsistent with the corrected model within the statistieal
sponding corrected temperature profile derived from the-speors, they are distributed around it. The largest deviaticor-
tral fit. However, while the former remains a smooth functién respond to the discontinuities mentioned above and ar@agai
radius, the later is more noisy. A comparison of the observelarly located around the bins which originally deviatesio
and model profiles before and after correction shows that thhem the smooth model profile. These discontinuities are thu
correction process amplifies any variation of the raw tempewery likely non-physical and the corrected model is propabl
ture profile compared to the smooth model (see in partichtar tbetter representation of the true cluster temperaturd@tbin
temperatures of annuli # 3, #10 #11 and #12). This is probalthe profile derived from the spectral fit. As discussed in $ct
linked to the well known problem of noise amplification whemve will use this corrected model as a reference in our compu-
deconvolving or deprojecting noisy data (see also Kaasth e tation of the mass profile.
(2003) for a discussion on P#fojection éfects). The PSF-corrected deprojected model profile is consis-
The PSF-corrected projected temperatures and the depemtly intermediate between the PSF-corrected model profil
jected temperatures are consistent, within the error bdtls, and the deprojected model profile for bins #2 to #13. As shown
the raw temperatures in the external part of the clusterfineaabove, the PSF and projection have oppoditects in that re-
isothermal regionR > 100 kpc). Significant deviations aregion. The model temperature of the central bin is however ex-
seen for the first four annuli. The generdleet of the PSF tremely low. The PSF correction and deprojection was done
blurring and of the projection are best seen by comparing taesuming that the annular temperatures are emission-tedigh
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temperatures. This assumption is probably less and le&b val (0 A
with decreasing temperature and the low value we derivetmigh ]
be an artifact of our assumption. Furthermore the gas may be i £l
multiphase in that regiorr (< 20 kpc) due to the interaction ®
of the intracluster medium with the central cD galaxy (seeal
below).
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6. Mass profile
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6.1. Calculation of the total mass profile

The total gravitational mass distribution shown in fi. %wa
calculated under the usual assumptions of hydrostatidikequi
rium and spherical symmetry using
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where G anan, are the gravitational constant and proton mass,
andu = 0.609. The mass (with errors) at each radius wddg. 9. Integrated total mass distribution. Filled circle: Theerehce
calculated with the Monte Carlo method described in Pratt ®@tal mass profile obtained from the best fit BBB model for tas g
Arnaud [200B), which takes as input a parametric model for tHensity profile and the PSF-corrected deprojected modéieofem-
gas density profile and a measured temperature profile with ggrature profile (errors arer}. Open circles: mass obtained from the
ror bars. A random temperature at each radius of the measideirojected temperature model profile; Triangles: masairdd us-
temperature profile is generated assuming a Gaussiarbdistring the deprojected temperature profile derived from thetsgkfit.
tion with sigma equal to thedl error and a cubic spline in- Crosses: mass using the Chandra gas density profile.
terpolation (between 3 adjacent points) is used to comhete t
derivative. Only ‘physical’ temperature profiles are kep,

those yielding monotically increasing total mass profilego- We then computed the mass profiles obtained using alterna-
tal 5000 such profiles were calculated. tive temperature and density data, to assess the systamatic
At large radii, the errors on the derived mass profile atgrtainties. For the gas density profile, we considered és¢ b
dominated by the statistical errors on the temperaturelproffit BBB model of the Chandra profile (crosses in Eg.9). The
However we have to consider possible systematical ernpes, sdifferences between the derived mass profile and the reference
cially in the central R < 100 kpc) region, where the PSFprofile are much smaller than the statistical uncertainties
and deprojection corrections introduce noise in the ddrive e then considered systematic uncertainties due to the tem-
temperature profile (see SefL15.5). Only data beyond 30 kpGature profile determination. We have shown that A&
are con.sidered: the temperature of the central bins is Yighl ihe region considered here are less important than iojec
uncertain (see Sedf. 5.b.4). Furthermore, Chandra da® hg¥ects and that pure deprojection introduces much less noise.
clearly revealed sub-structure in the centiak- 20 kpc = e thus also computed the mass profile derived from the de-
0.2 region. Below t_hat radius, the h_ot thermal gas might insrojected temperature profile (neglecting the PSF bluyring
teract with the radio halos, producing a non-thermal popysed poth the profile derived from the spectral fit (triangtes
lation of electrons, and therefore the hydrostatic equiilii Fig[@) and the deprojected model profile (open circles ifig
might be disturbed locally producing possible multiphda&s The jatter is well within the error bars of the reference peofi
for the gas at this spatial scale (see previous work on M8fit the former diers significantly (see for instance the first
Bohringer et al. (1995), Belsole et al. (2001) and PKS 0748pint). Considering that theseffiirences are likely to be rep-
191:[Chen, Tkebe, & Bohringer 2003). resentative of the systematic uncertainties due to the BSF ¢
We first derived a reference mass profile. It was computggttion treatment, we add them quadratically to the siedist
using our best fit BBB model for the gas density profile. F@rors on the reference mass profile.
the temperature profile we used the PSF-corrected depedject |, the following, we will thus consider the reference mass
model profile. The profile derived from the spectral fit is tOBrofiIe with these errors bars.
noisy to be used: the strong fluctuations observed are igons
tent with any underlying mass profile. It isfiicult to assess the
statistical errors on this model profile in an objective wage 6.2. Modeling of the total mass profile
used the errors derived from the spectral fit, which is propa ' . . . .
a conservative approach. For bin #2 we also add as an erromeef'r‘c‘t tried to fit the data with a King mod_esl/,zwhere the mass
difference between the fitted temperature and the model vaiigaisity profile is given byp(r) o [1+ (r/rs)?| ™. This model
(the latter might be fiiected by the too low value derived for(dashed line in Fig10) is inconsistent with our data, phés
bin #1). x?> =165for10d.o.f.

M(r) = -

dinng N dinT
dinr dinr
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Fi9. 10. Modelling O,f the |ptegrated total mass d'Str'.bUt'on' Fdlhar.- Fig. 11. The integrated gas mass fraction as a function of the radius.
cle: total mass profile as in F'm 9. The errors now mgluqeesr_yatlc The 1o error bars are obtained from the propagation of the erraes ov
e_rrors due tg the PSF correction (se_e te.xt). The solid Imlaesbest. the total mass profile. The gas mass fraction profile complrted

fit NFW profile (c_: 4.18), the do_tteq line is the best MQGSL profllethe best fit NFW model is plotted as a solid line.

and the dashed line is the best fit King model.

6.3. Gas mass fraction profile

We derived the integrated gas mass fraction profjg,, from
_ ) ) the ratio of the gas mass profile to the total mass profile. The
_ The total mass profile was then fitted using cusped d&flsg mass profile is computed from the integration of the best
sity distributions: the Navarrlo, Frenk & White (1997) Prosit BBB model for the density profile (see SEctl4.2). The exror
file (o(r) o [(r/fs)(1+ r/fs)z] ) and the Moore et all[{1999) for the gas mass fraction are obtained from the propagafion o

profile (o(r) o [(r/rs)3/2(1+ r/re)%2 ‘1)_ These models haveth® t_ot_al mass uncer'_[ainties, the gas mass ungert_ainli@g be
two free parameters, the central density and the scalirigsradn_eg“g'ble' The res_ultlng gas mass fractlon profile is shewn )
or equivalently the total masslxgo (corresponding to a den-Fig-01, together with the proflle denved.from the NFW best fit
sity contrast of 200, as compared to the critical densityhef t Mdel- There is a general increasef@gwith radius, although
Universe at the cluster redshift) and the concentratioampar 1€ €fectis small over the [0.01-0.8oorange. The gradientis

eterc = Ryoo/rs. All useful formulae relating these quamtitiegno_St pronou_nced in the C_OOI core region (about 3_0%)' beYO”d
can be found in Pratt & Amnaud (2002). which there is only marginal evidence of a positive gradient

) ) ) (~ 10% from Q1 to 05 Rxq().
The NFW profile provides a good fit to the datd = 9.5 Excluding the cool core region (e.g.< 2), the average
for 10 d.o.f. The best fit NFW parameter_s ares 492+71 kpc_ value for the gas fraction ifgs(r > 2') = 0.129+ 0.008. We
andRypp = 2076+ 106 kpc, corresponding to a Conce”tr?‘tpﬂwterpolated the gas mass fraction valugabo = 822 kpc,
parameter ot = 4.22 150.4 and a total mass enclosed withinhe radius corresponding to a density contrass of 2500
Roo0 Of M2go = 1.1 % 10" Mg - The previous errors are quoteq>500 times the critical density of the Universe at the @ost
at 68% confidence level. This best-fit NFW model is Sho%dshift), fas00 = 0.13+ 0.02. This value agrees with the av-
overplotted on the mass profile of the cluster in fig. 9. Thgage value of 13+ 0.013 at the same overdensity derived
upper axis is the radius in units of the deriiedo. We are thus p,, Ajien et al. [2002) from a sample of six massive clusters
probing the dark matter shape on a scale fro01 to~ 0.5 ,pserved by Chandra. Our value is also consistent with the
virial radius. value derived from the analysis of A1413 (Pratt & Arnaud
The alternative MQGSL profile is rejected by our dath= [2002) when scaled to the chosen cosmology of this paper:
29.7/10. It must also be noted that the deviations from the datgoo(A1413)= 0.11. However, the A478 and A141f3,spro-
are not only significant at low radii, where the mass estirigatefiles have diferent shapes, the latter decreasing more strongly
most sensitive to systematic errors. There is a generahtieni toward the center. This reflectsflidirences in the central gas
at large radius, where the model gives essentially a power lalensity distribution, the total mass profile of both clusteav-
while the observed profile shows a significant curvature.  ing similar concentration parameters. Suchféedénce is prob-
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ably linked to the dierent thermodynamical states of A1413 An isothermal sphere model does not provide a good fit to
and A478, the latter hosting a strong cooling core, conttarythe data. In a second time we tested an MQGSL model and an
the former. NFW model. Those two types of models have similar shapes
at large radii (they both scale like'®) but differ significantly
at small radii. Therefore to discriminate those two models o
needs data with a high statistic quality over a wide range of
In this paper we have analysed imaging and spatially redolvadii (i.e. covering at least two decades). Our data setiyear
spectral data of the galaxy cluster A478 obtained with tHalfilled this requirement and we were indeed able to diserim
XMM-Newton satellite. We obtained well constrained absorpate between the two models, the NFW model being preferred
tion, gas density and gas temperature profiles up @b virial to the MQGSL model. For the NFW model, we derived a con-
radius. centration parameter = 4.2 + 0.4. This value is as expected
As in previous studies, we found an excess of absorptitmm numerical simulationsc ~ 6 (Navarro, Frenk & White
in the direction of A478. The derived absorbing column defi997;[Eke, Navarro, & Frenk 1908) with a typical Hisper-
sity exceeds the 21 cm measurements by a facter»fn the sion of A(log(c)) = 0.18 (Bullock et al. [2001 ). This work
center and the excess extends well beyond the cooling corea@n be compared with the similar work on the cluster A1413
gion. This excess of absorption seen in A478 (and othergoliby Pratt & Arnaud[(2002). In the case of A1413, if the NFW
flow clusters) was interpreted in pre-XMM and Chandra studiodel was acceptable, the MQGSL model was slightly pre-
ies (e.g. Allen et all_1993, Fabian 1994 ) as the signaturefefred. Although this cluster is detected out to 0.7 times th
intrinsic cool absorbing material, a consequence of thengtr virial radius, the data are limited in the center, a shortogrras
cooling flow in the cluster center. From the absorption excesmphasized above, for discriminating between those two-mod
extent and a detailed comparison with FIR data, we argue tletd. Moreover, data in the center only are ndfisient (see the
the absorption excess is rather of Galactic origin. We ssigge/ork on A1983 by Pratt & Arnaud_2003). On the other hand,
it could be the ffect of a Galactic molecul&old cloud type our result agrees with the analysis of A2029 by Lewis et al.
structure in the line of sight. The next generation of FIRcgpa(2003), which clearly favors an NFW dark matter profile. To
missions will help to clarify this issue with sensitive FIRapt our knowledge, this is the only other data set which covers a
ping of the whole cluster area with a high spatial resolution similar wide radial range (0.001 to 0.1 virial radius) .

We fitted the surface brightness profile with various para- The key factors in fitting the mass profiles withffdrent
metric models of the gas density profile, taking into accu@t gark matter models, are the resolution in the center as well a
XMM-Newton PSF. The gas density profile, derived on scalgfe data at large radii. To da¥IM-Newton is the best satellite
of 0.03 - 13, is highly peaked towards the center and is welh compute total mass profiles, especially through its céipab
fitted by a quadratic sum of thrg&model. The derived gastg derive precise temperature profiles. Neverthelesspitia
density profile is in excellent agreement both in shape amd nRasolution limits the investigation at the very center olagst
malization with the Chandra density profile (measured up to §sters. A direct combined analysis oMM-Newton and
of the center). This indicates that the PSF modeling we ha#@andra data of very well relaxed clusters seems to be ah idea
used is basically correct and that accurate density prafilespath to a full description of the dark matter profile in cluste
the very center of the cluster can be derived with XMM dat@jowever, one has to keep in mind that this requires an extelle
in spite of the PSF blurring. cross calibration between the two satellites, so that tgés-

A raw temperature profile was obtained on scales@?6-  atyre profiles derived at various scales can be combined.
10 by fitting isothermal models to spectra extracted in 13 con-

centric annuli. This profile shows a sharp negative gradient

measured toward the center £ 2’), a signature of a cooling acknowledgements. The authors thank A. C. Edge, the referee, for
core. Beyond that region the profile is essentially flat. Weehanis useful comments ans suggestions. We thank M. Sun foiicbrov
thoroughly investigated projection and PSFeets on the tem- ing the Chandra density profile and useful discussion. EPViRare
perature profile determination. The PSFeets beyond @ are grateful to G. W. Pratt for his help and fruitful discussidhsough-
much less important than projectiofiects, whereas both areout this work. We thank A. Sanderson for useful discussidn.aE-
important in the very center. We discuss the noise introducéhowledges the support of CNES, the French Space Agencg. Thi
by the correction of theseffects and a way to overcome thigV0rk is based on observations obtained witfiM-Newton , an ESA

problem. The derived deprojected PSF-corrected tempera ience mission with instruments and contributions diyeftinded
profile ranges from- 2 keV in the center up to an asymptotig ESA member states and the USA (NASA). The Space Research
value of~ 6.5 keV. Organization of the Netherlands (SRON) is supported firadlycby

. . . . . NWO, the Netherlands Organization for Scientific Research.
Using this temperature profile and the density profile, we

have derived the total mass profile for this cluster fraB1Qup

to ~ 0.5 times the virial radius. Systematic uncertainties due

to the PSF and projection correction for the temperaturBlero Appendix A: Extraction of vignetting-corrected

are taken into account. We have testefiedent models forthe  products from merged event lists

dark matter profile distribution against the observed mass p

file. A mass distribution with a cusp in the center, as predict To correct for vignetting £ects we used the photon weighting
from numerical simulations, is clearly preferred. method, described in Arnaud et al._(2D01). An estimate of the

7. Discussion and conclusion
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vignetting-corrected number of counts in a given sky regidullock, J.S., Kollat, T.S., Sigad, Y. et al. 2001, MNRAS 13559

Reg and in a given energy barihi, — Emnax is the sum: Buote, D.A., & Lewis, A.D., 2003, ApJ in press, astro/pbil2109s
Chen, Y., Ikebe, Y., & Bohringer, H. 2003, A&A, 407, 41
C= ij (A.1) David, L.P., Nulsen, P.E.J., McMamara, B.R., et al. 2001],457,
7 546

L . De Grandi, S. & Molendi, S. 1999, A&A, 351, L45
over all eventsj with sky position &;j,y;j) € Reg and energy Dickey, J.M., Lockman, F.J. 1990, ARA&A, 28, 215

Ej € [Emin — Emax. The weight coéiicientw; is the ratio of Egqge, A. C. & Stewart, G. C. 1991, MNRAS, 252, 414
effective area at the event position to the centfidaive area Edge, A. C. 2001, MNRAS, 328, 762
computed at the event energy. This count extraction is tmesaEke, V. R., Navarro, J. F., & Frenk, C. S. 1998, ApJ, 503, 569
for individual or merged events lists. We computed the weighabian, A. C. 1994, Ann. Rev. Astron. Ap., 32, 277
codficients by running the taskicweicat on each individual Ghizzardi, S. 2001, EPIC-MCT-TN-011 (XMM-SOC-CAL-TN-
events list (this task can also be run on the merged evetsts lis ~ 0022)
Count rate estimates are less straightforward, since the @fizzardi, S. 2002, EPIC-MCT-TN-012 _
fective exposure time can strongly vary in the extractigiae Hartmann, D. & Burton, W. B. 1997, “Atlas of Galactic neuthgidro-

. . . . gen”, Cambridge; New York: Cambridge University Press,NSB
(from 11 ksec in regions only observed with théset point 0521471117

ings up to 60 ksec in the overlapping region). However, thg. s A 'k wise, M. W., Houck, J. C., & Canizares, C. R. 2002
total count rate in a given region is simply the sum of the ¢oun ApJ, 580, 763

rates in various sub-regions. The count rate can be wrien ajohnstone, R. M., Fabian, A. C., Edge, A. C., & Thomas, P. 8219

W MNRAS, 255, 431
R= Z v (A.2) Kaastra, J. S., etal. 2003, A&Ain press, Astro-ph0309763
10, v) Lewis, A.D., Buote, D.A., Stocke, J.T., 2003, ApJ, 586, 135
. . . Lumb, D. H., Warwick, R. S., Page, M., & De Luca, A. 2002, A&A,
wheret(x;, y;) is the exposure time at the event location. 389. 93

In practice we used the following convenient procedure fWatsushita, K., Belsole, E., Finoguenov, A., & Bohringel, 2002,
each camera data set: A&A, 386, 77

1 - We created a mosaic exposure map of the two pointingsrkevitch, M. 1998, ApJ, 504, 27

in sky coordinates. The reference position is the same as f@lendi, S. & Pizzolato, F. 2001, ApJ, 560, 194

the merged events list. The exposure map takes into accoMnhtier, L., Giard, M. 2003, A&A accepted

detector regions excluded by the events selection crifeed Moore, B., Quinn, T., Governato, F., Stadel, J., & Lake, G99,9
pixels, CCD borders ...). We used a pixel size df'1x 1.1” MNRAS, 310, 1147

2 - After merging the events lists, we divided the weight cdiavarro, J. ., Frenk, C. S., & White, S. D. M. 1997, ApJ, 4983 4
efficient of each event by the exposure time taken from tHigterson. J. R., etal. 2001, A&A, 365, L104

exposure map. Peterson, et al. 2003, ApJ, 590, 207

3 - Scientifi duct — fil . tH Pratt, G. W. & Arnaud, M. 2002, A&A, 394, 375
- Scientific products (spectra, images, profiles) in coa Pratt. G. W. & Amaud. M. 2003, AGA. 408, 1

can be readily extracted from the merged events list by bi\m”'Schlegel D. J., Finkbeiner, D. P., & Davis, M. 1998, ApJ, 5525
the events weighted by these new weightfio®nts. As these ghipai H. 2002, Advances in Space Research, 30, 2089

products are corrected for vignetting, we can then usedrnhe @nowden S.L., Egger R., Freyberg M. J. et al. , 1997, ApJ, 285,

axis response for further physical analysis. Snowden, S. 2002, in Proceedings of the "New Vision of thea)(-r
Universe in theXMM-Newton and Chandra Era” conference, to
appear
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