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ABSTRACT

The upcom ing generation of SZE surveys will shed fresh light onto the
study of clusters. W hat w ill this new cbservationalw indow reveal about cluster
properties? W hat can we leam from com bining X ray, SZE , and optical cbssrva-
tions? How do varations In the gas entropy pro le, dark m atter concentration,
accretion pressure, and intraclister medim (ICM ) mass fraction a ect SZE
cbservables? W e investigate the signature of these in portant cluster param eters
with an analytic m odel of the ICM . G ven the curmrent uncertainties In ICM
physics, our approach is to span the range of plausbl m odels m otivated by
observations and a an all sst of assum ptions. W e nd a tight relation between
the central Com pton param eter and the X +ray lum inosity outside the cluster
core, suggesting that these cbservables carry the sam e inform ation about the
ICM . The total SZE lum inosity is proportional to the them al energy of the
gas, and is a surprisingly robust ndicator of clusterm ass: Lgy, / freuM . W e
show that a combination of Lg; and the halfum nosity radius rg; provides a
m easure of the potential energy of the cluster gas, and thus we can deduce the
total energy content of the ICM . W e caution that any system atic variation of
the ICM m ass fraction w ill distort the expected Lg; M calbration to be used
to study the evolution of cluster num ber density, and propose a technigue using
kSZ to constrain frry ™ ;2z).
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1. Introduction

A s the Jargest and m ost recently form ed relaxed ob fgcts in the universe, clusters pro-—
vide cosn ologicalconstraints com plem entary to othercbservations. P ress & Schechter (1974)
showed that their co-m oving num ber density is exponentially sensitive to both clusterm ass
and the am plitude of the linear power spectrum ofdensity uctuations. T he num ber density
ofm assive galaxy clusters in the local universe constrains a m odeldependent com bination
of the am plitude of uctuationsat 8 h I'Mm pc ( g) and them atter density ( ). The red-
shift evolution of cluster number counts depends on the lnear growth factor and and the
co-m oving volum e elem ent, and can thereby potentially break the degeneracy in the fam ily
of and quintessence m odels allowed by prinary CM B anisotropy W ang & Steinhardt
1998). X ray and optical cluster counts at low and intem ediate redshifts have been used
to constrain coan ological param eters (for recent results, see A llen et al. 2003, 2004; Bahcall
et al. 2003; Henry 2004; Ikebe et al. 2002; P jerpaoliet al. 2003; R apettiet al. 2005; R ejprich
& Bohringer 2002; Rosatiet al. 2002; Shin izu et al. 2003; V jana et al. 2002; V khlinin et al
2003).

T he Sunyaev—Zeldovich e ect (SZE) ux isan excellent probe of high redshift clusters, and

many SZE surveys are in developm ent, such asACT!, APEX?, Planck®, and SPT*.W hik
the infom ation from high redshift available n SZE surveys can potentially provide tight
coan ological constraints (H ain an et al. 2001), recent work suggests that uncertainties In the
m ass-observable relation and its scatter can severely degrade their sensitivity. Fortunately,
Intemal calbration and som e follow -up cbservations can recoverm uch ofa survey’s sensitiv—
ity ifthe m assobservable relation and its scatter can be describbed accurately In the relevant
redshift range by a reasonably an all set of param eters Hu 2003; M ajim dar & M ohr 2004;
Lina & Hu 2004, 2005; but s=e also Francis et al. 2005) . T he results presented in this paper
support their assum ption: we nd a tight m assobservable SZE relation that is robust to a
w ide range ofm odel variations.

The SZE is a distinct spectral signature in the CM B due to Thom son scattering of CM B
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photons and hot electrons w ith a m agnitude proportional to the Integrated electron pressure
along the line of sight (for discussions of SZE physics, see B irkinshaw 1999; C arlstrom et al.
2002). A unitless m easure of the e ect is the Com pton param eter y (Sunyaev & Zeldovich

1972): 7
T hom son
= ———— P.dL 1
Y m . © @)
W e de ne the SZE lum inosity Ly asthe integration ofy over the profcted cluster area, so
that Z Z
£ d2 =1 _ da = T hom son P.dv = ThomsonN HT.is 2
SZ M SZ Y mecz e mecz e e ( )

A ssum Ing Jocalthem alequilbbrium , Lg; directly m easures the totalthemm alenergy content
ofthe intraclusterm edium (ICM ), and y( ) Inform sus on how the gas is distrdbuted in the
cluster. Because dy attens at Intem ediate redshift, the SZE ux fg; becom es approxi-
m ately redshift lndependent.

T he selfsim ilar collapse m odel forthe ICM  considers only gravitational physics and predicts
scaling relations between cluster properties. X -ray cbservations indicate signi cant devi-
ations from these predictions, m ost notably in the X +ray lum nosity-tem perature relation
M arkevitch 1998; Amaud & Evrard 1999). M any com plex non-gravitational processes de-
tem Ine the nalthem al state ofthe ICM . W e discuss m any of them in Sec. 2 along w ith
related X -ray observations. In Sec. 3 we introduce an analytic m odel of an ooth accretion
Voit et al. 2003) that provides a concsptual foundation for determ ning the gas properties.
W e then relax som e of the assum ptions of Voit et al. (2003) and param etrize our uncertain-—
ties In ICM physics: the poorly understood e ects of heating, cooling, and conduction is
encoded in the gas entropy pro ke and the ICM m ass fraction, varation In the dark m atter
potential is characterized by the concentration param eter, and the boundary condition is
set by an accretion pressure. M otivated by the physics and observations discussed in Sec. 2,
ourm ain goalis to explore SZE and X —ray observables over a plausbl range of param eter
values using a set of phenom enologicalm odels under the assum ptions of spherical sym m etry
and hydrostatic equilbrium . W e com pare the resulting pro ks to recent observations of
nearby, relaxed clusters reported in V khlinin et al. (2005). W e quantify deviations from the
expected Lg; M relationship and indicate the m ain sources of scatter accessible to our
m odels. In Sec. 4 we describe relations between clister properties and observables that hold
across the range ofm odels we consider. In particular, we show that SZE cbservables alone
provide a robust m easure of the totalenergy content ofthe ICM .W e discuss the In plications
and lim itations of ourm odels In Sec. 5, and focus on the im portant point of constraining the
ICM clusterm ass fraction fr-y using the kinetic Sunyaev-Zel'dovich e ect (kSZ) in Sec. 6.
Sec. 7 states our conclusions and the in plications of this work for future SZE surveys.
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2. ICM Physics

In the s=lfsim ilar spherical collapsem odel Pecbles 1993) and in agreem ent w ith N body
sim ulations, all virialized clusters at xed redshift have the sam e overdensity relative to the
badckground. In the absence of non-gravitational processes, we expect the gas tem perature to
be set by the dark m atter virial tem perature: T,y = GMZRm £ / M *? where m, isthemean
gas particle m ass. These assum ptions also predict Ly / T? when therm albrem sstrahlung
dom nates X +ay emission (T & 2keV) and Ly / T at lower tem peratures when line em is-
sion dom inates. However, observations indicate Ly / T?2® 2° M arkevitch 1998; A maud
& Evrard 1999). This deviation from the expected scaling has instigated extensive theo-—
retical Investigation of the e ects of various non-gravitational processes. P reheating of the
Intergalacticm ediuim at an early tine K aiser 1991), radiative cooling (Voit & Bryan 2001),
cooling w ith energy inction due to feedback (O strker et al. 2005), and quasar activity
(Lapiet al 2005) can all reproduce the observed Ly T relation. Fortunately, the latest
high resolution X -ray observations provide new constraints for IT'M m odels out to nearly
half the dark m atter virial radius (V khlinin et al. 2005).

Under the assum ptions of spherical symm etry and hydrostatic equilbbrium , X @y surface
brightness and tem perature pro lsallow extraction ofa cluster’'s totalm asspro le. Recent
data from nearby, relaxed clusters (V khlinin et al. 2005; P ratt & A maud 2005) are consis—
tent w ith theuniversaINFW pro ke Navarroetal.1997)wih CDM best t oconcentration
param eters and scatter O olag et al. 2004). In V khlinin et al.’’s sam ple of 13 clusters w ith
tem perature range 0.7 — 9 keV, tem perature pro ks are selfsin ilar only at r & 0:d5ry4.
However, using the gas m ass weighted rather than X ray em ission weighted tem perature,
they still nd agreem ent w ith selfsin ilar predictions for the M T scaling.

Since cluster gas evolves nearly adiabatically, the entropy pro ke is a usefuil description of
the gas: once the entropy distrdbution is xed, convective stability, a con ning pressure at
the cluster gas boundary, and the assum ption of hydrostatic equilbriim determ ne the gas
pro ke n a dark m atterpotential. T he custom ary de nition of ntropy’ in this eld is (Tozzi
& Nom an 2001; Voit et al. 2003)

K = = / € (3)

and is related to the them odynam ic entropy per particke s as given above. Typically, one
considers the function K M 4.5), where M 5 isthe mass of gaswith entropy is K M 4.5) -
A useful quantity is the characteristic entropy of a region of overdensity asde ned by

T _
K = (fp o) 2

p
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withT = GMZrimp the characteristic tem perature ofthe dark m atterpotential at overdensity
,and f , the universalbaryon fraction. T he selfsin ilar collapse m odel predicts a universal
entropy pro K (r) / r'? xed by the physics of gravitational collapse (Tozzi & Nom an
2001; Borganiet al 2001), w ith the nom alization scalingasK / T for clustersat xed
redshift. Observed entropy pro les Pratt & A maud 2005) are approxin ately selfsin ilar
down to 2 keV in the radial range 0051500 < r < 05r with K ) / % %14 @ttt &
A maud 2005), and they generally show a atter core nside 0dr,y0 Pratt & A maud 2003;
Ponm an et al. 2003) . T he entropy pro l nom alization clearly deviates from the selfsin ilar
prediction and scales with cluster tem perature as K (0:dry) / T2 °9° (Ponman et al
2003).
A s suggested by Neum ann & A maud (2001), sin ilarity breaking In both the Ly T and
K T reltions are consistent with an ITM m ass fraction tem perature dependence, so that
froum T2, X-ay cbservations nd evidence for lower gas densities in cooler clusters
out to 0351 NWeumann & A maud 2001; Pratt & A maud 2003; V khlnin et al. 2005;
but see also M athew s et al. 2005). Curmrent X -ray observations cannot m easure gas pro ks
much past 0544, so0 the h issng’ gas m ay be bound in the outer regions of the cluster,
escaped from the cluster potential altogether, or condensed into Intracluster stars G onzalz
et al. 2005; Lin & M ohr2004). SZE signaturesin W M AP also nd that fry Increasesw ih
tem perature @ fshordiet al. 2005). Because Ly / frry , any trend in the total M m ass
fraction willa ect theLg; M relation. Such trends are quite possible, given trends w ith
m ass In obsarvations of the clusterm ass/near-infrared K band lum nosity relation (Lin etal
2004), estin ates of Intracluster light (Lin & M ohr 2004), and in hydrodynam ic sin ulations
nding a m assdependent I'M m ass fraction K ravtsov et al 2005).
Voi & Bryan (2001) have suggested that radiative cooling sets the entropy scale regoonsible
for sim flarity breaking: gasbelow the cooling threshold is either condensed or inected w ith
energy through feedbadk until it exceeds the cooling threshold. Consistent w ith observed
scaling relations, their sin ple m odelpredicts forthe centralentropy K / T2 orT > 2 keV
and K independent of T for T < 2 keV . Dave et al. (2002) dem onstrate a sin ilar K T
scaling In num erical sin ulations of groups that inclide radiative cooling and star form ation.
In the analyticm odel of M cC arthy et al. (2004) cooling approxin ately m aintains the Iniial
entropy power law , In agreem ent w ith the cbserved entropy gradients in clusters.
C ooling and subsequent feedback play an essentialbut enigm atic role in the thermm odynam ics
ofthe IM .Asmany as 70 90% ofnearby clusters have cold cores of gas w ith t,; much
an aller than the age of the cluster Pereset al. 1998), and sin ilar results have been found in
the redshift rangez 015 04 Baueret al 2005). However, In several welkstudied cold
core clusters, Tam ura et al. (2001), Peterson et al. (2001), Sakelliou et al. (2002), P eterson
et al. (2003), and K aastra et al. (2004) nd very little cooled gasbelow a quarter of the hot
gas tem perature. M easuram ents ofO V I an ission n cold cores in ply gas condensation rates
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well below the expectations from a sinple coolng ow model Bregm an et al. 2006), and
altogether observations suggest subsonic energy infection spatially distributed in regions of
100 kpc and continuous on tin escales of 10® years. T hem alconduction and AGN activiy
m ay be In portant to balancing radiative cooling in cold cores (see Peterson & Fabian 2005,
for a com prehensive review of the cooling ow problem ).
A distinct source of feedbacdk is needed to balance the severe overcooling present in cooling—
only analytic calculations and coan ological hydrodynam ic sin ulations Oh & Benson 2003;
Balogh et al 2001). T he stellar baryon fraction in clisters hasbeen estinated at 5 20%
Roussl et al. 2000; Balogh et al. 2001; Lin et al. 2003), though inclusion of intracluster
starsm ay increase this fraction by a factoroftwo Lin & M ohr 2004; G onzalz et al. 2005;
Zettiet al. 2005). Voit & Bryan (2005) conclude that heating is needed at high redshift to
solve this tooling crisis,” and its resolution ism ost likely related to the high entropy levels
cbserved In lessm assive clusters and groups.
A sin ple preheating of the Intergalacticm edium to a Universalentropy oor’ by supemovae
and AGN before the epoch of cluster form ation K aiser 1991) introduces deviations from the
expected scaling relations and m itigates the cooling crisis. H eating occurring before accre—
tion onto the clusterm ost e ciently raises the gas entropy level. Lapiet al. (2005) estin ate
1=4 keV =particke is available from supemovae, and is not enough to m atch the cdbserved
Ly T andK T relations. Lapiet al. (2005) also consider an additional 1=2 keV =particle
available for preheating from sm ooth, Iong-lived AGN outputs; this energy is su cient to
providem argihalagreem ent w ith theocbserved Ly T andK T scaling relations. H owever,
extermal preheating m odels w ith sm ooth accretion are generically disfavored observationally
because they predict Jarge isentropic cores In low m ass system s (Tozziet al. 2000; P ratt &
A maud 2003;Ponm an et al. 2003) and require a largeentropy oor (& 3 10¥ ergan? g =)
to m atch the Ly T reltion (M cCarthy et al. 2004). W e do consider this m odel in our
com putations for com pleteness.
Sinulations show that the accretion process is far from spoherical, often taking place along
lam ents. Thusm any ressarchers (Voit et al 2003; Ponm an et al. 2003; Voi & Bryan 2005)
have suggested a m ore favorabl scenario of preheating where the e ect of preheating is pri-
m arily to reduce the density of pre-shock gas accreting onto lowerm ass system s. This raises
the post-shock entropy nomm alization while producing the radial entropy pro l expected
from gravitational shock heating. Borganiet al. (2005) have explored this proposal in nu-
m erical sin ulations, and nd that feedback m ust be better distributed than their strongest
galacticw inds In order to produce the desired Jevels ofentropy am pli cation and radialgradi-
ent. Lapiet al. 2005) circum vent isentropic cores and Introduce sin ilarity-breaking through
quasar blast waves w ithin the cluster, which leave a steep nalentropy pro kK (r) / r!=.
In Sec. 3 we lncorporate features from all the m odels discussed above into our set of phe-
nom enologicalm odels.
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3. SZE Signals from A nalytic M odels

In this section we rst describe our analytic ITM m odel taken from Voit et al. (2003)
w ith slight m odi cations. U nder the assum ption of an ooth accretion and gravitational shock
heating, the m ass accretion history determ ines K M 4), which can be m odi ed to account
for cooling and a uniform preheating. O ur phenom enological approach generalizes this ITM
m odelto explore param eter ranges suggested or unconstrained by cbservations. W e no longer
assum e sm ooth accretion or attempt to compute K M 4) or frry from rst principles, and
we also allow the dark m atter potential and boundary pressure to vary. Because ressarchers
eg., O strker et al. 2005) som etin es use a polytropicm odel for the ICM , we investigate its
SZE observables and use it to consider a m odelof lum py accretion. T hroughout these m odels
we translate the e ects of non-gravitational physics and other uncertainties In ITM physics
into theire ects on the gas entropy pro l, cluster potential, and boundary conditions, from
which we can easily com pute the cluster observables. Follow Ing Voit et al. (2003), we assum e
for coam ologicalparameters t, = 134 Gyr, n,= 03, , = 07,h= 071, g= 09, and
the universalbaryon fraction f;, = 002h * |} . W e do not expect these choices to lim it the
validity of our results. In particular, the universal baryon fraction only sets the nom aliza-
tion of the gas density, since we neglect its selfgravitationale ects. W e also assum e a fully
ionized ICM with prin ordialabundances, so =nm,= = 059 and n. = 0:52n. For cooling
com putations we assum e a m etallicity 2 = 0:3Z

3.1. Analytic M odelofP reheating and C ooling

W em odelthe dark m atterw ith an NFW potential NN avarro et al. 1997) of overdensity
(z),massM ,and viralrmadlusr :
GM logl+ c r=r )

r
wew ()= r bgl+c) c=0+c)r ©)

We x (z) using the approxin ation in Bryan & Nom an (1998) to the spherical top hat
collapsemodelin a CDM universs, so 100 at z = 0. As in Voit et al. (2003), we

param etrize the concentration param eter’'s weak dependence on cluster m ass and redshift
N avarro et al. 1997) as

c M )=85M =10%h M ) 9% (14 z) 085, ©6)
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and we use them ass accretion histories t in Voit et al. 2003) for clusters observed at z = 0
to a m erger tree algordithm ofLacey & Col (1993):

IogM M ,) = a log =t,) + a, (og (=t,))*: (7)

T hese functions already Introduce som e sim ilarity breaking in ourbaseline m odelbecause a;,
a,,and ¢ alldepend on clusterm ass. W e consider 10°h M (@ = 194 and a, = 0:55),
10%h 'M (@ = 1d0anda, = 0:88),and10”h M (a; = 064anda, = 0:96) clusters
atz= 0 (Voit et al 2003).

In the smooth accretion approxin ation, infalling gas of uniform density is shocked at a
welkde ned radius, inside of which we assum e hydrostatic equilbbrium . The param eter
describes the position of the gas accretion shock radiis 1y

-1 == ®)

Tia
Weassume rn, = 2r (Voit et al 2003) for the position of the tum-around radius of the
gas currently accreting. W e ollow Voit et al. (2003) for a sslfconsistent determm nation of
€. As i Tozzi& Noman (2001) and Voit et al. (2003), is nearly constant in tine,
except for a sharp jum p as accretion goes from adiabatic to shodk-dom Inated in preheating
m odels. The free-fall velocity of the gas relative to the cluster at the accretion shock is xed

by energy conservation:
2GM
Vi,= ——: )

rac
N ote that we neglect gas energy changes associated w ith adiabatic com pression of the in-—
f2alling gas and a tin evarying am ount of enclosed dark m atter (see Tozzi& Nom an (2001)
fora discussion ofthese e ects). W e adopt the approxin ation that dark m atter and baryonic
m ass densities trace one another before accretion:

£M o) =4 2, up: 10)

a

Here f, is the universal baryon m ass fraction, r,. = 2r (1 ) is the gas shock radius, ;
is the average pre-shodk gas density, and u; is the velocity of the gas relative to the m oving
shock radius. A s our selfconsistent determ ination of suggests, we further assum e that the
ratio of the shodk radius to the dark m atter virial radius changes slow Iy, so that u; is jast
given by

U; = Ve + 2(1 )P @) : 11)

17 U, and the extemal gas entropy K prehear X the M ach number of the shock at r,.. W e
apply the Rankine-H ugonoit jim p conditions (Landau & Lifshitz 2000) to detem ine the

5W e allow their param eter g; to vary and also approxin ate r° ) = 02vac (t).
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post=shock density and pressure. Thus M () and () x the postshock entropy pro ke
K M 4a5) . Note that we do not assum e that the post—shock velocity is zero, since the gas
is continually com pressing to m aintain an approxin ately xed value of . The post—<shock
velocity relative to the clusteris . 25% ofthe sound speed throughout the accretion histories,
so that hydrostatic equillbboriim rem ains a good approxin ation. O ur m odel ignores any
subsequent accretion shocks bringing the gas to rest in the cluster; these would occur at
higher densities and Involve relatively am all changes in energy.

O nce we have the entropy distribution K M 4.5) that includes preheating and accretion shock
heating, we m odify K M 4.5) according to the cooling approxin ation in Voit et al. (2003).
F inally we solve the equations ofhydrostatic equilbbrium and m ass conservation to determm ine
the gas property pro s

=47 12)

Wevary (g) untilM g5 (o) = frm M (&), where the m ass accretion rate, the shodk M ach
number, and K M (t)) x the boundary conditions. To avoid the sihgularity associated
wih K = 0 when the gas cools, we sst am Inimum entropy K ;1 = 001K 509 so that we do
not arti cially introduce sin ilarity breaking. SZE cluster properties are una ected by this
choice.

To relate our gas pro les to an X ray observable, we choose to com pute Ly o, the X ray
Jum nosity outside a profcted radius 0:05r , to avoid uncertainties about the sn all entropy
values In the m odel cluster cores. W e also report the total X ray lum inosity, Ly , and the
radius progcted onto the sky containing half the total X +ay lum inosity, rk  (including the
region inside 0:05r ). The X +ay lum inosity of a an all region ofgas dV is given by

dLy = n’(x) (T)dv: 13)

(T) is the X-ray cooling function, which we approxin ate w ith the cooling function that
Includes allwavelengths given In Sutherland & D opita (1993). W e com pute SZE pro sy ( )
aswell as the SZE lum inosity Lgy, the central C om pton param eter y, (y along the line of
sight passing through the cluster center), and the pro fgcted radius containing half the SZE
Jum inosity, rgy .
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3.2. Preheating and Cooling M odelR esults

W e rst com pute the predictions of the m odel described in Sec. 3.1 when both preheat—
ng and cooling are neglected, and then include cooling and allow K preneat to vary in the
range 10  10** egan? g °. In Appendix A we report X ray and SZE cbservable prop—
erties of our m odel clusters. O ur baseline m odel neglects cooling and sets K prenear = 0, and
produces an X ray core surface brightness too large com pared to observed cold core regions
M arkevitch 1998). The system atic decrease In ¢ and ncrease in accretion pressure w ith
Increasing cluster m ass already Introduce som e sin ilarity breaking: low m ass clusters are
hotter in the cluster Interior and have larger accretion radii. O themw ise gas pro les rem ain
approxin ately selfsim ilar. O urbaseline m odel reproduces the selfsin ilar Lg,; scaling result,
andwe ndLg; = (1% 10 *Mpcd’)M™ =10°h M )>3.
W ith oooling but negligble preshock gas entropy, the cooled fraction of baryons was 0.05,
015, and 042 for the highest to Iowest m ass clusters. The cooling approxin ation of Voic
et al. (2003) depends on the assumption of T = T throughout the cluster at all tin es,
and appears to underestin ate the cooled fraction com pared to m ore precise analytic cooling
m odels by around a factorof2 (seeOh & Benson 2003, Fi.1), and m ore so In cooling-only
hydrodynam ic sin ulations (da Silva et al. 2004). C ooling stespens the inner entropy pro ke
su ciently to produce X ray core surface brightness values in the range m easured in the
cold core regions of M arkevitch (1998). O nce scaled acocording to the ram aining gas fraction
frm » density and entropy pro les rem ained approxin ately selfsim ilar. TheLg; M scaling
relation slightly stespensto Lg, = (1% 10 * Mpc®) M =10°h M )'7°, Ifwe scake Ly,
by the uncooled gas fraction fi-y aswell, we recover the selfsim ibr result found in the no
cooling m odel above: Lgy=(frey =f,) = 1% 10 *Mpcd®) M =10°h 'M )>>. Thus, in our
m odel the m assweighted tem perature stays xed when we allow cooling.
In addition to cooling we now consider K prneae In the range 10° 10 ergan® g *7. Voit
et al. 2003) adopt 3 10¥ ergam? g °=3 to reproduce the Ly T relation, and obser—
vations suggest 14 10¥ ergam? g ° @Lloyd-D avies et al. 2000; Ponm an et al. 1999).
Large K preneat Values introduce isentropic, hot cores, particularly in the least m assive clus-
ter. Figure 1 com pares the SZE surface brightness pro les produced by the cooling-only and
Kpmneat = 3 107 ergan? g ° models. Preheating dram atically broadens SZE pro ks
In the low m ass system s due to the fractionally greater energy nput, whik the Lg; scaling
only slightly steepens forthis argeK ppnet valie: Lg, = 16 10 *Mpd ™ =10°h ‘M )70,
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Fig. 1 | SZE surface brightness pro ls for our cooling only and cooling+ preheating
K prenear = 3 10 ergan? g °) models scaled by M =10"h 'M  (see Sec. 32 formore
discussion). In a com plktely selfsim ilar m odel the pro les of all cluster m asses would coin—
cide. O ur coolingm odel (thin curves) breaks sim ilarity by inducing a m ass dependent cooled
gas fraction, whilke our cooling+ preheating m odel (thick curves) producesm ore di use cores
in Jower m ass clusters. The solid curves are the 10'°h M  clister m odels. The prin ary
result of preheating for this cluster is to shut o oooling, so the preheating m odelhas larger
gas fraction and thus SZE pro l. Short-dashed curves are the 10'*h M  cluster m odels,
w here preheating has signi cantly reduced the central gas density and therefore y,. The
long-dashed curves are the 10°h M  cluster m odels. The large isentropic core severely
extends the gas pro X in the preheating m odel.
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3.3. Phenom enologicalM odels and C om parison w ith O bservations

In this section we adopt a phenom enological approach in order to inclide inform ation
from the latest X -ray observations and to explore a w ider range of cluster param eters. W hike
we still assum e soherdical symm etry, an NFW potential Eagn. 5), hydrostatic equiliorium ,
and a welkde ned accretion shock radiusbounding the ICM , we do not attem pt to com pute
K M 4us) Or frry from st principles. Furthem ore, we allow the accretion pressure and
dark m atter concentration to vary. M otivated by both observations and m odels discussed
In Sec. 2, we param etrize the gas entropy by a nom alization K , .x and pro e f x = r=r )
w ith core radius x. and two exponents s; and s, :

0 8
< Xc X

ijn X_c ® Xe

f (x) = max@ ;Y A (14)

X

max

Xm ax

A power-law param etrization is consistent w ith both the predictions from gravitationalheat—
Ing and quasar blasts and w ith X ray observations of entropy pro ls (see Sec.2). A atter
entropy pro ke (s; < s;) In the core is consistent w ith observations P ratt & A maud 2003;
Ponm an et al. 2003) and preheating m odels.
Solring the hydrostatic equilbrium equation for the nom alized pressure pro ke px) =
P X)=P (r.) with x= r=r we nd

Z

_ 2 my, *dyru

2=5 3=5
1= - f a 15
P X) 5T dy ) \% (15)

X

With Tpax = mpP @)K -, the gas tem perature at r... We x P (r,.) by the gas ac—
cretion rate frry M °@), noom ing velocity u; Eagn. 11), and assum Ing a strong shock at t,
(that is, the extemal them al pressure can be neglected at t,). W e vary r,. until the en-
Closed gasmass iSM g5 = fryM . W e do not assum e sm ooth accretion, s0 K, .« varies
Independently of P (ry.). Note that or xed T, ., the pressure, density, and SZE pro ls
are xed, and their nom alizations sinply scale wih fiy . This scaling will be broken
only if clister physics condenses or efcts a di erent fraction of gas com pared wih the
local nfalling average. A t to the accretion rates at t, from Voit et al. (2003) yields
M%) = (1294 10"h '™M t£')(M &)=10"h M )W, where we allow a \fudge fac-
tor" w.eor In the accretion rate.
In our \selfsin iar" modelwe set K pax = K100y Kmmn = 001K 190,81 = 5, = 1, x.= 0, ¢
according to Egn. 6, and frry = 0:13. Thes are the expected values In the gravitational-
only heating scenario descrioed in Sec. 2 (recall (z= 0) = 100in CDM ), wih further
cooling and condensation of baryons in clusters neglected. Param eters in other m odels are
xed to these values unless speci ed otherw ise. W e list the com puted ocbservables from our
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m odels In Appendix A .Figure 2 and F igure 3 show the density and tem perature pro ls for
phenom enologicalm odels of the m ost m assive cluster; the others are sin ilar.

According to CDM num erical sin ulations O olag et al. 2004), dark m atter concentration
param eters show intrinsic scatter in a lognom aldistribution wih In(cc.y) 022, and a
range ofm ean valueshave been reported N avarro et al.1997;K om atsu & Selpk 2001;D olg
et al.2004). W eallow ¢ to range by 8 to encom pass these uncertainties, and nda 20%
decrease in Lgy; forthe owest valuesofc and 10% increase for the highest for all cluster
m asses considered. Taking them ean ¢ and its scatter reported by D olag et al. (2004) and
our selfsin ilar gasm odel, we nd that the Intrinsic scatter in ¢ nduces variations in Lgy
of . 8% . Thee ect is an aller at lower concentrations (higher m ass clusters) and shallower
entropy pro ks (ower s;). Figure 2 and F igure 3 show that increasing ¢ both concentrates
m ore gas in the inner, hotter cluster region and signi cantly Increases the tem perature In
that region.

M ass accretion is stochastic, aspherical, and has not been directly observed at the cluster
boundary. W e vary the accretion pressure by a actor waeer = 35 and waeer = 1=35. The
additional accretion pressure boosts Lg; by 44% in our largest m ass cluster and pushes the
gasteam peraturewellabove T atr,. (seeF igure 3). A llother cases saw m uch m ilder changes
in Lgy . Forthe 10"*h ™M and 10’h 'M  clusters we also list the results that would be
obtained in the case of a selfsin ilarm ass accretion rate M °@,) / M &,)).

W e allow for a core in the entropy pro J, as suggested by preheating m odels and cbserved
pro ks, but assum e a powerdaw entropy pro le outside the core. The entropy pro ke is
cbservationally unconstrained near the cluster virial radius, but gravitational heating prob—
ably dom inates in that region. W e allow the power law Index to range from 0.7 to 1.5,
incorporating the observed K (r) / %% %1% @ratt & Amaud 2005), K ) / r'? ex—
pected from gravitational heating (Tozzi & Nom an 2001; Borgani et al. 2001), and the
steep pro ke K (r) / r'® expected from quasar blasts (Lapiet al. 2005). W e vary K p ax
over more than a factor of 3, which should bound the expected range for clusters be-
tween 10°h ™M  and 10°h M . Varations on s,, inclusion of an entropy core, xing
Knin= 35 10¥ ergan? g >3, and varyig K , ox between K 550 and 3K 190 allcaused 5%
variation of Lg; rourM = 10°h M cluster. Even though increasing K , .x raises the
tam perature pro ls, the gas also becom esm ore extended and occupies the cooler regions of
the cluster. Our10**h ™ and 10°h M clusters were slightly m ore sensitive to changes
In the entropy nom alization, but Lg, stillrem ained within  10% ofthe selfsim ilarm odel.
W e consider two scenarios consistent w ith the cbservationally suggested K pax / T 2 (Pon—
m an et al. 2003). Ifthe prn ary e ect of preheating is to reduce the preshock gas density
by a factor dependent on cluster potentialdepth (Voit et al. 2003; Ponm an et al. 2003; Voit
& Bryan 2005) or ifthe fractional feedback entropy in-ection Into the bound gas depends on
clusterm ass, then we expect the entropy pro lenom alization to deviate from the selfsin ilar
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scaling whilke frry rem ains independent of clusterm ass. If instead the sin ilarity-breaking is
ntroduced because cooling and AG N /supemovae feedback produce a m assdependent ICM
m ass fraction, then Ko, / T ° implies fry / T  °. Changig the entropy nom aliza—
tion with xed fry changes Lg; by 10% in theM = 10%h M cluster where K  ax
is increased by a factor of 2.78) . Introducing a m ass-dependent baryon fraction to acocount
for this entropy scaling is equivalent to sin ply scaling the density pro X and thus Lgy; by
frrm =f, . Note that thism odel in plies an unreasonable reduction in the ITM m ass fraction
by 79% Prthe 10°h M  cluster.

For com pleteness we also considered the \threshold" cooling m odel from Voit et al. (2002).
This m odel estin ates the threshold entropy below which gas would condense by the cur-
rent age of the universe, ram oves all gas below the threshold, and laves the entropy pro ke
for the ram aining gas unm odi ed. T he authors suggest that pro le describes either strong
feedback that efcts the gas below the entropy threshold to well beyond the virial radius,
or weak feedbadk where the gas sin ply cools. Cooling of the gas above the entropy thresh—
old is also neglected. Forthe M = 10h M  (Kpax = 25K 1090) and M = 10%h M

K pax = 15K 199) clusters, thism odel yielded Iow Lgy; values, but once acocounted for the
m issing gas fraction, the Lg; valueswere w ithin 2% ofthe selfsin ilar value. T his reinforces
our resulk that variation in the entropy pro ks a ect the average gas tem perature only very
weakly. The prescribed m ethod in Voit et al. 2002) for com puting the unm odi ed entropy
distrbution yielded a non-m onotonic entropy pro ke ortheM = 10*h M  cluster, and
so we did not com plkte the calculation for this cluster.

In Figures 4 — 6 we com pare our phenom enological density and tem perature pro les w ith
12 nearby, relaxed clisters from V khlinin et al. (2005). W e use the 10*°h M cluster val-
ues, which are In the best agreem ent with the NFW t values In V khlinin et al. (2005),
Coo = 36 92. Our adopted value fi, = 0132 is 25% below the universal value con—
strained by CM B observations to 0175 0023 Readhead et al. 2004; Spergel et al. 2003)
and is in reasonabl agreem ent w ith the ocbserved stellar com ponent of clusters R oussel
et al. 2000; Balogh et al.2001; Lin et al. 2003) . N ear 159, Observed density and tem perature
pro lesagree w ith them odelcurvesw ith w .. = 1 (see F igures 3, 4, and 6), consistent w ith
our assum ptions about the outer gas, accretion pressure, and fi,. In Figure 4, we also see
theT > 5keV observed cluster density pro les suggest an entropy pro le shallower than r'?
and/or Iower ¢ , particularly in the core. T he average tem perature pro le agrees well w ith
our r’” model (long dashed curve in Figure 6) outside 02ro,. This com parison indicates
that our chosen param eter values cover a range ofgaspro les at least as large as the scatter
In the cbservations.

U nder the selfsin ilarity assum ption, (=) is hdependent of clusterm ass. H ow ever, den—
sities in the T < 5 keV clusters (see Figure 5) are signi cantly lower than in the hottest
clusters Figure 4). W e devise two m odels to trace the lowest density pro ke in Figure 5.
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T he resulting tem perature pro ks (thick long-short dashed curve In Figure 6) agrees w ith
the observed hot cluster average pro ¥ out to 035r,;., and has a sharper inner peak, as
cbserved In Vikhlinin et al. (2005) cool clusters. Fis 1 and 2 both have s; = s, = 0:7 and
c = 7{, the value of qgo expected by D olag et al. 2004) fora 10'*h M cluster. In t
1 we keep the same ICM m ass fraction, frry = 0:3, as in the phenom enclogical m odels
shown in Figures 2 -4, and raise the gas entropy nom alization to Kax = 25K 1990. In
contrast, t 2 assum es the accretion pressure is set by gaswih f, = 013, while the ICM

m ass fraction Inside the cluster is frry = 05f,, either due to efction or Increased con—
densation. The entropy nom alization in t 2 is the selfsim ilar value for this ITM mass
fraction: K g ax = K 100 05f,) 2. By design, ts1 and 2 are nearly indistinguishable in the
X ray observable region (r . 1599 both In density and tem perature pro lks). However, t1
extends to 1:56r,, and contains all of the gas Initially associated w ith the region, while t
2 extends only to 0:84r,;, and contains half asmuch hot gas. This exam ple dem onstrates
the nability of X -ray observations to constrain the distribution of non-gravitationalheating
required for sim ilarty breaking; ln  t 1, the non-gravitational heating increases the gas en—
tropy levels and its potential energy, whik in  t 2, the non-gravitational heating efects half
of the gas from the cluster region and laves the rem aining gas undisturbed. H owever, the
SZE observables forthese twom odels are di erent, and we shall retum to thispoint in Sec. 6.
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Fig. 2.] Phenom enolbogicalm odel density pro les for our 10'°h M  cluster. See Tabk 1
for corresponding cbservables. T he selfsin flar m odel is shown in each panel as the dashed
curve. In theupper eft K , o, isvaried between K 59 and 3K 10 . T he centraldensity decreases
and r,. Increases as K , .x Ncreases. In the upper right the entropy pro ke is varied. The
central density increases w ith radial entropy power s, (outer curves), but attenswhen an
entropy core is ncluided (nner curves). In the lower keft the central density increases w ith
c forc = 3toc = 1l1. In the Iower right the accretion pressure is varied through w ey -
The density at 1, ncreases w ith w 4o, Wwhile the central density decreases.
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Fig. 3.] Phenom enologicalm odel tem perature pro les orour10*®h M  cluster scaled by
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Fig. 4. AIlphenom enolbogicalm odel density pro ks for our 10%°h M clisters (dotted
curves, also in Figure 2) com pared to observed T > 5 keéV clusters from Vikhlnin et al
(2005) (solid curves). The observed density pro ls are consistent with waer = 1; our
m odels varying the accretion pressure (thick long-short dashed curves) do not agree the the
cbserved density gradient at lJarge radii. The ocbserved pro ks are consistent w ith m odels
with lower c orm ore entropy at am all radii com pared w ith our selfsim ilar m odel.
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Fig. 5.| Observed cool clusters from V ikhlnin et al. (2005) grouped by tem perature:
25kevV < T < 5keV (short dashed curves), and T < 25 keV (long dashed curves). The
s0lid curves are two additional phenom enologicalm odels devised to trace the lowest density
pro les In the observed region and discussed in Sec. 3.3. W hile the accreting gas is assum ed
to have the sam e baryon fraction in both m odels, one has 50% less gas in the ICM . These
m odel density pro les are indistinguishable out to the m axinum observed radius, though
e Ismudch lower in the frry = 0:5fy model. These m odels dem onstrate the degeneracy
between a high entropy kevel and low baryon fraction In the region of gas currently X -ray
cbservable.
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Fig. 6.] Temperaturepro ksfrourl0®h M modelclisters (dotted curves) asin Fig. 3,
but each nom alized by their gas m assweighted tem perature w thin rsgg, Tsoo. The thick
solid line is an average tem perature pro ke for observed clusters with T > 235 keV from

V khlinin et al. 2005). A s can be s=en from Fig. 3, the gradient of T=T5qp Increases w ith
Increasing ¢ and decreasing K axs Wacerr @and S, . O utside 02x,4, our s, = 0:7 m odel agrees
wellw ith the average observed pro ke (long dashed curve). T he thick short—-long dashed curve
is the tem perature pro l of our two additional phenom enologicalm odels (indistinguishable
on this plot) devised to t low tem perature cluster density pro ls (see Sec. 33). They
provide a good t to the average tem perature pro ke outto  035ry;.
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Finally we consider a sin ple polytropic model P/ In an NFW potential and x

= 12, In rough agreem ent w ith both sin ulations and observations, at least outside the

core (see O striker et al. (2005), Appendix A of Voit et al. (2003), and references therein).
T he hydrostatic equilbbrium equation then reduces to

dT 1d yrw .

—_ = m—

16
ar p i (16)

The NFW concentration param eters are xed again by Eqn. 6. The free param eters in the
m odel are the constant of integration in the tem perature pro le obtained from Eqn. 16, the
nom alization of the density pro l, and the accretion radius. W e assum e a strong shock
at the accretion radius and set the pressure at the accretion radiis as in the m odels above.
Requiring M (&) gas to be contained w ithin the accretion radiis constrains the density
nom alization. H owever, we do not w ish to in pose a strong condition on the densiy at the
accretion radius, since the global density of the gas accreting at t, is not the density deter—
m ining the post—shock entropy In lum py accretion; com pression of gas accreting In distinct,
dense lum ps willnot signi cantly raise the globaldensity at ra.. W e vary x,., and the other
free param eters are then detem ined by the conditions above. W e exclide m odels where
the post—shock density does not allbetween ; and 4 ;, the strong shodk am ooth accretion
Iim it. Note that these m odels produce entropy pro s wih K (0) > 0 and m onotonically
decreasing tem perature pro ls (sse Eqn. 16). Again as shown in Appendix A we nd the
Lgsy signalto be extram ely robust to our varation ofx,. (and thersby the post—shock entropy
nom alization).

4. Scaling R elations
4.1. Scalingsbetween Observables

W hilk our set ofm odels show a large variation In X -ray properties and centralC om pton
param eter (see Appendix A ), the total SZE lum nosity is ram arkably robust to the varia—
tions introduced in ourm odels. In Figure 7 we see that the scatter ©or our m odel clusters
isanallin Lgy=(frn =f,), hdicatihga tight Lg; M rlationship orknown fioy , despie
the consideration of a wide range of possible entropy pro les and cluster unknowns. Note
that Lg; / frw makes the relation sensitive to the fraction of baryons cooled or efcted
from the ICM .Thisplt corroboratesthe nding in M oC arthy et al. (2003a) that y, ismuch
m ore sensitive to K prenear (O other non-gravitational physics) than is Lgy .
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Fig. 7 | Results from our analytic baseline, preheating, and cooling m odels w ith K jieneat
ranging from 10°° to 10** ey am ? g °=3, as well as all our phenom enological and polytropic
m odels (see Sec. 3) varying the entropy pro K (r), dark m atter concentration ¢ , accretion
pressure, and ICM m ass fraction. C rosses —10'°h M clusterm odels, triangles-10**h M
cluster m odels, squares —10°h M cluster m odels. The SZE lum inosity, Lg; , nom alized
by frw =f,, shows little variation within our class of m odels. Thus, given the ICM m ass
fraction frry , Lgy Is an excellent cluster m ass ndicator. T he central C om pton param eter,
Vo, Varies w idely In our class ofm odels and thus contains inform ation on the themm alhistory
of the gas.
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Fi. 8.| Lix ;eut, the X -ray lum inosity outside pro fcted radius 0:05r , vs. central C om pton
param eter, y,. Crosses —10%°h M cluster m odels, triangles —10'*h M cluster m odels,
squares —10°h M  clusterm odels. The power Jaw t shown has exponent 12. N ote that
clusters spanning two orders ofm agnitude in m ass and a w ide variety of cluster param eters
arewelldescribed by a single 'y, Ly ;o relation. In the Inset we com pare the cbservations
asssmbled In M cCarthy et al. (2003b) (crosses w ith error bars) to our 10°h M  cluster
m odels (trianglks). They, Lx nom alization dependson m ass for ourm odels and is stesper
thany, Ly ;mt.Theodbserved clustersarevery m assive, and we nd good agreem ent betw een
the observations and our 10°h M m odel clusters.
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For the class of m odels studied here we also nd a tight correlation between the X ray
um nosity outside the core, Ly o, and the central Com pton param eter (see Figure 8).
T his is not surprising if Ny r) 1=r outsjdefihe core, o that ifwe ignore any radialtem —
perature dependence, y Ny dr and Ly n%., r’dr are proportional to one another.
Our scaling Ly / y.? is in excellent agreem ent w ith sim ilarly robust relations reported by
Cavaliere & M enci (2001) and M cCarthy et al. (2003a). W e nd the rwlation is closer to
m ass-independent when excluding the core X ray lum inosity, but we dem onstrate agreem ent
between our m odel and observations assem bled by M cC arthy et al. 2003b) In they, Lx
plne.

4 2. C luster Energetics

Thus far we have focused on the e ects of the gas entropy pro e on ICM observables.
In an attem pt to understand the stability of our Lg; signal to such wide variations, we
com pute changes in potentialand them alenergies nduced by changes in m odel param eters.
To com pute the gas potential energy, we estin ate the cluster potentialby an NFW pro l,
thus ignoring the deviation of the gas den;ity pro ke from the dark m atterpro le:

PEgas = rM nrw AV: a7)

T he gas them al energy is directly proportionalto Lgy . Appendix A show s that changes In
totalgas energy result m ostly in changes In potentialenergy. M oreover, fractionaldeviations
of the m ean energies of our m odels are on average larger In potential than them al. T hus,
even with uncertainty about the am ount of energy inected into the ICM throughout is
history, for the class of m odels studied here m ost of the ingcted energy m anifests itself In
potential energy. Note that our m odels produce total energy values di ering by at least a
factor of two for a given cluster m ass.

C onsider the two m odel variations inducing the greatest L y; signalvaration. Increasing the
dark m atter concentration param eter e ectively increases the team perature associated w ith
the dark m atter potential, and so In that case we expect a signi cant change In them al
energy ifTgas  Taark - Sin ilarly, an increase In external pressure requires an increase in the
Intemal pressure, thus driving up the them alenergy of the outer gas.

An SZE-only cbservation can infer both the themal (Lgz; / M rx Tren ) and potential en—
ergy ofthe hot I'M .W e have found a tight relation M/ Lzzs, and the total cluster m ass
is directly related to the cluster viral tem perature and radiis. Even allow ing for the large
variation of frry In our m odels, Figure 9 show s that the profcted halflum nosity radius
of the SZE pro lk, scaled by Lé? r , is well corelated w ith the potential energy per
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particle scaled by the cluster viral tem perature. Thus by m easuring both Lg; and rgz, one
can estin ate the level of energy Inction now m anifest in potential energy of the gas.



{26 {

T
a
A
40 —
o
L ) J
o X
L o o J
N
g [y
—~~ - —
% o ax
e e
~ - % -
= - DA%X DD |
£ 30 & o
\<1 %
\%‘/ [ D%A Ex B
g gax
2 L o o |
O a & x
5
A A
o
© r NN XX J
[oN
>~ AA %
= = |
a
0 X
20 ]
L IN x _
[ [u] _
a
L . J
L . J
! \ \ ! \ \
10
0.5 1 15 2

Fgy <LSZ/LSZ,5515)71/5 (Mpc)

Fi. 9.| T he potential energy per particke scaled by the cluster viral tem perature T can
be estin ated by the SZE observable rs; Lo,
orders ofm agnitude and over our entire range ofm odelvarations. T is xed by the cluster
m ass and so is also tightly related to Lgz . T hus the total potential energy per particle can
be estin ated from an SZE observation m easuring rs; and Lgz . Crosses —10°h M cluster
m odels, triangles — 10**h 'M  cluster m odels, squares - 10h 'M  clistermodels. T ;5
is the virial tem perature and Lgj 615 IS the selfsim ilar SZE lum inosity for a 107°h 'M

cluster.

. This relation holds over a m ass range of 2
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5. Im plications of M odels

In thispaper, we have studied the SZE properties of clisters. M otivated by observations,
m odels reproducing the cbserved X -ray scaling relations, and the assum ptions of soherical
symm etry and hydrostatic equilbbrium , we have spanned a range of plausblk ICM density
and tem perature pro lks. W e expect that the range of param eters we have explored in our
m odels encom passes the properties of real clusters. W hilke m any researchers attem pting to
understand deviations from selfsim ilar behavior in X -ray properties of clusters have consid—
ered a w ide range ofpossiblem odi cations to the gasentropy pro ks, we have dem onstrated
that the SZE lum inosity depends only very weakly on the shape and nom alization of the
entropy pro . W hile ocooling can signi cantly reduce the L g; signal as a large gas frac—
tion is cooled, the average tem perature of the ram aining gas is surprisingly robust. Thus,
Lsy; is an excellent m easure of the param eter com bination fi-y M >, The robustess of
Lsz / My T Indicates that for the scope of possible entropy pro les and cluster param e—
ters considered here, any signi cant in ected energy m ust prin arily serve to iIncrease the gas’s
potential energy by expanding the gaseous region. H owever, if non-gravitational processes
result In unacocounted clisterm ass dependent gas efection rates or star omm ation e ciency,
ourLg; M relation willbe distorted. A s shown by V khlinin et al. (2005) and discussed In
Sec. 3,the ICM m ass fraction appears lower out to 1509 In cooler clusters. T herefore the total
ICM m ass fraction either depends on cluster m ass, or the SZE pro lkswillbem ore di use
n Jowerm ass clusters. R ecent cbservations of cluster m ass/near-infrared K oand lum inosity
relation (Lin et al. 2004), estin ates of ntracluster light (Lin & M ohr 2004), and hydrody—
nam ic sin ulations nding an ICM m ass fraction ncreasing w ith m ass K ravtsov et al. 2005)
all suggest the form er at som e level. W e discuss techniques for constraining £y In Sec. 6.
O f all the varations we have considered, Lg; ism ore sensitive to the dark m atter concen—
tration param eter, the accretion pressure, and the ratio of gas to totalm ass In the cluster
than the shape and nom alization of the entropy pro k. As shown In Sec. 3, cbservations
support our understanding of dark m atter concentration param eters and the gas boundary
accretion pressure.
In the context of these m odels, we have shown the m ost In portant and uncertain param eter
of the them al history of the gas is the ICM m ass fraction, fr-y ; properties of the entropy
pro ke induce variations in Lg; clarly bounded by 10% whilke Lgy; / fry . Lgz shows
variations of 8% from the expected ntrinsic scatter n ¢ O olag et al. 2004) . K now kdge
of ¢ and its scatter can be acquired by thorough N-body sinulations, and the analysis
of Vikhlinin et al. (2005) nds agreem ent between CDM oconcentration param eters and
observations of nearby, relaxed X -ray clusters. Finally, large deviations of the bounding
pressure from our expectations could potentially signi cantly alter L5, . The com parison to
cbservations discussed In Sec. 3 Indicates at least m id agreem ent w ith our expected values.



{28 {

Thus we expect the scatter nduced by e ects discussed here to be bounded by 10% . W e
caution, however, that our assum ption of hydrostatic equilbbrium m ay not hold in the out-
skirts of the cluster (Voit et al. 2002; Thom as et al. 2002) . Furthem ore, ourm odeling is far
from extensive: we have ignored cluster asphericity, them al conduction, intraclister m ag—
netic elds, turbulent support, the presence of a relativistic uid, and im portant dynam ical
events such as large m ergers and quasar blast waves. In an analytic gas m odel, O striker
et al. (2005) dem onstrate that triaxiality and substructure In sin ulated dark m atter halos
do induce som e scatter in the cluster observables; they nd 1,4, 03 Porthe yigg M 190
relation when M 90 > 10**M .M otlet al. 2005) nd in hydrodynam ic sin ulations inclid—
Ing star form ation and supemovae feedback that whilk m apr m ergers m ay increase y, by
up to a factor of 20, they do not drastically Increase ysoo (see also Randall et al. (2002)).
Furthem ore, the level of scatter is sin ilar to our ndings: 80% ofthe sin ulated clusterm ass
estin ates from the ysq9 M 599 relation lie within + 15% to 10% ofthe true cluster m ass.
T he scatter kevel is nearly constant w ith redshift badk to at least z = 135, supporting our
optim istic view thatm erging hasa smalle ecton Lgy . Thuswe are optim isticthat Ly, will
be a ussful Indicator of clusterm ass, whik SZE pro les coupled w ith m easuram ents In other
wavebands can help us constrain the m agnitudes and sources of non-gravitational physics
In portant to understanding clusters.

O ur m odels have indicated a num ber of tight relations between cluster properties and cb-—
servables:

5=3

Iz = 16 10 *Mpd oo

Ix jour / yo© with a nom alization independent of cluster m ass

The net energy nfcted into the bound ICM can be estin ated from the ocbservable
rSZLSZl=5 as in Figure 9 and discussed in Sec. 4 2.

These rwlations should now be exam ned in hydrodynam ic simulations, where additional
physics can be m odeled and departures from hydrostatic equillorium and spherical symm e
try can be exam ined.

6. Constraining fry

W ithin both ourm odels and current observations, we have shown the m ost iIn portant
uncertain parameter in the Lg; M  relation is the ITM mass fraction, frry . Can we
cbservationally determ ine fi-y as a function ofboth cluster m ass and redshift?
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SZE surveys can potentially break the firy M  degeneracy inherent in Lg; m easuram ents
through the detection of the kinetic Sunyaev-Zeldovich e ect (kSZ).A cluster’s peculiar
velocity v produces a CM B team perature change given by (Sunyaev & Zeldovich 1972)

Z
TkSZ v n
= Thom son d:lne (l) (18)
To
The kSZ tem perature change averaged over clister i, =T, = Thom sonN esi VLo 5;i=C, IS pro—

portional to the totalnum ber of cluster electrons and the cluster peculiar velocity profcted
along the line of sight. Hemandez-M onteagudo et al. (2005) discuss an unbiased estin ator
of ie

res int
i= Teyput Tszut N+ Doyt Trszit 19)

T he varance of ; will therefore have contrlbutions from the desired kSZ signal and a noise
term from the residualCM B and them alSZ signals after subtraction, Tiip .+ Tsz, the
instrum ental noise, N, and intemal cluster m otions, ngtz A

2
i . 2 2
h — i= NZh

T hom son
To

2
i+ 2. 0)

res

V3Los
C

W ith a good understanding of Z_ and given the concordance CDM prediction orhw?, i,
one m ay deduce the total electron content and thersby M -y for a sampl of clusters in a
certain Lg; and redshift range, thus constraining firy ™ ;z). This technique will be par-
ticularly applicable to SZE surveys, where Ty and Lgy can bem easured w ithin the sam e
proected area to constrain firy without extrapolation in radius. W e caution, however, that
the kSZ e ect has not yet been detected, and so the system atic errors associated w ith this
m easuram ent are uncertain.
A swe have dem onstrated In Sec. 33, two di erent m odels for the cooling and feedback en—
ergy distribution can reproduce the density and tem perature pro lesofobserved coolclusters
deviating from selfsin ilarity. Though they di er in £y by a factor of 2, these m odels are
Indistinguishabl out to  0:85x,:4, well beyond the typical X -ray detectable region nside
05r,p. In the st (t 1), non-gravitational heating is well distrbuted and raises the
entropy level of all the cluster gas, and thus Increases its potential energy (see discussion in
Sec.42). In the second ( t 2), half of the ICM is either cooled or efcted from the clus-
ter, whilke the ram aining hot gas m aintains the properties of a gravitationally heated ICM .
These two cluster m odels do have distinct SZE observables: t 1 hasLgy = 0:88Lgy ;55 and
Xs; = 049,while t2hasLgy; = 057Lgy,6s = 1d3Lgy ss=(frcn =f) and r5; = 0:32. Both
models cause . 13% deviation ofLgy = (frry =f,) from the selfsim ilar value. W e em phasize,
however, that relating the ocbserved them al SZE pro ke to firy would still require an as—
sum ption about the behavior of (r) or T (r) In the outer regions of the cluster. Since X —ray
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observations are not sensitive to the outer regions of the cluster, alone they can only place
a lower Iin it on the number of baryons in the ICTM and cannot distinguish between these
two heatingmodels. M  can be estin ated using otherm eans, such as gravitational lensing
or assum ing the X -ray cbservabl gas is in hydrostatic equillborium . These follow -up m ea—
surem ents could also be used to calbratetheLg; M relation and as a consistency check
w ith the kSZ results. Because system atics w ill vary w ith the technique, m ultiwavelength
cluster observations w ill enhance our ability to m Inim ize our assum ptions and in prove our
accuracy In the calbration oftheLg; M  reltion, aswell as bring new understanding to
the physics of cluster gas.

7. Conclusions

SZE surxveys will soon identify thousands of clusters and m easure their photom etric
redshifts, so we will be ablk to estin ate the gas potential and them al energy wih Lgy
and rgy, aswell as the cluster mass (e Fig. 7 and Fig. 9). D etection of the kSZ signal
In these SZE surveys w ill also constrain the ICM m ass fraction, frry M ;z). Follow -up ob—
servations in X ray, optical, and radio can provide checks on the survey Lg; M relation
using independent m ass detem nations, and could further constrain ITM m odels through
AGN activity-gas energy correlations. Coupling su ciently high resolution SZ and X -ray
observations could over-constrain the gas density and tem perature pro les, and thus provide
a consistency check of deproction techniques. Sensitive SZE pro ls should extend farther
into the outer regions of the cluster than X —ray cbservations allow .

T his paper has focused on SZE observables from z = 0 clusters, though SZE surveys w ill
nd m ost of their clusters at z 0#6. However, the m odels studied here support the self-
sin ilar prediction Tgas Taark €ven under considerable varations of the total gas energy.
W e expect Tga to scale with the overdensity ( (2) o (z))l:3, and the dark m atter concen—
tration param eter w ill decrease w ith redshift as suggested by Egn. 6: by a factorof 135 at
z = 1. Appendix A suggests that changes In Lg; Induced by a decrease in ¢ w ith redshift
is Iim ited to less than 15% . T he range of entropy nom alizations exam Ined in this paper is
larger than the expected characteristic entropy decreaseby  20% at z = 1 under selfsim ilar
evolution. Because we have found a very weak dependence of Lg; on the entropy pro l,
we are optin istic that the redshift evolution of the Lg; M relation will be detem ined
by the m ore easily understood dark m atter evolution; this assum ption has been veri ed in
num erical sin ulations including galaxy fom ation Nagai2005). In this case the Lg; M
evolution is characterized by relatively few param eters, and so can hopefully be intemally
calbrated in SZE surveys Hu 2003; M ajumdar & M ohr 2004; Lima & Hu 2004, 2005; but
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see also Francis et al. 2005) . H owever, we caution that baryon physics m ay lnduce a redshift
dependent ICM m ass fraction fioy M ;z) that produces a deviation from sin ple selfsim ilar
redshift evolution. T he ocbserved ICM m ass fraction in clusters appears to depend on cluster
m ass and radiis. In Sec. 6 we proposed the use of the kSZ signalto constrain firy ™ ;2z).
U nderstanding the varation In ICTM m ass fraction w ill despen our understanding of cluster
physics and enable the use of clusters as coan ological probes. F inally, wem ay hope to probe
the gas’s them al history by m easuring the them al and potential energies as a function of
redshift through SZE observation.

BAR acknow ledges support from the N ational Science Foundation G raduate R essarch
Fellow ship and ussfildiscussions w ith M ark B irkinshaw , Jeram iah O striker, and PaulBode.
DN S acknow ledges support from NA SA A strophysics T heory P rogram NN G 04G K 55G and
NSF PIRE grant O ISE-0530095.

A . Appendix A

W e list SZE and X -ray observables com puted from the m odels considered in the paper.
Iy Is the accretion shodk radius, given in units of the dark m atter vidal radius, r . rgy
and ry are the radiiprogcted on the sky enclosing halfthe SZE /X —ay lum nosity, and also
given In unitsofr .y, isthe unitless C om pton param eter m easured along the line of sight
through the center of the cluster. W e report Lg; in tem s 0of Ly s, the value expected from
the selfsm ilar collapse m odel:

5=3

; Al

m son 1M
LSZ;ss = Tr;lo C;O bm T =171 10 4 M pczm
e p

where f, is the universal baryon fraction and T is the characteristic tem perature of the
dark m atter potential. Ly is the totalX +ay lum nosity (see Egn. 13), and Ly ;o IS com —
puted by Integrating the X +ay lum nosity outside a progcted radius 0of 0:05r . The X ray
Jum nosities were com puted w ith the cooling fiinction found in Sutherland & D opita (1993),
which includes em ission at all wavelengths. W e also com pute the average potential PE),
them al (3=2kT ), and totalenergy (E) per particke in keV according to the approxin ation
made in Section 42. 1 fry=f isthe gas fraction that has been cooled or efcted from

the cluster.

The tables below list st our baseline m odel w thout heating and cooling, followed by
m odels Including preheating and cooling w ith various values of K prenesr given in units of
ergan? g . Theparam eters forthe \selfsin ilar" phenom enologicalm odel orthe 10°h M
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clusterarec = 85, War = 1 (the \fudge factor" on them ass accretion rate), s, = s, = 141
lentropy exponents), Xere = 0 (entropy core radiis), K nax = Ki10or Knin = 001K  ax, @and
f, = 0:13. The \selfsin ilar" param eters are the sam e or the 10*h M  and 10*h M
clustersexcept ¢ = 104 and ¢ = 12:% asused In the preheat m odel of Voit et al. (2003).
Filinh Tablkel (see Sec.3.3 fordiscussion) hasparam etersc = 77, Waeer = 1,81 = 5, = 077,
Xoore = 0, Kpnax = 25K 100, Knin = 001K oy, £y = 043, Fit 2 hasparametersc = 777,
Wacer = fo=frrm, S1 = S = 07, Xeore = 0, Knax = Koo (Fow =) “, K = 001K ;ax,
f, = 043, and fry =f, = 05.
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Tabk 1. 10*®h 'M ClusterM odels
M odel Tac rsy, Yo Lgy Ty Ly Ly ;out PE 2kT E 1 freuw =5
€) @) (101 (@szjss) ) (10*%ergs keV )
no heat/cool 0.893 0255 3.6 0.963 0.0293 55. 181 295 9.33 202 0
K preheat = 10°* 1. 0297 128 0.97 0.123 115 984 255 94 161 0
Kpn = 5 1033 0.946 0272 1.94 0.965 0.0769 21.1 14 .8 275 9.36 -18.1 0
Kpn = 4 1033 0.935 0268 2.23 0.963 0.0635 26. 16. 28. 9.34 -18.7 0
Kpn = 35 1033 0.93 0265 245 0.961 0.0549 29.9 163 283 9.32 -19. 0
Kpn = 3 1033 0.924 0263 281 0.957 0.0428 36.8 16.1 28.6 929 -193 0
Kpn = 2 1033 0.913 0263 2.65 0.939 0.0476 314 151 285 9.34 -19.1 0.0252
Kpn = 1033 0.902 0261 2.66 0.928 0.0468 316 151 28.6 9.36 -193 0.0378
Kpn = 5 1032 0.896 0259 2.69 0.923 0.046 32. 15. 28.7 9.37 -194 0.0442
Kpn = 1032 0.892 0258 2.1 0.919 0.0452 324 15. -28.8 9.37 -19.5 0.049
Kpn = 1031 0.891 0258 2.67 0.918 0.0464 318 15. -28.8 9.37 194 0.0501
Kpn = 1030 0.891 0258 2.67 0.918 0.0465 31.7 15. -28.8 9.37 -194 0.0502
self sim ilar 0.806 0227 341 0.97 0.0437 514 232 312 946 21.7 0
c =3 0.887 0.312 0.87 0.762 0.092 145 102 241 7.32 -16.8 0
c =1 0.819 0243 2.54 0.923 0.0509 38.6 195 293 8.89 204 0
c =11 0.781 0205 5.08 1.04 0.0356 74 6 283 334 10.1 232 0
Wacer = 028 0.906 0.192 3.82 0.855 0.0406 64.9 275 -32. 8.32 23.6 0
Wacer = 35 0.65 0268 3.03 1.39 0.0583 402 22. -30.8 133 -17.5 0
s1 = s = 037 0.944 0295 1.5 0.968 0.105 125 941 25.8 942 -16.4 0
sp=s;=15 0.669 0.167 6.42 0.946 0.0307 195. 53.3 -37. 9.14 27.9 0
s1 = 0,xc= 01 0.813 0231 2.17 0.982 0.0857 283 213 -29.7 945 203 0
Kpin = 35 1033 0.813 023 234 0.979 0.0783 314 22.5 302 9.5 —20.7 0
Kmax = K200 0.719 0204 3.93 0.97 0.0419 67.7 29.6 -33. 9.48 235 0
Kmax = 15K 100 0.988 0274 2 .64 0.964 0.047 312 14.9 278 931 -18.5 0
Kmax = 2K 100 1.15 0.316 221 0.951 0.0493 223 11. 25.7 924 -16.5 0
Kmax = 25K 100 13 0.353 1.93 0.936 0.0511 172 8.73 242 9.16 -15 0
Kmax = 3K 100 143 0.385 1.71 0.926 0.0526 13.5 7. 225 8.92 -13.6 0
C ooling threshold 0.993 0265 1.78 0.871 0.0829 182 132 283 9.68 -18.6 0.128
Sec.33 t1l 1.56 0.488 0.65 0.882 0.144 3.01 245 -18.3 8.62 -9.67 0
Sec.33 t2 0838 032 066 0.565 0130 291 2233 256 109 147 05
=12, =396 1 0.875 025 1.92 0.981 0.0927 215 16.1 285 9.51 -19. 0
=12, 2= 253 1 12 0.341 123 0.953 0.108 925 731 23.7 924 -14 4 0
=12, ,=1741 15 0421 0914 0.917 0117 526 426 205 889 1.6 0
=12, =105 1 1.83 0.483 0.758 0.866 0.119 3.64 2.96 -18.3 8.4 -9.86 0
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Tabk 2. 10%h M ClusterM odels
M odel Tac rsz Yo Lsy ry Ly Ly ;out PE 2kT E 1 freuw =5
c ) @) (10°)  (@szss) ) (10%ergs kev )
no heat/cool 103 0227 5.8 0.932 0.0227 546 132 663 194 468 0
K preneat = 10% 147 0436 0.446 0.846 0326 129 124 39 197 =213 0
Kon=5 103 126 0325 0.888 0.91 0197 348 323 487 1.9 297 0
Kon=4 103 122 03 11 0.92 0165 472 426 515 1.92 323 0
Kpn = 35 10%3 119 0288 124 0.924 0148 566 5.02 531 193 338 0
Koo =3 103 117 0276 145 0.929 0129 7.04 6.07 55 194 355 0
Kpn=2 103 111 0251 228 0.932 0.0821 13.8 10.1 598 195 403 0
K pn = 10%3 105 0249 2.95 0.852 0.0439 175 7.95 %613 196 -418 0.0904
Kon=5 1032 103 0244 305 0.828 0.0408 184 7.9 %623 197 -426 012
K pn = 102 1. 0241 2.95 0.808 0.0425 174 7.7 628 197 -43 0.144
K pp = 103 1. 024  2.93 0.804 0.0429 172 7.6 %629 197 -431 0149
K pp = 10%° 1. 024  2.99 0.804 0.041 178 7.67 %63 197 -433 015
self sim ilar 0838 0192 4.91 0.957 0.0357 484 184 718 2. 517 0
c =45 0.919 0261 147 0.753 0.0617 184 105 575 158 417 0
c = 85 085 0205 3.4 0.909 0.04 38.  16. 676 188 -4.838 0
c =13 0813 0.173 7.7 1.03 0.0303 663 214 765 214 55 0
Wacer = 028 0912 0.168 5.39 0.896 0.0346 589 215 735 186 549 0
Wacer = 35 0713 0236 426 1.19 0.0401 355 152 697 246 45 0
s1= 853 = 07 1. 0263 1.98 0.936 0.0929 941 6.67 575 194 38 0
s1= s =15 0.681 0.133 94 0.947 0.0287 200. 457 875 198 6.77 0
s1= 0, xc= 0:1 085 0198 2.91 0.968 0.0809 23. 168 683 202 481 0
Kmin= 35 1033 095 0261 121 0.948 0186 635 585 567 199 369 0
Knax = K 200 0744 0173 5.65 0.964 0034 639 233 762 203 559 0
Kmax = 15K 100 104 0229 383 0.936 0.0387 298 122 643 195 448 0
Kmax = 2K 100 121 026 321 0.916 0.0409 211 9.2 591 1.9 401 0
Kmax = 25K 100 138 0287 281 0.896 0.0428 163 721 554 186 -3.68 0
Kmax = 3K 100 154 031 254 0.874 0.0444 135 6.4 529 1.84 345 0
Wacer = 1478 0787 021  4.62 1.03 0.0369 425 168 708 215 493 0
Kmax T2 ° 11 024 36 0.929 00395 263 109 %25 194 432 0
Knmax T2 °, 0838 0192 228 0.444 0.0357 104 3.97 718 2. 517 0536
£ rl=2
C ooling threshold 097 0251 134 0.705 0111 542 443 6. 205 395 0282
=12, ,=387, 0975 0214 287 0.958 00751 201 135 656 2. 456 0
=12, ,=2%64, 125 0263 213 0.923 0.0821 113 7.97 575 193 382 0
=12, ,=174, 155 0309 1.7 0.883 00866 73 526 512 184 327 0
=12, ,=1:03,; 183 0332 153 0.845 0.0871 5.95 4.3 478 177 301 0




{35

Tabk 3. 10*h M ClusterM odels
M odel Tac rsz Yo Lsg ry Ly Ly ;cut PE 2kT E 1 fry=f
) @) (10° (@Lsz;ss) ) (10%2ergs 1) (kev )
no heat/cool 1.15 0.196 7.58 0.942 0.0194 94 .4 17.8 -1.52 0.424 1.1 0
K preheat = 5 10%° 243 0666 02 0.663 0.743 0467 0.461 0539 0298 0241 0
Kpn = 4 1033 2 .06 0.574 0273 0.717 0.622 0.717 0.706 -0.632 0.323 -0.309 0
Kpn = 35 1033 1.99 0.517 0.324 0.717 0.554 0.901 0.885 -0.679 0.323 -0.357 0
Kpn = 3 1033 1.79 0.464 0.404 0.75 0.483 122 12 -0.751 0.337 -0.413 0
Kpn = 2 1033 143 0.347 0.764 0.853 0.312 291 2.78 -0.967 0.384 -0.584 0
Kpn = 1033 121 0214 4.85 0.769 0.0318 355 11.9 -1.44 0.422 -1.02 0.18
Kpn = 5 1032 1.12 0238 2.69 0.642 0.0387 10.6 451 -1.34 0.429 -0.907 0.326
Kpn = 1032 1.02 0223 2.53 0.579 0.0424 9.51 425 -1.4 0.437 -0.96 0.403
Kpn = 103t 1. 022 2.58 0.566 0.0394 9.82 417 -1.41 0.439 -0.974 0.419
Kpn = 1030 1. 022 2 .55 0.565 0.0404 9.62 416 -1.41 0.439 -0.974 0.42
self sim ilar 0.856 0.163 7.13 0.985 0.0303 77 .6 25.6 -1.67 0.444 -122 0
c =1 0.919 021 282 0.809 0.0438 423 193 -1.4 0.364 -1.03 0
c =115 0.863 0.17 6.07 0.954 0.0322 68.9 24 2 -1.6 0.425 -1.18 0
c =16 0.831 0.146 10.6 1.07 0.026 102. 28.6 1.8 0.484 -1.32 0
Wacer = 028 0.912 0.148 7.68 0.956 0.0301 90.9 294 -1.71 0.427 -1.28 0
Wacer = 35 0.762 0.197 6.31 1.1 0.0313 59.1 20.6 -1.62 0.501 -1.12 0
s1 = s = 0:7 1.05 0236 2.69 0.941 0.0906 12.9 8.9 -1.31 0.425 -0.885 0
sp=s;=15 0.681 0.109 13.7 0.993 0.0276 334. 66.8 -2.07 0.446 -1.62 0
s1 = 0,xc= 01 0.875 0172 3.91 0.995 0.0809 32.1 233 -1.58 0.449 -1.13 0
Kmax = K200 0.756 0.149 8.18 0.998 0.0287 102. 32.1 -1.77 0.45 -1.32 0
Kmax = 15K 100 1.08 0.193 5.63 0.954 0.0335 48 4 175 -1.51 0.432 -1.08 0
Kmax = 2K 100 126 0217 4.72 0.927 0.0361 342 13.1 -1.39 0.417 -0.971 0
Kmax = 25K 100 1.44 0237 413 0.902 0.0383 263 10.6 -1.3 0.406 -0.895 0
Kmax = 3K 100 1.6 0253 3.69 0.881 0.0402 212 8.87 123 0.393 -0.833 0
Wacer = 3:16 0.769 0.193 6.35 1.09 0.0311 60. 20.7 -1.61 0.489 -1.12 0
Kmax T2:3 1.54 0247 3.89 0.889 0.0394 235 9.68 -127 0.402 -0.865 0
Knmax T2:3, 0.856 0.163 1.54 0212 0.0303 3.6 1.19 -1.67 0.444 122 0.785
£ T 1=2

=12, o= 387 1 1.05 0.177 449 0.981 0.0643 35. 213 -1.55 0.442 -1.11 0

=12, =272 1 13 0205 3.61 0.946 0.0684 22.9 144 -1.4 0.426 -0.973 0

=12, 2 =180 1 1.58 023 3.06 0.909 0.0711 16.6 10.7 -1.28 0.409 -0.873 0

=12, =106 1 1.83 024 2.85 0.881 0.0715 144 9.32 -122 0.397 -0.827 0
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