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A B ST R A C T

The upcom ing generation of SZE surveys will shed fresh light onto the
study ofclusters.W hatwillthisnew observationalwindow revealaboutcluster
properties? W hatcan welearn from com bining X-ray,SZE,and opticalobserva-
tions? How do variationsin the gasentropy pro�le,dark m atterconcentration,
accretion pressure, and intracluster m edium (ICM ) m ass fraction a�ect SZE
observables? W einvestigatethesignatureoftheseim portantclusterparam eters
with an analytic m odelofthe ICM .Given the current uncertainties in ICM
physics, our approach is to span the range ofplausible m odels m otivated by
observations and a sm allset ofassum ptions. W e �nd a tight relation between
the centralCom pton param eter and the X-ray lum inosity outside the cluster
core,suggesting that these observables carry the sam e inform ation about the
ICM .The totalSZE lum inosity is proportionalto the therm alenergy ofthe
gas,and isa surprisingly robustindicatorofclusterm ass:LSZ / fICM M

5=3.W e
show that a com bination ofLSZ and the half-lum inosity radius rSZ provides a
m easure ofthe potentialenergy ofthe clustergas,and thuswe can deduce the
totalenergy content ofthe ICM .W e caution that any system atic variation of
theICM m assfraction willdistorttheexpected LSZ � M calibration to beused
to study theevolution ofclusternum berdensity,and proposea technique using
kSZ to constrain fICM (M ;z).

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0601133v2
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Subjectheadings: cosm ic m icrowave background | cosm ologicalparam eters|
galaxies:clusters:general| X-rays:galaxies:clusters

1. Introduction

Asthe largestand m ostrecently form ed relaxed objectsin the universe,clusters pro-
videcosm ologicalconstraintscom plem entarytootherobservations.Press& Schechter(1974)
showed thattheirco-m oving num berdensity isexponentially sensitive to both clusterm ass
and theam plitudeofthelinearpowerspectrum ofdensity uctuations.Thenum berdensity
ofm assive galaxy clustersin the localuniverse constrainsa m odel-dependentcom bination
ofthe am plitude ofuctuationsat8 h� 1 M pc (�8)and the m atterdensity (
m ). The red-
shift evolution ofcluster num ber counts depends on the linear growth factorand and the
co-m oving volum e elem ent,and can thereby potentially break thedegeneracy in thefam ily
of� and quintessence m odels allowed by prim ary CM B anisotropy (W ang & Steinhardt
1998). X-ray and opticalcluster counts atlow and interm ediate redshifts have been used
to constrain cosm ologicalparam eters(forrecentresults,seeAllen etal.2003,2004;Bahcall
etal.2003;Henry 2004;Ikebeetal.2002;Pierpaolietal.2003;Rapettietal.2005;Reiprich
& B�ohringer2002;Rosatietal.2002;Shim izu etal.2003;Viana etal.2002;Vikhlinin etal.
2003).
TheSunyaev-Zel’dovich e�ect(SZE)ux isan excellentprobeofhigh redshiftclusters,and
m any SZE surveys are in developm ent,such asACT1,APEX 2,Planck3,and SPT4.W hile
the inform ation from high redshift available in SZE surveys can potentially provide tight
cosm ologicalconstraints(Haim an etal.2001),recentwork suggeststhatuncertaintiesin the
m ass-observable relation and itsscattercan severely degrade theirsensitivity. Fortunately,
internalcalibration and som efollow-up observationscan recoverm uch ofasurvey’ssensitiv-
ity ifthem ass-observablerelation and itsscattercan bedescribed accurately in therelevant
redshiftrange by a reasonably sm allsetofparam eters(Hu 2003;M ajum dar& M ohr2004;
Lim a & Hu 2004,2005;butseealso Francisetal.2005).Theresultspresented in thispaper
supporttheirassum ption:we �nd a tightm ass-observable SZE relation thatisrobustto a
widerangeofm odelvariations.
The SZE is a distinct spectralsignature in the CM B due to Thom son scattering ofCM B

1http://www.hep.upenn.edu/act/

2http://bolo.berkeley.edu/apexsz/index.htm l

3http://www.rssd.esa.int/index.php?project= PLANCK & page= index

4http://spt.uchicago.edu/



{ 3 {

photonsand hotelectronswith am agnitudeproportionaltotheintegrated electron pressure
along thelineofsight(fordiscussionsofSZE physics,seeBirkinshaw 1999;Carlstrom etal.
2002).A unitlessm easure ofthe e�ectisthe Com pton param etery (Sunyaev & Zeldovich
1972):

y =
�Thom son

m ec
2

Z

Pe dl: (1)

W ede�netheSZE lum inosity LSZ astheintegration ofy overtheprojected clusterarea,so
that

fSZd
2
A = LSZ =

Z

y dA =
�Thom son

m ec
2

Z

PedV =
�Thom son

m ec
2

N ehTei: (2)

Assum ing localtherm alequilibrium ,LSZ directly m easuresthetotaltherm alenergy content
oftheintraclusterm edium (ICM ),and y(�)inform suson how thegasisdistributed in the
cluster. Because dA attens at interm ediate redshift,the SZE ux fSZ becom es approxi-
m ately redshiftindependent.
Theself-sim ilarcollapsem odelfortheICM considersonly gravitationalphysicsand predicts
scaling relations between cluster properties. X-ray observations indicate signi�cant devi-
ations from these predictions,m ost notably in the X-ray lum inosity-tem perature relation
(M arkevitch 1998;Arnaud & Evrard 1999).M any com plex non-gravitationalprocessesde-
term ine the �naltherm alstate ofthe ICM .W e discussm any ofthem in Sec.2 along with
related X-ray observations. In Sec.3 we introduce an analytic m odelofsm ooth accretion
(Voitetal.2003)thatprovidesa conceptualfoundation fordeterm ining thegasproperties.
W ethen relax som eoftheassum ptionsofVoitetal.(2003)and param etrizeouruncertain-
ties in ICM physics: the poorly understood e�ects ofheating,cooling,and conduction is
encoded in thegasentropy pro�leand theICM m assfraction,variation in thedark m atter
potentialis characterized by the concentration param eter,and the boundary condition is
setby an accretion pressure.M otivated by thephysicsand observationsdiscussed in Sec.2,
ourm ain goalisto explore SZE and X-ray observablesovera plausible rangeofparam eter
valuesusing a setofphenom enologicalm odelsundertheassum ptionsofsphericalsym m etry
and hydrostatic equilibrium . W e com pare the resulting pro�les to recent observations of
nearby,relaxed clustersreported in Vikhlinin etal.(2005).W equantify deviationsfrom the
expected LSZ � M relationship and indicate the m ain sources ofscatter accessible to our
m odels.In Sec.4 wedescriberelationsbetween clusterpropertiesand observablesthathold
acrossthe range ofm odelswe consider. In particular,we show thatSZE observablesalone
providearobustm easureofthetotalenergy contentoftheICM .W ediscusstheim plications
and lim itationsofourm odelsin Sec.5,and focuson theim portantpointofconstraining the
ICM clusterm assfraction fICM using thekinetic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich e�ect(kSZ)in Sec.6.
Sec.7 statesourconclusionsand theim plicationsofthiswork forfutureSZE surveys.
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2. IC M Physics

In theself-sim ilarsphericalcollapsem odel(Peebles1993)and in agreem entwith N-body
sim ulations,allvirialized clustersat�xed redshifthavethesam eoverdensity relativeto the
background.In theabsenceofnon-gravitationalprocesses,weexpectthegastem peratureto
besetby thedark m attervirialtem perature:Tvir =

G M �m p

2R
/ M 2=3 where�m p isthem ean

gasparticle m ass. These assum ptionsalso predictLX / T2 when therm albrem sstrahlung
dom inatesX-ray em ission (T & 2 keV)and LX / T atlowertem peratureswhen lineem is-
sion dom inates. However,observations indicate LX / T2:6� 2:9 (M arkevitch 1998;Arnaud
& Evrard 1999). This deviation from the expected scaling has instigated extensive theo-
reticalinvestigation ofthe e�ectsofvariousnon-gravitationalprocesses. Preheating ofthe
intergalacticm edium atan early tim e(Kaiser1991),radiativecooling (Voit& Bryan 2001),
cooling with energy injection due to feedback (Ostriker et al.2005),and quasar activity
(Lapietal.2005)can allreproduce the observed LX � T relation. Fortunately,the latest
high resolution X-ray observations provide new constraints for ICM m odels out to nearly
halfthedark m attervirialradius(Vikhlinin etal.2005).
Under the assum ptions ofsphericalsym m etry and hydrostatic equilibrium ,X-ray surface
brightnessand tem peraturepro�lesallow extraction ofa cluster’stotalm asspro�le.Recent
data from nearby,relaxed clusters(Vikhlinin etal.2005;Pratt& Arnaud 2005)areconsis-
tentwith theuniversalNFW pro�le(Navarroetal.1997)with �CD M best�tconcentration
param etersand scatter(Dolag etal.2004).In Vikhlinin etal.’ssam ple of13 clusterswith
tem perature range 0.7 -9 keV,tem perature pro�les are self-sim ilar only at r & 0:15rvir.
However,using the gas m ass weighted rather than X-ray em ission weighted tem perature,
they still�nd agreem entwith self-sim ilarpredictionsfortheM � T scaling.
Since cluster gasevolves nearly adiabatically,the entropy pro�le isa usefuldescription of
the gas: once the entropy distribution is�xed,convective stability,a con�ning pressure at
the clustergasboundary,and the assum ption ofhydrostatic equilibrium determ ine the gas
pro�lein adarkm atterpotential.Thecustom ary de�nition of‘entropy’in this�eld is(Tozzi
& Norm an 2001;Voitetal.2003)

K =
P

�5=3
=

T

�m p�
2=3

/ e
2s=3 (3)

and isrelated to the therm odynam ic entropy perparticle s asgiven above. Typically,one
considersthe function K (M gas),where M gas isthe m assofgaswith entropy is� K (M gas).
A usefulquantity isthecharacteristicentropy ofa region ofoverdensity � asde�ned by

K � =
T�

�m p

(�f b�cr)
� 2=3 (4)
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with T� = G M � �m p

2r�
thecharacteristictem peratureofthedarkm atterpotentialatoverdensity

�,and f b theuniversalbaryon fraction.Theself-sim ilarcollapsem odelpredictsa universal
entropy pro�le K (r)/ r1:1 �xed by the physicsofgravitationalcollapse (Tozzi& Norm an
2001;Borganietal.2001),with the norm alization scaling asK � / T� forclustersat�xed
redshift. Observed entropy pro�les (Pratt & Arnaud 2005)are approxim ately self-sim ilar
down to 2 keV in the radialrange 0:05r200 < r < 0:5r200 with K (r)/ r0:94� 0:14 (Pratt&
Arnaud 2005),and they generally show a attercore inside 0:1r200 (Pratt& Arnaud 2003;
Ponm an etal.2003).Theentropy pro�lenorm alization clearly deviatesfrom theself-sim ilar
prediction and scales with cluster tem perature as K (0:1r200) / T0:65� 0:05 (Ponm an et al.
2003).
Assuggested by Neum ann & Arnaud (2001),sim ilarity breaking in both the LX � T and
K � T relationsareconsistentwith an ICM m assfraction tem peraturedependence,so that
fICM � T1=2. X-ray observations �nd evidence for lower gas densities in cooler clusters
outto � 0:35r200 (Neum ann & Arnaud 2001;Pratt& Arnaud 2003;Vikhlinin etal.2005;
butsee also M athewsetal.2005).CurrentX-ray observationscannotm easure gaspro�les
m uch past 0:5rvir,so the ‘m issing’gas m ay be bound in the outer regions ofthe cluster,
escaped from theclusterpotentialaltogether,orcondensed into intraclusterstars(Gonzalez
etal.2005;Lin & M ohr2004).SZE signaturesin W M AP also �nd thatfICM increaseswith
tem perature (Afshordietal.2005). Because LSZ / fICM ,any trend in the totalICM m ass
fraction willa�ectthe L SZ � M relation. Such trendsare quite possible,given trendswith
m assin observationsoftheclusterm ass/near-infrared K-band lum inosity relation (Lin etal.
2004),estim atesofintraclusterlight(Lin & M ohr2004),and in hydrodynam ic sim ulations
�nding a m ass-dependentICM m assfraction (Kravtsov etal.2005).
Voit& Bryan (2001)havesuggested thatradiativecooling setstheentropy scaleresponsible
forsim ilarity breaking:gasbelow thecooling threshold iseithercondensed orinjected with
energy through feedback untilit exceeds the cooling threshold. Consistent with observed
scalingrelations,theirsim plem odelpredictsforthecentralentropy K / T2=3 forT > 2keV
and K independent ofT forT < 2 keV. Dav�e etal.(2002)dem onstrate a sim ilarK � T

scaling in num ericalsim ulationsofgroupsthatincluderadiativecooling and starform ation.
In theanalyticm odelofM cCarthy etal.(2004)cooling approxim ately m aintainstheinitial
entropy powerlaw,in agreem entwith theobserved entropy gradientsin clusters.
Coolingand subsequentfeedback play an essentialbutenigm aticrolein thetherm odynam ics
ofthe ICM .Asm any as70� 90% ofnearby clustershave cold coresofgaswith tcool m uch
sm allerthan theageofthecluster(Peresetal.1998),and sim ilarresultshavebeen found in
the redshiftrangez � 0:15� 0:4 (Baueretal.2005).However,in severalwell-studied cold
core clusters,Tam ura etal.(2001),Peterson etal.(2001),Sakelliou etal.(2002),Peterson
etal.(2003),and Kaastra etal.(2004)�nd very littlecooled gasbelow a quarterofthehot
gastem perature.M easurem entsofO VIem ission in cold coresim ply gascondensation rates
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wellbelow the expectations from a sim ple cooling ow m odel(Bregm an et al.2006),and
altogetherobservationssuggestsubsonic energy injection spatially distributed in regionsof
� 100kpcand continuouson tim escalesof108 years.Therm alconduction and AGN activity
m ay beim portantto balancing radiativecooling in cold cores(seePeterson & Fabian 2005,
fora com prehensive review ofthecooling ow problem ).
A distinctsourceoffeedback isneeded to balancethesevereovercooling presentin cooling-
only analyticcalculationsand cosm ologicalhydrodynam ic sim ulations(Oh & Benson 2003;
Balogh etal.2001). The stellarbaryon fraction in clustershasbeen estim ated at5� 20%
(Rousselet al.2000;Balogh et al.2001;Lin et al.2003),though inclusion ofintracluster
starsm ay increase thisfraction by a factoroftwo (Lin & M ohr2004;Gonzalezetal.2005;
Zibettietal.2005).Voit& Bryan (2005)concludethatheating isneeded athigh redshiftto
solve this‘cooling crisis,’and itsresolution ism ostlikely related to thehigh entropy levels
observed in lessm assive clustersand groups.
A sim plepreheating oftheintergalacticm edium to a‘universalentropy oor’by supernovae
and AGN beforetheepoch ofclusterform ation (Kaiser1991)introducesdeviationsfrom the
expected scaling relationsand m itigatesthe cooling crisis. Heating occurring before accre-
tion onto theclusterm oste�ciently raisesthegasentropy level.Lapietal.(2005)estim ate
1=4 keV=particle is available from supernovae,and is not enough to m atch the observed
LX � T and K � T relations.Lapietal.(2005)also consideran additional1=2keV=particle
available forpreheating from sm ooth,long-lived AGN outputs;this energy is su�cient to
providem arginalagreem entwith theobserved LX � T and K � T scalingrelations.However,
externalpreheating m odelswith sm ooth accretion aregenerically disfavored observationally
because they predictlarge isentropic coresin low m asssystem s(Tozzietal.2000;Pratt&
Arnaud 2003;Ponm an etal.2003)and requirealargeentropyoor(& 3� 1033 erg cm 2 g� 5=3)
to m atch the LX � T relation (M cCarthy et al.2004). W e do consider this m odelin our
com putationsforcom pleteness.
Sim ulationsshow thatthe accretion processisfarfrom spherical,often taking place along
�lam ents.Thusm any researchers(Voitetal.2003;Ponm an etal.2003;Voit& Bryan 2005)
havesuggested a m orefavorablescenario ofpreheating wherethee�ectofpreheating ispri-
m arily to reducethedensity ofpre-shock gasaccreting onto lowerm asssystem s.Thisraises
the post-shock entropy norm alization while producing the radialentropy pro�le expected
from gravitationalshock heating. Borganietal.(2005)have explored thisproposalin nu-
m ericalsim ulations,and �nd thatfeedback m ustbebetterdistributed than theirstrongest
galacticwindsin ordertoproducethedesired levelsofentropyam pli�cation and radialgradi-
ent.Lapietal.(2005)circum ventisentropiccoresand introducesim ilarity-breaking through
quasarblastwaveswithin the cluster,which leave a steep �nalentropy pro�le K (r)/ r1:3.
In Sec.3 we incorporate featuresfrom allthe m odelsdiscussed above into oursetofphe-
nom enologicalm odels.
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3. SZE Signals from A nalytic M odels

In thissection we �rstdescribe ouranalytic ICM m odeltaken from Voitetal.(2003)
with slightm odi�cations.Undertheassum ption ofsm ooth accretion and gravitationalshock
heating,the m ass accretion history determ ines K (M g),which can be m odi�ed to account
forcooling and a uniform preheating.Ourphenom enologicalapproach generalizesthisICM
m odeltoexploreparam eterrangessuggested orunconstrained byobservations.W enolonger
assum e sm ooth accretion orattem ptto com pute K (M g)orfICM from �rstprinciples,and
wealso allow thedark m atterpotentialand boundary pressureto vary.Becauseresearchers
(e.g.,Ostrikeretal.2005)som etim esusea polytropicm odelfortheICM ,weinvestigateits
SZE observablesand useittoconsideram odeloflum pyaccretion.Throughoutthesem odels
wetranslatethee�ectsofnon-gravitationalphysicsand otheruncertaintiesin ICM physics
into theire�ectson thegasentropy pro�le,clusterpotential,and boundary conditions,from
which wecan easily com putetheclusterobservables.FollowingVoitetal.(2003),weassum e
forcosm ologicalparam etersto = 13:4 Gyr,
m ;o = 0:3,
�;o = 0:7,h = 0:71,�8 = 0:9,and
theuniversalbaryon fraction fb = 0:02h� 2
� 1

m ;o.W edo notexpectthesechoicesto lim itthe
validity ofourresults. In particular,the universalbaryon fraction only setsthe norm aliza-
tion ofthegasdensity,sinceweneglectitsself-gravitationale�ects.W ealso assum ea fully
ionized ICM with prim ordialabundances,so �=nm p = � = 0:59and ne = 0:52n.Forcooling
com putationsweassum ea m etallicity Z = 0:3Z� .

3.1. A nalytic M odelofPreheating and C ooling

W em odelthedark m atterwith an NFW potential(Navarro etal.1997)ofoverdensity
�(z),m assM � ,and virialradiusr� :

�N F W (r)=
GM �

r�

log(1+ c� r=r� )

log(1+ c� )� c� =(1+ c� )

r�

r
: (5)

W e �x �(z)using the approxim ation in Bryan & Norm an (1998)to the sphericaltop hat
collapse m odelin a �CD M universe,so � � 100 atz = 0. As in Voit et al.(2003),we
param etrize the concentration param eter’s weak dependence on cluster m ass and redshift
(Navarro etal.1997)as

c� (M � )= 8:5(M � =10
15
h
� 1
M � )

� 0:086 (1+ z)� 0:65; (6)



{ 8 {

and weusethem assaccretion histories�tin Voitetal.(2003)forclustersobserved atz = 0
to a m ergertreealgorithm ofLacey & Cole(1993):

log(M =M o)= a1log(t=to)+ a2(log(t=to))
2
: (7)

Thesefunctionsalreadyintroducesom esim ilarity breakingin ourbaselinem odelbecausea1,
a2,and c� alldepend on clusterm ass.W econsider1015h� 1M � (a1 = 1:94 and a2 = �0:55),
1014h� 1M � (a1 = 1:10and a2 = �0:88),and 1013h� 1M � (a1 = 0:64and a2 = �0:96)clusters
atz = 0 (Voitetal.2003).
In the sm ooth accretion approxim ation, infalling gas ofuniform density is shocked at a
well-de�ned radius,inside ofwhich we assum e hydrostatic equilibrium . The param eter �
describestheposition ofthegasaccretion shock radiusrac

� = 1�
rac

rta
: (8)

W e assum e rta = 2r� (Voit et al.2003) for the position ofthe turn-around radius ofthe
gascurrently accreting. W e follow Voitetal.(2003)fora self-consistent determ ination of
�(t)5. As in Tozzi& Norm an (2001)and Voit et al.(2003),� is nearly constant in tim e,
exceptfora sharp jum p asaccretion goesfrom adiabaticto shock-dom inated in preheating
m odels.Thefree-fallvelocity ofthegasrelativeto theclusterattheaccretion shock is�xed
by energy conservation:

v
2
ac =

2GM � �

rac
: (9)

Note thatwe neglect gasenergy changes associated with adiabatic com pression ofthe in-
falling gasand a tim e-varying am ountofenclosed dark m atter(seeTozzi& Norm an (2001)
foradiscussion ofthesee�ects).W eadopttheapproxim ation thatdarkm atterand baryonic
m assdensitiestraceoneanotherbeforeaccretion:

fbM
0(t)= 4�r2ac�1u1: (10)

Here fb isthe universalbaryon m assfraction,rac = 2r� (1� �)isthe gasshock radius,�1
istheaveragepre-shock gasdensity,and u1 isthevelocity ofthegasrelativeto them oving
shock radius.Asourself-consistentdeterm ination of� suggests,wefurtherassum ethatthe
ratio ofthe shock radiusto the dark m attervirialradiuschangesslowly,so thatu1 isjust
given by

u1 = vac + 2(1� �)r0� (t): (11)

�1,u1,and the externalgasentropy K preheat �x the M ach num berofthe shock atrac. W e
apply the Rankine-Hugonoit jum p conditions (Landau & Lifshitz 2000) to determ ine the

5W e allow theirparam eterg1 to vary and also approxim ater
0

�
(t)= 0:2vac(t).
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post-shock density and pressure. Thus M (t) and �(t) �x the post-shock entropy pro�le
K (M gas). Note that we do not assum e that the post-shock velocity is zero,since the gas
iscontinually com pressing to m aintain an approxim ately �xed value of�. The post-shock
velocityrelativetotheclusteris. 25% ofthesound speed throughouttheaccretion histories,
so that hydrostatic equilibrium rem ains a good approxim ation. Our m odelignores any
subsequent accretion shocks bringing the gas to rest in the cluster;these would occur at
higherdensitiesand involve relatively sm allchangesin energy.
Oncewehavetheentropy distribution K (M gas)thatincludespreheatingand accretion shock
heating,we m odify K (M gas)according to the cooling approxim ation in Voitetal.(2003).
Finallywesolvetheequationsofhydrostaticequilibrium and m assconservation todeterm ine
thegasproperty pro�les

1

�

dP

dr
= �

d�N F W

dr

dM gas

dr
= 4�r2� (12)

P = K (M gas)�
5=3
:

W e vary �(to)untilM gas(rac)= fICM M (to),where them assaccretion rate,the shock M ach
num ber,and K (M (to)) �x the boundary conditions. To avoid the singularity associated
with K = 0 when the gascools,we seta m inim um entropy K m in = 0:01K 200 so thatwe do
notarti�cially introduce sim ilarity breaking. SZE clusterpropertiesare una�ected by this
choice.
To relate ourgaspro�les to an X-ray observable,we choose to com pute LX ;cut,the X-ray
lum inosity outsidea projected radius0:05r� ,to avoid uncertaintiesaboutthesm allentropy
valuesin the m odelclustercores. W e also reportthe totalX-ray lum inosity,LX ,and the
radiusprojected onto the sky containing halfthe totalX-ray lum inosity,rX (including the
region inside0:05r� ).TheX-ray lum inosity ofa sm allregion ofgasdV isgiven by

dLX = n
2(x)�(T)dV: (13)

�(T)is the X-ray cooling function,which we approxim ate with the cooling function that
includesallwavelengthsgiven in Sutherland & Dopita(1993).W ecom puteSZE pro�lesy(�)
aswellasthe SZE lum inosity LSZ,the centralCom pton param eteryo (y along the line of
sightpassing through the clustercenter),and theprojected radiuscontaining halfthe SZE
lum inosity,rSZ.
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3.2. Preheating and C ooling M odelR esults

W e�rstcom putethepredictionsofthem odeldescribed in Sec.3.1 when both preheat-
ing and cooling are neglected,and then include cooling and allow K preheat to vary in the
range1030 � 1034 erg cm 2 g� 5=3.In Appendix A wereportX-ray and SZE observableprop-
ertiesofourm odelclusters.Ourbaseline m odelneglectscooling and setsK preheat = 0,and
producesan X-ray coresurfacebrightnesstoo largecom pared to observed cold coreregions
(M arkevitch 1998). The system atic decrease in c� and increase in accretion pressure with
increasing cluster m ass already introduce som e sim ilarity breaking: low m ass clusters are
hotterin the clusterinteriorand have largeraccretion radii.Otherwise gaspro�lesrem ain
approxim ately self-sim ilar.Ourbaselinem odelreproducestheself-sim ilarLSZ scalingresult,
and we�nd LSZ = (1:6� 10� 4 M pc2)(M =1015h� 1M � )5=3.
W ith cooling butnegligible pre-shock gasentropy,the cooled fraction ofbaryonswas0.05,
0.15,and 0.42 forthe highest to lowest m assclusters. The cooling approxim ation ofVoit
et al.(2003) depends on the assum ption ofT = T� throughout the cluster at alltim es,
and appearsto underestim atethecooled fraction com pared to m orepreciseanalyticcooling
m odelsby around a factorof2 (seeOh & Benson 2003,Fig.1),and m oreso in cooling-only
hydrodynam icsim ulations(da Silva etal.2004).Cooling steepenstheinnerentropy pro�le
su�ciently to produce X-ray core surface brightness values in the range m easured in the
cold coreregionsofM arkevitch (1998).Oncescaled according to therem aining gasfraction
fICM ,density and entropy pro�lesrem ained approxim ately self-sim ilar.TheLSZ � M scaling
relation slightly steepens to LSZ = (1:6� 10� 4 M pc2)(M =1015h� 1M � )1:75. Ifwe scale LSZ

by theuncooled gasfraction fICM aswell,we recovertheself-sim ilarresultfound in theno
cooling m odelabove:LSZ=(fICM =fb)= (1:6� 10� 4 M pc2)(M =1015h� 1M � )5=3. Thus,in our
m odelthem ass-weighted tem peraturestays�xed when weallow cooling.
In addition to cooling wenow considerK preheat in therange1030 � 1034 erg cm 2 g� 5=3.Voit
et al.(2003) adopt 3 � 1033 erg cm 2 g� 5=3 to reproduce the LX � T relation,and obser-
vations suggest 1:4 � 1033 erg cm 2 g� 5=3 (Lloyd-Davies et al.2000;Ponm an et al.1999).
Large K preheat valuesintroduce isentropic,hotcores,particularly in the leastm assive clus-
ter.Figure1com parestheSZE surfacebrightnesspro�lesproduced by thecooling-only and
K preheat = 3 � 1033 erg cm 2 g� 5=3 m odels. Preheating dram atically broadens SZE pro�les
in the low m asssystem sdue to the fractionally greaterenergy input,while the LSZ scaling
onlyslightlysteepensforthislargeK preheatvalue:LSZ = 1:6� 10� 4 M pc2(M =1015h� 1M � )1:70.
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Fig. 1.| SZE surface brightness pro�les for our cooling only and cooling+preheating
(K preheat = 3� 1033 erg cm 2 g� 5=3)m odels scaled by M =1015h� 1M � (see Sec.3.2 form ore
discussion).In a com pletely self-sim ilarm odelthepro�lesofallclusterm asseswould coin-
cide.Ourcoolingm odel(thin curves)breakssim ilarity by inducingam assdependentcooled
gasfraction,whileourcooling+preheating m odel(thick curves)producesm oredi�usecores
in lower m ass clusters. The solid curves are the 1015h� 1M � cluster m odels. The prim ary
resultofpreheating forthisclusteristo shuto� cooling,so thepreheating m odelhaslarger
gasfraction and thusSZE pro�le. Short-dashed curvesare the 1014h� 1M � clusterm odels,
where preheating has signi�cantly reduced the centralgas density and therefore yo. The
long-dashed curves are the 1013h� 1M � cluster m odels. The large isentropic core severely
extendsthegaspro�lein thepreheating m odel.
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3.3. Phenom enologicalM odels and C om parison w ith O bservations

In thissection we adopta phenom enologicalapproach in orderto include inform ation
from thelatestX-ray observationsand toexploreawiderrangeofclusterparam eters.W hile
we stillassum e sphericalsym m etry,an NFW potential(Eqn.5),hydrostatic equilibrium ,
and a well-de�ned accretion shock radiusbounding theICM ,wedo notattem ptto com pute
K (M gas) or fICM from �rst principles. Furtherm ore,we allow the accretion pressure and
dark m atterconcentration to vary. M otivated by both observations and m odels discussed
in Sec.2,weparam etrizethegasentropy by a norm alization K m ax and pro�lef(x = r=r� )
with coreradiusxc and two exponentss1 and s2:

f(x)= m ax

0

@
K m in

K m ax

;

8

<

:

�
xc

xm ax

�s2 �
x

xc

�s1
x � xc

�
x

xm ax

�s2
x � xc

1

A : (14)

A power-law param etrization isconsistentwith both thepredictionsfrom gravitationalheat-
ing and quasarblastsand with X-ray observationsofentropy pro�les(seeSec.2).A atter
entropy pro�le (s1 < s2)in the core isconsistentwith observations(Pratt& Arnaud 2003;
Ponm an etal.2003)and preheating m odels.
Solving the hydrostatic equilibrium equation for the norm alized pressure pro�le p(x) =
P(x)=P(rac)with x = r=r� we�nd

p(x)2=5 � 1=
2

5

�m p

Tm ax

Z xm ax

x

d�N F W

dy
f(y)� 3=5dy (15)

with Tm ax = �m pP(rac)2=5K
3=5
m ax,the gastem perature atrac. W e �x P(rac)by the gasac-

cretion rate fICM M 0(t),incom ing velocity u1 (Eqn.11),and assum ing a strong shock atto
(that is,the externaltherm alpressure can be neglected at to). W e vary rac untilthe en-
closed gas m ass is M gas = fICM M � . W e do not assum e sm ooth accretion,so K m ax varies
independently ofP(rac). Note thatfor�xed Tm ax,the pressure,density,and SZE pro�les
are �xed, and their norm alizations sim ply scale with fICM . This scaling willbe broken
only ifcluster physics condenses or ejects a di�erent fraction ofgas com pared with the
localinfalling average. A �t to the accretion rates at to from Voit et al.(2003) yields
M 0(to)= (1:94� 1015h� 1M � t

� 1
o )((M (to)=1015h� 1M � )5=4waccr,where we allow a \fudge fac-

tor" waccr in theaccretion rate.
In our\self-sim ilar" m odelwesetK m ax = K 100,K m in = 0:01K 100,s1 = s2 = 1:1,xc = 0,c�
according to Eqn.6,and fICM = 0:13. These are the expected valuesin the gravitational-
only heating scenario described in Sec.2 (recall�(z = 0)= 100 in �CD M ),with further
cooling and condensation ofbaryonsin clustersneglected. Param etersin otherm odelsare
�xed to these valuesunlessspeci�ed otherwise.W elistthecom puted observablesfrom our
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m odelsin Appendix A.Figure2 and Figure3 show thedensity and tem peraturepro�lesfor
phenom enologicalm odelsofthem ostm assive cluster;theothersaresim ilar.
According to �CD M num ericalsim ulations(Dolag etal.2004),dark m atterconcentration
param etersshow intrinsic scatterin a log-norm aldistribution with ln(c=cavg)� 0:22,and a
rangeofm ean valueshavebeen reported (Navarroetal.1997;Kom atsu & Seljak2001;Dolag
etal.2004).W eallow c� to rangeby 8 to encom passtheseuncertainties,and �nd a � 20%
decreasein LSZ forthelowestvaluesofc� and � 10% increaseforthehighestforallcluster
m assesconsidered.Taking them ean c� and itsscatterreported by Dolag etal.(2004)and
ourself-sim ilargasm odel,we�nd thattheintrinsicscatterin c� inducesvariationsin LSZ

of. 8% .The e�ectissm alleratlowerconcentrations(higherm assclusters)and shallower
entropy pro�les(lowers1).Figure2and Figure3 show thatincreasing c� both concentrates
m ore gasin the inner,hottercluster region and signi�cantly increases the tem perature in
thatregion.
M ass accretion isstochastic,aspherical,and hasnotbeen directly observed atthe cluster
boundary. W e vary the accretion pressure by a factorwaccr = 3:5 and waccr = 1=3:5. The
additionalaccretion pressure boostsLSZ by 44% in ourlargestm assclusterand pushesthe
gastem peraturewellaboveT� atrac (seeFigure3).Allothercasessaw m uch m ilderchanges
in LSZ. Forthe 1014h� 1M � and 1013h� 1M � clusterswe also listthe resultsthatwould be
obtained in thecaseofa self-sim ilarm assaccretion rate(M 0(to)/ M (to)).
W eallow fora corein theentropy pro�le,assuggested by preheating m odelsand observed
pro�les,but assum e a power-law entropy pro�le outside the core. The entropy pro�le is
observationally unconstrained neartheclustervirialradius,butgravitationalheating 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) / r0:94� 0:14 (Pratt & Arnaud 2005), K (r) / r1:1 ex-
pected from gravitationalheating (Tozzi& Norm an 2001;Borganiet al.2001),and the
steep pro�le K (r) / r1:3 expected from quasar blasts (Lapiet al.2005). W e vary K m ax

over m ore than a factor of 3, which should bound the expected range for clusters be-
tween 1013h� 1M � and 1015h� 1M � . Variations on s2,inclusion ofan entropy core,�xing
K m in = 3:5� 1033 erg cm 2 g� 5=3,and varying K m ax between K 200 and 3K 100 allcaused � 5%
variation ofLSZ forourM = 1015h� 1M � cluster. Even though increasing K m ax raisesthe
tem peraturepro�les,thegasalso becom esm oreextended and occupiesthecoolerregionsof
thecluster.Our1014h� 1M � and 1013h� 1M � clusterswereslightly m oresensitiveto changes
in theentropy norm alization,butLSZ stillrem ained within � 10% oftheself-sim ilarm odel.
W econsidertwo scenariosconsistentwith theobservationally suggested K m ax / T

2=3

� (Pon-
m an etal.2003).Ifthe prim ary e�ectofpreheating isto reduce the pre-shock gasdensity
by a factordependenton clusterpotentialdepth (Voitetal.2003;Ponm an etal.2003;Voit
& Bryan 2005)orifthefractionalfeedback entropy injection into thebound gasdependson
clusterm ass,then weexpecttheentropypro�lenorm alization todeviatefrom theself-sim ilar
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scaling whilefICM rem ainsindependentofclusterm ass.Ifinstead thesim ilarity-breaking is
introduced becausecooling and AGN/supernovaefeedback producea m ass-dependentICM
m ass fraction,then K m ax / T

2=3

� im plies fICM / T
1=2

� . Changing the entropy norm aliza-
tion with �xed fICM changes LSZ by � 10% in the M = 1013h� 1M � cluster (where K m ax

isincreased by a factorof2.78).Introducing a m ass-dependentbaryon fraction to account
forthisentropy scaling isequivalent to sim ply scaling the density pro�le and thusLSZ by
fICM =fb.Notethatthism odelim pliesan unreasonable reduction in theICM m assfraction
by 79% forthe1013h� 1M � cluster.
Forcom pletenesswealso considered the\threshold" cooling m odelfrom Voitetal.(2002).
This m odelestim ates the threshold entropy below which gas would condense by the cur-
rentageoftheuniverse,rem ovesallgasbelow thethreshold,and leavestheentropy pro�le
forthe rem aining gasunm odi�ed. The authorssuggestthatpro�le describeseitherstrong
feedback thatejects the gasbelow the entropy threshold to wellbeyond the virialradius,
orweak feedback where thegassim ply cools.Cooling ofthegasabove theentropy thresh-
old is also neglected. For the M = 1015h� 1M � (K m ax = 2:5K 100) and M = 1014h� 1M �

(K m ax = 1:5K 100) clusters,this m odelyielded low LSZ values,but once accounted forthe
m issing gasfraction,theLSZ valueswerewithin 2% oftheself-sim ilarvalue.Thisreinforces
ourresultthatvariation in theentropy pro�lesa�ecttheaveragegastem peratureonly very
weakly.Theprescribed m ethod in Voitetal.(2002)forcom puting theunm odi�ed entropy
distribution yielded a non-m onotonic entropy pro�le forthe M = 1013h� 1M � cluster,and
so wedid notcom pletethecalculation forthiscluster.
In Figures 4 -6 we com pare our phenom enologicaldensity and tem perature pro�les with
12 nearby,relaxed clustersfrom Vikhlinin etal.(2005).W eusethe1015h� 1M � clusterval-
ues,which are in the best agreem ent with the NFW �t values in Vikhlinin et al.(2005),
c100 = 3:6� 9:2. Our adopted value fb = 0:132 is � 25% below the universalvalue con-
strained by CM B observationsto 0:175� 0:023 (Readhead etal.2004;Spergeletal.2003)
and is in reasonable agreem ent with the observed stellar com ponent ofclusters (Roussel
etal.2000;Balogh etal.2001;Lin etal.2003).Nearr500,observed density and tem perature
pro�lesagreewith them odelcurveswith w accr = 1 (seeFigures3,4,and 6),consistentwith
ourassum ptions aboutthe outergas,accretion pressure,and fb. In Figure 4,we also see
theT > 5keV observed clusterdensity pro�lessuggestan entropy pro�leshallowerthan r1:1

and/orlowerc� ,particularly in thecore.The averagetem perature pro�leagreeswellwith
ourr0:7 m odel(long dashed curve in Figure 6)outside 0:2r100. This com parison indicates
thatourchosen param etervaluescovera rangeofgaspro�lesatleastaslargeasthescatter
in theobservations.
Undertheself-sim ilarity assum ption,�(r=rvir)isindependentofclusterm ass.However,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�le in Figure 5.
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The resulting tem perature pro�les(thick long-shortdashed curve in Figure 6)agreeswith
the observed hot cluster average pro�le out to 0:35rvir,and has a sharper inner peak,as
observed in Vikhlinin etal.(2005)coolclusters. Fits1 and 2 both have s1 = s2 = 0:7 and
c� = 7:7,the value ofc100 expected by Dolag etal.(2004)fora 1014h� 1M � cluster. In �t
1 we keep the sam e ICM m ass fraction,fICM = 0:13,as in the phenom enologicalm odels
shown in Figures 2 -4,and raise the gas entropy norm alization to K m ax = 2:5K 100. In
contrast,�t2 assum es the accretion pressure issetby gaswith fb = 0:13,while the ICM
m ass fraction inside the cluster is fICM = 0:5fb,either due to ejection or increased con-
densation. The entropy norm alization in �t 2 is the self-sim ilar value for this ICM m ass
fraction:K m ax = K 100(0:5fb)� 2=3.By design,�ts1 and 2 arenearly indistinguishablein the
X-ray observable region (r. r500 both in density and tem perature pro�les).However,�t1
extendsto 1:56rvir and containsallofthe gasinitially associated with the region,while �t
2 extends only to 0:84rvir and containshalfasm uch hotgas. This exam ple dem onstrates
theinability ofX-ray observationsto constrain thedistribution ofnon-gravitationalheating
required forsim ilarity breaking;in �t1,thenon-gravitationalheating increasesthegasen-
tropy levelsand itspotentialenergy,whilein �t2,thenon-gravitationalheating ejectshalf
ofthe gasfrom the clusterregion and leavesthe rem aining gasundisturbed. However,the
SZE observablesforthesetwom odelsaredi�erent,and weshallreturn tothispointin Sec.6.
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Fig. 2.| Phenom enologicalm odeldensity pro�lesforour1015h� 1M � cluster. See Table 1
forcorresponding observables.The self-sim ilarm odelisshown in each panelasthe dashed
curve.IntheupperleftK m ax isvariedbetween K 200 and3K 100.Thecentraldensitydecreases
and rac increases asK m ax increases. In the upperrightthe entropy pro�le isvaried. The
centraldensity increaseswith radialentropy powers2 (outercurves),butattenswhen an
entropy core isincluded (innercurves). In the lowerleftthe centraldensity increaseswith
c� forc� = 3 to c� = 11.In the lowerrightthe accretion pressure isvaried through waccr.
Thedensity atrac increaseswith waccr,whilethecentraldensity decreases.
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Fig.3.| Phenom enologicalm odeltem peraturepro�lesforour1015h� 1M � clusterscaled by
the dark m attervirialtem perature T� .Panelsasin Figure2.At�xed radiustem perature
increases with K m ax (upper left), c� (lower left), and waccr (lower right). Tem perature
decreases with radialentropy power s2 (outer curves in the upper right),and an entropy
coreproducessharply peaked centraltem peraturepro�les(upperright).
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Fig. 4.| Allphenom enologicalm odeldensity pro�les forour1015h� 1M � clusters (dotted
curves,also in Figure 2) com pared to observed T > 5 keV clusters from Vikhlinin et al.
(2005) (solid curves). The observed density pro�les are consistent with w accr = 1; our
m odelsvarying theaccretion pressure(thick long-shortdashed curves)do notagreethethe
observed density gradientatlarge radii. The observed pro�les are consistent with m odels
with lowerc� orm oreentropy atsm allradiicom pared with ourself-sim ilarm odel.
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Fig. 5.| Observed coolclusters from Vikhlinin et al.(2005) grouped by tem perature:
2:5 keV < T < 5 keV (shortdashed curves),and T < 2:5 keV (long dashed curves). The
solid curvesaretwo additionalphenom enologicalm odelsdevised to tracethelowestdensity
pro�lesin theobserved region and discussed in Sec.3.3.W hiletheaccreting gasisassum ed
to have the sam e baryon fraction in both m odels,one has50% lessgasin the ICM .These
m odeldensity pro�les are indistinguishable out to the m axim um observed radius,though
rac is m uch lower in the fICM = 0:5fb m odel. These m odels dem onstrate the degeneracy
between a high entropy leveland low baryon fraction in the region ofgascurrently X-ray
observable.
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Fig.6.| Tem peraturepro�lesforour1015h� 1M � m odelclusters(dotted curves)asin Fig.3,
but each norm alized by their gasm ass-weighted tem perature within r500,T500. The thick
solid line is an average tem perature pro�le for observed clusters with T > 2:5 keV from
Vikhlinin etal.(2005). Ascan be seen from Fig.3,the gradientofT=T500 increases with
increasing c� and decreasing K m ax,waccr,and s2.Outside0:2rvir ours2 = 0:7 m odelagrees
wellwith theaverageobserved pro�le(longdashed curve).Thethickshort-longdashed curve
isthetem peraturepro�leofourtwo additionalphenom enologicalm odels(indistinguishable
on this plot) devised to �t low tem perature cluster density pro�les (see Sec.3.3). They
providea good �tto theaveragetem peraturepro�leoutto � 0:35rvir.
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Finally we consider a sim ple polytropic m odelP / � in an NFW potentialand �x
 = 1:2,in rough agreem ent with both sim ulations and observations,atleast outside the
core (see Ostriker etal.(2005),Appendix A ofVoitetal.(2003),and references therein).
Thehydrostaticequilibrium equation then reducesto

dT

dr
= ��m p

 � 1



d�N F W

dr
: (16)

The NFW concentration param etersare�xed again by Eqn.6.The freeparam etersin the
m odelaretheconstantofintegration in thetem peraturepro�leobtained from Eqn.16,the
norm alization ofthe density pro�le,and the accretion radius. W e assum e a strong shock
attheaccretion radiusand setthepressure attheaccretion radiusasin them odelsabove.
Requiring fbM (to) gas to be contained within the accretion radius constrains the density
norm alization.However,wedo notwish to im posea strong condition on thedensity atthe
accretion radius,since theglobaldensity ofthegasaccreting atto isnotthedensity deter-
m ining thepost-shock entropy in lum py accretion;com pression ofgasaccreting in distinct,
denselum pswillnotsigni�cantly raisetheglobaldensity atrac.W evary xac,and theother
free param eters are then determ ined by the conditions above. W e exclude m odels where
thepost-shock density doesnotfallbetween �1 and 4�1,thestrong shock sm ooth accretion
lim it. Note thatthese m odelsproduce entropy pro�les with K (0)> 0 and m onotonically
decreasing tem perature pro�les(see Eqn.16). Again asshown in Appendix A we �nd the
LSZ signaltobeextrem ely robusttoourvariation ofxac (and thereby thepost-shock entropy
norm alization).

4. Scaling R elations

4.1. Scalings betw een O bservables

W hileoursetofm odelsshow alargevariation in X-ray propertiesand centralCom pton
param eter (see Appendix A),the totalSZE lum inosity is rem arkably robust to the varia-
tionsintroduced in ourm odels. In Figure 7 we see thatthe scatterforourm odelclusters
issm allin LSZ=(fICM =fb),indicating a tightLSZ � M � relationship forknown fICM ,despite
the consideration ofa wide range ofpossible entropy pro�lesand clusterunknowns. Note
that LSZ / fICM m akes the relation sensitive to the fraction ofbaryons cooled or ejected
from theICM .Thisplotcorroboratesthe�nding in M cCarthy etal.(2003a)thatyo ism uch
m oresensitive to K preheat (orothernon-gravitationalphysics)than isLSZ.
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Fig. 7.| Resultsfrom ouranalytic baseline,preheating,and cooling m odelswith K preheat

ranging from 1030 to 1034 erg cm 2 g� 5=3,aswellasallourphenom enologicaland polytropic
m odels(seeSec.3)varyingtheentropy pro�leK (r),darkm atterconcentration c� ,accretion
pressure,and ICM m assfraction.Crosses-1015h� 1M � clusterm odels,triangles-1014h� 1M �

clusterm odels,squares-1013h� 1M � clusterm odels. The SZE lum inosity,LSZ,norm alized
by fICM =fb,shows little variation within our class ofm odels. Thus,given the ICM m ass
fraction fICM ,LSZ isan excellentclusterm assindicator. The centralCom pton param eter,
yo,varieswidely in ourclassofm odelsand thuscontainsinform ation on thetherm alhistory
ofthegas.
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Fig.8.| LX ;cut,theX-ray lum inosity outsideprojected radius0:05r� ,vs.centralCom pton
param eter,yo. Crosses-1015h� 1M � clusterm odels,triangles-1014h� 1M � clusterm odels,
squares-1013h� 1M � clusterm odels.Thepowerlaw �tshown hasexponent1:2.Notethat
clustersspanning two ordersofm agnitudein m assand a widevariety ofclusterparam eters
arewelldescribed by a singleyo � LX ;cut relation.In theinsetwecom paretheobservations
assem bled in M cCarthy et al.(2003b) (crosses with error bars) to our 1015h� 1M � cluster
m odels(triangles).Theyo� LX norm alization dependson m assforourm odelsand issteeper
thanyo� LX ;cut.Theobserved clustersareverym assive,and we�nd goodagreem entbetween
theobservationsand our1015h� 1M � m odelclusters.
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Fortheclassofm odelsstudied here wealso �nd a tightcorrelation between theX-ray
lum inosity outside the core,LX ;cut,and the centralCom pton param eter (see Figure 8).
Thisisnotsurprising ifnICM (r)� 1=r2 outsidethecore,so thatifweignoreany radialtem -
perature dependence,y �

R
nICM dr and Lx �

R
n2ICM r

2dr are proportionalto one another.
Ourscaling LX / y1:2o isin excellentagreem entwith sim ilarly robustrelationsreported by
Cavaliere & M enci(2001) and M cCarthy et al.(2003a). W e �nd the relation is closer to
m ass-independentwhen excluding thecoreX-ray lum inosity,butwedem onstrateagreem ent
between ourm odeland observationsassem bled by M cCarthy etal.(2003b)in the yo � LX

plane.

4.2. C luster Energetics

Thusfarwe have focused on the e�ectsofthegasentropy pro�leon ICM observables.
In an attem pt to understand the stability ofour LSZ signalto such wide variations,we
com putechangesin potentialand therm alenergiesinduced by changesin m odelparam eters.
To com pute thegaspotentialenergy,we estim ate theclusterpotentialby an NFW pro�le,
thusignoring thedeviation ofthegasdensity pro�lefrom thedark m atterpro�le:

PE gas =

Z

�ICM �N F W dV: (17)

Thegastherm alenergy isdirectly proportionalto LSZ.Appendix A showsthatchangesin
totalgasenergy resultm ostly in changesin potentialenergy.M oreover,fractionaldeviations
ofthe m ean energiesofourm odelsare on average largerin potentialthan therm al. Thus,
even with uncertainty about the am ount ofenergy injected into the ICM throughout its
history,forthe classofm odelsstudied here m ostofthe injected energy m anifestsitselfin
potentialenergy. Note thatourm odelsproduce totalenergy valuesdi�ering by atleasta
factoroftwo fora given clusterm ass.
Considerthetwo m odelvariationsinducing thegreatestLSZ signalvariation.Increasing the
dark m atterconcentration param etere�ectively increasesthe tem perature associated with
the dark m atter potential,and so in that case we expect a signi�cant change in therm al
energy ifTgas � Tdark.Sim ilarly,an increasein externalpressurerequiresan increasein the
internalpressure,thusdriving up thetherm alenergy oftheoutergas.
An SZE-only observation can inferboth the therm al(LSZ / M ICM TICM )and potentialen-
ergy ofthehotICM .W ehavefound a tightrelation M � / L

3=5

SZ ,and thetotalclusterm ass
isdirectly related to the clustervirialtem perature and radius. Even allowing forthe large
variation offICM in our m odels,Figure 9 shows that the projected half-lum inosity radius
ofthe SZE pro�le,scaled by L

1=5

SZ � r� ,is wellcorrelated with the potentialenergy per
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particlescaled by theclustervirialtem perature.Thusby m easuring both LSZ and rSZ,one
can estim atethelevelofenergy injection now m anifestin potentialenergy ofthegas.
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Fig.9.| The potentialenergy perparticle scaled by the clustervirialtem perature T� can
be estim ated by the SZE observable rSZL

� 1=5

SZ . This relation holdsover a m ass range of2
ordersofm agnitudeand overourentirerangeofm odelvariations.T� is�xed by thecluster
m assand so isalso tightly related to LSZ.Thusthe totalpotentialenergy perparticle can
beestim ated from an SZE observation m easuring rSZ and LSZ.Crosses-1015h� 1M � cluster
m odels,triangles -1014h� 1M � cluster m odels,squares -1013h� 1M � cluster m odels. T�;15

is the virialtem perature and LSZ;ss15 is the self-sim ilar SZE lum inosity for a 1015h� 1M �

cluster.
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5. Im plications ofM odels

In thispaper,wehavestudied theSZE propertiesofclusters.M otivated byobservations,
m odelsreproducing the observed X-ray scaling relations,and the assum ptionsofspherical
sym m etry and hydrostatic equilibrium ,we have spanned a range ofplausible ICM density
and tem perature pro�les.W e expectthatthe rangeofparam eterswe have explored in our
m odelsencom passesthe propertiesofrealclusters. W hile m any researchersattem pting to
understand deviationsfrom self-sim ilarbehaviorin X-ray propertiesofclustershaveconsid-
ered awiderangeofpossiblem odi�cationstothegasentropy pro�les,wehavedem onstrated
thatthe SZE lum inosity dependsonly very weakly on the shape and norm alization ofthe
entropy pro�le. W hile cooling can signi�cantly reduce the L SZ signalas a large gas frac-
tion iscooled,the average tem perature ofthe rem aining gasissurprisingly robust. Thus,
LSZ is an excellent m easure ofthe param eter com bination fICM M

5=3

� . The robustness of
LSZ / M ICM T� indicatesthatforthescopeofpossibleentropy pro�lesand clusterparam e-
tersconsidered here,anysigni�cantinjected energym ustprim arilyservetoincreasethegas’s
potentialenergy by expanding the gaseousregion. However,ifnon-gravitationalprocesses
resultin unaccounted cluster-m assdependentgasejection ratesorstarform ation e�ciency,
ourLSZ � M relation willbedistorted.Asshown by Vikhlinin etal.(2005)and discussed in
Sec.3,theICM m assfraction appearslowerouttor500 in coolerclusters.Thereforethetotal
ICM m assfraction eitherdependson clusterm ass,orthe SZE pro�leswillbe m ore di�use
in lowerm assclusters.Recentobservationsofclusterm ass/near-infrared K-band lum inosity
relation (Lin etal.2004),estim atesofintraclusterlight(Lin & M ohr2004),and hydrody-
nam icsim ulations�nding an ICM m assfraction increasing with m ass(Kravtsov etal.2005)
allsuggesttheform eratsom elevel.W ediscusstechniquesforconstraining fICM in Sec.6.
Ofallthe variationswe have considered,LSZ ism ore sensitive to the dark m atterconcen-
tration param eter,the accretion pressure,and the ratio ofgasto totalm assin the cluster
than the shape and norm alization ofthe entropy pro�le. Asshown in Sec.3,observations
supportourunderstanding ofdark m atterconcentration param etersand the gasboundary
accretion pressure.
In thecontextofthesem odels,wehaveshown them ostim portantand uncertain param eter
ofthe therm alhistory ofthe gasisthe ICM m assfraction,fICM ;propertiesofthe entropy
pro�le induce variations in LSZ clearly bounded by 10% while LSZ / fICM . LSZ shows
variationsof� 8% from theexpected intrinsicscatterin c� (Dolag etal.2004).Knowledge
ofc� and its scatter can be acquired by thorough N-body sim ulations,and the analysis
ofVikhlinin et al.(2005) �nds agreem ent between �CD M concentration param eters and
observations ofnearby,relaxed X-ray clusters. Finally,large deviations ofthe bounding
pressurefrom ourexpectationscould potentially signi�cantly alterLSZ.Thecom parison to
observationsdiscussed in Sec.3 indicatesatleastm ild agreem entwith ourexpected values.
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Thus we expect the scatter induced by e�ects discussed here to be bounded by 10% . W e
caution,however,thatourassum ption ofhydrostatic equilibrium m ay nothold in the out-
skirtsofthecluster(Voitetal.2002;Thom asetal.2002).Furtherm ore,ourm odeling isfar
from extensive: we have ignored clusterasphericity,therm alconduction,intraclusterm ag-
netic�elds,turbulentsupport,thepresenceofa relativisticuid,and im portantdynam ical
events such as large m ergers and quasar blast waves. In an analytic gas m odel,Ostriker
etal.(2005)dem onstrate thattriaxiality and substructure in sim ulated dark m atterhalos
do inducesom escatterin theclusterobservables;they �nd �lny100 � 0:3 forthey100 � M 100

relation when M 100 > 1014M � .M otletal.(2005)�nd in hydrodynam ic sim ulationsinclud-
ing star form ation and supernovae feedback thatwhile m ajorm ergers m ay increase yo by
up to a factorof20,they do notdrastically increase y500 (see also Randalletal.(2002)).
Furtherm ore,thelevelofscatterissim ilartoour�ndings:80% ofthesim ulated clusterm ass
estim atesfrom the y500 � M 500 relation lie within +15% to �10% ofthe true clusterm ass.
The scatterlevelisnearly constantwith redshiftback to atleastz = 1:5,supporting our
optim isticview thatm erginghasasm alle�ecton L SZ.Thusweareoptim isticthatLSZ will
bea usefulindicatorofclusterm ass,whileSZE pro�lescoupled with m easurem entsin other
wavebands can help us constrain the m agnitudes and sources ofnon-gravitationalphysics
im portantto understanding clusters.
Ourm odelshave indicated a num ber oftightrelationsbetween clusterpropertiesand ob-
servables:

� LSZ = 1:6� 10� 4 M pc2fIC M
fb

M �

1015h� 1M �

5=3

� LX ;cut/ y1:2o with a norm alization independentofclusterm ass

� The net energy injected into the bound ICM can be estim ated from the observable
rSZL

� 1=5

SZ asin Figure9 and discussed in Sec.4.2.

These relations should now be exam ined in hydrodynam ic sim ulations, where additional
physicscan bem odeled and departuresfrom hydrostatic equilibrium and sphericalsym m e-
try can beexam ined.

6. C onstraining fICM

W ithin both ourm odelsand currentobservations,we have shown the m ostim portant
uncertain param eter in the LSZ � M � relation is the ICM m ass fraction,fICM . Can we
observationally determ inefICM asa function ofboth clusterm assand redshift?
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SZE surveyscan potentially break thefICM � M � degeneracy inherentin LSZ m easurem ents
through the detection ofthe kinetic Sunyaev-Zel’dovich e�ect (kSZ).A cluster’s peculiar
velocity v producesa CM B tem peraturechangegiven by (Sunyaev & Zeldovich 1972)

�TkSZ

To
= �Thom son

Z

dlne(l)

�
�v � n

c

�

: (18)

ThekSZ tem peraturechangeaveraged overclusteri,�i=To = ��Thom sonN e;ivLO S;i=c,ispro-
portionalto thetotalnum berofclusterelectronsand theclusterpeculiarvelocity projected
along the line ofsight. Hernandez-M onteagudo etal.(2005)discussan unbiased estim ator
of�i:

�i= �T
res
C M B ;i+ �TtSZ;i+ N + �T

int
kSZ;i+ TkSZ;i: (19)

Thevarianceof�i willthereforehavecontributionsfrom thedesired kSZ signaland a noise
term from theresidualCM B and therm alSZ signalsaftersubtraction,�TresC M B ;i+ �TtSZ;i,the
instrum entalnoise,N,and internalclusterm otions,�TintkSZ;i.

h

�
�i

To

� 2

i= �
2
Thom sonN

2
e;ih

�
vLO S

c

�2

i+ �
2
res: (20)

W ith a good understanding of�2res and given theconcordance�CD M prediction forhv2
LO Si,

one m ay deduce the totalelectron contentand thereby M ICM fora sam ple ofclustersin a
certain LSZ and redshift range,thus constraining fICM (M ;z). This technique willbe par-
ticularly applicableto SZE surveys,where�TkSZ and LSZ can bem easured within thesam e
projected area toconstrain fICM withoutextrapolation in radius.W ecaution,however,that
the kSZ e�ecthasnotyetbeen detected,and so the system atic errorsassociated with this
m easurem entareuncertain.
Aswehave dem onstrated in Sec.3.3,two di�erentm odelsforthecooling and feedback en-
ergydistribution can reproducethedensity and tem peraturepro�lesofobserved coolclusters
deviating from self-sim ilarity.Though they di�erin fICM by a factorof2,these m odelsare
indistinguishable outto � 0:85rvir,wellbeyond the typicalX-ray detectable region inside
� 0:5rvir. In the �rst (�t 1),non-gravitationalheating is welldistributed and raises the
entropy levelofalltheclustergas,and thusincreasesitspotentialenergy (seediscussion in
Sec.4.2). In the second (�t2),halfofthe ICM is either cooled orejected from the clus-
ter,while the rem aining hotgasm aintainsthe propertiesofa gravitationally heated ICM .
These two clusterm odelsdo have distinctSZE observables:�t1 hasLSZ = 0:88LSZ;ss and
rSZ = 0:49,while �t2 hasLSZ = 0:57LSZ;ss = 1:13LSZ;ss=(fICM =fb)and rSZ = 0:32. Both
m odelscause. 13% deviation ofLSZ=(fICM =fb)from theself-sim ilarvalue.W eem phasize,
however,thatrelating the observed therm alSZE pro�le to fICM would stillrequire an as-
sum ption aboutthebehaviorof�(r)orT(r)in theouterregionsofthecluster.SinceX-ray
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observationsare notsensitive to the outerregionsofthe cluster,alone they can only place
a lower lim iton the num ber ofbaryons in the ICM and cannotdistinguish between these
two heating m odels.M � can beestim ated using otherm eans,such asgravitationallensing
orassum ing the X-ray observable gasisin hydrostatic equilibrium . These follow-up m ea-
surem entscould also beused to calibratetheLSZ � M � relation and asa consistency check
with the kSZ results. Because system atics willvary with the technique,m ulti-wavelength
clusterobservationswillenhance ourability to m inim ize ourassum ptionsand im prove our
accuracy in thecalibration oftheLSZ � M � relation,aswellasbring new understanding to
thephysicsofclustergas.

7. C onclusions

SZE surveys willsoon identify thousands ofclusters and m easure their photom etric
redshifts,so we willbe able to estim ate the gas potentialand therm alenergy with LSZ

and rSZ,as wellas the cluster m ass (see Fig.7 and Fig.9). Detection ofthe kSZ signal
in these SZE surveyswillalso constrain the ICM m assfraction,fICM (M ;z). Follow-up ob-
servationsin X-ray,optical,and radio can provide checks on the survey LSZ � M relation
using independent m ass determ inations,and could further constrain ICM m odels through
AGN activity-gas energy correlations. Coupling su�ciently high resolution SZ and X-ray
observationscould over-constrain thegasdensity and tem peraturepro�les,and thusprovide
a consistency check ofdeprojection techniques.SensitiveSZE pro�lesshould extend farther
into theouterregionsoftheclusterthan X-ray observationsallow.
This paperhas focused on SZE observables from z = 0 clusters,though SZE surveys will
�nd m ostoftheirclustersatz � 0:6. However,the m odelsstudied here supportthe self-
sim ilar prediction Tgas � Tdark even under considerable variationsofthe totalgas energy.
W eexpectTdark to scalewith theoverdensity (�(z)� cr(z))

1=3,and thedark m atterconcen-
tration param eterwilldecreasewith redshiftassuggested by Eqn.6:by a factorof� 1:5 at
z = 1.Appendix A suggeststhatchangesin LSZ induced by a decrease in c� with redshift
islim ited to lessthan 15% .The rangeofentropy norm alizationsexam ined in thispaperis
largerthan theexpected characteristicentropydecreaseby � 20% atz= 1underself-sim ilar
evolution. Because we have found a very weak dependence ofLSZ on the entropy pro�le,
we are optim istic that the redshift evolution ofthe LSZ � M relation willbe determ ined
by the m ore easily understood dark m atterevolution;thisassum ption hasbeen veri�ed in
num ericalsim ulations including galaxy form ation (Nagai2005). In thiscase the LSZ � M

evolution ischaracterized by relatively few param eters,and so can hopefully be internally
calibrated in SZE surveys(Hu 2003;M ajum dar& M ohr2004;Lim a & Hu 2004,2005;but
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seealso Francisetal.2005).However,wecaution thatbaryon physicsm ay inducea redshift
dependentICM m assfraction fICM (M ;z)thatproducesa deviation from sim pleself-sim ilar
redshiftevolution.Theobserved ICM m assfraction in clustersappearstodepend on cluster
m assand radius. In Sec.6 we proposed the use ofthe kSZ signalto constrain fICM (M ;z).
Understanding thevariation in ICM m assfraction willdeepen ourunderstanding ofcluster
physicsand enabletheuseofclustersascosm ologicalprobes.Finally,wem ay hopetoprobe
the gas’stherm alhistory by m easuring the therm aland potentialenergiesasa function of
redshiftthrough SZE observation.
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A . A ppendix A

W elistSZE and X-ray observablescom puted from them odelsconsidered in thepaper.
rac is the accretion shock radius,given in units ofthe dark m atter virialradius,r� . rSZ

and rX aretheradiiprojected on thesky enclosing halftheSZE/X-ray lum inosity,and also
given in unitsofr� .yo istheunitlessCom pton param eterm easured along thelineofsight
through thecenterofthecluster.W ereportLSZ in term sofLSZ;ss,thevalueexpected from
theself-sim ilarcollapsem odel:

LSZ;ss =
�Thom son

m ec
2

fbM �

�m p

T� = 1:71� 10� 4 M pc2
M �

1015h� 1M �

5=3

; (A1)

where fb is the universalbaryon fraction and T� is the characteristic tem perature ofthe
dark m atterpotential. LX isthe totalX-ray lum inosity (see Eqn.13),and LX ;cut iscom -
puted by integrating the X-ray lum inosity outside a projected radiusof0:05r� .The X-ray
lum inositieswerecom puted with thecooling function found in Sutherland & Dopita (1993),
which includes em ission atallwavelengths. W e also com pute the average potential(PE),
therm al(3=2kT),and totalenergy (E)perparticle in keV according to the approxim ation
m ade in Section 4.2. 1� fICM =fb isthe gasfraction thathasbeen cooled orejected from
thecluster.
The tables below list �rst our baseline m odelwithout heating and cooling, followed by
m odels including preheating and cooling with various values ofK preheat given in units of
erg cm 2 g� 5=3.Theparam etersforthe\self-sim ilar"phenom enologicalm odelforthe1015h� 1M �
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clusterarec� = 8:5,waccr = 1 (the\fudgefactor"on them assaccretion rate),s1 = s2 = 1:1
(entropy exponents),xcore = 0 (entropy core radius),K m ax = K 100,K m in = 0:01K m ax,and
fb = 0:13. The \self-sim ilar" param etersare the sam e forthe 1014h� 1M � and 1013h� 1M �

clustersexceptc� = 10:4 and c� = 12:6 asused in the preheatm odelofVoitetal.(2003).
Fit1in Table1(seeSec.3.3fordiscussion)hasparam etersc� = 7:7,waccr = 1,s1 = s2 = 0:7,
xcore = 0,K m ax = 2:5K 100,K m in = 0:01K m ax,fb = 0:13. Fit2 hasparam eters c� = 7:7,
waccr = fb=fICM ,s1 = s2 = 0:7,xcore = 0,K m ax = K 100(fICM =fb)� 2=3,K m in = 0:01K m ax,
fb = 0:13,and fICM =fb = 0:5.
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Table1. 1015h� 1M � ClusterM odels

M odel rac rSZ yo LSZ rX LX LX ;cut PE 3

2
kT E 1� fIC M =fb

(r� ) (r� ) (� 104) (LS Z ;ss) (r� ) (1044ergs� 1) (keV )

no heat/cool 0.893 0.255 3.6 0.963 0.0293 55. 18.1 -29.5 9.33 -20.2 0

K preheat = 1034 1. 0.297 1.28 0.97 0.123 11.5 9.84 -25.5 9.4 -16.1 0

K ph = 5� 1033 0.946 0.272 1.94 0.965 0.0769 21.1 14.8 -27.5 9.36 -18.1 0

K ph = 4� 1033 0.935 0.268 2.23 0.963 0.0635 26. 16. -28. 9.34 -18.7 0

K ph = 3:5� 1033 0.93 0.265 2.45 0.961 0.0549 29.9 16.3 -28.3 9.32 -19. 0

K ph = 3� 1033 0.924 0.263 2.81 0.957 0.0428 36.8 16.1 -28.6 9.29 -19.3 0

K ph = 2� 1033 0.913 0.263 2.65 0.939 0.0476 31.4 15.1 -28.5 9.34 -19.1 0.0252

K ph = 1033 0.902 0.261 2.66 0.928 0.0468 31.6 15.1 -28.6 9.36 -19.3 0.0378

K ph = 5� 1032 0.896 0.259 2.69 0.923 0.046 32. 15. -28.7 9.37 -19.4 0.0442

K ph = 1032 0.892 0.258 2.71 0.919 0.0452 32.4 15. -28.8 9.37 -19.5 0.049

K ph = 1031 0.891 0.258 2.67 0.918 0.0464 31.8 15. -28.8 9.37 -19.4 0.0501

K ph = 1030 0.891 0.258 2.67 0.918 0.0465 31.7 15. -28.8 9.37 -19.4 0.0502

selfsim ilar 0.806 0.227 3.41 0.97 0.0437 51.4 23.2 -31.2 9.46 -21.7 0

c� = 3 0.887 0.312 0.87 0.762 0.092 14.5 10.2 -24.1 7.32 -16.8 0

c� = 7 0.819 0.243 2.54 0.923 0.0509 38.6 19.5 -29.3 8.89 -20.4 0

c� = 11 0.781 0.205 5.08 1.04 0.0356 74.6 28.3 -33.4 10.1 -23.2 0

w accr = 0:28 0.906 0.192 3.82 0.855 0.0406 64.9 27.5 -32. 8.32 -23.6 0

w accr = 3:5 0.65 0.268 3.03 1.39 0.0583 40.2 22. -30.8 13.3 -17.5 0

s1 = s2 = 0:7 0.944 0.295 1.5 0.968 0.105 12.5 9.41 -25.8 9.42 -16.4 0

s1 = s2 = 1:5 0.669 0.167 6.42 0.946 0.0307 195. 53.3 -37. 9.14 -27.9 0

s1 = 0,xc = 0:1 0.813 0.231 2.17 0.982 0.0857 28.3 21.3 -29.7 9.45 -20.3 0

K m in = 3:5� 1033 0.813 0.23 2.34 0.979 0.0783 31.4 22.5 -30.2 9.5 -20.7 0

K m ax = K 200 0.719 0.204 3.93 0.97 0.0419 67.7 29.6 -33. 9.48 -23.5 0

K m ax = 1:5K 100 0.988 0.274 2.64 0.964 0.047 31.2 14.9 -27.8 9.31 -18.5 0

K m ax = 2K 100 1.15 0.316 2.21 0.951 0.0493 22.3 11. -25.7 9.24 -16.5 0

K m ax = 2:5K 100 1.3 0.353 1.93 0.936 0.0511 17.2 8.73 -24.2 9.16 -15. 0

K m ax = 3K 100 1.43 0.385 1.71 0.926 0.0526 13.5 7. -22.5 8.92 -13.6 0

Cooling threshold 0.993 0.265 1.78 0.871 0.0829 18.2 13.2 -28.3 9.68 -18.6 0.128

Sec.3.3 �t1 1.56 0.488 0.65 0.882 0.144 3.01 2.45 -18.3 8.62 -9.67 0

Sec.3.3 �t2 0.838 0.32 0.66 0.565 0.130 2.91 2.33 -25.6 10.9 -14.7 0.5

 = 1:2,�2 = 3:96�1 0.875 0.25 1.92 0.981 0.0927 21.5 16.1 -28.5 9.51 -19. 0

 = 1:2,�2 = 2:53�1 1.2 0.341 1.23 0.953 0.108 9.25 7.31 -23.7 9.24 -14.4 0

 = 1:2,�2 = 1:74�1 1.5 0.421 0.914 0.917 0.117 5.26 4.26 -20.5 8.89 -11.6 0

 = 1:2,�2 = 1:05�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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Table2. 1014h� 1M � ClusterM odels

M odel rac rSZ yo LSZ rX LX LX ;cut PE 3

2
kT E 1� fIC M =fb

(r� ) (r� ) (� 105) (LS Z ;ss) (r� ) (1043ergs� 1) (keV )

no heat/cool 1.03 0.227 5.18 0.932 0.0227 54.6 13.2 -6.63 1.94 -4.68 0

K preheat = 1034 1.47 0.436 0.446 0.846 0.326 1.29 1.24 -3.9 1.77 -2.13 0

K ph = 5� 1033 1.26 0.325 0.888 0.91 0.197 3.48 3.23 -4.87 1.9 -2.97 0

K ph = 4� 1033 1.22 0.3 1.1 0.92 0.165 4.72 4.26 -5.15 1.92 -3.23 0

K ph = 3:5� 1033 1.19 0.288 1.24 0.924 0.148 5.66 5.02 -5.31 1.93 -3.38 0

K ph = 3� 1033 1.17 0.276 1.45 0.929 0.129 7.04 6.07 -5.5 1.94 -3.55 0

K ph = 2� 1033 1.11 0.251 2.28 0.932 0.0821 13.8 10.1 -5.98 1.95 -4.03 0

K ph = 1033 1.05 0.249 2.95 0.852 0.0439 17.5 7.95 -6.13 1.96 -4.18 0.0904

K ph = 5� 1032 1.03 0.244 3.05 0.828 0.0408 18.4 7.9 -6.23 1.97 -4.26 0.12

K ph = 1032 1. 0.241 2.95 0.808 0.0425 17.4 7.7 -6.28 1.97 -4.3 0.144

K ph = 1031 1. 0.24 2.93 0.804 0.0429 17.2 7.66 -6.29 1.97 -4.31 0.149

K ph = 1030 1. 0.24 2.99 0.804 0.041 17.8 7.67 -6.3 1.97 -4.33 0.15

selfsim ilar 0.838 0.192 4.91 0.957 0.0357 48.4 18.4 -7.18 2. -5.17 0

c� = 4:5 0.919 0.261 1.47 0.753 0.0617 18.4 10.5 -5.75 1.58 -4.17 0

c� = 8:75 0.85 0.205 3.74 0.909 0.04 38. 16. -6.76 1.88 -4.88 0

c� = 13 0.813 0.173 7.07 1.03 0.0303 66.3 21.4 -7.65 2.14 -5.5 0

w accr = 0:28 0.912 0.168 5.39 0.896 0.0346 58.9 21.5 -7.35 1.86 -5.49 0

w accr = 3:5 0.713 0.236 4.26 1.19 0.0401 35.5 15.2 -6.97 2.46 -4.5 0

s1 = s2 = 0:7 1. 0.263 1.98 0.936 0.0929 9.41 6.67 -5.75 1.94 -3.8 0

s1 = s2 = 1:5 0.681 0.133 9.4 0.947 0.0287 200. 45.7 -8.75 1.98 -6.77 0

s1 = 0,xc = 0:1 0.85 0.198 2.91 0.968 0.0809 23. 16.8 -6.83 2.02 -4.81 0

K m in = 3:5� 1033 0.95 0.261 1.21 0.948 0.186 6.35 5.85 -5.67 1.99 -3.69 0

K m ax = K 200 0.744 0.173 5.65 0.964 0.034 63.9 23.3 -7.62 2.03 -5.59 0

K m ax = 1:5K 100 1.04 0.229 3.83 0.936 0.0387 29.8 12.2 -6.43 1.95 -4.48 0

K m ax = 2K 100 1.21 0.26 3.21 0.916 0.0409 21.1 9.02 -5.91 1.9 -4.01 0

K m ax = 2:5K 100 1.38 0.287 2.81 0.896 0.0428 16.3 7.21 -5.54 1.86 -3.68 0

K m ax = 3K 100 1.54 0.31 2.54 0.874 0.0444 13.5 6.14 -5.29 1.84 -3.45 0

w accr = 1:78 0.787 0.21 4.62 1.03 0.0369 42.5 16.8 -7.08 2.15 -4.93 0

K m ax � T
2=3

�
1.1 0.24 3.6 0.929 0.0395 26.3 10.9 -6.25 1.94 -4.32 0

K m ax � T
2=3

�
, 0.838 0.192 2.28 0.444 0.0357 10.4 3.97 -7.18 2. -5.17 0.536

fb � T
1=2

�

Cooling threshold 0.97 0.251 1.34 0.705 0.111 5.42 4.43 -6. 2.05 -3.95 0.282

 = 1:2,�2 = 3:87�1 0.975 0.214 2.87 0.958 0.0751 20.1 13.5 -6.56 2. -4.56 0

 = 1:2,�2 = 2:64�1 1.25 0.263 2.13 0.923 0.0821 11.3 7.97 -5.75 1.93 -3.82 0

 = 1:2,�2 = 1:74�1 1.55 0.309 1.7 0.883 0.0866 7.3 5.26 -5.12 1.84 -3.27 0

 = 1:2,�2 = 1:03�1 1.83 0.332 1.53 0.845 0.0871 5.95 4.3 -4.78 1.77 -3.01 0
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Table3. 1013h� 1M � ClusterM odels

M odel rac rSZ yo LSZ rX LX LX ;cut PE 3

2
kT E 1� fIC M =fb

(r� ) (r� ) (� 106) (LS Z ;ss) (r� ) (1042ergs� 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� 1033 2.43 0.666 0.2 0.663 0.743 0.467 0.461 -0.539 0.298 -0.241 0

K ph = 4� 1033 2.06 0.574 0.273 0.717 0.622 0.717 0.706 -0.632 0.323 -0.309 0

K ph = 3:5� 1033 1.99 0.517 0.324 0.717 0.554 0.901 0.885 -0.679 0.323 -0.357 0

K ph = 3� 1033 1.79 0.464 0.404 0.75 0.483 1.22 1.2 -0.751 0.337 -0.413 0

K ph = 2� 1033 1.43 0.347 0.764 0.853 0.312 2.91 2.78 -0.967 0.384 -0.584 0

K ph = 1033 1.21 0.214 4.85 0.769 0.0318 35.5 11.9 -1.44 0.422 -1.02 0.18

K ph = 5� 1032 1.12 0.238 2.69 0.642 0.0387 10.6 4.51 -1.34 0.429 -0.907 0.326

K ph = 1032 1.02 0.223 2.53 0.579 0.0424 9.51 4.25 -1.4 0.437 -0.96 0.403

K ph = 1031 1. 0.22 2.58 0.566 0.0394 9.82 4.17 -1.41 0.439 -0.974 0.419

K ph = 1030 1. 0.22 2.55 0.565 0.0404 9.62 4.16 -1.41 0.439 -0.974 0.42

selfsim ilar 0.856 0.163 7.13 0.985 0.0303 77.6 25.6 -1.67 0.444 -1.22 0

c� = 7 0.919 0.21 2.82 0.809 0.0438 42.3 19.3 -1.4 0.364 -1.03 0

c� = 11:5 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

w accr = 0:28 0.912 0.148 7.68 0.956 0.0301 90.9 29.4 -1.71 0.427 -1.28 0

w accr = 3:5 0.762 0.197 6.31 1.1 0.0313 59.1 20.6 -1.62 0.501 -1.12 0

s1 = s2 = 0:7 1.05 0.236 2.69 0.941 0.0906 12.9 8.9 -1.31 0.425 -0.885 0

s1 = s2 = 1:5 0.681 0.109 13.7 0.993 0.0276 334. 66.8 -2.07 0.446 -1.62 0

s1 = 0,xc = 0:1 0.875 0.172 3.91 0.995 0.0809 32.1 23.3 -1.58 0.449 -1.13 0

K m ax = K 200 0.756 0.149 8.18 0.998 0.0287 102. 32.1 -1.77 0.45 -1.32 0

K m ax = 1:5K 100 1.08 0.193 5.63 0.954 0.0335 48.4 17.5 -1.51 0.432 -1.08 0

K m ax = 2K 100 1.26 0.217 4.72 0.927 0.0361 34.2 13.1 -1.39 0.417 -0.971 0

K m ax = 2:5K 100 1.44 0.237 4.13 0.902 0.0383 26.3 10.6 -1.3 0.406 -0.895 0

K m ax = 3K 100 1.6 0.253 3.69 0.881 0.0402 21.2 8.87 -1.23 0.393 -0.833 0

w accr = 3:16 0.769 0.193 6.35 1.09 0.0311 60. 20.7 -1.61 0.489 -1.12 0

K m ax � T
2=3

�
1.54 0.247 3.89 0.889 0.0394 23.5 9.68 -1.27 0.402 -0.865 0

K m ax � T
2=3

�
, 0.856 0.163 1.54 0.212 0.0303 3.6 1.19 -1.67 0.444 -1.22 0.785

fb � T
1=2

�

 = 1:2,�2 = 3:87�1 1.05 0.177 4.49 0.981 0.0643 35. 21.3 -1.55 0.442 -1.11 0

 = 1:2,�2 = 2:72�1 1.3 0.205 3.61 0.946 0.0684 22.9 14.4 -1.4 0.426 -0.973 0

 = 1:2,�2 = 1:80�1 1.58 0.23 3.06 0.909 0.0711 16.6 10.7 -1.28 0.409 -0.873 0

 = 1:2,�2 = 1:06�1 1.83 0.24 2.85 0.881 0.0715 14.4 9.32 -1.22 0.397 -0.827 0
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