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ABSTRACT

The alignment between brightest cluster galaxies (BCGs) and host clusters can reveal the mys-
tery of formation and evolution for galaxy clusters. We measure cluster orientations in optical
based on the projected distribution of member galaxies and in X-ray by fitting the morphol-
ogy of intra-cluster medium (ICM). Cluster orientations determined in the two wavelengths
are generally consistent. The orientation alignment between BCGs and host clusters is con-
firmed and more significant than previous works. We find that BCGs are more aligned with
cluster orientations measured in X-ray than those from optical data. Clusters with a brighter
BCG generally show a stronger alignment. We argue that the detected redshift evolution of
the alignment is probably caused by observational bias rather than intrinsic evolution. The
alignment is not related to the ellipticity of BCGs, and the richness, ellipticity and dynamical
state of host clusters. The strong alignment between BCGs and morphology of ICMs may be
the consequence of the co-evolution between the central massive galaxy and host clusters.

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

1 INTRODUCTION

Galaxy clusters are the largest gravitationally bound systems in

the Universe, formed by accreting materials along filaments and

merging smaller groups or subclusters (e.g., Press & Schechter

1974; Bower 1991; Springel et al. 2005; McGee et al. 2009).

The anisotropic processes for mass assembly lead clusters and

their member galaxies orient non-randomly (e.g., Dubinski 1998;

Altay et al. 2006; Faltenbacher et al. 2008; Knebe et al. 2008).

Satellite galaxies in groups or clusters tend to point to the cen-

tral massive galaxies (e.g., Thompson 1976; Pereira & Kuhn 2005;

Yang et al. 2006; Faltenbacher et al. 2007; Huang et al. 2018).

BCGs are observed to align with their host clusters (hereafter

“BCG alignment” or “the alignment” for short, e.g., Sastry 1968;

Niederste-Ostholt et al. 2010; Hao et al. 2011; Huang et al. 2016;

West et al. 2017; Wittman et al. 2019). On larger scales, galaxy

groups or clusters also orient toward their neighbours statistically

(e.g., Binggeli 1982; Rhee & Katgert 1987; West 1989; Wang et al.

2009; Smargon et al. 2012). Investigations on the orientation align-

ment of galaxies, groups and clusters provide a unique way to

understand their formation and evolution histories (see reviews:

Joachimi et al. 2015; Kiessling et al. 2015; Kirk et al. 2015).

BCGs are the most massive galaxies in clusters, gener-

ally inhabit the dense environment of cluster centers. They gain

masses through accreting materials from the ICM or cannibal-

izing satellite galaxies (e.g., Ostriker & Hausman 1977; Fabian

1994; Dubinski 1998; Nipoti et al. 2018), and show peculiar prop-

erties in many aspects when compared to normal elliptical galaxies

⋆ E-mail: zsyuan@nao.cas.cn

(e.g., Burns et al. 1981; Best et al. 2007; Lin et al. 2010; Shen et al.

2014; Wen & Han 2015a). On the one hand, the properties of BCGs

are affected by the ambient environment (e.g., Mittal et al. 2009;

Kale et al. 2015; Yuan et al. 2016); on the other hand, BCGs can

regulate the distribution of surrounding gases and heat them signif-

icantly through AGN feedback (e.g., Cattaneo et al. 2009; Ma et al.

2013). The orientation alignment indicates the tight links between

BCGs and host clusters.

The formation of the BCG alignment is still controversial:

whether the alignment is created primordially and maintained to

now, or it appears gradually during the process of mass assembly

of BCGs. This could be partly answered by comparing the align-

ment signal in different redshifts. Niederste-Ostholt et al. (2010)

and Hao et al. (2011) found stronger alignment for lower redshift

clusters, but Huang et al. (2016) claimed that no clear redshift evo-

lution is detected. By using the Hubble Space Telescope (HST),

West et al. (2017) found that the BCG alignment has been clearly

set ten billion years ago.

Generally, the mass distribution of galaxy clusters can be

well traced by the distribution of their member galaxies (e.g.,

Broadhurst et al. 2005; Zitrin et al. 2009, 2011). The overall orien-

tation of clusters thus can be measured with the positions of mem-

ber galaxies (e.g., Sastry 1968; Carter & Metcalfe 1980). Clear

BCG alignment has been detected for large cluster samples (e.g.,

Niederste-Ostholt et al. 2010; Hao et al. 2011; Huang et al. 2016).

Relations between the alignment strength and cluster properties are

also discussed. For example, clusters with a more luminous or more

dominant BCG usually show more remarkable alignments (e.g.,

Niederste-Ostholt et al. 2010; Hao et al. 2011; Huang et al. 2016).
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While marginal or no dependence is found on the richness of clus-

ters (e.g., Hao et al. 2011; Huang et al. 2016).

The cluster mass can also be reflected by the distribution of

ICM (e.g., Fabricant et al. 1984; Allen et al. 2002), thus the global

orientation of galaxy clusters can be determined from their X-

ray morphologies. Based on Einstein images, Porter et al. (1991)

found clear BCG alignments with 41 clusters, and Rhee & Latour

(1991) got consistent results for 26 clusters. Allen et al. (1995) de-

tected the BCG alignment in 5 clusters observed by the ROSAT.

Hashimoto et al. (2008) studied the alignment for 30 clusters with

Chandra images, in much higher angular resolution than the Ein-

stein and ROSAT images. Donahue et al. (2016) confirmed the BCG

alignment for 25 clusters, no matter the cluster orientation is mea-

sured from X-ray (Chandra), Sunyaev-Zel’dovich effect (Bolocam)

or lensing (HST) data. All the above X-ray samples are very limited,

insufficient to further investigate the influence of cluster properties

on the BCG alignment.

The Chandra and XMM-Newton satellites have accumu-

lated massive data for galaxy clusters. Recently, we processed

the archival Chandra (Yuan & Han 2020) and XMM-Newton

(Yuan et al. 2022) data homogeneously, and obtained X-ray images

for 1844 clusters in total. It is feasible now to measure the orien-

tation of clusters in both optical and X-ray wavelengths for a large

sample of clusters. In Section 2, we describe the cluster samples

and derive the shape parameters. Results on the BCG alignment are

presented in Section 3. A summary is given in Section 4. Through-

out this paper, we assume a flat ΛCDM cosmology with H0 = 70
km s−1 Mpc−1, Ωm = 0.3 and ΩΛ = 0.7.

2 DATA

2.1 Cluster samples

The cluster sample in X-ray is derived from the archival data of the

Chandra and XMM-Newton (Yuan & Han 2020; Yuan et al. 2022).

Galaxy clusters are collected in two independent approaches: 1)

clusters from targeted observations, and 2) those serendipitously

detected. The X-ray images of clusters are processed homoge-

neously, and smoothed to a certain physical scale of 30 kpc (re-

fer Yuan & Han 2020; Yuan et al. 2022, for details on the sam-

ple collection and image procssing). Finally, 964 clusters are ob-

tained from Chandra images (Yuan & Han 2020), 1308 clusters are

from XMM-Newton images, and a joint sample with 1844 clusters

is derived by combining the Chandra and XMM-Newton samples

(Yuan et al. 2022).

In optical, the large cluster catalogue derived by Wen & Han

(2015b) is used. Wen et al. (2012) identified 132 684 clusters

from the photometric data of Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS).

Wen & Han (2015b) updated this catalogue based on the SDSS

spectroscopic data (Alam et al. 2015), and identified 25 419 new

clusters. In total, the sample in Wen & Han (2015b) contains

158 103 clusters.

We cross-match the X-ray joint sample in Yuan et al. (2022)

with the optical catalogue in Wen & Han (2015b) within the cluster

radius r500, the radius of a cluster within which the mean matter

density is 500 times of the local critical density. Preliminarily, we

get 755 clusters overlapped in the X-ray and optical samples.
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Figure 1. Upper panel: the observational image for the BCG of Abell 68

obtained by the SDSS (contrast enhanced). The coordinate and redshift of

the BCG are written on the top-left corner. The modeled position angle

φbcg is labeled, from the north through the east. Lower panel: distributions

of φbcg (dashed), φclstr, o (dash-dotted) and φclstr, x (dotted) for the 755

overlapped clusters. Histograms (x and y1 axes) indicate the fraction of

position angles in each bin, oblique curves (x and y2 axes) mean the cu-

mulative fractions. The straight-solid line is the theoretical line for random

distribution. The probability of KS-test between the curve of φbcg (φclstr, o

or φclstr, x) and the solid line is written in the bottom-right corner.

2.2 Parameters of galaxy clusters

2.2.1 Orientation and ellipticity of BCGs

Based on the BCG coordinates in the catalogue of Wen & Han

(2015b), we directly get the position angle φbcg (deVPhi_r) and

the axis ratio b/a (deVAB_r) of BCGs, fitted with the de Van-

couleurs model, from the SDSS database (Stoughton et al. 2002).1

The BCG ellipticity εbcg is defined as

εbcg =
1− b/a

1 + b/a
. (1)

The φbcg is measured from the north through the east within 0◦ ≤
φbcg < 180◦. As an example, the upper panel of Fig. 1 shows

the SDSS image for the BCG of Abell 68 and the fitted position

angle. In the lower panel of Fig. 1, we present the distribution of

φbcg (dashed) for the 755 overlapped clusters, and find it follows

the random distribution quite well.

1 http://skyserver.sdss.org/dr15/en/tools/crossid/crossid.aspx
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Figure 2. The distribution of member galaxies for the Abell 68 and the

derived position angle φclstr, o. The member galaxies are taken from

Wen & Han (2015b) and selected with Mr ≤ −20.5 and r < r500.

2.2.2 Orientation and ellipticity of clusters estimated from

member galaxies

The orientation of clusters can be derived from the distribution

of member galaxies (e.g., Kim et al. 2002; Niederste-Ostholt et al.

2010; Huang et al. 2016). First, we calculate the three moments:

Mxx =
1

Nsat

∑

i

x2
i

r2i
,

Mxy =
1

Nsat

∑

i

xiyi
r2i

,

Myy =
1

Nsat

∑

i

y2
i

r2i
,

(2)

where xi, yi are the relative angular distances in the right ascension

and declination directions, respectively, of the ith satellite galaxy

to the BCG, ri is equal to
√

x2
i + y2

i , and Nsat is the number of

satellite galaxies in the cluster. Here, we only adopt satellite galax-

ies satisfying: (1) the r-band absolute magnitude is brighter than

−20.5 mag, and (2) the projected distance to the BCG is less than

r500. The two parameters Q and U are defined as

Q = Mxx −Myy,

U = 2Mxy.
(3)

Then the position angle and the ellipticity of clusters can be com-

puted through

φclstr, o =
1

2
arctan

(

U

Q

)

, (4)

εclstr, o =
√

Q2 + U2. (5)

The φclstr, o is measured from the north through the east within

0◦ ≤ φclstr, o < 180◦. In Fig. 2, the distribution of member galax-

ies for the Abell 68 and the corresponding position angle φclstr,o

are presented as an example. In the lower panel of Fig. 1, we present

the distribution of φclstr,o for 755 clusters and find that the cluster

orientations (dash-dotted) are randomly distributed in the projected

plane.

The deviation angle between the BCG and host cluster thus

Figure 3. Upper panel: the observational X-ray image of Abell 68 obtained

by the XMM-Newton. The scale of 500 kpc is labeled on the bottom-right

corner. Lower panel: the best-fitted β-model for the X-ray image with the

position angle φclstr, x marked.

can be calculated through

{

Φo = |φbcg − φclstr, o| (|φbcg − φclstr, o| ≤ 90◦),

Φo = 180◦ − |φbcg − φclstr, o| (|φbcg − φclstr, o| > 90◦).

(6)

Here the Φo is in 0◦ ≤ Φo ≤ 90◦.

2.2.3 Orientation and ellipticity of clusters estimated from X-ray

images

The orientation and ellipticity of host clusters can also be measured

by fitting the cluster X-ray images with a two-dimensional β-model

as (see Yuan & Han 2020, for details)

f(x, y) = f(r) = A(1 + (r/r0)
2)−β + C, (7)

where

r(x, y) =

√

x′2(1− εclstr, x)2 + y′2

1− εclstr, x

, (8)

and

x′ = (x− x0) cos φclstr, x + (y − y0) sinφclstr, x,

y′ = (y − y0) cos φclstr, x − (x− x0) sinφclstr, x.
(9)

Here εclstr, x is the cluster ellipticity, φclstr, x is the position an-

gle from the north through the east within 0◦ ≤ φclstr, x < 180◦ .

MNRAS 000, 1–8 (0000)
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Figure 4. Upper-left panel: comparison of cluster orientations estimated from optical (φclstr, o) and X-ray (φclstr, x) data. The dotted line indicates the

equivalence. Upper-right panel: the distribution for differences between φclstr, o and φclstr, x. The solid curve is the fitted Gaussian model for the distribution.

Parameters of the fitted model are written on the top-right corner. Lower-left panel: the relation between the position angle difference ∆φclstr and the number

of satellite galaxies in clusters Nsat . The dotted line means ∆φclstr = 0. The value of the significance of Spearman rank-order correlation ps is labeled on

the top-right corner. Lower-right panel: similar to the bottom-left panel but for the relation between ∆φclstr and redshift z.

The upper panel of Fig. 3 shows the X-ray image of Abell 68 ob-

served by the XMM-Newton, refer Yuan et al. (2022) for details. In

the lower panel, the corresponding β-model and the fitted cluster

orientation φclstr, x are presented. The distribution of φclstr, x (dot-

ted) for 755 clusters is shown in the lower panel of Fig. 1, follows

the random distribution perfectly.

The deviation angle between orientations of the BCG and host

cluster thus can be calculated with

{

Φx = |φbcg − φclstr, x| (|φbcg − φclstr, x| ≤ 90◦),

Φx = 180◦ − |φbcg − φclstr, x| (|φbcg − φclstr, x| > 90◦),

(10)

where the Φx is in the range of 0◦ ≤ Φx ≤ 90◦.

Since the uncertainty of measured orientations is larger for

rounder sources (e.g., see Refregier et al. 2012), previous works

usually set a threshold for the ellipticity (e.g., Yang et al. 2006;

Niederste-Ostholt et al. 2010). In this paper, we limit ellipticities,

including the εbcg, εclstr, o and εclstr, x, larger than 0.1. Mean-

while, because the measurement of the orientation φclstr, o is in-

accurate for clusters with few members, we only use φclstr, o that

estimated from clusters with 10 or more satellites, i.e., Nsat ≥ 10.

Finally, we obtain 411 clusters satisfying the above selection crite-

ria.

2.2.4 Other parameters

To study the relation between BCG alignment and properties of

BCGs or host clusters, we get the BCG redshift z, the r-band ab-

solute magnitude of BCGs Mbcg, the number of satellite galax-

ies Nsat, and the cluster richness Rclstr from the catalogue in

Wen & Han (2015b). About 90% of the BCG redshifts are esti-

mated from spectroscopic data. The absolute magnitude Mbcg is

evolution-corrected with Mbcg = Mobs
bcg +1.16z. The cluster rich-

ness Rclstr is estimated by the total luminosity of member galaxies

and can be taken as a good mass proxy of clusters (Wen & Han

2015b).

In Yuan et al. (2022), we calculated four kinds of dynamical

parameters with X-ray images, i.e., the concentration index c, the

centroid shift ω, the power ratio P3/P0, and the morphology in-

dex δ. Since these parameters are tightly correlated with each other

(Yuan & Han 2020), we only take the adaptive morphology index

δ as the dynamical parameter for clusters in following discussions.

The morphology index δ is defined as the best combination of the

profile parameter κ and the asymmetry factor α estimated from the

maps of surface brightness. It is calibrated by using a complete

sample of clusters with known relaxed and disturbed state. Clusters

with δ < 0 are relaxed, while those with δ > 0 are regarded as

disturbed clusters. All the parameters for the 411 clusters are listed

in Table 1.

MNRAS 000, 1–8 (0000)
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Table 1. Parameters for 411 clusters (the full table can be found on the webpage: http://zmtt.bao.ac.cn/galaxy_clusters/dyXimages/).

Name RA DEC z Mbcg εbcg φbcg Nsat Rclstr δ εclstr, o φclstr, o εclstr, x φclstr, x Φo Φx

(J2000) (J2000) (◦) (◦) (◦) (◦) (◦)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (16)

A2697 0.79826 -6.09169 0.2335 -23.70 0.14 163.2 65 105.76 -0.27±0.01 0.13 147.6 0.21 157.0 15.6 6.2

A2700 0.95698 2.06647 0.0976 -23.68 0.24 158.7 36 71.82 -0.33±0.01 0.13 41.7 0.26 157.6 63.0 1.1

WHLJ000524+161309 1.34984 16.21926 0.1156 -23.40 0.18 25.8 34 63.76 0.76±0.01 0.13 80.6 0.30 32.1 54.8 6.3

Z15 1.58453 10.86429 0.1663 -24.19 0.11 112.5 36 63.25 -0.15±0.01 0.26 97.7 0.11 109.4 14.8 3.1

ACTCLJ0008.1+0201 2.04332 2.02009 0.3665 -23.87 0.32 56.3 37 72.60 1.07±0.01 0.44 61.9 0.20 129.3 5.6 73.0

ACTLJ0014-0056 3.72544 -0.95236 0.5368 -24.31 0.24 58.3 34 101.23 0.35±0.01 0.16 52.1 0.31 65.5 6.2 7.2

CL0016+1626 4.63993 16.43779 0.5551 -23.66 0.42 61.6 24 80.06 0.48±0.01 0.17 56.9 0.20 48.0 4.7 13.6

CL0019.6+0336 4.91107 3.59926 0.2668 -23.99 0.25 147.9 72 140.53 0.49±0.01 0.35 166.5 0.15 171.4 18.6 23.5

PSZ2G114.79-33.71 5.15480 28.65949 0.0949 -23.55 0.19 153.8 46 76.91 0.29±0.01 0.29 154.4 0.29 154.7 0.6 0.9

WHYJ003410-021039 8.56122 -2.08459 0.0793 -23.33 0.23 19.9 27 39.00 1.24±0.01 0.29 13.5 0.10 0.7 6.4 19.2

Columns: (1) cluster name; (2-3) right ascension and declination in J2000; (4) the BCG redshift; (5 - 7) the r-band absolute magnitude, ellipticity and

position angle of the BCG; (8) number of selected satellite galaxies in the cluster; (9 - 10) the richness and dynamical paramter — the morphology index of

the cluster; (11 - 12) the ellipticity and position angle of the cluster measured from member galaxies; (13 - 14) the cluster ellipticity and position angle

determined from the X-ray image; (15) the acute angle between φbcg and φclstr, o; (16) the acute angle between φbcg and φclstr, x.

3 RESULTS

3.1 Comparing cluster orientations estimated from optical

and X-ray data

Under the assumption of hydrostatic equilibrium in the gravita-

tional potential well of clusters, the distributions of member galax-

ies and ICM are both regulated by the mass distribution of galaxy

clusters. Thus, it is natural to expect a general agreement between

cluster orientations determined from member galaxies and those

from the ICM. In the upper-left panel of Fig 4, a good consistency

is presented between cluster orientations estimated from optical

(φclstr, o) and X-ray (φclstr, x) data, though few clusters present

large deviations. In the upper-right panel of Fig 4, we show the dis-

tribution of the differences between cluster orientations measured

in optical and X-ray wavelengths, ∆φclstr, and fit the distribution

with a Gaussian model as

fraction = A× exp

(

−

(

Φ−Φ0

σ

)2
)

+ C. (11)

Here A is the model amplitude, Φ0 is the model center and set to

0, σ is the model width, and C is a constant. The typical scatter of

the φclstr, o − φclstr, x relation is indicated by the σ of the Gaus-

sian model, which is equal to 22.95◦ ± 1.43◦ . The lower-left panel

of Fig 4 shows the correlation between the ∆φclstr and the num-

ber of satellite galaxies in clusters Nsat. We assess the degree of

Nsat−∆φclstr correlation with the significance of Spearman rank-

order correlation ps (defined in Press et al. 1992, p. 640), which

is a very sensitive indicator for weak but intrinsic tendency, with

the zero value for a significant dependence while non-zero values

for independence. We find that clusters host more satellite galaxies

tend to show better agreement between the φclstr, o and φclstr, x. In

the lower-right panel of Fig 4, we find that the ∆φclstr is indepen-

dent of the cluster redshift z.

3.2 The BCG alignment

In the upper panel of Fig. 5, we show the distributions of the devi-

ation angles Φ between orientations of BCGs and host clusters. A

clear signal of alignment is shown — the fraction of clusters with

Φ < 30◦ is significantly larger than those with a larger Φ. We find

that the Φx (solid) shows stronger alignment than the Φo (shaded).

The distributions of Φx and Φo are fitted with a Gaussian model, as
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Figure 5. Upper panel: distributions of the deviation angles between orien-

tations of BCGs and host clusters. Lower panels: modeling the distributions

of deviation angles with a Gaussian model. Values of fitted parameters are

written on each panel.

Table 2. The mean departure angle and fitting parameters.

Sample Nsat 〈Φ〉 A σ C

this work, Φx ≥10 24.34 33.71±0.76 19.67±0.55 4.58±0.29

this work, Φo ≥10 26.15 26.02±0.37 28.10±0.53 3.91±0.20

N10 >4 ∼38∗ 7.86±0.20 41.12±1.54 7.93±0.17

H16 — 35.07 11.41±0.27 33.42±1.08 6.26±0.17

N10 = Niederste-Ostholt et al. (2010), H16 = Huang et al. (2016).
∗: estimated by us from the solid curve in the figure 5 of

Niederste-Ostholt et al. (2010).
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Figure 6. Parameter correlations for 411 clusters. The significance of Spearman rank-order correlation ps is labeled in each panel, the zero value in red

indicates a significant correlation between the two parameters, while a non-zero value in blue means no clear correlation is found.

stated in Equation 11 and presented in the lower panels of Fig. 5.

The best-fitted parameters for each samples are listed in Table 2. It

is clear that the fitted model for Φx has a significantly larger ampli-

tude A and a smaller width σ than those of the Φo. This suggests

that the BCG morphology is more aligned with the distribution of

ICM than that of satellite galaxies.

In Table 2, the mean deviation angles and fitting parame-

ters for the results obtained by Niederste-Ostholt et al. (2010) and

Huang et al. (2016) are also presented. The alignments we obtained

are significantly stronger, i.e., larger A and smaller σ and 〈Φ〉. This

is probably because our sample is derived from the common sam-

ple in X-ray and optical and under stricter selection criteria, e.g.,

Nsat ≥ 10, which leads our sample has a smaller uncertainty than

that of previous works.

3.3 Correlations to properties of BCGs or clusters

Correlations between the alignment strength and various properties

of BCGs or clusters have been studied, see Table 3 as a summary.

However, many inconsistencies are obtained by different authors.

For example, Niederste-Ostholt et al. (2010) and Hao et al. (2011)

found that the BCG alignment is more prominent at lower redshifts,

while Huang et al. (2016) did not find this trend. Hashimoto et al.

(2008) found that clusters with a more elongated BCG generally

show stronger BCG alignment, but Huang et al. (2016) argued that

the dependence on the BCG ellipticity is probably due to selection

effects.

Here we search the relation between the BCG alignment and

the redshift z, the BCG absolute magnitude Mbcg and ellipticity

εbcg, and the richness Rclstr and dynamical parameter δ of host

clusters. As shown in the leftmost two columns of Fig. 6, only

the BCG absolute magnitude Mbcg shows significant dependence,

i.e., ps = 0, for Φx and Φo simultaneously. In Fig. 7, we di-

vide the 411 clusters into two subsamples with the boundary of

Mbcg = −23.5 mag, and compare the cumulative fraction of the

two subsamples for Φx (left panel) and Φo (right panel), respec-

tively. It is clear that the subsample with more luminous BCGs

(dashed) presents stronger alignment signal than the fainter sub-

sample (solid). The corresponding probability of the Kolmogorov-

Smirnov (KS) test, pks, between the two subsamples is equal 0.00

for the Φx and equal to 0.01 for the Φo, indicating a significantly

different distribution between the two subsamples.

The redshift evolution of the BCG alignment has been

discussed (e.g., Niederste-Ostholt et al. 2010; Hao et al. 2011;

Huang et al. 2016). In Fig. 6, we find a clear dependence of Φx on

the cluster redshift z, though the dependence vanishes for the Φo.

MNRAS 000, 1–8 (0000)
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Table 3. A summary on the relation between BCG alignment and BCG or cluster properties.

Reference Cluster number z-evolution BCG luminosity BCG ellipticity cluster richness cluster dynamic

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

Hashimoto et al. (2008) 30 – – Yes – No

Niederste-Ostholt et al. (2010) 7031 Yes – – Marginal –

Hao et al. (2011) ∼11000 Yes Yes – No –

Huang et al. (2016) 8237 No Yes No Marginal –

this work 411 No Yes No No No

“–” means the parameter is not discussed.
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Fig. 8 shows the cumulative fraction of Φx for subsamples with

different ranges of redshift. We find that the distributions are sim-

ilar between subsamples for z ≤ 0.15 (solid) and 0.15 < z ≤
0.30 (dashed), but it changes significantly for the subsample with

0.30 < z ≤ 0.45 (dotted), and then keeps stable for z > 0.45
(dash-dotted). Considering the discontinuous changes among sub-

samples with different redshifts, we argue that the changes are not

originated from intrinsic evolution, but probably a consequence of

observational selection effect, i.e., the uncertainty of BCG orienta-

tions measured from the SDSS images becomes larger at z > 0.3.

The Fig. 6 shows the significance ps of the Φx − δ correla-

tion is equal to 0, but it changes to 0.53 for the Φo − δ correla-

tion. Considering the inconsistency between the Φx and Φo, we

conclude that no intrinsic relation is found between the BCG align-

ment and the dynamical state of host clusters. For other parameters,

i.e., the BCG ellipticity εbcg, the cluster richness Rclstr and ellip-

ticity εclstr,x and εclstr,o, the Fig. 6 presents no dependence to both

Φx and Φo. The results from literature and that obtained by us are

summarized in Table 3.

4 SUMMARY

Investigations on the BCG alignment and the correlations with

properties of BCGs and clusters are helpful to understand the co-

evolution of clusters and their central massive galaxies. In this

work, we combine the large X-ray sample derived by Yuan et al.

(2022) and the huge optical catalogue from Wen & Han (2015b).

The position angle of BCGs φbcg is directly taken from the SDSS

database. The orientations of host clusters are calculated in two

independent approaches: (1) the φclstr, o is computed with the dis-

tribution of member galaxies, and (2) the φclstr, x is obtained by

fitting the X-ray image of clusters with an elliptical β-model. By

setting thresholds on ellipticities and number of satellite galaxies,

finally a sample of 411 clusters are obtained.

We find that cluster orientations measured from X-ray images

are generally consistent with that determined from optical data. We

confirm the BCG alignment and find BCGs are more aligned with

the distribution of ICM compared to that of member galaxies. The

alignment signal obtained by us is much stronger than that from

literature. We find that clusters with more luminous BCGs show

stronger BCG alignment statistically. We argue that the detected

changes of the BCG alignment related to the redshift is mainly

caused by selection effects rather than intrinsic physical evolution.

The BCG alignment is independent of the BCG ellipticity, and the

richness, ellipticty and dynamical state of host clusters.

MNRAS 000, 1–8 (0000)
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