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ABSTRACT

Abell 2744, also known as Pandora’s Cluster, is a complex merging galaxy cluster. While a major
merger is clear along the north-south axis, the dynamical state of the northwest subcluster has been
highly uncertain. We present ultra-deep (≈2.1 Ms) X-ray observations of Abell 2744 obtained with
the Chandra X-ray Observatory and reinterpret the multi-wavelength picture with a suite of idealised
simulations of galaxy cluster mergers. The new data reveal in unprecedented detail the disruption of
cool cores in the three X-ray luminous subclusters and confirm the presence of a shock to the NW. A
position-velocity clustering of the cluster member galaxies shows a clearly separated S2 component,
with a ∆z implying a separation of 53 Mpc or a line-of-sight velocity of 4500 km s−1, or likely
some combination of the two. While binary simulations allow NW to have undergone a gravitational
slingshot after the first pericenter passage, triple merger simulations rule out this scenario, because the
two mergers would have had to occur ∼0.5 Gyr apart, and the joint impact of the shocks from the two
mergers would completely disrupt the SE and NW cool cores; they only reform after 1-2 Gyr, by which
point the core separations greatly exceed observations. The scenario that best describes Abell 2744 is
a head-on N-S merger 0.5−0.6 Gyrs ago followed by a first infall of the NW subcluster. Furthermore,
we note that a model with three cluster-size halos, with masses consistent with gravitational lensing
constraints, nevertheless produces a lensing convergence and surface brightness lower than observed
in most of the field of view, whereas the temperatures are consistent with observations. This suggests
the presence of a large-scale overdensity, which contributes to the diffuse emission and total surface
density without heating the densest gas.
Subject headings: galaxies: clusters: individual: Abell 2744 – galaxies: clusters: intracluster medium

– X-rays: galaxies: clusters – methods: numerical

1. INTRODUCTION

Galaxy clusters represent the latest stages of structure
formation in a hierarchical cosmology, such as the bench-
mark ΛCDM. Their large masses mean that gravity is the
dominant force at play, and cluster statistics can be used
for cosmology (Jauzac et al. 2016; Natarajan et al. 2017;
Schwinn et al. 2017; Mao et al. 2018; Kimmig et al. 2022).
Because structure assembles hierarchically, galaxy clus-
ters are always undergoing mergers; when the mass ratios
are large, we start to observe the effects of astroparticle
and plasma physics in addition to cosmology. Offsets
between dark matter, galaxy and gas peaks can con-
strain the amount of self-interaction in the dark matter

(Massey et al. 2015), whereas the evolution of shock and
cold fronts in the intracluster medium (ICM) depends
on its detailed physical properties, such as its magne-
tization, viscosity, and thermal conduction.(Markevitch
et al. 2003; Chadayammuri et al. 2022b). The distribu-
tion of magnetic fields and relativistic electrons deter-
mines the radio emission (Govoni et al. 2001; Pfrommer
et al. 2008). Last but certainly not least, merging clus-
ters are also the most powerful gravitational lenses in the
Universe. This produces detailed maps of the projected
mass within the cluster (Jauzac et al. 2015; Furtak et al.
2022; Bergamini et al. 2023b,a), as well as magnifying the
light from objects up to 12 billion light years away, al-
most to the beginning of time (Wang et al. 2023; Bogdán
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et al. 2024; Kovacs et al. 2024; Ananna et al. 2024).
Abell 2744 is one of the most dramatic mergers

of galaxy clusters in the observable Universe. Due
to its many observed substructures and complex non-
equilibrium features, the system has been referred to as
“Pandora’s Cluster”. Gravitational lensing studies re-
port up to a dozen substructures (Jauzac et al. 2016;
Kimmig et al. 2022), with five strong lensing peaks coin-
cident with the Brightest Cluster Galaxies (BCGs). The
galaxy velocity distribution functions are also complex,
modelled at best as composites of multiple Gaussians
(Boschin et al. 2006; Owers et al. 2011). Radio observa-
tions show an extended central halo with multiple radio
relics, several located up to 1 Mpc away from the cluster
center (Govoni et al. 2001; Pearce et al. 2017; Paul et al.
2019; Rajpurohit et al. 2021).
Galaxy clusters are particularly luminous and well-

resolved at X-ray wavelengths, where emission from the
ICM peaks. X-ray observations reveal shock fronts,
whose intrinsic strength depends on the 3D relative ve-
locity of the merging subclusters, and which are obscured
in projection based on the inclination of the merger axis
with respect to the plane of the sky. Cold fronts lie at the
boundary of stripped cores of subclusters; their distance
from the nearest shock depends on the infall velocity,
merger phase, and inclination angle. Initially, the gas is
subjected to ram pressure, whereas the collisionless dark
matter moves unhindered; here, the lensing peak would
be ahead of the gas peak. After about a dynamical time,
however, the gas will once again trace the gravitational
field, and the two peaks will coincide. Given enough
shock and cold fronts, one can reconstruct most of the
pre-merger properties of the subclusters as well as the ge-
ometry of the merger. Constrained idealized simulations
offer a powerful method to interpret multi-wavelength
observations of complex galaxy cluster mergers because
they allow us to forward model the non-equilibrium dy-
namics of a system, and interpret features like shock and
cold fronts, merger-driven radio emission, and asymmet-
ric gravitational potentials (Maurogordato et al. 2011;
van Weeren et al. 2011; Roediger et al. 2013; Hu et al.
2021; Chadayammuri et al. 2022a).
In Abell 2744, the situation is further complicated be-

cause there are at least three X-ray peaks, five BCGs,
and numerous lensing peaks depending on the lensing
study. The most robust claims so far are that of a
merger along the north-south axis in the plane of the
sky from X-ray features (Kempner & David 2004), and
of a line-of-sight merger in the southeast from velocity
distributions (Boschin et al. 2006). The inferred mass
ratios are of order unity and 3:1, respectively. On the
other hand, there is almost no consensus on the nature
of the “northwest interloper”. Kempner & David (2004)
thought it was falling into the main cluster, producing a
shock front ahead of it, while Owers et al. (2011) failed
to find this shock with additional X-ray data; they also
claimed that galaxy spectra were not consistent with this
picture. Merten et al. (2011) proposed that the substruc-
ture has already passed through the main cluster from
the south-east and reached its apocenter, and is now re-
turning for a second passage, with the gas getting “sling-
shotted” outwards while the dark matter core returns
faster. Medezinski et al. (2016) finds this interpretation
unlikely in the simulations of Molnar et al. (2012), where

the first core passage typically strips the interloper of
most of its gas. Instead, they propose a scenario where
the interloper itself has two merging components along
the line of sight, corresponding to the two nearby BCGs,
NW-1 and NW-2; this merging system, they suggest, is
falling into the rest of the cluster. Furthermore, since
Merten et al. (2011) posits that the main merger is along
the SE-NW axis, they interpret the northern core as hav-
ing passed by a now highly stripped substructure to the
west, which now appears only as a sharp peak in strong
lensing and the X-ray.
Assembling a merger picture for galaxy clusters like

Abell 2744 is a crucial step toward using them as labo-
ratories for both astrophysics and cosmology. The offset
between the gas and lensing peaks, for example, is of-
ten used to constrain the self-interaction cross-section of
dark matter (Merten et al. 2011; Dawson et al. 2012;
Jauzac et al. 2016), although such a separation is also
found in simulations of merging clusters with completely
collisionless dark matter (ZuHone 2011; Wittman et al.
2018; Chadayammuri et al. 2022a); in other words, the
mere existence of an offset is not a smoking gun of self-
interaction. The separation varies throughout the merger
and depends on the merger geometry as well as gas
core density profiles, and would need to be very well-
constrained before claims can be made about dark matter
self-interaction. The rate of disruption of cold fronts can
constrain thermal conductivity in the intracluster plasma
(Ettori & Fabian 2000; Markevitch et al. 2003; Wang
et al. 2016; Richard-Laferrière et al. 2023), while the sup-
pression of Kelvin-Helmholtz instabilities constrains the
plasma viscosity (Roediger et al. 2013; Russell et al. 2014;
Wang & Markevitch 2018) or the magnetic field strength
(Vikhlinin et al. 2001). All observations currently point
to a very strong suppression of viscosity and thermal con-
duction compared to the prediction from Coulomb-only
interactions (Spitzer 1956); this is expected in a weakly
magnetised plasma (Lyutikov 2006; Dursi & Pfrommer
2008; ZuHone et al. 2011; Roberg-Clark et al. 2018) and
has been used to constrain the strength of magnetic fields
in the ICM (Vikhlinin et al. 2001; Su et al. 2017). All
of these measurements rely on knowing the gas densities,
temperatures and velocities at the boundary layers.
In this paper, we present the ultra-deep Chandra X-

ray observations of Abell 2744. We place these data in
a multi-wavelength context to motivate possible merger
scenarios, and finally test these with tailored simulations
of each of the proposed mergers. Where relevant, we
simulate triple mergers and assess how well they can be
described by the superposition of binary mergers. Ulti-
mately, we present a narrative of two mergers that suc-
cessfully reproduce all the observations.
This paper assumes the Planck Collaboration et al.

(2020) cosmology, i.e. a flat Universe with Ωm = 0.315
and h = 0.673. This means at the redshift z = 0.308 of
Abell 2744, 1” = 4.7 kpc.

2. NEW X-RAY OBSERVATIONS OF ABELL 2744

Abell 2744 is an extraordinary cluster of galaxies with
unique features that justify long observing times across
wavelengths. Many Chandra X-ray observations have
been performed over the last 20 years, summing up to
an observing time of ≈ 2.1Ms (101 ACIS-I and 1 ACIS-S
observations). The observations are summarised in Ta-
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Fig. 1.— Top left: X-ray surface brightness utilizing ultra-deep, 2.1 Ms deep Chandra observations of Abell 2744. Top right: Strong
lensing map of Abell 2744 from Furtak et al. (2022). The BCGs are shown as stars in both maps; BCG-W is shown in white on the surface
brightness map to stand out in the otherwise dim region. All the other BCGs are close to, but slightly offset from, X-ray surface brightness
peaks. Bottom left : Map of the Gaussian Gradient Magnitude (GGM) of the X-ray surface brightness. GGM enhances sharp features and
allows us to identify key discontinuities - two to the southeast, two to the northwest, and one to the north. Bottom centre: Contour binned
maps of the temperature of Abell 2744. The S, N and NW substructures all harbour cool cores (CCs), although the one in N is weaker
than the others; N also does not show a metallicity peak characteristic of cool cores. There is a shock front ahead of the southeast cold
front, a smoking gun of a recent merger close to the plane of the sky. N also has a very clear, elongated cold front but no corresponding
shock ahead of it, suggesting that this substructure had its pericenter passage long enough ago that the shock has mostly dissipated. The
NW substructure shows a trail of cool gas behind the bright, cool core, but there is no evidence of a shock in front of it. This favours a
scenario where it is still infalling. Bottom right: Contour-binned maps of the metallicity. There are no clear trends with subcluster core or
BCG position.

ble 3 and the individual OBSIDs can accessed through
https://doi.org/10.25574/cdc.257. Our data reduc-
tion used the standard tasks provided with the CIAO
software package version 4.15 with CALDB 4.10.7, and
we followed the procedure described in Schellenberger
et al. (2017). We note that we use wavedetect to detect
point sources and visually inspect and edit the catalog
of detections to ensure only cluster-related features en-
ter into our analysis. For the imaging analysis, we refill
the regions of masked point sources with Poisson noise
from the surrounding area. Merged surface brightness

maps were created using merge obs using a bin size of 4,
which corresponds to ≈ 2′′.
For the spectral maps (temperature, pressure, metal-

licity) we extract spectral regions following the X-ray sur-
face brightness (contour binning, Sanders 2006), and con-
nects regions of similar surface brightness until a signal to
noise threshold is reached (35 in our case). This method
helps to identify edges in the surface brightness, which
might be smoothed over by the other techniques, such
as the adaptive binning (c.f. O’Sullivan et al. 2014; Kim
et al. 2019). The spectral background was subtracted

https://doi.org/10.25574/cdc.257
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by using blank sky observations that were re-normalized
by the count rate in the 9 − 12 keV energy range. The
spectral fitting was performed using sherpa and we fit an
absorbed thermal plasma model ( phabs× apec ) to the
combined spectra. We freeze the column density at the
line of sight value (NH = 1.46× 1020 cm−2) and the red-
shift (z = 0.308), and leave the temperature, abundance
and normalization free to vary.
Surface brightness edges and discontinuities in the X-

ray image may indicate shocks or cold fronts in the clus-
ter ICM. To detect these, we use the Gaussian Gradi-
ent Magnitude (GGM) algorithm (Walker et al. 2016;
Sanders et al. 2016) which highlights these features. This
method convolves the observed image with Gaussian ker-
nels of different sizes and computes the gradients thereof.
The images for each of the filtered scales are combined
with a radius-based weighting factor. We note that the
features in the filtered images strongly depend on the
smoothing and weighting of each scale. The difference
between the two smoothed images then highlights sharp
features on scales between the two smoothings. We used
Gaussian smoothing scales of 4” to 9”, which are an opti-
mal set of smoothing scales for this cluster to most clearly
display the signatures of known discontinuities.
The top row of Figure 1 shows the X-ray surface bright-

ness map of Abell 2744 on the left, with the strong lens-
ing convergence map of Furtak et al. (2022) for refer-
ence. The strong lensing peaks overlap precisely with
the BCGs, which are shown as black crosses in both the
top panels. The bottom row then shows the GGM maps,
along with contour-binned maps of the temperature and
metallicity. The GGM map highlights the presence of
two fronts to the southeast, one in the centre, one to the
north, and two to the northwest. The key features are:

• The average temperature of the cluster in the
0.1−2.4 keV band is 8.77 ± 0.7 keV. Following the
scaling self-similar β-model of Evrard et al. (1996),
this corresponds to an r500 = 1.63 Mpc. Within
this aperture, the luminosity is L(0.1−2.4 keV) =

1.50 × 1045 erg s−1 , and the average metallicity
is Z/Z⊙ = 0.21± 0.01.

• The main X-ray peak lies near the center of the
field of view, offset from all BCGs. For a simple
scenario with well-separated components all near
hydrostatic equilibrium, this would correspond to
the most massive cluster. For the moment, how-
ever, we cannot assume this to be the case, as the
central emission may be the superposition of mul-
tiple sub-clusters of comparable mass.

• There is a bright, bullet-like cold front to the SE
with a temperature of ∼ 7 keV. The cold front,
along with the clear South Shock (SS) ∼ 150 kpc
ahead of it, is a classic signature of a merger close
to the plane of the sky. SE lies near two BCGs, S1
and S2, and it is unclear which one is associated
with.

• A substructure to the north (N) features an X-ray
peak coinciding with a BCG (BCG-N) and a strong
lensing peak. This does not, however, appear in
the Subaru weak lensing maps of Medezinski et al.
(2016). Its leading edge has a temperature of ∼

8.5 keV, increasing slowly to ∼ 10 keV in a plume
of bright gas fanning out behind it. The arched
shape of this plume indicates a core passage with a
large impact parameter b. This is called the “tail”
in Owers et al. (2011).

• To the northwest lies a relatively relaxed substruc-
ture close to two bright galaxies, NW-1 and NW-2
(e.g. Jauzac et al. 2015; Furtak et al. 2022); both
BCGs are coincident with strong lensing peaks. At
its brightest, this substructure has a temperature
of ∼ 6 keV. As noted in the introduction, there is
no consensus on whether this NW “interloper” is
infalling or being slingshot on its way out, and why
both nearby BCGs are offset from the X-ray peak.

Equipped with these deep and high-resolution maps of
the ICM, we address several disagreements in the liter-
ature. First is the presence or absence of a shock front
ahead of the NW cold front; if present, this would favour
the infall scenario of (Kempner & David 2004). The
GGM image in Figure 1 does show a discontinuity in
this region, with a contour-binned temperature slightly
higher than its surroundings. However, this feature is ori-
ented almost orthogonally to the NW cold front, whereas
a bow shock at infall would be nearly concentric. If this
shock detection is significant - which we assess below - it
cannot be associated with an infall of the NW subcluster.
Second, there is disagreement about whether the North

subcluster merged with the subcluster in the South, or
the lensing peak to the West, which Merten et al. (2011)
propose is a subcluster remnant almost entirely stripped
of gas. First, we note that there is no local peak in the
X-ray emission or its GGM around this lensing peak,
even with ≈ 2 Ms of additional exposure. Second, we
note that the N cold front has a long tail, arcing to the
southwest behind it. In the binary merger simulations of
Chadayammuri et al. (2022a), such cool trails traced the
trajectory of the corresponding cool core and indicated
that N most likely merged with the SE substructure. We
produce a sample merger of this type below in §4.

2.1. Surface brightness and temperature profiles

Next, we produce profiles of the surface brightness and
temperature across the discontinuities identified in the
GGM image. The surface brightness profile is fit by a
broken power law with a break (rb) indicating the lo-
cation of the brightness jump. This rb is shown as a
red line in the temperature profiles. For the three fronts
in Figure 2, the surface brightness jumps coincide with
sharp temperature drops, confirming that these features
are cold fronts, the disrupted cores of infalling subclus-
ters. For the front to the northwest, the temperature and
surface brightness jumps appear offset; however, we note
that the surface brightness jump is weak and noisy, and
therefore abstain from interpreting this offset.
Figure 3 shows the profiles of the remaining fronts.

Here, the surface brightness jumps correspond to in-
creases in temperature, identifying the features as shock
fronts. In fact, the profiles to the SE are consistent with
two shock fronts spaced ∼ 140 kpc apart. The Mach
numbers of all three shocks, as computed from both sur-
face brightness and temperature jumps, are shown in Ta-
ble 1.
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Fig. 2.— Profiles of X-ray surface brightness (center) and temperature (right) across the three cold fronts highlighted in the left panels.
Blue lines in the surface brightness plots show the best-fit model, described as a 2-component power-law with a finite width. The N cold
front has the sharpest jump, suggesting that this merger axis is very close to the plane of the sky. The NW front appears weak in the surface
brightness profile but very clear in the temperature, suggesting that this merger has a significant component along the line-of-sight; this is
independently corroborated by the galaxy velocities in Figure 4. The temperature and surface brightness jumps are clear and well-aligned
to the SE. The front has a non-zero width, which could be due to inclination or turbulence.

Feature MSB MT

NW 1.34+0.11
−0.10 1.17+0.29

−0.24

SE 1 1.39± 0.01 1.46+0.25
−0.22

SE 2 1.44± 0.01 1.69+0.40
−0.37

TABLE 1
Mach Numbers inferred from the surface brightness and

temperature jumps for the three shocks in Figure 3.

The profiles across the surface brightness discontinu-
ities in our new images therefore detect cool cores in the
N, S and NW substructures, and find a shock to the SE.
The shock to the NW is still tentative and is weak at
best. The temperatures of the cold fronts inform our
fiducial models for the central properties of their pre-
merger progenitors. The complex nature of the shock
fronts indicates the superposition of multiple shock waves
and precludes us from making inferences from any one of
them in isolation.

3. MULTI-WAVELENGTH PICTURE

3.1. Gravitational lensing

Gravitational lensing models make various choices, e.g.
on whether or not to parameterize the lens model, how
to parameterize it, and how to account for noise in the
galaxy data (Priewe et al. 2017; Raney et al. 2020). In
addition, the most powerful lensing clusters, including
Abell 2744, are inclined along the line of sight, so that
the projected mass is maximized; this leaves common
assumptions about spherical symmetry poorly justified.
The density distributions of the merging subclusters vary
over the course of a merger, as described in detail in
Lee et al. (2023). Most models of weak gravitational
lensing model each cluster component as an NFW pro-
file; if the observations do not have sufficient signal-to-
noise, the concentration and total mass of the halo are
not fit independently, but instead are assumed to follow
concentration-mass relations that are in fact measured
for relaxed galaxy clusters (Duffy et al. 2008; Prada et al.
2012; Diemer & Joyce 2019). This means that weak lens-
ing masses can be overestimated by up to 60%. There-
fore, we use the weak lensing masses from Medezinski
et al. (2016), including M200c = (2.06± 0.42)× 1015 M⊙
for the entire system, as upper limits. Furthermore, the
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Fig. 3.— Same as Figure 2, but for the two potential shock fronts now shown on the left. The temperature jump is greater in the SE
shock front than the NW; the NW profile is further complicated by the presence of the NW interloper along the radial section.

positions of weak lensing peaks vary significantly between
studies. The positions of the X-ray peaks and BCGs,
while known to be offset from the true cluster centres,
are nevertheless better traces of the subcluster positions
than low-significance weak lensing peaks.
Strong lensing (e.g., Jauzac et al. 2015; Furtak et al.

2022; Bergamini et al. 2023b) provides much tighter con-
straints on the mass of smaller regions in the centers
of the various subclusters, where the surface density ex-
ceeds the critical value for strong lensing. These dense
regions are often called “substructures”, but do not nec-
essarily represent the cores of merging cluster compo-
nents; Kimmig et al. (2022) found that analogous clus-
ters in the Magneticum Pathfinder simulation accreted
such structures at 1 < z < 0.4. Ideally, as in Jauzac
et al. (2016), strong lensing can be used to constrain
the mass in the cluster cores while weak lensing con-
strains the outskirts; this method yields M(< 1 Mpc) =
(1.85±0.07)×1015 M⊙, consistent with the weak-lensing-
only mass from Medezinski et al. (2016), which was inte-
grated out to 2.5 Mpc. We use the locations of the strong
lensing peaks to trace the cluster potential minima in our
simulations in §4; reproducing the exact values, however,
would require adding potentials for the BCGs, which we
do not do.
The contours in the right panel of Figure 1 show the

strong lensing convergence measured by Furtak et al.
(2022) as part of the JWST-UNCOVER program. The
strongest signal is around S1-S2, followed by NW1-
NW2 and then around BCG-N. This alone challenges
the model of Owers et al. (2011), who claim that the
most massive subcluster is centered on BCG-N. There is
a small strong lensing peak near BCG-W, which Merten
et al. (2011) suggest is the remnant of a merger with
BCG-N. However, W does not show up in the X-ray
map nor in weak lensing maps (e.g. Merten et al. 2011;
Medezinski et al. 2016). When detected, the peak of the

western substructure W varies widely between studies,
and Jauzac et al. (2016) argues that it is most likely a
background source. We therefore do not include it in our
merger simulations.

3.2. Optical/NIR images and spectra

Galaxy spectra reveal the line-of-sight velocities of
cluster member galaxies, placing further constraints on
the merger picture. These constraints are stronger still
when combined with the spatial information, which in
turn lacks the line-of-sight component. Self-supervised
clustering algorithms like K-means (Lloyd 1982) offer
a model-agnostic way of identifying structures in such
multi-dimensional data. Given a number of clusters, the
algorithm seeds cluster centers randomly in the space of
the data. Each data point is assigned to the nearest seed.
At the end of each iteration, the new center of each clus-
ter is the N-dimensional mean of all its assigned data
points. The process is repeated until the cluster centers
converge.
Figure 4 shows the results of K-means applied to the

(RA, DEC, z) of the 364 galaxies with redshift measure-
ments from either VLT-MUSE (Furtak et al. 2022) or
the Anglo-Australian Observatory (Owers et al. 2011);
the latter has better coverage of the entire cluster field.
Since we do not a priori know how many clusters are in
this data, we try values between 2 and 5.
S1 and S2, despite their proximity in the plane of the

sky, are separated in the line-of-sight velocity space by
5030 km s−1; each of them sits near the centre of a dif-
ferent Gaussian distribution of velocities. If their veloc-
ity offset were entirely due to cosmological redshift, they
would be 54 Mpc apart and not gravitationally bound at
all. However, this is 2− 3 times the characteristic infall
velocity for two galaxy clusters of mass 1014−15 M⊙ (Li
et al. (2020) and §4 below); ascribing 1/3 (2/3) of the
observed redshift offset to an infall velocity still implies
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Fig. 4.— Distribution of spectroscopically confirmed velocities of cluster member galaxies using MUSE Furtak et al. (2022) and AAO
(Owers et al. 2011). BCGs are highlighted on the left by stars and on the right as grayscale lines. Each row represents a different clustering
of (RA, DEC, zspec) of the cluster member galaxies, using Ncluster = 2, 3, and 4 respectively. Using three clusters isolates the velocity
peak around S1, which is also spatially compact. Adding more than three clusters results in more spatial categories without improving the
representation of the velocity distribution. The line-of-sight velocity components are therefore: N+S2, NW1+NW2, and S1.

a separation of 38 (21) Mpc. This means that S1, and
the 146 galaxies in that redshift cluster, are not part of
the gravitationally bound system. They will, neverthe-
less, contribute significantly to the gravitational lensing
convergence:

κ ∝ DolDls

Dos
(1)

where Dol, Dls and Dos are the angular diameter dis-
tances between the observer and lens, lens and source,
and observer and source, respectively. This ratio varies
by only 0.8% for a lens at z = 0.30 vs. z = 0.32 and
sources at z ∼ 1. Thus, the galaxy spectra tell us that the
mass inferred from gravitational lensing near the south-
east cold front is much greater than the mass of the com-
ponents associated with the X-ray features. Clusters are
observed to follow a mass-richness relation (MRR, Simet
et al. (e.g. 2017)):

⟨M |λ⟩ = M0
λ

λ0

α

(2)

where the characteristic mass M0 and richness λ0 are
largely determined by the selection function. The slope
α has been measured at 1.2-1.3 across a large range of
cluster masses and redshifts. For a 2-cluster model, the
mass in S1 is therefore ∼ 1/3 of the total mass, i.e.
(5− 6.7)× 1014 M⊙ within the uncertainties in the weak
lensing studies.
This leaves (1 − 1.3) × 1015 M⊙ left to distribute be-

tween S2, N and NW. Figure 5 similarly clusters these
galaxies in the (RA, Dec, z) space. The most physi-
cally meaningful clustering includes 3 components, cor-
responding to the North, South and Northwest clusters.
Thus, in addition to the N-S merger in the plane of the
sky, we infer a SE-NW merger slightly inclined to the
plane of the sky, to produce a line-of-sight velocity offset
as well as X-ray features in the plane of the sky.

4. CONSTRAINED IDEALISED SIMULATIONS

The X-ray, gravitational lensing, and galaxy velocity
observations presented above together present a merger
scenario, which is complex enough that its validation re-
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Fig. 5.— Same as Figure 4, but excluding the galaxies associated with the S1 velocity structure. Now, there appears to be a meaningful
separation between galaxies to the north, south and northwest, with each distribution peaking near the corresponding BCGs.

Name M200c,1(M⊙) Core 1 M200c,2(M⊙) Core 2 di (Mpc) b (kpc) vi ( km s−1)

S2 - N 8× 1014 CC 6× 1014 CC 2.36 225 2300

S2 - NW2 8× 1014 CC 4× 1014 NCC 3 1750 3478

S2 - NW1 8× 1014 CC 4× 1014 NCC 3 0 2000

TABLE 2
Initial conditions for the binary mergers inferred from X-ray and galaxy velocity observations.

quires targeted simulations. Therefore, we run a suite
of cluster merger simulations using the GPU-accelerated
Adaptive MEsh Refinement (GAMER-2) code (Schive
et al. 2018). We start with binary simulations of the N-S
and NW-SE mergers inferred from the X-ray and galaxy
velocity observations. Then, we run triple mergers to
assess whether the conclusions from the binary simula-
tions hold if the mergers are not isolated. We ran dozens
of simulations exploring each of the parameters in Ta-
ble 2. Below, we present only those that produced close
analogues of the mergers observed in Abell 2744.

4.1. Initial conditions

The defining parameters of each simulation are:

• The virial masses M1 and M2 of the merging com-
ponents, i.e. the total mass enclosed with the ra-
dius R200c within which the mean density is 200
times the critical density of the Universe. These
can also be parameterized as M = M1 + M2 and
R = M1/M2.

• The initial gas density profile of each cluster, i.e.
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Fig. 6.— Initial density (left) and temperature (right) profiles for
the five simulated cluster components. The masses and gas profile
parameters of these components are detailed in Table 2.

the size and density gradient of its core. Cool-cores
are steep and small in extent, while non-cool cores
are flat and extended.

• The impact parameter b. This is the component
of the distance between the cluster centres that
is perpendicular to their infall velocity. Larger b
corresponds to higher angular momentum, with a
lower likelihood of core disruption and a greater
likelihood of sloshing.

• Initial velocity v of the cluster centres at the start
of the simulation.

A characteristic velocity for a gravitationally bound
system is its virial velocity, Vh =

√
GMvir/Rvir. For

an NFW halo of mass 1015 M⊙, Vh ∼ 1761 km s−1. In
N -body simulations, Li et al. (2020) find that the charac-
teristic infall velocities of merging clusters are 10− 20%
higher than this analytic estimate, with a scatter of
0.2 dex. This motivates velocities of 1000− 2000 km s−1

at initial separations of 4 − 5 Mpc. We note, however,
that systems like Abell 2744, with many merging com-
ponents at a rich node of the cosmic web, are likely to
be outliers in this distribution. Torques from various
components can make a particular merger in the system
faster or slower than if that binary merger were isolated.
We therefore explore this parameter space widely.
The particle files for the merging components are gen-

erated using the Python package cluster generator
1. The gravitational potential of each cluster is modelled
as a truncated NFW potential (Baltz et al. 2009):

ρDM (r) =
ρs

r/rs · (1 + r/rs)2 · (1 + (r/rt)2)
(3)

The truncated profile, unlike the standard NFW pre-
scription, ensures a converging total mass. The tNFW
profile agrees with the NFW profile out to a sufficiently
large radius that we can still use an NFW concentration-
mass relation (Diemer & Joyce 2019) to determine the
scale radius rs = rvir/c. The profile is normalised to
yield a specified mass M200c within the virial radius. The

1 https://github.com/jzuhone/cluster_generator

dark matter particle velocities with respect to the clus-
ter centre are initialized such that the cluster is in virial
equilibrium.
The gas is initialised in hydrostatic equilibrium. This

only yields the gradient of the pressure profile, however,
which is degenerate between the density and tempera-
ture. We describe the gas density using the very flexible
formalism of Vikhlinin et al. (2006):

ρg(r) =
ρ0

[(r/rc)α(1 + (r/rc)2)3β−α/2(1 + (r/rs)γ)ϵ/γ ]1/2

(4)
Here, α, β, and γ/ϵ determine the inner, central and
outer slopes of the gas profile. Crucially, rs is not nec-
essarily the same as the identically named parameters in
the dark matter density profile but instead represents the
extent of the gas outskirts. We generate three types of
gas profiles: strong cool cores, where rc/rvir = 0.1 and
α = 2, weak cool cores with rc/rvir = 0.3 and α = 1,
and non-cool cores with rc/rvir = 0.5 and α = 0. We fix
rs = 1.1rvir, β = 2/3 and ϵ = γ = 3, which described
most of the galaxy clusters in the sample of Vikhlinin
et al. (2006).
Because the weak lensing masses and peak positions

are so uncertain, we choose to estimate the initial con-
ditions of the clusters from the properties of their rem-
nant cores while making sure that the total mass of the
components does not exceed 2 × 1015 M⊙. The fiducial
initial conditions (ICs) for each of the five observed sub-
clusters are shown in Figure 6. We emphasise that these
are rough approximations, and are intended only as in-
formed guesses on the fiducial model of each subcluster.
GAMER-2 reads in the gas profiles, dark matter par-

ticle lists, as well as the merger geometry, i.e. the 3-D
position and velocity of each cluster centre. It then adap-
tively refines a rectangular grid to a specified number
of refinement levels. The refinement criteria are based
on the particle number and second derivatives of den-
sity, pressure and temperature. The fiducial resolution
of the simulations is 13.7 kpc, or 3′′ at the redshift of
Abell 2744. Since the features we aim to replicate are
tens of kpc to Mpc in size, this resolution is sufficient.
Higher resolution is warranted in studies that aim to
model small-scale features, such as unstable eddies along
contact discontinuities, or to reproduce profiles across
shock fronts.

4.2. The S-N merger

The key features of the S-N merger are the bullet-like
cold front to the southeast, a bow shock ahead of it,
and a cold front to the north with a long “trail” of cool
gas behind it. Both cold fronts are slightly offset from
the nearest BCGs. BCG-N and BCG-S2 have nearly the
same redshift, as shown in Figure 4, while that of BCG-
S1 corresponds to a velocity offset of nearly 6000 km s−1.
Since the S-N merger shows all the features of a merger
close to the plane of the sky, we assume that BCG-S2 is
associated with the now southern component. We con-
firm in our simulations that both S2 and N must have
cool cores to produce their cold fronts today.
The top panel of Fig 7 shows the X-ray surface bright-

ness (left), temperature (middle) and lensing convergence
(right) of a simulation snapshot that matches the ob-
served geometry of the N-S system. The parameters of

https://github.com/jzuhone/cluster_generator
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Fig. 7.— Top: Best-matching simulation snapshot of the S2-N binary merger. It occurs 0.5 − 0.6 Gyr after pericenter passage. This
image is perpendicular to the merger plane so that the line-of-sight velocity of the two cluster potential minima (marked by black crosses)
is the same. Note that the cluster centers - which, especially in cool core clusters, closely trace the BCG - slightly lead the corresponding
cool cores; this relative position varies over the course of the merger. An impact parameter of ∼ 250 kpc is required to produce the arched
trail. Center: Best-matching snapshot for a first infall of NW into S, again orientated to match the line-of-sight velocity offset between
the BCGs. The images are almost identical in this merger phase for 0 < bkpc < 900; this scenario prefers M200c,NW ∼ 4 × 1014M⊙.
Bottom: Best-matching snapshot for the scenario where NW is turning around ∼ 2 Gyr after first core passage. This scenario prefers
M200c,NW ∼ 2× 1014M⊙ in order to retain two compact cool cores.
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this simulation are listed in Table 2.
The temperatures are consistent with the observations,

whereas the surface brightness is lower by a factor of ∼ 5
and the lensing convergence by a factor of 5−10, depend-
ing on the region. While the surface brightness and lens-
ing convergence could be boosted by doubling the mass,
this would increase the spatial scale of all the features;
already the distance between the BCGs is ∼ 1.6 Mpc,
more than twice as large as observed. Instead, we note
that the lensing signal will be boosted by the substruc-
ture around S1, and both lensing and surface brightness
quantities should change in the desired direction by a
third merging component. Therefore, we do not fine-
tune these properties at this point. Instead, we focus on
the scale-free relative morphology of the cool and shock
fronts and subcluster potential minima, which we treat
as proxies for the BCG locations.
The two cold fronts with slightly arced trails behind

them are indicative of a recent pericenter passage with
an impact parameter of ∼ 250 kpc. The greater mass of
the S subcluster leads to a more bound and brighter core
remnant and a stronger lensing convergence.
The bow and reverse shocks from this merger are al-

ready starting to cool, so that between each cold front
and its corresponding shock front the temperature pat-
tern is not monotonic. We show the radial regions used
to extract the profiles in Figure 3 to highlight this dif-
ference in the structures of the profiles; in particular,
the biggest jumps in the two properties are not coinci-
dent, as indeed is observed in Figure 3. Furthermore,
we note that the shock structure in mergers with such
a moderate impact parameter is complex, and produces
additional discontinuities besides the primary (bow and
reverse) shocks. We highlight with an arrow a weak front
in the surface brightness and temperature maps on the
top panel of Figure 7, which coincides with the observed
position of the NW front. Thus, this does not have to
indicate that the NW substructure is infalling. It is sim-
ply an evolution of the shock fronts from the S-N merger,
which likely occurred ≲ 0.5 Gyrs ago; the exact timing
depends on the true masses of the substructures, which,
as noted, we do not constrain at this step.
Thus, the N-S merger explains the N and SE cold fronts

and the complex observed profiles of temperature and
surface brightness across the SE and NW fronts. The
lensing maps indicate the need for over 5−10 times more
mass, which, however, would worsen the agreement of the
X-ray maps.

4.3. The SE-NW merger

The first step in constraining the properties of the
SE-NW merger is identifying the BCGs are the core of
each substructure merging along this axis. The two NW
BCGs, NW1 and NW2, while at very similar redshifts,
need not be dynamically bound. The velocity offset be-
tween NW1 and NW2 on the one hand and either S1 or
S2 is exactly the same, so this does not give a preference
to any pair. As argued above, we consider the simplest
model where S1 is not dynamically bound to the rest of
the system, and the NW component interacts primarily
with S2.
First off, we consider the simplest scenario, where NW

is infalling for the first time, as shown in the middle panel
of Figure 7. Given the trail of cool gas behind the NW

core, this would have to be a wide-angle, i.e large impact
parameter fly-by. Such large impact parameters, how-
ever, are inefficient at stripping gas from the subcluster
before first pericenter passage; further, in this scenario,
the BCG is always well aligned with the subcluster X-
ray peak. Our binary simulations therefore disfavour a
first-infall scenario for NW.
Next, we consider the “slingshot” scenario of Merten

et al. (2011), where NW is turning around after the first
pericenter passage; a representative snapshot is shown in
the bottom panel of Figure 7. To disrupt the core of S2,
this merger has to have a very large impact parameter ≳
1 Mpc. Such high-angular-momentum mergers produce
spiral motions in the gas, most visible in the shape of the
shock and cold fronts. Therefore, the cool core that is
currently to the SE must have initially come in from the
SW to the NE and then turned around. It is possible to
produce a slingshot, where the gas cool of what is now
the NW subcluster is 150 − 250 kpc further out than
its BCG; we find several such simulations when 700 <
b/kpc < 1200. In this geometry, NW-1 would be leading
the gas core.

4.4. Triple merger simulations

In practice, the two mergers above do not occur in iso-
lation. First, using the same initial positions for each
subcluster as in the binary simulations will produce dif-
ferent trajectories, since there is now a third source of
mass. The lensing convergence will be higher in re-
gions with significant contributions from multiple sub-
structures. The ICM temperature will be higher every-
where due to multiple overlapping shocks. A cold front
could be disrupted by a shock generated by another sub-
structure. The parameter space of triple mergers is in-
tractably large since motions can no longer be reduced to
a single plane, and because we now have to generate 3D
positions and velocities such that all three subclusters
end up in a relative orientation consistent with observa-
tions at some single snapshot in time. We therefore do
not aim to provide any quantitative constraints on the
initial conditions of this triple merger. Rather, this sub-
set of the simulation suite is intended to test whether the
outcomes of the binary simulations hold in such a com-
plex environment, and potentially distinguish between
the slingshot and primary infall scenarios for NW.
The top row of panels in Figure 8 shows a snapshot

where a subcluster of mass 4 × 1014 M⊙ is falling into
a system that is already undergoing a merger. This sce-
nario results in a different picture than a first infall of
a binary merger along the SE-NW axis described above.
The cooler outskirts of the NW subcluster stand in con-
trast to the shock-heated ICM of the N-S system. The
temperature in its core also matches observations. This
core is only cool in comparison to the shock-heated ICM
of the S-N merging system; it is still hotter than the gas
in the outskirts of the infalling subcluster, creating the
appearance of a cold tail to the south of the NW X-ray
peak. A cold front appears offset from the centre of NW,
because of the contrast with the shock-heated ICM.
Next, we consider the scenario where NW is past its

first turnaround and experiencing a gravitational sling-
shot. There are two options here - either the N-S merger
occurs first, or the S-NW merger does. These two sce-
narios are shown in the middle and bottom panels of
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Fig. 8.— Three different scenarios for the triple merger. Top: NW is infalling for the first time. Middle: The N-S merger occurs first;
the S-NW merger occurs shortly after. Bottom: The S-NW merger occurs first; the S-N merger happens shortly after.

Figure 8, respectively. We note that there is a very large
parameter space to explore pertaining to the relative tim-
ings of the two mergers and the relative impact parame-
ters. We summarize our extensive parameter search with
two key examples here.
First, we consider case where the N-S core passage hap-

pens first, and the NW subcluster approaches this system
shortly afterwards. A key result here is that tempera-
tures and surface brightness are higher everywhere due
to the overlapping shocks. The temperatures could be
lowered by lowering the masses of all the subclusters, but
this would also reduce the lensing convergence and sur-
face brightness, which are already lower than observed.

Next, we find that the shock from the first infall of NW
completely destroys the SE cold front, even if it has im-
pact parameters of ∼ 1 Mpc with respect to both the
S and N subcluster centres. This is not to be confused
with the large impact parameter required by the SE-NW
binary merger above, which only ensures that the core
of NW remains relatively intact at the first turnaround.
Rather, here we are noting that a shock from a N-NW
merger would destroy the S cold front. This cold front
is formed again by radiative cooling ∼ 0.5 Gyr later, but
by this point, the N and NW cold fronts are both too
disrupted and faint to be observed.
Similarly, if the S-NW merger starts first, the addi-
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tional shocks from the infall of the N substructure dis-
rupt all cool cores. We delayed the infall of N until the
CCs in S and NW were restored, but at this point, the
NW cool is too far away, diffuse, and cool to be observed
at the dynamic range of the existing observations. This
is shown in the bottom panel of Figure 8.
In summary, we find that while binary simulations pre-

fer a scenario where NW has completed first pericenter
passage and is in the turnaround phase, the triple sim-
ulations show that the overlapping shocks from multiple
mergers would destroy all the cold fronts; cool cores are
only restored > 0.5 Gyr later, at which point their sepa-
rations greatly exceed the observed values.

4.5. On the tractability of constraining multi-component
mergers with idealised simulations

Idealised simulations of binary mergers have been very
successful at identifying analogues of observed systems,
allowing us to infer the dynamics and plasma physics
from multi-wavelength observations (Asai et al. 2005;
Roediger et al. 2012; Bonafede et al. 2013; Machado &
Lima Neto 2013; Machado et al. 2015; Albuquerque et al.
2024). This study shows, however, that the conclusions
do not extend trivially to systems where multiple mergers
occur at the same time.
First of all, the number of parameters to explore

increases Even in a simplified scenario, assuming a
concentration-mass relation with no scatter, describing
each halo requires 1 total mass, and 2 parameters to de-
scribe the gas core. In cases like Abell 2744, some shocks
are far from the center of any one subcluster, so that the
outer profile of the gas density also matters. Most cru-
cially, however, we can no longer fix a single merger axis
and align the impact parameter with one of the orthog-
onal axes. Instead, we now have to consider the relative
positions and velocities (and therefore timings) of all N
components, i.e. 6N dimensions, where earlier 2 had suf-
ficed. A binary cluster merger study can thus perform
reasonably well with 8 parameters, whereas for N ≥ 3
components, we need to explore 9N parameters. We can-
not approximate multiple mergers as linear combinations
of binary mergers, either, because shock heating and ra-
diative cooling interact with each other non-linearly.
Last but certainly not least, we observe here that, even

though the halo masses were chosen to match the gravita-
tional lensing constraints, the resulting convergence and
X-ray surface brightness maps are lower than observed
for most of the field of view. Meanwhile, the emission-
weighted temperatures do match observations. This sug-
gests strongly that there is a large scale component, more
extended than the subcluster halos, which contributes to
the line-of-sight integrated quantities like surface density
and emission, without affecting the densest, hottest re-
gions. As proposed by Lee (2017), systems like Abell
2744 may be superclusters aligned with our line of sight,
and therefore not well-described as a sum of cluster halos.
A more appropriate technique for finding analogues

to systems with N > 2 components should therefore
search large-volume cosmological boxes (Jauzac et al.
2016; Kimmig et al. 2022). A particularly promising suite
for this purpose is TNG-Cluster (Nelson et al. 2023),
which simulates 352 clusters with M200c > 1014M⊙ at
z=0; including snapshots out to z = 1, this provides
nearly 3000 clusters, each of which can be viewed from

any direction. We encourage future searches for simu-
lated analogues of observed cluster mergers to start with
searching such cosmological suites.

5. CONCLUSIONS

We present the deepest X-ray observations of the com-
plex galaxy cluster merger Abell 2744. The 2 Ms Chan-
dra Very Large Program (VLP, PI Bogdan), combined
with archival data, allows us to construct surface bright-
ness, temperature and metallicity maps in unprecedented
detail.

• The average temperature of the cluster in the
0.1−2.4 keV band is 8.77 ± 0.7 keV. Following the
scaling self-similar β-model of Evrard et al. (1996),
this corresponds to an r500 = 1.63 Mpc. Within
this aperture, the luminosity is L(0.1−2.4 keV) =

1.50 × 1045 erg s−1, and the average metallicity is
Z/Z⊙ = 0.21± 0.01.

• We measure cold fronts to the southeast, north and
northwest, a shock front to the northwest and two
concentric shocks to the southeast.

• We combine spectroscopic measurements from Ow-
ers et al. (2011) and Furtak et al. (2022) to per-
form a K-means clustering of the galaxies in the
field of Abell 2744 in the RA-DEC-z space. For
ncluster ≥ 2, a clear cluster forms around S1, sep-
arated by ∆z ∼ 0.2 from the remaining galaxies.
This corresponds to a ∆v ∼ 5030 km s−1 if the
redshift is entirely due to a velocity offset along
the line of sight, or ∆rz ∼ 54 Mpc if it is entirely
cosmological. The reality is likely some combina-
tion of the two, which nevertheless suggests that
the S1 subcluster is not dynamically bound to the
rest of the cluster. Following the mass-richness re-
lation of Simet et al. (e.g. 2017), this accounts for
∼ 1/3 of the total projected mass in the area.

• The BCG velocities further indicate that the N-S
merger occurred very close to the plane of the sky.
The velocities of BCGs NW-1 and NW-2 could be
at the tail of the distributions of the N or S subclus-
ters; they are better described as sitting near the
middle of a third velocity distribution. The veloc-
ities of BCGs NW-1 and NW-2 indicate a merger
along the SE-NW axis, with an inclination such
that ∆vz ∼ 2000 km s−1.

• We use a suite of idealised simulations to assess
the merger picture assembled from the observa-
tions above. First, a simulation of a binary cluster
merger along the north-south axis with pericenter
passage 0.2 − 0.3 Gyr ago and a modest impact
parameter of 150 km s−1 reproduces the observed
cold and shock fronts of the N-S merger. They also
produce a weak reverse shock at the location of the
observed NW shock. A binary merger with a much
larger impact parameter of 900 km s−1 and peri-
center passage ∼2 Gyr ago produces a gravitational
slingshot as observed in NW, with a BCG position
close to the observed NW-2 turning around further
than the cool-core ICM, which instead matches the
observed NW interloper.
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• Finally, we run a suite of triple-merger simulations,
since the N, S, and NW subclusters are all likely
to affect each other in this complex merger. This
study reveals the gravitational slingshot scenario
to be unviable because even at a large impact pa-
rameter of ∼ 1 Mpc from both the N and S sub-
clusters, the shock produced by the NW subcluster
completely destroys the SE cold front. In other
words, the SE cold front cannot survive two merg-
ers spaced ∼ 1 Gyr apart, even if one of them
is far from the SE core. This result holds even
for a mass ratio R = MS/MNW= 4, whereas ob-
servations suggest a much more dramatic merger
of R∼2. Therefore, the triple merger simulations
strongly favour the scenario where NW is infalling
for the first time.

• Lastly, we find that if we use the total mass mea-
sured within a 1 Mpc aperture around Abell 2744
and divide it between three NFW halos centered at
S2, N and NW, each of which is initialised at hydro-
static equilibrium, we recover the correct tempera-
ture maps but significantly lower surface brightness
and lensing convergence throughout the observed
field. This corroborates the suggestion of Lee (e.g.
2017) that Abell 2744 is a supercluster in the mak-
ing, with large filaments feeding it along several
directions, including the line of sight. These fil-
aments contribute to the projected mass outside
of the halo formalism; gas in these filaments in-
tegrates to contribute to the surface brightness.
The observed temperature, on the other hand, is a

spectral-weighted average, and as such dominated
by contributions from the densest gas in the ha-
los. S1 would then be part of this supercluster, as
would the filament to the NE detected by Eckert
et al. (2016). It is not implausible that even NW-
1 is associated with a structure along the line of
sight.

Abell 2744 is the most complex galaxy cluster merger
observed to date. The X-ray maps presented in this
study can be used to constrain viscosity and thermal
conduction in the intracluster plasma. We show that
an overly idealised interpretation using binary merger
simulations can be misguiding, and further motivate the
search for and study of more realistic clusters in cos-
mological simulations such as C-EAGLE (Barnes et al.
2017), the Three Hundred project (Cui et al. 2018) and
the recent TNG-Cluster (Nelson et al. 2023).

DATA AVAILABILITY

The Chandra X-ray observations are available upon
request. The gravitational lensing and galaxy velocity
maps were downloaded from the public data release of the
JWST UNCOVER program https://jwst-uncover.
github.io/DR2.html, as documented in Furtak et al.
(2022). GAMER-2 is an open-source code, available and
documented at https://github.com/gamer-project/
gamer/wiki. The initial conditions and SLURM scripts
used for our simulations are available at https://
github.com/milchada/Abell2744. This project is thus
entirely reproducible.
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Cycle Seq Num PI Exposure (ks)
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8 701380 Garmire 8

23 704323 Bogdan 2037

TABLE 3
Chandra observations used in this study.
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