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ABSTRACT

Aims. We measure, as far out as possible, radial temperaturegeédit a sample of 50 hot, intermediate redshift galaxy clusters,
selected from th&XMM-Newton archive, keeping systematic errors under control.

Methods. Our work is characterized by two major improvements. Birste use the background modeling, rather than the backdroun
subtraction, and the Cash statistic rather thanythehis method requires a careful characterization of alkesund components.
Secondly, we assess in details systemadiiects. We perform two groups of test: prior to the analysis,meake use of extensive
simulations to quantify the impact offiiérent spectral components on simulated spectra; aftemdgsis, we investigate how the
measured temperature profile changes, when choodifegetit key parameters.

Results. The mean temperature profile declines beyondRygg; for the first time we provide an assessment of the sourceland t
magnitude of systematic uncertainties. When comparingmfile with that obtained from hydrodynamic simulationg find the
slopes beyond: 0.2 Rig to be similar. Our mean profile is similar but somewhat flattéh respect to that obtained by previous
observational works, possibly as a consequence dfereit level of characterization of systematifeets.

Conclusions. This work allows us not only to constrain with confidence tdusemperature profiles in outer regions, but also, from
a more general point of view, to explore the limits of the eatrX-ray experiments (in particuladMM-Newton) with respect to the
analysis of low surface brightness emission.
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1. Introduction from the center a technically challenging task, requirimg a
. ) o adequate treatment of both statistical and systematiesssu

Clusters of galaxies are the most massive gravitationaliynd gzeccardi & Molend | 2007).

systems in the universe. They are permeated by the hot, X- . ,

ray emitting, intra-cluster medium (ICM), which represetite Given the technical diiculties, early measurements of clus-

dominant baryonic component. The key ICM observable qua'ﬁ-r temperature profiles have been controversial. At _the end

tities are its density, temperature, and metallicity. Assg of the ASCA and BeppoSAX era, the shape of the profiles at

files allow us to derive the total cluster mass and thus to vk898;Irwin etal. 1999; White 2000: Irwin & Bregman 2000;

galaxy clusters as cosmological probes (e.g. Henry & Arnafignoguenov etall_2001;_De Grandi & Molendi 2002). Recent

1991 [Ettori et al.[ 2002/ Fabian & Allen2003; Voit_2005)0bservations with current experiments (iXMM-Newton and

Temperature and density profiles can also be combined &gandra) have clearly shownothat cluster temperature pro-
determine the ICM entropy distribution, that provides vallfiles decline beyond the 15-20% oh4g (Piffaretti et al. 2005;

able information on the cluster thermodynamic history aag h¥ikhlinin etall [2005; Pratt et al. 2007;_Snowden €tial._2008)
proven to be a powerful tool to investigate non-gravitaaianoweven most of these measurements might be unreliable at

processes (e.§. Ponman et al. 2003; McCarthylét al] 200#; V'Y large radii £ 50% of Rigg) because they areffacted by

2005 Pratt et al. 2006). a number of systematics related to the analysis techniggiéoan
: : . . : Ehe background treatment (Leccardi & Molendi 2007).
Cluster outer regions are rich of information and interest- .
ing to study, because clusters are still forming there byedimm The aim of this work is to measure the mean temperature

(e.g.. Tozzi et al. 2000; Borgani et/ al. 2004); moreover, fanf profile of galaxy clusters as far out as possible, while keep-
the core it is easier to compare simulations with obsermatio ing systematic errors under control. We select from XhéM-
because feedbackfects are less important (elg. Borgani et aNewton archive all hot (R > 3.5 keV), intermediate redshift
2004; | McNamara et al. 2005; Roncarelli etlal. 2006). Clustéd.1 < z < 0.3) clusters, that are not strongly interacting, and
surface brightness rapidly declines with radius, while khacmeasure their radial temperature profiles. The spectrdysina
ground (of instrumental, solar, local, and cosmic origis) ifollows a new approach: we use the background modelinggrath
roughly constant over the detector. For this reason, spectr than the background subtraction, and the Cash statistierat
cumulated in the outer regions are characterized by potis-stathan they?. This method requires a careful characterization (re-
tics and high background, especially at high energies, ather ported in the Appendices) of all background componentsgwvhi
instrumental background dominates other components.eThasfortunately has not been possible for EPIC-pn; for thasom,
conditions make temperature measurement at large distanoeour analysis we use only EPIC-MOS data.
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Background parameters are estimated in a peripheral regidable 1.Observations excluded from the sample due to high soft
where the cluster emission is almost negligible, and resci@ proton contamination.
the regions of interest. The spectral fitting is performedthia

0.7-10.0keV and inthe 2.0-10.0 keV energy bands, that axe ch Name Obs ID
acterized by dferent statistics and level of systematics, to check RXCJ0303.8-7752 0042340401
the consistency of our results. A second important poinpiara RXCJ0516.7-5430 0042340701
ticular attention to systematidfects. We perform two groups of RXCJ0528.9-3927 0042340801
test: prior to the analysis, we make use of extensive siiomst RXCJ2011.3-5725 0042341101
to quantify the impact of dierent components (e.g. the cosmic g?(e&%fg? $0043 882332%81
variance or the soft proton contribution) on simulated s@ec Abell 1302 0083150401
after the analysis, we investigate how the measured termpera Abell 2261 0093030301
profile changes, when choosingfdrent key parameters (e.g. Abell 2261 0093030801
the truncation radius or the energy band). At the end of @iste Abell 2261 0093030901
we provide an assessment of the source and the magnitude of Abell 2261 0093031001
systematic uncertainties associated to the mean profile. Abell 2261 0093031101
We compare our profiles with those obtained from hydrody- Abell 2261 0093031401
namic simulations (Borgani etlal. 2004) and from previous ob ﬁgg” gggi 8883821281
servational works (De Grandi & Molendi 2002; Vikhlinin et al Abell 2261 0093031801
2005; Pratt et al. 2007). Our work does not only provide a con- Abell 2219 0112231801
firmation of previous results. For the first time we believe we Abell 2219 0112231901
know where the systematics come from and how large they are. RXCJ0006.0-3443 0201900201
Indeed, this work allows us not only to constrain with confice RXCJ0145.0-5300 0201900501
cluster temperature profiles in the outer regions, but &lem a RXCJ0616.8-4748 0201901101
more general point of view, to explore the limits of the cutre RXCJ0437.30043 0205330201
X-ray experiments (in particula¢MM-Newton). It is crucial that Abell 2537 0205330501

we learn how best to expla¥MM-Newton data, because for the

next 5-10 years there will be no experiments with comparableTable 2. Observations of clusters that show evidence of recent
improved capabilities, as far as low surface brightness®ion  and strong interactions.

is concerned. Our work will also allow us to look forward to-am

bitious new measurements: an example is the attempt to meeasu Name Obs ID
the putative shock in Abell 754, for which we have obtained a Abell 2744 0042340101
~ 200 ks observation witAMM-Newton in AO7. Abell 665 0109890401
The outline of the paper is the following. In Selct. 2 we de- Abell 665 0109890501
scribe sample properties and selection criteria and in. &ect Abell 1914 0112230201
we describe in detail our data analysis technique. In Sbek 4 ﬁgg” gigg 815%32281
present the radial temperature profiles for all clustersimsam- RXCJO658.5-5556 0112980201
ple and compute the average profile. In Sgkt. 5 we describe our Abell 1758 0142860201
analysis of systematidfects. In Secf.J6 we characterize the pro- Abell 1882 0145480101
file decline, investigate its dependency from physical prtps Abell 901 0148170101
(e.g. the redshift), and compare it with hydrodynamic saaul Abell 520 0201510101
tions and previous observational works. Our main resuks ar Abell 2384 0201902701
summarized in Secfl] 7. In the Appendices we report the anal- Abell 115 0203220101
ysis of closed and blank field observations, which allowscus t ZwClI2341.1+:0000 0211280101

characterize most background components.
Quoted confidence intervals are 68% for one interesting pa-, )
rameter (i.eAC = 1), unless otherwise stated. All results ar€fi) and available at the end of May 2007. Unfortunately, 23

given assuming ACDM cosmology withQ, = 0.3,Q, = 0.7, Ofthese 86 observations are highlyeted by soft proton flares
andHo = 70 km st Mpc™L. (see Tabléll). We exclude them from the sample, because their

good (i.e. after flare cleaning, see Séci. 3.1.1) exposme i
not suficient (less than 16 ks when summing MOS1 and MOS2)
to measure reliable temperature profiles out to externabnsg
2. The sample Furthermore, we exclude 14 observations of clusters thaw sh
evidence of recent and strong interactions (see Table 2xued
We select from th&XMM-Newton archive a sample of hot Tk>  clusters, a radial analysis is not appropriate, becausgaeis-
3.3 keV), intermediate redshift (D z < 0.3), and high galactic tribution is far from being azimuthally symmetric. Finaliye
latitude (bl > 20°) clusters of galaxies. Upper and lower limits tgind that the target of observation 0201901901, which issidas
the redshift range are determined, respectively, by theotty-  fied as a cluster, is likely a point-like source; therefore, ex-
ical dimming dfect and the size of the EPIC field of view (5 clude this observation too from our sample.
radius). Indeed, our data analysis technique requiresthi®at  |n Table[3 we list the 48 observations that survived our se-
intensity of background components be estimated in a peripBction criteria and report cluster physical propertielse Fed-
eral region, where the cluster emission is almost negkgibée  shift value (from optical measurements) is taken from theSA
Sect[3.2.11). We retrieve from the public archive all obagons
of clusters satisfying the above selection criteria, penfed be- 1 httpy/xmm.vilspa.esa.gaxternaixmm._newditemgMOS1-CCD8
fore March 2005 (when the CCD6 of EPIC-MOS1 was switchdddex.shtml




Table 3.Physical properties and observation details for the 48ets®f our sample.
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Name Obs ID A kKTu® Rig® Exp.tim¢ Rsg® Filter
RXCJ0043.4-2037 0042340201 0.2924 6.8 1.78 119 11.3 1.2HINT
RXCJ0232.2-4420 0042340301 0.2836 7.2 1.85 12.1 11.7 1.08IINT
RXCJ0307.0-2840 0042340501 0.2534 6.8 1.82 114 12.6 1.08INT
RXCJ1131.9-1955 0042341001 0.3072 8.1 1.93 124 12.3 1.08IINT
RXCJ2337.60016 0042341301 0.2730 7.2 1.86 134 131 1.19 THIN1
RXCJ0532.9-3701 0042341801 0.2747 7.5 1.90 109 10.5 1.08lINT

Abell 68 0084230201 0.2550 7.2 1.88 263 259 137 MEDIUM
Abell 209 0084230301 0.2060 6.6 1.85 179 178 1.19 MEDIUM
Abell 267 0084230401 0.2310 4.5 149 170 16,5 1.79 MEDIUM
Abell 383 0084230501 0.1871 4.4 152 293 298 1.33 MEDIUM
Abell 773 0084230601 0.2170 7.5 196 136 155 1.16 MEDIUM
Abell 963 0084230701 0.2060 6.5 1.83 244 260 1.19 MEDIUM
Abell 1763 0084230901 0.2230 7.2 1.92 13.0 13.2 1.08 MEDIUM
Abell 1689 0093030101 0.1832 9.2 2.21 36.8 36.8 1.14 THIN1
RX J2129.6-0005 0093030201 0.2350 55 166 36.0 375 1.21 MEDIUM
ZW 3146 0108670101 0.2910 7.0 1.81 529 529 1.07 THIN1
E1455+2232 0108670201 0.2578 5.0 156 353 358 1.11 MEDIUM
Abell 2390 0111270101 0.2280 11.2 2.37 9.9 10.3 1.11 THIN1
Abell 2204 0112230301 0.1522 85 216 182 195 1.06 MEDIUM
Abell 1413 0112230501 0.1427 6.7 192 254 254 110 THIN1
Abell 2218 0112980101 0.1756 6.5 1.86 18.2 18.2 1.17 THIN1
Abell 2218 0112980401 0.1756 7.0 1.93 13.7 140 1.42 THIN1
Abell 2218 0112980501 0.1756 6.1 1.80 11.3 11.0 1.07 THIN1
Abell 1835 0147330201 0.2532 8.6 2.05 30.1 29.2 1.16 THIN1
Abell 1068 0147630101 0.1375 4.5 1.58 205 208 1.09 MEDIUM
Abell 2667 0148990101 0.2300 7.7 196 219 216 148 MEDIUM
Abell 3827 0149670101 0.0984 7.1 2.02 223 224 1.16 MEDIUM
Abell 3911 0149670301 0.0965 54 1.77 258 26.1 1.43 THIN1
Abell 2034 0149880101 0.1130 7.0 1.99 10.2 105 1.16 THIN1
RXCJ0003.80203 0201900101 0.0924 3.7 1.47 26.3 266 1.10 THIN1
RXCJ0020.7-2542 0201900301 0.1424 5.7 1.78 14.8 154 1.0RINT
RXCJ0049.4-2931 0201900401 0.1080 3.3 1.37 19.2 18.8 1.2BINT
RXCJ0547.6-3152 0201900901 0.1483 6.7 1.92 23.3 24.0 1.1RINT
RXCJ0605.8-3518 0201901001 0.1410 4.9 1.65 18.0 24.1 1.0HINT
RXCJ0645.4-5413 0201901201 0.1670 7.1 1.95 109 10.9 1.1HINT
RXCJ1044.5-0704 0201901501 0.1323 3.9 1.47 257 259 1.0BINT
RXCJ1141.4-1216 0201901601 0.1195 3.8 146 284 28.6 1.0BIINT
RXCJ1516.30005 0201902001 0.1183 5.3 1.73 26.7 266 1.13 THIN1
RXCJ1516.5-0056 0201902101 0.1150 3.8 1.46 30.0 30.0 1.08IINT
RXCJ2014.8-2430 0201902201 0.1612 7.1 1.96 23.0 234 1.06INT
RXCJ2048.1-1750 0201902401 0.1470 5.6 1.75 246 253 1.0AINT
RXCJ2149.1-3041 0201902601 0.1179 3.3 1.37 25.1 25,5 1.1HINT
RXCJ2218.6-3853 0201903001 0.1379 6.4 1.88 20.2 21.4 1.1HINT
RXCJ2234.5-3744 0201903101 0.1529 8.6 2.17 18,9 19.3 1.3HINT
RXCJ0645.4-5413 0201903401 0.1670 8.5 2.13 115 12.1 1.5HINT
RXCJ0958.3-1103 0201903501 0.1527 6.1 1.83 8.3 9.4 1.16 NTIHI
RXCJ0303.8-7752 0205330101 0.2742 7.5 1.89 11.7 115 1.18INT
RXCJ0516.7-5430 0205330301 0.2952 7.5 1.87 114 11.7 1.18INT

Notes: 2 redshift taken from the NASA Extragalactic Databasenean temperature in keV derived from our analySisgale radius in Mpc
derived from our analysi§;MOS1 and MOS2 good exposure time in kKintensity of residual soft protons (see Eh.1¢xcluded due to high
residual soft proton contamination.

Extragalactic DatabddekTy and Rigo are derived from our 3. Data analysis
analysis (see Sedi] 4). In Fig. 1 we report the cluster distri . . . .
tion ?;1 thé redshift—ten)1perate space. EJrhe only seleatitect 1 N€ Preparation of spectra comprises the following majepst
we detect is the paucity of cool Ty < 5 keV) clusters at high — preliminary data processing;

(z > 0.2) redshift. Observations are performed with THIN1 and— good time interval (GTI) filtering to exclude periods of high
MEDIUM filters, as reported in Tabl[d 3. soft proton flux;

filtering according to pattern and flag criteria;

excision of brightest point-like sources;

calculation of the “IN over OUT” ratio;

extraction of spectra in concentric rings.

The spectral analysis is structured as follows:

2 httpy/nedwww.ipac.caltech.edu
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temperature space. We distinguish cool core (blue), not C&gstogram of the frequency distribution for observatiop@sure

core (red) and uncertain (green) clusters, as defined in Bect!MeS. _ .
There is no evidence of selectiofiets, except for a weak pos- _ When fitting spectrain the 0.7-10.0 keV band (see $edt. 3.2),

i ; ; we also exclude the “bright” CCDs, i.e. CCD-4 and CCD-5 for

itive correlation between redshift and temperature. MOS1 and CCD-2 and CCD-5 for MOS2 (see Apperidix A for

the discussion).

— estimate of background parameters from a peripheral ring of Brightest point-like sources are detected, using a pragedu
the field of view; based on the SAS tasidetect_chain and excluded from the

— spectral fitting using the Cash statistic and modeling thsent file. We estimate a flux limit for excluded sources in the
background, rather than subtracting it, as commonly doneprder of 1013 erg cnt? s71; after the source excision, the cosmic

— production of surface brightness, temperature, and netallvariance of the X-ray background on the entire field of view is

ity profiles. ~ 20%.
All these points are described in detail in the following sed
tions. 3.1.2. Quiescent soft proton contamination

In our analysis we use only EPIC-MOS data, because a ro-

At .~ A quiescent soft proton (QSP) component can survive the dou-
bust characterization of EPIC-pn background has not bessipo oo _
ble, mainly due to the small regions outside the field of vieat a P'€ filtering process (see Seict, 311.1). To quantify the arhofl

to the non-negligible fraction of out of time events (forther thiS component, we make use of the “IN over OUT” diagnéstic

details, see AppendixIB). Moreover, the EPIC-pn backgrdsnd(De Luca & Molenal 2004). We measure the surface brightness,

less stable than the EPIC-MOS one, especially below 2 keV. SB, in an outer region of the field of view, where the cluster
' emission is negligible, and compare it to the surface bnigés,

SBout, calculated outside the field of view in the same energy
3.1. Spectra preparation range (i.e. 6-12 keV). Since soft protons are channeled &y th
telescope mirrors inside the field of view and the cosmic nay i

duced background covers the whole detector, the ratio
Observation data files (ODF) are retrieved from tKBIM- B
Newton archive and processed in a standard way with thRg = IN (1)
Science Analysis System (SAS) v6.1. SBourt

_The soft proton cleaning is performed using a double filtefs 53 good indicator of the intensity of residual soft protans! is
ing process. We extract a light curve in 100 second bins in thgeq for background modeling (see SECL.3.2.2 and AppEndix B
10-12 keV energy band by excluding the central CCD, apply|g Table[3 we report the values B&g for each observation; they
threshold of 0.20 ctss, produce a GTI file and generate thgoyghly span the range between 1.0 (negligible contanainjti
filtered event file accordingly. This first step allows to ehate 5,4 1.5 (high contamination). The typical uncertainty iname
most flares, howevergofterf!ares may exist such that thetrieo suringRsg is a few percent. In the right panel of FIg. 2 we re-
bution above 10 keV is negligible. We then extract a lightveur port the frequency distribution fdRsg values. Since the obser-

in the 2-5 keV band and fit the histogram obtained from thigytion 0084230401 of Abell 267 is extremely polluted by QSP
curve with a Gaussian distribution. Since most flares haea bgr., = 1.8), we exclude it from the sample.

rejected in the previous step, the fit is usually very good. We
calculate the mean count raje,and the standard deviatiom,
apply a threshold g + 3o to the distribution, and generate the3.1.3. Spectra accumulation
filtered event file. The cluster emission is divided in 10 concentric rin

. ' ' gs (nigme

After soft proton cleaning, we filter the event file accordy 05 5.1/ 115 15.2 2.275 273.35 3.5.45

ing to PATTERN and FLAG criteria (namelyPATTERN<12 and T ' R ' T T
FLAG==0). In Table[B we report the good exposure time afters A public script is available at httfixmm.vilspa.esa.gsxternal
the soft proton cleaning; as mentioned in SEtt. 2, we excluglem sw_caybackgroungepic scripts.shtml

3.1.1. Preliminary data preparation
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4.5-6', 6-8, and 10-12). The center of the rings is determinednate of temperature and normalization in the inner ringe (se
by surface brightness isocontours at large radii and is ec¢s+ Sect.[5.1.P). In this ring the spectral components in the 0.7
sarily coincident with the X-ray emission peak. We prefeatth 10.0 keV band are:

azimuthal symmetry be preserved at large radii, where we are

interested in characterizing profiles, at the expense dfare- — the thermal emission from the cluster (GCL),

gions. — the emission from the Galaxy Halo (HALO),
For each instrument (i.e MOS1 and MOS2) and each ring; the cosmic X-ray background (CXB),

we accumulate a spectrum and generatefietive area (ARF); — the quiescent soft protons (QSP),

for each observation we generate one redistribution fancti — the cosmic rayinduc.ed_con_tinugm (NXB),
(RMF) for MOS1 and one for MOS2. We perform a minimal — the fluorescence emission lines;
grouping to avoid channels with no counts, as required by t

Cash statistic. h?e HALO component is negligible when considering the 2.0-

10.0 keV range. The model is the same used when analyzing
blank field observations (see Appendix B for further de}ailas
3.2. Spectral analysis a thermal component for the GCL.

o o We fixed most parameters (namely all except for the nor-
Spectral fitting is performed within the XSPEC v11.3 pacRagemalization of HALO, CXB, NXB, and fluorescence lines) to re-
The choice of the energy band for the spectral fitting is net tr gy ce the degeneracy due to the presenceffgrént components
ial. We fit spectrain the 0.7-10.0 keV and in the 2.0-10.0keV eyith similar spectral shapes. All cluster parameters aredfix
ergy bands, by using the Cash statistic, with an absorbeahtiie the temperature k and the normalizatiors, are extrapolated
plus background model. The high energy band has the adw@ntggm the final profiles through an iterative procedure; theake
of requiring a simplified background model (see Appendices ifity, 7, is fixed to 0.2 solar (the solar abundances are taken
and(B); however, the bulk of source counts is excluded and thgmIAnders & Grevesse (1989)) and the redshifis fixed to
statistical quality_of the measurement is sub_’stantialtwmed. the optical value. The Qs‘p normalizatiddgsp, is calculated
Due to the paucity of source counts, there is a strong deg@iym Ry (see AppendiXx B) and fixed. Minor discrepancies in
eracy between source temperature and normalization, ad ¢Rape or normalization with respect to the real QSP spectrum
temperature is systematically underestimated; therefohen gre possible; the model accounts for them by slightly chamgi
using the 2.0-10.0 keV bar_ld, an “a posteriori” COrrectioreis the normalization of other components, iM4aLo, Nexs, and
quired (Leccardi & Molendi 2007). On the contrary, in the-0.7NNXB (for the discussion of the systematifezts related to QSP
10.0 keV band, the statistical quality of the data is goodie see Sect§ 5.1.3 ahd512.3).
background model is more complicated and background com- Summarizing, in the 7612 ring we determine the range of
ponents are less stable andieated by strong degeneracy (seQariability, [Nmin,Nma, (i-€. the best fit value-1o uncertainty)
Appendice$ A anf[B). We exclude the band below 0.7 keV bgyr the normalization of the main background componengs, i.

cause the shape of the internal background is very comedicaly,,, ,, Nexs, andNuxg. Once properly rescaled, this informa-
and variable with time and because the source counts reeith thon allows us to constrain background parameters in therinn

maximum at~ 1 keV. Hereafter, all considerations are valid fofjngs,
both energy bands, unless otherwise stated.
In conditions of poor statistics (i.e. few coufitim) and high
background, the Cash statisfic (Gash 1979) is more suitaate 3-2.2. Spectral fit in concentric rings

grot ; : - o _ _ _
the y* with reasonable channel grouping (Leccardi & Molendjye fit spectra in internal rings with the same model adopted in

2007). The Cash statistic requires the number of countsdh e e 10-12 ring case (see SeEL.3.2.1). In Fily. 3 we compare spec-
channel to be greater than zefo (Cash 1979); thus, the bagk-,nq pest fit models for two tiérent regions of the same clus-
ground cannot be subtracted. In our case the total backgroqgr; in the inner ring (11.5) source counts dominate, while in
model is the sum of many components, each one characigi o er ring (4.56') background counts dominate.
ized by _pecullar temporal, _spectral, and spatial Va'f'ﬂ'(me The equivalent hydrogen column density along the
AppendixEB); when subtracting the background, the infoiamat ;o sight, Ny, is fixed to the 21 cm measurement
on single components is lost. Conversely, background nmlel (51 ev g | ockmai 1990). Since clusters in our sample are at
allows to preserve the information and to manage allcomptsnehigh galactic latitude[| > 20°), the Ny is < 107t cm™2 and
appropriately. Moreover, we recall that the background @rod ¢ ahsorptionféect is negligible above 1 keV. We always leave
ing does not require strong channel grouping, error profi@va e temperature,k and the normalizatiors, free to vary; the
or renormalization factors. metallicity is free belows 0.4 Rygo and fixed to 0.2 solar be-
yond; the redshift is allowed to vary betweei% of the optical

3.2.1. Estimate of background parameters measurement in the two innermost rings and, in the othesying
o is fixed to the average value of the first two rings.
To model the background, a careful characterization oftall i Na o, Nexg, andNyxg for the inner rings are obtained by

components is mandatory. Ideally, one would like to esttmafescaling the best-fit values in the’aI® ring (see Secf 3.2.1)
background parameters in the same region and at the same tijighe area ratio and the correction factié(r), obtained from

as the source. Since this is not possible, we estimate bawhdr plank field observations (see Table B.2 in Apperidix B):
parameters in the external’102 ring and rescale them in the _

inner rings, by making reasonable assumptions on theiiadpat ;. oxt . Area™

distribution tested by analyzing blank field observatiosse( = N""x Areqext xK(r). @)
Appendix[B). The 1612 ring often contains a weak cluster -

emission that, if neglected, may cause a systematic urtere® NXB K = 1 for all rings. Nii§ o, N&g, and Nl are
free to vary within a certain range: the lower (upper) limit o

4 httpy/heasarc.nasa.gmocgxanadyxspeg¢xspecllindex.html this range is derived by rescaling the best-fit value minlssjp
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0.1

Counts se@ keV!
0.01

103
Counts se@ keV1?
0.01

103

Energy (keV) Energy (keV)

Fig. 3. Spectra and best fit models for thell5 (left) and the 4.56' (right) rings of Abell 1689. The solid thick and the dotted
thick lines represent respectively the thermal and thé batekground model. The solid thin line represents the @&l thermak
background) model. In the inner ring source counts domibat&ground ones, in the outer the opposite is true.

the Jo-error calculated in the 1012 ring. The local back-
ground should have a variation length scale of some degrees [T T L AR B A A T T
(Snowden et all._1997); converseNcxs may have large (i.e. |
20-100%) variations betweenftéirent rings due to the cosmic 15
variance. However, extensive simulations show that these s

tistical fluctuations do not introduce systematics in the-te |
perature measurement, when averaging on a large sample (see = £
Sect.ﬂll).Ng“SP is obtained by rescaling the value adopted

in the 10-12 ring by the area ratio and by the QSP vignetting i
profile (Kuntz 2006)Nggpis fixed for all rings. Normalizations : L
of instrumental fluorescence emission lines are left freeaty f i i i
within a limited range determined from the analysis of ctbse I

H
]

£
< 1.0
N
Y

observations and have an almost negligible impact on our mea 0-5 i ]
surements. , ]

For each ring, when using the 0.7-10.0 keV energy band, = leswss b S S S b b =
we determine K, Z, andNs best fit values and one sigma un- 00 01 02 03 04 05 06 0.7
certainties for each MOS and calculate the weighted average R/Ryeo

Conversely, when using the 2.0-10.0 keV band, we combine tem

perature measurements fronffdient instruments as describedrig. 4. Radial temperature profiles for all clusters in our sample
in our previous paper_(Leccardi & Molendi_2007), to correctescaled byRrigo and KTy.

for the bias which fiects the temperature estimator. In the 0.7-

10.0 keV band there are much more source counts, the temper- ) ] ) o o
ature estimator is much less biased and the weighted avertgfilts slightly overestimated. This systematic is almesfigi-

returns a slightly £ 3% in an outer ring) biased value (see th8le when considering the whole sample, but it may appear when
F = 1.0 case in Sect. 5.1.1). analyzing a small number of objects. We note that, although

Finally, we produce surface brightness (i.e. normalizatid®resent, thisgect d_oes notféect results obtained when dividing
over area), temperature, and metallicity profiles for edatter. the whole sample in subsamples (e.g. Sécis.15.2.8.ahd 6.2).
In Fig.[4 we show the radial temperature profiles for all clus-
ters of our sample by setting a lower limi = 0.6; spectra are
4. The temperature profiles fitted in the 0.7-10.0 keV band. Each profile is rescaled by the
cluster mean temperaturel, computed by fitting the profile
Clusters in our sample havefiirent temperatures and redshiftsyith a constant after the exclusion of the core region (ice. f
therefore it is not trivial to identify one (or more) paramet R > 0.1 Rygo). The radius is rescaled by g, i.€. the radius
that indicate the last ring where our temperature measureisie encompassing a spherical density contrast of 180 with ot$pe
reliable. We define an indicatdr, as the source-to-backgroundhe critical density. We compuf® go from the mean temperature
count rate ratio calculated in the energy band used for the-spand the redshift (Arnaud etlal. 2005):
tral fitting. For each observation we calculdtéor each ring:
the higher isl, the more important is the source contributio B
the more reliable is our measurement in this particular.ring 189 =
is affected by an intrinsic bias, i.e. upward statistical fluctua-
tions of the temperature are associated to high@grecause of whereh(z) = (Qm(1 + 2% + QA)Y2. Rugo iS a good approx-
the diference in spectral shape between source and backgroimation to the virial radius in an Einstein-De Sitter uniser
models); therefore, near to a threshold, the mean temperatand has been largely used to rescale cluster radial preperti

kKTm
5keV

1/2
1780( ) h@* kpc, ()
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Fig.5. Temperature vs. radius for the innermost ring respekig. 6. Mean radial temperature profile rescaled Ry and
tively scaled by Ky andRygp. Clusters for which the temper-kTy. The dotted lines show the one-sigma scatter of the values
ature is significantly (at least3 lower than Ky are defined as around the average.

cool cores (blue circles); those for which the temperatuce p

file does not significantly (at least2 decrease are defined as

non cool cores (red circles); other clusters, whose merhigers  In Fig.[6 we report the weighted average and the scatter of
is not clearly determined, are classified as uncertain (geire  all profiles shown in Fid.}l4. The mean profile shows more cjearl
cles). When considering> 0.2 clusters, which fill the right-side the decline beyond 0.Riso. The temperature also decreases to-
of the panel, we expect smaller gradients due to the lowaiagpaward the center because of the presence of cool core clusters
resolution.

5. Evaluation of systematic effects

(De Grandi & Molendi 2002 Vikhlinin et all_2005). We then'Ve carefully check our results, searching for possibleesyst

choose 180 as over-density for comparing our results wigh p tic éfects. Prior to the analysis, we make use of extensive sim-
vious works (see SeEi 6.6), even if in the current adoptesd C(Bgatlon_s to quantify the impact offﬂere‘z‘nt speg,t,ral components
mology the virial radius encloses a spherical density emtiof On @ Simulated temperature profile ("a priori” tests). Aftie

~ 100 [Eke et al. 1998) analysis, we investigate h(_)w the measured temperaturdt_epr_ofi
The profiles show a clear decline beyon@.2 R;go and our ;:ehsag)ges, when choosingféirent key parameters (a posteriori

measurements extend out2d.6 R;go. The large scatter of val-
ues is mostly of statistical origin, however a maximum likel
hood test shows that, when excluding the region belowRdsg, 5.1. “A priori” tests
our profiles are characterized by a 6% intrinsic dispersigrich
is comparable with our systematics (see Ject. 5.3), ther¢fie
existence of a universal cluster temperature profile i$ atil
open issue. The scatter in the inner region is mostly dueeo
presence of both cool core and non cool core clusters, utals . . .
our choice of preserving the azimuthal symmetry at largé radP" €2ch spectrum is always 20 ks i.e. a representative vafue

; ; le (see Fidl 2). We use the Abell 1689 EPIC-MOS1
(see Secf 3.11.3). In Fifj] 5 we report temperature and radius>U" Samp Ll 2) :
the innermost ring scaled byTk andRugo for all clusters. We OPservation as a guideline, for producing RMF and ARF, and

define cool core (hereafter CC) clusters, those for whickettre  [0F €h00sing typical input parameters. The simulation prhoe

perature is significantly (at least-3 lower than Ry, non cool S Structured as follows:
core (hereafter NCC) clusters, those for which the tempegat
profile does not significantly (at least-p decrease, and uncer-
tain (hereafter UNC) clusters, those for which the membprsh _ generation of 500 spectra Ry,

is not clearly determined. — estimate of background parameter&ig,

It is worth noting that the error bars are usually strongly_ rescaling background parameters and fitting spectRuin
asymmetric, i.e. the upper bar is larger than the lower; o\ae

the higher the temperature, the larger the error bars. Bs®res Simulation details are described in each subsection. Wehes
that most of the information on the temperature is locatedd  effect of the cosmic variance (see Séct. 3.1.1), of an inaceurat
the energy of the exponential cuffodue to the spectral shapesestimate of the cluster emissionRay; (see Secf. 5.71.2), and of

of source and background components and to the sharp decrélas QSP component (see Séct. 5.1.3). All results are olathipe

of the gfective areas at high energies, the source-to-backgroditting spectra in the 0.7-10.0 keV band. We have also cordlict
count rate ratio strongly depends on the energy band (sexfora similar analysis for the 2.0-10.0 keV band and have fouatl th
ample Fig[B), i.e. the higher the cutf@®nergy, the lower the the systematics for the two bands are of the same order of mag-
source-to-background ratio, the larger the uncertainties nitude. We recall however that the hard band is characterize

We perform simulations that reproduce as closely as p@ssii
analysis procedure. We consider two rings: the external 20
xt, Where we estimate background parameters, and the 4.5
', Rint, Where we measure the temperature. The exposure time

— choice of reasonable input parameters,
— generation of 300 spectra R,
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and the normalizatio\ls (empty circles). A positive fluctuation
[ * * ‘ ] of CXB normalization (i.eF = 1.3) returns higher tempera-
0.1F . ture and normalization, because the excess of counts dbe to t
' ] CXB is modeled by the thermal component, which is steeper
o Ns 1 than the CXB power law. For the = 1.0 case, whileNs re-
] turns exactly the input value Tkreturns a slightly £ 3%) un-
derestimated value, probably due to the bias on the temperat
estimator|(Leccardi & Molendi 2007). Thefect of the cosmic
variance is roughly symmetric on botf lkand Ns, therefore it
] is almost negligible when averaging on a large sample. We als
; © ] perform simulations for our worst case, ile= 0.6 (see Seckl4),
-0.1F ] and find qualitatively the same results: for the= 1.0 case, the
' ] bias on the temperature 4s8% rather tharr 3% and the bias
on the normalization is negligible.

0.0 R R -

relative difference
°

0.7 1.0 1.3 L .
F 5.1.2. The cluster emission in the 10’-12’ ring

The source contribution in the 2@2 ring, which mainly de-
F&nds on cluster redshift and emission measureffisl to es-
timate with accuracy. We employ a simulation to determing ho
&n inaccurate estimate coulfect our measurement of cluster
inan th e iz 0% uctuons cassbObovaratons n STLELe o, S Do Aeenl SILPIOCIE A
KT andNs. For a positivgnegative fluctuation the measured k put values are the same as for the= 1.0 case of the cos-
andNs are higheflower than the input values. mic variance tests (see Sect. 5l1.1). Also input paraméters
the thermal model ilR: are the same as in that case, instead

- Co . iN Ryt are KT = 4 keV, Z = 0.2 Z,, 2 = 0.2, and
by worst statistics, therefore in this case systematicreraoe | ey — 2.5 x 10°%. For this particular choice of the parame-

masked by statistical ones and have a smaller impact on e filg. 4 o source-to-background count rate ratjds 1.13 (see

measurement. Secl4). When fitting spectra R, all thermal parameters are
fixed: namely the temperature, the metallicity, and the higds
5.1.1. The cosmic variance are fixed to the input values, while fN‘;X‘ we consider 4 cases.

. . . . . In the first case, we neglect the source contributidg(= 0);
We employ a simulation to quantify thé&ect of the cosmic vari- ; 9 g(= 0)

O .the other cases, the normalization is fixed to a value lower
ance on temperature and normalization measurements.sn tﬁ.ext — 1.0 x 104, equal (N = 25 x 10%), and higher
simulation we neglect the soft proton contribution; the kac; S i ' ’ '

Fig. 7. Relative diterences between measured and input valu
for the source temperaturel kand normalizatiorl\s, as a func-
tion of the factorF, which simulates the fluctuation due to th
cosmic variance (see text for details). Uncertainties araller

S

ground components are the HALO, the CXB, and the NX 5 = 4.0x10™%) than the input value. Normalizations of all

; kground components (namélya o, Ncxs, andNnxg) are
and they are modeled as for MOS1 in Appendix B.Rs ac .
there ar)é only background components, WﬁﬁleRim there itS free parameters. For each case, we compute the weighted aver

also the thermal source. Normalizafidnput values irRey; are: age 0fNuaLo, Nexs, andNxe over the 300 spectra iRex and

= = - . compare them to the input values (see E andNare
NS o = 16X 1074, N&L, = 5.0x 1072, andNE, = 1.0x10°% p p ( 9Ne <

NhaLo y CXB = _ " ! \
input values inRy; are obtained by rescaling the valuesRg; weakly correlated; insteadliia o and, in particulaNcxs show

by the area ratio (i.e. as in EGl 2 with(r) = 1.0). Nexg is a strong negative correlation with the input valueXgt', which

also multiplied by a factorf-, that simulates the fluctuation duedepends on their spectral shapes. Note that, if we correstly

to the cosmic variance betwe&): andRey; after the excision mateNg* thenNwaco, Nexs, andNuxs converge to their input
of brightest point-like sources (see Séct. 3.1.%) fllictuations values.
are expected to be 30%. We then consider 3 cases: a null For each input value dfi$ in Rex, we fit spectra irRyy in
(F = 1.0), a positive F = 1.3), and a negativeq = 0.7) fluc- the 0.7-10.0 keV band after the usual rescaling of backgtoun
tuation. Thus, in the first case the input value for CXBRip is  parameters (see Selct._312.2), calculate the weightedgeeseod
equal to that rescaled by the area ratio, in the second it% 3the source temperaturel kand normalizationl\s, over the 500
higher, and in the third 30% lower. Input parameters for treet  Simulations, and compare them to the input values (seé Fig. 9
mal model inRi,; are: KT = 6 keV,Z = 0.2 Z,, z = 0.2, and Values of K andNs measured irRit show a positive correla-
Ns = 7.0 x 10 In Rey, Z andz are fixed to the input values, tion with the value oiNgXt fixed in Rex. This is indeed expected
while kT andNs are free. For this particular choice of the pabecause of the broad similarity in the spectral shapes ofrthie
rameters, the source-to-background count rate rifits 1.13 and CXB models. IRex an overestimate dfig* implies an un-
(see Sedfl4). As explained in Se¢ts. 3.2.1[@nd13.2.2, we-de@erestimate oNcxs (see FiglB)Ncxg is then rescaled by the
mine the ranges of variability faXiaLo, Nexs, andNyxs and — area ratio, thus is underestimatedRp; too; this results in an
rescale them ifRy; then we fit spectra in the 0.7-10.0 keV ban@verestimate of K andNs in Rir, as for theF = 1.3 case of
and calculate the weighted averages BfandNs over the 500 the cosmic variance simulations (see Sect. 5.1.1). Typivegr-
simulations. tainties & 50%) onNEX* cause systematic 5% and 7% errors on
In Fig.[@ we show the relative fierences between meaKT andNs (see FiQEB)- Note that, after the correction for the
sured and input values for the temperatur®, (kiled circles), ~ 3% bias mentioned in Se€f. 5.11.1, théeet onNs and KT is
symmetric; thus, when averaging on a large sample, ffecte
5 Normalization values are always reported in XSPEC units on the mean profile should be almost negligible. Note alsb tha
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normalization, we find that fluctuations combine in a lineayw
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ and that &ects are highly symmetric with respect to the zero
o4r o] ] case F = 1.0 for the cosmic variance ardg* = 2.5 x 10 for
| the cluster emission in the @2 ring). For the cluster temper-
I ¢ CXB ] ature, we find again the 3% bias related to the estimator; once
0.2k © A NXB | accounted for this 3%ftset, results are roughly similar to those
o ] found for the normalization case. To be more quantitativegmv
o ] averaging on a large sample, the expected systematic oerthe t
» perature measurement4s3% due to the biased estimator and
0.0fF---7------ AT B A < 2% due to deviations from the linear regime.

relative difference

5.1.3. The QSP component

-0.2F oA
» 1 A careful characterization of the QSP component is cruaial f
* * * * our data analysis procedure. We employ a simulation to éfyant
o0 10 = 25 40 how an incorrect estimate of the QSP contribution from tié |
Ng™ x 10 over OUT” diagnostic, i.e. thBsg = 1.10 (see Sedt.3.1.2) could

affect our measurements. The spectral components and their in-
Fig. 8. Relative diterences between measured and input vglut values are the same as for fhe= 1.0 case of the cosmic
ues for the normalization of background components (namelyriance simulations (see Sect. bl1.1), plus the QSP coempon
NhaLo. Nexs, andNnxg) as a function of the input value forin both rings. The model for QSP is the same as described in
cluster normalization ifRex, N$¥. Uncertainties are smaller thanAppendiXB. We choose two input values fpsp correspond-
the symbol sizeNcxg shows the strongest (negative) correlatioing to a standardRsg = 1.10) and a highRsg = 1.40) level of
with NE., QSP contamination. For these patrticular choices of thenpara
eters, the source-to-background count rate rdtigs 1.06 for
Rsg = 1.10 and 0.77 foRsg = 1.40 (see Se¢il4). For each input
. . . . ] value we consider 2 cases: an underestinfasg € 1.05— 1.35)
] and an overestimatdR§g = 1.15— 1.45) of the correct value.
e KT ] By fitting spectra irRey in the 0.7-10.0 keV band, we determine
o Ng © 1 the range of variability oNyaLo, Nexs, andNyxg and rescale it
] in Rt (see Secf._3.2.2). We then fit spectra&Rp and compare
[ ] the weighted averages of cluster temperatufie,d&nd normal-
0.0p=-=rmmrmmmmmmmmmme s O ¢ ization,Ns, to their input values (see Fig.]10).
\ * ] When considering\s, the relative diference between mea-
] sured and input valuess5% for all cases and thdtect is sym-
[ . ] metric, therefore the impact on the mean profile obtaineu fao
-0.1F . large sample should be very small. On the contrafyskongly
i ] depends on our estimate of the QSP component: the relafive di
ference is~ 5% for Rsg = 1.10 and~ 20% for Rsg = 1.40.
1 1 1 1 When overestimatinBsg, KT is underestimated, because of the
0.0 10 55 40 broad similarity in the spectral shapes of the two companent
N x 10* In the Rsg = 1.40 case, the values corresponding to an overes-
timate and an underestimate, although symmetric with tspe

Fig. 9. Relative diterences between measured and input vaIu%?ssieggégiaerg?@?ggtg{:ne% ?@;gggﬁg;ﬁﬁﬁ?tfagrﬁfén ;2?
for the source temperaturel kand normalizationys, as a func- . ’ ’ 9 9

. X o ext returns a 10% underestimated value.

tion of the input value for cluster normalization Rex;, NS

Uncertainties are smaller than the symbol size. An underest

matgoverestimate oNg"t causes K and Ns to be underesti- 5.2 “A posteriori” tests

matedoverestimated.

relative difference
oe

In this subsection we investigate how the mean profil&ected

by a particular choice of key parameters, namely: the lagtfor
if we were to neglect the cluster emission in the-1@ ring Which we measure a temperature (see $ect.]5.2.1), the energy
(N&* = 0), we would cause a systematic underestimateTof kand used for the spectral fitting (see Secf. 5.2.2), and 8fe Q
andNs in the order of 7-10% (see Figl 9). contamination (see Sett. 5.2.3).

In areal case we deal with a combination of fluctuations and

cannot treat each one separately, thus we employ a sinutatio
investigate how fluctuations withfiierent origins combine with
each other. We combinéfects due to the cosmic variance and tfh Sect[% we have introduced the indicatdo choose the last
an inaccurate estimate of the cluster emission in thel20ring,  ring where our temperature measurement is reliable. Here we
by considering thé= = 0.7, F = 1.0, andF = 1.3 cases men- produce mean temperature profiles by averaging all measure-
tioned in Sect 5.1]11 andg® = 1.0x 1074, N&* = 25x 10, ments for whichl > lo, for different values of the threshold
andN$* = 4.0 x 10~* mentioned in this section. The simula-o. In Fig.[I1 we report the profiles obtained in the 0.7-10.0 keV
tion procedure is the same as described before. For theeclustand for diferent choices ofy (hnamely 0.0, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8,

5.2.1. The truncation radius
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e 0.7-10.0 keV

oal ® kT o _ . O~ %@iﬁ 0 20-100 keV |

ONS

relative difference
o
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N
° o S o8l = E
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0.0f------ Qmmmmmm e > B
] 0.7F :
. . : S
1.10 1.40 06k ]
lnpl'It RSB ““““ Livaiaiiss Livaiaiiss Livesssins [TPITTITTN [T Lo I
00 0.1 02 03 04 05 06 0.7
: : R/Riao
S 00bo-ooo- O] Fig. 12.Mean temperature profiles obtained by fitting spectra in
5 : o ] the 0.7-10.0 keV (filled circles) and in the 2.0-10.0 keV band
& o ] (empty circles). The profiles are very similar, except far th-
b= ] nermost point. The radii have been slightlyset in the plot for
© -0.1p E clarity.
4 ]
3 ® kT ; _
s -0.2f O N . ] and 1.0). As e_xpected, the smaller is the thres_hold, thadurt
] the mean profile extends. If we focus on the points between 0.3

) ) ] and 0.6 ofR;gp, We notice a clear systematiffect: the smaller
1.10 1.40 the threshold, the lower the temperature. This means timat, o
average, the temperature is lower in those rings where ttle ba
ground is more important. This systematiteet becomes ev-

Fia. 10, Relative dif bet d and inout aiéjent where cluster emission and background fluctuatioas ar
1g. 0. Relative diierences between measured and mnput v omparable and is probably related to small imperfections i
ues for the source temperaturd;,kand normalizationNs, as

: . - our background modeling and to the bias on the temperature es
a function of the input value for the QSP contributi®ss. i ator (gee Se.l)g.J The imperfections of our bpaakgdo
Uncertainties are smaller than the C'rde size. Upper pagl model becomes the dominatert for small values df (hamely

is underestimated to 1.05 and 1.35 with respect to 1.10 aid 1.I < 0.4). Thus, under a certain thresholg, our measurements

Lower panelRsg is overestimated to 1.15 and 1.45. See text f%{re no longer reliable. FiIL1 shows that= 0.6 represents a

the discussion. good compromise. Indeed, when considering the region legtwe
0.4 and 0.5 oR;gp and comparing the average value far &b-
tained for a thresholth = 0.6 and forlg = 1.0, we find a small

input Rgg

‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ (4% + 3%) relative dfference.
1.0f ““ oo .
| ~ ] 5.2.2. Fitting in different bands
08l * t 4 We have fitted spectra in two féirent energy bands (i.e. 0.7-
e nd 1 10.0 keV and 2.0-10.0 keV), each one characterized thgreint
< I ls ] advantages and drawbacks (see $ect. 3.2). The inditatte;
S o6l —$= e fined in Sect[¥ depends on the band in which the count rate
[ 00 08 ] is calculated: more precisel}(0.7-10.0) is roughly 1.5 times
| — ] greater thanl(2.0-10.0) for small values (i.d. < 2.0). The
04f 02 08 . thresholdly = 0.6 in the 0.7-10.0 keV band corresponds to
I 1.0 — ] lo = 0.4 in the 2.0-10.0 keV band (see Séct. 5.2.1). In Eig. 12
ol 1 1 1 1 1 we compare the mean temperature profile obtained in the 0.7-
.o o‘ ‘ ‘o 2‘ ‘ ‘o 4‘ ‘ ‘o 6‘ ‘ ‘o 8‘ 10.0 keV bandlp = 0.6) with that obtained in the 2.0-10.0 keV

band (o = 0.4). The profiles are very similar, except for the in-
nermost point. The uncertainties in the 0.7-10.0 case ahmu

] ) ) . smaller at all radii, even if the total number of points (ilee

Fig. 11.Mean temperature profiles computed by choosifigth  nymper of rings for all cluster) is the same; this is becabse t
ent values for the threshold (defined in Sect]4) plotted with higher statistics at low energies allows to substantiaiyuce
different colors. There is a clear systematieet: the smaller ihe errors on single measurements.

thethr.eshold,the steepgrthe profile. The radii have bégintlsi In the most internal point a high discrepancy between the
offset in the plot for clarity. two measurements is present, although in that region thie- bac
ground is negligible. This is due to the superposition, gltve

R/Rg0
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the temperature estimator as described in Leccardi & Mdlend

Fr T T T T T T i (2007). On the contrary the normalization estimator is aséd.
: ® 1.00<Rg<1.10 3 In Sects[ 5.1]1 arid5.1.2 we also found that tiieats of the cos-
Lip ® 1.11<Rg<1.16 mic variance and of an inaccurate estimate of the clustes-emi
: o 1.17<Rg<1.30 ] sion in the external ring are symmetric for both the tempeeat
10k %ié | e 131<Rg<151 ] KT, and the normalizatiorNs. In Sect[5.1]2 we found that the
= : Q: ] effects due to fluctuations withfiierent origins combine in a lin-
> Fo + ] ear way and, when averaging on a large sample, the systematic
= 09F E associated to the mean profile is almost negligibleNgrand
=~ 1 ] < 2% for KT. Thus, the expected systematic fdr ks < 5%.
i s ]
08 : T In Sect[5.1.8 we found that, for a standard level of contam-
P ] ination (Rsg = 1.10), a typical 5% error in the estimate B§g
0.7F E causes negligibleffects on both measurements of cluster tem-
- I I I I I I 3 perature and normalization. The same error causes ndglfib
00 0.1 0.2 03 04 05 06 0.7 fects onNs measurements also for a high level of contamination

R/R g0 (Rsg = 1.40). On the contrary,fBects on K for Rsg = 1.40 are
important: the same 5% error causes a 10% underestimalg of k
Fig. 13.Mean temperature profiles as a function of the QSP coflso When averaging on a large sample. However, at the end of
tamination Rsg. The four profiles are fully consistent, no correSect[5.2.8 in particular from Fig. 113, we have concluded, tha
lation is found between the shape of the profiles Rggl The When considering the whole sample, the systematic error ass
radii have been slightlyfset in the plot for clarity. ciated to the QSP contamination is smaller than statisticaks
(= 7% beyond 0.4g0). The diference between expected and
measured systematic errors is only apparent. Indeed, wihen a

. : . . : s alyzing our sample, we average measurements that span a wide
line of sight, of photons emitted by optically thin ICM withfd nge of values foRsg and I; conversely, the 10% systematic

ferent density and temperature. W_hen looking at the c:eriterreijimr is expected for an unfavorable case, Res = 1.40 and
cool core clusters, the line of sight intercepts regionsattar- | = 0.77 (see Secdi.51.3).

ized by strong temperature gradients, therefore the acleeal

spectrum is the sum of many components #iiedent tempera- WA
tures. In this case, the best fit value for the temperatuoagly In Sect we compared the mean temperature value ob-
ﬂmed for a thresholdy = 0.6 and forlg = 1.0 in an outer

depends on the energy band (i.e. the harder the band, therhighi” . . ~ L
i) beues e i o s g b 04 rd 05, i g e e

tR/Ie exclusion (l)fzn(;(;st of the emission from cooler components, -~ temperature estimator4s3% (see Seck.5.1.1). We mea-
(Mazzotta et al. 2004). o 20 . et ;
sured a 4% 3% temperature discrepancy, which is consistent
with the expected bias. As pointed outin SEct. 53.2.1, therélfs
5.2.3. Contamination from QSP ancy could also be due to small imperfections in our backaggou

o ) ] ) model; we are not able to quantify the amount of this contribu
We divide cIu;ter_s in our sample_ in four groups, accordirttyéo tion, but we expect it to be small when considering 0.6.
QSP contamination that we estimate fr&®ag (see Seci. 3.11.2).

In Fig.[I3 we report the mean temperature profiles for the four 14 symmarize, in external regions our measurements of the

groups, by fitting spectra in the 0.7-10.0 keV band and fixing,ster temperature areffacted by systematicfiects, which
lo = 0.6. When dividing clusters in subsamples, we choogghends on the radius through the fadtor.e. the source-to-
larger bin sizes to reduce the error bars. WRep is high, our  5c1ground count rate ratio. For each ring, we calculate the
selection criterion based on the source-to-backgrountt@aite 1,64 yalue foil, estimate the expected bias from simulations,
ratio (see Sectsl 4 ahd 5.2.1) excludes the outer ringsethithe 54 anply a correction to our mean profile. The expected bias i
red profile extends out to only 0B;go. The four profiles are o qjigiple for internal rings out to 0.3Rugo (for which| > 3), is
fully consistent, no correlation is found between the sta{tlee 2-3% for 0.30-0.36 and 0.36-0.45 bins. anc-i§% for the last
profiles andRs. The discrepancy in the innermostring is due tg, pins (j.e. 0.45-0.54 and 0.54-0.70).’ We associate t@our
the presence of a fierent number of cool core clusters in €aclyction an uncertainty of the same order of the correctiseifit
group. We therefore conclude that the systematic errorcassyccounting for our limited knowledge from our “a posteriori
ated to the QSP contamination is smaller than statisticat®r a5 of the precise value of the bias. In Figl 14 we show the
(~ 7% beyond 0.4y g0). mean temperature profile before and after the correctiothfor

bias. In Tablé ¥ we report for each bin the corrected valies; t
5.3. A budget for systematics uncertainty is the quadrature sum of the statistical emor af

the error associated to our correction. Hereafter, we willsider
In this subsection we summarize the main results for what cahe mean profile corrected for the bias, unless otherwisedsta
cern systematic errors associated to our mean profile. We cadote that the bias is always comparable with the statistical
pare expected systematics computed from “a priori” testh wicertainties. For this reason, ours can be considered agutigefi
measured systematics from “a posteriori” tests. work, for what concerns the measurement of radial temperatu

TheF = 1.0 case in Sedf. 5.7.1 and tN&"' = 2.5x 10“4case profiles of galaxy clusters witKMM-Newton. We have reached

in Sect[5. 1P show that our analysis proceduredfiscéed by a the limits imposed by the instrument and by the analysis-tech
3% to 8% systematic underestimate of the temperature, wheque, so that further increasing of the number of objects wi
analyzing the outermost rings; the bias is probably related not improve the quality of the measurement.
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Fig. 14.Mean temperature profile rescaled®ysand KTy. For  Fig. 15. Power-law best-fit parameters obtained by fitting pro-

each ring, empty boxes and shaded regions indicate one sidites beyond a variable radiuBnyn, in units of Rygo. The nor-

uncertainties respectively before and after the bias ctore malization is calculated at 0.2. The index best-fit valueds n
constant witlRqyn, thus the ICM cannot be considered as a poly-

Table 4. Mean temperature values rescaled B kand cor- trope.
rected for the biases discussed in the text, for each irterva
units ofRygo.

vvvvvvvv T T T T T T T T T T T )

Ring? Temperature : e 0.09<z<0.13 ]
0.00-0.04 0.7620.004 L1E o o 0.13<z<0.17 ]
0.04-0.08  0.9210.005 ‘ o 0.17<2<024

0.08-0.12  1.0280.007 Lok 1%+ o 024<z<031 |

0.12-0.18 1.03€00.008

0.18-0.24  0.9920.010 R i ]

- =~ F ]

0.24-0.30  0.9850.014 < 0_9,‘ + ;
4

0.30-0.36  0.9380.026

0.36-0.45 0.8780.035 2 i
0.45-054 0.8180.058 o.gbe ;
0.54-0.70 0.6940.069

Notes: 2in units of Rygo;  in units of KTy. 0.7

00 0.1 02 03 04 05 0.6 0.7
6. The mean temperature profile R/Rigo
6.1. Characterizing the profile Fig. 16. Mean temperature profiles for the forbinned groups
We fit profiles (see Fid.l4) beyond OR3go with a linear model of clusters. There is no indication of profile evolution. Traii
and a power law to characterize the profile decline. By usinghave been slightlyfset in the plot for clarity.
linear model

k_T =A-B (i - 0.2) (4) by a power law and g-model with = 2/3. ForR > 0.2 Rygo,
KTw Riso we measurey = 1.12 + 0.02, which is an intermediate value

we find A= 1.02+ 0.01 and B= 0.77 + 0.11; by using a power between those associated to isothermya(1.0) and adiabatic
R T (y = 1.67) gas. However, we note that the power-law best-fit

la ; X

W parameters depend on the chosen region (seé Big. 15), asswell
kT R \™* (5) the derivedy, thus the above values should be taken with some
kTm 0.2 Riso caution.

we find N= 1.03+ 0.01 andu = 0.24+ 0.04. If the gas can be ) )

approximated by a polytrope, we can derive its indettom the  6-2. Redshift evolution

slop’e of projected temperature profile¢De Grandi & Molendi \ye givide our clusters in four groups according to the reftishi

2002): to investigate a possible evolution of temperature profiféh

y=1+u/2, (6) cosmic time. In Fig[C16 we report the mean temperature pro-
files for the four groups. Spectra are fitted in the 0.7-10¥ ke

under the assumption that, at large radii, three-dimensigas band and, = 0.6 (see Secf.]4). As in the following Sedis.16.3

temperature and density profiles be well described, relspégt and[6.4, when dividing clusters in subsamples, the profiles a
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Fig. 17.Best fit parameters obtained by fitting each group of pré-g. 18.Mean temperature profiles for cool core (blue), non cool
files with a power law beyond 0.R;g0. The normalization is core (red), and uncertain (green) clusters. Profiléedby defi-
calculated at 0.R;gp. The dashed lines indicate the best fit valnition in the core region and are consistent in the outeloregi
ues for the whole sample. No clear correlation is found betwe

power-law parameters and the redshift.

1.1 LAARARAAAR LAARARAAAR LAARRARAAL LAAARAAARM LAAARRARAR LAARARAAAR ™
i:t* Ao LPO7
not corrected for biases (see Séct] 5.3), because when compa 1.0F m REFLO4 ]
ing subsamples we are not interested in determining thdwtbso o ﬁ o whole ]
value of the temperature, but in searching for relatikedénces. . ;F ]
Moreover, in Fig[Ib and in Fif._18 we choose larger bin sizes t = 095 E
reduce the error bars (as in Fig] 10). The four profiles arg ver B : ]
similar: the discrepancy in the outer regions is comparadéa- = 08" E
tistical and systematic errors, thefdrence in the central region ~ ko ]
is due to a dierent fraction of cool core clusters. We fit each E
group of profiles with a power law beyond 0R2gp and report 0.7¢ E
results in FiglIl7. Since there is no clear correlation betwbe : ]
two parameters and the redshift, we conclude that from thk an 0.6F E
ysis of our sample there is no indication of profile evolutign - I I I I L, Lo, ¥
toz=10.3. 00 0.1 02 03 04 05 06 0.7
R/Rigo

6.3. Cool core and non cool core clusters . . .
u Fig. 19.Mean temperature profiles obtained from the LP07 sub-

In Sect[4 we defined three groups: clusters that clearly ossample (blue triangles), the REFLO4 subsample (red squares
cool core, clusters with no evidence of a cool core, and daiter and the whole sample (green circles). The three profileadlye f
clusters. In Figl_I8 we show mean temperature profiles for thensistent in the outer regions. The radii have been sligifittet
three groups. Spectra are fitted in the 0.7-10.0 keV band andhe plot for clarity.

lo = 0.6. Profiles difer by definition in the core region and are

consistent beyons 0.1 R;go.

contamination, however the latter selection should bevadgnt

to a random choice and introduce no bias. Thus, we expect the
6.4. REFLO4 and LPO7 subsamples LPO7 subsample to be representative of an X-ray flux-limited
Our sample is not complete with respect to any propertsample of galaxy clusters withD< z < 0.2 and K > 3.3 keV.
However, most of our clusters:(2/3) belong to the REFLEX The larger (i.e. the REFL04) subsample includes the LPO7 one
Cluster Survey catalog (Bohringer et al. 2004), a statdlf Clusters that belong to the REFL04, but not to the LPO7, were
complete X-ray flux-limited sample of 447 galaxy clustersj a observed withXMM-Newton for different reasons, they are not
adozen objects belong to th#1M-Newton Legacy Project sam- part of a large program and almost all observations haffereli

ple (Pratt et al. 2007), which is representative of an X-ray-fl ent Pls. Thus, there are no obvious reasons to believe that th
limited sample withz < 0.2 and K > 2 keV. We then se- sample is significantly biased with respect to any fundaaient
lect two subsamples from our sample: clusters that belongdoister property. A similar reasoning leads to the sameloenc
the REFLEX catalog (REFL04 subsample) and to the Legasipn for our whole sample.

Project sample (LPO7 subsample). The smaller (i.e. the L. P07 In Fig.[I9 we compare mean temperature profiles obtained
is derived from Pratt’s parent sample, by applying our gedac from the two subsamples and the whole sample. The three pro-
criteria based on cluster temperature and redshift. We edtso files are fully consistent beyond0.1 R;go, the diference in the
clude cluster observations that are heavitgeted by soft proton central region is due to aftierent fraction of CC clusters. These
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Fig. 20.Comparison between our observed mean profile (circldsly. 21. Upper panel: mean temperature profiles obtained from
and that derived from hydrodynamic simulations (Borgamilet this work (black circles, LM08), by De Grandi & Molendi (blue
2004) by averaging over clusters witfi k> 3 keV (solid line). squares, DMO02), by Vikhlinin et al. (red upward triangle5Y,
The dashed line is obtained by rescaling the solid one by 10%nd by | Pratt et al. (green diamonds, P07). All profiles are
rescaled by Ky and Rygo as defined in Seck] 4. The dashed
line shows the best fit with a linear model beyond B2, (see

results allow us to conclude that our whole sample is reptase S€CtL6.1) and is drawn to guide the eye. Lower panel: residua
tive of hot, intermediate redshift clusters with respederaper- With respect to the linear model. The LMO8 profile is the fisttte

ature profiles, i.e. the quantity we are interested in. one.

6.5. Comparison with hydrodynamic simulations observed withChandra. We select from their sample only the

) _ hottest (K > 3.3 keV) 8 clusters, for a more appropriate com-
In this subsection we compare our mean temperature profigrison with our samplé. Pratt ef al. (P07) have analyzedha sa
with that derived from cluster hydrodynamic simulations bgle of 15 hot (R > 2.8 keV), nearby# < 0.2) clusters observed
Borgani et al. |(2004) (hereafter BO4). The authors used t@gth XMM-Newton. Clusters of their sample present a variety of
TREE+SPH code GADGET!. (Springel et a.l. 2001) to simulatX-ray morphology.
a concordance cold dark matter cosmological moggl £ 0.3, Comparing diferent works is not trivial. Cluster physical
Qp = 07,05 = 0.8, andh = 0.7) within a box of 192™* Mpc  properties, instrumental characteristics, and data aisafyro-
on a side, 48ddark matter particles and as many gas particlegedures may dier. Moreover, each author uses his own recipe
The simulation includes radiative cooling, star formasmul su- o calculate a mean temperature and to derive a scale raius.
pernova feedback. Simulated cluster profiles are scaled®y haye rescaled temperature profiles obtained by other aytwpr
emission weighted global temperature aéo calculated from ysing the standard cosmology (see SEct. 1) and calculateng t
its definition (i.e. the radius encompassing a sphericabilen mean temperature]T, and the scale radiuBygo, as explained
contrast of 180 with respect to the critical density). In.l2§ in Sect[#; the aim is to reduce as much as possible all inhomo-
we compare our observed profile to the projected mean profilgneities.
obtained by averaging over simulated clusters withck3 keV. In Fig.[21 we compare the four mean temperature profiles,
The evident mismatch between the two profiles is most likegscaled by Ky andRyg. Due to the correction for the biases
due to a diferent definition for the scaling temperature: actijescribed in Sedf. 5.3, our mean profile is somewhat flatser th
ally itis known that the emission weighted temperatureghibi  gthers beyond 0.2 Rigo. Discrepancies in the core region are
than the mean temperature obtained from observational dgf to a diferent fraction of CC clusters. The outermost point of
(Mazzotta et al. 2004). By rescaling the BO4 profile by 10%, Wée P07 profile isv 25% lower, however it is constrained only
find a good agreement between simulation and our data beygtwo measurements beyord0.6 Rygo. Our indicator,l, (see
~ 0.25Rug0. Conversely in the core region, simulations are n@fect[#) warns about the reliability of these two measurespen
able to reproduce the observed profile shape. for whichl ~ 0.3, i.e. a half of our thresholéy = 0.6. In Fig.[11
we showed that, when using our analysis technique, lower val
ues ofl are associated to a bias on the temperature measurement.
We assume that a somewhat similar systematic nfiectathe
In this subsection we compare our mean temperature pRO7 analysis technigue too. When excluding these two measur
file (LMO8) with those obtained by other authors, namelpents, the PO7 mean profile only extends out 0.6 R0 and
De Grandi & Molendi 1(2002),| Vikhlinin et al. | (2005), andis consistent with ours (see also Higl 22). It is possiblé &feo
Pratt et al.[(2007). De Grandi & Molendi (DM02) have analyzetheasurements obtained with other experimentdiseid by a
a sample of 21 hot (k > 3.3 keV), nearbyZ% < 0.1) galaxy clus- similar kind of systematics, which make the profiles steeper
ters observed witlBeppoSAX. Their sample includes both CC  We fit observed and simulated cluster profiles with a power
and NCC clusters. Vikhlinin et al. (V05) have analyzed a santaw beyond 0.2R;g0 and in Fig.[2R report best fit parameters.
ple of 13 nearby4 < 0.2), relaxed galaxy clusters and group3he LMO08 profile is the flattest one, however all observed pro-

6.6. Comparison with previous observations
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— when excluding the core region, the profiles are character-

1.2F 1 ized by an intrinsic dispersion (6%) comparable to the esti-
5 g ¢ m DMOZ2 L * PO7 v 1 mateo! system_atics, (see SE_d:t. 4); _ _ _
5 E 3 — there is no evidence of profile evolution with redshift out to
= L1f v z~ 0.3 (see Secl62);
E F ' 3 — the profile slope in the outer regions is independent of the
o E ¢ A 4 1 presence of a cool core (see SEcil 6.3);
= 1.0p $ M E — the slope of our mean profile is broadly similar to that ob-
E E tained from hydrodynamic simulations, we find a discrep-
05 E 3 ancy of~ 10% in normalization probably due to affdirent
+ + definition for the scaling temperature (see Secl. 6.5);
X °'4§ + M 4 — when compared to previous works, our profile is somewhat
3 0.3 k% ----------- . flatter (see Secf._8.5), probably due to &alient level of
=Y 3 characterization of systemati¢fects, which become very
0.2 3 + E important in the outer regions.

The above results have been obtained using a novel data
analysis technique, which includes two major improvements

Firstly, we used the background modeling, rather than tle&-ba

Fig. 22.Best fit parameters, obtained by fitting with a power Ia\g : I
. ' e round subtraction, and the Cash statistic rather thanythe
observed and simulated cluster profiles, beyonds2 in the .this method requires a careful characterization of all paaind

gppe\eranel V;e report the Qolrmali_zati%, é”l tfhe I(l;wer th de II omponents. Secondly, we assessed in details systerfiatitse
ex. We use the same symbols as in Eig. or observed clijs- : ’ oo X
ters and a violet downward triangle for Borgani’s work (BO4)We performed two groups of test: prior to the analysis, weenad

R use of extensive simulations to quantify the impact dfedi
The normalization |s_calculate_d at (].:28_0. For PO7 we report_ent components on simulated spectra; after the analysig)we
two values, empty diamonds indicate index and normalinati

obtained when excluding the two outermost measuremersgs ( gstlgated how the measured temperature profile changes, wh

text for details). The empty downward triangle indicatestior- cosing dferent key pallrametefr s .
malization of the B04 rescaled profile (see Sécil 6.5). In the From amore general point of view, ours is an attempt to mea-
lower panel, the dashed line and the shaded region repmmsure cluster properties, as far out as possible, with ER4Gun

weighted average and its one sigma confidence intervaletérivments‘ Perhaps, the most important justification for dtores

from the observed profiles only (for PO7 we use the lower Valdegxghelfir?wléigmt;f gg?ntio]:fr;g}: in)%g;é\?e}:je?;%atgiﬁ{ii ‘sbaﬂ;z
i.e. the empty diamond). As previously noted from gl 2&, t . o
LMO8 profile is the flattest one, but all indices of observead-pr ow surface brightness emission is concermed.

files are Con5|$tem, within two sigma. C_onv_ersely, the B(MItHY Acknowledgements. We acknowledge the financial contribution from contract
seems to be significantly steeper, but in this case we arebiet axs|-INAF 1/08906/0, 1023050, and J08g060. We thank S. Ghizzardi,
to provide an estimate of parameter uncertainty. M. Rossetti, and S. De Grandi for a careful reading of the reaript. We thank
S. Borgani, G. W. Pratt, and A. Vikhlinin for kindly providintheir temperature
profiles.
file indices are consistent within 2-3 sigma. In SEcil 5.3 aeh
quantified the systematic underestimate on the tempernateae ¢
surement associated to our procedure. Since it dependseon'%ﬁ erences
indicator|, which itself depends on the radius, we expect a ngtiders, E. & Grevesse, N. 1989, Geochim. Cosmochim. Actal 83
effect also on the profile index, namely we expegtto be over- Arnaud, M., Pointecouteau, E., & Pratt, G. W. 2005, A&A, 4893
estimated. For this reason, it is possible that the discrgple- Bohringer, H., Schuecker, P., Guzzo, L., etal. 2004, A&R54367
tween indices obtained fromftierent works (reported in Fig.22) Borgani, S., Murante, G., Springel, V., etal. 2004, MNRASG 31078
It W p Cash, W. 1979, ApJ, 228, 939
may not have a purely statistical origin. We calculate ama&y® Dpe Grandi, S. & Molendi, S. 2002, ApJ, 567, 163
profile index,u = 0.31+ 0.02, which is significantly lower than De Luca, A. & Molendi, S. 2004, A&A, 419, 837
that obtained from the B04 profilg, = 0.39; however, for the Dickey, J. M. & Lockman, F. J. 1990, ARA&A, 28, 215

: : - : e, V. R., Navarro, J. F., & Frenk, C. S. 1998, ApJ, 503, 569
simulation we are not able to provide an estimate of parame ori. S.. De Grandi, S.. & Molendi, S. 2002, A&A. 301, 841

uncertainty. Fabian, A. C. & Allen, S. W. 2003, in Texas in Tuscany. XX| Sywsjum on
Relativistic Astrophysics, ed. R. Bandiera, R. MaiolinoF&annucci, 197—
208

7. Summary and conclusions Finoguenov, A., Arnaud, M., & David, L. P. 2001, ApJ, 555, 191

Henry, J. P. & Arnaud, K. A. 1991, ApJ, 372, 410
We have analyzed a sample 050 hot, intermediate redshift Irwin, J. A. & Bregman, J. N. 2000, ApJ, 538, 543
galaxy clusters (see Selct. 2) to measure their radial ptiepein  !win, J. A, Bregman, J. N., & Evrard, A. E. 1999, ApJ, 519851
this paper we focused on the temperature profiles and pastpfffy ™ & ot T e S SNCERE LB o,
the analysis of the metallicity to a forthcoming paper (Larck 05/kk.pdf
& Molendi 2008, in preparation). In Se¢t. 6.4 we showed th&untz, K. D. & Snowden, S. L. 2000, ApJ, 543, 195

our sample should be representative of hot, intermedidighift  Leccardi, A. & Molendi, S. 2007, A&A, 472, 21

clusters, at least with respect to the temperature profile. Ma;';e"it‘:hv M., Forman, W. R., Sarazin, C. L., & Vikhlinin,. A998, ApJ, 503,
Our main results are summarized as follows: Mazzotta, P., Rasia, E., Moscardini, L., & Tormen, G. 200RAS, 354, 10

. . . . . McCarthy, I. G., Balogh, M. L., Babul, A., Poole, G. B., & Hamn D. J. 2004,
— the mean temperature profile declines with radius in the apj 613, 811

0.2Ry50-0.6 Rygo range (see Secil 4); McNamara, B. R., Nulsen, P. E. J., Wise, M. W., et al. 2005uNat433, 45
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H o T Table A.1. Best fit parameters for the NXB broken power law.
I'; andT'; are the slopes below and above the break ené&igy,
—
B Iy Eg [keV] I,
‘ MOS1 0.22 7.0 0.05
£ MOS2  0.32 3.0 0.22
5
2] Table A.2. Instrumental emission lines in the 0.7-10.0 keV en-
% - ergy band.
O ©
Line E [keV] Line E [keV]
AlK a 1.487 Mn K3 6.490
e T AIKB 1557 Felg  7.058
0.5 1 2 5 10 Si Ko 1.740 Ni Ko 7.472
Au Ma 2.110 Ni KB 8.265
Fig. A.1. MOS1 (thick) and MOS2 (thin) spectra from closed AuMg 2200 Znkr  8.631
observations in the whole energy band, i.e. 0.2-11.3 keVSRI0O CrKe 5412 Cuk 8905
spectrum is scaled by a factor of 2 for clarity. Spectra aoeiac MnKe 5895 ZnKs  9.572
mulated in the 1012 ring. The total exposure time is 650 ks. (|=:¢;K|<fy 2-23(7) Aule  9.685

Piffaretti, R., Jetzer, P., Kaastra, J. S., & Tamura, T. 2005, A438, 101

Ponman, T. J., Sanderson, A. J. R., & Finoguenov, A. 2003, M8IF843, 331 norted in XSPEC units. Lines are determined by 3 parameters:
Pratt, G. W., Arnaud, M., & Pointecouteau, E. 2006, A&A, 4489

Pratt. G. W. Bohringer. H.. Croston, J. H., et al. 2007, AG#S1, 71 peak energy, intrinsic width and normalization. The enesfy
Roncarelli, M., Ettori, S., Dolag, K., et al. 2006, MNRAS, 87339 Al Ka, Ep, is free to allow for a small shift in the energy scale;
Snowden, S. L., Egger, R., Freyberg, M. J., et al. 1997, ABS, 425 the energies of Al, Si, and Au-M lines are linked tg ih such a

Snowden, S. L., Mushotzky, R. F., Kuntz, K. D., & Davis, D. 808, A&A,  way that a common shift\E, is applied to all lines. Similarly, the

Sp:r?lgelsils Yoshida, N., & White, S. D. M. 2001, New Astrong, 6, 79 energy of Cr K, Ecr, IS f.ree. anq the. energleS.Of all other lines
Tozzi, P., Scharf, C., & Norman, C. 2000, ApJ, 542, 106 are linked to k. The intrinsic width is always fixed to zero, ex-
Vikhlinin, A., Markevitch, M., Murray, S. S., et al. 2005, Ap628, 655 cept for Al and Si lines for which it is fixed to 0.0022 keV to
Voit, G. M. 2005, Advances in Space Research, 36, 701 allow for minor mismatches in energy calibrations foftelient
White, D. A. 2000, MNRAS, 312, 663 observations. Normalizations ofaK Al, and Si lines are free,

while normalizations of R lines are forced to be one seventh of
the correspondentKline (Keith & L oomis|1978). The correla-
tion between broken power-law and Gaussian parametergyis ve
weak.
We have analyzed a large number %0) of observations with As noticed by Kuniz (2006), there are observations in which
the filter wheel in the “closed” position to characterize &tall the count rate of some CCDs is veryfdrent, especially at low
the EPIC-MOS internal background and to provide constsairgnergies, indicating that the NXB spectral shape is notteons
to the background model, which we use for analyzing our datver the detector. In particular, this problefregts MOS1 CCD-
Exposure times of individual observations span betweends ah and CCD-5 and MOS2 CCD-2 and CCD-5. Since our pro-
100 ks for a total exposure time f650 ks. cedure requires background parameters to be rescaled liem t
For each observation, we select 6 concentric ring2(@3, outer to the inner rings, we always exclude the above meation
2.73-4.5,4.5-6, 6-8, 8-10, and 10-12) centered on the de- “bright” CCDs from data analysis, when using the 0.7-10.9 ke
tector center. For each instrument (i.e. MOS1 and MOS2) ahand (see Se¢t. 3.1.1). This is not necessary when usingtite b
each ring, we produce the total spectrum by summing, chaibove_z keV, because thext is negligible for almost all ob-
nel by channel, spectral counts accumulated during allrebse servations.
tions. The appropriate RMF is associated to each totalgpact  After the exclusion of the bright CCDs, we fit spectra ac-
and a minimal grouping is performed to avoid channels with rmumulated in the 1012 ring for different closed observations,
counts. In Figl AL we report the total spectra accumulateéde to check for temporal variations of the NXB. In Flg_A.2 we
10-12 ring, for MOS1 and MOS?2, in the 0.2-11.3 keV bandreport the values of broken power-law free parameters (hame
Closed observation events are solely due to the intern&-bathe slopesl’; andI'z, and the normalizatiomN) for both MOS in
ground, which is characterized by a cosmic-ray inducedigontthe 0.7-10.0 keV band. The scatterlgfandI'; values is of the
uum (NXB) plus several fluorescence emission lines. The maestme order of magnitude as the statistical uncertaintibgew
intense lines are due to Ak(1.5 keV) and Si £ 1.8 keV). the scatter of thé\ values & 20%) is not purely statistic, i.e.
Beyond 2 keV we fit the NXB with a single power law (in-NXB normalization varies for dierent observations.
dex 0.24 and 0.23 for MOS1 and MOS2 respectively); instead, We also check for spatial variations of the internal back-
for the 0.7-10.0 keV range, a broken power-law (see A.gdround. As explained at the beginning of this section, we ac-
is more appropriate. Emission lines are modeled by Gaussiatumulate the total spectrum for each of the 6 rings and fan eac
Note that particle background components are not multidie instrument. We define the surface brightn&ss,as the ratio be-
the dfective area. tweenN and the area of the ring. In Fig._A.3 we report MOS1
In Table[A.2 we list the emission lines of our model wittand MOS2 best fit values & as a function of the distance
their rest frame energies. Normalization values are always from the center, by fixindgs andI';. The spatial variations are

Appendix A: The analysis of “closed” observations
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Fig.A.2.T1, 'z, andN values for MOS1 (top) and MOS2 (bottom) for all closed obatons analyzed. The dotted lines are the
best fit values reported in Taklle’A.1. Hor andI'; the scatter is comparable with the uncertainties, whild\féinere is an intrinsic
scatter ok 20%.N values are reported in XSPEC units.
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Fig. A.3. Surface brightness best fit values for MOS1 (left) angcj)
MOS2 (right) as a function of the distance from the detectorc

ter.
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the observed sky region and minimize the cosmic variance of
the X-ray background.

Data are prepared and cleaned as described in $ecid. 3.1.1
and3.1.2. For each instrument (i.e. MOS1 and MOS2) and each
filter (i.e. THIN1 and MEDIUM), we produce total spectra by
summing, channel by channel, spectral counts accumulaited d
ing all observations, after the selection of the same rirggsiu
for closed observations (see Apperdix A). The appropridd&R
and ARF are associated to each spectrum and a minimal group-
ing is performed to avoid channels with no counts. We alseo cal
late the averadesg (see Secf.3.11.2), obtaining 1:60.01 for
th filters and both detectors.

Inside the field of view, the spectral components are the fol-
lowing (see Figi B.l):

— the X-ray background from Galaxy Halo (HALO),

proximation, the NXB is flat over the detector. We find similar— the cosmic X-ray background (CXB),

results, both in terms of temporal and spatial variationsenv

fitting spectra above 2 keV.

— the quiescent soft protons (QSP),
— the cosmic ray induced continuum (NXB),

Emission lines show rather weak temporal variations ang the fluorescence emission lines.

most of them (namely all except for Al, Si, and Au) have a un
form distribution over the detector. Al lines are more irgern

the external CCDs, while Si lines are more intense in the ¢
tral CCD. Conversely, Au lines are very localized in the out
regions of the field of view, thus we model them only when an

lyzing rings beyond 3/5

Appendix B: The analysis of “blank field”

observations

bnly the photon components (i.e. HALO and CXB) are mul-
ethqlied by the dfective area and absorbed by our Galaxy. The
(gquivalent hydrogen column density along the line of sityht,
Is fixed to the 21 cm measurement (Dickey & Lockman 1990),
averaged over all fields. We selected blank field observation
pointed at high galactic latitude, therefoxg is < 10?* cm2
and the absorptionf#ect is negligible above 1 keV.

In the 0.7-10.0 keV band, the total model is composed of a
thermal component (HALO), a power law (CXB), two broken
power laws (QSP and NXB), and several Gaussians (fluores-

A large number#4 30) of “blank field” observations have beencence emission lines). The thermal model (APEC in XSPEC)
analyzed to characterize the spectrum of other backgroommd ¢ parameters are:Tk = 0.197 keV,Z = 1.0 Z,, andz = 0.0
ponents. Exposure times of individual observations span H{&untz & Snowden 2000). The slope of the CXB power law is
tween 30 and 90 ks for a total exposure time:@00 ks. Almost fixed to 1.4(De Luca & Molendi 2004) and the normalization is
each observation has affdirent pointing in order to maximize calculated at 3 keV to minimize the correlation with the glop
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Table B.2.Correction factors.

—
© Ring HALO CXB
MOS1 MOS2 MOS1 MOS2
0-2.78 0.62 0.68 0.80 0.01
4 2.73-45  0.74 0.70 0.70 0.78
o 4.5-6 0.63 0.65 0.89 0.95
© 6-8 0.74 0.71 0.89 0.92

Counts set keV1

103

for THIN1 and MEDIUM filters. Spectra are fitted in the 0.7-
10.0 keV energy band. We stress the remarkably good agree-
ment between MOS1 and MOS2, for all parameters. Moreover,
we point out that, when comparing observations witfiedent
filters, values foNyaLo and Ngsp also agree, while values for
Energy (keV) Ncxg are significantly dferent & 20%) because of the cosmic
gariance £ 15% expected for the considered solid angles).

By construction (see EfQ] Bsg is related tdNgspso that the
higherRsg, the highemMgsp. For observations that are not con-
. . . taminated by QSP, we will measuRgg ~ 1.0 andNgsp ~ 0.0.
Table B.1.Best fit results for the analysis of blank field ObserSinceRSB values span a relatively small range (roughly between

Fig.B.1. MOS1 spectrum from blank field observations in th
10'-12 ring. Above 2 keV the spectrum is simpler.

vations in the 1612 ring. 1.0 and 1.5) we approximate the relation betwBgnandNgsp
: with a linear functionNgsp = A x (Rsg — 1). The scaling fac-
Instr. Filter Niao - Nosp Nexe tor, A ~ 0.03, is determined from the analysis of blank fields
(1077 [107] [107] observations, for which we have measufeg = 1.09 + 0.01

MOS1 THIN1 1.#0.1 2401 5%0.1
MOS2 THIN1 1.60.1 2501 5.a0.1
MOS1 MEDIUM 1.40.1 2.60.1 6.G:0.1

andNgsp = (2.5 + 0.1) x 1073. Thus, for each observation we
model the bulk of the QSP component by deriviNgsp from

MOS2 MEDIUM 1.6:01 2401 5801 Rsg (see Sect$. 3.2.1 ahd 312.2). In Sdcts. 5.1.3and 5.2.3 we dis
— — — cuss possible systematics related to QSP and show thanéze li
Notes: 2 calculated at 3 keV. approximation used above is satisfactory.

As mentioned in Sedi.3.2.1, we estimate the normalizations
of the background components in the’-I@ ring and rescale
m in the inner rings; when considering the 0.7-10.0 keV en
y band, a simple rescaling by the area ratio is too rough an
auses systematic errors, especially in the outer regitnesen
|uster emission and background fluctuations become compa-
able. To overcome this problem, we proceed in the following
%anner: we fit blank field spectra, by fixifjxs andNgsp, and

The QSP broken power law has a break energy at 5.0 keV, r%
slopes are fixed to 0.4 (below 5 keV) and 0.8 (above 5 ke
The model parameters for the internal background are the sa
as reported in AppendIx]A. In the 2.0-10.0 keV band the mod
is simpler, namely three power laws and several Gaussiads,
more stable. The HALO component is negligible above 2 ke
the CXB modelis the same as in the 0.7-10.0 keV band, the sla
of the QSP power law is fixed to 1.0, and the model parameté
for the internal background are those reported in Appendlix A Nobs
Most components have rather similar spectral shapes (é%(é) =N (B.3)
Fig.[B.J), therefore a high degree of parameter degenegacy i P
present. In such cases, it is useful to constrain as manyearawhere Nops is the best fit value that we have just obtained and
ters as possible. Events outside the field of view are exalysi Nexp is derived by rescaling the value measured in thel
due to the internal background, therefore the spectrummageu ring by the area ratio. In TableB.2 we report the values for
lated in this region provides a good estimate of the NXB ndfma(r) for all casesK(r) is a second order correction, because
ization,Nnxg . By analyzing closed (CL) observations we founghe contribution of CXB and HALO components to the total flux
that the ratio betweehlyxg calculated in any two detector re-is relatively small: when considering only the 0.7-2.0 keahtd
gions is independent of the particular observation: (i.e. the energy range in which these components are more in-
Nuxe(Re: 01)  Nas (R O2) tense), the HALO—to—tota_I and the CXB-to—tptaI flux ra_tia&fa
NXBATL, 1) NXBUTL -2 (B.1) =~ 5% and~ 20% respectively. Thus, thefective correction is
Nnxg(Rz; O1)  Nnxe(Rz; O2) only of a few percent for both cases.fi2rent observations have
different centers in detector coordinates and the intensitiyeof t
various components depends on the particular observéhtiese
facts could cause some discrepancies, however since wahave
alyzed a large number of blank and cluster fields, we expégt on
a few percent systematidfect on the mean profile. When con-
Nnxe (OUT; BF) sidering the band above 2 keV, the statistical quality ofdata
m- (B2) s poorer, therefore the rescaling by the area ratio (i.ecare
NXB ’ . . . .
rection factor) can be considered a good approximationdtm b
In Table[B.1 we report the best fit values for the normaliz&&XB and NXB. The QSP value is rescaled by the soft proton
tion of the HALO, NyaLo, of the QSPNgsp, and of the CXB, vignetting profilel(Kuntz 2006) and does not require any ot
Ncxs, in the 10-12 ring, for MOS1 and MOS2 instruments andion factor.

etermineNcxg and NyaLo best fit values. For each ring and
§trument, we define a correction factki(r):

whereR; , are two detector regions ar@ , are two observa-
tions. By using the region outside the field of view (OUT),fro
Eq.[B.1 we estimate and fiXyxg for each ring (R) of blank field
(BF) observations:

Nnxe (R; BF) = Nnxe (R; CL) x
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Unfortunately, a precise characterization of the QSP cempo
nent for EPIC-pn is not possible. UncertaintiesMnxg are very
large, because the region outside the EPIC-pn field of view is
much smaller than the MOS one; the presence of a non negigibl
fraction of out-of-time events introduces a further corogtion.
Moreover, the EPIC-pn background is much less stable than th
EPIC-MOS one, especially below 2 keV. The EPIC-pn instru-
ment has further drawbacks due to the electronic board hear t
detector: the NXB spatial distribution is not flat and the €sion
due to Ni-Cu-Zn lines (between 7.5 keV and~ 9.5 keV) is
more intense in the outer rings. For these reasons, as medtio
in Sect[8, we consider only EPIC-MOS data in our analysis.
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