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XRISM observations of the cooling flow cluster A2029 support heating by mixing
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ABSTRACT

I argue that the mixing-heating mechanism of the intracluster medium (ICM) is compatible with

the new observations by the X-ray telescope XRISM that show the dispersion velocity in the cooling

flow cluster of galaxies A2029 to be σv = 169 ± 10 km s−1. Past jets from the central supermassive

black hole induced turbulence; the velocity dispersion value indicates that the jets were powerful, as

expected in the mixing-heating mechanism. Although the kinetic energy of the ICM turbulence that

XRISM finds is short of heating the ICM and counter radiative cooling, the turbulence is fast enough

to mix the hot shocked jets’ material with the ICM on time scales shorter than the radiative cooling

time. The support of the mixing-heating mechanism from determining the turbulent velocity I claim

for A2029 is similar to the conclusion from the X-ray observations by the X-ray telescope Hitomi of

the Perseus cluster.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In cooling flows in clusters of galaxies and galaxies,

the radiative cooling time of the hot gas, τcool, is shorter

than the cluster age. The mass cooling rate to low tem-

peratures, below X-ray emission, is lower than the hot

gas mass divided by τcool (not necessarily by a large fac-

tor, e.g., Fabian et al. 2024). The low mass cooling rate

implies active galactic nucleus (AGN) jets heat the in-

tracluster medium (ICM). A major open question is the

processes that transfer the kinetic energy of the AGN

jets to ICM thermal energy. Theoretical processes to

transfer jets’ energy to the ICM include (1) shock waves

(e.g., Randall et al. 2015), (2) sound waves (e.g., Tang

& Churazov 2018), (3) internal waves (e.g., Zhang et al.

2018), (4) turbulence in the ICM (e.g., Zhuravleva et al.

2018), (5) uplifting gas from inner regions (e.g., Huško &

Lacey 2023), (6) cosmic rays (e.g., Fujita & Ohira 2013),

and (7) heating by mixing hot bubble gas (thermal gas

and/or cosmic rays) with the ICM (e.g., Gilkis & Soker

2012).

Very recent observations by the X-ray telescope

XRISM yield a field-integrated ICM velocity dispersion

of σv = 169 ± 10 km s−1 in the cooling flow cluster A

2029 (XRISM Collaboration 2025). They find that if

this velocity dispersion is of isotropic turbulence, the

Mach number is 0.21, and the non-thermal pressure frac-

tion is 2%. I here argue that this velocity dispersion is

compatible with the expectation of the mixing-heating

mechanism.

2. HEATING BY MIXING

Hillel & Soker (2017) compared the Hitomi observed

ICM velocity dispersion of the Perseus cluster of galax-

ies, 164 ± 10 km s−1 in the region of r = 30 kpc to

r = 60 kpc (Hitomi Collaboration et al. 2016), with

their three-dimensional hydrodynamical simulations of

jet-inflated bubbles in cluster cooling flows. The simu-

lations have similar velocity dispersions to the observed

ones. These three-dimensional hydrodynamical simula-

tions also show that heating by mixing the material of

the hot shocked jets with the ICM heats the ICM much

more efficiently than sound waves, shocks, and turbu-

lence. Hillel & Soker (2017) concluded that the Hit-

omi observations of Perseus support the mixing-heating

mechanism. From the perspective of velocity dispersion,

therefore, the observed value of σv = 169 ± 10 km s−1

in A2029 is also compatible with the expectation of the

mixing-heating mechanism.

One large difference between the Perseus and A2029

is that the jets in Perseus inflated large bubbles, while

in A2029 did not. Simulations of narrow jets show that

even when jets do not inflate large bubbles, they induce

large vortices that can mix hot shocked-jet gas with the

ICM in their vicinity (e.g., Refaelovich & Soker 2012).

For the mixing-heating mechanism, it is of no signifi-

cance that the kinetic energy of the turbulence in A2029
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Figure 1. A temperature map with radio contours of A2029
adapted from Clarke, Blanton, & Sarazin (2004). The tem-
perature scale is by the color bar in keV; 1 arcsec corresponds
to 1.45 kpc. I draw the approximate distance to which the
turbulence can carry hot gas within one (black) and two (red)
cooling times, where τcool(0) = 6× 107 yr.

is very small, ≪ 10% of the ICM thermal energy; the

role of the turbulence is to mix hot shocked-jet gas with

the ICM.

I take the mixing distance in time ∆t as σv∆t. Fig-

ure 1 presents the temperature map and radio con-

tours from Clarke, Blanton, & Sarazin (2004). I added

two lines presenting the distances σvτcool(0) (black) and

2σvτcool(0) (red), where τcool(0) = 5×107 yr is the cool-

ing time of A2029 at the center (Rafferty, McNamara,

& Nulsen 2008). The distance the turbulence can carry

energy at one central cooling time is 169 km s−1 × 5 ×
107 yr = 8.6 kpc. At a radius of r = 12 kpc the cooling

times is much longer τcool(12) = 6 × 108 yr (Rafferty,

McNamara, & Nulsen 2008). To heat ICM zones away

from the center, the turbulence has a time of > τcool(0)

to carry energy from the regions the jets shocked.

Hillel & Soker (2017), compared their hydrodynami-

cal simulations to the Hitomi observed velocity disper-

sion of the Perseus cluster and concluded that jets could

excite the observed turbulence and are likely to do so.

The same holds for A2029: the XRISM observed turbu-

lence is compatible with that expected from past pow-

erful AGN activity cycles.

3. SUMMARY

XRISM’s new high-quality observations allow us to

explore the properties of the hot ICM medium of the

cooling flow cluster A2029 and address the major ques-

tion of the heating mechanism. The observed velocity

dispersion implies that the turbulence kinetic energy is

much smaller than the thermal energy of the ICM. How-

ever, the velocity dispersion value, like in the case of the

Hitomi observations of the Perseus cluster, is compatible

with turbulence excited by AGN jets that simulations

yield (Hillel & Soker 2017). The key point is that the

role of turbulence is not to supply the energy to heat

the ICM but rather to mix hot shocked gas in and near

the jets with the ICM at larger distances.

The new determination of the velocity dispersion al-

lows us to estimate the distance to which the turbu-

lence can mix hot gas within a given time in the frame

of the mixing-heating mechanism. Figure 1 shows that

the turbulence can carry hot gas to cover the cold cen-

ter (black line) within the cooling time at the center.

At those radii, the cooling time increases to larger val-

ues, and the mixing might operate longer to counter the

radiative cooling.

A powerful AGN will be required to supply sufficient

energy. The present AGN power of A2029 is lower than

the radiative cooling rate (e.g., Rafferty et al. 2006).
This might imply that some gas cools to lower temper-

atures and forms stars. However, Rafferty et al. (2006)

noted that the central galaxy is red, so it does not have a

high star formation rate. According to the cooling flow

feedback model, AGN activity cycles must have been

much more powerful in the past.

The new XRISM observations of A2029 are compat-

ible with the feedback heating by the mixing-heating

mechanism where the heating does not fully counter ra-

diative cooling, implying the presence of a cooling flow.
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