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Towards the unification of clusters’ physics 
across all scales
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•Multi-wavelength survey of 30 X-ray luminous 
clusters at 0.15<z<0.30

•104 spectr. confirmed cluster members up to 
~3r200 and down to M* ≈ 2x1010 M☉ (80 % 
completeness)

•No morphological bias, weak dependence on SFR 
and SFH thanks to mid-IR colour selection of 
spectr. targets

LoCuSS survey

Xray FarIR

Galaxy Cluster Formation II, June 15th

r200
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LoCuSS survey
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•Armitage+ 18: stellar mass-limited 
galaxy sample is good tracer of the 
cluster gravitational potential

•Shirasaki+ 21:  LoCuSS galaxy 
velocity dispersion is consistent 
with ΛCDM out to ~ 8 Mpc
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Figure 2. Extended X-ray emission from Abell 1763. All spectroscopically confirmed X-ray groups are indicated and labelled by their
redshift and estimated M200 value. Those groups which are infalling into Abell 1763 are marked by red circles of diameter r200.

2.5 A catalogue of X-ray groups falling into
massive clusters

X-ray groups which are infalling into the primary clusters
are identified from their projected cluster-centric radii and
redshifts as those located within the “trumpet”-shaped caus-
tic profile enclosing those galaxies identified as cluster mem-
bers by Haines et al. (2013). In total 39 of our X-ray groups
were identified as being within the caustics of the primary
cluster. The full list of infalling X-ray groups is presented in
Table 2, including their positions, redshifts, X-ray luminosi-
ties, mass estimates, whether they have an obvious central
dominant galaxy (Brightest Group Galaxy or BGG) or not,
and the number of spectroscopically-confirmed members.

Figures 2–5 show the 0.5–2.0 keV band X-ray images
of Abell 1763, Abell 1835, Abell 963 and Abell 1758N,
smoothed with a Gaussian kernel of width 1200 after remov-
ing point sources. These enable the extended X-ray emission
from groups in the outskirts of the cluster and in the back-
ground to be identified. Each X-ray detected group with

confirmed redshift is labelled along with its M200 mass esti-
mate.

The X-ray emission from Abell 1763 extends signifi-
cantly in the WSW direction (as seen previously by Zhang
et al. 2007, Fig. B.6), including two sub-peaks that are iden-
tified as ⇠1014M� groups. Both of these peaks are close to
extremely massive passive galaxies with M⇠1011.6M�, fea-
tureless bulges and the extended di↵use envelopes character-
istic of BCGs. Two more groups with masses 5–7⇥1013M�
lie along the same axis, but in the opposite direction (ENE),
notably directly towards Abell 1770, some 13Mpc distant,
and within the filament of star-forming galaxies previously
detected as feeding Abell 1763 along this axis (Fadda et al.
2008; Edwards et al. 2010). Again the centres of X-ray emis-
sion from both groups are located close to massive passive
galaxies.

Abell 1835 is a classic relaxed cool-core cluster, as
demonstrated by its regular circular surface brightness con-
tours, and the most luminous cluster in the ROSAT Bright-
est Cluster Sample (Ebeling et al. 1998). At larger radii
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Figure 3. Extended X-ray emission from Abell 1835. All spectroscopically confirmed X-ray groups are indicated and labelled by their
redshift and estimated M200 value. Those groups which are infalling into Abell 1835 are marked by red circles of diameter r200.

(0.5–1.0 r200) four X-ray groups are identified with masses
2.7–6.1⇥1013M�. The two most massive groups were pre-
viously identified in the XMM data by Pereira et al. (2010)
and in Chandra data by Bonamente et al. (2013), who mea-
sured temperatures of 2.7 and 2.1 keV for the pair. The
X-ray peaks are centred on massive passive galaxies with
M⇠1011.3M�. The finding of numerous groups in the infall
regions of A1835 can explain its velocity dispersion profile
which remains flat at 1 500 km s�1 out to 2Mpc and signif-
icant substructures detected by the Dressler-Shectman test
(Czoske 2004). It also demonstrates how the core of a cluster
may behave as a relaxed system (Smith et al. 2005), while
on larger scales it is strongly disturbed due to the presence
of infalling groups.

Abell 963 has been classified as a relaxed cluster based
on the joint HST strong-lensing and X-ray analysis of Smith
et al. (2005), although it lacks the strong cool core of A1835.
The XMM maps again reveal significant sub-structure on
large scales, with three infalling groups identified. While

two are relatively poor systems (M200⇠2–3⇥1013M�, the
third is a massive group with M200=1.0⇥1014M�, located
at a projected distance of 1.0 r200 from A963. A Subaru
IC image centred on the group is shown in Fig. 6 with
the known group members labelled. The X-ray emission
(magenta contours) is centred on a massive passive galaxy
(M⇠1011.2M�) which dominates the group. The BUDHIES
team carried out an ultra-deep Hi survey of Abell 963 and
its environs, revealing that galaxies within the most massive
X-ray group are strongly deficient in Hi, relative to the lower
mass groups and the infall regions of the cluster, and pro-
viding evidence of the impact of pre-processing on galaxies
in infalling groups, stripping their gas contents and quench-
ing star-formation before they are accreted into the cluster
(Ja↵é et al. 2016).

Abell 1758 is a well known double cluster system with
two distinct clusters (A1758N and A1758S) separated by
8 arcmin (Rizza et al. 1998) in the plane of the sky (or 2Mpc
at z=0.279). Both A1758N and A1758S are undergoing ma-
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Figure 4. Extended X-ray emission from Abell 963. The three
spectroscopically confirmed X-ray groups infalling into A963 are
marked by red circles and labelled as in Figs. 2–3.

Figure 5. Extended X-ray emission from Abell 1758N. Both
A1758S and the second X-ray group falling into A1758N are
marked by red circles and labelled as before.

jor mergers, with Chandra imaging of A1758N revealing two
remant cores separated by 800 kpc and shock fronts (David
& Kempner 2004). Our XMM analysis has revealed a fur-
ther sub-structure within this complex system, a 4⇥1013M�
group that lies 6 arcmin (1.5Mpc) ESE from A1758N and at
the same redshift (z=0.279). The X-ray emission is centred
on a compact clump of four group members, including the
BCG (Fig 7), with many more group galaxies in the vicinity.
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Figure 6. A 21400⇥21400 Subaru/SuprimeCAM IC -band image
centred on the infalling group A963-g10 (M200=1.0⇥1014 M�).
Magenta contours indicate the extended X-ray emission from the
group. Spectroscopic group members are indicated in red, and
their redshift reported.
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Figure 7. A 16000⇥16000 Subaru/SuprimeCAM RC -band image
centred on the infalling group A1758-g7 (M200=4.1⇥1013 M�).
Magenta contours indicate the extended X-ray emission from the
group. Spectroscopic group members are indicated in red, and
other galaxies with known redshifts indicated in blue.
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Total cluster sample
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Results: empirical detection

Slope High Kmag gapLow X-ray/BCG offset

Low central entropy High X-ray concentration
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Total cluster sample

Results: empirical detection
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Slope

Clusters w/o infalling groups Clusters with infalling groups

Slope Slope
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Results: model confirmation
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Clusters w/o 
infalling groups
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• Model (Diemer+ 14) fit+validation from 
Bayesian evidence using nested sampling 
algorithm CPNest (Veitch+ 2017)

• Splashback model more descriptive of 
data than model without transition

Collapsed

Splashback

Infall
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Results: detection comparison
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Discussion on systematics in 
splashback observations:
Busch & White 2017
Sunayama & More 2019
Murata+ 20



• Extensive multi-wavelength spectroscopical campaign precursor of 
next-generation cluster science

• First detection of the splashback feature (above 5𝜎) using 

spectroscopically confirmed cluster members

• Clusters classified as old/dynamically inactive show stronger 
splashback feature

• Evidence of dynamical state and accretion history affecting location 
and depth of the splashback feature

• Fundamental dynamical properties of clusters reverberate across 
vastly different physical scales

Matteo Bianconi

Conclusions
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