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ABSTRACT

Accepted 1212/11; Received 22110 \ost Sunyaev—Zel'dovich (SZ) and X-ray analyses of galaksters try to constrain the
cluster total massM+(r)) andor gas massNy(r)) using parameterised models derived from
both simulations and imaging observations, and assungptibapherical symmetry and hy-
drostatic equilibrium. By numerically exploring the prddility distributions of the cluster
parameters given the simulated interferometric SZ dathércbntext of Bayesian methods,
and assuming g-model for the electron number density(r) described by two shape param-
etersB andr, we investigate the capability of this model and analysi®tarn the simulated
cluster input quantities via three parameterisationsal@ameterisation | we assume that the
gas temperature is an independent free parameter and abgdnostatic equilibrium, spher-
ical geometry and an ideal gas equation of state. We find gua@npeterisation | can hardly
constrain the cluster parameters and fails to recover theevalues of the simulated clus-
ter. In particular it overestimated(r200) andTq(r200) (Mr(r200) = (6.43+ 5.43) x 10°M,,
andTgy(r200) = (10.61+ 5.28) keV ) compared to the corresponding values of the siredlat
cluster M+ (r200) = 5.83x 10" M, andTy(r200) = 5 keV). We then investigate parameterisa-
tions 1l and Il in which fy(ro00) replaces temperature as a main variable; we do this because
fy may vary significantly less from cluster to cluster than tenagure. In parameterisation
Il we relate Mt(ra00) and Ty assuming hydrostatic equilibrium. We find that paramegeris
tion Il can constrain the cluster physical parameters battémperature estimate is biased
low ( Mr(r200) = (6.8 + 2.1) x 10"*Mg and Ty(r200) = (3.0 + 1.2)keV). In parameterisa-
tion 1ll, the virial theorem (plus the assumption that ak tkinetic energy of the cluster is
the internal energy of the gas) replaces the hydrostatidilegqum assumption because we
consider it more robust both in theory and in practice. We fivad parameterisation 11l re-
sults in unbiased estimates of the cluster propertiés(i(oo0) = (4.68 + 1.56) x 10'*M,
andTy(ro00) = (4.3 + 0.9) keV). We generate a second simulated cluster using a gjeseset
NFW (GNFW) pressure profile and analyse it with an entropyetasodel to take into ac-
count the temperature gradient in our analysis and improeetuster gas density distribu-
tion. This model also constrains the cluster physical patars and the results show a ra-
dial decline in the gas temperature as expected. The meatechkotal mass estimates are
also within 1 from the simulated cluster true valuéds (roo0) = (5.9 + 3.4) x 10M,, and
To(r200) = (7.4 + 2.6) keV using parameterisation Il andr(r200) = (8.0 + 5.6) x 10" Mg,
andTy(r200) = (5.98+ 2.43) keV using parameterisation Ill. However, we find thatdbleast
interferometric SZ analysis in practice at the present tittnere is no dierences in the AMI
visibilities between the two models. This may of course gjeaas the instruments improve.

Key words: galaxies: clusters: general — cosmic microwave backgreuoosmology: ob-
servations — methods: data analysis
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1 INTRODUCTION

Clusters of galaxies contain large reservoirs of hot, iedigas.
This plasma, although invisible in the optical waveband, loa ob-
served in both X-ray and microwave bands of the electromagne
spectrum through thermal Bremsstrahlung radiation andagd-
tering of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) respettive
This inverse Compton scattering results in a decrementerirth
tensity of CMB photons in the direction of the cluster at freq-
cies< 218 GHz, and is known as the Sunyaev-Zel'dovich (SZ)
effect (Sunyaev & Zeldovich 1970; Birkinshaw 1999; Carlstrom,
Holder, & Reese 2002). To describe the full spectral behavid

the SZ éfect, one needs to consider three main components. These

include the thermal SZfeect caused by thermal (random) motion
of scattering electrons, including thermal weakly reliatic elec-
trons, the kinematic SZfgect caused by peculiar velocity of the
cluster with respect to Hubble flow, and relativistifeets caused
by presence of the energetic nonthermal electrons in thelasina
of the cluster that are responsible for synchrotron emissfoadio
halos or relics. However, since the last two processes higadis
cantly smaller &ects on the overall spectral distortion at cm wave-
lengths, we only consider the thermal SFeet in this paper. More-
over, we ignore theféects of weakly relativistic thermal electrons,
which are negligible at cm wavelengths.

A main science driver for studying clusters through thedrth
mal SZ signal arises from the fact that SZ surface brightisdasle-
pendent of redshift. This provides us with a powerful oppitly to
study galaxy clusters out to high redshift. However, edtiingathe
physical properties of the clusters depends strongly onrtbeel
assumptions. In this paper we aim to show how employing dif-
ferent parameterisations for a cluster mod&tets the constraints
on cluster properties. These tasks are conveniently daoig
through Bayesian inference using a highfiyaent parameter space
sampling method: nested sampling (Skilling 2004). Thisarg
method is employed using the packagetMnest (Feroz & Hobson
2008; Feroz, Hobson & Bridges 2009) uiinest explores the high
dimensional parameter space and calculates both the plibbab
distribution of cluster parameters and the Bayesian ecielenhis
algorithm is employed to analyse real multi-frequency SZesb
vations made by the Arcminute Microkelvin Imager (AMI), (AM
Consortium: Zwart et al. 2008).

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we
describe the AMI telescope. In Section 3, we discuss Bagesia
ference. Section 4 gives details of how we model interfetame
SZ data. In Section 5, we describe the modelling of the SZasign
using both the isothermatmodel and an "entropy”- GNFW pres-
sure model. Section 6 outlines the assumptions neededitadst
cluster physical parameters and describes hd¥erint parame-
terisations introduce fferent constraints and biases in the result-
ing marginalised posterior probability distributions. $®ction 7,
we describe how to generate a simulated SZ cluster in a ¢ensis
manner for both models, and in Section 8, we present ourtsesul
Finally, Section 9 summarises our conclusions.

2 THE ARCMINUTE MICROKELVIN IMAGER (AMI)

AMI comprises two arrays: the Small Array (SA) and the Large A
ray (LA) located at the Mullard Radio Astronomy Observatoear
Cambridge. The SA consists of ten 3.7-m diameter equaltprial
mounted antennas surrounded by an aluminium groundstoeld t
suppress ground-based interference and to ensure thidéhabes

Table 1. AMI technical summary.

SA LA
Antenna Diameter 3.7m 12.8 m
Number of Antennas 10 8
Baseline Lengths (current) 5-20 m 18-110 m
Primary Beam at 15.7 GHz 20 55
Synthesized Beam ~3 ~ 30"
Flux Sensitivity 30mlys/2  3mlysl/?
Observing Frequency 13.5-18 GHz = 13.5-18 GHz
Bandwidth 3.7GHz 3.7GHz
Number of Channels 6 6
Channel Bandwidth 0.75 GHz 0.75 GHz

from the antennas do not terminate on warm emitting matérfe

LA consists of eight 13-m diameter antennas. A summary of the
technical details of AMI is given in Table 1. Further detaifsthe
instrument are in AMI Consortium: Zwart et al. (2008).

3 BAYESIAN INFERENCE

Bayesian inference has been shown to providefacient and ro-
bust approach to parameter estimation in astrophysics @smdal-

ogy by dfering consistent procedures for the estimation of a set of
parameter® within a model (or hypothesidjl using the dateD
without loss of information. Bayes’ theorem states that:

Pr(D|®, H) Pr(®|H)
Pr(DIH) ’ @

where Pr(®|D,H) = P(O®) is the posterior probability distri-
bution of the parameters?Pr(D|®, H) L(0) is the likeli-
hood, Pr(®|H) = #(@®) is the prior probability distribution and
Pr(D|H) = Z is the Bayesian evidence.

Bayesian inference in practice often divides into two pgras
rameter estimation and model selection. In parameter astm
the normalising evidence factor is usually ignored, sinéginde-
pendent of the parametd®s and inferences are obtained by taking
samples from the unnormalised posterior distributionagisam-
pling techniques. The posterior distribution can be subsety
marginalised over each parameter to give individual patenten-
straints.

In contrast to parameter estimation, for model selectian th
evidence takes the central role and is simply the factorireduo
normalise the posterior ové:

Pr(®|D,H) =

Z= f L(O)r(0)d°0, 2
whereD is the dimensionality of the parameter space. The question
of model selection between two modéls andH; is then decided

by comparing their respective posterior probabilitiesggithe ob-
served data sdD, via the model selection ratio

_ Pr(HdD) _ Pr(DIH)Pr(Hy) _ Zi Pr(Hy)
~ Pr(HolD)  Pr(DIHo) Pr(Ho) ~ Zo Pr(Ho)’

wherePr(H,)/ Pr(Ho) is thea priori probability ratio for the two
models. It should be noted that the evaluation of the multédi
sional integral in the Bayesian evidence is a challengingerical
task which can be tackled by usinguMmest. This Monte-Carlo
method is targeted at thefieient calculation of the evidence, but
also produces posterior inferences as a by-product. Thikade
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is also very €ficient in sampling from posteriors that may contain
multiple modes or large (curving) degeneracies.

4 MODELLING INTERFEROMETRIC SZ DATA

In the cluster plasma the central optical depttypically between
0.001-0.01 and the temperatufievaries from 16-10° K. Thus the
observed SZ surface brightness in the direction of elecgservoir
may be described as

0B,
aT
Here B, is the blackbody spectruncyg = 2.73 K (Fixsen

et al. 1996) is the temperature of the CMB radiatidify) =
(xg—j - 4) (1+6(x, Te) is the frequency dependence of thermal SZ
signhal,x = %, hy is Planck’s constant, s the frequency ancsk

is Boltzmann’s constanti(x, Te) takes into account the relativistic
corrections in the study of the thermal S#eet which is due to the
presence of thermal weakly relativistic electrons in thill&nd is
derived by solving the Kompaneets equation up to the higidere
(Rephaeli 1995, Itoh et al. 1998, Nozawa et al. 1998, Paintmau

et al. 1998 and Challinor and Lasenby 1998). It should bechote
that at 15 GHz (AMI observing frequency)= 0.3 and therefore
the relativistic correction, as shown by Rephaeli (199%6hagligi-
ble forkgTe < 15keV. The dimensionless parameyeknown as
Comptonisation parameter, is the integral of the numberobf-c
sions multiplied by the mean fractional energy change otqim
per collision, along the line of sight

81, = TemsYf(v) (4)

T=Tcwme

y - o f " ne(Dka Te(r)dl 5)
= % fm Pe(r)dl, (6)

whereng(r), Pe(r) andT are the electron number density, pressure
and temperature at radiugsespectivelyot is Thomson scattering
cross-sectionyy is the electron mass,is the speed of light and dl

is the line element along the line of sight. It should be ndked in
equation (6) we have used the ideal gas equation of state.

An interferometer like AMI operating at a frequeneymea-
sures samples from the complex visibility plahéu). These are
given by a weighted Fourier transform of the surface brightn
1,(x), namely

T(u) = f A1, (X) exp(ariu - X)al, @

wherex is the position relative to the phase centfg(x) is the
(power) primary beam of the antennas at observing frequency
(normalised to unity at its peak) ands the baseline vector in units
of wavelength. In our model, the measured visibilities arérdd
as

Vi (u) = S,(u) + Ny(u), ®)

where the signal componei&, (u), contains the contributions from
the SZ cluster and identified radio point sources whereagéehe
eralised noise party,(u), contains contributions from background
of unsubtracted radio point sources, primary CMB anisoé®pnd
instrumental noise.

We assume a Gaussian distribution for the generalised.noise
This component then defines the likelihood function for thead

£0) = 5 exo(-3¢). ©)
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wherey? is the standard statistic quantifying the misfit between the
observed dat® and the predicted data®(®):

x* =) (D,= D) (C,) (D - DY), (10)

wherey andyv’ are channel frequencieS.is the generalised noise
covariance matrix

C= Crec + CCMB + CCOnf (11)
and the normalisation fact@ is given by
Zy = (20 *WAC2, (12)

whereN,;s is the total number of visibilities. It should be noted that
since the main goal of this paper is to demonstrate tfexeof
different parameterisations in modelling the SZ cluster sjgmeal
ignore the contributions due to subtracted and unsubttactdio
point sources so that the non—Gaussian nature of theseesasrc
irrelevant. Moreover, the simulations, used in our analy& not
include extragalactic radio sources offdse foreground emission
from the galaxy. The féects of the former have already been ad-
dressed in Feroz et al. (2009), and here we wish to concentrat
on the diferent parameterisation of the cluster. We also note that
foreground galactic emission is unlikely to be a major comtent
since our interferometric observations resolve out larcme emis-
sion.

5 ANALYSING THE SZ SIGNAL: S-MODEL VERSUS
GNFW MODEL

As may be seen from equations (5) and (6), in order to cakeulat
they parameter and therefore to model the SZ signal, we need to
assume either density and temperature profiles (Feroz 20@9;

AMI Consortium: Zwart et al. 2010; AMI Consortium: Rodrigg+
Gonzalvez et al. 2011) or a pressure profile (Nagai et al7200
Mroczkowski et al. 2009; Arnaud et al. 2010; Plagge et al 02#1id
Planck Collaboration 2011d) for the plasma content of tHexga
cluster. It is also possible to assume a profile for the gasdpy’

and then derive the distribution of gas pressure assumidgohy
static equilibrium (Allison et al. 2011). Indeed, in gereome may
choose to model the SZ signal by assuming parameterised func
tional forms for any two linearly independent functionsloé {CM
thermodynamic quantities.

Following our previous analysis methodology (Feroz et al.
2009; AMI Consortium: Zwart et al. 2010; AMI Consortium:
Rodriguez-Gonzalvez et al. 2011), we first review the igpfibn
of the isothermaB-model in modelling the SZfeect and extracting
the cluster physical parameters demonstrating the impfadif-o
ferent parameterisations on the inferred cluster progentithin
a model. We then repeat our analysis for the Generalised NFW
(GNFW) pressure profile, first presented in Nagai et al. (2007
gether with the entropy profile presented in Allison et aD1(®)
to model the SZ fect and derive the cluster physical parameters.
This approach has potential advantages. It not only remtineeas-
sumption of isothermality but also leads to a density prafi is
more consistent with the results of the both numerical aislgf
hydrodynamical simulations (Voit et al. 2003; Nagai et 408,
Kravtsov 2006; Hallman et al. 2007) and deep X-ray obseraati
of galaxy clusters (Pratt & Arnaud 2002 ; Vikhlinin et al. Z)0
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5.1 Isothermals-model

This model assumesgprofile for electron number density (Cav-
aliere and Fusco- Femiano 1976, 1978) and a constant tetapera
throughout the cluster

ne(0)

36/2°
(1+ %)

e
Ty(r) = constant

ne(r)

Te(r)

Hereng(0) is the central electron number density, is the elec-
tron temperature, which is assumed to be the same as thengas te
perature, T4, andr. is the core radius. It should be noted that in
our model B is considered as a free fitting parameter (Plagge et al.
2010; AMI Consortium: Zwart et al. 2010 ) and is not fixed to for
example(Bs) = 2/3 (Sarazin 1988).

Using this isothermgB-model, we can then calculate a map
of they parameter on the sky along the line of sight by solving the
integral in equation (5) analytically (Birkinshaw et al.9®%)

)(1—36)/2

(13)

R (R (1)

Cc

whereg > 1/3, sis the projected distance from the centre of the
cluster on the sky such thet = s + 12 andyy is the central Comp-
tonisation parameter

_ Vrorke Tgne(O)rc 1—(3_25 -3
mec? r@

Yo (15)
The integral of they parameter over the solid angl® subtended
by the cluster is denoted b¥sz, and is proportional to the volume
integral of the gas pressure. It is thus a good estimate étatal
thermal energy content of the cluster and its mass (see arteB

& Silk 1994). Thus determining the normalisation and thepslo
of Ysz — M relation have been the subject of studies of the SZ ef-
fect (da Silva et al. 2004; Nagai 2006; Kravtsov 2006; Plagfg.
2010; Andersson et al. 2011; Arnaud et al 2010; Planck Callab
ration 2011d,e,f,g,h). In particular, Andersson et al1{@0nvesti-
gated theYsz — Yy scaling relation within a sample of 15 clusters

observed by South Pole Telescope (SPT), Chandra and XMM New-

ton and found a slope of close to unity g6 + 0.18). Similar stud-
ies were carried out by Planck Collaboration (Planck Calfation
2011g) using a sample of 62 nearlzy<( 0.5) clusters observed by
both Planck and XMM—Newton satellites. The results are isens
tent with predictions from X-ray studies (Arnaud et al. 2pa@d
the ones presented in Andersson et al. (2011). These satdm@s
redshifts where the data are available from both X-ray anai$Z
servations of galaxy clusters are crucial to calibrateXthe— M
relation and such a relation can then be scaled and useddo det
mine masses of SZ selected clusters at high redshifts irr ¢ode
constrain cosmology.

We calculate theYs; parameter for the isothermgimodel
in both cylindrical and spherical geometries. Assumingraghal
symmetry,Y,, reads

+00 R
Yoi(R) = % f i fo Po(r)2rsds (16)
R
= fy(s)Znsds a7
0
2@+ RI)EO2-1) pr1

myor2In[1 + (R/re)?] B=1

whereR s the projected radius of the cluster on the sky.

The integrated/ parameter in the case of assuming spherical
geometryYspn, is given by integrating the plasma pressure within a
spherical volume of radius

r
Yorlr) = % i Po(r’)4nr 2d¥ (18)
T4ne(0) [ 2
_ aTkB%ize( )f 47r|’/d2’ﬂ/2. (19)
0 (1+ rr—zz)

It should be noted that there is an analytical solution ferahove
integral provided that the upper limitis infinity agd> 1. However,
since we study the cluster to a finite extent gna@ries over a wide
range including < 1, we calculateYsp, numerically.

5.2 GNFW Pressure Profile

As the SZ surface brightness is proportional to the linegffsinte-
gral of the electron pressure, assuming a pressure prafilbddot
plasma within the cluster to model the SZeet seems a reasonable
choice. In this context, Nagai et al. (2007) analysed thaqune
profiles of a series of simulated clusters (Kravtsov et al52(s
well as a sample of relaxed real clusters presented in Vikhét al.
(2005 , 2006). They found that the pressure profiles of alhesé
clusters can be described by a generalisation of the Navenmeak,
and White (Navarro et al. 1997) (NFW) model used to desctibe t
dark matter halos of simulated clusters. The GNFW presgofée
(Nagai et al. 2007) is described as

Pei
T T

wherePy; is the normalisation cdgcient of the pressure profile,

is the scale radius and the parametard,(c) describe the slopes of
the pressure profile at~ rp, r > rp andr < r, respectively. We fix
the values for the slopes to the ones given in Arnaud et al.qR0
(a,b,c) = (1.06205.4807 0.3292). Arnaud et al. (2010) derived
the pressure profiles for the REXCESS cluster sample from XMM
Newton observations (Bohringer et al. 2007; Pratt et al.02@nd
Arnaud et al. 2010) withimsgo. These pressure profiles also match
(within rsog) three sets of dierent numerical simulations (Borgani
et al. 2004; Rtaretti & Valdarini 2008; Nagai et al. 2007). They
thus derived an analytical function, the so- called unizkmses-
sure profile with above mentioned parameters. This profédean
successfully tested against SZ data from SPT (Plagge e®50)2
and the Planck survey data (Planck Collaboration 2011d).

We calculate the map of theparameter on the sky along the
line of sight by solving the integral in equation (6) numatig.
However, we note that the central Comptonisation paramygtess
an analytical solution

_ 207 IDeirp 1 r(l_;c)r(b%al)
Tome a &y
Similarly, to calculate the thermal energy content of thestdr
within a sphere with finite radius we use equation (18). Ie tain-
text, Anaud et al. (2010) have shown that the pressure piftdtie
tens at the radius ofr§y and used this to define the boundary of

the cluster. One can thus use this radius to define the toliaine
integrated SZ signal.

5500 i
f Pe(r")4nr 2dr
0
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(20)

Yo (21)

a7

e 2

YIOI = Y5T500 =



6 ESTIMATING CLUSTER PHYSICAL PARAMETERS

To study the physical parameters of the cluster, such asts t

mass and gas mass, we have to make some assumptions about t

dynamical state of the cluster. The most widely-used assang
are: that the gas distribution is in hydrostatic equilibriwith the
cluster total gravitational potential dominated by darkitera and
that both dark matter and the plasma are spherically synuraetd
have the same centroid.

The cluster masM+(rx) is also defined as the total amount of
matter internal to radiusx within which the mean density of the
cluster isX times the critical density at the cluster redshift. Math-
ematically, the assumption of hydrostatic equilibrium lsspev-
erywhere inside the cluster and relates total cluster nmassnial to
radiusr to the gas pressure gradient at that radius and hence to th
density and temperature gradients respectively

KeTg(r)r [dIngg(r)  dInTy(r)
G dinr dinr |’

Mr(r) = (23)

whereu = 0.6m, (Sarazin 1988) is the mean mass per gas particle,
m, is the proton mass ar@ is the universal gravitational constant.
Assuming spherical geometry, itis also possible to cateutze gas
mass and total mass internal to radius

¢
Mqg(rx) = 47rf r2og(r)dr, (24)
0
4
Mr(t) = rXeu(@). (25)
Here ocit(2) = @’ s the critical density of

the universe at the c<;:Iuster redshift and H(2)
Ho v(Qu + QA Q)(1 + 2)® + Qr(1 + 2* + O« (1 + 22 is the Hubble
parameter at redshift, where Hy 10thkm s*Mpc™ is the
Hubble constant novf2y, measures the present mean mass density
including baryonic and nonbaryonic dark matter in nontreistic
regime,Q, takes into account the present value of the dark energy,
Qr measures the current energy density in the CMB and the low
mass neutrinosQx describes the curvature of the universe and
Q = (1 + 2ol exp[ =22 is the dark energy equation of state.
Moreover, it has been long known that the total mass of the
cluster is strongly correlated with its mean temperatuhgs @rises
from both X-ray observations of galaxy clusters (Voit & Pamm
2003) and the fact that the gravitational heating is the damti
process in the clusters within the hierarchical structorenfition
scenario (Kaiser 1986 ; Sarazin 2008).
Assuming virialisation and that all cluster kinetic energyn
gas internal energy suggests tiiatc M%3, whereT is the mean
gas temperature within the virial radius aMl is the cluster to-
tal mass internal to that radius. However, an extensiveeasg
studies based both on observations of galaxy clusters amdion
merical simulations have been carried out aiming to detegrttie
proportionality coéficient of such relation (Evrard et al. 1996; Eke
et al. 1998; Voit 2000; Yoshikawa et al. 2000; Finoguenovlet a
2001; Afshordi & Renyue 2002; Evrard et al. 2002; Sandersah e
2003; Borgani et al. 2004; Voit 2005; Arnaud et al. 2005; Viikim
et al. 2006; Afshordi et al. 2007; Maughan et al. 2007 and Na-
gai et al. 2007). Finoguenov et al (2001) studied the obsienal
mass-temperature relation of two sets of cluster samptethdir
first sample they used the assumption of isothermality vdweie
the second set they knew the temperature gradient of theecdus
within the sample. In both samples, they found that the djsancy
from the self- similarity in the M-T relation is more pronaed
in the low mass clusterdTy < 3.5 keV) as non-gravitational

© 2011 RAS, MNRASD0Q, 1-19
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processes become more dominant in these clusters. Sieslalts
were obtained by Arnaud et al. (2005) when they analysed a sam
le of 10 nearby 4 < 0.15) relaxed clusters in the temperature
%mge 2- 9keV. They showed that the slope of the M-T relation
for hot clusters is consistent with self-similar expecatiwhile
for low temperature (low mass) clusters the slope is sicanitiy
higher. Studies of the observational mass- X-ray lumiyasigation
(Maughan et al. 2007) also show that the scatter inLthe Mso
relation is dominated by cluster cores and is almost infeasb
the merger status of the cluster. Theoretical studies basdtie
adiabatic simulations and the hydrodynamical simulatmfindus-
ter formation with gravitational heating only also verityet slope
of 3/2 in M-T relation (Evrard et al. 1996; Eke et al. 1998; Voit
2000; Yoshikawa et al. 2000) while numerical simulationschih
take into account the non-gravitational heating proceasesthe
effect of the radiative cooling of the gas (Borgani et al. 200dgal
et al. 2007) do predict a slightly higher slope. Moreovemast all
of the above mentioned studies do agree that the discreratioy
slope of the M-T relation could also be due to th&etfient proce-
dures used for estimating masses in simulations and olserah
analyses.

In this paper we therefore decided to follow the approach
given in Voit (2005). This is based on using the virial theor®
relate a collapsing top-hat density perturbation model ingu-
lar truncated isothermal sphere. It also takes into accienfinite
boundary pressure and assumes all kinetic energy is ihEmaegy
of the hot plasma. This gives

u X 1/3
eTa(r) =5 (5] [BMr(nOH@I" (26)
It should be noted that above relation assumes that thdisdti@n

occurs ary.

Based on the above assumptions, one can adderelt pa-
rameterisations to study physical properties of the ctusithin
a particular model (e.g. using either the assumption of dstdtic
equilibrium or the M-T relation). Theseftiérent approaches shed
light on the realism of the assumptions made throughoutrtya
sis and reveal diierent biases and constraints associated with them.
In a single- frequency observation that at least partiadiyolves
the cluster, the best one can hope to achieve in constraamiregn-
pirical model of the SZ decrement is to estimate the centval-p
tion of the cluster (the position of the decrement) and twihier
parameters—i.e. shape and scale parameters. The initiqmenf
such constraints does however depend on the particulaamasr
terisation.

Hence in the following sections we discusdfelient pos-
sible parameterisations within two models: isothermgahodel
and “entropy”-GNFW pressure model. In doing so we try to dis-
entangle the thermal pressure built-in correlation betwpairs
of physical parameters that lead to the SZeet intensity—i.e.
(Tg, My),(fy, Mr), etc.

6.1 Isothermals-Model

Generally, there are two flierent parameterisations that one could
use in the analysis of the cluster SHEeet and deriving its phys-
ical parameters. However, the assumption of isothermality
vides another form of parameterisation where the gas teahper
is assumed as an input free parameter along with the assampti
of hydrostatic equilibrium (e.g. isothermglmodel or isothermal
GNFW model).

In the following sections we discuss our threffelient param-
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eterisations for the isothermgimodel within our Bayesian frame-
work. It should be noted that in all of these parameterisatiove
employ physically-based sampling parameters. Such paeasre-
veal the structure of degeneracies in the cluster pararsptse
more clearly than parameters that just describeythgp such as
angular core radiug,, shapes and central temperature decrement
ATo. We also note that throughout our analysis we impose the ad-
ditional constraint that the cluster has a non-zgsg

6.1.1 Parameterisation |

Our sampling parameters for this case a®.
(%, Yo, e, B, Tg, Mg(r200), 2, Where x. and y. are cluster pro-
jected position on the sky. and 3 are the parameters defining
the density profile]T is the gas temperatur®]y(raoo) is the gas
mass internal to radiusgy andz is the cluster redshift. It should
be noted that AMI can typically measure the overdensityi nagh
andr,q for z > 0.15. However, we choose to work in terms of an
overdensity radius of,qo Since the constrains from AMI data on
the cluster physical parameters are stronger at this radidghis
radius is approximately the virial radius. We further assuimat
the priors on sampling parameters are separable (Ferozx&04)
such that

1(0c) = 7(xc) 7(ye) 7(re) 7(8) 7(Tg) 7(My(r 200)) 7(2)-

This implies that parameterisation | ignores the knownapdor-
relation between the cluster total mass and gas temperatlee
use Gaussian priors on cluster position parameters, ceotr¢he
pointing centre and with standard deviation of 1 arcmin. \diepa
uniform priors on the cluster core radigsand the gas temperature.
As mentioned in Feroz et al. (2009), for SZ pointed obseowati
where we know the cluster redshift from optical studies aos-p
sibly the gas mass fraction from X-ray studies, we can assaime
separable prior on the gas mass and redshift, nam@l, 2) o
a(M = Mg/ fy,2) = 7(M = My/fy)7(2), (Feroz et al. 2009), where
each factor has some simple functional form such that theid-p
uct gives a reasonable approximation to a known mass functio
e.g. the Press—Schechter (Press & Schechter 1974) masi®ifunc
We will assume such a form in our analysis whe(&,) will be
taken to be uniform in log in the rang®g)min = 102h~2M,, to
(Mg)max = 5 x 10**h=2M,, and the redshift is fixed to the cluster
redshift. A summary of the priors and their ranges for thiapze-
terisation is presented in Table 2.

Having established our physical sampling parameters, mod-
elling the SZ signal is performed through the calculationhafy
parameter which requires the knowledge of parametersibasgr
the 3-D plasma density and its temperature, namgjy, n.(0) and
Ty. We sample front , g and T4 but as shown below, deriving
ne(0) requires employing the assumptions of hydrostatic lagui
rium, isothermality and spherical geometry right from thegin-
ning of the analysis.

Substituting the isothermgtmodel into the equation of hy-
drostatic equilibrium equation (23), we can then relateMiér,q0)
to our model parameters as well as to the temperature

3830 keTg

2 2 ’
ré+r50 uG

27)

Mr(r200) = (28)

where we have useg}(r) = uene(r) with ue = 1.14m, (Jones et al.

Table 2. Summary of the priors on the sampling parameter set in parame
terisation |. Note thalN(u, o) represents a Gaussian probability distribution
with meanu and standard deviation of andU(a, b) represents a uniform
distribution betweer andb.

Parameter Prior

X, Ye N(0, 60)”

re U(10, 1000)h~tkpc
B U(0.34, 25)

log Mg(r200) U(12, 145)h—2M,
Ty U0, 20)keV

one of our sampling parameters we can recover the centat@e
number density by rearranging equation (24):

_ Pke Ty )
fa0= \/ G0 @) )
Mg(r200)
ne(0) = A (30)
Arte f P2
0 (1+ ’r—f)

For cluster physical parameters we use the value of the emsity
radius ofryqo (equation 29) to calculate the cluster total mass in-
ternal tor,go assuming spherical geometry, (equation 25). The gas
mass fraction ata is then simplyfy(rao)) = Mg(r200)/Mr(r200).

As the central electron number density and plasma temperate
assumed to be constants, we can in principle calculateeclpbys-

ical parameters in any overdensity radius other thgsby assum-

ing that the hydrostatic equilibrium holds everywhere i ¢huster.

In this paper we study the cluster properties at two oveiitieragii

I200 aNdrsgo. Extracting cluster physical parameterg gt in par-
ticular enables us to compare our results with the resulizimdd
from X-ray analysis of the clusters of galaxiesy is calculated

by equating equations (23) and (25) and setdng 500. My(rsoo)

andMr (rsgo) are then derived using equations (24) and (25) respec-
tively.

6.1.2 Parameterisations |l and Ill

Parameterisation | does not take into account the coroeldie-
tween the cluster total mass and its mean gas temperatuve. Ho
ever, as mentioned earlier, observations of galaxy clsisted the-
oretical studies have both shown that there is a strong latioe
between these two cluster parameters. We have already hised t
parameterisation in the analyses of 7 clusters out to thal va-
dius (AMI Consortium: Zwart et al. 2010). We found that using
this parameterisation along side the assumption of isothky
led to strong biases in the estimation of cluster paramefdrs
implies that, in the absence of a measured temperatureeprof
should eliminate gas temperature from the list of our samypghia-
rameters and instead sample from eitéai(roo0) or Mg(ro0),and
fq(r200). We choose total mass as a sampling parameter since this is
consistent with our cluster detection algorithm and anglgsMI
Consortium: Shimwell et al. 2010). This form of parametatitn
then allows us to calculate gas temperature either by usotper-
mal hydrostatic equilibrium (parameterisation Il), origirelation,

1993; Mason & Myers 2000) defined as the mean gas mass per(parameterisation IIl).

electron. By combining equations (25) and (28)rab, we first
calculate the overdensity radius B and sinceMg(r2o0) is also

Our sampling parameters for these two parameterisati@s ar
O = (X, Yo, e, 8, M1(r200), Tg(r200), 2) which are assumed to be in-
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Table 3. Summary of the priors on the sampling parameter set in parame
terisations Il and IIl.

Parameter Prior

X, Ye N( , 60)”

re U(10, 1000)h~tkpc
B U(0.34, 2.5)

log M (r200) U(14, 155)h M,
fg(r200) N(0.084, 0.016)h™!

dependent for the same reasons described in previousrssaiit
that

1(0c) = 7(xe) w(Ye) 7(re) 7(8) (M (r200)) 71(fg(r200)) 7(2).

The priors onx., Y., fc, 8 andz are the same as for parameterisa-
tion I. The prior onM+(r2g0) is taken to be uniform in loigl in the
rangeMmin = 10" h Mg to Mmax = 5x 10" h™*M,, and the prior of
fq(r200) is set to be a Gaussian centred at the WMAP7 best fit value:
fq = 0.12 with a width of 0016 (Komatsu et al. 2011; Larson et al.
2011 and AMI Consortium: Rodriguez-Gonzalvez et al. 201
summary of the priors and their ranges for these two paraisate
tions are presented in Table 3. We calcullsligr.oo) from the defi-
nition of gas mass fraction andyg is determined assuming spher-
ical geometry, equation (25). Central electron number iteis
then calculated using equation (30).

For parameterisation 1l, the gas temperature,g is esti-
mated assuming hydrostatic equilibrium using equatior) €&l
is assumed to be constant throughout the cluster

(31)

HUGMr(r200)(F500 + T2)

3Br300
(47TﬂG)(20(bcrit(Z))(r§oo +r2)

9B ’

where the last form is derived by substituting bty (ro00) us-
ing equation (25). We refer to relation (32) as the HSE mass-
temperature relation. Similar to parameterisation |, oteraper-
ature and central electron number density are determined;an
calculate cluster physical properties at the overdenadius ofrsgo
using equations (23), (24) and (25) and settihg 500.

For parameterisation Ill, we calculate the mean gas tempera
ture within a virial radius of,qo using the mass-temperature rela-
tion described in equation (26), which is then assumed toobe ¢
stant throughout the cluster

Mr(r200 \*° H(@ o keV
105h M, )\ Ho '

ks Tg(r200)

(32

Ti(rz0) = 82 (33)

We refer to this relation as the virial mass-temperaturaticat.
This also implies that virialisation occurs gho. In our analysis,

we use this relation to determine the mean gas temperatare an
once this is determined we repeat the same procedure cauted
for parameterisations | and Il to obtain cluster physicalperties

at the overdensity radiusgo.

6.2 Entropy-GNFW Pressure Model

As it was mentioned in Section 5.2 the choice of the GNFW pres-
sure profile to model the SZ signal is reasonable as the SZcsurf
brightness is proportional the line of sight integral of #lectron
pressure. However, in order to link the gravitational pttdishape
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to the baryonic physical properties of the ICM, one has toerek
sumptions on the radial profile of another thermodynamicaing
tity. Among the thermodynamical quantities of the ICM, eply
has proved to be an important gas property within the cluEter
tropy is conserved during the adiabatic collapse of the ig@sthe
cluster gravitational potential well, however, it will b&ected by
any non-gravitational processes such as radiative cqadiag for-
mation, energy feed back from supernovae explosions angeAct
Galactic Nuclei (AGN) activities. It therefore keeps a netof the
thermodynamic history of the ICM (Moit 2000; 2003, 2005; Pon
mann et al. 1999; Pratt & Arnaud 2002; Allison et al. 2011).

Moreover, for a gravitationally collapsed gas in hydrdstat
equilibrium , entropy profile is expected to have an appraten
power law distribution £ r*?!) (Lloyd-Davies et al. 2000; Voit
2005; Nagai et al. 2007; Pratt 2010). However, there is &ldey
viation from self-similarity in the entropy radial profila the inner
region of the clusterr(< 0.1r,q0) due to the impact of all of the non-
gravitational mechanisms described above on the thernaodips
of the ICM (Finoguenov et al. 2002; Ponman et al. 1999, 2003;
Lloyd-Davies et al. 2000; Pratt 2010). In the inner regidig te-
sults of the non-radiative simulations and simulations take into
account AGN activities plus preheating models predict afiat in
the entropy distribution due to entropy mixing (Wadsleyle2@08;
Mitchell et al. 2009). The observed entropy profiles usinga}-
telescopes also flatten in the inner regions in general vilaileng
similar external slopes (Pratt et al. 2006). In the outskKithe clus-
ter (out to virial radius and beyond), on the other hand, &seilts
of the latest numerical simulations (Nagai 2011; Nagai €2@11)
and observational studies of the clusters usiazgaku and XMM-
Newton satellites at large radii including A1795 (Bautzlef809),
PKS 0745-191 (George et al. 2009), A2204 (Reiprich et al9200
A1413 (Hoshino et al. 2010), A1689 (Kawaharada et al. 2010),
Virgo cluster (Urban et al. 2011) and Perseus cluster (Siegou
et al. 2011) also show that behaviour of ICM entropy devifi@s
the prediction of a spherically systematic shock heatechyzdel
(Tozzi & Norman 2001). According to these studies major sesir
of this deviation may be due to incomplete virialisationpaure
from hydrostatic equilibrium, gas motion and gas clumping.

In this context and to derive the cluster physical paramseter
we decided to adopt the entropy profile presented in Allidoal.e
(2011) which is 8- model like profile:

r2\"
) =K1+ 5] (34
C
whereKg(r) is the plasma entropy at radiusKe; is the normali-
sation cofficient of the entropy profiler, anda are the parame-
ters defining the shape of the profile affeient radii. Assuming
an entropy profile with above form guarantees the flat shafieein
inner region and a power law distribution at the larger rédi to
rsoo) WhereKe(r) o r?* with @ ~ 0.55. We note that in order to
take into account the behaviour of entropy at the clustetskats
we need to modify the assumed entropy profile with additiqaal
rameter an@r component. However, as the studies of this kind in
understanding the physics of the cluster outskirts andratemea-
surements of the ICM profiles in the cluster outer regionsstilie
ongoing, we do not study a modified form of our assumed entropy
profile here. We of course aim to consider a more general farm i
our future analyses.

As for using the GNFW profile, one has indeed to make an
assumption on either the density, temperature or the enpop
file shape in order to link the gravitational potential shapéhe
baryonic physical properties of the ICM. In this paper, weided
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Table 4. Summary of the priors on the sampling parameter set in the
entropy-GNFW pressure model.

Parameter Prior

X1 Ye N( , 60)”

re U(10, 1000)h~*kpc
a u(0.0, 1.0)

log M (r200) U(14, 155)h M,
fg(r200) N(0.084, 0.016)h™!
o U(0.001, 3)h~IMpc

to work with an assumption of entropy profile for all the reaso
given above. The combination of the GNFW pressure and the ”
a—model” entropy profiles can then fully describe the largales
properties of clusters as they determine the form of the deatter
potential well in addition to the structure of the ICM.

To relate the entropy to the other thermodynamical quastiti
inside the ICM we use the definition of the entropy given in the
astronomy literature. For an adiabatic monatomic gas,

Ke ke Tn;?*
Pe Keng/3,

(35)
(36)
which is related to the true thermodynamic entropy per gescpa
viasS = ng In(Ke) + Sg whereS, is a constant (Voit 2005).

Using equations (20),(34),(35) and (36) we can derive tbe 3-
radial profiles of the electron number density and the teatpeg,

r (%S)C r a _%(b%ac) r 21757
S B ) B L
( r )(?Z)C ( r )ﬂ]é(bac) ( ; )zfﬂ
keTe(r) = KkeTei— 1+]|— 1+|— (38)
Mo o re
where
Pei %
nei:(K_Ei) (39)
and
ke Tei = P2°K3° (40)

are the normalisation céiicients for the electron number density
and the temperature profiles respectively. We note that llbgea
derived electron number density has components that téde@m
count both the fit for the inner slope of the cuspy cluster tgns
profiles and the steepening at larger radiix( rsoo) (Pratt & Ar-
naud 2002, Vikhlinin et al. 2006).

As using this model to analyse the cluster SZ signal removes
the assumption of isothermality, parameterisation | whkisbumes
a single core temperature as a free input parameter can nstoe
in the analysis using entropy-GNFW model or any non- isattadr
model. We therefore study the cluster SZ signal and its physi
properties using parameterisations Il and Ill.

Our sampling parameters for this model a@.
(X, Ye, Fe, @, M1(r200), fg(r200), 2). A summary of the priors and their
ranges for the "entropy”-GNFW pressure model is presented i
Table 4.

m(Oc) = m(Xe) w(ye) 7(re) (@) 7(Mr (r200)) 7(fg(r200) 7(2).  (41)

Sampling fromM+(r200) in both parameterisations leads to the es-
timation ofr,g0 @assuming spherical geometry for the cluster, equa-
tion (25). Sampling fromMr (r200) and fy(ra00) also allows us to
calculateMg(r2o0). Nei is then

Mg(r200)

1200 ( r\2 _%(b_;c) 2-3a
47T/1ef r’2( ) l+(|’ )] ]_+( )] dr’
0

p
In parameterisation Il we substitute the electron numbesite
and GNFW pressure profiles in the assumption of hydrostgtic e

. . dP, . .
librium (,JQ%ST?% = —%) at r,o and derivePs;. The normali-

sation cofficients for the temperature and entropy profilesTe;
andKg;, are then calculated by solving the equations (39) and (40)
simultaneously.

In parameterisation Il we calculakg Te(r200) using virial M-
T relation, equation(33ks Te; is then calculated by substituting the
values derived for,gp andkg Te(r200) in temperature profile given
in equation (38). Similarly, the normalisation ¢beients for the
pressure and entropy profileB,; and K¢, are then calculated by
solving the equations (39) and (40) simultaneously.

In order to estimate the cluster physical parametersoatve
use the definition of gas concentration parametgs to estimate
I'500,

Nej = .(42)

5)C

r

Tp

r

fe

I's00
Cs00 = —.
Mp

(43)

We fix csop to the value given in Arnaud et al. (201@}4, = 1.156).
With knowledge ofrsgo and all the four normalisation cfiiients
(Peis Kei, kg Tei, Nei) we can calculatér(rsoo), Mg(r'so0), fg(rs00) and
ks Tso0-

7 SIMULATED AMI SA DATA

In generating simulated SZ skies and observing them with a
model AMI SA, we have used the methods outlined in Hobson &
Maisinger (2002) and Grainge et al. (2002).

Generating a simulated cluster SZ signal using the isotalerm
B-model requires the input parametersof g, ne(0), re, andg; this
set of parameters fully describes the Comptonisayiparameter.
However, in order to verify the results of our analysis andéde if
our methodology is capable of recovering the true valuescisted
with the simulated cluster, it is instructive to estimate thuster
physical parameters using the three parameterisationstied. We
note that any parameterised model within the hierarchicatsire
formation of the universe for the ICM, including the isotimed
B-model, introduces constraints and biases in the inferhester
parameters. Moreover, we now show that it is possible to et d
ferent cluster physical parameters with the same set ot impdel
parameters derived using the twdfdrent mass-temperature rela-
tions described in Section 6.1.2.

For example, if we consider parameterisation Il we can use th
HSE mass-temperature relation to calculatg given in equation
(29). Mg(r200) and M+ (ro00) are then calculated applying spherical
geometry assumptions described in equations (24) and€2pgc-
tively. We can also determing(rzoo).

However, if we consider parameterisation 11l we first caddeal
M+ (r200) USing the virial mass-temperature relation given in equa-
tion (33).r200 and Mg(r200) are then estimated assuming spherical
geometry for the cluster, (equations 25 and 24). A numeégam-
ple that leads to dlierent results in cluster parameters is given in
Table 5. To address this issue, we studied Hg{fxo) varies as a
function ofr. andg while n,(0), T4 andz are fixed for both the HSE
and virial M-T relations. Clearly, to obtain consistentuis from
both parameterisations one should select the valuesafdg for
which the corresponding gas mass fraction ratio is one.
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Table 5.An example of input cluster parameters for the isothegralodel

that lead to inconsistent results usingfelient parameterisations assuming

h=0.7. 4010 —
Input Assumed Derived Parameterisation = Parameterisation
parameter value parameter LI I} 05 | /7 5
Xe 0 200 1.56 Mpc 171 Mpc §
Ye 0 =
re 200kpc  Mr(r200)  583x10%Mo  7.67x104Me & |
B 0.95 <
Tg 5keV Mg(r200)  5.91x 10%¥Ms  6.28x 108 Mg a
ne(0) 10*m-3 a .
z 0.3 fg(l’zoo) 0.102 Q082 3955 — - < —

Table 6. Cluster parameters for the isotherrgainodel assuming = 0.7.

50

Parameterisation effectsin SZ analysis

O = oo
Input Assumed  Derived Parameterisation . | ! | | | | Lo
Parameter value Parameter LILI 0401 o(; 00 45 30 15 00 30 15 00
RIGHT ASCENSION (J2000
w0 ow  Lsowps P e S U
d evs = 7. -05 * (-10, -9, -8, -7, -6, -5, -4,
Yo 0 M (r200) 5.83x 1044 Mo -3,-2,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10)
r 155kpc  Mg(r 6.36x 1013 M _ .
ﬁc 0 79p fg((r 20(;) 0.109 © Figure 1. Map of the simulated AMI SZ temperature decrement generated
T 5 keV gr 200 0 9'8 Mpc with the isothermapB model and parameters given in Table 6. Contours at
g Yy 500 ) 4 ..—3,-2,2,3... times noise ¢ = 79 uJy beam?), negative contours are
ne(0) 10*m Mr(rsog)  3.64x 101 Mg dashed. Th dinat 32000.0
5 0.3 Ma(rs00) 413% 10 M, ashed. The coordinates are .0.
fg(rsoo) 0.11

Table 7. Cluster parameters for the entropy-GNFW model assurhing

0.7.
It should be noted that the same study may be carried out by

investigating the variation of the ratio of gas mass frawioith Input Assumed Derived  "Entropy”-GNFW
eitherne(0) or Ty while keeping . andg constant. However we find parameter value parameter model
that the ratio is not sensitive to variation of these two peeters.
. . . Xo 0 200 1.56 Mpc
Given the above, we decided to generate a simulated cluster 0 Mr(ra00) ~ 5.83x10“M

. . . . . C . [0}
with !nput parameters given in Table 6, which leads tq caests r 0.85Mpc Mg (r200) 6.36x 1013 M,
physical parameters for the cluster, at boiky andrsg in both Pei 3764751keVTS  fy(ra00) 0.109
parameterisations. We assume that our cluster target isctind- z 0.3 500 0.98 Mpc
tion 6 = +40° observed for hour angles betweert and+ 4 with e 155 kpc M1 (rs500) 3.64x 10" Mg
2-s sampling for four days and 8 hours per day. We calculate th @ 0.55 My (rs00) 4.08x 103 Mg
Comptonisatiorny parameter on a grid of 512 512 pixels with T200 SkeV fg(rso0) 011
pixel size of 30. A realisation of the primary CMB is calculated Ts00 6.95keV

9

using a power spectrum of primary anisotropies which was gen
erated forl < 8000 using CAMB (Lewis, Challinor & Lasenby
2000), with aACDM cosmology:Qy = 0.3,Q, = 0.7, 05 = 0.8,
Ho = 70kms*Mpc?, wy = —1 andw, = 0. The CMB realisation
is then co-added to the cluster in brightness temperatuseolild Te(r200) do not contribute to the calculation of Comptonisation y
be noted that in our simulation we did not include extragidaa- parameter directly, their values were used to derive tharpaters
dio sources, or diuse foreground emission from the galaxy as we describing the GNFW pressure profile by following the steps d
have already addressed tHeeets of the former in Feroz etal. 2009  scribed in section 6.2 to ensure that they represent théeclwéth
and the foreground galactic emission is unlikely to be a mego- required physical parametersrag. The cluster physical parame-
taminant since our interferometric observations resolwve saich ters at diferent radii will be diferent from the first cluster due to
large scale emission. The map is scaled by the primary beam ap the diferent models describing the ICM and relaxing the assump-
propriate to the measured value in the frequency channdrans- tion of isothermality in the second cluster. A summary ofthester
formed into the Fourier plane. The resulting distributisnsam- parameters is presented in Table 7. Fig. 2 shows a map of the SZ
pled at the required visibility points and thermal noise &40Jy temperature decrement of the second simulated clustegyafed
per channel per baseline in one second which is appropdateet ~ using the GNFW model.
measured sensitivity of the SA is added. Fig. 1 shows a mafeof t
SZ temperature decrement of the first simulated clusterrgeat
using the isothermgd-model.

To generate the second simulated cluster we use the GNFW
pressure profile to calculate the Comptonisation y parameke
input parameters for this modeR{; r,), were selected to represent

a cluster with the same physical parameters,@ and the same
noise level as the first cluster. Although the parametgrs, z, and

8 ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

In this section we present the results of our analysis fothaéle
parameterisations within the context of the isothergaalodel and
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Figure 2. Map of the simulated AMI SZ temperature decrement gener-
ated with GNFW model and parameters given in Table 7. Costair

.. —3,-2,2,3... times noise ¢ = 815 pJy beam?), negative contours
are dashed. The coordinates are J2000.0.

the entropy-GNFW pressure model. In each case we first study o
methodology in the absence of data. This can be carried out by
setting the likelihood to a constant value and hence therigthgo
explores the prior space. This analysis is crucial for ustadeding
the underlying biases and constraints imposed by the piatthe
model assumptions. Along with the analysis done using timei-si
lated AMI data, this approach reveals the constraints thegtsure-
ments of the SZ signal place on the cluster physical paramatel
the robustness of the assumptions made. It should be natethth
all the plots of probability distributions, we explicitiynélude the
dimensionless Hubble parameter Hy/(100 km s*Mpct) with
hsetto 1.0.

8.1 Analysis using isotherma3-model-Parameterisation |

Figs. 3 and 4 represent the results of a priors-only analysis
showing the sampling and derived parameters respectitely.
marginalised posterior distributions of sampling pararein Fig.
3 show that we were able to recover the assumed prior pratyabil
distributions for cluster position and the gas mass. Howetis
parameterisation clearly prefers higher temperaturegaand the
probability distribution forr. falls as we go towards highey. This
feature in particular creates a void region in the 2-D maiiged
probability distributions of — r. andTg —r at highemr, which im-
plies that low mass clusters are unlikely to have higand lowp.
This dfect is a direct result of imposing the constraint thgs > 0.
Moreover, as may be seen from Fig. 4, this choice of priongedri
the posterior probability distributions of both the gas masd the
gas mass fraction towards low values.

Figs. 5 and 6 show the results of the analysis of the simulated
SZ cluster data. The vertical lines show the true values efon
rameters. Table 8 also summarises the mean, the dispergidhe
maximum likelihood of each parameter.

In Fig. 5, we notice the strong degeneracy betweeandg
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Figure 3. Marginal distributions for the sampling parameters withdata
for isothermajs-model —parameterisation |.
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Figure 4. Marginal distributions for the derived cluster physicatgraeters
with no data for isothermg-model —parameterisation |.

(Grego et al. 2001). However, it is apparent that neiheor Ty

is well-constrained using this parameterisation. Alsghbkr values
than the true input parameters are preferred for both paeame
This dfect leads to two results: firstly it yields a higher estimate f
ro00 and so equation (28) overestimates the total mass; secondly
since for this parameterisation there is a negative degenédre-
tween gas mass and temperature, the high temperatureateeref
leads the marginalised posterior distribution for gas npeessking
towards the lower end of the distribution although the reced
mean value oMy(r200) is within 1o~ from its corresponding input
value for the simulated cluster. As a result of these tifieats, the
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Figure 6. Marginal distributions of the derived cluster physicalgraeters
with simulated data for isothermgtmodel — parameterisation |.

gas mass fraction is driven even further to the lower end ef th
allowed range. There is also a degeneracy between the two fre
parameters gf and Tg; this degeneracy again originates from de-
pendency of o0 0n both parameters as given in equation (29).

8.2 Analysis using isotherma3-model-Parameterisation I

Figs. 7 and 8 show the results from prior-only analysis foapze-
terisation 1l. We recover the assumed prior probabilityriisitions
for cluster positiong, total mass and gas mass fraction. There is
a similar trend in the 1-D posterior probability distrilwrtiofr. to
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Table 8. Simulated cluster parameters (mean, standard deviatidMax-

imum likelihood) estimated using isotherm@model—parameterisation |
assumingh = 0.7.

Parameter

uto H
Xc -21+153" -0.6”
Ye 6.3+139” 55"
re 39126+ 21498 kpc 13877 kpc
B 1.7+05 098
Mg(r200)  (341+3.16)x 101°My  2.86x 108 M,
Tg 10.61+ 5.28keV 1015 keV
Mr(rspo)  (391+341)x 101°My,  1.49x 105Mg
500 1.96+ 0.69 Mpc 157 Mpc
Mg(rso0)  (271+142)x 101%My  2.31x 108 M,
fg(l’5oo) 0.15+27 0014
Mr(rao0)  (6.43+543)x 101°My  2.37x 105Mg
200 3.14+1.0Mpc 249 Mpc
fg(r200) (0.14+3.4) 0.012

Table 9. Simulated cluster parameters (mean, standard deviatidMax-

imum likelihood) estimated using isotherm@model-parameterisation Il
assumingh = 0.7.

Parameter

uxo a
Xc -2.6+157" 55"
Ye 6.4+ 145" 5.6”
re 41037+ 237.24 kpc 13543 kpc
B 17+05 08
Mt (r200) (6.8+2.1)x 10 Mg 50x 10" Mg
fg(r200) 0.12+0.03 011
Mt (rs00) (835+881)x10"¥M,  3.13x10“M,
500 0.96 + 0.08 Mpc Q93 Mpc
Mg(rso0) (6.2 +1.6)x 1013 Mg 3.9x 108 Mg
fg(l’5oo) 0.18+0.05 012
200 159+ 1.57 Mpc 147 Mpc
Mg(r200)  (7.76+2.08)x 108%) My  5.35x 108 Mg
Tg 3.0+ 1.2keV 43keV

that mentioned in the parameterisation I, which leads toid r&
gion in the 2-D marginalised posterior distributionM# (r,q0) — ¢
for the same reason as discussed for the parameterisatimwt.
ever, parameterisation Il prefers a lower temperature hvhitses
from the fact that HSE mass-temperature relation used gt
rameterisation (equation 32) is inversely proportiongd.to

Figs. 9 and 10 show the results of the analysis using simu-
lated SZ cluster data, with vertical lines representingttbe pa-
rameter values. Table 9 also summarises the mean, the simper
and the maximum likelihood values of each cluster paramester
timated using parameterisation Il. A tight degeneracy ketw,
andg is noticeable in the corresponding 2-D marginalised proba-
bility distribution. 8 on the other hand is not well constrained and
moves towards higher values which results in the probgtallitri-
bution of temperature being driven to lower values agaimbse of
the 1/B relationship in equation (32). However, this parameterisa
tion along with the simulated SZ data reliably constraifigro0),
Mg(r200) and fy(roo0). Comparing the 1-D marginalised posterior
distributions of gas mass fractions at two overdensityi ragh and
ro00 also reveals that we cannot constrain the radial behavibur o
the gas mass fraction using this parameterisationiy@soo) ex-
hibits too wide a probability distribution. Fd(r200), We seem to
have recovered the input prior distribution.
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Figure 8. Marginal distributions of the derived cluster physicalgraeters
with no data for isotherma-model-parameterisation II.

8.3 Analysis using isothermaj3-model-Parameterisation IlI

The results of the analysis with no data are plotted in Fifysarid
12. It is evident that, while the assumed prior probabiliigtribu-
tions for the cluster position, total mass and gas massidraere
recovered, the two sampling parametgrandg show the same be-
haviours as discussed for the other two parameterisatiaslso
see a trend towards lower values in the 1-D posterior prdibabi
distribution of temperature. However this behaviour is tlu¢he
direct relationship between the total mass and the temperat
this parameterisation and the specific prior distributienhave as-

Probability

"
15
3

yolarcsec
o

SBERE

-100

1000
800
600
400
200

25

2

@ 15
o

-100 0  10@00 O 100 500 100005 15
x farcsec y larcsec r/h kpe )

pc

T
o

D

o
o e

B

NsO®ON
>

-1,
M0/ Mg,y

o
o
@

(G
°
2

10
*a (rm)/n M

f
9
o
o
@

0.05 0.1 _0.15
(0 L

Figure 9. Marginal distributions of the sampling parameters withudated
data for isothermags-model- parameterisation II.
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Figure 10.Marginal distributions of the derived cluster physicalgraeters
with simulated data for isothermgtmodel-parameterisation II.

sumed for the total mass which clearly has a higher prolfaiti
the lower masses.

Figs. 13 and 14 represent the marginalised posterior loistri
tions from the analysis of simulated SZ cluster data for dengp
and derived parameters respectively while in Table 10 wegmte
the mean, the dispersion and the maximum likelihood of ehch ¢
ter parameter estimated using parameterisation Ill. Ttomgtde-
generacy between andg is quite apparent in this parameterisa-
tion, while 8 is poorly constrained and biased towards higher val-
ues. We note that, since the SZ analysis constrains closééntass
internal to the radius,pp and we use the virial M-T relation (equa-
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Figure 12.Marginal distributions of the derived cluster physicalgraeters
with no data for isothermg-model- parameterisation IIl.

tion (33)) to derive cluster average temperature withis thdius,
the result of temperature estimation is less biased and natire
able than the parameterisations | and Il in recovering thetga-
ture true value. We have used this parameterisation in donfaip
analysis of the real data where we studied a joint weak gréwital
lensing and SZ analysis of six clusters (AMI Consortium: ley
Walker et al. 2011) and high and moderate X-ray luminosityp-sa
ple of LoCuSS clusters (AMI Consortium: Rodriguez-Gduea
et al. 2011; AMI Consortium: Shimwell et al. 2011).
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Figure 14.Marginal distributions of the derived cluster physicalgraeters
with simulated data for isothermgtmodel- parameterisation IlI.

8.4 Analysis using entropy-GNFW pressure model

Similar to the isotherma-model we first studied our methodology
for the "entropy”-GNFW pressure model with no data. The ltssu
are represented in Figs. 15 and 16. This analysis again hslps
understand which parameters are constrained by SZ measntrem
as well as to check the algorithm in retrieving the prior @b

ity distributions. From both 1-D and 2-D marginalised prioitity
distributions it is clear that we are able to recover the inmir
ors probability distributions and the probability distrttons of the



14 AMI Consortium: Olamaieet al.

Table 10.Simulated cluster parameters estimated (mean, standaedide %
and Maximum likelihood) using isothermgtmodel-parameterisation |l 2
assumingh = 0.7. 200
Parameter uxo i =
-200
X -3.0+ 156" -5.0” o oo
Ye 6.4+ 144" 5.7 T o
re 39511+ 22621 kpc 14214 kpc oo
B 17+05 11 25
Mr(rao0)  (468+1.56)x 101*My  4.46x 10 Mg s 18
fg(r200) 0.11+0.03 01 05
Mr(rspo)  (7.35+3.0)x 10M,  458x 10 Mg i
I's00 1.21+0.17 Mpc 106 Mpc e
Mg(rso))  (4.50+ 1.04)x 101°My  4.00x 108 Mg o
fo(rso0) 0.07+0.03 009 =02
200 1.43+ 1.50 Mpc 142 Mpc S 001i
Mg(ro)  (5.14+16)x 108M,  4.49x 10%Mg £ ogs
Ty 4.3+ 09keV 42 keV
£
derived parameters are according to their Correspondinlgibnal i 200 0 20800 ©0 200 50]00000. 15 25 2 4 00501015 1.2 3

xfarcse yfarcsec rh kpe a

-1 = -1,
Moo M Tl T 1 Mpe

dependencies on the sampling parameters.

Figs. 17, 18 and Table 11 show the results of our analysis for Figure 15. Marginal distributions of the sampling parameters with atad
"entropy” -GNFW pressure profile using parameterisationhile
Figs. 19, 20 and Table 12 show the results of the same analysis
using parameterisation Ill. We note that in both analyseanda
the parameters that define the shape of the entropy profilecare
constrained while the scaling radiug, which defines the GNFW
pressure profile is completely constrained. As a result we@o
similar constraints in the estimation ofy, in both parameterisa- 2
tions since we assume a fixegho. We also note the degeneracies
betweenM+(r200)-rc and M+ (r200)-a Which are because of the de-
pendency oPg; on these two free parameters. On the other hand the
M (r200)- rp degeneracy seen in Figs. 17 and 19 is due to the intrin-
sic degeneracy that exists between the cluster size andthme
integrated Comptonisation parametégA-r, degeneracy) in the SZ 2
measurements (Planck Collaboration 2011d). Moreoverpeom
ing Ty(rso0) andTy(r200) (Table 11 and 12) confirms a radial decline
in the ICM temperature distribution as expected.

Overall, both parameterisations could constrain the etust
physical parameters, however, analysis using paramatiensl||
leads to a tighter constrain on baltg(rseo) andT(r200). The results
of Parameterisation Il once more show that this paranmsstgon
can reliably be used in the analysis of clusters of galaxei ia
less model dependent and produces unbiased results inybarti
when the assumption of hydrostatic equilibrium breaks,dong
or disturbed clusters (parameterisation ).

for "entropy”- GNFW pressure model.
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Figure 16.Marginal distributions of the derived cluster physicalgraeters

9 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS with no data for "entropy”-GNFW pressure model.

We have studied two parameterised models, the traditisn#hér-

mal 3-model and the “entropy”-GNFW pressure model, to analyse

the SZ défect from galaxy clusters and extract their physical pa- the isothermab-model observed with the AMI SA and used these

rameters using AMI SA simulated data. In our analysis we have simulated data to study threeffdirent parameterisations in deriv-

described the current assumptions made on the dynamitala§ta  ing the cluster physical parameters. We showed that in géngr

the ICM including spherical geometry, hydrostatic equilim and AMI simulated data, it is extremely important to select thedsl

the virial mass-temperature relation. In particular weehskiown parameters describing the SZ signal in a way that leads todie

how different parameterisations which relate the thermodynamical sistent cluster parameter inferences upon using the thffszeht

guantities describing the ICM to the cluster global projsrivia parameterisation methods.

these assumptions lead to biases on the cluster physieahpters We found that each parameterisation introducé&®&idnt con-

within a particular model. straints and biases in the posterior probability distidouiof the
In this context, we first generated a simulated cluster using inferred cluster parameters which arise from the way we émpl
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Figure 17. Marginal distributions of the sampling parameters with sim
lated data for "entropy”-GNFW pressure model using paraenistion 1.
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Figure 18.Marginal distributions of the derived cluster physicalgraeters
with simulated data for "entropy”-GNFW pressure model ggiarameter-
isation II.

ment assumptions about the cluster structure and its catigmos
The biases in the posterior probability distributions of thuster
parameters are more pronounced in parameterisations Il aasl |
the results depend strongly on the relatively unconstdaitias-
ter model shape parameters:and . However, the biases intro-
duced by the choice of priors are even worse in parametensat

Parameterisation gffectsin &Z analysis 15

Table 11.Simulated cluster parameters estimated (mean, standaedide
and Maximum likelihood) using “entropy”-GNFW pressure mrabdparam-
eterisation Il assuming = 0.7.

Parameter uto i
X -8.9+1004” -9.3”
Ye 6.3+9.5" 7.8
re 77043+ 38229 kpc 13586 kpc
a 1.2+ 0.67 12
Mr(rao0)  (5.86x 10 +343x 10 My 3.3x 10" Mg
fg(r200) 0.11+0.02 013
p 1.03+ 0.33 Mpc Q87 Mpc
M1 (rs00) (8.86+1157)x 10" M, 40x 10 Mg
's00 1.18+ 0.39 Mpc 101 Mpc
Mg(r's00) (5.71+ 4.08) x 103 Mg, 3.06x 108 M,
fg(rs00) 0.1+0.09 Q07
Tg(rs00) 75+ 1.8keV 65keV
200 1.57+ 0.28 Mpc 13 Mpc
Mg(r200) (6.53+3.67)x 1013 M, 4.14% 108 M,
Ty(r200) 7.4+ 2.6keV 502 keV

Table 12. Simulated cluster parameters estimated (mean, standard de
ation and Maximum likelihood) using entropy-GNFW pressuonedel—
parameterisation Il assumirig= 0.7.

Parameter uto i
X -88+98" -104"
Ye 6.6+ 95" 7.2
re 7987 + 3768 kpc 12808 kpc
a 1.3+ 0.69 13
Mr(r200) (80x10%+56x 10 My  45x 10 M,
fg(r200) 0.11+0.03 013
p 1.0+ 0.3Mpc 086 Mpc
M1 (rs00) (6.6 + 1.14) x 10" M, 34x 10 Mg
500 1.14+ 0.43 Mpc 10Mpc
Mg(r's00) (7.35+5.92)x 1013 Mg 3.67x 108 M,
fg(rs00) 0.14+0.14 011
Tg(rs00) 6.0+ 1.4keV 55keV
200 1.7+ 0.28 Mpc 14 Mpc
Mg(r 200) (9.18+5.71)x 1013 Mg 5.91x 102 M,
Ty(r200) 5.98+ 2.43keV 42 keV

ture (AMI Consortium: Rodriguez-Gonzalvez et al. 201 &M
Consortium: Zwart et al. 2010). The cluster physical partense
estimated using parameterisation | depend strongly on e
parameters. Although it can constrain the cluster positiod its
My(r200), it fails to recover the true input values of most of the sim-
ulated cluster properties. For example the inferred valoemass
and temperature abgg are Mr(rop)) = (6.43 + 5.43) x 10°M,
andTy(ra00) = (10.61 + 5.28) keV whereas the corresponding in-
put values of simulated cluster ar®ty(rogg) = 5.83 x 10" Mg
andTgy(r00) = 5keV. In terms of the application to the real data,
we have noticed similar biases in the results of our analykis
clusters using this parameterisation (AMI Consortium: Rvedal.
2010). In order to improve our analysis methodology in paam
terisations Il and I, the correlation between the clustéal mass
and its gas temperature is taken into account. In parareatienm

Il we relateMr(r200) and Ty(r200) using the hydrostatic equilibrium

I, in which the gas temperature is assumed to be an independenwhereas in parameterisation Ill we use virial mass-tenipezae-

free parameter. This, along with the assumption of isotlaétyn
causes the priors to dominate in extracting the clusteripalypa-
rameters regardless the type of prior chosen for the gasetemp

© 2011 RAS, MNRASD0(Q, 1-19

lationship. It should be noted that the derivigdr,og) in parameter-
isation Il is the gas temperature at the overdensity ragjgsvhich
is then assumed to be constant throughout the cluster. ameder-
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Figure 19. Marginal distributions of the sampling parameters with sim
lated data for "entropy”-GNFW pressure model using paranigtion I11.
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Figure 20.Marginal distributions of the derived cluster physicalgraeters
with simulated data for "entropy”-GNFW pressure model ggiarameter-
isation 111

isation I1l, howeverT(r2o0) is the mean gas temperature internal to

Table 13.The results of 100 CMB realisations for the three paramsseri
tions assuming+0.7.

parameterisation Mr(r200) Mo Tg(r200) keV
I (6.18+5.23)x 10'®  1118+5.16
I (8.067+261)x 10 394+ 167
I} (5.94+226)x 10  497+121

total mass and its temperature via virial theorem in pararisst-
tion Il leads to less bias in cluster physical parametersgared
to the other two parameterisations as it is less model degmnd
MT(rzoo) = (468i 156) x 1014 M@ andTg(rzoo) = (43 + 09) keV.

A detailed comparison between ourffdrent parameterisa-
tions both using simulated data and on the bullet like clus2446
(AMI Consortium: Rodriguez-Gonzalvez et al. 2011) fouhdt
parameterisation 1l can give more reliable results fostdu phys-
ical properties as it is less dependent on model paramé&taram-
eterisation Il also gives convincing estimates for the telusotal
mass and its gas content although its temperature estisateily
justified, as it depends strongly on the model parametersedver,
young or disturbed clusters are unlikely to be well-desatilby
hydrostatic equilibrium. We therefore used parametadsdtl as
our adopted analysis methodology in our follow-up studiethe
real clusters including the joint SZ and weak lensing anslgé
six clusters (AMI Consortium: Hurley-Walker et al. 2011 )dathe
analysis of LoCuss cluster sample (AMI Consortium: Rogey
Gonz alvez et al. 2011; AMI Consortium: Shimwell et al. 2p11

In order to make sure that our results are not biased by one
realisation of primordial CMB, we have studied 100 CMB rsati
tions for the three parameterisations. The 1-D margindlfseste-
rior probability distributions oM~ (r200) and Tg(r200) are shown in
Figs. 21, 22 and 23 for each parameterisation. The solid Ibiee
represents the true value corresponding to the simulatistecland
the dashed red line shows the mean value of the distribufiatse
13 also presents the numerical results of this analysis.paadng
the 1D posterior distributions along with the mean valueshef
M+ (r200) €Stimates in the three parameterisations for these 160 rea
isations show that parameterisation | can hardly constharsim-
ulated cluster properties and recover the input true valBasm-
eterisation Il can constrain the cluster total mass, howdhe gas
temperature estimate is biased low as it depends on unaoredr
model shape parameters. On the other hand, parametarisktio
can indeed constrain both cluster mass and its gas tempeeatd
the results are unbiased.

In order to remove the assumption of isothermality whickfis o
course a poor assumption both within the cluster inner regiod
at the large radii and to improve our analysis model for thes-cl
ter ICM which can be fitted accurately throughout the clyster
also studied the SZfiect using “entropy”-GNFW pressure model.
This model assumes a 3/®model like radial profile describing
the entropy in the ICM as well as the GNFW profile for the plasma

radiusr,go and is assumed to be constant. We notice that analysing pressure. This choice is reasonable as the entropy is argedse

the same simulated data set using parameterisation Il cestrain

the 1-D posterior distribution of the cluster physical paeters bet-
ter than parameterisation | such tihvi(ro0) = (6.8+2.1)x10" M,
andTy(r200) = (3.0 = 1.2) keV. Since parameterisation Il uses the
full parametric hydrostatic equilibrium, the temperatestimate
depends om, andg and is therefore biased low. These results were
also confirmed in our analysis of the bullet like cluster AR TAMI
Consortium: Rodriguez-Gonz alvezet al. 2011). Relatwegluster

quantity and describes the structure of the ICM while thesguiee
is related to the dark matter component of the cluster. M@eo
among all the thermodynamical quantities describing thd,|én-
tropy and pressure show more self- similar distributiorhi@ out-
skirts of the cluster. The combination of these two profilesnt
allows us to relate the SZ observable properties to thearpétys-
ical parameters such as its total mass. This model also stlog/
electron pressure and its number density profiles to haVerelint
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Figure 21. 100 realisations of 1-D marginalised posterior probapilit
distributions of Mt (r200) and Tg(r2o0) using isothermal/beta-model-
parameterisation |. The solid blue line represents thevaliee correspond-
ing to the simulated cluster and the dashed red line showséan value
of the distributions.

distributions leading to a 3-D radial temperature profihethiis con-
text we simulated a second cluster using an entropy-GNF\&-pre
sure profile with the same physical parameters and thernisd as
the first cluster atygo.

We then analysed the second simulated cluster using

"entropy”-GNFW pressure model withfiierent parameterisations.
In this model temperature is no longer isothermal so that ave c
not use parameterisation | where a single temperature isreshs
as an independent input parameter. The results of our anakisg
parameterisation Il and 11l show that while the characteriscal-
ing radius describing the GNFW pressure profile is constidin

the shape parameters defining the entropy profile remainndanco

strained. Moreover, all the cluster physical parameterswithin
1o errorbars from the corresponding true values of the siradlat
cluster in the two parameterisations. However, paransettoin 111
provides tighter constrains in 1-D marginalised postedlistribu-
tion of the temperature and the overall results are less humle
pendent so that it can be reliably used in the analysis ofxgala
clusters in particular when the assumption of hydrostadiaild-
rium breaks (e.g. in disturbed clusters and clusters tfeagamng
through merging).

We conclude that using the “entropy”-GNFW pressure model

overcomes the limitations of the isotherrgainodel in fitting clus-
ter parameters over a broad radial extent. However, AMI kEited
data do not strongly prefer one model over the other. We tihves
gated this conclusion further by fitting both GNFW pressuddife
and isothermgB-model to a simulated cluster withy, = 2.5 and
Y500 = 2.5% 10-3(arcminy. The result is shown in Fig. 24 with blue
dashed line representing the fit using the isothepradodel and
the red representing the fit using GNFW pressure profile. Kewe
we aim to compare these two models in our future studies uiang
real data.
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Figure 22. 100 realisations of 1-D marginalised posterior probabitits-
tributions of Mt (r200) and Ty(r200) using isothermaB-model- parameter-
isation Il. The solid blue line represents the true valugesponding to
the simulated cluster and the dashed red line shows the nzdaa of the
distributions.
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Figure 23. 100 realisations of 1-D marginalised posterior probabitits-
tributions of Mt (r200) and Ty(r200) Using isothermaB-model- parameter-
isation 1. The solid blue line represents the true valueresponding to
the simulated cluster and the dashed red line shows the nzdaa of the
distributions.
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Figure 24.The SZ flux amplitude versus AMI SA observing baseline for a
cluster withfsgg = 2.5’ and Ysgg = 2.5 x 10-3(arcmin¥. Blue dashed line
represents the fit using the isothermgahodel and the red represents the fit
using GNFW pressure profile.
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