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ABSTRACT
The Hubble Frontier Fields (HFF) are a selection of well-studied galaxy clusters used to probe dense environments and distant
gravitationally lensed galaxies. We explore the 21cm neutral hydrogen (H i) content of galaxies in three of the HFF clusters,
Abell 2744 (z = 0.308), Abell S1063 (z = 0.346) and Abell 370 (z = 0.375), to investigate the evolution of gas in galaxies within
intermediate redshift clusters. Using Early Science MeerKAT observations, we perform spectral-line stacking withH i cubes and
make a 3σ stacked detection for blue galaxies in Abell S1063 (MHI = 1.22+0.38

−0.36 × 1010 M�). We determine the 3σ H i mass
detection limits of Abell 2744 and Abell 370 to be at the knee of the H i Mass Function. A final, more ambitious objective of
this work is to search for gravitationally lensed H i emission behind these clusters, enabled by MeerKAT’s wide instantaneous
bandwidth. We find no evidence of highly magnified H i emission at 0.33 < z < 0.58. The low thermal noise levels achieved in
these pilot observations, despite short integration times, highlights the enormous potential of future MeerKAT H i observations
of dense environments and the intermediate-redshift Universe.
Key words: galaxies: clusters: individual – radio lines: galaxies – instrumentation: interferometers

1 INTRODUCTION

Environment has been shown to play an important role in galaxy
evolution. In dense environments, such as galaxy clusters and groups,
galaxies are subject to a multitude of effects that can alter their
morphology, gas and star-formation properties (e.g. Verheĳen 2004;
Dénes et al. 2015). A statistical result of this, themorphology-density
relation (e.g. Dressler et al. 1997; van der Wel et al. 2010; Wetzel
et al. 2013), shows that early-type (elliptical and lenticular) galaxies
are preferably found in clusters, with the number of late-type (spiral
and irregular) galaxies decreasing with environment density in the
local Universe.
Galaxy clusters are the most massive virialised structures in the

Universe and grow via the accretion of gas and galaxies along fila-
ments in the cosmic web (e.g. Salerno et al. 2020). Within galaxy
clusters, an important transformation mechanism is ram pressure
stripping (Gunn & Gott 1972), where the gas of the interstellar
medium (ISM) of an infalling galaxy is stripped by the intracluster
medium (ICM, e.g. Vollmer et al. 2013; Sorgho et al. 2017; Ramat-
soku et al. 2020). In addition to interactions with the ICM, cluster
galaxies are subject to fast interactions with other cluster members,
known as galaxy harassment (Moore et al. 1998; Bialas et al. 2015).
These processes can result in gas being removed from galaxies, or
rapidly increases the star-formation rate, which quickly depletes the
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gas reservoir (∼ 107 years, Poggianti et al. 2004). Because gas serves
as the essential fuel for star-formation, these mechanisms are directly
linked to the quenching of star-formation in the cluster environment,
which results in the reddening of galaxies and the transformation of
morphology (e.g. Odekon et al. 2016; Joshi et al. 2020).

A fundamental tool for studying these gas removal processes is
the observation of neutral hydrogen (H i). H i makes up a large com-
ponent of the ISM and can be directly observed via the 21 cm emis-
sion line. It has an important role in the baryon cycle, in which it
is converted into H2, which fuels star-formation (Kereš et al. 2005;
Obreschkow&Rawlings 2009; Péroux&Howk 2020).Within galax-
ies, H i is diffuse, and extends beyond the stellar component (e.g.
Broeils & Rhee 1997; Leroy et al. 2008), making it a sensitive long
dynamical tracer of the different environmental processes (e.g. Oost-
erloo & van Gorkom 2005; Serra et al. 2012; Saponara et al. 2017).
It is crucial to study the H i content and distribution in cluster galax-
ies, to fully understand these mechanisms (e.g. Brown et al. 2016;
Deshev et al. 2020). Such observations have shown that the effect of
ram-pressure stripping is the strongest in the central regions of dense
clusters, with evidence showing that theH i can be fully depleted after
a galaxy has passed through the cluster centre (Roediger & Brüggen
2007). Observations of low-redshift clusters have shown unusual
disruptions in the H i-discs of cluster galaxies, tidal features, and H i
deficient galaxies (e.g. Solanes et al. 2001; Jaffé et al. 2015; Lee-
Waddell et al. 2017; Gavazzi et al. 2018). Some galaxies are thought
to go through environment-induced “pre-processing” before entering

© 2015 The Authors

ar
X

iv
:2

11
1.

10
28

6v
1 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.G

A
] 

 1
9 

N
ov

 2
02

1



2 S. Ranchod et al.

a massive cluster environment (Li et al. 2020). The pre-processing
takes place in low-mass groups in the form of galaxy-galaxy interac-
tions and ram pressure stripping (Hess & Wilcots 2013; Jaffé et al.
2013, 2015), which typically reduces the H i content of these galax-
ies. Tracing the pre-processing is important for understanding the gas
content of galaxies, and how this evolves with large-scale structure
and over cosmic time.
H i has not been observed in detail beyond z = 0.2, due to the

faintness of the H i emission line, with the record for the highest red-
shift directH i emission detection of a single galaxy at z = 0.37, with
MHI = 2.9 × 1010M� (Fernández et al. 2016). This galaxy resides
beyond the knee of the HIMF and is therefore not representative of
the general H i galaxy population at this redshift, however, statistical
detections of intermediate redshiftH i are possible.H i spectral stack-
ing has been highly successful in quantifying the average H i content
of large numbers of galaxies in the nearby Universe, and beyond
z = 0.2 (e.g. Delhaize et al. 2013; Rhee et al. 2013; Kanekar et al.
2016; Bera et al. 2019), with the most distant stackedH i detection at
0.74 < z < 1.45 for 7653 blue, star-forming galaxies (Chowdhury
et al. 2020).With this technique, the averageH imass of a region (e.g.
a galaxy cluster, group or blind field) is determined by co-adding the
appropriately shifted spectra for a sample of galaxies in the region.
H i spectral stacking has been successful in detecting the average H i
in and around 0.2 < z < 0.3 galaxy clusters (Verheĳen et al. 2007;
Lah et al. 2009), and in the local Universe, has been used to probe
the H i substructure of the Coma cluster (Healy et al. 2021).
In addition to being useful laboratories for studying the evolution

of galaxies in dense environments, galaxy clusters can be effective
gravitational lenses (for a review, seeKneib&Natarajan 2011). Grav-
itational lensing is the deflection of light by intervening mass, that
can produce highly magnified and distorted images of background
galaxies. The large mass and solid angle covered by highly concen-
trated galaxy clusters make them ideal gravitational lenses, which
can be used as “cosmic telescopes” to observe very distant galax-
ies (e.g. Richard et al. 2009). The amplification of sources through
gravitational lensing has been extremely effective in observing faint,
distant sources across the electromagnetic spectrum, including con-
tinuum and spectral line emission in the radio domain (e.g. Carilli &
Walter 2013, and references therein). While molecular gas has been
studied across the Universe up to z ∼ 1 and beyond, H i emission
remains undetected through lensing, with two searches for galaxy-
galaxy lensed H i sources at z ∼ 0.4 (Hunt et al. 2016; Blecher et al.
2019). Gravitational lensing conserves surface brightness while in-
creasing the solid angle of the source, boosting the observed flux.
This amplification µ can facilitate the detection of unresolved lensed
sources, whichmaximises their detection probability, and reduces the
integration time needed for a given source by µ2. Next-generation
cm-wavelength interferometers are now sensitive enough to observe
the higher redshift H i Universe, and the detection of gravitationally
lensed H i is probable in new surveys (Deane et al. 2015). The detec-
tion of lensed H i behind intermediate-redshift galaxy clusters will
provide a deep cosmic view of H i emission in galaxies, pre-SKA
era, within a fraction of the observation time of unlensed detections.
Successful lensed H i detections, along with readily detected CO
emission lines, will constrain the H i/H2 ratio at these redshifts, an
important parameter in understanding galaxy evolution over cosmic
time (Obreschkow & Rawlings 2009).
MeerKAT’s wide instantaneous bandwidth enables us to search

for H i within intermediate-redshift galaxy clusters, and gravitation-
ally lensed H i behind certain clusters in the L-band. Its large field
of view makes it possible to observe these clusters with a single
pointing and with shorter integration times than previous genera-

Table 1. Cluster properties. The far-right column only includes cluster mem-
bers with spectroscopic redshifts.

RA (J2000) Dec (J2000) z σ No.
[ km s−1] members

Abell 2744 00h14m21.s2 -30◦23’50."1 0.308 1497 ± 47 167
Abell S1063 22h48m44.s4 -44◦31’48."5 0.346 1840+230

−150 106
Abell 370 02h39m52.s9 -01◦34’36."5 0.375 ∼ 1170 50

tion telescopes. Surveys such as LADUMA and MIGHTEE plan to
detect H i emission up to a redshift of z ∼ 0.58 in the L-band and
z ∼ 1.4 in the UHF-band (Jarvis et al. 2017; Blyth et al. 2016). Direct
H i emission detections from these surveys are limited to high mass
(MHI > 1010 M�) galaxies beyond z ∼ 0.35, with lower H i mass
detections possible through statistical methods, such as stacking.
The MeerKAT Galaxy Cluster Legacy Survey (MGCLS; Knowles
et al. 2021), is the MeerKAT L-band survey of 115 galaxy clusters.
This survey includes the observations of three of the Hubble Fron-
tier Field (HFF) Clusters: Abell 2744, Abell S1063 and Abell 370
(0.3 < z < 0.4). These massive clusters have strong lensing capa-
bilities, which have been studied and modelled in detail with optical
and infrared (OIR) observations (e.g. Jauzac et al. 2014;Mahler et al.
2017).
In this paper, we perform a deep search forH i emission in three of

the southern/equatorial HFF clusters with MeerKAT, through direct
detections and H i spectral stacking. In addition, we search for gravi-
tationally lensedH i behind these clusters, up to z = 0.58. The paper
is structured as follows. In Section 2 we describe the MeerKAT ob-
servations and data calibration strategy and summarise the ancillary
data. In Section 3 we present the source-finding and stacking results.
In Section 4 we show results for the lensed H i search. Section 5 is a
discussion of the results, and a summary follows in Section 6.
Throughout this work we assume cosmological values of ΩM =

0.307, ΩΛ = 0.691 and H0 = 67.7 km s−1Mpc−1 (Planck Collab-
oration et al. 2015).

2 DATA

2.1 Hubble Frontier Field Clusters

Of the six HFF clusters, four are in the Southern/Equatorial sky
and are therefore more conducive to deep, high fidelity imaging
with MeerKAT. These clusters, namely Abell 2744, Abell S1063,
Abell 370 and MACS J0416 are in the redshift range of 0.3 < z <
0.4, and are some of the most massive clusters at these redshifts (Lotz
et al. 2017). This range provides a balance between low-redshift,
where clusters have low surface mass density, and high-redshift,
where cluster mass has not significantly built up, as well as avoiding
the redshift range with high RFI (0.1 < z < 0.3). In addition,
the cluster redshift range provides the optimal lensing efficiency for
sources within the MeerKAT L- and UHF-bands. In this work, we
observe Abell 2744, Abell S1063 and Abell 370, with plans for future
observations of MACS J0416. The properties of the three observed
clusters are summarised in Table 1 (e.g. Dressler et al. 1999; Owers
et al. 2011; Williamson et al. 2011).
The HFF clusters have been well studied in a large range of wave-

lengths, including some of the deepest OIR observations of clusters
(see Table 1), but have yet to be observed in H i emission, except for
Abell 370 (Lah et al. 2009). Each cluster has an extensive suite of
multi-wavelength catalogues (Shipley et al. 2018), including a fairly
complete sample with spectroscopic redshifts (Owers et al. 2011;
Karman et al. 2015; Mahler et al. 2017; Lagattuta et al. 2017). The
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Table 2. Observation and Calibration Details for MeerKAT data

Abell 2744 Abell S1063 Abell 370
RA (J2000) 00h14m19.s51 22h48m43.s50 02h39m50s.50
Dec (J2000) -30◦23’19."20 -44◦31’44."00 -01◦35’08."00
Date 2018 July 5 2018 July 3 2019 June 16
Time range (UTC) 00:17 - 06:33 21:27 - 06:40 04:18 - 11:58
Number of antennas 61 61 62
Bandpass/flux calibrator J0408-6545 J1939-6342 J0408-6545
Gain calibrator J0025-2602 J2314-4455 J0323+0534
Time on target 6.27 hr 6.74 hr 7.27 hr

Processed frequency range 946–1092 MHz 856–1712 MHz 898–1423 MHz
Continuum Image size 5000 × 5000 10240 × 10240 10240 × 10240
Briggs weighting 0.0 -0.3 -0.3
Pixel Scale 2.0" 1.1" 1.1"
Restoring beam FWHM 9.8” × 8.7” 6.2” × 5.9” 8.1” × 6.1”
Image rms 9 µJy beam−1 3 µJy beam−1 5 µJy beam−1

precision of these redshift measurements is necessary for targeted
H i surveys and statistical detection methods - i.e. stacking. The HFF
clusters also have accurate mass models available from OIR lensing
and X-ray analyses (e.g. Jauzac et al. 2014), an important tool needed
to identify and model lensed H i detections.

2.2 MeerKAT Observations

The MeerKAT Galaxy Cluster Legacy Survey is a deep survey of
115 legacy galaxy clusters. The majority of observations make use
of more than 60 antennas and consist of∼ 10 hour integration times.
The observations used the 4K correlator mode which has a channel
width of 209 kHz, corresponding to 44 km s−1at z = 0. The complex
gain and bandpass calibrators, as well as additional information for
each observation, are summarised in Table 2.

2.3 Calibration and Imaging

The MeerKAT data were calibrated (1GC and 2GC) and imaged us-
ing the Oxkat1 (Heywood 2020) and Caracal2 (Józsa et al. 2020)
pipelines.Oxkat is composed of a suite of packages, includingCasa
(McMullin et al. 2007),Wsclean (Offringa et al. 2014) and the Tri-
colour3 flagging software. The Oxkat scripts were run within Sin-
gularity containers on the ILIFU Cloud facility4, and the pipeline
follows a standard calibration strategy. Briefly, the calibration process
is as follows:

(i) 1GC: Basic flagging is applied to the calibrator fields, and
auto-flagging on model-subtracted calibrators. These flags are then
applied to the target. Flux, delay, bandpass and gain calibrations are
derived and applied iteratively, with rounds of flagging in between.
The target data are split out of the Measurement Set. These tasks
are executed with Casa, and diagnostic visibility plots are generated
with Ragavi5 (Radio Astronomy Gains And Visibility Inspector)
and shadeMS6, a tool for plotting interferometric visibilities.
(ii) Imaging: The target data are flagged using Tricolour, and

imaged usingWsclean. The initial imaging run is blind and shallow,
with imaging parameters as summarised in Table 2. A deconvolution
mask is then created from the image using local RMS thresholding.

1 https://github.com/IanHeywood/oxkat
2 https://github.com/caracal-pipeline/caracal
3 https://github.com/ska-sa/tricolour
4 http://www.ilifu.ac.za/
5 https://github.com/ratt-ru/ragavi/
6 https://github.com/ratt-ru/shadeMS

(iii) 2GC: Masked deconvolution is performed using Wsclean,
from which model visibilities are predicted using Wsclean. One
round of phase-only self-calibration is executed using Casa tasks7,
and the result is imaged using Wsclean. Imaging parameters are
summarised in Table 2.

Since this work began in the early stages of MeerKAT science
verification, multiple approaches were used for calibration. Cara-
cal is a radio calibration pipeline that makes use of the Stimela8

(Makhathini 2018) scripting framework. Stimela is a Python- and
container-based framework that allows users to execute tasks from
different radio calibration software packages using a single config-
uration file. These packages include Casa, MeqTrees 9 (Noordam
& Smirnov 2010), and SoFiA (Serra et al. 2015), among others.
Caracal was also run on the ILIFU Cloud facility. The calibration
strategy is as follows:

(i) 1GC: Before cross-calibration, basic flagging on auto-
correlations are applied to all fields using the Casa task flagdata,
and autoflagging of RFI is done using Aoflagger (Offringa 2010).
As done with Oxkat, flux, delay, bandpass and gain calibrations are
derived and applied iteratively, with rounds of flagging in between,
using Casa, and the target data were split out of the MS.
(ii) Flagging: The target MS is autoflagged with Aoflagger,

using a custom flagging strategy.
(iii) Imaging and 2GC: This pipeline produces five images

using WSClean, with four rounds of self-calibration using Cu-
biCal10 (Kenyon et al. 2018). The WSClean auto-mask and
auto-threshold parameters range from 20 to 5, and 0.5 to 0.3 re-
spectively, decreasing with iterations. The other imaging parameters
are summarised in Table 2. The first three rounds of self-calibration
are phase-only, and the final round calibrates both phase and ampli-
tude.

The data for Abell 2744 were calibrated using Caracal, and
Abell S1063 and Abell 370 were calibrated using Oxkat. For
Abell 370, we did an additional round of manual flagging of short
baselines (< 300m) before 1GC usingAoflagger, following inspec-
tion.
After assessing that the quality of the calibration was satisfactory

for H i imaging, the model visibilities were subtracted using Casa’s
uvsub task. For each cluster, spectral line imaging was performed
for all the channels with frequencies corresponding to the redshift of
the cluster and behind the cluster up to z < 0.5. The low-frequency
end of the L-band (full bandwidth extent corresponds to z < 0.58)
was omitted, due to high RFI contamination at these frequencies.
The Briggs robust weighting parameter was chosen for maximum
sensitivity to faint emission. ‘Cluster’ cubes of∼ 100 channels were
constructed, centred around each cluster frequency, with channel
widths corresponding to ∼ 60 km s−1at z = 0.35 and ‘background’
cubes were generated for lower frequencies corresponding up to
z < 0.5. The selected frequency ranges for each cluster and the
imaging parameters, along with the resultant cube PSF and rms
values are summarised in Table 3. The Casa task imcontsub was
used to remove residual continuum emission by subtracting a first or
second-order polynomial from the spectral axis of the H i cubes.
Although the targeted frequency ranges corresponding to the cluster

7 A more recent version of Oxkat now uses CubiCal (Kenyon et al. 2018)
and performs phase and delay self-calibration.
8 https://github.com/ratt-ru/Stimela
9 https://github.com/ska-sa/meqtrees
10 https://github.com/ratt-ru/CubiCal
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Table 3. H i cube imaging parameters and cube properties.

Abell 2744 Abell S1063 Abell 370
Cluster cube:
Cube frequency range 1072 − 1078MHz 1049 − 1068MHz 1020 − 1045MHz
Cube redshift range 0.300 − 0.317 0.329 − 0.354 0.359 − 0.392
Cube velocity range 72318 - 73585 km s−1 74430 - 78443 km s−1 79288 - 84568 km s−1

Image size (pixels) 1000×1000 1000×1000 2800 × 2800
Image size (Mpc) 8.7× 8.7 9.0× 9.0 9.6× 9.6
Pixel scale 2.0" 2.0" 2.5"
Briggs weighting 0.5 0.5 0.5
Restoring beam FWHM 17.0" × 11.3" 14.8" × 12.7" 23.6" × 13.2"
Median channel map rms 112 µJy beam−1 107 µJy beam−1 124 µJy beam−1

Background cube:
Cube frequency range 974-1026 MHz 963-1046 MHz 966-1022 MHz
Cube redshift range 0.385 - 0.459 0.357 - 0.474 0.390 - 0.470
Image size (pixels) 1000 × 1000 1000 × 1000 2800 × 2800
Max image size (Mpc) 10.2× 10.2 10.9× 10.9 10.8× 10.8
Pixel scale 2.0" 2.0" 2.5"
Briggs weighting 0.5 0.5 0.5
Restoring beam FWHM 17.3” × 11.7” 15.4” × 13.5” 22.6” × 12.6”
Median cube rms 113 µJy beam−1 110 µJy beam−1 129 µJy beam−1
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Figure 1. The channel rms for the background cubes (left) and cluster cubes
(right) for each cluster. The median rms is indicated on the plot and shown
by the dashed horizontal line. The green vertical line shows the frequency
corresponding to the cluster redshift. The red region for the Abell 2744 cluster
cube indicates the frequency range that was excluded.

redshifts are mostly clear of RFI, there is particularly bad RFI con-
tamination in the H i cube of Abell 2744. Fig. 1 shows the cube rms
as a function of frequency, demonstrating that the majority of the
cluster redshift range is contaminated. Because of this, we create a
subcube of only 27 channels for this cluster (see Table 3).
In Fig. 1, there are noticeable periodic single-channel spikes in the

cube rms, throughout themajority of the bandwidth of the Abell 2744
and Abell S1063 cubes. The spikes occur every 16 channels and are
attributed to a firmware issue within the MeerKAT correlators at
the time of observation, which was within the science verification
stage of MeerKAT. In the cases where this is particularly severe, we
have flagged the affected channels. The correlator issue was rectified
before the observation of Abell 370 and does therefore not affect that
observation.

2.4 Ancillary Data

The ancillary data used in this work are primarily from The Hubble
Frontier Fields Programme catalogues (Shipley et al. 2018). This
catalogue combines data from the Spitzer and the Hubble Space
Telescopes. The optical HST observations were obtained using the
Advanced Camera for Surveys WFC detector (ACS/WFC), and the
near-IR observations were obtained using the Wide Field Camera 3
IR detector (WFC3/IR). These observations were conducted over 7
wide bands, over a wavelength range of 0.35 − 1.7 µm. Photometric
redshifts were derived from the photometry, as described in Ship-
ley et al. (2018), and spectroscopic redshifts were compiled from
the literature, where available (Owers et al. 2011; Karman et al.
2015; Mahler et al. 2017; Lagattuta et al. 2017). The photometric
and spectroscopic redshift distributions, for the catalogue objects in
each cluster, are plotted in Fig. 2. The grey areas in Fig. 2 indicate
frequencies with high RFI occupancy due to Global Positioning Sys-
tem (GPS) satellites and Global System for Mobile Communications
(GSM) networks. Multiple < 1 MHz bandwidth intermittent RFI
signals from 1000-1200 MHz (0.18 < z < 0.42), not indicated on
the plot, may be present due to aircraft transponders.

A sub-catalogue of cluster members was compiled for each cluster.
FollowingMa et al. (2008), clustermembership is assigned to sources
that have spectroscopic redshifts in the range of z = zcl ± 2.5σ,
where zcl is the mean cluster redshift, and σ is the velocity dispersion
measured fromFig. 2. The number of clustermembers for each cluster
are listed in Table 1. Another sub-catalogue was created for target
lensed sources. Sources were selected if they had a spectroscopic
redshift greater than the maximum cluster redshift, as indicated in
Fig. 2, and less than z ≤ 0.5.Magnificationmaps for theHFF clusters
have been modelled by multiple independent groups. Shipley et al.
(2018) derive magnification values for each catalogue source from
each group’s most recent model. In this work, we use the CATS
(Clusters As TelescopeS, P.I. Ebeling, e.g. Jauzac et al. 2014) lensing
models (Version 4.0), and the magnifications derived therefrom.

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2015)
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Figure 2. The stellar mass-weighted redshift distribution of objects in the HFF catalogues in the range of 0 < z < 0.58. The blue represents the galaxies in
the cluster redshift range, the green and red represent the objects in the cluster foreground and background respectively, with bin widths of z = 0.02. The high
opacity bars show the sources with spectroscopic redshifts, and the low opacity bars show the objects that only have a photometric redshift. The grey areas
indicate frequencies with high RFI occupancy.

3 CLUSTER H i

3.1 Source Finding

Following a visual inspection with no direct H i detections, we per-
formed a blind search for direct H i detections in the cluster cubes
using SoFiA (Serra et al. 2015), a software package designed for
3D source-finding in large spectral line cubes. The following SoFiA
strategy was used: A low threshold of 2σwas selected for the Smooth
+ Clip algorithm. 3D boxcar smoothing kernels were used, with
spatial dimensions of 5, 8 and 10 pixels (i.e. [10, 16, 20] arcsec, which
corresponds to [46, 73, 92] kpc at z = 0.35), and spectral dimensions
of 1 and 2 channels. These dimensions were chosen to correspond to
the expected velocity width for H i-massive and/or lensed galaxies,
and the PSF FWHMof the cube. Pixels above the detection threshold
were assigned to belong to the same source if they had a maximum
separation of 2 spatial pixels or 2 frequency channels.
Using SoFiA’s reliability calculation, and assuming a reliability

threshold of 0.95, no reliable detections were identified for any of
the clusters. Assuming the median rms values listed in Table 3, we
determined the 5σ H i mass detection limit to be MHI = 2.06 ×
1010 M� for Abell 2744, MHI = 1.94 × 1010 M� for Abell S1063
andMHI = 2.31× 1010 M� for Abell 370. Three candidate galaxies
inAbell S1063 and one inAbell 370 have predictedH imasses greater
than this limit, as estimated from the following equation from Meyer
et al. (2017):(

S
JyHz

)
=

1
49.7

(
MHI
M�

)(
DL

Mpc

)−2
, (1)

and the M∗ − MHI relation from Parkash et al. (2018)

log MHI = 0.51(log M∗ − 10) + 9.71. (2)

This relation has a scatter of 0.5 dex, so not all galaxies are guaranteed
to be detected.

3.2 H i Spectral Stacking

We use image domain spectral line stacking for sources with spec-
troscopic redshifts in each cluster. At this angular resolution, sources
are not expected to be resolved e.g. a mean PSF FWHM of 15 arc-
sec is equal to 62 kpc at z = 0.3. The typical predicted diameter for
sources in this sample is∼ 30 kpc (Wang et al. 2016), with highmass
outliers at ∼ 80 kpc. Note that sources with redshifts corresponding
to fully flagged channels are removed before stacking. The spectra
are shifted to rest-frame and a wrapping technique is implemented

(e.g. Healy et al. 2019), such that the original spectrum length is
maintained. The flux spectra are converted to mass spectra using the
following equation (e.g. Delhaize et al. 2013; Hu et al. 2019):

mHI(ν) = 4.97 × 107SνD2
L f−1. (3)

Here, mHI has units of M�MHz−1, Sν is the rest-frame H i flux
density in Jy, DL is the luminosity distance in Mpc, and f is the
normalised primary beam response. ForMeerKAT, the primary beam
has an FWHM of ∼ 80’ for H i at z = 0.3 (Mauch et al. 2020), and
the clusters have a maximum virial radius of∼ 3’ from the centre of
the primary beam. Because the entire cluster resides well within the
centre of the primary beam, we can approximate the beam pattern
as a Gaussian function in all target directions that is constant as a
function of frequency.
For stacking, a weight function is introduced, following the pro-

cedure used by Hu et al. (2019), depending on the rms noise of
individual spectra σ, the primary beam response f , and the luminos-
ity distance DL. The weight of the ith galaxy is:

wi = f 2D−γ
L σ−2, (4)

where large values of γ give more weight to nearby galaxies and
small values of γ increase the statistical contribution of more distant
galaxies. Hu et al. (2019) conclude that an optimal stacked SNR is
achieved with γ = 1. It should be noted that in general, γ = 1 is not
necessarily the best choice for constraining average mass. However,
since we cover a small redshift range, and a large SNR is essential,
we choose γ = 1. The average stacked mass spectrum is calculated
from the following equation:

〈mHI(v)〉 =
Σn

i=1wimHI,i

Σn
i=1wi

. (5)

The integrated H i mass 〈MHI〉 is the integral of the spectral peak
along the frequency axis:

MHI =

ˆ ν0+∆ν

ν0−∆ν
〈mHI(ν)〉 dν, (6)

where ν0 is the rest frequency of neutral hydrogen. A boxcar function
is fit to the peak at rest frequency to estimate MHI using Bayesian
parameter estimation (see Section 3.2.4).
Each spectrum is smoothed with a Hanning function in frequency

space, with a window of a specified width. Spatial smoothing is also
implemented usingCasa’s imsmooth. The smoothing kernel is well-
matched to the intrinsic spatial (1.5×PSF FWHM) and velocity (4
channels or ∼ 240 km s−1) extent of the targeted sources.
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Figure 3. The stacked mass spectra for 30 galaxies with spectroscopic red-
shifts in Abell 2744. The plots are spatially and spectrally smoothed, as
described in Section 3.2. The smoothed PSF dimensions, spectral smooth-
ing window w in units of channel, and the number of spectra stacked N are
shown in the top left corner. The black line shows the spectrum regridded to
a velocity resolution of 240 km s−1. The green region indicates the velocity
range where we expect to detect H i emission for galaxies of this stellar mass,
and the 1σ and 3σ H i mass rms are indicated by the grey dashed lines.
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Figure 4. The stacked mass spectra for 98 galaxies with spectroscopic red-
shifts in Abell S1063, as in Fig. 3.

This stacking procedure was applied to four cubes for each cluster,
with varying degrees and types of smoothing:

(i) unsmoothed,
(ii) spatially-smoothed,
(iii) spectrally-smoothed, and
(iv) spatially- and spectrally-smoothed

We also show the stacked spectra regridded to a velocity resolution
of ∼ 240 km s−1. The stacking results for all cluster members with
spectroscopic redshifts are shown in Figs. 3, 4 and 5. The rms of the
stacked spectra decreases as approximately ∝ 1/

√
N, as expected

for Gaussian noise, where N is the number of spectra stacked, for all
three cubes.
These spectra show that there are no stacked H i detections in

Abell 2744, Abell S1063, and Abell 370, for all cluster members
with spectroscopic redshifts. For Abell 2744, the rms of the un-
smoothed stacked spectrum corresponds to σ = 18 µJy beam−1,
and we determine the 5σ stacked H i mass detection limit to be
MHI = 2.89 ± 0.21 × 109 M�, well below the knee of the HIMF.
ForAbell S1063 andAbell 370, we determine the 5σ stackedH imass
detection limits to be MHI = 2.05 ± 0.04 × 109 M� (σ = 11 µJy
beam−1), andMHI = 4.89± 0.19× 109 M� (σ = 15 µJy beam−1),
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Figure 5. The stacked mass spectra for 49 galaxies with spectroscopic red-
shifts in Abell 370, as in Fig. 3.

respectively. Here, the rms has been converted to flux using Equa-
tion 3, for convenience. The uncertainties are calculated using jack-
knife resampling with (N − 1) samples, where N is the number of
stacked spectra.

3.2.1 H i Deficiency

By comparing the predicted H i mass values for each cluster stack
to H i detection mass limits, we can determine the H i deficiency
parameter DEFHI, first introduced by Haynes & Giovanelli (1984).
This parameter is defined as

DEFHI = log10

( MHI,exp

M�

)
− log10

(
MHI,obs

M�

)
, (7)

where MHI,exp and MHI,obs are the expected and observed H i
masses, respectively. We predict the expected stacked H i masses
using Equation 2, assuming a velocity width of 200 km s−1and the
cube rms levels. While this relation may not hold or be accurate
out to these redshifts and in these environments, it does provide a
useful comparison. We find mean H i deficiency limits of galaxies in
the respective clusters to be DEFHI > 0.71 ± 0.50 for Abell 2744,
DEFHI > 0.57 ± 0.50 for Abell S1063, and DEFHI > 0.33 ± 0.50
for Abell 370. The uncertainties are from the intrinsic scatter of the
M∗ − MHI relation. These values for Abell 2744 and Abell S1063
fall above DEFHI > 0.5. Therefore, following the Cortese et al.
(2011) terminology, the galaxies in these clusters can, on average,
be classified as H i deficient with respect to the main sequence of
star-formation. The deficiency parameter for Abell 370 falls within
the ‘H i normal’ limits of −0.5 < DEFHI < 0.5. However, it should
be noted that DEFHI > 0.33 is closer to the H i deficient boundary,
and these values are lower limits, with large uncertainties. It is there-
fore likely that the galaxies in Abell 370 are also, on average, H i
deficient. In addition, we should be mindful of the caveat that Equa-
tion 2 is typically applied to samples with a pre-selection of H i-rich,
star-forming galaxies. Deeper observations and further H i emission
detections are required for a better constraint on these values.

3.2.2 Blue Galaxies

Optically blue, star-forming galaxies typically have higher H i frac-
tions than red, quiescent galaxies (e.g. Cortese et al. 2011; Brown
et al. 2015). It has been found that stacking only blue galaxies re-
sults in higher SNR stacked detections when compared to stacking
the full sample (e.g. Kanekar et al. 2016; Bera et al. 2019), which is
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Figure 6. The stacked mass spectra for 5 blue galaxies with spectroscopic
redshifts in Abell S1063, as in Fig. 3. The grey dashed lines show the 1 and
3σ rms.

indicative of higher gas content in this sub-population.We determine
the number of blue galaxies in each cluster sample using the colour-
magnitude diagram, classifying sources as blue for (b − v) < 1,
based on the separation from the red sequence for this statistically
small sample. While this is not consistent with typical classifications
in other analyses, it has achieved our objective in selecting the bluest
of the sample. Of the cluster members with spectroscopic redshifts,
we find the following: Abell 2744 has 7 blue galaxies, and Abell 370
has 3 blue galaxies, all of which do not fall in the redshift range of
the limited subcube or are at fully flagged frequencies. Abell S1063
has 5 blue galaxies, all of which fall into the cluster cube frequency
range. The stacked spectrum of these galaxies is shown in Fig. 6.
We make what appears to be a 3σ stacked detection for blue

galaxies in Abell S1063. This peak is visible at all shown degrees
of smoothing but is significantly boosted for the spatially smoothed
cube. We explore the purported detection in the following sections.

3.2.3 Proximity of Sources

Four of the five blue galaxies in Abell S1063 are located within
30" (corresponding to 135 kpc in projection at z = 0.34), and 67
km s−1of one another. The coordinates of these sources are over-
plotted on the MeerKAT channel map corresponding to the median
redshift of z = 0.3421 (Fig. 7). To place this proximity into perspec-
tive with the cluster members as a whole, we plot the distribution
of both the spatial and recession velocity separations between all
galaxy pairs in the sample. We indicate the separation between the
four nearby blue galaxies (i.e. the separation between six pairs of
galaxies) on the full sample distributions in Fig. 8. As expected, we
find that the spatial and velocity separation between the blue galaxies
is below the modal separation of the sample. This, and the fact that
four of the blue galaxies are heavily clustered near the virial radius of
Abell S1063 strongly suggests that this is a recently in-fallen group
(e.g. Jaffé et al. 2015). Despite the proximity of the four sources,
we do not observe any obvious tidal features in the HFF images that
would suggest ongoing merger activity.

3.2.4 Veracity of Stacked Detection

We test the veracity of this 3σ detection to rule out the possibility of
the peak being caused by the covariance of local image-plane noise.
We do this by stacking five randomly selected spectra centred at z =
0.3421, that have the same relative separation of the blue galaxies.

Figure 7. MeerKAT channel map of Abell S1063 corresponding to z =
0.3421. The white crosses indicate the positions of the 5 blue galaxies, and
the dashed ellipse shows the approximate virial radius of the cluster. The
restoring beam is shown in the bottom left. The insets show the RGB HST
images of the indicated regions. The stacked sources are indicated by the
green circles.
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Figure 8. Histogram distribution of the projected spatial (top) and recession
velocity (bottom) separation between all HFF galaxies inAbell S1063 (green).
The separations between the four nearby blue galaxies are shown in blue. The
dashed lines indicate the modal spatial separation and velocity.

These coordinates are drawn from a uniformly random distribution,
within the spatial extent of theH i cube. The result of 100 random sets
of stacked spectra is shown in Fig. 9 (grey lines). We find that none
of these random realisations generates a stacked signal greater in
significance than the data spectrum in the v = ±200 km s−1 range,
further strengthening the veracity of the detection. In addition, it is
encouraging that the standard deviation of the random realisations is
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Figure 9. 100 random realisations of 5 stacked spectra (black), centred at
z = 0.3421 in Abell S1063. The positions of the five extracted spectra for
each randomisation follows the same separation of the blue galaxies as shown
in Fig. 7. The spectra have been extracted from a spatially smoothed cube, and
the stacked spectrum for the blue galaxies is shown in red (as the in bottom
left in Fig. 6). The green dashed line indicates the standard deviation of the
random realisations.

similar to the 1σ of the stacked spectrum, showing the Gaussianity
of the noise.
As a further test of the robustness of the apparent stacked detec-

tion, we utilise a Bayesian framework for parameter estimation. To
do so, we use a boxcar function whose width and height are ex-
pressed in terms of w50 and MHI. This function has the favourable
property of retaining the velocity for Gaussian and double-horned
intrinsic spectra. The posteriors of these two model parameters are
sampled using a Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) algorithm,
with uniform priors. Assuming this boxcar model, we find the max-
imum likelihood estimates to be MHI = 1.22+0.38

−0.36 × 1010 M� and
w50 = 181+68

−11 km s
−1, where the sub- and super-script values de-

note the 16th and 84th percentiles of the posterior distributions
shown in Fig. 10. These distributions are consistent with the esti-
mated 3σ significance of the possible detection. This value is signif-
icantly larger than the predicted mean H i mass of the five sources,
MHI = 0.10+0.32

−0.03 × 1010 M� (Parkash et al. 2018).
In addition to the above parameter estimation of a boxcar model,

we also use Bayesian Model Selection to compute the evidence ratio
between a boxcar function and flat-line model (i.e. a null test of a
constant value).We compute a Bayes factor of 50 between boxcar and
flat-line model, which could be considered as ‘very strong’ evidence
for the boxcar function hypothesis on the Jeffreys Scale. Assuming
the boxcar model to be true, the probability of there being a positive
H i mass is 99.8 per cent.
Within the limitations of the models employed, the Bayesian ap-

proach adds additional quantified rigour to the claimed detection.
Deeper observations, preferably at high spatial and velocity resolu-
tion will be ultimately required to confirm this.

4 GRAVITATIONALLY-LENSED H i

In addition to searching for H i in the clusters, we utilise the strong
gravitational lensing properties of these massive clusters to search
for magnified distant H i galaxies behind the clusters.
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Figure 10. The posteriors for the Bayesian modelling of MHI and w50. The
maximum likelihood solutions are indicated by the crosses. The thick and
thin contours respectively show the 68 per cent and 95 per cent posterior
probabilities.

4.1 Predictions and Targeted Search

We modelled the predicted frequency-integrated H i flux SHI [JyHz]
of the 22 gravitationally lensed sources with known spectroscopic
redshifts between each cluster and z = 0.5. As before, the integrated
flux was estimated using Equation 2, assuming a velocity width of
200 km s−1and the rms of the cubes. Assuming that the observed in-
tegrated H i flux scales linearly with magnification µ (i.e. all sources
are unresolved), we estimated the magnified integrated H i flux for
each of these sources, assuming the CATS (Jauzac et al. 2014) lens
model. The predicted results for the three HFF clusters are plotted in
Fig. 11. From the predictions, we expect no detections greater than
3σ for all three clusters. Only 12 of the 22 targets were investigated
due to the limits of the cube frequency ranges andRFI contamination.
Based on the coordinates and redshifts of targets with known spec-
troscopic redshifts, we detected no lensed H i emission for any of the
clusters. This is consistent with the models in Blecher et al. (in prep.),
who predict larger magnified H i masses for certain higher redshift
targets beyond the frequency range of these L-band observations, the
majority of which are redshifted into the UHF-band.

4.2 Blind Search

We also performed a blind search for direct H i detection for lensed,
but OIR faint, yet H i-massive objects, in the redshift range behind
the clusters. We use the SoFiA software with the Smooth + Clip
algorithm, as in Section 3.1, on the ‘background’ cubes. Continuum
artefact filtering was also implemented. The source finding covered
cosmological volumes of 28 815 Mpc3 for Abell 2744, 44 775 Mpc3
forAbell S1063, and 31 713Mpc3 forAbell 370. For all three clusters,
no significant detections were found. Using the median cube rms
(Table 3), we determine the 5σ H i mass detection limits at z = 0.45
to be MHI = 3.89 × 1010 µ−1M�, MHI = 3.78 × 1010 µ−1M�
and MHI = 4.43 × 1010 µ−1M� for Abell 2744, Abell S1063 and
Abell 370.
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Figure 11. The predicted integrated flux (grey), and magnified integrated flux (green) of the objects lensed by the HFF clusters, as a function of redshift
(z < 0.5). For clarity, the grey bars connect the magnified and unmagnified points of the same source. We assume magnifications from CATS. The blue dashed
lines show the 1σ and 3σ detection limits, and the upper error on the magnified flux are shown in green.

5 DISCUSSION

After stacking the galaxies with spectroscopic redshifts in each
cluster (Section 3.2), we then stacked only the blue galaxies in
Abell S1063 (Section 3.2.2) and found the average H i mass of blue
galaxies in Abell S1063 to be significantly larger than expected.
Elson et al. (2019) show that stacked H i masses are found to be
overestimated in comparison to true H i results. Due to the low
angular resolution H i cube in comparison with the angular extent
of galaxies at high redshifts, the accuracy of stacked H i measure-
ments can be greatly affected by source confusion (e.g. Delhaize
et al. 2013). Using simulated H i data cubes, it is shown in Elson
et al. (2016) that the overestimation of co-added H i mass, caused
by source confusion, is more prevalent at lower angular resolution,
as one would expect. Smoothing the cubes to poorer angular resolu-
tion has been shown to artificially boost the stacked H i signal (e.g.
Fig. 6), but can simultaneously decrease the accuracy of the stacked
H imass. The small spatial (138 kpc) separation between the stacked
sources (Fig. 7) has likely resulted in source confusion. In addition
to this, as shown in Fig. 7, there are other visibly blue galaxies in the
close vicinity of the stacked blue galaxies. These are excluded due
to unknown spectroscopic redshifts, however their photometric red-
shifts suggest that they are cluster members and their H i flux could
be contributing to the confusion. We do not see the characteristic
emission peak broadening of this effect in Fig. 6 at our low SNR,
as there are few stacked sources. Due to this, the measurement of
MHI = 1.22+0.38

−0.36 × 1010 M� cannot be taken as an accurate repre-
sentation of theH imass in Abell S1063. A detailed investigation and
modelling of source confusion in this stacked measurement will be
explored in future work with deeper observations and 32k correlator
mode.
This is one of the few studies of the H i content of intermediate

redshift galaxy clusters, which makes it difficult to make direct com-
parisons to the literature. However, we can compare to the stackedH i
detection in Abell 370 by Lah et al. (2009). They make a 2.7σ detec-
tion amounting to an average mass of MHI = 4.8 ± 1.8 × 109 M�,
for data smoothed such that all sources are unresolved, spectra binned
to ∆V = 600 km s−1, and a sample consisting of 324 galaxies.
This measurement is consistent with our upper H i mass limit for
Abell 370. However, the sample of sources used in Lah et al. (2009)
extends beyond the cluster into the area of theGMRTprimary beamat
10% (58.5’), significantly further than the public HFF sample (within
2’ of the cluster centre). A more appropriate comparison would be
to the Lah et al. (2009) stack of red galaxies since 48 of our 49 can-

didate sources are classified as red, following the Lah et al. (2009)
classification of (b − v) > 0.57. Here, they make what they claim to
be a marginal 1.2σ detection of MHI = 2.6 ± 2.1 × 109 M�, which
is below the sensitivity limits of this experiment.
In this work, we assume the M∗ − MHI relation from Parkash

et al. (2018), which is based on low-redshift, star-forming field galax-
ies, whereas our sample includes only intermediate-redshift cluster
galaxies. This is reflected in the H i deficiencies calculated in Sec-
tion 3.2.1. Further deep observations of H i in intermediate-redshift
clusters will test the appropriateness of this relation and others (e.g.
Catinella et al. 2010; Maddox et al. 2014), as well as their depend-
ability and evolution with redshift and environment. Since galaxy
clusters are dynamic environments, they host various processes that
remove cold gas from galaxies. This is particularly prevalent in clus-
ters with high X-ray luminosities, as found in Abell 2744, with
LX = 3.1× 1038 W (Allen 1998). A modification to theM∗ − MHI
relation would be needed to account for the H i deficiency in cluster
galaxies to accurately predict theirH imasses. Nonetheless, the mass
limits probed and the stacked detection shows that this will now be
possible at intermediate redshifts.
For all three clusters, there is an inconsistency between the ob-

served rms values and the sensitivity limits obtained from the
MeerKAT sensitivity calculator11, with the observed rms values
∼ 55% greater than the predicted values. A major contribution to
this inconsistency is likely the bright and extended radio sources
associated with these galaxy clusters, as well as an unfavourable
Declination for Abell 370. Another contribution is the loss of data
due to RFI, particularly for Abell 2744, and the MeerKAT correla-
tor firmware issue. Alternatively, we can investigate the limitations
of the calibration strategies used. All cluster measurement sets have
∼ 20% flagged visibilities in the considered frequency range of this
work. This increases the rms noise by∼ 12%, for continuum images.
The increase of rms can also be attributed to the propagation of er-
rors in the gain amplitude and flux scaling calibrations. The addition
of direction-dependent calibration is expected to further improve the
rms noise of the cubes, by mitigating the effect of the primary beam
rotation, pointing errors and ionospheric issues. This will be explored
in future works and deeper integrations on the HFF.

11 https://skaafrica.atlassian.net/servicedesk/customer/
portals
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6 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we aimed to detect H i in Abell 2744, Abell S1063 and
Abell 370, all massive galaxies clusters at 0.3 < z < 0.5, using data
from the MeerKAT Galaxy Cluster Legacy Survey. Through this, we
aimed to achieve a better understanding of theH i content of galaxies
in clusters at intermediate redshifts. No direct H i detections were
made in the MeerKAT H i cluster cubes, and we determined 3σ H i
mass detection limits down to the knee of the HIMF.
We stacked the spectra of all sources with spectroscopic red-

shifts in the cube frequency ranges and found that the rms de-
creases approximately as expected, but detected no stacked emis-
sion in the central regions of all three clusters. We determined the
stacked 5σ H i mass limits to be MHI = 2.89 ± 0.21 × 109 M�,
MHI = 2.05± 0.04× 109 M�, andMHI = 4.89± 0.19× 109 M�
for Abell 2744, Abell S1063 and Abell 370, respectively. We stacked
the spectra of the five blue galaxies with spectroscopic redshifts in
Abell S1063, and made a marginal 3σ detection, at a velocity resolu-
tion of 60 km s−1. We determined the average stacked H imass to be
MHI = 1.22+0.38

−0.36 × 1010 M�. This is larger, by a factor of 10, than
the predictedH imasses for the sources from the Parkash et al. (2018)
relation, assuming thisM∗ − MHI relation holds for galaxy clusters.
Because of the large uncertainties for the predicted H i masses, we
found that this large stacked H imass is an overestimation, attributed
to source confusion and possible environmental effects.
We also performed a search for lensedH i behind the HFF clusters

Abell 2744, Abell S1063, and Abell 370, in the redshift range of
zcluster < z < 0.5, using data from the MeerKAT Galaxy Clus-
ter Legacy Survey and make no direct detections. Despite the lack
of lensed H i detections from these observations, the sensitivity of
MeerKAT is sufficient to detect these lensed sources with a factor
of 2 longer integration times. The MeerKAT UHF-band covers the
redshift range of> 50 additional lensed sources behind each cluster,
which will be investigated with future observations.
These results demonstrate MeerKAT’s capability of probing the

intermediate redshift range, for high mass individual detections and
statistical MHI detections. MeerKAT is able to achieve these mass
limits within early science observations, despite relatively short in-
tegration times for intermediate redshift observations. While not
making direct detections, we have obtained mass limits that paint
a highly promising picture for future MeerKAT observations, with
longer integration times, of large samples of intermediate redshift
galaxy clusters.
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