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1 Are there X-ray cavities in the clusters simulated with
' TNG-Cluster?
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1 Are there X-ray cavities in the clusters simulated with
' TNG-Cluster?

72 Are they realistic compared to the ones observed
with Chandra?
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1 Are there X-ray cavities in the clusters simulated with -
' TNG-Cluster?

2. Are they realistic compared to the ones observed
with Chandra?
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X-ray cavities a synergy between a cosmological
simulation and Chandra observations

Are there X-ray cavities in the clusters simulated with
TNG-Cluster? Prunier+2024  2410.21366

2 Are they realistic compared to the ones observed
Wlth Chand raanier (in prep)
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e CalmICM:
cavities have time to rise

radially
(life duration ~70 to 150 Myr)

Disturbed ICM : follow sloshing
patterns or rise more slowly
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X-ray cavities preferentially in Cool-Cores

I Strong Cool Core = 1 Gyr
B Weak Cool Core
B Non Cool Core > 7.7 Gyr
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Similar morphologies
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