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Abstract
The mechanical feedback from the central active galactic nuclei (AGNs) can be crucial for balancing the radiative cooling of the intracluster
medium (ICM) at the cluster centre. We aim to understand the relationship between the power of AGN feedback and the cooling of gas
in the centres of galaxy clusters by correlating the radio properties of the brightest cluster galaxies (BCGs) with the X-ray properties of
their host clusters. We used the catalogues from the first SRG/eROSITA All-Sky Survey (eRASS1) along with radio observations from the
Australian SKA Pathfinder (ASKAP). In total, we identified 134 radio sources associated with BCGs of the 151 eRASS1 clusters located in the
PS1, PS2, and SWAG-X ASKAP fields. Non-detections were treated as upper limits. We correlated the radio properties of the BCGs (radio
luminosity, largest linear size/LLS, and BCG offset from the cluster centre) with the integrated X-ray luminosity of the host clusters. We
utilised the concentration parameter, cR500 , to categorise the clusters into cool cores (CCs) and non-cool cores (NCCs). By combining cR500

with the BCG offset, we assessed the dynamical states of the clusters in our sample. Furthermore, we analysed the correlation between radio
mechanical power and X-ray luminosity within the CC subsample. We observe a potential positive trend between LLS and BCG offset, which
may hint at an environmental influence on the morphology of central radio sources. We find a weak trend suggesting that more luminous
central radio galaxies are found in clusters with higher X-ray luminosity. Additionally, there is a positive but highly scattered relationship
between the mechanical luminosity of AGN jets and the X-ray cooling luminosity within the CC subsample. This finding is supported by
bootstrap resampling and flux-flux analyses. The correlation observed in our CC subsample indicates that AGN feedback is ineffective in
high-luminosity (high-mass) clusters. At a cooling luminosity of LX, r<Rcool ≈ 5.50 × 1043 erg s−1, on average, AGN feedback appears to
contribute only about 13% − 22% of the energy needed to offset the radiative losses in the ICM.

Keywords: X-rays: galaxies: clusters; radio continuum: galaxies; galaxies: clusters: intracluster medium; galaxies: active; galaxies: clusters: general
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1. Introduction

The intracluster medium (ICM) radiates its thermal energy
primarily through X-ray emission. In dense cluster cores, the
ICM cools tremendously, leading to a short cooling time of
typically 0.01− 0.1 of Hubble time (Hlavacek-Larrondo et al.
2022). In the absence of a heating mechanism, the ICM would
continuously cool, losing pressure support, and subsequently
flow inward toward the cluster centre with a mass deposition
rate of up to 1 000 M⊙ yr−1. This is known as the cooling flow
model (Fabian 1994).

The accumulation of cool gas should fuel star formation
and the active galactic nucleus (AGN) of the central galaxy.
However, optical and infrared observations reveal that star
formation rates were only of the order of a few per cent of
the cooling gas (McNamara & O’Connell 1989; O’Dea et al.
2008). Cold atomic and molecular gas mass was also found to
be lower than expected (Edge 2001). Moreover, X-ray ob-
servations of the cooling flow clusters revealed a lack of emis-
sion lines from the Fe L complex (Böhringer et al. 2002), and
measured a deficit of cold gas as compared to what the cool-
ing flow model predicted (Peterson et al. 2001; Tamura et al.
2001; Sanders et al. 2008). This discrepancy suggests that the
gas cooling rate is overestimated, or that there exists an en-
ergy source that prevents the cooling flow or significantly
suppresses the mass deposition rate. Several heating mecha-
nisms have been suggested, such as thermal conduction from
the hot outer ICM layer (e.g., Voigt et al. 2002; Zakamska
& Narayan 2003; Voigt & Fabian 2004), heating by cosmic
rays (Guo & Oh 2008), and supernova explosions (McNamara
et al. 2004). However, these processes alone are not sufficient
to counter the radiative losses (e.g., Soker 2003; McNamara
et al. 2004).

AGN feedback has emerged as the most promising mech-
anism for heating the ICM, preventing the catastrophic cool-
ing (for reviews see, e.g., McNamara & Nulsen 2007, 2012;
Fabian 2012; Hlavacek-Larrondo et al. 2022). This self-
regulated process begins when the cold material is accreted to
the supermassive black hole (SMBH) harboured by the cen-
tral brightest cluster galaxies (BCGs), triggering AGN ac-
tivity. The relativistic AGN jets inflate low-density, rising
bubbles. In their wakes, they redistribute energy through
weak shocks (e.g., Randall et al. 2010), thermal conduction
and sound waves (e.g., Fabian et al. 2005), and turbulence
(e.g., Dennis & Chandran 2005).

The signatures of this mechanism are evident in the
wealth of Chandra and XMM-Newton observations of massive
galaxy clusters as X-ray cavities that often coincide with ra-
dio lobes (e.g., Fabian et al. 2000; David et al. 2001). Statistical
studies of X-ray cavities (Bîrzan et al. 2004; Dunn et al. 2005;
Rafferty et al. 2008) have shown that AGN feedback provides
enough energy to regulate star formation and counteract the
cooling of hot halos. This finding is further supported by
numerical simulations (e.g., Croton et al. 2006; Bower et al.
2006). Moreover, this mechanism reshapes the thermody-
namical properties of the ICM, as the rising bubbles increase
cluster entropy and the outflows transport metals from the

core to the outskirts, altering the chemical composition of the
ICM and affecting its radiative properties (Kirkpatrick & Mc-
Namara 2015).

In this work, we aim to gain more insight into the
cooling and heating processes regulated by AGN feedback.
We exploit the group and cluster catalogue of the first
SRG/eROSITA All-Sky Survey (eRASS1, Bulbul et al. 2024)
to construct a sample of clusters located in three different fields
observed by the Australian SKA Pathfinder (ASKAP, Hotan
et al. 2021). We examine the relation between the radio prop-
erties of the AGN associated with the BCGs derived from the
ASKAP data (Norris et al. 2021; Böckmann et al. 2023, Moss
et al. in prep.) and the compiled eRASS1 X-ray properties
along with the morphological parameters of the host clusters
(Kluge et al. 2024; Sanders et al. 2025).

The structure of this paper is as follows: In Section 2,
we explain how the sample is constructed, and we describe
the X-ray and radio properties of the sample. In Section 3,
we present the results. We compare our results with pre-
vious works and discuss their implications, including the
balance between central AGN feedback and ICM radiative
losses in our sample in Section 4. We summarise our find-
ings in Section 5. The assumed cosmology in this work
is a flat ΛCDM cosmology from the eRASS1 cosmological
constraints (Ghirardini et al. 2024), with parameters H0 =
67.77 km s−1 Mpc−1 and Ωm = 0.29. Throughout this paper,
all logarithms are expressed in base 10 unless stated otherwise.

2. Sample
2.1 eRASS1 group and cluster catalogues
The extended ROentgen Survey with an Imaging Telescope
Array (eROSITA) on board the Spectrum-Roentgen-Gamma
(SRG) mission (Sunyaev et al. 2021) was launched on 13 July
2019 (Predehl et al. 2021) to the second Lagrangian point
(L2) of the Earth-Sun system. After completion of the com-
missioning, calibration, and performance verification phase,
eROSITA began its first all-sky survey (eRASS1) on 12 De-
cember 2019, which continued until 11 June 2020, for a to-
tal survey duration of 184 days. The complete eRASS1 X-
ray catalogues of the Western Galactic hemisphere are re-
leased in Merloni et al. (2024). The detection of the sources
is performed using the eROSITA source detection chain
of the eROSITA Science Analysis Software System (eSASS,
Brunner et al. 2022) for the eROSITA-DE Data Release 1
(eSASS4DR1).a In total 1 277 477 sources down to detection
likelihood (DET_LIKE_0 in the catalogue) of five (LDET≥ 5)
are detected in the most sensitive band of eROSITA, 0.2 −
2.3 keV, of which only ∼ 2% are extended sources.

This work utilised the eRASS1 galaxy group and clus-
ter primary catalogue (Bulbul et al. 2024, hereafter, eRASS1
primary cluster catalogue), which is derived from the Main
eRASS1 catalogue. To improve the purity of the catalogue,
an extent likelihood (EXT_LIKE) threshold is applied (LEXT≥
3). Further cleaning is conducted through optical identi-

ahttps://erosita.mpe.mpg.de/dr1/eSASS4DR1/

https://erosita.mpe.mpg.de/dr1/eSASS4DR1/
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fication using datasets from the DESI Legacy Survey (Dey
et al. 2019) DR9 and DR10, processed using the eROMaPPer
pipeline (Ider Chitham et al. 2020; Kluge et al. 2024). This
pipeline is based on the matched-filter red-sequence algo-
rithm, redMaPPer (Rykoff et al. 2014, 2016). The optical
properties of the eRASS1 groups and clusters, including red-
shift, richness, optical centre, and BCG position, are published
in Kluge et al. (2024). In the 13 116 deg2 survey area, there are
12 247 confirmed groups and clusters with a reported sam-
ple purity of 86% and a completeness of 13.3% for a flux
limit of 4 × 10−14 erg s−1 cm−2. The completeness increases
to ∼ 36% and 70% for flux limits of 1 × 10−13 erg s−1 cm−2

and 3× 10−13 erg s−1 cm−2, respectively (see Figure 8 of Bul-
bul et al. 2024). The redshifts of the sample range between
0.003 and 1.32 with a median of 0.31 (see Figure 6 of Bulbul
et al. 2024).

2.2 ASKAP fields: PS1, PS2, SWAG-X
The Australian SKA Pathfinder (ASKAP, Johnston et al. 2008;
McConnell et al. 2016; Hotan et al. 2021) is a radio telescope
located at Inyarrimanha Ilgari Bundara, the CSIRO Murchi-
son Radio-astronomy Observatory, on Wajarri Yamaji Coun-
try in remote Western Australia. It consists of an array of 36
12-m antennas, spread out over a region of 6 km in diame-
ter. Each antenna is equipped with a phased array feed (PAF)
that can be used to form 36 dual-polarization primary beams,
giving the telescope an instantaneous wide field of view of
about 30 deg2 at 900 MHz and enabling rapid survey capabil-
ity. The ASKAP telescope operates within a frequency range
of 700 − 1 800 MHz and has an instantaneous bandwidth of
288 MHz. The processing of the ASKAP data was done using
the ASKAP data-processing pipeline (ASKAPsoft, Guzman
et al. 2019; Whiting 2020). The last step in the ASKAPsoft
pipeline is the automatic source-finding and cataloguing per-
formed by the Selavy source finder (Whiting & Humphreys
2012). The data are mosaicked into a weighted average us-
ing the ASKAP linmos task, and the source finding task is
executed on this image (see Norris et al. 2021 and Hopkins
et al. 2025 for more details of the ASKAP/EMU source cata-
loguing and associated image analysis). Each team may apply
more advanced source finders tailored to their specific project
goals.

In this work, we used data collected by the ASKAP radio
telescope covering three different fields. The Pilot Survey of
the Evolutionary Map of the Universe with the ASKAP tele-
scope (ASKAP/EMU PS, Norris et al. 2021) was observed at a
frequency of 944 MHz. The primary aim of this pilot survey
was to evaluate the readiness for the full EMU survey. The
Pilot Survey Phase I (PS1) observations covered an area of
270 deg2, coinciding with the region covered by the Dark En-
ergy Survey (Dark Energy Survey Collaboration et al. 2016).
Observations were carried out between 15 July 2019 and 24
November 2019, totalling 100 hours of observation. The sur-
vey achieved a depth of 25− 30µJy/beam RMS, with a spatial
resolution of approximately 11 − 18′′. From the PS1 field,
about 220 000 sources were catalogued by the Selavy source

finder, with approximately 180 000 classified as simple, single-
component sources, while the remainder were identified as
complex sources (Norris et al. 2021).

The Pilot Survey Phase II (PS2) aimed to evaluate the
technical performance of the ASKAP/EMU pipelines, namely
ASKAPsoft and EMUCAT (responsible for generating the EMU
value-added catalogue), to determine the most effective ap-
proach for the main survey. The PS2 covered both a Galac-
tic and extragalactic region. The latter, which is used in this
work, is located near the celestial equator, spanning a Right
Ascension (R.A.) range of about 41◦ to 29◦ and a Declination
(Dec.) range of −12◦ to 3◦. Out of ∼ 180 deg2 area, only
about 38 deg2 lie within the western Galactic hemisphere,
where eROSITA observations are available to us. The PS2
observations were convolved to a common resolution of 18′′.
Since no ASKAP source catalogue is available for this field, we
did not conduct any cross-matching and directly performed
manual measurements of the radio sources associated with the
BCGs.

The Survey With ASKAP of GAMA-09 + X-ray (SWAG-
X, Moss et al. in prep.) was launched as a complementary sur-
vey to the eROSITA Final Equatorial-Depth Survey (eFEDS,
e.g., Liu et al. 2022; Pasini et al. 2022) and the 9 hours Galaxy
And Mass Assembly spectroscopic observations (GAMA-09,
Driver et al. 2022) conducted at the Anglo-Australian Tele-
scope (AAT). In the first SWAG-X data release,b 12 ASKAP
fields were made publicly available, including six tiles of 8
hours integration in each 888 MHz and 1296 MHz band. In
this work, we used the observations at 888 MHz. All avail-
able observations in this band were convolved to a common
resolution of 17.3′′ by 14.2′′ and combined into a weighted
averaged dataset using SWarp (Bertin et al. 2002). After ex-
clusion of the areas of lower sensitivity at the edge of the map
due to the primary beam attenuation, we are left with a cov-
erage area of approximately 19 × 12 deg2. The generation of
the source list for the SWAG-X field is produced by using the
Python Blob Detector and Source Finder (PyBDSF, Mohan &
Rafferty 2015),c which models the extended sources well. The
parameters used in the PyBDSF run follow those described in
Duchesne et al. (2024b). About 110 000 sources above 5σ are
detected.

Table 1. Radio survey specifications of the ASKAP fields.

Properties PS1⋆ PS2 SWAG-X‡

Area of survey [deg2] 270 180 228

Common beam size [′′] 18.0 × 18.0 18.0 × 18.0 17.3 × 14.2

Central frequency [MHz] 944 944 888

RMS sensitivity [µJy/beam] 25 − 35 53 − 74† 45 − 58†

Total integration time 10 × 10 h 6 × 10 h 6 × 8 h
⋆Norris et al. (2021), ‡Moss et al. (in prep.)
†Duchesne et al. (2024a)

bhttps://data.csiro.au/collection/csiro:44441
chttps://github.com/lofar-astron/PyBDSF

https://data.csiro.au/collection/csiro:44441
 https://github.com/lofar-astron/PyBDSF
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2.3 Sample construction and properties

We identified 260 eRASS1 clusters detected across the three
ASKAP fields in the German eROSITA sky. Applying aLEXT
cutoff of six, we can enhance the purity of the sample to 94%
(see Table 1 in Bulbul et al. 2024). This results in a final sam-
ple of 151 clusters, comprising 80 clusters in the PS1 field, 12
in the PS2 field, and 59 in the SWAG-X field, corresponding
to detection rates of 0.30, 0.32, and 0.26 cluster deg−2, respec-
tively. The variation in detection rates between fields is likely
due to different survey depths. Longer exposure times (e.g.,
PS2 field) lead to a higher number of detected clusters per unit
area. In contrast, shallower observations typically yield lower
detection rates (see Table 2).

The redshifts (z; BEST_Z in the catalogue, which is the
best available cluster redshift, see Kluge et al. 2024) of the en-
tire sample (hereafter, we refer to it as the eRASS1/ASKAP
cluster sample) range from 0.033 to 1.126, with a median
value of 0.238. The spatial distribution of the eRASS1/ASKAP
cluster sample, colour-coded by redshifts, is displayed in Fig-
ure 1. The size of the data points is scaled according to the
R500 values of the clusters in arcminutes. For the X-ray cen-
ters of the clusters, we used those that are the results of the
eRASS1 image fittings by the MultiBand Projector in 2D
tool (MBProj2D, Sanders et al. 2018),d listed in RA_XFIT and
DEC_XFIT columns in the eRASS1 primary cluster catalogue.
The BCG positions are taken from the eRASS1 optical cluster
catalogue, listed in RA_BCG and DEC_BCG columns.

2.3.1 X-ray properties

We compiled the X-ray properties from the eRASS1 pri-
mary cluster catalogue, including the X-ray luminosity in
the 0.2 − 2.3 keV band within 300 kpc (LX; L300kpc in the
catalogue), the characteristic radius (R500; R500), and mass
within R500 (M500; M500). We note that 300 kpc is on average
about 0.34R500 in our sample. The left panel of Figure 2 il-
lustrates the LX distribution as a function of the redshift. The
LX ranges between 2.72 × 1042 and 1.32 × 1045 erg s−1. In
the plot, clusters from various ASKAP fields are represented
with different markers: eRASS1 clusters in PS1 are shown as
red circles, clusters in PS2 as green triangles, and clusters in
SWAG-X as blue squares. This colour and marker conven-
tion will be consistently used throughout the different plots
in this work to distinguish between eRASS1 clusters from the
various ASKAP fields. Compared to the clusters in the PS1
and SWAG-X fields, those in the PS2 field generally show
lower LX values and higher z. We attribute this trend to the
longer median exposure time in the PS2 field, which allows
for the detection of less luminous and more distant clusters
(see Table 2). The M500 range between 3.9 × 1013M⊙ and
1.1× 1015M⊙, with a median value of 3.03× 1014M⊙ (see top
panel of Figure 8). We summarise the X-ray properties of the
sample in Table 2 and show the distributions of M500, z, and
R500 in Appendix 1, Figure 8.

dhttps://github.com/jeremysanders/mbproj2d

We also obtained the concentration parameter from the
eRASS1 cluster morphology catalogue (Sanders et al. 2025).
The concentration parameter is defined as the ratio of surface
brightness between the core aperture and a larger ambient
aperture (Santos et al. 2008). This parameter indicates how
centrally peaked a cluster is and is, therefore, sensitive to the
presence of a cool core. We selected the measurement of the
concentration parameter expressed as a fraction of R500, that
is

cR500 =
SB<0.1R500

SB<R500

, (1)

where the apertures are centred around the cluster peak cen-
tre (C_R500_P). We note that in Sanders et al. (2025), cR500 is
listed in logarithmic form, and we converted them to linear
form.

2.3.2 Radio properties
First, we cross-matched the clusters in the PS1 field with the
radio cluster property catalogue compiled by Böckmann et al.
(2023, hereafter B23). These authors measured the proper-
ties of the central radio source of 75 clusters in the PS1 field,
which were identified using the eRASS1 preliminary clus-
ter catalogue. The BCGs associated with each cluster in B23
were visually identified using WISE and legacy optical data.
We cross-matched the positions of our eRASS1 BCGs from
the PS1 sub-sample with the radio centres listed in B23. The
search radius for this match was set to the size of the synthe-
sised radio beam of the survey of 18′′ (see Table 1). In total,
we matched 32 clusters. Similarly, for the SWAG-X subsam-
ple, we cross-matched the BCG positions with the source list
generated by PyBDSF (see Section 2.2), identifying the corre-
sponding radio sources for 25 BCGs. We note that no cross-
matching with any published catalog was performed for the
PS2 and SWAG-X fields.

For the non-match clusters, we manually inspected and
measured their radio properties following the steps in B23.
We identified the central radio sources as the emission within
a distance θ from the positions of the BCGs, where θ cor-
responds to the major axis of the synthesised radio beam size
(see Table 1). The radio flux at a central frequency ν of a
source, Sν, is measured within an aperture where the emis-
sion is above three times the RMS noise (3σ) of the image. We
took the major axis of the 3σ isophote as the largest angular
size (LAS) of the source, which is then converted to the largest
linear size (LLS) using the cluster redshift associated with the
source and the assumed cosmology. The minimum LAS from
which the flux is measured is limited by the beam size, and any
central radio sources smaller than this threshold are considered
unresolved. The radio luminosity is subsequently calculated
from the radio flux using

Lν = 4πD2
LSν(1 + z)α−1, (2)

where DL is the luminosity distance at redshift z, and α is the
spectral index, taken to be 1.0, which is the average spectral
index of the cluster centre radio sources in the HIghest X-
ray FLUx Galaxy Cluster Sample (HIFLUGCS, Reiprich &

https://github.com/ jeremysanders/mbproj2d
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Table 2. X-ray property ranges of the eRASS1/ASKAP cluster sample compiled from the eRASS1 primary group and cluster catalogue (Bulbul et al. 2024).
The "eRASS1 area" refers to the overlapping area between eRASS1 and the various ASKAP fields. The "median exp." indicates the median eRASS1
exposure in the corresponding fields, and N represents the number of clusters. LX is the X-ray luminosity measured in the 0.2−2.3 keV band within 300 kpc
from the cluster center.

Sample eRASS1 area median exp. N z LX M500 R500

[deg2] [s] [1042 erg s−1] [1014M⊙] [kpc]

All 536 - 151 0.033 − 1.126 2.72 − 1321.19 0.39 − 11.04 503 − 1396

PS1 270 93 80 0.041 − 1.126 5.39 − 1321.19 0.58 − 9.10 569 − 1396

PS2 38 165 12 0.096 − 0.870 6.61 − 522.55 0.59 − 5.35 563 − 1028

SWAG-X 228 79 59 0.033 − 0.748 2.72 − 715.18 0.39 − 11.04 503 − 1313

Böhringer 2002) estimated in Mittal et al. (2009). Notably,
adopting α = 0.8 or 1.2 does not impact the findings and
conclusions presented below. To compare the radio measure-
ments, a conversion of the luminosity into one central fre-
quency is required, for instance, for SWAG-X from 888 MHz
to 944 MHz. The calculation is done using the equation be-
low

L944 MHz = L888 MHz ×

(
944 MHz
888 MHz

)−α
, (3)

with the same spectral index α as in Equation 2. For clus-
ters without radio source counterparts, we categorise them as
non-detections and assign an upper limit of 3σ: 0.105 mJy,
0.222 mJy, and 0.174 mJy for the PS1, PS2, and SWAG-X
surveys, respectively. In our sample, all sources with ra-
dio measurements are resolved, while those with upper lim-
its are deemed unresolved, and thus, they are assigned the
beam size as their LAS. In total, we identified 4/1/12 non-
detected sources in the PS1/PS2/SWAG-X fields, respectively.
This gives us a high detection rate of 89%, which can be at-
tributed to the depth of the surveys that results in lower RMS
(≤ 74µJy). Assuming the detected sources are uniformly dis-
tributed within the survey field, the probability of having at
least one radio source within a distance θ from a specific point
(the BCG position) can be estimated by

P(≥ 1) = 1 − e−ρπθ
2
, (4)

where ρ represents the number density of the detected ra-
dio sources and θ is the beam size. Given that a complete
source list for the PS2 survey is not yet available, we es-
timate the value for the PS1 and SWAG-X surveys, where
ρ = 330 000/498 ≈ 663 source deg−2, and 14.2′′ ≤ θ ≤
18.0′′, resulting in contamination fraction between 3% and
5%. Therefore, out of 134 clusters, we expect four to seven
false detections.

The distribution of radio luminosity at 944 MHz as a
function of redshift is illustrated in the right panel of Fig-
ure 2. The flux limits for the PS1, PS2, and SWAG-X sur-
veys are represented by solid, dashed, and dotted lines, respec-
tively. The range of radio luminosities covered spans from
1.70 × 1028 to 1.02 × 1033 erg s−1 Hz−1, with a median of
9.40 × 1030 erg s−1 Hz−1. The radio properties of the BCGs
are listed in Table 4 in Appendix 1.

3. Results
3.1 Largest linear size of the BCGs
We present the plot of radio luminosity at 944 MHz versus the
LLS, also known as the P − D diagram, in Figure 3. Similar
to the Hertzsprung-Russell diagram for stars, the position of
a source in the P − D diagram indicates its initial conditions
and evolutionary states (Baldwin 1982; Blundell et al. 1999).

The LLS of the eRASS1/ASKAP sample ranges from 30
kpc to 692 kpc, with an average value of 210 kpc. In Figure 3
we also included the eFEDS/LOFAR central radio sources
(Pasini et al. 2022) as grey diamonds. The LOFAR radio lumi-
nosity at 144 MHz, L144 MHz, was converted to L944 MHz us-
ing Equation 3. Both samples span the same luminosity range.
The LLS values for the eFEDS/LOFAR sample span a similar
range, from approximately 10 kpc to 1500 kpc, with a mean
value of 228 kpc. We note that the apparent positive correla-
tion is known to be driven by a selection effect against large,
low-luminosity sources (i.e., those in the bottom right region
of the plot) due to surface brightness limitations (Shabala et al.
2008; Hardcastle et al. 2016, 2019).

3.2 BCG offsets
BCGs typically reside at the bottom of a cluster’s gravita-
tional potential well. Therefore, measuring the spatial offset
between the BCG and the cluster centre provides an initial
indication of the cluster’s dynamical state.

We calculated the BCG offsets using the BCG position
and the X-ray centre of the eRASS1 primary cluster cata-
logues (see Section 2.3). Then, we performed visual inspec-
tions on the corrected image of eRASS1 in the 0.2 − 2.3 keV
band, the DESI Legacy Survey DR10 image and the ASKAP
radio image of each cluster to ensure the correct position of
the BCG (see two examples in Appendix 1, Figures 11 and
12), as well as the information of the galaxy cluster members
provided in eRASS Cluster Inspector.e In total, we iden-
tified 30 clusters (20% of the sample) that were assigned incor-
rect BCGs due to, e.g., undetected BCGs or contamination by
bright sources (e.g., stars). For these clusters, we reassigned
the BCG to the visually largest and brightest galaxy member
located closest to the X-ray peak. Furthermore, we utilised

ehttps://erass-cluster-inspector.com/

https://erass-cluster-inspector.com/
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Figure 3. Central radio luminosity at 944 MHz versus largest linear size
(P−D diagram). The gray diamonds are the group and cluster central radio
sources in the eFEDS field measured by LOFAR at 144 MHz (Pasini et al.
2022). The rescaling to 944 MHz luminosity is done by adopting α = 1.0.

the X-ray combined positional uncertainties obtained from
PSF fitting (RADEC_ERR in the catalogue) as estimates for the
uncertainties of the BCG offset. If the X-ray positional un-
certainty exceeds the measured BCG offset, we assigned the
offset as an upper limit. In total, there are 54 clusters with
BCG offset upper limits. We list the BCG position of our
sample in Table 4 in Appendix 1.

The distribution of the BCG offsets of the
eRASS1/ASKAP cluster sample is presented in Appendix 1,
Figure 9 (black bar). The median value of the BCG offset of
the sample is 88.8 kpc (yellow dashed line) with a dispersion
of 121.8 kpc. There are 59 clusters (39%) with BCG offsets
exceeding the median value and the PSF cut of 15′′. We do
not observe any particular trend of the BCG offsets among
the different ASKAP fields (coloured bars). While we note
that the presented BCG offset distribution includes upper
limits, the yielded median value is comparable to the average
BCG offset found in a subsample of eFEDS clusters with
high counts (76.3+30.1

−27.1 kpc), as well as in TNG300 (57.2 kpc)
and Magneticum Box2/hr (87.1 kpc) simulations (Seppi et al.
2023).

Smaller offsets (≲ 70 kpc) are commonly observed in cool
core clusters, where BCGs often exhibit AGN activity (Ed-
wards et al. 2007; Mittal et al. 2009) and strong radio emis-
sions (Pasini et al. 2019, 2021b). This aligns with the AGN
feedback scenario, in which the accretion of cool gas onto
the central supermassive black hole (SMBH) fuels AGN ac-
tivity. To investigate this, we plot the 944 MHz radio lumi-
nosity of the BCG (LR) against the BCG offset (left panel of
Figure 4). The data points are colour-coded to the cluster red-
shift z. Downward arrows indicate radio upper limits (non-
detected sources), while leftward arrows denote upper limits

for the BCG offsets. There is no clear correlation between LR
and BCG offsets. Meanwhile, the redshift distribution of the
data points shows selection effects. In the right panel of Fig-
ure 4, we display the position of the clusters in the LLS versus
BCG offset diagram. There appears to be a positive trend,
which is difficult to quantify due to upper limits in both di-
rections. Nevertheless, the significance of the correlation can
be assessed by, for example, the generalised Kendall’s τ test
(Kendall 1938), a non-parametric hypothesis test to evaluate
the ordinal association. The resulting null-hypothesis prob-
ability (p-value) of 0.0008 indicates a statistically significant
correlation between the two variables, such that BCGs with
a larger radio extent are farther away from the X-ray cen-
tre. This is consistent with previous findings, where sources
in denser environments (i.e., closer to the cluster centres) are
observed to be less extended than those in a diluted environ-
ment (Turner & Shabala 2015; Yates-Jones et al. 2021). How-
ever, similar to the LR − BCG offset plot, the colour-coded
redshift distribution of the LLS−BCG offset plot suggests se-
lection effects, i.e., at high redshift, only massive clusters are
detected and they typically host more powerful radio sources
and have larger BCG offsets.

3.3 Dynamical states from morphological parameters

The morphological parameters derived from X-ray data are a
powerful tool for examining the core properties and dynam-
ical states of clusters. In the left panel of Figure 5, we show
the positions of the eRASS1/ASKAP clusters in the cR500 −LR
diagram. The data points are colour-coded by LX. The me-
dian value of the cR500 of our sample (0.26) is indicated by the
horizontal green dashed lines, and by using this median value
as a threshold, 75 clusters are classified as cool cores (CCs) and
76 as non-cool cores (NCCs). As apparent from the plot, we
do not observe any obvious trend between cR500 and LR (see
Section 3.4).

Additionally, we present the concentration parameter
cR500 as a function of BCG offset in the right panel of Fig-
ure 5, where the data points are colour-coded by LX . We
observed a flat negative correlation with a p-value from the
generalised Kendall’s τ test (see Section 3.2) of 0.0055, indicat-
ing a statistically significant correlation: clusters with higher
cR500 values tend to have smaller BCG offsets, while those with
lower cR500 exhibit larger BCG offsets. This anti-correlation
is expected, as a large BCG offset indicates a dynamically dis-
turbed system, which is less likely to host a strongly peaked,
cool-core structure (e.g., Hudson et al. 2010). Utilizing the
median values of cR500 and BCG offset as the dynamical state
thresholds, we classified 45 clusters (∼ 30%) as relaxed, 46
(∼ 30%) as disturbed, and 60 (∼ 40%) as in intermediate state
(clusters with a smaller BCG offset and lower concentration
than the medians, as well as clusters with a higher concen-
tration but a larger BCG offset than the medians). We re-
call that there are 54 clusters with BCG offset upper limits
(see Section 3.2) that can significantly affect the results of this
cR500 − BCG offset classification. Additionally, we do not ob-
serve any obvious trend between cR500 , BCG offset, and LX .
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Figure 4. Physical separation of the BCGs from the X-ray centres in units of kpc. Left: Radio luminosity of the BCGs at 944 MHz versus BCG offsets. Right:
Largest linear size of the BCGs versus BCG offsets. In both plots, the data points are colour-coded by redshift z, and the arrows indicate upper limits.
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Lovisari et al. (2017) analysed the X-ray morphological pa-
rameters of the Planck Early Sunyaev–Zeldovich (ESZ) clus-
ters observed with XMM-Newton. They investigated combi-
nations of eight parameters sensitive to the presence of sub-
structures, which indicate how active a system is, as well as
those sensitive to core properties to assess relaxation states.
Among them, they found that the centroid shift and concen-
tration parameter are the most effective for identifying relaxed
systems. However, due to the low counts, parameters such as
centroid shift and power ratios cannot reliably be determined
(Sanders et al. 2025).

3.4 Radio and X-ray luminosity correlation
We display the 944 MHz radio luminosity of the BCGs against
the X-ray luminosity of the host clusters in Figure 6 (in log-
log space). The data points with downward arrows are the
upper limits assigned to the 17 non-detected clusters. As also
found in Kolokythas et al. (2018), these faint radio sources are
found only in faint X-ray hosts.

Furthermore, despite the large scatter, there seems to be
a trend suggesting that more luminous central radio galax-
ies are found in clusters with greater X-ray luminosity. To
quantify the correlation between these two variables, we per-
formed a linear regression fit using the parametric EM algo-
rithm regression in the Astronomy SURVival analysis pack-
age (ASURV, Isobe et al. 1986; Feigelson et al. 2014).f We
also employed the Bayesian inference approach from Kelly
(2007) using the Python implementation, LinMix package.g
We find that the results obtained from both methods are con-
sistent with each other within 1σ of their uncertainties. We
adopt the results from ASURV as our default for comparison
with previous studies, while employing LinMix as an inde-
pendent Bayesian cross-check. The fit is performed in log-log
space. For the logY − logX, the relation is in the following
form

log
(
Y
Ypiv

)
= A · log

(
X
Xpiv

)
+ B, (5)

where A and B are the slope and the intercept of the relation,
respectively, while Ypiv and Xpiv are the pivot points, which
are the median values of the variables. We show the linear fit
and its 68% confidence interval as the orange solid and shaded
area, respectively. The best-fit parameters are listed in Table 3.

The p-value from the generalised Kendall’s τ test is 0.0018,
suggesting that the correlation is statistically significant, that
is, it is unlikely that the association is due to random fluc-
tuations. The logLR − logLX slope of the eRASS1/ASKAP
sample, A = 0.70 ± 0.18, is in good agreement within the
1σ uncertainty with other works. For instance, B23 with the
eRASS1/PS1 sample of 75 clusters found a slope of 0.89±0.04,
Pasini et al. (2022) with the eFEDS/LOFAR sample of 542
groups and clusters (including upper limits) found 0.84±0.09,
as well as Pasini et al. (2021a) with the VLA-COSMOS sample
of 79 groups found 0.94 ± 0.43.

fhttps://github.com/rsnemmen/asurv
ghttps://linmix.readthedocs.io/en/latest/

Mittal et al. (2009) also reported a trend between LR and
LX for the strong cool core (SCC) clusters in the HIFLUGCS
sample. They found a slope of 1.38 ± 0.16. From our CC
subsample, we determined a slope of 0.68 ± 0.23, which is
consistent within 2.5σ uncertainties with the slope reported
by Mittal et al. (2009).
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Figure 6. Radio luminosity of the BCGs at 944 MHz against the X-ray lu-
minosity of the host clusters. The dark orange solid line and shaded area
are the logLR − logLX relation and its 1σ confidence band from the entire
sample, while the blue dashed line and shaded area are from the CC sub-
sample. The parameters of the correlation are listed in Table 3.

3.5 Mechanical power of the radio jets
Radio luminosity measures the synchrotron radiation from
the central radio sources, which contributes only a small frac-
tion of the energy outflows produced by the central SMBH.
Most of the mechanical (kinetic) AGN jet power is actually
stored in the lobes and/or deposited into the ICM during
the expansion of the radio sources (Scheuer 1974). Although
it is possible to directly estimate the mechanical jet power,
this requires multi-frequency radio data covering the radio-
emitting region, which also includes resolving some areas of
the radio lobes (e.g., O’Dea et al. 2009). Nonetheless, numer-
ous studies have shown that the mechanical jet power scales
well with the radio luminosity (e.g., Willott et al. 1999; Bîrzan
et al. 2004, 2008; Daly et al. 2012). As expressed in Heckman
& Best (2014), the formula in terms of 1.4 GHz radio lumi-
nosity, L1.4 GHz, is

Lmech,HB+14 = 4× 1042 erg s−1 · f 3/2
W ·

(
L1.4 GHz

1032 erg s−1 Hz−1

)0.86
,

(6)
where fW is a factor to represent all the uncertainties due to
limited understanding of the physics of radio sources, such as
the composition of the radio jet plasma and low energy cut-
off of the electron energy distribution. The mechanical AGN

https://github.com/rsnemmen/asurv
https://linmix.readthedocs.io/en/latest/
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Table 3. Radio and X-ray luminosity correlations of the eRASS1/ASKAP cluster sample. The relation is formulated in Equation 5.

Correlation⋆ A B Ypiv Xpiv σ‡ p†

logLR − logLX (all) 0.70 ± 0.18 −0.19 ± 0.09 9.40 × 1030 erg s−1 Hz−1 6.64 × 1043 erg s−1 1.0956 0.0018

logLR − logLX (CC) 0.68 ± 0.23 0.13 ± 0.12 2.73 × 1030 erg s−1 Hz−1 6.58 × 1043 erg s−1 1.0322 0.0332

logLmech,HB+14 − logLX, r<Rcool (CC) 0.59 ± 0.20 0.11 ± 0.11 7.49 × 1042 erg s−1 5.59 × 1043 erg s−1 0.8877 0.0336

⋆Calculated using ASURV package (Feigelson et al. 2014), ‡scatter, †generalised Kendall’s τ null-hypothesis probability.

power in radio lobes can also be measured directly through
X-ray cavities (e.g., Boehringer et al. 1993; McNamara et al.
2000). Although finding the cavities requires deep and spa-
tially resolved observations, those that were observed had been
employed to infer the mechanical power of the AGN (e.g.,
Bîrzan et al. 2004) by correlating their power with the ra-
dio luminosity. The uncertainty arises from estimating the
cavity energy, Ecav = fcavpV , where p is the pressure of the
surrounding medium and V is the cavity volume. Cavagnolo
et al. (2010) investigated the relationship between the me-
chanical jet power and radio luminosity using Chandra X-ray
and Very Large Array radio data, which is given as

Pcav = 7 × 1043 erg s−1 · fcav ·

(
L1.4 GHz

1032 erg s−1 Hz−1

)0.68
. (7)

Typically, fcav = 4 is adopted, such that 4pV is the enthalpy of
a cavity filled with relativistic plasma. This value is also consis-
tent with a general balance between AGN heating and radia-
tive cooling in massive clusters. For fcav = 4 and fW = 15, the
normalizations of Equation 6 and 7 agree with a typical source
of L1.4 GHz ∼ 1025 W Hz−1 ≈ 1032 erg s−1 Hz−1 (Heckman &
Best 2014). This factor is also in good agreement with ob-
servational findings (e.g., Merloni & Heinz 2007). With this,
we used the final form of Equation 6 to calculate the radio
mechanical luminosity, which is

Lmech,HB+14 = 4×1042 erg s−1 ·153/2 ·

(
L1.4 GHz

1032 erg s−1 Hz−1

)0.86
.

(8)
We computed the radio luminosities of the sample (rescaled to
1.4 GHz from their observed central frequency using Equa-
tion 3) into this equation.

Additionally, we also utilised the mechanical luminosity
determined by Shabala & Godfrey (2013) (their Equation 8),
which accounts for the size of the source, serving as a proxy
for the age of the radio source. The equation is given as

Lmech,SG+13 = 1043 erg s−1 · 1.5+1.8
−0.8

(
L151 MHz

1034 erg s−1 Hz−1

)0.8

× (1 + z)1.0
(

LLS
kpc

)0.58±0.17
, (9)

where L151 MHz is the 151 MHz radio luminosity, which we
obtained by scaling the radio luminosity of our sources by
using Equation 3.

3.5.1 AGN mechanical feedback in the eRASS1/ASKAP
CC subsample

Without any heating mechanisms, the dense ICM in the clus-
ter cores would cool rapidly, leading to a short central cool-
ing time (tcool). Observations indicate that heating regulated
by AGN is particularly significant in these CC systems. For
instance, studies have shown that the fraction of AGN in-
creases with decreasing tcool (Mittal et al. 2009). Enhanced
star formation near the cluster center seems to occur only
in systems where tcool < 1 Gyr (Rafferty et al. 2008). Using
the HIFLUGCS sample, which consists of 64 clusters, Main
et al. (2017) observed a distinction between the CC and NCC
clusters in the AGN mechanical feedback power versus clus-
ter mass diagram (see their Figure 9). They discovered that
AGN feedback in CC clusters (tcool < 1 Gyr within an aper-
ture of 0.004R500 from the cluster centre) is more powerful,
and there is a notable correlation with the mass of the cluster.
Measurement of a gas property in a small aperture requires
deep, high-resolution observations. Since spatially-resolved
spectral analysis is not possible with our sample, we utilised
cR500 , which is also a sensitive identifier of cool cores (see Sec-
tion 3.3). We constructed a CC subsample by using a thresh-
old of cR500 > 0.26. This subsample consists of 75 clusters,
including 11 radio upper limits. Although there is no clear
distinction between CC and NCC based on their Lmech and
masses, we focus our analysis on the CC subsample where ra-
diative cooling is most significant.

Additionally, we recall that the used LX from the eRASS1
primary cluster catalogue was calculated within 300 kpc,
which corresponds to an average of 0.34R500 in our sample.
Previous studies that have utilised high-resolution, deeper X-
ray data indicate that estimations should be taken from a much
smaller radius, where gas cools to lower temperatures (re-
ferred to as the cooling radius, Rcool), and the effect of AGN
feedback is more relevant. To have a more meaningful com-
parison, a comparison with integrated X-ray luminosity at
Rcool (LX, r<Rcool ) should be done. In our attempt, we adopted
Rcool = 0.08R500, as found in Hudson et al. (2010) for the
CC clusters of the HIFLUGCS sample. The scaling factor
to convert LX to LX, r<Rcool (fRcool ) was calculated by taking
the ratio of the integrated surface brightness profile value at
Rcool to the value at 300 kpc. The integrated surface bright-
ness profile was constructed from a single β-model profile
(Cavaliere & Fusco-Femiano 1976), assuming a core radius
of rc = 0.0035R500, which was the value found by the analysis
of the inner regions of the HIFLUGCS CC clusters in Hud-
son et al. (2010). Even when assuming a larger core radius,
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rc ≈ 0.05R500, with the worst case of the slope β = 0.5, the
ratio would only decrease to 0.35. Thus, for 0.5 ≤ β ≤ 1.0
and rc = 0.0035R500, we obtained 0.7 ≤ fRcool ≤ 1.0, such that
fRcool = 0.85±0.15 was assumed. By multiplying LX by fRcool ,
we obtained LX, r<Rcool . For the CC subsample, the X-ray lu-
minosity ranges are 2.85 × 1042 ≤ LX/erg s−1 ≤ 6.43 × 1044

and 2.42 × 1042 ≤ LX, r<Rcool / erg s−1 ≤ 5.46 × 1044, respec-
tively.
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Figure 7. Central AGN mechanical luminosity scaled from the monochro-
matic radio luminosity using Equation 8 from Heckman & Best (2014)
against X-ray luminosity within the cooling radius for the CC subsample
(cR500 > 0.26). The blue solid line and shaded area are the linear fit and the
1σ band constrained from the CC subsample. The dotted line marks the
1-to-1 line.

In Figure 7, the logLmech,HB+14 − logLX, r<Rcool plot for
the CC subsample is shown, where Lmech,HB+14 was cal-
culated using Equation 8 from Heckman & Best (2014).
The Lmech,HB+14 ranges from 9.47 × 1040 erg s−1 to 1.22 ×
1045 erg s−1, which is consistent with other works (e.g.,
Bîrzan et al. 2004; Merloni & Heinz 2007; Pasini et al. 2022).

We performed a linear regression on this subsample us-
ing the ASURV package, which yielded a slope of 0.59 ± 0.20
(solid blue line and blue shaded area). The slope is in agree-
ment with the slope estimated from the sample in Merloni &
Heinz (2007), 0.81±0.11 and within 2.1σ from the slope from
the eFEDS/LOFAR sample of 1.07 ± 0.11 (Pasini et al. 2022).
The correlation obtained from the CC sub-sample is mod-
erately significant, with a p-value of 0.0336 from the gener-
alised Kendall’s τ test and seems to be mainly driven by high
redshift clusters. By excluding the non-detected sources, a
steeper slope of A = 0.65 ± 0.17 is obtained. For this subsam-
ple, we found that the correlation has higher statistical signif-
icance with a p-value of 0.0045. However, it is important to
note that there is significant scatter in the data, with σ = 0.89
for the CC subsample and σ = 0.72 for the CC-detected-only
subsample. As shown in Figure 7, the best-fit line intersects

with the 1-to-1 line at LX, r<Rcool ≈ 8.18×1041 erg s−1, which
naively suggests that above these cuts, the central AGN feed-
back in our sample is ineffective in countering the ICM ra-
diative losses (see Section 3.5.2).

Additionally, we present the logLmech,SG+13 −

logLX, r<Rcool plot, where Lmech,SG+13 was calculated using
Equation 9, in Figure 13. The Lmech,SG+13 values obtained
from this equation are consistent with the Lmech,HB+14 values
within their uncertainties (more discussion in Appendix 2).

3.5.2 Efficiency of AGN feedback
We used two methods to calculate the efficiency, which is de-
fined as the AGN energy input required to balance the ICM
radiative losses. First, we computed the predicted mechanical
luminosity (calculated using Equation 8) at an integrated X-
ray luminosity value, Lmech,HB+14, pred, using the linear form
of Equation 5. The efficiency is then obtained by taking the
ratio between Lmech,HB+14, pred and the given LX, r<Rcool (LX
multiplied by fRcool , as defined in Section 3.5.1). We evalu-
ated the efficiency at LX, r<Rcool = 1042 erg s−1, 1043.74 erg s−1,
and 1045 erg s−1. The estimated efficiency at these given val-
ues is 92.0 ± 77.8%, 17.5 ± 4.3%, and 5.3 ± 3.3%. Second,
we utilised the method described in Israel et al. (2014). First,
we calculated the logarithmic bias b = ⟨logLmech,HB+14 −
logLX, r<Rcool⟩, which is the average logarithmic difference
between Lmech,HB+14 and LX, r<Rcool . The error of b is taken
to be the standard error of (logLmech,HB+14 − logLX, r<Rcool ),
and the efficiency is estimated by 10b × 100%. For the CC
subsample, a logarithmic bias of b = −0.66± 0.09 corresponds
to an efficiency of 21.8+5.2

−4.2%.
We show the distribution of the efficiency (second

method) calculated using Lmech,HB+14 and LX r<Rcool in Fig-
ure 10. Furthermore, if the radio upper limits are not con-
sidered when estimating the correlation, the efficiency at
the above mentioned LX, r<Rcool values are 125.0 ± 87.3%,
30.2 ± 6.3%, and 10.8 ± 5.8%, respectively. While using the
second method, a bias of b = −0.49 ± 0.09 was calculated,
which corresponds to an efficiency of 32.1+7.7

−6.2%.

3.6 Statistical robustness and selection effect
To further evaluate the statistical robustness of the observed
correlations, we performed a bootstrap resampling analysis.
We generated 5000 bootstrap realisations by randomly sam-
pling with replacement from the original dataset. In each re-
alisation, some elements can be repeated while others may be
excluded, but the size of each realization remains the same
as the original sample size. We then performed linear fitting
on each realisation using the ASURV package. Afterward, we
compared the distributions of the correlation coefficients from
the resampled datasets with the values obtained from the orig-
inal dataset.

Given that our sample spans a wide redshift range, the ap-
parent correlations may be affected by selection effects. To
investigate this, first, we used the partial correlation Kendall’s
τ test (Akritas & Siebert 1996). The test has been used in other
works (e.g., Ineson et al. 2015; Pasini et al. 2022) to confirm a



12 Angie Veronica et al.

correlation in the presence of redshift dependence and upper
limits. A lower null-hypothesis probability value indicates a
high likelihood that the observed correlation is real and not
driven by selection effects. Secondly, we examined the corre-
sponding flux–flux correlations to further assess the potential
impact of observational biases, including selection effects and
detection thresholds. The results of bootstrap, partial corre-
lation Kendall’s τ test, and flux-flux analyses are presented in
the following subsections.

3.6.1 logLR–logLX
We performed the bootstrap resampling on the full sample.
The mean and standard deviation derived from the slope dis-
tribution of the resampled datasets is Aboot = 0.70 ± 0.18,
which is consistent with the slope from the original dataset,
A = 0.70± 0.18 (see Table 3 for the correlation coefficients of
the original dataset). The mean normalization obtained from
the resampled datasets is Bboot = −0.19 ± 0.08, also in good
agreement with B = −0.19 ± 0.09. The median of the scat-
ters and Kendall’s τ p-values across the resamplings are σboot =
1.0865 and pboot = 0.0019, respectively. These results support
the statistical significance of the observed logLR–logLX cor-
relation and suggest that it is not strongly dependent on any
particular data point, i.e., it is unlikely to have occurred by
chance.

However, the partial correlation Kendall’s τ test of the
logLR–logLX correlation returns a high null-hypothesis
probability value, p > 0.2 (τ = 0.0459 and σ = 0.0433), sug-
gesting that the observed correlation is influenced by selection
effects. From the flux-flux analysis (log fR–log fX), we deter-
mined a slope of Af−f = 0.51 ± 0.22 and a normalization of
Bf−f = −0.12 ± 0.09, both of which are consistent with the
values from the original dataset within 1σ (Table 3). The scat-
ter, σf−f = 1.0872, is also at a similar order of magnitude. The
generalised Kendall’s τ statistic test gives a null-hypothesis
probability value of pf−f = 0.0328. Nevertheless, when the
highest flux clusters (fX > 10−11.5 erg s−1 cm−2) are excluded,
the p-value increases to ≳ 5%, indicating that the correla-
tion becomes statistically insignificant. This implies that the
observed log fR − log fX correlation is primarily driven by a
small number of high flux clusters.

3.6.2 logLmech,HB+14–logLX, r<Rcool

The bootstrap resampling analysis of the CC subsample
for the logLmech,HB+14–logLX, r<Rcool correlation results in a
slope of Aboot = 0.58 ± 0.22 and a normalization of Bboot =
0.11 ± 0.11, which are consistent with the values from the
original dataset, A = 0.59 ± 0.20 and B = 0.11 ± 0.11. The
median of the scatters and Kendall’s τ p-values are σboot =
0.0.8711 and pboot = 0.0323, respectively, both in good agree-
ment with the values determined from the original dataset.
These results confirm that the correlation found in the CC
subsample is robust against outliers.

We further validated the correlation using the par-
tial correlation Kendall’s τ test and flux-flux analysis.
From the former, we obtained τ = 0.0839 and σ =

0.0698, subsequently, p = 0.2292. This implies that the
logLmech,HB+14–logLX, r<Rcool correlation is dependent on
the redshift. In contrast, the flux-flux analysis yielded
Af−f = 0.86 ± 0.26, Bf−f = −0.03 ± 0.11, and σf−f =
0.9129. The generalised Kendall’s τ test showed a smaller
null-hypothesis probability of pf−f = 0.0076 compared to
the luminosity-luminosity analysis. This value increases to
0.0391 when excluding the highest flux clusters (fX, r<Rcool >
10−11.5 erg s−1 cm−2), but it still indicates a statistically signif-
icant correlation. The findings from the bootstrapping and
flux-flux analyses may suggest that the correlation is intrinsic
to the Lmech,HB+14 and LX, r<Rcool .

4. Discussions
4.1 Radio and X-ray luminosity correlation
Although the apparent logLR–logLX correlation (Sec-
tion 3.4) appears to be driven by selection effects (Sec-
tion 3.6.1), we note that our sample is based on eRASS1-only
data, which is not complete (see Figure 8 of Bulbul et al. 2024).
Hence, some clusters, especially the fainter ones, are missing
from our analysis. With deeper data (e.g., eRASS:5) combined
with radio data with higher spatial resolution, we expect more
sources to populate the lower left area of the logLR–logLX
space (Figure 6). This could potentially strengthen the cor-
relation and result in a steeper slope. Nonetheless, we anal-
ysed the impact of the selection threshold, i.e., the flux cut,
on both the significance of the correlation and the best-fit pa-
rameters. We created subsamples by applying flux cuts that
range from 1 × 10−13 erg s−1 cm−2 to 3 × 10−13 erg s−1 cm−2,
resulting in a number of clusters between 84 and 145. We
recall that the flux cut from the eRASS1 primary cluster cat-
alog is 4 × 10−14 erg s−1 cm−2 (Bulbul et al. 2024). Our find-
ings indicate that the logLR–logLX correlations from these
subsamples are consistent with those obtained from the full
sample, and they are statistically significant, with generalised
Kendall’s τ p-values always staying below 0.05.

Nevertheless, the indication of a weak positive correla-
tion between the X-ray luminosity of host clusters and the
radio power of BCGs may come from the fact that the X-
ray luminosity correlates directly with the mass of the cluster
(e.g., Lovisari et al. 2020). Therefore, more massive and lu-
minous clusters contain a larger gas reservoir to fuel the cen-
tral SMBHs (Stott et al. 2012; Kolokythas et al. 2018; Gaspari
et al. 2019), triggering AGN activity and thus, increasing the
radio power of the BCGs. Various studies have also investi-
gated the correlation between the mass of SMBHs and the
radio luminosity of the host BCGs. For example, Mittal et al.
(2009) reported a correlation between (MBH) and LR for their
SCC subsample (see their Figure 10). Additionally, the au-
thors found that the mass of the BCG increases with the size
of the cluster, indicating that MBH scales with M500 (see Fig-
ure 11 of Mittal et al. 2009). This suggests that more massive
clusters may host more powerful radio sources, even when as-
suming a constant SMBH energy conversion rate (e.g., Fujita
& Reiprich 2004).

As our sample did not reveal a positive correlation be-
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tween the concentration parameter cR500 and LR (left panel of
Figure 5), this may suggest that clusters with higher central
gas density do not necessarily harbour more powerful radio
sources. Therefore, it might be that gas supply is not the pri-
mary mechanism driving the LR − LX correlation. However,
to explore the other scenario, an investigation on the opti-
cal properties of the host galaxies of the SMBHs is required,
which is beyond the scope of this study.

4.2 Efficiency of AGN feedback in the eRASS1/ASKAP
CC subsample
The linear fit from our measurements suggests that while
AGN feedback might be able to counterbalance ICM cool-
ing in low-luminosity systems (i.e., LX, r<Rcool ≲ 8.18 ×
1041 erg s−1, see Section 3.5.1 and Figure 7), its efficiency ap-
pears to decrease as the X-ray cooling luminosity increases.
For instance, at LX, r<Rcool ≈ 5.50 × 1043 erg s−1, the AGN
feedback seems to only supply, on average, around 13.3 −
21.8% of the energy required to counterbalance the radia-
tive losses of the ICM. This may imply that in more luminous
(high mass) systems, AGN feedback alone may not be suffi-
cient to completely compensate for radiative losses (see Sec-
tion 1). One notable case is the cooling flow cluster, Abell
1068 (Wise et al. 2004; McNamara et al. 2004), where a star-
burst is observed in its cD galaxy, along with an increase in
gas metallicity toward the cluster core. The authors claimed
that the heating from the central radio source and thermal
conduction in this cluster is minor compared to the contri-
butions from supernovae. Recent results from Resolve, the
high-spectral-resolution X-ray microcalorimeter on board
the XRISM satellite, also indicate that gas turbulence and bulk
motions induced by sloshing play a more significant role in
thermal heating than cavities formed by AGN (XRISM Col-
laboration et al. 2025).

The insufficiency of AGN feedback in offsetting cooling
losses has also been noted in other statistical studies. For ex-
ample, Igo & Merloni (2025) found that in large groups and
clusters (Mhalo > 3 × 1013M⊙) from their LOFAR-eFEDS
sample, the ratio of AGN jet kinetic energy to gas cooling
energy drops to approximately 3 − 60% (see their Figure 7).
Gupta et al. (2020) reported that for their high mass clusters
(M500 ≳ 5 × 1014M⊙) the average radio feedback is smaller
than the average core radiative losses within 0.1R500 (see their
right plot of Figure 11). Their ratio between the AGN me-
chanical feedback energy and the central X-ray luminosities
goes as low as 0.15. These authors included the entire ra-
dio AGN population and not exclusively those hosted by the
BCGs. Furthermore, their sample consisted of only detected
radio AGNs from the Sydney University Molonglo Sky Sur-
vey (SUMSS; Mauch et al. 2003) catalogue, which has the
minimum flux density of 6 mJy. This indicates that their sam-
ple consisted of brighter radio sources compared to the ones
in this study, and their ratio estimates could be lower if the
non-detection sources were considered.

While the age of the radio sources was considered using
Equation 9, other assumptions came into the conversion of the

944 MHz radio emission to the mechanical luminosity (e.g.,
environment). Follow-up studies aimed at better defining the
relationship between Lmech and LR will help to reduce these
uncertainties. There are also assumptions when estimating
fRcool that might contribute further to the distribution of the
data points. Adding to the scatter in the y-axis direction is the
fact that AGN activity is variable, and therefore, the AGN jet
power is also variable (McNamara & Nulsen 2012; Hardcastle
et al. 2019).

5. Conclusions

We conducted a statistical study of eRASS1 galaxy clusters in
the ASKAP fields (PS1, PS2, and SWAG-X). We identified
the radio sources associated with the BCGs of the clusters and
analysed the correlation between their radio properties and
the X-ray properties of the host clusters. Below, we sum-
marise our findings:

• Our sample consists of 151 clusters. The sample spans a
redshift range of 0.033 ≤ z ≤ 1.126 and X-ray luminosity
range of 2.72 × 1042 erg s−1 ≤ LX ≤ 1.32 × 1045 erg s−1.
We identified radio sources associated with 134 BCGs, re-
sulting in a detection rate of 89%. The 944 MHz radio
luminosities of the corresponding central sources lie be-
tween ∼1028 and 1033 erg s−1 Hz−1.

• We identified a potential positive trend between LLS and
BCG offset, which may hint at an environmental influ-
ence on the morphology of central radio sources. How-
ever, we notice that selection effects are present due to the
fact that at high redshifts, only massive clusters with more
powerful radio sources are detected.

• We observed a weak correlation between the 944 MHz ra-
dio luminosity of the central sources and the X-ray lumi-
nosity of the host clusters, suggesting that more luminous
central radio galaxies are found in more luminous clusters.

• We estimated the mechanical power of the central ra-
dio sources from their monochromatic radio luminosi-
ties by using well-established scaling relations. We
also scaled the integrated X-ray luminosity from within
300 kpc into a cooling radius of 8%R500. The determined
logLmech,HB+14–logLX, r<Rcool correlation from our CC
subsample shows an indication that the AGN feedback is
not efficient for high luminosity (high mass) clusters. At
LX, r<Rcool ≈ 5.50× 1043 erg s−1, the AGN feedback seems
to only supply, on average, around 13 − 22% of the en-
ergy required to counterbalance the radiative losses of the
ICM. Uncertainties in the scaling of Lmech and LX, r<Rcool
may contribute to this observed inefficiency.

Future studies utilising deeper X-ray data (e.g., eRASS:5) and
broader sky coverage (e.g., the upcoming ASKAP/EMU sur-
vey, Hopkins et al. 2025) will include a larger sample of galaxy
groups and clusters, enabling a more comprehensive investi-
gation of the interplay between central AGNs and ICM.
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Appendix 1. X-ray and radio properties of the eRASS1/ASKAP clusters
We list the BCG properties of the eRASS1 clusters found in the ASKAP fields in Table 4. In Figure 8 we display the distribution
of the properties of the eRASS1/ASKAP clusters: the mass (M500), redshift (z), and characteristic radius (R500) are shown in
the top, middle, and bottom panel, respectively. We present the BCG offset distribution in Figure 9 and the AGN feedback
efficiency distribution as a function of cluster mass and redshift in Figure 10. Furthermore, multiwavelength images of two
clusters are shown in Figures 11 and 12.

Table 4. BCG properties of the eRASS1 clusters found in the ASKAP fields.

1eRASS Name RABCG DECBCG z SR,944 MHz [mJy] LLS [kpc] ASKAP field
J201601.3-495436CC 304.0066 -49.9066 0.2711 28.65 ± 0.72 240.0 ± 9.2 PS1

J202154.3-525715 305.4725 -52.9510 0.1391 142.58 ± 2.99 176.0 ± 8.1 PS1
J202726.9-522215 306.8682 -52.3694 0.0644 5.98 ± 0.26 44.0 ± 5.8 PS1
J203043.7-563749 307.6886 -56.6322 0.3939 27.15 ± 0.69 286.0 ± 10.0 PS1
J204008.3-503254 310.0406 -50.5480 0.1494 54.06 ± 1.22 242.0 ± 9.2 PS1
J204612.1-575544 311.5488 -57.9306 0.2251 308.33 ± 6.31 266.0 ± 9.7 PS1

J205146.0-604621CC 312.9407 -60.7729 0.3372 3.04 ± 0.20 178.0 ± 8.1 PS1
J205156.7-523751 312.9872 -52.6297 0.0448 4.95 ± 0.24 32.0 ± 5.6 PS1

J205316.0-620912CC 313.3130 -62.1517 0.3953 0.31 ± 0.15 32.0 ± 5.6 PS1
J205555.4-545538CC 313.9830 -54.9302 0.1395 21.86 ± 0.58 218.0 ± 8.8 PS1
J211250.8-531753CC 318.2121 -53.2983 0.2231 8.62 ± 0.31 374.0 ± 11.6 PS1

J211652.8-593039 319.2222 -59.5088 0.0578 60.74 ± 1.36 226.0 ± 9.0 PS1
J212023.5-542845CC 320.1055 -54.4780 0.2410 5.83 ± 0.26 130.0 ± 7.3 PS1
J213305.7-594531CC 323.2733 -59.7603 0.5051 0.26 ± 0.15 64.0 ± 6.1 PS1

J213505.3-625454 323.7732 -62.9159 0.2228 4.26 ± 0.23 298.0 ± 10.2 PS1
J213536.8-572622 323.9060 -57.4419 0.4268 4.63 ± 0.24 258.0 ± 9.5 PS1
J213800.9-600758 324.5035 -60.1317 0.3188 5.88 ± 0.26 504.0 ± 13.8 PS1

J214359.4-563717CC 325.9968 -56.6225 0.0820 168.40 ± 3.51 206.0 ± 8.6 PS1
J214553.0-564448 326.4664 -56.7483 0.4810 2.76 ± 0.20 432.0 ± 12.6 PS1

J214622.3-571714CC 326.5942 -57.2868 0.0733 4.69 ± 0.24 170.0 ± 8.0 PS1
J214647.5-573648CC 326.7027 -57.6150 0.6109 1.02 ± 0.16 96.0 ± 6.7 PS1

J214844.5-611650 327.1785 -61.2795 0.5722 2.54 ± 0.19 364.0 ± 11.4 PS1
J215129.7-552019 327.8746 -55.3369 0.0409 2623.45 ± 52.61 82.0 ± 6.5 PS1

J215625.0-513110CC 329.1034 -51.5220 0.4942 1.94 ± 0.18 328.0 ± 10.8 PS1
J220112.5-614737CC 330.3022 -61.7947 0.2382 10.27 ± 0.35 316.0 ± 10.6 PS1

J220153.8-595644 330.4722 -59.9454 0.1066 2.13 ± 0.19 160.0 ± 7.8 PS1
J220920.7-514811 332.3402 -51.8072 0.1169 0.79 ± 0.16 232.0 ± 9.1 PS1

J221033.0-570945CC 332.6328 -57.1649 0.3003 0.93 ± 0.16 170.0 ± 8.0 PS1
J221504.0-520501 333.7622 -52.0809 0.5002 2.12 ± 0.18 96.0 ± 6.7 PS1
J221631.8-532501 334.1310 -53.4125 0.1801 83.86 ± 1.82 80.0 ± 6.4 PS1
J222251.8-483423 335.7113 -48.5765 0.6517 0.48 ± 0.15 166.0 ± 7.9 PS1
J203328.8-593552 308.3800 -59.5971 0.2004 353.54 ± 7.21 296.0 ± 10.2 PS1

J201902.9-564238CC 304.7588 -56.7111 0.2313 23.98 ± 0.60 160.0 ± 7.8 PS1
J202321.6-553524 305.8370 -55.5972 0.2305 8.55 ± 0.74 238.0 ± 9.2 PS1

J203153.0-535148CC 307.9693 -53.8626 0.1711 1.11 ± 0.44 252.0 ± 9.4 PS1
J203220.5-562738 308.0586 -56.4368 0.2844 48.45 ± 0.82 82.5 ± 4.9 PS1
J203601.2-513931 308.9892 -51.6527 0.2719 111.78 ± 1.64 286.0 ± 7.6 PS1

J203732.2-540710CC 309.3828 -54.1204 0.1314 4.57 ± 0.44 175.2 ± 7.6 PS1
J203919.4-624401CC 309.7576 -62.7652 0.1014 0.10 98.1 PS1
J204125.2-551440CC 310.3542 -55.2459 0.2186 0.72 ± 0.08 108.5 ± 6.4 PS1

J204408.5-603931 311.0434 -60.6559 0.1213 1.79 ± 0.61 267.2 ± 8.9 PS1
J204822.8-613113 312.0900 -61.5172 0.1076 0.30 ± 0.14 37.0 ± 18.5 PS1

J205750.2-524548CC 314.4707 -52.7733 0.2559 6.52 ± 0.31 366.3 ± 8.6 PS1
J205943.1-501908 314.9220 -50.3029 0.3307 0.59 ± 0.11 112.3 ± 4.9 PS1
J210114.4-554134 315.3039 -55.6940 0.2599 0.10 34.7 PS1

J210452.0-514939CC 316.2138 -51.8235 0.0506 1.64 ± 0.24 131.7 ± 7.4 PS1
J210604.1-584425 316.5194 -58.7412 1.1263 7.73 ± 0.45 87.0 ± 4.7 PS1

J210655.8-603441CC 316.7334 -60.5756 0.1596 40.98 ± 0.73 59.0 ± 4.4 PS1
J211032.5-584227CC 317.6634 -58.7150 0.3555 0.10 186.7 PS1
J212251.3-582948CC 320.7058 -58.4950 0.2932 0.93 ± 0.16 184.8 ± 10.0 PS1

J212433.5-612500 321.1449 -61.4124 0.4365 17.47 ± 0.57 74.9 ± 37.5 PS1
J212623.2-553221 321.6349 -55.5222 0.8570 0.70 ± 0.02 160.4 ± 12.8 PS1

J213151.8-500345CC 322.9636 -50.0624 0.4570 0.12 ± 0.09 55.9 ± 2.1 PS1
J214528.9-513623CC 326.3730 -51.6071 0.0538 0.42 ± 0.16 337.9 ± 17.1 PS1

J215406.4-575136 328.5175 -57.8676 0.0753 1.67 ± 0.59 280.6 ± 5.7 PS1
J215453.8-611541CC 328.7207 -61.2607 0.1033 11.44 ± 0.92 93.0 ± 46.5 PS1
J215815.7-502328CC 329.5744 -50.3977 0.4885 0.11 ± 0.05 206.0 ± 9.2 PS1

J215826.3-602359 329.6091 -60.4261 0.0849 2.88 ± 0.21 281.4 ± 11.7 PS1
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1eRASS Name RABCG DECBCG z SR,944 MHz [mJy] LLS [kpc] ASKAP field
J215918.0-564510CC 329.8259 -56.7500 0.2794 1.03 ± 0.09 287.0 ± 15.9 PS1

J220504.3-592716 331.2512 -59.4547 0.3504 2.14 ± 0.21 144.5 ± 14.5 PS1
J220609.1-494126CC 331.5336 -49.7188 0.1284 5.42 ± 0.42 47.7 ± 2.2 PS1

J220731.3-492529 331.8876 -49.4122 0.2541 13.18 ± 0.64 135.2 ± 7.6 PS1
J220756.6-522333 331.9916 -52.3887 0.1106 0.24 ± 0.12 39.1 ± 2.3 PS1

J220952.8-553521CC 332.4480 -55.5817 0.1680 135.89 ± 2.37 84.2 ± 3.1 PS1
J221117.3-483401 332.8222 -48.5727 0.2565 0.29 ± 0.20 117.3 ± 3.9 PS1
J221454.0-532017 333.7287 -53.3502 0.3381 145.74 ± 1.46 124.9 ± 13.5 PS1
J221959.1-581546 334.9924 -58.2725 0.2814 7.00 ± 0.79 119.1 ± 3.3 PS1
J221959.2-482901 335.0168 -48.4767 0.8711 2.07 ± 0.31 197.8 ± 8.8 PS1
J222000.0-522730 335.0352 -52.4640 0.1065 0.55 ± 0.12 204.8 ± 10.3 PS1
J222000.3-620520 335.0116 -62.0862 0.0634 0.77 ± 0.29 84.7 ± 3.2 PS1
J222120.9-501707 335.3608 -50.2793 0.1791 605.73 ± 3.79 105.3 ± 4.8 PS1
J222327.0-522740 335.8409 -52.4637 0.2734 0.46 ± 0.21 221.7 ± 8.2 PS1

J222420.4-503901CC 336.0797 -50.6577 0.3354 0.10 50.0 PS1
J211622.6-595403CC 319.0925 -59.9032 0.0602 101.26 ± 6.48 312.8 ± 5.9 PS1
J213917.7-630845CC 324.8008 -63.1455 0.2373 0.34 ± 0.20 148.4 ± 9.9 PS1

J222319.6-501552 335.8332 -50.2658 0.2659 145.86 ± 4.40 508.9 ± 10.0 PS1
J201847.9-524238CC 304.6946 -52.6910 0.0502 309.06 ± 5.06 114.9 ± 4.4 PS1

J202555.3-511709 306.4823 -51.2745 0.2286 25.59 ± 3.80 214.1 ± 8.9 PS1
J220052.4-515502CC 330.2247 -51.9221 0.2180 6.32 ± 0.36 378.2 ± 16.2 PS1

J215919.0-521025 329.8301 -52.1648 0.4982 3.77 ± 0.59 96.5 ± 4.1 PS1
J082604.4+041910 126.5118 4.3250 0.4742 4.52 ± 0.29 46.6 ± 2.7 SWAG-X

J083133.9-035152CC 127.8926 -3.8652 0.1746 12.64 ± 0.16 127.3 ± 3.5 SWAG-X
J083205.0+041853 128.0177 4.3099 0.2012 152.11 ± 0.68 349.1 ± 6.2 SWAG-X
J083652.6+030000 129.2144 3.0004 0.1910 5.12 ± 0.09 203.1 ± 14.5 SWAG-X

J083714.1-032144CC 129.3078 -3.3617 0.0410 0.40 ± 0.09 129.6 ± 9.4 SWAG-X
J083811.9-015938CC 129.5491 -1.9932 0.5590 75.68 ± 0.31 89.5 ± 44.8 SWAG-X
J084306.7+002834CC 130.7832 0.4831 0.2636 10.24 ± 0.10 351.2 ± 2.4 SWAG-X
J084342.8+040323CC 130.9295 4.0596 0.2021 0.69 ± 0.07 105.1 ± 8.9 SWAG-X
J084531.1+022840CC 131.3825 2.4759 0.0768 10.93 ± 0.14 552.6 ± 8.5 SWAG-X
J085412.1-022058CC 133.5539 -2.3495 0.3684 0.63 ± 0.13 181.6 ± 2.0 SWAG-X
J085751.0+031014 134.4750 3.1766 0.2025 8.24 ± 0.25 438.3 ± 7.6 SWAG-X

J090131.4+030055CC 135.3795 3.0157 0.1936 0.36 ± 0.09 209.5 ± 7.3 SWAG-X
J091235.0-042929 138.1475 -4.4918 0.2060 16.72 ± 0.17 275.3 ± 12.8 SWAG-X
J091414.7+001922 138.5613 0.3252 0.1665 10.53 ± 0.18 302.3 ± 5.1 SWAG-X
J091453.6+041611 138.7190 4.2654 0.1477 84.60 ± 0.24 349.2 ± 1.2 SWAG-X
J092023.1+013433 140.0980 1.5789 0.6939 5.45 ± 0.16 115.4 ± 0.5 SWAG-X

J092546.2-014321CC 141.4387 -1.7288 0.2265 95.17 ± 0.56 271.3 ± 0.2 SWAG-X
J092647.6+050038CC 141.6970 5.0011 0.4659 2.09 ± 0.18 234.9 ± 5.0 SWAG-X
J093150.9-002220CC 142.9627 -0.3705 0.3353 0.59 ± 0.15 116.8 ± 0.7 SWAG-X
J093346.9-025503CC 143.4550 -2.9139 0.1290 4.07 ± 0.22 30.3 ± 2.1 SWAG-X
J093347.9+071429 143.4528 7.2459 0.2527 0.81 ± 0.09 201.4 ± 21.5 SWAG-X

J093527.1+073020CC 143.8644 7.5073 0.2150 8.18 ± 0.22 242.3 ± 0.1 SWAG-X
J093640.3+064147 144.1691 6.7115 0.2816 73.06 ± 0.37 278.5 ± 13.1 SWAG-X

J093831.3-012524CC 144.6255 -1.4258 0.4094 27.17 ± 0.18 154.6 ± 0.5 SWAG-X
J094023.3+022824 145.1024 2.4776 0.1509 10.12 ± 0.37 123.3 ± 4.2 SWAG-X

J083102.8-041145CC 127.7634 -4.1959 0.0334 79.36 ± 3.56 68.3 ± 0.2 SWAG-X
J083257.5-022735CC 128.2403 -2.4601 0.7484 0.23 ± 0.04 258.0 ± 21.1 SWAG-X

J083934.2-014035 129.8798 -1.6729 0.2698 0.16 267.9 SWAG-X
J083948.5+072232 129.9572 7.4120 0.2006 0.16 115.4 SWAG-X

J084015.0-032654CC 130.0625 -3.4478 0.2261 0.16 324.9 SWAG-X
J084147.8-031154 130.4492 -3.1946 0.2218 0.16 105.4 SWAG-X

J084527.7+032736CC 131.3657 3.4608 0.3336 0.16 186.7 SWAG-X
J084641.8-034334CC 131.6886 -3.7410 0.1892 0.16 124.8 SWAG-X
J085217.5-010126CC 133.0695 -1.0266 0.4589 0.16 339.8 SWAG-X
J085642.7-025957CC 134.1780 -2.9934 0.2313 0.31 ± 0.07 138.1 ± 0.9 SWAG-X

J090128.8-013837 135.3778 -1.6548 0.3152 0.16 115.3 SWAG-X
J090539.7+043433CC 136.4161 4.5775 0.2277 0.16 337.9 SWAG-X
J091214.5-021729CC 138.0637 -2.2944 0.1592 0.16 93.5 SWAG-X
J091756.4+050849 139.4822 5.1524 0.5890 0.39 ± 0.13 143.2 ± 0.8 SWAG-X
J092050.7+024512 140.2071 2.7539 0.2819 1.86 ± 0.15 300.1 ± 0.3 SWAG-X

J092121.0+031735CC 140.3380 3.2870 0.3439 5.70 ± 0.27 139.9 ± 9.4 SWAG-X
J092210.0+034626 140.5319 3.7664 0.2679 0.16 567.4 SWAG-X
J092211.2-002812 140.5456 -0.4603 0.3198 4.85 ± 0.35 244.1 ± 21.3 SWAG-X

J092339.7+052647CC 140.9125 5.4467 0.3760 20.55 ± 0.48 176.8 ± 0.1 SWAG-X
J093025.3+021707CC 142.6027 2.2903 0.5399 1.20 ± 0.17 280.8 ± 27.9 SWAG-X
J093358.7+071512CC 143.4932 7.2531 0.2526 37.96 ± 1.08 143.7 ± 2.9 SWAG-X
J093459.9+005438CC 143.7528 0.9041 0.3610 0.16 137.1 SWAG-X
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1eRASS Name RABCG DECBCG z SR,944 MHz [mJy] LLS [kpc] ASKAP field
J093521.3+023222 143.8376 2.5432 0.4993 21.94 ± 0.89 143.1 ± 2.0 SWAG-X

J085435.8+003858CC 133.6525 0.6426 0.1073 61.60 ± 1.91 393.4 ± 47.8 SWAG-X
J093512.7+004735 143.8012 0.8256 0.3570 15.21 ± 2.31 153.1 ± 0.9 SWAG-X
J093828.0-041933 144.6500 -4.3351 0.0807 900.81 ± 24.12 345.2 ± 0.3 SWAG-X
J093439.4+054141 143.6624 5.6957 0.5590 0.24 ± 0.07 68.8 ± 4.9 SWAG-X

J091315.0+034847CC 138.3116 3.8136 0.4561 14.39 ± 0.42 252.1 ± 0.4 SWAG-X
J091510.8+051440CC 138.7951 5.2418 0.1361 13.72 ± 0.45 211.5 ± 2.4 SWAG-X
J085932.4+030832CC 134.8847 3.1447 0.1955 0.58 ± 0.12 218.6 ± 2.1 SWAG-X

J091608.3-002355 139.0385 -0.4045 0.3234 25.05 ± 0.79 121.0 ± 3.3 SWAG-X
J085029.4+001453 132.6159 0.2502 0.1955 81.03 ± 3.04 159.8 ± 33.6 SWAG-X

J082809.6-000958CC 127.0383 -0.1665 0.0805 0.34 ± 0.07 74.0 ± 37.0 SWAG-X
J091406.0-034208 138.5319 -3.7364 0.1622 37.98 ± 0.98 59.2 ± 29.6 SWAG-X
J022201.8-113233 35.5030 -11.5399 0.3256 1.48 ± 0.54 64.9 ± 32.5 PS2

J022813.4-115703CC 37.0569 -11.9541 0.2003 1.86 ± 0.62 64.0 ± 32.0 PS2
J022940.1-121406CC 37.4136 -12.2356 0.2760 0.98 ± 0.54 85.7 ± 42.9 PS2

J023043.3-105615 37.6769 -10.9365 0.6498 3.03 ± 0.51 56.5 ± 28.3 PS2
J023337.6-094238CC 38.4123 -9.7154 0.2629 20.45 ± 1.22 104.4 ± 52.2 PS2

J023419.1-095138 38.5830 -9.8656 0.6047 1.25 ± 0.28 91.6 ± 20.4 PS2
J023419.6-094007CC 38.5798 -9.6676 0.8699 2.13 ± 0.54 82.5 ± 41.3 PS2
J023720.6-080141CC 39.3375 -8.0473 0.2106 3.82 ± 0.51 65.3 ± 32.6 PS2
J024037.9-120201CC 40.1725 -12.0638 0.5204 0.22 49.1 PS2

J024106.3-111241 40.2841 -11.2125 0.0961 5.72 ± 0.38 237.8 ± 69.7 PS2
J024305.2-093501CC 40.7658 -9.5823 0.1558 295.23 ± 0.55 152.7 ± 16.4 PS2

J024424.7-073636 41.1028 -7.6059 0.3474 4.96 ± 0.92 223.5 ± 17.1 PS2
CCCool-core cluster, classified based on the concentration parameter cut, cR500 > 0.26 (see Section 3.3).
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Figure 8. The mass (top), redshift (middle), and R500 (bottom) distribu-
tions of the eRASS1/ASKAP cluster sample. In each plot, PS1, PS2, and
SWAG-X subsample is shown in red, green, and blue, respectively, and
the whole sample is shown in black. The yellow dashed line denotes the
median of the entire sample.
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Figure 9. Distribution of the BCG offset. The black bars show the whole
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green, and blue, respectively. The yellow vertical dashed line indicates
the median of the whole sample.
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Figure 10. Efficiency (logarithmic bias based; see Section 3.5.2) calculated
using Lmech,HB+14 and LX r<Rcool as a function of cluster mass and redshift
for the CC subsample. Green dashed line marks the average efficiency
value.
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Figure 11. Multiwavelength images of J024305.2-093501 (z = 0.1558 and R500 = 3.36′). The cluster has the highest AGN feedback efficiency among
the eRASS1/ASKAP subsample with LX,r<Rcool = 1042.85 erg s−1 and Lmech,HB+14 = 1044.49 erg s−1. Left: Gaussian smoothed eRASS1 particle-induced
background subtracted, exposure-corrected image in the 0.2 − 2.3 keV band. Right: DESI Legacy Survey DR10 RGB (g,r,z) image. The eRASS1 contours
are shown in orange. In both image the X-ray center and BCG position are denoted by the orange and blue crosses, respectively. The ASKAP radio
contours are overplotted in green and the R2500 (R500) radius is plotted as solid (dashed) orange circle.
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Figure 12. Multiwavelength images of J083811.9-015938 (z = 0.5590 and R500 = 2.85′). The cluster has the highest X-ray cooling luminosity of LX,r<Rcool =
1044.74 erg s−1 with Lmech,HB+14 = 1045.09 erg s−1. Left: Gaussian smoothed eRASS1 particle-induced background subtracted, exposure-corrected image in
the 0.2 − 2.3 keV band. Right: DESI Legacy Survey DR10 RGB (g,r,z) image. The eRASS1 contours are shown in orange. In both image the X-ray center
and BCG position are denoted by the orange and blue crosses, respectively. The ASKAP radio contours are overplotted in green and the R2500 (R500)
radius is plotted as solid (dashed) orange circle.
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Appendix 2. AGN mechanical feedback considering
source age
The Lmech,SG+13 values range from 1.18 × 1040 erg s−1 to
3.95 × 1044 erg s−1. The logLmech,SG+13–logLX, r<Rcool cor-
relation estimated from the CC subsample is shown in Fig-
ure 13 as the orange dash-dotted line and shaded area. The
slope obtained from this dataset is A = 0.78 ± 0.19 and the
normalization is B = −0.09 ± 0.10. Although the generalised
Kendall’s τ p values is more significant with 0.0032, the scat-
ters are still large, σ = 0.85.

The efficiency of the AGN feedback as estimated with the
first method (see Section 3.5.2) at LX, r<Rcool = 1042 erg s−1,
1043.74 erg s−1, and 1045 erg s−1 are 14.4± 11.7%, 6.1± 1.4%,
and 3.2 ± 2.0%, respectively.
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Figure 13. Central AGN mechanical luminosity scaled from the monochro-
matic radio luminosity using Equation 9 from Shabala & Godfrey (2013)
against X-ray luminosity within the cooling radius for the CC subsample.
The orange dashed-dotted line and shaded area are the linear fit and
the 1σ band constrained from the CC subsample. The solid blue and its
shaded area is the fit from the dataset where Lmech was calculated using
Equation 8 from Heckman & Best (2014), identical to those plotted in Fig-
ure 7 (Section 3.5.1). The dotted line marks the 1-to-1 line.
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