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Polarized accretion shocks from the cosmic web
Tessa Vernstrom1,2*, Jennifer West3, Franco Vazza4,5,6, Denis Wittor6,4,
Christopher John Riseley4,5,2, George Heald2

On the largest scales, galaxies are pulled together by gravity to form clusters, which are connected by filaments
making a web-like pattern. Radio emission is predicted from this cosmic web, which should originate from the
strong accretion shocks around the cosmic structures. We present the first observational evidence that Fermi-
type acceleration from strong shocks surrounding the filaments of the cosmic web, as well as in peripherals of
low-mass clusters, is at work in the Universe. Using all-sky radio maps and stacking on clusters and filaments, we
have detected the polarization signature of the synchrotron emission with polarization fractions ≥20%, which is
best explained by the organization of local magnetic fields by strong shockwaves both at the cluster peripheries
and between clusters. Our interpretation is well supported by a detailed comparison with state-of-the-art cos-
mological simulations.
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INTRODUCTION
The cosmic web is the term used to refer to the clusters (and super-
clusters), filaments, and voids that make up the large-scale structure
of the Universe (1). In Λ cold dark matter (ΛCDM) cosmology, this
web is formed from the anisotropic gravitational collapse of matter
from primordial overdensities. Clusters of galaxies are the most
dense regions of space, forming at the intersections of the cosmic
web. Galaxy clusters are connected by filaments. However, voids,
the most underdense regions in the Universe, fill most of the
volume. Since the seminal works by Y. B. Zeldovich in 1970 (2), it
has been understood that the formation of self-gravitating cosmic
structures cannot proceed without having ordinary matter
undergo strong shock heating, which must fill enormous volumes
of the Universe with T ∼ 105 to 107 K of plasma.
The synchrotron cosmic web refers to the synchrotron emission

that is expected to be generated in these regions from intergalactic
magnetic fields and by electrons accelerated by shocks from infall-
ing matter through the diffusive shock (Fermi-I) accelerationmech-
anism (DSA) (3). Many simulations predict and model this
synchrotron emission (4–9); however, observational confirmation
of these models has remained elusive.
There have been numerous detections and studies of diffuse

radio emission in clusters (10–12). This emission consists of differ-
ent categories such as radio halos, which are centrally located large-
scale diffuse sources that roughly follow the intracluster medium
mass distribution and are generally produced through second-
order Fermi acceleration (Fermi-II) (13, 14) and/or secondary elec-
trons for cosmic ray acceleration (15–17). Another class of diffuse
emission is that of cluster shocks or relics. These are diffuse sources
that come from particles (re)accelerated by intracluster shock waves
from mergers (18–20). Of these types of sources, only about 100
have been detected, and they have only been seen in high-mass

clusters (mass in solar mass units ≥1014 M⊙). More than 40% of
clusters show evidence of a disturbed dynamical state (mergers)
(21), while less than 10% have had detections of radio emission
that are expected to accompany mergers (10).
It is thought that similar processes should be present in between

clusters in intercluster bridges and filaments as well. To date, only a
few inter- and intracluster bridges have been found to host detect-
able diffuse radio emission (22–25). Even within the nowmost well-
studied radio intercluster bridge, the particle acceleration mecha-
nism for the emission is debated between Fermi-I processes (22)
and more turbulent Fermi-II processes (26). While such radio de-
tection is compatible with synchrotron emission by weak magnetic
fields organized on scales of megaparsecs, the mechanism that
could accelerate ultrarelativistic electrons in such diluted plasmas
(or the potential contribution from radio galaxies or other
sources) remains more debatable. A plausible scenario to refill
such giant volumes, away from any other galaxy, would be Fermi-
type acceleration by shocks forming at the periphery of filaments.
The existence of such shocks is still an unproven core concept of
our models of cosmic structure formation and growth. The magnet-
ic field strength in filaments is still not well known, with values from
diffuse synchrotron emission ranging from 30 to 100 nG (from
either equipartition or inverse Compton scattering calculations or
comparison with DSA simulations) (27–30) and from Faraday rota-
tion measure (RM) studies ranging from 10 to 100 nG (31–35).
Moreover, it is still unknown how turbulent the environment
inside filaments is.
While the overdense matter distribution tracked by galaxies has

long since been detected with optical and infrared surveys, the pres-
ence of diluted and hot plasmas in between galaxies has so far been
detected only in a statistical way. The method of stacking filaments,
or pairs of clusters to detect filamentary emission between them, has
had success in recent years via the thermal Sunyaev-Zel’dovich
effect (36, 37), weak lensing (38, 39), the dark matter mass-to-
light ratio (40), thermal x-ray emission (27, 41, 42), and, by our
group, radio synchrotron emission (27). However, in general, the
number of known clusters is not large enough for such stacking ex-
periments, and a tracer for clusters and groups must be used. Pairs
of luminous red galaxies (LRGs) are a commonly used tracer. LRGs
are early-type massive galaxies that are known to usually reside in
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the centers of groups or clusters (43–45) and are identified in optical
surveys inmuch larger numbers than galaxy clusters. Stackingmany
clusters or pairs of clusters decreases the noise, allowing one to look
for an average signal from the objects well below the noise level of
the image. In some cases, stacking may be the only method of ob-
serving such faint or diffuse emission (as direct imaging, even with
future telescopes, may still have imaging limitations and be affected
by confusion of galaxies).
Using LRGs from the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) Data

Release 7 LRG catalog (46), we stacked 612,025 pairs of LRGs or
clusters that are physically near each other in three-dimensional
(3D) space, i.e., with physical separations between 1 and 15 Mpc.
These cluster pairs are most likely connected by filaments (from
here, these are referred to as the “connected” pairs, although not
all of the pairs are in reality connected by filaments). To perform

the stacking, cutouts were made of all the pairs, which were then
rotated and scaled. This ensured that the clusters and filaments
would line up and any signal would add together. To compare,
we also stacked on pairs of clusters that are separated in physical
space by hundreds or thousands of megaparsecs although, due to
projection, still appear near to each other on the sky (these pairs
are a control sample where strong filamentary emission is not ex-
pected and are referred to as “unconnected” pairs). We stacked on
data from two radio surveys: the 1.4-GHz total and polarized inten-
sity maps from the recently released High-band north (HBN)
Global Magneto-Ionic Medium Survey (GMIMS) survey (47) and
the 30-GHz maps in total and polarized intensity from the Planck
mission (48). In addition to stacking on pairs of clusters, we also
stacked on single clusters, also using the LRGs as cluster tracers,
to look for diffuse polarized emission from these low-mass

Fig. 1. Stacked images and residual images from the Stokes I total intensity maps. The first column (A to D) is the stacked images, whereas the second column (E to
H) is the residual after model subtraction. Top to bottom: The rows are connected pairs of 1.4 GHz, connected pairs of 30 GHz, unconnected pairs of 1.4 GHz, and
unconnected pairs of 30 GHz. The boxes show the area used to measure the average signals, with the yellow being from the low-frequency work and the red boxes
being sized to the total intensity signal in this work. (I) Spectrum from the four previously detected low-frequency data points (27) and the two high-frequency points for
the detected intercluster emission, with the red points and line measured from inside the yellow box of (E) and (F) and the blue points measured from the smaller
red boxes.
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(≤1014M⊙) groups and clusters. Using the polarized intensity data
is key for determining the type of emission processes at play in any
detected signal, as well as for providing information about the or-
dering of the magnetic fields or turbulence of the environment.

RESULTS
In all cases of cluster pair stacking, we produced an image of the
cluster pairs. We then modeled the cluster emission (excluding
the central intercluster region), and we subtracted it to obtain a re-
sidual image showing any excess emission between the clusters that
could be attributed to filaments or intercluster bridges.
In the sample of connected cluster pairs, we detect intercluster

emission in total intensity at both frequencies between the clusters.
This emission is not detected in the sample of unconnected cluster
pairs. The mean values for the intercluster regions are measured
inside of a box whose height is set to be just less than the separation
of the LRG positions, with the separations ranging from 1 to 15
Mpc, and the width set to include the largest detected signal in all
the maps. The size does not correspond to an exact physical scale or
size, but rather the pixel sizes are set relative to the cluster pair sep-
aration. Statistics were computed over all the pixels in this box for all
the stack residual images of intercluster regions in this work and in
the previous low-frequency detections (27) to compare the values
over the same regions. The detected signal in both polarization
maps and all low-frequency maps is well fit by the same box size;
however, both the total intensity residuals at 1.4 and 30 GHz are
spatially smaller than the polarized signals; thus, computing the
mean in this box for the total intensity may underestimate the
signal as it includes more pixels without detectable emission. It is
not clear whether this is a physical effect, e.g., the total intensity
is more concentrated in the inner region of a filament, or decreased
signal-to-noise ratio of the total intensity across the region, or some
combination. However, because of this, we also fit smaller boxes
separately to the two total intensity residual signals using a curve
of growth to choose the box size for each signal. We report the av-
erages in these smaller boxes, as well as the bigger box used in the
low-frequency work, which is more fitted to the polarized emission
as well. The images from the total intensity stacking, with the dif-
ferent box sizes highlighted, and the spectrum from the intercluster
emission are shown in Fig. 1.

For the brightness temperature spectral index when combined
with the low-frequency radio detections (27), over the range of
73 MHz to 30 GHz, we find αT = −3.05 ± 0.15 when using the
values from the larger low-frequency box and αT = −2.85 ± 0.1
when using the smaller total intensity boxes. Converting from
brightness temperature to flux density, the spectral index α =
−1.05 ± 0.15 and α = − 0.85 ± 0.1. These are consistent with each
other to within uncertainties. This spectral index is consistent with
the expectation of electron acceleration by quasi-stationary strong
shocks. Such strong shocks are similar to the structure formation
shocks that are expected at the extreme periphery of cosmic struc-
tures. If we assume that the emission is from shocks, we can use the
spectral index to get the average Mach number of the shocks,M

M ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1 � α
� 1 � α

r

ð1Þ

In this case, the Mach number for the signal in the intercluster
region isM = 6.4 assuming α =−1.05, withMach numbers as low as
3.3 with the 1σ uncertainty in the spectral index (the Mach number
calculation breaks down for α > −1).
We also find an even stronger detection of polarized emission, at

both frequencies, in between connected clusters. No significant de-
tection was found for the unconnected pairs. The polarized fraction
(polarized intensity divided by total intensity) of this filamentary
emission between the connected clusters is found to be ∼12 to
50% at both frequencies at the peaks of the total intensity emission,
with values of 20 to 60% when comparing the averages over the
same regions (see Table 1). This is considered a high polarization
fraction as normal galaxies are in the low percent range, and this
implies the presence of ordered magnetic fields. The images from
the pair stacking in polarized intensity are shown in Fig. 2. The
values for the measured residual signals in the region between
cluster pairs in all connected cases are reported in Table 1 (with
the values for the unconnected or null sample given in table S2).
We note that a two-sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov test was per-
formed between the connected and unconnected pairs from a dis-
tribution of intercluster region values for both frequencies and
polarizations, and all had P << 0.00001.
When looking at single clusters, if there are low-level shocks or

relics, these would be situated at the periphery and again have high
polarization fractions, with the center of the clusters expected to be

Table 1. Average values for the central residuals of the stacked images after model subtraction. F is the polarized fraction. The “big box” values refer to the
measurement of the mean inside the yellow box as seen in Figs. 1 and 2 and the same across all maps and those in (27). The “small box” values refer to the means
measured in smaller boxes optimized for the total intensity signal, separately in the GMIMS and Planck data (shown as red boxes inFigs. 1 and 2). The uncertainties
listed are detailed in the “Uncertainty” section in Materials andMethods. The uncertainties in parentheses for the polarization fractions are the uncertainties when
taking into account the covariance. The Tpeak refers to the peak value for eachmap in the central regions, whereas Peak(I ) gives the total intensity peak values and
the polarized intensity at those total intensity peak locations. Similar values for the unconnected or control sample are shown in table S2.

Name 〈Tbig box〉connected 〈Tsmall box〉connected Peak Tconnected Peak(I ) Tconnected

GMIMS I (mK) 0.11 ± 0.06 0.22 ± 0.07 0.6 ± 0.1 0.6 ± 0.1

GMIMS P (mK) 0.09 ± 0.03 0.14 ± 0.05 0.31 ± 0.06 0.30 ± 0.06

GMIMS F (%) 80 ± 50 (40) 60 ± 30 (23) 50 ± 10 (10) 50 ± 10 (10)

Planck I (μK) 0.02 ± 0.02 0.08 ± 0.02 0.14 ± 0.04 0.14 ± 0.04

Planck P (μK) 0.015 ± 0.004 0.018 ± 0.005 0.038 ± 0.008 0.018 ± 0.008

Planck F (%) 75 ± 80 (70) 22 ± 8 (6) 20 ± 8 (7) 12 ± 6 (5)
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depolarized due to turbulence. At both frequencies, we find bright
emission in total intensity peaking in the center of the clusters and
falling off radially to a distance of approximately 1 Mpc. In the po-
larized intensity, the emission extends further out to a distance of 2
to 3 Mpc. The brightness in the 1.4-GHz polarized intensity falls off
radially as well but more slowly than in the total intensity. The 30-
GHz polarized intensity is strongly depolarized in the central region
out to a distance of roughly 0.5 Mpc, with a brighter ring of emis-
sion outside the center. Looking at the polarized fraction of the 1.4-
GHz single clusters, as opposed to the polarized intensity, the depo-
larization in the center is much more apparent. The polarized frac-
tion shows a ring of higher polarization fraction around the cluster
center. The polarization fraction near the cluster center is ≤10% in-
creasing to 20 to 25% in the ring. If we fit a Gaussian model to the

1.4-GHz polarized intensity, based on the width and shape outside
the center, we can see that the center is about 10% depolarized com-
pared to the model Gaussian. The images of the single cluster stacks
can be seen in Fig. 3. The polarization fractions from the full pair
images, the pair residual images, and single cluster are shown
in Fig. 4.
The ring or offset nature of the polarized emission around the

clusters explains the difference in appearance between the pair
images in total and polarized intensity (see Figs. 1 and 2). In the
case of the 1.4-GHz polarization data, a single central bright
source is seen in the pairs image, rather than the two bright
sources at the positions of the clusters, as is seen in the total inten-
sity image. In the 30-GHz polarized intensity pairs image, there is a
centrally located bright emission, and at the positions of the two

Fig. 2. Stacked images and residual images from the polarized intensitymaps. The first column (A toD) is the stacked images, whereas the second column (E toH) is
the residual after model subtraction. Top to bottom: The columns are connected pairs of 1.4 GHz, connected pairs of 30 GHz, unconnected pairs of 1.4 GHz, and un-
connected pairs of 30 GHz.
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clusters, there appears to be a deficit of signal. By comparing these
images of the connected pairs with the simple addition of stacking
of single clusters and combining them, we find no excess between
the unconnected pairs, whereas the connected pairs still show a de-
tection in between the clusters. Further details about the uncertain-
ties in the reported values are given in Materials and Methods.

DISCUSSION
To make sure that the detection is really related to clusters and not
just chance or random emission detected on the sky, we repeated the
detection stacking experiment using random sky positions instead
of clusters, and not once was any signal seen in neither total nor
polarized intensity. We also stacked on pairs of known radio galax-
ies instead of clusters and found the spectral index in total intensity
to be much shallower (αT = −2.4). No detection was seen in polar-
ized intensity at 1.4 GHz, and at 30 GHz, only a slight polarized
signal was seen at the location of the galaxies with a polarization
fraction of 2 to 3% (details on these tests are given in the supplemen-
tary text). This is in line with the expectation that normal galaxies
are not strongly polarized, with fractions of less than 10%. Looking
at the current largest catalog of polarized sources (49), the mean

polarization fraction of all detected sources is only 6%, and only
1.7% of the sources have a fraction of >20%, or a sky density of
highly polarized point sources of just 0.02 per square degree.
Thus, with the total intensity alone (as with the original low-fre-
quency detections), it was difficult to rule out galaxies as a major
contributor; however, the high degree of polarization strongly
favors a nongalactic origin. No other circumstance produced the
specific pattern of a ring of polarized emission around the source
or cluster. Other sources (like galaxies) might mimic or contribute
to the emission seen in the cluster center. However, it would be ex-
pected that only accretion or merger shocks can produce the ob-
served peripheral and ring-like highly polarized emission.
The results seen from stacking single clusters fit well in line with

the theory, although this emission has not been observed before at
these faint levels, at these distances from the clusters, or in low-mass
clusters. From a compilation of known cluster relics (11), relics tend
to be found at distances around 0.5 to 2 Mpc from the cluster
centers; in double relic systems, the average distance is 1.03 Mpc
(12). They also tend to be strongly polarized (20 to 30%) (10–12),
while the central part of the clusters may be filled with diffuse emis-
sion from radio halos, which, to date, have not been detected in po-
larized intensity due to the high levels of turbulence in the central

Fig. 3. Stacks on single clusters. The top row shows the 1.4-GHz images; total intensity is on the left, and polarized intensity is on the right. The bottom row shows the
30-GHz Planck maps; again, total and polarized intensities are on the left and right, respectively.
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Fig. 4. Polarization fractions of the 1.4- and 30GHz stacks and residuals. (A and B) The 1.4- and 30-GHz stack polarization fractions, respectively. (C andD) Polarization
fractions from the stack residuals. (E) The polarization fraction for the single cluster stacking on the 1.4-GHz data. All are zoomed in from the original maps to avoid the
noisy regions away from any signal.
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regions of the clusters causing depolarization. Individual detections
of relics have only been made in approximately 100 clusters, all with
higher masses. Thus, the stacking of the single LRGs or clusters and
the clear highly polarized ring of emission provide strong evidence
that this type of emission persists even in smaller cluster or group
systems below previous detection thresholds.
Simulations of structure formation also predict a larger popula-

tion of shocks, with a Mach number overall increasing with the
radius, as a result of ubiquitous supersonic accretions at the periph-
ery of clusters (50, 51). These shocks are expected to contribute to
some level of synchrotron radio emission, typically below the detec-
tion level of known radio relics (5, 52). Until now, radio emission
from these shocks has never been observed. At these radii, the pre-
dicted amplitude of the radio emission associated with these shocks
is quite uncertain, owing to the poorly constrained amplitude of
magnetic fields, which may scale with the actual scenario for mag-
netogenesis. For example, by simulating the cross-correlation signal
between the halo distribution and the diffuse synchrotron radio
emission from structure formation shocks, recently, it has been
shown that the correlated radio signal is quite different, depending
on whether magnetic fields have been seeded by primordial or as-
trophysical mechanisms, out to several megaparsecs from the center
of halos (53).
Direct detections of radio emission from filaments remain chal-

lenging. An initial detection of a signal between stacked pairs at low
radio frequencies has been made in our earlier work (27). There
have been detections of intercluster bridges (22, 23, 25), as well as
intracluster bridges such as seen in the Coma cluster (24), although
none of these included any polarization detection or analysis and
are primarily detected at low frequencies.
Recent work (34) used Faraday RMs from the Low-Frequency

Array (LOFAR) Two-meter Sky Survey Data Release 2 (LoTSS
DR2) (54, 55) to estimate magnetic field values in filaments of 32
± 3 nG, consistent with the findings from the low-frequency stack-
ing of our group (27), which estimated magnetic field values from
the low-frequency stacking in the 40- to 60-nG range (which remain
consistent with this work with the α ≃ −1 spectral index, and the
equipartition equation breaks down for α > −1.). If the emission de-
tected here is from filaments, as assumed from the LOFAR RM
work, then the fact that the line-of-sight magnetic field strength
(from RMs) is roughly equal to the plane-of-the-sky magnetic
field strength (from synchrotron emission) again implies a low
level of turbulence in filaments.
The closest comparisons to this work, in terms of frequency

range and polarization measurements, come from studies of
cluster relics. There have only been a handful of relics detected
and studied at high (>3-GHz) frequencies. The two most well-
studied relics, with the most high-frequency data (including the
only relics studied at 30 GHz), are the “Sausage” and “Toothbrush”
relics. These two, with a handful of others at mid to high frequen-
cies, have been found to have power-law spectra with spectral
indices ranging from −0.9 to −1.44 and polarization fractions in
the range of 13 to 40% (56–59).
While few in number, the findings from studies of cluster relics

agree well with the findings in this work. The excess between the
stacked connected clusters has a spectral index in the range of
−0.85 ± 0.1 to −1.05 ± 0.15, consistent with typical values of
∼ −1 from relic compilations (10, 12) (and references therein). In
another compilation of relics (11), the minimum reported

integrated flux density of a known relic at 1.4 GHz was 2.4 millijan-
sky (mJy) (with a mean of the reported relics being tens of millijan-
skys). Here, the intercluster signal at 1.4 GHz, converted to jansky,
has an average value of roughly 1 mJy (although as an average over a
large angular area). Recent observations are pushing the bounds to
discover previously unidentified low–surface brightness relics, such
as the LOFAR observation in (29) that found a radio relic with an
average surface brightness of 13 mJy arc min −2 at 144 MHz (or less
than 1 mJy arc min −2 when scaled to 1.4 GHz).
The polarization fractions measured here, both for the cluster

outskirts of the single cluster stacking and for the intercluster
region of pairs, have values of ≥20% (see Fig. 4 and Table 1).
Both measurements are in line with the findings from cluster
relics. High degrees of polarization imply a highly ordered magnetic
field. For relics, this should result from the compression, which
aligns unordered magnetic fields with the shock plane. The high
degree of polarization that we see here leads us to the conclusion
that we detected shocked emission with our stacking analysis.
This is the first detection of shocked emission in filaments and
low-mass clusters.
To see how these findings compare with theoretical predictions,

we used the latest version of Eulerian cosmological simulations with
extragalactic magnetic fields. The simulation covers a comoving
volumeof 1003Mpc3with a constant spatial resolution of 41.6 per cell
(comoving), and it evolved a simple uniform magnetic field of B0 =
10−10 G comoving, in a ΛCDM cosmology and using ideal magne-
tohydrodynamics. The total radio intensity of this simulation has
already been computed (5). However, we computed the Stokes Q
and U parameters of this emission at 1.4 GHz and at the average
redshift of the real sample of cluster pairs (z = 0.08).
Thus, we estimated the polarized intensity at 1.4 GHz, which is

the first prediction of the polarized emission in such large simulated
cosmological volumes. We added noise and convolved the simula-
tions by a beam matching the size of the GMIMS 1.4-GHz data.
Using a catalog of halo pairs in the simulation, a similar stacking
procedure was repeated on the simulated total and polarized inten-
sity images. These can be seen in Fig. 5.
The resulting stacked images are very similar in appearance to

that of the real data images (Figs. 1 and 2), as well as there being
a residual central excess in both total and polarized intensity repre-
senting the average from intercluster or filament emission. Before
any model subtraction, the total intensity shows two peaks at the
halo locations, as is seen in the real data images. Furthermore, it
shows a ring of diffuse emission around the cluster outskirts. This
ring is not seen in the real data. However, the simulations do not
include any other radio sources (e.g., radio galaxies or radio
halos), underestimating the emission in the central cluster
regions. Hence, the brightness of the central cluster regions in the
real data is likely just brighter in comparison to the outskirts where
the shocked ring resides. The polarized intensity from the simula-
tions looks visually similar to the real polarized intensity images.
The central halo regions are depolarized, and they are surrounded
by rings of emission. Furthermore, the emission peaks at the center
where these rings overlap.
The mean of the central filament region of the simulated stack-

ing is 8.2 μK in total intensity and 2.2 μK in polarized intensity. This
is a factor of approximately 10 to 30 smaller in total intensity com-
pared to the intercluster signal in the real 1.4-GHz data (depending
on which box is used for measurement). In polarized intensity, the
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mean is a factor of 37 smaller than the 1.4-GHz polarization signal.
The mean fractional polarization from the simulated regions after
beam convolution is approximately 25%, a decrease of more than
half from before the beam convolution (original values of ∼70%
in emitting regions of the raw simulated images). This value is in
line with what is seen in other predictions from simulation in
terms of beam depolarization from cluster shocks when the beam
size is larger than the physical scale of the shocks (60). This value
of 25% is also similar to what is seen in the real data stacking (with
values ranging around 60% at 1.4 GHz or closer to 20% at 30 GHz;
see Table 1).
Since the simulated values came out below the detected ampli-

tudes, we wanted to see how much stronger the simulated magnetic
fields would need to be to match the data. The stacking of the sim-
ulated data was repeated assuming larger magnetic field values.
Therefore, we recomputed the unpolarized and polarized emission
in the simulation assuming magnetic field values that were rescaled
by factors of 2, 3, and 4. The scaling of the synchrotron emission
after these variations is very well approximated by ∝B2, considering
that the magnetic fields in simulated cluster outskirts are always

smaller than the microwave-equivalent magnetic field [BCMB =
3.27 μG(1 + z)2] and that the emission from structure formation
shocks has the flattest possible radio spectrum (with the rare excep-
tion of the steeper emission expected from internal merger shocks,
possibly related to radio relics). The final stacked values do increase
approximately like the scale factor squared. The largest scale factor
ends up with the filament region being 1.2 times larger than that
measured in the total intensity 1.4-GHz data, with the polarized in-
tensity still a factor of nearly 2.5 smaller than the 1.4-GHz polariza-
tion signal. However, taking into account the uncertainties in the
data and the possibility of imperfect subtraction of the cluster com-
ponent in the central regions, it seems that a scale factor of 3 to 4
produces simulated stacks that not only visually resemble the data
but also have comparable amplitudes. On the other hand, the shock
acceleration efficiency for relativistic electrons used here is rather
conservative, as it implies a ∼1% overall conversion of shock
kinetic power into cosmic ray electron power. Recent works using
particle in cell simulations, however, tentatively produced a factor
∼10 larger efficiency for the strong shocks responsible for the
radio emission from our simulated cosmic web (61). A larger

Fig. 5. Stack images and residual images from stacking on simulations. (A) and (B) are the stacked image and residual image from the total intensity, while (C) and (D)
are the stacked image and residual image from the polarized intensity. These are from the simulation with no rescaling and B0 = 0.1 nG and are the averages from 50
resampled iterations with different noise arrays.
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acceleration efficiency would mean that the magnetic field strengths
would not need to be increased by as much.
Using the same base simulation with a uniform primordial mag-

netic field, a recent work using LOFAR RMs (62) was able to rule
out the simple uniform primordial magnetic field model assumed
in the cosmological simulations we analyzed here, based on the evo-
lution of RMs in filaments in favor of a stochastic primordial model.
A variety of primordial model, with an initial power-law distribu-
tion of tangled magnetic fields, has been shown to be potentially
compatible with available limits from the modeling of high-order
multipoles in the cosmic microwave background (63). For
example, stochastic primordial models with a “blue” spectrum actu-
ally can have a larger magnetic field energy than uniform primor-
dial ones, distributed into their fluctuating field, yet they can be
equally compatible with low-redshift radio observables (64). On
the other hand, when comparing the uniform versus stochastic pri-
mordial models for long lines of sight probing to high redshift (z =
3), the different evolutionary trends of uniform and tangled mag-
netic fields allow further narrowing down the models for cosmic
magnetism allowed by radio data [see fig. 6 in the work of Carretti
et al. (62)]. Thus, the stacking analysis here, which used the z = 0
(then scaled to z = 0.08), may still be compatible, or perhaps more
so, with the stochastic primordial model as well. However, the
region from which the stacked signal comes from is across the over-
density regime in which signatures of primordial magnetism may
mix with the outcome of compression and magnetic field amplifi-
cation (at least to some extent) driven by structure formation pro-
cesses, hencemagnetic fields likely amplified by small-scale dynamo
in the intracluster/intragroup medium. Therefore, the careful mod-
eling of the stacking of radio emission from cluster pairs in more
sophisticated models of cosmic magnetism must be deferred to
future work. Until then, this work provides the only observational
evidence for polarized accretion shocks in filaments from a primor-
dial magnetogenesis model.
While the previous total intensity low-frequency detection was

an important first step and is strengthened by the total intensity de-
tections in this work, it did leave room to question whether the
emission was from diffuse emission in filaments (versus just galax-
ies or other sources) and did not answer the question of the type of
particle acceleration mechanism at play. Here, the polarization
signal, both in its strength and spatial shape, in combination with
the total intensity detections, really confirms that what we are seeing
is the predicted emission from the formation and growth of the
large-scale structure of the Universe.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Throughout this work, we adopt a ΛCDM cosmology from (65)
with Ωm = 0.3075, ΩΛ = 0.6910, and H0 = 67.74 km s −1 Mpc −1,
and we define the spectral index, α, such that the observed flux
density I at frequency ν follows the relation Iν ∝ ν+α, while the spec-
tral index in units of brightness temperature is defined as αT = α− 2.

Data
We make use of data from the GMIMS (47) HBN. The survey
covered 72% of the sky from declination of −30° to +87° at all
right ascension. The survey was carried out in both total intensity
and linear polarization (I,Q,U) over the range of 1280 to 1750MHz
(with a channel width of 236.8 kHz), using the John A. Galt

Telescope (diameter, 25.6 m) at the Dominion Radio Astrophysical
Observatory. The spectral and Faraday depth cubes are publicly
available. The Faraday depth, ϕ, is defined as

ϕ ¼ 0:81
ðl¼L

l¼0
ne Bk dl rad m� 2 ð2Þ

where the integral is along the line of sight from the source at l = 0 to
the observer at distance L, ne is the electron density, and B‖ is the
magnetic field strength along the line of sight (or the parallel com-
ponent). If the polarization is expressed as an exponential vector(P
= p e2iχ), where χ is the polarization angle, then when integrating
over all possible Faraday depths

Pðλ2Þ ¼
ðþinf

� inf
FðϕÞ e2iϕλ

2
dϕ ð3Þ

where P(λ2) is the complex observed polarization vector. By taking
the Fourier transform, one can obtain a complex Faraday depth
cube, F(ϕ). Every spatial pixel in the cube gives a spectrum that de-
scribes how the amplitude of the polarization vector changes as a
function of Faraday depth. For this work, we find the peak polarized
intensity image. The value at each pixel in this image is given by the
peak value of F(ϕ). We also average the Stokes I over the spectral
cube to make a central frequency Stokes I image.
In addition to the GMIMS data, we also make use of the Planck

30-GHz maps (48). At the high frequency of the Planck data, the
polarized emission vector undergoes negligible Faraday rotation
in contrast to the lower-frequency GMIMS data, where the
Faraday rotation is more than 400 times greater. For example, at
typical Galactic Faraday depths (∼ ∣150∣ rad m −2) and over a
path length of a few tens of kiloparsecs (the path through the
Galaxy), the rotation at 30 GHz is expected to be less than 1°,
whereas at 1.4 GHz, the polarization vector would undergo nearly
a full 360° rotation. This Faraday rotation may lead to depolariza-
tion particularly for lines of sight where rotation and emission are
occurring together (such as diffuse emission from different distanc-
es within the Galaxy). This depolarization effect should be less of an
issue for emission from a distant coherent polarized source;
however, it may result in a decrement in the observed signal in
the lower-frequency observation. However, given the power-law
spectrum, the polarized emission should be substantially brighter
and may be easier to detect. Thus, we perform our analysis at
both frequencies.
The Planck data are all sky maps in Stokes I, Q, and U. We gen-

erated the polarized intensity map, P, as

P ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
Q2 þ U2

p
ð4Þ

The effective beamwidth at 30 GHz is approximately 32 arc min.
Although in this work, the Planck maps were converted to a lower
resolution of approximately 1°to reduce noise.
All images were in the Healpix format (66), with the GMIMS

data having Nside = 256 and the Planck maps having Nside = 128.
The Stokes I and polarized intensity images are shown in fig. S1,
with the image properties given in table S1.
As with (27), we use LRGs as a tracer of large-scale structure. We

use the SDSS Data Release 7 LRG catalog (46) (with a total number
of LRGs in the catalog of ∼1,400,000, all with photometric red-
shifts). The presence of an LRG does not guarantee a group or
cluster, and thus, there will be a portion of the pairs used that do
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not contribute to any detected signal or may dilute a true astrophys-
ical signal. However, using LRGs as tracers provides a sufficiently
large sample that the majority should still be representative.
Cross-matching the SDSS groups and cluster catalog (67) with the
LRG catalog found that 86% of the groups and cluster had an LRG
match within 1 Mpc.
From all of the computed pairs with a comoving separation of 1

≤ ΔR ≤ 15 Mpc, we select only those with angular separations of 50
≤ Δθ [arc min ] ≤ 180. The lower limit is set so there is at least one
beam width between the pairs. The upper limit is set to keep from
having too large of a range of Δθs interpolated onto the same grid.
From this, we have a total of N = 612,025 LRG pairs. We note that
the original work in (27) used 390,808 pairs, whereas the total
number that met the original criteria was 1,198,412. Some pairs
with larger physical separations (but still within the criteria) were
missed in the original sample selection; this is discussed further
in the Supplementary Materials.
The separation distributions and the redshift distribution are

shown in fig. S2. The average angular separation of the pairs is
〈Δθ〉 = 101 arc min, with the average comoving physical separation
〈ΔR〉 ≃ 11.4 Mpc. The average redshift of the pairs is 〈z〉 = 0.08 ±
0.01, with a maximum redshift of zmax = 0.255. The lower limit
on the angular separation filters out the higher-redshift pairs that
were included in (27).

Stacking method
We follow themethod for stacking laid out in similar filament stack-
ing works (36–38), with details also in (27). For each pair, we follow
the method laid out in these previous works and make a 2D cutout
or stamp around the two LRGs. This cutout is transformed onto a
normalized 2D image coordinate system (X, Y ), with one LRG
placed at (0, −1) and the other placed at (0, +1). This requires
both a scaling of the pixel sizes and a rotation to align the two
LRGs along the vertical axis. This scale factor and rotation angle
will be different for each individual cutout. The transformation
from sky coordinates to a normalized grid is applied to each
cutout map. Then, the average background signal in the cutout is
estimated. The mean signal in the annular region 9 < r < 10,
where (r2 = X2 + Y2), is subtracted as an estimate of the local back-
ground. This is done to ensure that the mean value of each cutout
going into the stack is approximately zero. After the transformation
and background subtraction, each cutout is added to the previous
cutouts. A weight image is also made for each cutout. The weight
consists of ones and zeros: one where a pixel is valid (i.e., not
NaN or inf values) and zero if the pixel is invalid. The weight
maps are also summed. The final stacked images are then made
by dividing the image sums by theweight sums. Through the regrid-
ding and rescaling process, the surface brightness of the emission is
conserved.
Amodel for the emission outside the region between the LRGs is

derived by assuming radial symmetry around each LRG excluding
the region between the pair, and then the model for each individual
LRG is added together. The model for the two LRGs is then sub-
tracted from the stacked image to get a residual image. Any excess
emission between the two LRGs would be apparent in this residual.
Further details on this procedure are given in (27) or (37).
Concerns about the assumption of symmetry for this method of

modeling the cluster contribution were addressed in the low-fre-
quency radio stacking paper (27), as well as here by stacking on

single clusters. It is shown that stacking on single LRGs or clusters
does produce a radially symmetric signal if enough samples are in-
cluded.We note that for truly connected cluster pairs, it is likely that
there would be at least slightly higher signal in the direction of the
pair or connection. This may thus contribute to any signal found in
this intercluster region by using the above method for subtraction.
However, as this paper discusses emission from intercluster regions
or filaments, as well as cluster outskirts, that emission would still
count as detection of emission from large-scale structures.

Resampling and null tests
To test whether any detected emission between the cluster pairs may
be coming from filaments, we performed a null or control test. For
this, we selected N = 612,025 LRG pairs with the same angular sep-
aration distribution as the physical LRG pairs but with physical sep-
arations much larger than 15 Mpc. Given that the Δz between the
two LRGs must be larger for a larger physical separation, these null
pairs cannot have the same redshift distribution as the physical
pairs. However, at least one LRG in the pair is selected to have a
similar redshift as a corresponding physical pair of LRGs, thus
giving at least one LRG of the pair approximately the same redshift
distribution. We would not expect any strong or filamentary excess
between these unconnected pairs, beside the possible residual emis-
sion from large-scale structures of the cosmic web, randomly pro-
jected along the line of sight. On the basis of cosmological
simulations, we can expect this signal to be ≤10 times lower than
the signal from filaments physically joining pairs of interacting
halos (68). Stacks were made in the same way as the physical
pairs, with the same number of pairs. We performed 500 null
tests for each radio map, with randomly chosen LRGs for each test.
To test the scatter of the physical LRG pairs, we bootstrapped the

sample. We selected 75% of the total number of pairs, randomly
chosen with replacement, and repeated the stack for each map.
We performed this bootstrapping 500 times for each map. From
this, we can look at the scatter of any detected signal. This also
helps to alleviate any effect of bright outliers in the stack.
To check the overall chance occurrence or variance of the stacks,

we choseNLRG pairs of random sky positions with the same angular
separation distribution of the physical pairs and stacked on these
random sky positions. This was repeated 100 times. All of the
images shown are the averages taken across the different iterations
of the resampling.

Uncertainty
To obtain the uncertainties listed in Table 1, we measured the mean
in the different box sizes at all positions in the residual maps.We did
this by convolving the residual maps with a mean filter having the
shape of the bigger boxes, as well as the optimized total intensity
boxes. We then looked at the distributions of pixel values from
these convolved maps everywhere outside the central box regions
and measured the SDs. This tells us, given the noise per pixel and
the correlation scale of the noise, how common it is to find another
region in the same map that would yield the same results or higher
than is reported in the central region. The mean filter–convolved
maps for all the connected pair residuals are shown in fig. S3 for
the 1.4-GHz data and in fig. S4 for the 30-GHz data, along with
the pixel histograms compared with the measured central values.
Using the total intensity boxes, the central excesses in total and po-
larized intensities at both frequencies have signal-to-noise ratios of
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2.8 to 4. In all cases, the values of the central excesses for connected
pair maps are always higher than when compared to the unconnect-
ed test cases (comparing Table 1 to table S2).
When computing the polarization fractions, the uncertainty

from the total intensity and polarized intensity is propagated
through, but the polarization fraction uncertainty also takes into
account any covariance. To estimate the covariance between the
total and polarized intensities, we choose Npairs random positions
on the sky and stacked at the same random positions for both
maps and repeated this 50 times. For each random stack, we com-
puted the variance for each map and the covariance between the
total and polarized intensities and used the average of the 50 covari-
ances. The average correlation coefficient between the 1.4-GHz po-
larizations is 0.35, and the average for the 30-GHzmaps is 0.45. The
polarized fraction uncertainties in Table 1 are given with and
without taking into account this covariance estimate.

Single clusters
The appearance of the polarized intensity pair stacks differs mark-
edly from that of the stacks seen in total intensity. In the case of the
GMIMS polarization data, a single central bright source is seen in
the stacked image rather than the two bright sources at the positions
of the clusters as is seen in the total intensity data. In the Planck
polarized intensity stacks, there is a centrally located bright emis-
sion, and at the positions of the two clusters, there appears to be a
deficit of signal.
To investigate the nature of this deficit, we performed tests of

stacking on a single cluster. This was performed in the same
manner as the pair stacking (i.e., same sample and same grid);
however, for each real cluster pair, one of the clusters was replaced
by a randomly selected position at the same angular distance away.
This was performed using the sample of connected clusters, as well
as the more general sample of clusters that the unconnected pairs
were chosen from. This test was performed 100 times for each
map (e.g., 100 stacks for the GMIMS and Planck connected pairs
and 100 for the unconnected clusters). This was done separately
for clusters at each of the transformed coordinate positions such
that there were now tests where the clusters were at (0, +1) and a
random position at (0, –1) and the reverse.
The averages of 100 of these stacks for the polarized intensity

maps are shown in fig. S5. From these, we can see that the individual
clusters are not just compressed circular sources at the positions of
the LRGs. In both cases, they are much more diffuse or spread out.
In addition, in both cases, the exact position corresponding to the
LRG is not the peak. This is quite noticeable in the case of Planck,
which shows a decrement, or hole, around the position of the LRG,
forming a ring of signal around the LRG position. This is also the
case in the GMIMS data, although to a much lesser extent, but the
signal does decrease slightly at the LRG position.
When the top and bottom single cluster stacks are averaged to-

gether, the resulting signal patterns closely resemble that which is
seen in the pair stacking (Fig. 2, A to D). Thus, although none of
the polarization pair stacks look like two distinct clusters, that is
the case. We can also subtract off these coadded single stacks
from the original pair stacks; this is shown in fig. S5. In this case,
the connected pair stacking still shows a central excess in the
regions between the two clusters; however, the unconnected tests
no longer show any excess signal in the central region. This
implies that the connected pairs are simply the addition of stacking

two independent clusters, whereas in the physically related case, the
two independent cluster stacks added together cannot account for
all the emission seen in the region between them.
In this test, the original stacking setup was maintained such that

the “pair” was made up of a single LRG and a randomly chosen po-
sition at the same distance away from it as the “real” physical
pairing. This maintained the same scaling and rotation to
compare with the pair stacking. However, seeing that there was de-
tectable emission in the single cluster stacks, we decided to investi-
gate this further. We chose all the LRGs from the original catalog
that have 0.025 ≤ z ≤ 0.3 (N = 280,050) and stacked with those po-
sitions as the central positions. This allowed for a scaling based
solely on redshift such that the pixel units have a physical scale in
megaparsecs. We performed 100 iterations of this test for each map
using a randomly selected subset of the single LRGs available in
each iteration. The results from the averages of these 100 stacks
are shown and discussed in the Results section.

Simulations
Similar to our previous paper (27), we have used the cosmological
simulation of extragalactic magnetic fields presented in (5), which
was produced using the magnetohydrodynamic code ENZO (www.
enzo-project.org). The simulation domain covers a comoving
volume of 1003 Mpc3 with a uniform grid of 24003 cells and
24003 dark matter particles, giving a constant spatial resolution of
41.6 per cell (comoving). The simulation was initialized with a
simple uniform magnetic field of B0 = 10−10 G comoving at z =
45, and the adopted cosmological parameters for the ΛCDM
model are ΩBM = 0.0478, ΩDM = 0.2602, ΩΛ = 0.692, and H0 =
67.8 km/s per megaparsec.
This simulation does not include radiative gas cooling, star for-

mation, or feedback processes on the premise that such processes
are not crucial to model the production of large-scale radio emis-
sion in the shocked cosmic web. The latter is computed, for this
updated modeling, with a more advanced approach than in our
paper I or in previous works. For recent applications of this large
simulation to the modeling of low-frequency radio surveys, see
also (69) and (70).
To compute the radio emission from the shocked cosmic web,

we followed the approach of (71). Here, we summarize the main
steps of the computation, and we point to (71) for details.
Using a velocity jump–based shock finder, we searched for shock

waves in the simulation. Following equations 1 and 2 of (71), we
computed the radio emission at a distance r from the shock front
as the convolution of the electron energy spectrum at distance r
and the modified Bessel function: I(ν, r) ∝ ∫ ne(E, r)F(E)dE. Sim-
ilarly, we computed the perpendicular and parallel part of the emis-
sion as I⊥(ν, r) ∝ ∫ ne(E, r)[F(E) − G(E)]dE and I∥(ν, r) ∝ ∫ ne(E,
r)[F(E) + G(E)]dE, respectively. Using these quantities, we comput-
ed the corresponding polarized emission as

IpolðνÞ ¼

X

los
IðvÞΠexp½2iðεint þ RMλ2Þ�

X

los
IðvÞ

ð5Þ

following (72). In the equation above, Π = (I∥ − I⊥)/(I∥ + I⊥) is the
intrinsic degree of polarization, ϵint is the intrinsic angle of polari-
zation, λ is the wavelength corresponding to the observing
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frequency ν, and RM is the rotation measure. The latter is computed
as

RMðxÞ ¼ 812
ðx

0

ne
10� 3cm� 3

Bk
μG

dl
kpc

ð6Þ

The RM at a distance x from the observer depends on the
thermal electron number density, ne, and the magnetic field parallel
to the line of sight, B∥.
Equation 5 is directly connected to the Stokes parameters. Here,

the denominator corresponds to Stokes I, while the real part and the
imaginary part of the numerator correspond to Stokes Q and U,
respectively.
All physical quantities that are needed to compute the polarized

emission are directly taken from the simulation. This leaves the ac-
celeration efficiency ξ [see equation A10 in (71)] as the only free
parameter in our model. ξ directly enters the normalization of the
electron spectrum, and here, we use ξ = 0.02, which has proven to be
a reliable choice in the past (71, 73). A zoom-in of the simulated
Stokes images (I, Q, and U) for a rectangular ≲70 Mpc × 30 Mpc
× 100 Mpc region of the ENZO cosmological simulation used to
produce the theoretical expectations from the shocked cosmic
web is shown in fig. S6. The last panel gives the polarization fraction
of the emission, also including the effect of Faraday rotation along
the line of sight, using the 3D magnetic field information simulated
at run time. Figure S7 shows the combined total intensity radio
emission along with x-ray emission and the magnetic field
vectors. The volume is placed at z = 0.08, and the resolution of
cells is 41.66 kpc (comoving). The image shows the formation of
sharp emission features surrounding the periphery of cosmic struc-
tures (filaments and outskirts of halos), where strong shocks contin-
uously form. Such features are often associated with the strongest
degree of polarization in the model, while the emission from the
multitude of weaker (merger) shocks in the innermost regions of
halos overall shows a smaller degree of polarization, owing to the
depolarization by intracluster magnetic fields.
Taking the output of the simulations, we scaled the emission to a

set redshift equal to the mean of the LRG pairs sample, z = 0.08. We
converted the units to jansky and then added random Gaussian
noise to the images. We then convolved the Stokes I, Q, and U
images by a 40–arc min beam to match that of the GMIMS data.
After convolution, we generated a polarized intensity P image
from the beam-convolved Stokes Q and U maps. We used the
same catalog of mass halos, described in (27), as clusters that are
within 15 Mpc of each other (Nhalos = 2036). With this sample of
physically nearby halos, we repeated the same type of stacking pro-
cedure (e.g., same pixel grid and scaling as the real data) and stacked
the pairs of halos in both the total intensity and polarized intensity.
We created a final stacked image from the simulated pairs in both
total and polarized intensity.
Given that the number of simulated pairs is much less than the

real number of LRG pairs, we created 50 stack realizations from the
simulations by repeating the stacks with randomly generated resam-
pled (with replacement) simulated halo pairs, as well as flipping the
orientations of the pairs, and generating different noise realizations
with each iteration. The noise added was approximately a factor of
10 to 20 lower than the noise in the real GMIMS maps, as

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
Nhalos
p

is
17 times smaller than

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
NLRG
p

, meaning the noise would be reduced
by a smaller amount from stacking of the halo pairs. We then took

the average of the 50 simulation stack realizations and performed a
similar model of cluster emission and subtraction to obtain a resid-
ual filamentary excess; examples of these can be seen in Fig. 5. This
was repeated using the scaling factors of 2, 3, and 4 for the magnetic
field strengths in the simulations to produce a scaling relation of B2
on the synchrotron emission. The measured values for the filamen-
tary excess emission in the total and polarized intensity simulation
stacked images are presented in table S3.
One thing to note here is that the simulations only include radio

emission from shocks. They do not include emission from galaxies
or other sources of diffuse emission (e.g., radio halo–like emission
or Fermi-II processes), so it is likely that this is something of a lower
limit, or less than the data stacking, inherently because of this
reason. Therefore, while any filamentary emission, and the outskirts
of clusters, is thought to be dominated by shocks to produce diffuse
emission, there is likely more that contributes to the data stacking.
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This PDF file includes:
Supplementary Text
Figs. S1 to S10
Tables S1 to S3
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