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ABSTRACT

We study the halo mass function in the presence of a kurtgpis of primordial non-
Gaussianity. The kurtosis corresponds to the trispectrsirdedined in Fourier space. The
primordial trispectrum is commonly characterized by twogpaetersryy, andgnr,. We focus
on g, Which is an important parameter to test the physics of niigltit inflation models. As
applications of the derived non-Gaussian mass functiorgamsider the effects on the abun-
dance of void structure, on early star formation, and on &drom of the most massive objects
at high redshift. We show that by comparing the effects ofmpridial non-Gaussianity on
cluster abundance with that on void abundance, we can glisgh between the skewness and
the kurtosis types of primordial non-Gaussianity. As falyestar formation, we show that the
kurtosis type of primordial non-Gaussianity seems on thexagye not to affect the reioniza-
tion history of the Universe. However, at high redshifts {op ~ 20) such non-Gaussianity
does somewhat affect the early stages of reionization.

Key words: :Inflation, large scale structure of the Universe

1 INTRODUCTION

The inflation paradigm has been well-known as a successfulaso for resolving several shortcomings of the standagd&&ng Model,
in particular, the generation of primordial fluctuationsiethseed cosmic microwave background (CMB) fluctuations stnecture forma-
tion of the Universe. In the standard inflationary scenatie, primordial density fluctuations are generated from turarfluctuations of
a scalar field and they have almost Gaussian statistics.centeg/ears it has been realized that studying the non-Ganissiof the pri-
mordial density fluctuations can reveal valuable inforomagibout the dynamics of inflation (Komatsu & Spetgel 2001tdda et alll 2004;
[Bartolo, Matarrese & Riottd _2010; Komalsu 2010) (and refees therein). Thanks to significant progress in cosmaibgibservations,
most notably the CMB observations, we may expect that a mgarimeasurement of this quantity will become observailyravailable
in the near future and will thereby allow several inflationdals to be tested.

In Ref. (Komatsu & Sperdel 2001), the authors have introdusimple new parameter which describes the deviation frans&lan-
ity of the statistics of the primordial curvature fluctuaiso the so-called non-linearity paramefas,, defined as| (Salopek & Bornd 1990:
\Gangui et al. 1994; Verde etlal. 2000)

€00 = Cox) + 2 . (B0 — (6 (9%) +O(G () W

where( represents the primordial curvature fluctuations on a amifenergy density hypersurface af\d denotes the Gaussian part. In the
Probability Density Function (PDF) of the primordial fluations, the non-zero value of the non-linearity paramgtermay generate a non-
zero value of the skewness (3rd order moment), the kurtb#iisorder moment) and so on. Obviously, the skewness caaraengtrized by
the leading term usingxr,. However, the kurtosis can be affected not only by fke term but also by higher order terms, such as¢thex)
term in the above expressidd (1). In general, one needs treargders in order to characterize the kurtosis in the PDEs&parameters are
normally calledrnr, andgnr,, where the firstis usually (although not always) relate¢kto and the second is the parameter that characterizes
the third moment of. Such kind of non-linearity is the so-called local type ohrBaussianity. Recently, other types of non-Gaussianity
have been discussed in the literaturg,, equilateral and orthogonal types. Theoretically, thaldgpe of non-Gaussianity can be generated
from the super-horizon non-linear dynamics of primordiaivature perturbations. On the other hand, the equilaterdlorthogonal types

of non-Gaussianity can be generated when one considersaa el which has a non-canonical kinetic term or the highreler derivative
correction terms. In this paper, we focus on the local typeasf-Gaussianity and consider the case where the equllatedeorthogonal
types are negligible.
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In the case where the primordial curvature fluctuations wgererated from single field stochastic fluctuations (sksglerced case),
i.e., the primordial curvature fluctuations can be expressedcaqdd, andri, can be described only byxr,. But in generale.g., if
the primordial curvature fluctuations were generated frouitirstochastic fluctuations therkr, and fx1, have no universal relation any
more (Suyama & Yamaguchi 2008; Suyama et al. 2010; Sugiyomatsu & Futamase 2011). Hence, it seems to be importanvesii-
gate the observational consequencesxefindependently offr..

In this paper, we focus on the effects of the kurtosis type mhrdial non-Gaussianity on the Large Scale StructureS)L.S
in particular, on the halo mass function. There are manyiessudf the effects of primordial non-Gaussianity on the LS also

on the formulation of the non-Gaussian halo mass funclioatéMese, Verde & Jimenez 2000; Slosar et al. 2008; Magdi®R@tta

[2010; Verde 2010; D’Amico et &1, 2010; De Simone, Maggiore i&tR)2010] Wagner, Verde & Boubekeur 2010) (and referettoeein),
which focus not only onfxr.-type but alsoyxr.-type [Desjacques & Seljak 2010; Maggiore & Rifitto 2010; itnan & Silk 20108 b;
[Enqvist, Hotchkiss & Taani

la_20110). Here, we study the e&fed kurtosis of the non-Gaussian primordial fluctuatiot®se non-linearity
is parameterized by the two free parametexs, and~r.. Recently, a number of authors have studied non-Gaussigad perturbations in
two-field inflationary models (Tseliakhovich, Hirata & Siys2010; Smith & LoVerde 2010). In these papers, the authave konsidered
the effect of non-Gaussianity on the halo bias. Althougb tipe of primordial non-Gaussianity is similar to the onesidered here, we
study the effects on the halo mass function.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, vieflgrreview the kurtosis type of primordial non-Gaussigribnsidered
here. In sectiofi]3, we formulate halo mass functions wittmprtlial non-Gaussianity, based on the Press-Schechtythad Edgeworth
expansion. In sectidd 4, we apply the non-Gaussian halo faasgon to the formation of astrophysical objects. We édeisthree applica-
tions: early star formation, the most massive object at hégishift and the abundance of voids. Sedfibn 5 providescaisson and summary
of our results. We adopt throughout the best fit cosmologiaahmeters taken from WMAP 7-year data.

2 TRISPECTRUM OF PRIMORDIAL NON-GAUSSIAN CURVATURE FLUCTUATIONS

Here, we focus on the local-type non-Gaussianity. Follovthe notation commonly used, in the single-sourced casty thge third order,
the primordial curvature fluctuations can be expressed as

3 9
¢ =Ca+ 2 hn (€& —(C8)) + ponié @
Based on this expression, the trlspectrunq‘ of given by

(C (k)¢ (k)¢ (ks)C (ka)) = (2m)°Te (o, K, ks, ka)8®) (ko + ko + ks + ki)

54
Tg(kh ko, ks, k4) = TNL (P((Iﬁ)PC(kQ)P((km) + 11perms.) + %

wherekiz = |ki + k| and P (k1) is a power spectrum af given by (¢ (k1) (kz)) = (27)3P(k1)6® (k1 + k2). For the above definition
of 7v and the form of the non-linearity of the curvature pertuidia{Z), 7~1. can be written in terms of the non-linearity parameter, as

gnL (P (k1) Pe(k2) Pe(ks) + 3perms.) (3)

36
TNL = %fI%L . (4)

This consistency relation is satisfied only in the case whseeorimordial curvature fluctuations can be described by(®)x namely, the
primordial curvature fluctuations are sourced only from gm@ntum fluctuations of a single scalar fietd., curvaton Mh

[2002; Lyth & Wands 2002; Moroi & Takahashi 2001).

However, if there are multiple sources of the primordialveture fluctuations, then the above consistency relationotssatis-

fied (Langlois & Vernizzi 2004; Ichikawa et al. 2008; Husngd2¢Byrnes & Choil 2010). In general, it has been known thatetfexists

an inequality between the local type non-linearity pararsety:, and fxr. given by (Suyama & Yamaguc¢hi 2008; Suyama ét al. 2010;
\Sugiyama, Komatsu & Futamase 2011)

2
TNL > % (ngL> . (%)

For example, let us consider the local-type non-Gausgigiien by

(=¢c+ ngL (08 — (6&)) + txLoatia (6)

wheregc andyc are Gaussian fluctuations witha ) = 0 andint, is a non-linearity parameter, which represents the nagalicoupling
betweenpc andiy¢ in {¢. At leading order, the power spectrumdfs given by that of the Gaussian pait as

()K= (dak)da(k) = (2m)° Py (k)8 (k +K') , @)

and the bispectrum is given only b1, as

(C(k1)C(ka)¢(ks)) = (2W)3§fNL(P¢(k1)P¢(k2) + 2perms.)0® (k1 + k2 + ks) (8)

because ofpca) = 0.
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In the single-source case which corresponds to the casg.cE 0, as mentioned above, the trispectrum can be also parameztenmly
by fni.. However, for the above type of curvature fluctuations thepéctrum is given by

6 2
Tg(k‘h ka, ks, k‘4) = <ngL) (P¢(k1)P¢(k2)P¢(k‘13) + 11perms.)

+L <P¢(k1)P¢(k2)Pw(/€13) + Py (k1) Py(k2) Py (k1a) + Py (k1) Py (k) Py (k12)
+ Py (k1) Py (ks) Py (k1a) + Py (k1) Py (ka) Py (k12) + Py (k1) Py (ka) Py (K13)

+Py(k2) Py (k3) Py (k12) + Py (k2) Py (k3) Py (k2a) + Py (k2) Py (ka) Py (k12)
+ Py (k2) Py (ka) Py (k2s) + Py (ka) Py (ka) Py (k13) + P¢(k3)P¢(/€4)Pw(’f23)) : )

whereki1s = |ki + ks|. We assume that the power spectra of random Gaussian figldsdy ¢ have only weak scale-dependence, that is,
the power spectra are respectively given by

272 k! 272 ket
Pyk)= A, [ — Py(k)=2-A, [ — , 10
=24 (5)  aw=Ta(f) (10)
whereky is a pivot scale anfh, — 1| < 1 and|n, — 1| < 1. In such a case, we can rewrite the power spectrughois
Pl/,(k‘) ~ OLP¢(I€) , O = AU)/A¢ s (11)

and then using the ratio of the amplitudesthe expression for the trispectrum can be reduced to

(C(k1)C(k2)C(k3)C(ka)) =~  (2m)%6P (k1 + ko + ks + ka) <§—§f§m + OztzNL) (Pg(k1)Py(k2)Py(k13) + 11perms.) .
(12)

From the above equation and Hg. (3), we easily find that thinearity parameteryr, is
36 36
TNL = 2_5fI%IL + atin, > %fI%L . (13)

Hence, in the following discussion, we considef, independently offxr..

3 NON-GAUSSIAN MASS FUNCTION INDUCED FROM PRIMORDIAL NON-GAUSSIANITY

In the previous section, we have shown that there is a stio@grétical motivation for consideringyr, to be independent ofxr,. The
parameteri, characterizes the amplitude of the trispectrum of primardirrvature fluctuations as well asr.. Here, we briefly review the
formula for the halo mass function with not only the non-zerionordial bispectrum but also the non-zero primordiadgectrum, based on
Press-Schechter theory.

3.1 Probability Density Function of the smoothed density field with primordial non-Gaussianity

The matter density linear fluctuations in Fourier spacedghit z, d(k, z), are given by the primordial curvature perturbation on darm
energy density hypersurfacék) as

3(k, z) = M(k)D(2)((k) , (14)
2 1 k2
= g Qo H_g (k) ’

M(k) (15)

whereQ..,o is the present density parameter for total non-relativistatter,H, is the Hubble constani)(z) is a linear growth function and
T'(k) is a transfer function. Using these expressions, we carirotita linear matter power spectrum as

(8(k,2)8(K, 2)) = (27)°Ps(k, 2)6® (k + ') , (16)
Ps(k, z) = %M(k)2D(z)2P¢(k’) , (17)

wherePy (k) = k*P,(k)/(2r?). Following the standard procedure, let us define the smdadeesity fluctuation on a given length scale,
R, as

d*k
o :/WWR(k)é(k, z), (18)
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whereWr (k) is the Fourier transform of a spherical top-hat window fisrcgiven by
sin(kR)  cos(kR)
Wr(k) =3 ( B T R ) (19)

In order to take into account primordial non-Gaussianitthemsmoothed density fluctuations, let us consider the PR of"(dr)dd r.-
Then-th central moment fof' (dr)ddr is defined as

6h) = [ rFGR)sn . (20)
and each reduceeth cumulant can be defined as
_ _(R)e

where a subscript denotes the connected partgepoint function given by
(6R)e =0, (62)e = (0%) = on,

(8R)e = (6R) , (OR)e = (OR) — 3(6R)< , etc., (22)

with zero mean density field. Here?—\:, S3(R) and S4(R) are the variance, the skewness and the kurtosis, resggctie¢ us consider a
non-Gaussian PDF of matter density fluctuations, based ewdhcept of the Edgeworth expansion. Here, we considerxibension of
the PDF of the density field'(v)dv with v = §r/or in terms of the derivatives of the Gaussian PBE,(v), as (Juszkiewcz et lal. 1995;
[LoVerde et all. 2008)

F(v)dv = dv coFg(l/)+7§;1 %Fg’")(y) , (23)
with

Fe(v) = (2n) Y% exp(—1?/2), (24)
ES0) = L Ba(v) = (<) Ha () Fa(w) (25)

whereH.,, (v) is the Hermite polynomials;
Hi\(v)=v, Ho(v) =1 -1, H3(v) =v* - 3v,
Hy(v)=v* =62 +3, Hs(v) =0v° —100° + 150, -+ . (26)

From the above relation between the derivatives of the Gau$s2DF and Hermite polynomials, we can regard the expneq@8) as a
non-Gaussian PDF expanded in terms of the Hermite polyrisn8&nce the Hermite polynomials satisfy orthogonal reta;

o _ 0 ,ifm#n,
/m Ho(0) Hy(v) o (v)dv = { BARSUSAS 27)
we can evaluate the coefficients as
Cm = (—1)m/ H,,(v)F(v)dv . (28)

Then, we can obtain the expressions for the coefficienisin terms of the reduced cumulants (variance, skewnesgdisiand so on) as

Cco = 1, Cl1 = C2 :O, C3 = —Sg(R)UR, Cq :S4(R)U%3,

cs = —S5(R)o% ,c6 = 1053(R)?0 % + S6(R)og - , (29)
and, as a result, the non-Gaussian PDF of the density figld)dv, can be obtained as
2 3
Fv)ydv = j;_ﬁ exp (—u2/2) 1+ @Hg(l/) + % (%) Hg(v) + % (%) Hy(v)

+MH4(V)+1 <M>QH8(V)+1 <M>SHQ(U)+... , (30)

24 2 24 6 24

up to the third order terms ifis(R) andS4(R) and neglect the contributions of the higher order cumujait$R) (n > 5). This derivation

of the non-Gaussian PDF is based on the so-called Edgewxptinsion. Of course, the non-zero non-linearity parameter,, 7~ and
gL also generate non-zero higher order cumulasitg;R) (n > 5). However, as far as considering the non-Gaussian curviitisteations
given by Eq.[(B) and current observational constraints ennitn-linearity parameters (Komatsu et al. 2011; Fergus®egan & Shellard
), termsS,, (R) (n > 5) are greatly suppresseld (Engvist. Hotchkiss & Taanilal2046hce, the assumption of neglecting the higher
order cumulants seems to be reasonable.
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3.2 Halo mass function with non-Gaussian corrections

Let us consider the halo mass function with non-Gaussian &0Fe smoothed density field as given in the previous sulmsedBased
on the spirit of the Press-Schechter formula, the halo masstibn which gives the number density of collapsed stmestihalos) with
the mass betweel (= 47pR>/3 with j is the background matter density) andl + dM at a redshiftz, (dn(M, z)/dM)dM is given

by (D’Amico et al[2010)

dn 2p d e

ang MM = MR ] T
- o[22 e [4] {d};;%c[l
+%H3(%) +s (%)2%(%) e <%)3ﬂ9(%)
IRICUL NN (%)H() +3 (%) Hw(w)}
v (B2 it iy (S) e+ gy (52
-t (%ﬁ) ) + 3 (%)21{7@6) MEE (%)31{11@6)} @D

wherev. = d./or andd. denotes the threshold for collapse which is originally giy 6. ~ 1.69. However, in Ref.mog),
the authors have suggested that using the correétion é../q with ¢ = 0.75 puts the analytic predictions in good agreement with the
numerical simulations. This is due to the more realistieaz=llipsoidal collapse. Henee = 1.69 x ,/q is often referred to as the critical
density of ellipsoidal collapse. Here we adopt this coedatensity threshold. = 1.69 x 1/0.75. In the following calculations, we use the
above formula of the non-Gaussian mass functions up to tteeabder in terms ofS; and Sa.

For a Gaussian probability distribution, the mass funcisogiven by

dng v2] dlnog
dM( z2)dM = — \/7 {—7} Fivi vedM | (32)

and we define the ratio between the non-Gaussian mass famctibthe Gaussian ondlas

dn(M, z)/dM
dng(M,z)/dM *
Let us focus on the redshift dependence of the above expredsiom the definition of the reduced cumulafifs (21) and dee that the
redshift dependence of the density field is givershyx D(z), we can easily find that” 2.5, (R) has no redshift-dependence. Hence, any
remaining redshift dependence comes only from the téeFmHere following the literature, the redshift-dependeoar be carried by. as

5. — 6c(2) < D(2)~" and then the varianagr has no redshlft dependence. In the following discussi@nchange the subscript to M/
becausek and M have a one-to-one correspondence through the equifien 47 R*5/3.

Rna(M, 2) = (34)

3.2.1 Variance, skewness and kurtosis

Let us consider the concrete expressions of the varianegjrgss and kurtosis of the primordial curvature pertuobativhose power-, bi-
and tri-spectra are given by Eqsl (T}, (8) did (3), respelgtiThe variance is given by

) dk

ok = [ T Wr)M(E)Ps(k), (35)

1 |n Refs. (Enquist. Hotchkiss & Taar(la 20.0; Matarrese dée& Jimend’z 2000; Verde et al. 2001), the authors introdtiee\VJ convention for defining

the ratio given by

2 —1
) - ol ) o 20 () ()
3
y 54+y_g <_S4(R)cr%> N (dlnoR)*li <S4(R)o%>} 7
o1 12 dM dM 24
1/2 2\ 1/2
53 = (1—1/0%) ,545(1—1/3%) , 33)

which is not based on the Edgeworth expansion. In our calonlawe have also checked the consistency between the Albddeexpression and Ed.(B4).
This issue is discussed in Appenflix A.
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z || lA<1

> Y
Figure 1. the three vectorgk, ko andks in the trispectrum.
the skewness i$ (Chongchitnan & Silk 2010a)
_ 6/
83(R) = 5 0_;1:{ 3(R) ’
~ dkq
S5(R) = /—1W (k) M (k1 )Py (k) / 2 W r (k) M (k2) Py ()
dpz Py(k12) | Py(ki2)
k k 1 36
></ Wr(ki2) M( 12){ + Pokn) + Polka) | (36)

whereki2 = \/k? + k3 + 2k1kapn2 andpui2 = cos 012, and the kurtosis which is proportional to the non-lingapiarametetryy, is given
by

Si(R) = 2LSI(R),
UR
SRy = [ Wl MO Palh) / 2 Wi () M (k2 )Py (k) / S W (ks) M (ks) P (k)

d, d d
/ Mlz/ H13/ ¢13WR (k123)M(k123)

x{P¢(k’12) {Pd,(lkl) * ¢(1k2)] {1 - %}

+ab) | ot + ot [ ] P ity * st [ Pfﬁ«flz’z;)]} | o

Here, we have fixed the three vectdks, ko andk; that appear in the expression of the trispectrum, as showigifil. Hence, using the
angular variabled}: 2, 613 andps3, we have

!

ko = /K2 + K3+ 2krkopn

kaz = \/k:§ + k3 + 2koks <\/(1 — o) (1 — py) cos prs + 1“2%“3) 7

ks = \/k3 + k3 + 2kaksps >

and

k123 = \/k% + k2 + k2 + 2kikopo + 2k1kspas + 2koks (\/(1 — u25)(1 — py) cos p13 + u12,u13> , (39)
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whereu;; = cos 6;;. In order to calculate the skewness more easily, let us dengtie squeezed limitin momentum space, &g k2 ~
ks. In this limit, the equation for the skewne§s](36) can be ceduo

= dk

S ~ 2% " LWk )M (k1) Py (k1) (40)
k1 <ko~ks

and by considering other limiting cases, i/&,— 0 andks — 0, we obtain

-~ o [ dk

Ss = 6ok [ TWalk)M(k)Po(k) . (41)

Based on the above approximate expression, we find a simypieifa;

orS3(R) = 4.3 x 10" fxr, x 0% (10"°h™'Ms < M < 2 x 10°h ' M) . (42)

This result seems to be close to those given in Refs. (De SinMaggiore & Riotth 2010; Engvist, Hotchkiss & Taahila 2 Hence, we

adopt the above expression in the following discussion.dimalar way, from the expression of the kurto$isl(37), we easily find that the
kurtosis induced from the non-linearity parametgr, becomes largest in the limit & — 0(i = 1,2,3,4) ork;; — 0(i # 7 = 1,2,3,4)
(local type). Then, we have an approximate expression

ST(R) ~8 %WR(k)M(k)m(k) x S3(R) + 12440 .
(43)

On the other hand, in the squeezed lifit— 0(: = 1, 2, 3,4), the kurtosis which is proportional to the non-linearitygraetergnr, can be

also reduced to (Chongchitnan & Silk 2010a; Engvist HM& Taanild 2010)

" = o
59 ~ 2 ?Wg(k)/\/l(k)m,(k) x S3(R) . (44)
From these approximate expressions, we respectivelyrobitaiple formulae for the kurtosis in the form

oRST(R) = 1.9x10 "mp x o%®® (10" "My < M < 2 x 10 ' M) ,

oRSI(R) = 9.4 x10 %gnr x 0% (10°h "My < M <2 x10"°h "' Mg) . (45)

The result forY(R) also is close to that obtained in Réf._(Enqvist, Hotchkissa@ild 201d]. Hence in the following discussion , we also
adopt the above expressions for the kurtosis as well asdh#té skewness.

3.2.2 Difference between the Gaussian and the non-Gaussian mass functions

Based on the above calculations for the variandg, the skewnessSs, and also the kurtosiss,, the mass function can now be calculated.
In the following discussion, we take values of the non-liitggparameters agnr, = 100, 7w, = 10° andgnr, = 0. This value ofrnr,
may be inconsistent with the observational constraintinbthby Ref. O) as0.6 < 7~1./10" < 3.3 at95% confidence
level. However, there might be a caveat since in Ref. (FegusRegan & Shellard 2010), the authors have claimed teaapproach in
Smidt et al. does not directly subtract the effect of an@atr noise and other systematic effects which are impontawibtaining an accurate
and optimized result. Nonetheless, in order to emphasiélifferences between the Gaussian mass functions and th&awssian mass
functions with the non-zerg¢r, and the non-zeren:, cases, we take the above values.

In Fig.[2, we show that the mass function in the mass rangegsetivo x 10'*h = M, and2.0 x 1015 L =1 M, at the redshift = 0. The
red thin line shows the mass function with the Gaussian tefisctuations given by EqL(32). The blue dashed and greiek times show
the non-Gaussian mass function given by Egl (31) in the caigBs/x1, = 100 and7nL = gnr = 0 andmn = 10° and fxr = gni = 0,
respectively. From this figure, it is rather difficult to sbe tifferences between the Gaussian and the non-Gaussssrfunations. In Fid.]3
we show the ratios between the Gaussian and the non-Gausagfunctions defined by EG.{34). The red dashed line s M, 0)
with fxi, = 100 and7nr, = gy = 0 and the blue solid line shows that wifhy, = gy, = 0 and 7w, = 10°. The magenta dotted line is
for the case withnr, = gnr, = 0 and fxr, = 30 which is corresponding to the mean value of the current WMAR (Komatsu et &l. 20111).
The black dashed-dotted line is for the case with = gnr = 0 and7nr, = 10 which is consistent with the maximum allowed value
obtained by Ref]_(_S_mT_e_LMlO). From this figure, weritiiat for both types of primordial non-Gaussianity, i.@sjpive skewness and
kurtosis, the mass functions can be systematically enldefiocenore massive objects, as compared with the GaussianTlas enhancement
of the mass functions depends on the valuessefandgnr.. We find that for the cases witfy, = 30 andmL = 10? Rxg are respectively
1.06 and1.01 for M = 2 x 10*°h~1 M. Hence, in both cases the effects of the primordial non-8aniy on the mass functions seem to

2 As mentioned in Ref| (Engvist, Hotchkiss & Taa_OlO)s tesult is different from that in the published version @fRChongchitnan & Silk 2010a).

However, the authors in Ref. (Chongchitnan & Silk 2010a)havrected the result in the arXiv version and their newvdén is now close to our resulL{42).
3 In addition to the expression derived for the skewness,gbeltr for kurtosis in Ref[ (Chongchitnan & Sllk 2010a) hastbeorrected in the arXiv version
and this is also close to our resilf[45).
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Figure 2. The mass function with the mass range betwégnx 10'4h = Mg and2.0 x 1015h~1 Mg at the redshift: = 0. The red thin line shows the
mass function with the Gaussian density fluctuations giweRdp [32). The blue dashed and green thick lines show theGarssian mass function given by
Eq. [31) in the case witlfy;, = 100 andyy, = gyt = 0 and the case withyy, = 106 and fx1, = gn1 = 0, respectively.

14l — 70 =1.0x 105, fxp = g = 0 -
F - o =100, 78 = gy, = 0 ]
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Figure 3. The ratio between the Gaussian and the non-Gaussian masisifisn The red dashed line shoRsq (M, 0) with fx1, = 100 and7NL, = gL =
0 and the blue solid line shows that wifly;, = gy, = 0 and7n, = 106. The magenta dotted line is for the case withy, = gn1, = 0 and fxr, = 30
which is corresponding to the mean value of the current WMAR ml). The black dashed-dotted line ihéocase withfny, = gy, = 0
and7nr, = 10% which is consistent with the maximum allowed value obtaibgdRef. 0).

be too small to detect. We also find that the enhancement afaheGaussian mass function with the non-zero kurtosis dfggimordial
non-Gaussianity, i.e., non-zerar,, depends more strongly on the mass of the collapsed obJetstihe case with the non-zero skewness
type of primordial non-Gaussianity. This is because in ttression for the non-Gaussian mass funcfioh (31)§the r-dependence of the
term related with the kurtosiS, is stronger than that of the term related with the skewisgs:iamely,Si-termoc (6./or)® and Sz-term

o (6C/JR)4. As the collapsed objects become more massive, the varianbecomes smaller and hentg/ o r becomes larger. Thus, if we
would detect the enhancement of the mass function for massiNapsed objects and find its scale-dependence, then gl distinguish
the kurtosis type of primordial non-Gaussianity from thewkess type. In Fig]4, we show the redshift dependence aftiebetween
the non-Gaussian mass function and the Gaussian massofuastive change the value nfr,. Here we have fixed the mass of the halo
asM = 10**h 1 M,. The solid line is for the case withvt. = 10°, the dashed line fo2.0 x 10°, dotted line for5.0 x 10° and the
dashed-dotted line for0®. From this figure, we find that at higher redshift the enharegnof the mass function for massive collapsed
objects increases. This is because the critical dedsity) = J./D(z) becomes much larger at larger redshifts due to the smatieai
growth functionD(z). Hence, in order to observationally test the kurtosis typprisnordial non-Gaussianity it will be useful to observe
high-redshift rare objects.
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redshift; 2

Figure 4. The ratio between the non-Gaussian mass function and thes@aumass function v.s. the redshift{ z < 5) with changing the value ofyr,.
Here we have fixed the mass of halols= 10'*h~! M. The solid line is for the case withy, = 10, dashed line foR.0 x 10, dotted line for5.0 x 10°
and dot-dashed line far0S.

4 APPLICATIONS

In this section, we consider applications of the mass fonatiith both skewness and kurtosis types of primordial n@ausSianity. Here, we
also take values of the non-linearity parameters tgwhe = 100, 7wt = 10° andgnr, = 0.

4.1 Early Star Formation

Let us first investigate the effect of primordial non-Gaasgy on the epoch of reionization. As is well-known, in arée understand the
mechanism of rejonization, it is important to estimate theher of photons from Population 111 stars. Following R¢&omerville & Livid

12003; LS_Qm_QnLuI_Q._B_ulID_QK_&LMH_ZQ_GSL_S_ugJ;Lama._ZaLO_LLb&M [2004), the global star-formation-rate density dedoby /. can be

written as

d
dt Fh(MWr > M > Mcrlh ) . (46)

Here, p, is the background baryon number density andienotes the star-formation efficiency usually taken to B&Dfor 200M, Pop
Il stars and 0.001 fot00M¢ . Fy (Mvir > M > Mait, t) represents the fraction of the total mass in collapsed tb{balos) with masses

greater than the minimum collapse mass sadle, = 10°h~' M, (Yoshida et al. 2003; Fuller & Couchman 2000) and lower thenvrial
massM.i; = M (Tyir = 10°K).
The relation between the mass and the virial temperaturigés ¢py (Barkana & Loeh 2001; Yoshida eilal. 2003)

2/3 1/3
I ) M Qmo Ac(z) 142
T = 4.7 x 10° (0 6 (108h*1M@) (0.24 1872 0 )X “7)
where is the mean molecular weight, am¥.(z) is the final overdensity relative to the critical density,igbis given by a fitting for-

mula (Bryan & Normai_1998)

A =187% 4+ 82 (Qn(2) — 1) — 39 (n(2) — 1), (48)

p* = €xPb—;

where,, (=) is the density parameter of matter at redshijft

Qmo(l —+ 2)3

QO = .
(Z) Qmo(l + Z)3 + Qa

(49)

Assuming that the photon number production-rateer from Pop. Ill stars isV, = 1.6 x 10**s~' M " and that the life time of Pop. I
star ismir = 3.0 x 10%yr, we can obtain the total production rate of ionizing photangmet as

dn
dt
hence the cumulative number of photons per H atom is

(t) = exppNy (Fu(t) — Fr(t — mm)) (50)

Z_:I(Z) > umpes Ny Fp (Myic > M > Merie, 2) T (51)

with the proton massn,, and the hydrogen number density;. In the above expressioty, (Mix > M > Meit, 2) is given by Press-
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Figure 5. Cumulative photon number péf atom as a function of the redshift f8r< z < 18. The black solid line shows., /ny (z) for the case with the
Gaussian fluctuations. The blue dashed line is for the catbetig non-Gaussian fluctuationfyy, = 100 and7n, = gnr, = 0. The red dot-dashed line is
for the case withrn, = 1.0 x 10° and fx1, = gni, = 0. The thin black dashed line correspondsutg/n i as a guide of the complete reionization.
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Figure 6. We plot the ratio between~ (z)/n  in the pure Gaussian primordial fluctuation case and thatémbn-Gaussian case for< z < 20. The blue
dashed line is for the case wiffa;, = 100 and7xr, = gnt, = 0 and the red solid line for the case witkt, = 1.0 x 10% and fx1, = gnt, = O.

Schechter theory as

Fy(Myir > M > Merie, 2) =

p

Substituting our expressioh (31) for the non-Gaussian rhuasgion into the above equation, we can estimate the effieptimordial
non-Gaussianity on the number of photons emitted from Rajoul 111 stars, which is one of the most important quangitiieiring the epoch
of reionization. In Figl b, we show the cumulative photon bemperH atom given by Eq[(51) as a function of the redshift§or z < 18.
The black solid line shows., /n (=) for the case with the Gaussian fluctuations, the blue dashedslIfor the case with the non-Gaussian
fluctuations;fxr, = 100 and7~t, = gn1. = 0 and the red dot-dashed line for the case with = 1.0 x 10° and fx1. = gnr. = 0. The thin
black dashed line correspondsit9/ny = 10 as a guide of the complete reionization on average. Fronfithiee, we find that primordial
non-Gaussianity seems not to affect the reionization hjisibthe Universe on average which is characterized by theevaf ., /ng = 10.
However, at higher redshift the effect of primordial nonuGsianity seems to be significant on the cumulative photomben density. We
evaluate this effect in Fidl] 6, where we plot the ratio betwee/n (z) in the pure Gaussian primordial fluctuation case and thaten t
non-Gaussian case. The blue dashed line is for the casefwith= 100 and7~1, = gni, = 0 and the red solid line for the case with
™t = 1.0 x 10% and fx1r, = gn1. = 0. From this figure, we find that compared to the Gaussian caseutimulative number of photons in
the non-Gaussian case is larger at higher redshifts bolteindn-zeress and the non-zer§, cases. Moreover, as we have mentioned in the
previous section the kurtosis type of primordial non-Gaursty affects the enhancement of the photon number densie significantly
at high redshift. That is, there seems to be the possibifigramatically changing the history of the early stage obm&ation due to the
kurtosis type of primordial non-Gaussianity even for valirethe range of the current limits obtained from CMB obsgove. Of course,
the above rough estimate is not precise enough to enableassitoate the exact cumulative number of the ionizing phatétowever, we

1 (M dn
- /]\/ICTit MW(M7 Z)dM . (52)
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consider here that, in view of the completely ad hoc natutt@fimount of non-Gaussianity due to the absence of a camgpaiflationary
model, it suffices for us to focus on the deviation of the phatamber based on the non-Gaussian mass function from thatl twn the
Gaussian mass function.

4.2 High-Redshift Massive Clusters

Recently, the authors in Ref. (Jee df al. 2009; RosatillebaB phave presented a weak lensing analysis of the galagteclMMU J2235.3-
2557 which has a high redshift ~ 1.4 and whose mass &/324 = (6.4 + 1.2) x 10** M. In ACDM model the formation of such a
massive cluster at this redshift would be a rare event (at $29.

In Ref. (Cayon, Gordon & Silk 2010), the authors have considehe effects of primordial non-Gaussianity paramettizg the non-
linearity parameteffxr, which they found to befxr, = 449 + 286 at wave number of about4Mpc ! in order to explain the existence
of such a massive cluster at high redshift. Consideringesicairiant fxr,, this result contradicts the current CMB observationalstiaint
f~xL < 100. Therefore, the authors remarked that one would need tkéngoale-dependerfivr,. In Ref. (Enavist, Hotchkiss & Taanila
M), the authors have considered non-zgrp case and found thaivr, = O(10°) could explain the existence of high redshift massive
clusters.

Here, instead of considering the scale-dependeng&0r gnt., let us consider the effect of the kurtosis induced from-the-type
primordial non-Gaussianity on the formation of massivestdts. Of course, for a more detailed analysis we need taletdcthe probability
of the massive clusters under the procedure done in Ref. rdon & Silk 2010). However, in order to give a naive restiion of
the value ofrnr, which can explain the existence of the massive cluster XMN2Q235%.3-2557, we investigate the valuemef;, which
gives the same value as does the non-Gaussian mass fumaioely, Rxg defined as Eq[(34), including the effect of kurtoSison the
corresponding scale at the corresponding redshift by diictuthe effect offxr,, i.e., skewness. Here, we addgficnvmr = 6.4 x 10 Mg
andzxyvu = 1.4 as the mass and the redshift of the massive cluster XMMU 132355, respectively. For the value ff1,, the best fit
value derived in Ref_(Cayon, Gordon & Silk 2010) is adopfeat. these parameters, we also find that this value can beedat the case
with fnr, = gnr, = 0 and7~1, = 1.7 x 10°. As we have mentioned in Sdc_3J2.2, this value may be ruledythe result obtained by
Ref. 0). Hence, if we believe this constraire need to consider the possibility such as scale-depéngde.

4.3 Abundance of voids

As another example, we study the void abundance with primbrdn-Gaussian corrections. In Ref. (Kamionkowski, \ée8dJimenez
), the authors showed that the void distribution funrctian be derived in the same way as the halo mass functiog Be&ss-Schechter
theory. This is done by replacing the critical "overdenspgrametery., with the negative "underdensity” paramet&r, The precise value
of §, depends on the definition of a void. For example, if the voidsragions having a density half pf, then we can estimate the critical
value of underdensity ak ~ —0.7 (Kamionkowski, Verde & Jimengz 2009). There are also sévenaerical studies about the valuedf

which suggesf, ~ —0.8 (Shandarin et al. 2005; Park & llee 2007; Colberg ét al. 2008).

In any case, based on Press-Schechter theory, the abundénaéds which have radius betweeR and R + dR is given

by (Kamionkowski, Verde & Jimenkz 2009)

dnvoid(R) B 6 d Sv/o0R
——m—dR=—dR x MRSE/W F(v)dv . (53)

For pure Gaussian PDF, we have

dn¥Y(R /2 3 62 7 6, dlnog
& ) —exp | — o | - L (54)
dR T4 R 20%| or dIn R

Up to the third order in terms df; and.S4, the void abundance with primordial non-Gaussian comestis also given by

dn™(R) _ f2 3 [ & ]])dnord
dR V7R P |7 202 | | dnR ox

2 3
SO 115 o)+ 5 (2D oG5 o)+ (BE) a6

+S4(R)0%H4(5U/UR) I % (%)2 8(0u/on) + ¢ <M)3H12(5U/UR):|

24 24 24

3
+d1f1R (SS(?UR) Ha(0u/or) + %dlﬁR <53(§)0R> Hs(0u/or) + édﬁR (SS(};)M) Hs(ou/om)
+d MH((;/H_ld M2H(5/)ld ngw/ 155)
dnR 2% SWOVTR) T S T R 2% TOvTR) T S T R 24 10/ OR

4 The halo is defined as a spherical overdense region whosiydisr224 times the mean matter density of the Universe.
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Figure 7. The ratio between the void abundance distribution funatidh non-zero primordial non-Gaussian correction and thessian distribution function
at redshiftsz = 0.0, 0.75, 1.5 given by Eq.[(5B). The red lines are for the case vfith, = 100 and7n1, = gnt, = 0, the blue thick lines for the case with
7~n1 = 108 and fx1, = gn1, = 0 and the black thin lines for the case witky, = 10* and fx1, = gn1, = 0. The solid lines are for the case with= 0.0,
the dot-dashed lines for the case witk= 0.75 and the dashed lines for the case with- 1.5. Here we tookd,, = —0.7.

Following the previous section, we define the ratio betwdenvbid abundance with the pure Gaussian PDF and that withrthrerdial
non-Gaussian corrections as

Rvond _ dnvoid( )/dR
NG dn, vmd( )/dR :
(56)

In Fig.[2, we showRyZ for the cases withfxr, = 100, 7wz = gnr = 0 (red lines), ., = 10°, fxr. = gnr = 0 (blue thick lines) and
L = 10%, fnr = gne = 0 (black thin lines). We adopt, = —0.7. We also show the ratio with changing the redshift; the skliels for

the case withv = 0.0, the dot-dashed lines for the case with= 0.75 and the dashed lines for the case witk- 1.5. From this figure, we
conclude that the non-Gaussian void abundance with nan+zerbecomes larger than the Gaussian one on relatively largigsswhereas
that with the non-zerg'ni, becomes smaller. On the other hand, as seen in the previotisnsehe halo abundance becomes larger not
only with non-zerorny, but also with non-zerginy, in relatively more massive objects. Hence, from this dismrs we confirm that the
non-Gaussian effects on both the halo and the void abundatiosv as to distinguish the large kurtosis, i.e., large, case from the large

skewness, i.e., largér, casel(Chongchitnan & Sllk 2010a).

5 SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

It has recently become clear that cosmological large-staleture and CMB observations could provide stringenstaints on the PDF
of primordial adiabatic curvature fluctuations. In partauthe high order moments of the PDF, such as its skewnebkuatosis, can give
unique insights into the dynamics and conditions of the fiicfiteary phase in the early Universe.

In this paper, we have investigated the effects ofthe-type of primordial non-Gaussianity on the halo mass fumctin particular,
we have obtained a formula for the halo mass function withnile-Gaussian corrections coming from the kurtosis indumethe non-
zero 71, We find that the deviations of the non-Gaussian mass fumdtmm the Gaussian one become larger for larger mass objects
(M > 10"*h~' My for z ~ 0) as well as at higher redshifts > 1 for M ~ 10'*h~'Mg) in the case withrn, = O(10°). Such
features are quite similar to those obtained from skewdessn non-Gaussian corrections that are induced byfthetype of primordial
non-Gaussianity.

As examples of applications of our formulae, we have comsiti¢he effects on early star formation, formation of the nmassive
objects at high redshift, and the abundance of voids.

For early star formation, we applied our formula for the r@adssian halo mass function in order to estimate of the iftdgpendence
of the cumulative number of photons emitted from populatlbatars, a crucial quantity in considerations of the rétation history of the
Universe. We found that primordial non-Gaussianity doesafi@ct the reionization history of the Universe on the ager, but at high
redshift ¢ ~ 20), namely the earliest stages of reionization, it is effexti
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We have also obtained an estimate of the valuexefneeded to naturally explain the existence of the galaxytetodMMU J2235.3-
2557, namelyrnr, = 1.7 x 10°. Hence, in light of the result of Smidt et al., we might neegdasider a possibility such as scale-dependent
71 in the case with non-zergivy.. In Ref. (Hoyle, Jimenez & Vertle 2010), the authors havestigated15 high-mass and high-redshift
galaxy clusters and found that such objects are extremedyinahe standardCDM model with Gaussian primordial fluctuations. They
derived a constraint offixt, in order to explain the mere existence of these objectf&as> 475 at 95% confidence level, with the other
cosmological parameters fixed to best fit values of WMAP dat&ef, (Enqvist, Hotchkiss & Taanila 2010), the authorsenaxtended the
analysis of Ref. (Hoyle, Jimenez & Vefte 2010) to the cask wiin-zerogny.. It should clearly be of interest to derive a constraintan
for these observed high-mass and high-redshift galaxyesisisWe will address this in future work.

As mentioned in Refs|_(Kamionkowski, Verde & Jimehez 2008o@chitnan & Silk 2010a), the non-Gaussian correctioningrffom
skewness reduces the abundance of voids on large scaleghveheon-linearity parametéivr, is positive in contrast to the fact that positive
fx1 enhances the number of more massive halo objects. On thehathd, the non-Gaussian correction coming from kurtosimeces
not only the numbers of more massive halo objects but alsalthedances of voids on large scales. Hence, if one couldassure the
void abundance as well as the halo mass function more phgaisee could potentially distinguish between tfier, and therwr,-types of
primordial non-Gaussianity.

NOTE; During the time that we were preparing this manuscript, RebVerde & Smith| 2011) appeared on the arXiv. In
Ref. (LoVerde & Smith 2011), they considered the same typprishordial non-Gaussianity as in our study and obtainededuligna-
lytic formula for the halo mass function with the kurtosigpéyprimordial non-Gaussianity using N-body simulation® fivid that our
formula [31) is in reasonably good agreement with their idaras far as the behavior of the halo mass function with thtokis type of
primordial non-Gaussianity.

6 ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

S.Y. thanks Yoshitaka Takeuchi and Shogo Masaki, and Ja8k#i aura Cayon, Sirichai Chongchitnan, and Christoploed@h for valuable
discussions. This work is supported by the Grant-in-AidSoientific research from the Ministry of Education, Scigr&ggorts, and Culture,
Japan, No. 22340056. The authors also acknowledge suppantthe Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research on Priority AseNo. 467

“Probing the Dark Energy through an Extremely Wide and Deepwey with Subaru Telescope” and the Grant-in-Aid for thelgll COE

Program “Quest for Fundamental Principles in the Univefigen Particles to the Solar System and the Cosmos” from MEXMpan. This
work is also supported in part by World Premier Internatidd@search Center Initiative, MEXT, Japan.

REFERENCES

Barkana R., Loeb A., 2001, Phys. Rep., 349, 125

Bartolo N., Komatsu E., Matarrese S., Riotto A., 2004 Phyep.R402, 103

Bartolo N., Matarrese S. and Riotto A., 2010, Advances indxsimy, 2010, 157079

Bryan G. L., Norman M. L., 1998, ApJ, 495, 80

Byrnes C. T., Choi K. Y., 2010, Advances in Astronomy, 20124525

Cayon L., Gordon C., Silk J., 2010, preprint (arXiv:1006&0%

Chongchitnan S., Silk J., 2010, ApJ, 724, 285

Chongchitnan S., Silk J., 2011, Phys. Rev. D, 83, 083504

Colberg J. M. et al., 2008, MNRAS, 387 933

D’Amico G., Musso M., Norena J., Paranjape A., 2011, J. CdsgyoAstropart. Phys., 02, 01
De Simone A., Maggiore M., Riotto A., 2010, preprint (arXi007.1903)

Desjacques V., Seljak U., 2010, Phys. Rev. D, 81, 023006

Engvist K., S. Sloth M., 2002, Nucl. Phys. B, 626, 395

Enqvist K., Hotchkiss S., Taanila O., 2010, preprint (arX@12.2732)

Fergusson J. R., Regan D. M., Shellard E. P. S., 2010, ptdariiv:1012.6039).

Fuller T. M., Couchman H. M. P., 2000, ApJ, 544, 6

Gangui A., Lucchin F., Matarrese S., Mollerach S., 1994, 43D, 447

Grossi M., Verde L., Carbone C., Dolag K., Branchini E., larmi F., Matarrese S., Moscardini L., 2009 MNRAS, 398, 321
Hoyle B., Jimenez R., Verde L., 2011, Phys. Rev. D, 83, 103502

Huang Q. G., 2009, J. Cosmology Astropart. Phys., 06, 35

Ichikawa K., Suyama T., Takahashi T., Yamaguchi M., 2008sPRev. D, 78, 023513

Jee M. J. etal., 2009, ApJ, 704, 672

Juszkiewicz R., Weinberg D. H., Amsterdamski P., Chodokbdwt, Bouchet F., 1995, ApJ, 442, 39
Kamionkowski M., Verde L., Jimenez R., 2009, J. Cosmologyrémart. Phys., 01, 10
Komatsu E., Spergel D. N., 2001, Phys. Rev. D, 63, 063002

Komatsu E. et al. WMAP Collaboration], 2011, ApJ, Supp82118

Komatsu E., 2010, Classical and Quantum Gravity, 27, 124010

Langlois D., Vernizzi F., 2004, Phys. Rev. D, 70, 063522

LoVerde M., Miller A., Shandera S., Verde L., 2008, J. Cosoggl Astropart. Phys., 04, 14


http://arxiv.org/abs/1006.1950
http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.1903
http://arxiv.org/abs/1012.2732
http://arxiv.org/abs/1012.6039

14  S. Yokoyama, N. Sugiyama, S. Zaroubi and J. Silk

LoVerde M., Smith K. M., 2011, preprint (arXiv:1102.1439)

Lyth D. H., Wands D., 2002, Phys. Lett. B, 524, 5

Matarrese S., Verde L., Jimenez R., 2000, ApJ, 541, 10

Maggiore M., Riotto A., 2010, ApJ, 717, 526

Maggiore M., Riotto A., 2010, MNRAS, 405, L1244

Moroi T., Takahashi T., 2001, Phys. Lett. B, 522, 215 [Ematibid. B, 539, 303]

Park D., Lee J., 2007, Phys. Reuv. Lett., 98, 081301

Rosati P. et al., 2009, A & A, 508, 583

Salopek D. S., Bond J. R., 1990, Phys. Rev. D, 42, 3936

Shandarin S., Feldman H. A., Heitmann K., Habib S., 2006 MI$SR267, 1629

Slosar A., Hirata C., Seljak U., Ho S., Padmanabhan N., 2D08Bpsmology Astropart. Phys., 08, 31
Smidt J., Amblard A., Byrnes C. T., Cooray A., Heavens A, [ghirD., 2010, Phys. Rev. D, 81, 123007 (2010)
Smith K. M., LoVerde M., 2010, preprint (arXiv:1010.0055)

Somerville R. S., Livio M., 2003, ApJ, 593, 611

Somerville R. S., Bullock J. S., Livio M., 2003, ApJ, 593, 616

Sugiyama N., Zaroubi S., Silk J., 2004, MNRAS, 354, 543

Sugiyama N. S., Komatsu E., Futamase T., 2011, preprintivark01.3636)

Suyama T., Yamaguchi M., 2008, Phys. Rev. D, 77, 023505

Suyama T., Takahashi T., Yamaguchi M., Yokoyama S., 2010pdmology Astropart. Phys. 12, 30
Tseliakhovich D., Hirata C., Slosar A., 2010, Phys. Rev. B, @13531

Verde L., Wang L. M., Heavens A., Kamionkowski M., 2000, MNRA313, L141

Verde L., Jimenez R., Kamionkowski M., Matarrese S., 200MRAS, 325, 412

Verde L., 2010, Advances in Astronomy, 2010, 768675

Wagner C., Verde L., Boubekeur L., 2010, J. Cosmology AstroPhys. 10, 22

Yoshida N., Abel T., Hernquist L., N. Sugiyama N., 2003, Ap92, 645

APPENDIX A: MV]J EXPRESSION

In Ref. (Matarrese, Verde & Jimenez 2000), the authors hivemag formula for the ratio between the non-Gaussian massian and the
Gaussian mass function as

MV _ 3S3(R)or | 4Si(R)o% ~ve [ Ss(R)or dinog\ ™" d (Ss(R)or
Bxg (M;2) = exp [Z’C 7w R 6 )\ Tanr M 6
v2 [ Si(R)o% dinor\ " d [ Si(R)o%
X‘S”E(_ 12 >+<dM) W( 24 ) :
1/2 o\ 1/2
5 = <1—VC%> 6= (1-&%) , (A1)

which was not derived based on the Edgeworth expansion agsamed in sectiofil3. In sectidd 4, we have discussed somécatiphs of
the non-Gaussian halo mass function.

As for the discussion in subsection4.1 about early stardtion, the redshift-dependence of the critical value ofdinaulative photon
number per H atomr{, /nmz = 10) is not so sensitive to primordial non-Gaussianity. In orieestimate more precisely how, /ng at
high redshift is enhanced due to primordial non-Gaussiani¢ should check which formula better describes the etféprimordial non-
Gaussianity on the halo mass function. This is a future issusubsectio 4]3, we have discussed the void abundanceated that the
kurtosis type of primordial hon-Gaussianity can enhaneeatundance of the large voids as opposed to the skewnessftppenordial
non-Gaussianity. This is just qualitative discussion.

On the other hand, the discussion in subsedfioh 4.2 is sctitatase and hence we have investigated the difference eftimated
value ofryy, for the observation of XMMU J2235.3-2557 between the cash MiVJ expression and that with E@._{31) given in secfibn 3.
Our naive estimated value of;1, given in subsectioh 4.2 isvi, = 1.7 x 10°. For the case by making use of MVJ expression, we obtained
L = 1.1 x 10°. These values seem to be same order and hence the resulodessremely change.
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