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Star Form ation at the T w ilight ofthe D ark A ges: W hich Stars
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A B ST R A C T

W e calculate the globalstarform ation rate density (SFRD)from z � 30{3
usingasem i-analyticm odelincorporatingthehierarchicalassem bly ofdark m at-
terhalos,gascooling via atom ic hydrogen,starform ation,supernova feedback,
and suppression ofgascollapsein sm allhalosdueto thepresenceofa photoion-
izingbackground.W ecom paretheresultswith thepredictionsofsim plerm odels
based on therateofdark m atterhalo growth and a �xed ratio ofstellar-to-dark
m ass,and with observationalconstraints on the SFRD at3 . z . 6. W e also
estim ate the star form ation rate due to very m assive,m etal-free Pop IIIstars
using a sim ple m odelbased on the halo form ation rate,calibrated against de-
tailed hydrodynam ic sim ulations ofPop III star form ation. W e �nd that the
totalproduction rateofhydrogen-ionizing photonsduring theprobableepoch of
reionization (15. z . 20)isapproxim ately equally divided between Pop IIand
Pop IIIstars,and thatifreionization islate(zreion . 15,closeto thelowerlim it
oftherangeallowed by theW M AP results),then Pop IIstarsalonem ay beable
to reionizetheUniverse.

Subjectheadings:cosm ology:theory| galaxies:evolution | intergalacticm edium

1. Introduction

W hen and how the Universe becam e reionized is one ofthe fundam entalquestions
in cosm ology. There is currently a great dealofinterest in this question due to recent
observationaland theoreticaldevelopm ents. The discovery ofseveralz � 6 quasarsin the
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SDSSwhosespectraareconsistentwithshowingzero
uxbelow Lym an-�(a‘Gunn-Peterson’
trough)m ay indicate thatthe IGM waspredom inantly neutralatz & 6 (Fan 2001;Becker
etal.2001).Theionization history oftheUniversem ay also beconstrained via observations
ofthe cosm ic m icrowave background (CM B).The recently released �rst-year results from
the W M AP satellite constrain the reionization redshiftto the range zreion = 17� 5 (Kogut
etal.2003).

W hatisthenatureofthesourcesthatproduced thephotonsresponsible forthistran-
sition from neutralto ionized? In Cold Dark M atter (CDM ) m odels,halos large enough
to form signi�cantam ountsofm olecularhydrogen startappearing around redshiftz � 30
(Tegm ark etal.1997).Thestarsthatform ed in these halos,outofpristine,m etal-freeand
m agnetic-�eld-free gas,with m olecularhydrogen asthe only coolant,were alm ostcertainly
quite di�erentfrom the starswe see around ustoday. Num ericalsim ulationssuggestthat
these �rststarswere extrem ely m assive,on the orderofa few hundred solarm asses(Abel
etal.2000,2002;Brom m etal.2002).This�rstgeneration ofvery m assive,m etalfreestars
is often referred to as ‘Pop III’.Because oftheir high tem peratures and low m etallicities,
Pop IIIstarsm ay produce up to � 20 tim esasm any hydrogen-ionizing photonspersolar
m assasPop IIstars(Brom m etal.2001). Itistherefore naturalto think thatthese stars
m ay play an im portantrolein early reionization.Ironically,lessisknown aboutthesecond
generation ofstars,precisely becausethem etals,m agnetic�elds,and photonsproduced by
the �rst stars com plicate the situation. The key processes that determ ine how e�ciently
Pop IIIstars can form and when the transition to Pop IIoccurs | destruction ofH 2 by
Lym an-W ernerphotons,catalysisofH 2 byX-rays,and theproduction,dispersal,and m ixing
ofheavy elem ents| rem ain poorly understood (M achacek etal.2001,2003;Ricottietal.
2001,2002;Cen 2002;Yoshida etal.2003).

Around z � 30{20,halos that are large enough to coolby atom ic processes start to
collapse. Two processes are likely to be responsible forregulating star form ation in these
halos.IftheUniversehasalready been reionized,theUV background willpreventgasfrom
collapsing into haloswith tem peraturessm allerthan thee�ectiveJeansm ass,� 2� 105 K,
corresponding to circularvelocitiesVc � 30{50 km /s(e.g.Thoul& W einberg 1996;Gnedin
2000). W e hereafterreferto the suppression ofstarform ation resulting from thise�ectas
photoionization ‘squelching’. Supernovae and m assive starsalso regulate starform ation by
heating theISM and driving windsthatrem ovethegasfrom thegalaxy (Dekel& Silk 1986;
M acLow & Ferrara 1999).

In thisLetter,wepresentpredictionsforthecosm icstarform ation ratedensity (SFRD)
dueto both Pop IIand Pop IIIstarsfrom z� 30{3.W ecom pareourresultswith observa-
tionsatthelow redshiftend (z� 3{6).W eusea sem i-analyticm odelto explorethee�ects
ofphotoionization squelchingand supernovafeedback on thesepredictions,and considersev-
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eralpossiblereionization histories(including a m odelwith m ultiplereionizations).W ethen
assesstherelativecontribution from Pop IIand Pop IIIstarsto theionizing photon budget
duringtheredshiftrangerelevanttotheepoch ofreionization asconstrained by W M AP and
theSDSS quasarobservations(z� 6{30).Throughout,weassum ecosm ologicalparam eters
consistentwith theW M AP data(Spergeletal.2003):m atterdensity 
m = 0:3,baryon den-
sity 
b = 0:044,dark energy 
� = 0:70,Hubbleparam eterH 0 = 70 km /s/M pc,
uctuation
am plitude�8 = 0:9,and a scale-freeprim ordialpowerspectrum ns = 1.

2. T he halo-collapse m odel

In orderforgasto be converted into stars,the �rst-ordercondition isthatitm ustbe
insideacollapsed haloofsu�cientm asstoallow thegastocooland becom edense.Following
thislineofargum ent,wem ay m odeltheglobalstarform ation ratedensity by assum ing that
itisproportionalto therateatwhich gascollapsesinto halosin a given m assrange:

_�� = e��b
dFh
dt

(M > M crit); (1)

where dFh
dt
(M > M crit)isthetim ederivativeofthefraction ofthetotalm assin collapsed

haloswith m assesgreaterthan M crit,obtained from the halo m assfunction dnh=dM (M ;z)
given by the Press-Schechterm odel(Press& Schechter1974)orone ofitsvariants,and �b
isthem ean density ofbaryons.Onem ay then assign thee�ciency ofconversion ofgasinto
starse� and thecriticalm assM crit forseparatepopulationsdepending on them ain coolant
and them odeofstarform ation.Forexam ple,M crit correspondstoahalovirialtem perature
ofabout104 K forhalosthatcoolvia atom ic processes,while Tcrit ’ 100 K form olecular
cooling. Pop IIIstars are generally assum ed to form in the lower tem perature,H 2-cooled
halos,with a m uch lowere�ciency than Pop IIstars,which areassociated with larger,H I-
cooled halos(fora m ore detailed discussion,see e.g. Loeb & Barkana 2001). W e hereafter
referto thisasthe‘halo-collapse’m odel.

3. M erger Tree m odels

Variantson sim plem odelsliketheonepresented abovehavebeen used in m any recent
analyticstudiesofearlystarform ation and reionization (e.g.Cen 2002;W yithe& Loeb 2002,
2003;Venkatesan etal.2003;Haim an & Holder2003). However,there isa well-developed
sem i-em piricalapproach to m odeling the physics ofatom ic cooling,Pop IIstarform ation
and chem icalenrichm ent, and supernova feedback, within the fram ework ofhierarchical
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m erging predicted by CDM m odels. The e�ect ofphotoionization squelching on Pop II
starform ation hasalso been included in som esem i-analyticm odels(Kau�m ann etal.1993;
Som erville 2002;Benson et al.2002). This approach has been used in a large num ber of
studiesofgalaxy form ation atlowerredshiftz � 0{5(e.g.Kau�m ann etal.1993;Coleetal.
1994;Kau�m ann etal.1998;Coleetal.2000;Som erville& Prim ack 1999;Som ervilleetal.
2001).Itisinteresting to see how theresultsbased on thesem orerealisticrecipescom pare
with thesim ple‘halo-collapse’m odeldescribed above,and to study therelativeim portance
ofthevariousprocessesthatareexpected to regulatestarform ation atvery high redshift.

Here weuse them odelsdeveloped in Som erville & Prim ack (1999,SP)and Som erville
etal.(2001,SPF),with photoionization squelching added asdescribed in Som erville(2002),
using a recipebased on thenum ericalresultsof(Gnedin 2000).W efollow halo m ergerhis-
toriesdown to haloswith tem peratureTvir = 104 K,whereatom iccooling becom espossible.
W eshallreferto thesem odelsasthe‘m ergertree’m odels.

4. R esults

4.1. T he C osm ic Star Form ation H istory

W eshow thepredicted starform ation ratedensity (SFRD)forPop IIand Pop IIIstars
in Fig.1.ForPop IIIstars,wehaveused thehalo collapsem odel(Eqn.1)with eIII� = 0:001
and M III

crit = 1:0� 106h� 1M � .Also shown in Fig.1a aretheresultsfrom detailed num erical
hydrodynam ic sim ulations ofPop IIIstar form ation in a cosm ologicalvolum e by Yoshida
etal.(2003),foran assum ed characteristic Pop IIIm assof100M � .W eseethatwith these
param eterchoices,oursim plerecipereproducesthesim ulation resultsfairly well.Ofcourse,
wedonotreally expectPop IIIstarform ation tocontinuetoz� 3.However,in theabsence
ofm ore detailed m odeling ofm etalproduction and m ixing,we do notknow when the Pop
IIIm odewill‘shuto� ’.

Fig.1a also shows the prediction ofthe halo collapse m odelfor Pop II stars, with
M II

crit corresponding to a tem perature2 of 104 K and e�ciencies of eII� = 0:1 and eII� =
1:0. The eII� = 1 halo collapse m odelrepresents a sort ofupper lim it for star form ation
in halos that coolvia H I,as it would require allnew gas 
owing into these halos to cool
and form starsinstantaneously. The predicted SFRD m ay becom pared with observational
estim atesand lim itson thisquantity at‘low’redshift3 . z . 6 (see �gure caption). The
assum ed e�cienciesofeII� = 0:1and eII� = 1approxim ately brackettherangein observational

2See SP forthe conversionsbetween virialm ass,velocity,and tem peratureasa function ofredshift
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estim ates.W enoteinpassingthattheLanzettaetal.highestim ateexceedseven theextrem e
caseofeII� = 1 atz = 8{10.

W e also show the star form ation history produced in the m ore realistic sem i-analytic
m erger tree m odels described in Section 3. To study the sensitivity ofour results to our
recipesforstarform ation,photoionization squelching,and supernova feedback,we investi-
gatedi�erentchoicesofingredientsand param eters.Them ergertreem odelsaresum m arized
in Table1.Thereaderonly interested in them ain resultm ay skip directly to Section 4.2.

M odelsM T-1aandM T-1bdonotincludesupernovafeedbackorphotoionizationsquelch-
ing. Star form ation is then regulated only by the rate at which gas can coolvia atom ic
processesand collapse,and by thestarform ation tim escale�� = m cold= _m �.W econsidertwo
choices for this tim escale,which we refer to as ‘constant e�ciency’and ‘accelerating’. In
theconstante�ciency (CE)recipe,�� isa constant(wetake�� = 0:1).In the‘accelerating’
recipe,�� / tdyn,where tdyn / rvir=vvir is the dynam icaltim e ofthe halo. This issim ilar
to the scaling observed in nearby galaxies (Kennicutt 1983,1998) and is com m only used
asan em piricalbasisforstarform ation recipesin sem i-analytic m odelsand hydrodynam ic
sim ulations.Referring to Fig.1a,weseethatthe‘accelerating’scaling leadsto dram atically
m orestarform ation athigh redshiftcom pared with theconstante�ciency scaling.W euse
thisrecipein therestofthem odels.

In m odels M T-2a{c,we include the e�ect ofphotoionization squelching (but no SN
feedback),with di�erentassum ed reionization histories,m otivated by thejointW M AP and
SDSS constraintsdiscussed above.W eshow in Fig.1aam odelin which hydrogen isreionized
atzreion = 20 orzreion = 15 and rem ainsreionized,and a m odelwith a ‘doublereionization’
based on the m odelofCen (2002), in which the Universe is reionized at z(1)reion = 15:5,
recom bines by zrec = 13:5,and experiences a second reionization atz(2)reion = 6. The ‘dips’
in the starform ation history are due to the suppression ofgasinfallby the photoionizing
background,and dem onstrate thata substantialfraction ofthe totalstarform ation in the
Universe would betaking placein sm allm asshalosin theabsence any kind offeedback.

M odelsM T-3a{c,shown in Fig.1b,allassum e theCen (2002)double-reionization his-
tory described above,and also include supernova feedback. Note that the ‘dips’are now
m uch lessdram atic,becausem uch ofthegashasalready been rem oved from thesm allhalos
thatarea�ected by photoionization squelching.An uncertain aspectofim plem enting super-
nova feedback in sem i-analyticm odelsisthefateofthereheated gas.In m odelM T-3a,the
gasreheated by SN isrem oved from thedisk butretained in thehalo (‘retention’feedback),
in M T-3b the reheated gas isrem oved from the disk and dark m atter halo ofallgalaxies
(‘ejection’feedback),and in m odelM T-3c the gasisejected from the halo only ifthe halo
virialvelocity is less than 100 km /s. This threshold for ejection ofgas by super-winds is
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m otivated by theoreticalargum ents(Dekel& Silk 1986)and observationsofnearby galaxies
(M artin 1999).Theglobalstarform ation ratechangesby asm uch asafactorofsix atz� 3
depending on these choices,butby lessthan a factoroftwo atz & 15.Note thatthe‘dip’
following the �rstreionization isconsiderably m ore pronounced in the m odelwith ejection
feedback,asgaswhich hasbeen accreted before reionization and ejected isnotallowed to
re-collapsein sm allhaloswhilethephotoionizing background is‘switched on’.W econsider
m odelsM T-3a and M T-3c to be the m ostrealistic ofthe m odelsconsidered here. M odels
with sim ilaringredientsand param etervalueshavebeen shown to reproducethelum inosity
function ofgalaxiesatz� 0 (SP)aswellasofLym an break galaxiesatz � 3 (SPF).

4.2. Production ofIonizing Photons

In Fig.2 we show the cum ulative num ber ofhydrogen-ionizing photonsperhydrogen
atom in theUniverse,produced by Pop IIstarsin our�ducialm odels(M T-3a and M T-3c),
and by our m odelfor Pop IIIstar form ation. ForPop II,we use the results ofLeitherer
etal.(1999)forthenum berof�< 912 �A photonsproduced by low m etallicity starswith a
SalpeterIM F.ForPop III,we assum e thateach starproduces1:6� 1048 photonss� 1M � 1

�

fora lifetim e of3 m illion years (Brom m et al.2001). W e em phasize thatwe have shown
thenum berofionizing photonsproduced,withoutattem pting to fold in thefraction ofthese
photons that m anage to escape from the galaxy or to propagate through the IGM .The
ionization fraction xe isexpected toscaleasthisquantity tim esfescfion=Cclum p (e.g.,Spergel
etal.2003),where fion isthe num berofionizationsperUV photon,fesc isthe fraction of
ionizing photonsthatescape from the galaxy,and Cclum p isthe clum ping factor,re
ecting
the clum pynessoftheIGM .The recom bination tim e atz � 10� 25 is� 0:2{0.7 tim esthe
Hubbletim e(Cen 2002).Observationalconstraintson fesc forboth nearby and high redshift
galaxiesrangefrom afew percentto� 50percent(Leithereretal.1995;Hurwitzetal.1997;
Steidelet al.2001). Clum ping factors at high redshift z & 10 are expected to be on the
orderofCclum p = 2{10 (Cen 2002).Thereforethecom bination fescfion=Cclum p isplausibly of
order� 0:1{0.2 in therelevantredshiftrange.

In Fig.2,we see thatthe totalnum ber ofionizing photonsproduced by Pop IIstars
in our�ducialm odelovertakesthecontribution from Pop IIIstarsataround z � 16{12.If
reionization occurred nearthe lowerredshiftend ofthe W M AP range (which seem seasier
to reconcilewith ourm odel),then ourresultssuggestthatPop IIstarscontributed atleast
halfofthe ionizing photons. Ifreionization occurred as late as zreion � 12,then Pop II
stars (which are known observationally to exist) m ay even have been able to reionize the
Universe on theirown. One should also keep in m ind thatgiven the non-negligible rate of
star form ation (both Pop IIIand Pop II) even at z & 20,we m ight expect there to have
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been su�cient m etalpollution to have halted the form ation ofvery m assive Pop IIIstars
atquite a high redshift. However,the redshiftofthistransition ishighly uncertain,and is
alm ostcertainly notsharp,butwilloccuratdi�erentepochsin di�erentenvironm ents.

5. D iscussion

W e have shown predictions ofthe globalstar form ation history from the tim e when
the �rststarsbegan to form z � 30 untilthe epoch ofthe m ostdistantobserved galaxies
z� 3{6.W esum m arize ourm ain conclusionsasfollows:

� Therearetwo m ain com peting e�ectsdeterm ining thePop IIstarform ation e�ciency
(SFE)athigh redshift. (i)The starform ation activity shiftstoward sm allerhalosat
earliertim es,leading to decreased e�ective SFE assupernova feedback and photoion-
ization squelching reduce the available cold gassupply in these halos. (ii)Ifthe SFE
ishigherwhen thegasdensity islarger,assuggested by observationsin nearby galax-
ies,then thisispartially counteracted by theincreased e�ciency expected dueto the
highercharacteristicgasdensities.

� Ourresultssuggestthatthebackground ofhydrogen-ionizing photonsduring reioniza-
tion atz � 15{20 isroughly equally divided between Pop IIand Pop IIIstars.W hile
Pop IIIstarsproducea largernum berofionizing photonsperbaryon,thisiscom pen-
sated by thelowerSFRD ofPop IIIstarsin therelevantredshiftrangez � 15{20.

� Ifzreion ispushed to the lower lim itofthe range allowed by the W M AP results,the
background produced by Pop IIstarsalonem ay besu�cientto reionizetheuniverse,
thusrem oving theonly com pelling observationalargum entfortheexistenceofPop III
stars.

Usingsim ilarsem i-analyticrecipesforstarform ation applied within N-bodysim ulations
with radiativetransfer,Ciardietal.(2003)alsoconcluded thatPop IIstarsalonecanproduce
reionization historiesthatarewithin theW M AP constraints.

There are severaluncertain factors that could shift our results by factors ofa few in
di�erentdirections. The characteristic m assesofthe Pop IIIstarscould be a factorof2{3
higherthan wehaveassum ed here,resulting in acorresponding scaling in thestarform ation
and ionizing photon production rate.However,wem ay haveunderestim ated thenum berof
ionizingphotonsproduced byPop IIstarsatearlytim es,astheym ayhavelowerm etallicities
than theLeithereretal.(1999)m odelsused here,and m ay havea som ewhattop-heavy IM F
(Larson1998).Thiscould leadtoafactorof� 2{3increasein thenum berofionizingphotons
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predicted by the Pop IIstars(Tum linson etal.2003;Schaerer2003). Itisclearthatm ore
detailed m odeling ofchem icalevolution isneeded to betterconstrain theseuncertainties,as
wellasthetransition redshiftbetween m assivePop IIIform ation and Pop IIform ation with
a norm alIM F.

Ifcorrect,the im plicationsofan ionizing background thatiscom posed nearly equally
ofphotons originating from Pop II and Pop III stars are interesting in severalrespects.
Thehaloshosting thePop IIgalaxiesarerarepeaksand willbehighly clustered,whilethe
lower-m ass haloshosting the Pop IIIstarswillbe m uch less clustered,leading potentially
to a rather com plex topology for reionization. Because the Pop IIIstars willproduce an
even largerexcess ofhelium ionizing photons,there are im portantim plications forhelium
reionization aswell(e.g.Venkatesan etal.2003).
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Table1:Sum m ary ofm ergertreem odels
M odel �� SN feedback gasejection squelching z

(1)

reion zrec z
(2)

reion

M T-1a constant no no no N/A N/A N/A
M T-1b / tdyn no no no N/A N/A N/A
M T-2a / tdyn no no yes 20 N/A N/A
M T-2b / tdyn no no yes 15 N/A N/A
M T-2c / tdyn no no yes 15.5 13.5 6.0
M T-3a / tdyn yes no yes 15.5 13.5 6.0
M T-3b / tdyn yes yes yes 15.5 13.5 6.0
M T-3c / tdyn yes Vc < 100 km /s yes 15.5 13.5 6.0
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Fig. 1.| The globalstar form ation rate density as a function ofredshift. Solid squares show

observationalestim atesfrom directintegration oftherest-UV lum inosity function ofLym an break

galaxies atz � 3 and z � 4 from Steideletal.(1999). The starsym bolshowsthe estim ate from

the 850� lum inosity ofsub-m m selected galaxies (Barger et al.2000). The arrows at z � 5 and

z � 6 show results from the detections ofLym an break galaxies from Iwata et al.(2003) and

Stanway et al.(2003),respectively,where the bottom line shows the actualvalue detected and

the top ofthe arrow showsthe resultofthe (highly uncertain)correction fordustextinction and

incom pleteness(perform ed asdescribed in SPF).Short,bold slanted linesshow thethreedi�erent

estim atesfrom Lanzetta etal.(2002),e�ectively re
ecting di�erentcorrectionsforincom pleteness

duetocosm ologicalsurfacebrightnessdim m ing.TheSFRD predicted by the‘halo-collapse’m odels

and the‘m ergertreem odels’arealso shown (see�gurekey and Table1).In theleftpanel(a),the

m erger tree m odels do not include supernova feedback,and show di�erent reionization histories.

In the rightpanel(b),SN feedback hasbeen included,and the treatm entofgasejection from the

dark m atterhaloshasbeen varied.Thecurveending atz � 20 on therightpanelshowstheSFRD

from num ericalhydrodynam icsim ulations(Springel& Hernquist2003).
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Fig.2.| Thecum ulativenum berofhydrogen ionizingphotonsperhydrogen atom in theUniverse,

produced by Pop IIand Pop IIIstars.Bold solid and short-dashed linesshow our‘�ducial’m erger-

treem odelsM T-3cand M T-3b,respectively,and thelong dashed lineshowsthecontribution from

Pop IIIstars.Therateofproduction ofionizing photonsby Pop IIstarsin galaxiesovertakesthat

ofPop IIIstarssom etim ebetween z � 20{15,perhapstriggering thereionization oftheUniverse.


