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ABSTRACT

W e calculate the global star formm ation rate density (SFRD) from z 30{3
using a sam Fanalyticm odel incorporating the hierarchical assem bly ofdark m at—
ter halos, gas cooling via atom ic hydrogen, star fomm ation, supemova feedback,
and suppression of gas collapse in an allhalos due to the presence of a photoion—
izing badckground. W e com pare the results w ith the predictions of sin plerm odels
based on the rate of dark m atter halo growth and a xed ratio of stellarto-dark
m ass, and w ith obsarvational constraints on the SFRD at 3 . z . 6. W e also
estin ate the star fom ation rate due to very m assive, m etal-free Pop III stars
using a sinpl model based on the halo form ation rate, calbrated against de-
tailed hydrodynam ic sinulations of Pop III star form ation. W e nd that the
total production rate of hydrogen-ionizing photons during the probable epoch of
reionization (15 . z . 20) is approxin ately equally divided between Pop IT and
Pop III stars, and that if reionization is late (Zeion - 15, close to the Iower Iim it
ofthe range allowed by the W M AP resuls), then Pop II stars alonem ay be able
to reionize the Universe.

Subctheadings: coan ology theory | galaxiesevolution | Intergalacticm edium

1. Introduction

W hen and how the Universe becam e reionized is one of the fundam ental questions
In cosn ology. There is currently a great deal of interest in this question due to recent
cbservational and theoretical developm ents. T he discovery of several z 6 quasars In the
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SD SS whose spectra are consistent w ith show ng zero uxbelow Lym an— (@ G unn-Peterson’
trough) m ay indicate that the IGM was predom lnantly neutralat z & 6 (Fan 2001; Becker
et al. 2001) . T he jonization history ofthe Universe m ay also be constrained via cbservations
of the coam ic m icrow ave background (CM B). The recently released rstyear results from
the W M AP satellite constrain the reionization redshift to the range Zeien = 17 5 Kogut
et al. 2003).

W hat is the nature of the sources that produced the photons responsible for this tran—
sition from neutral to onized? In Cold Dark M atter (CDM ) m odels, halos large enough
to form signi cant am ounts of m olecular hydrogen start appearing around redshift z 30
(Tegm ark et al. 1997). The stars that form ed in these halos, out of pristine, m etal-free and
m agnetic— eld-free gas, w ith m olecular hydrogen as the only coolant, were alm ost certainly
quite di erent from the stars we see around us today. Num erical sin ulations suggest that
these rst stars were extrem ely m assive, on the order of a few hundred solarm asses @A bel
et al. 2000, 2002; Bromm et al. 2002). This rst generation of very m assive, m etal free stars
is often referred to as Pop ITT'. Because of their high tem peratures and low m etallicities,
Pop III starsmay produce up to 20 tin es as m any hydrogen-ionizing photons per solar
massasPop I stars Bromm et al 2001). &t is therefore natural to think that these stars
m ay ply an in portant rok in early reionization. Ironically, less is known about the second
generation of stars, precisely because the m etals, m agnetic elds, and photons produced by
the rst stars com plicate the situation. The key processes that determ ine how e clently
Pop III stars can form and when the transition to Pop IT occurs | destruction of H, by
Lym an-W emer photons, catalysis ofH , by X -rays, and the production, dispersal, and m ixing
of heavy elem ents | ram ain poorly understood (M achacek et al. 2001, 2003; R icottiet al.

2001, 2002; Cen 2002; Yoshida et al. 2003).

A round z 30{20, halos that are large enough to coolby atom ic processes start to
collapse. Two processs are lkely to be responsible for requlating star form ation in these
halos. If the Universe has already been reionized, the UV badkground w ill prevent gas from
collapsing into halos w ith tem peratures an aller than the e ective Jeansmass, 2 10K,
ocorresponding to circular velocities Ve 30{50 km /s (eg.Thouls& W einberg 1996; G nedin
2000). W e hereafter refer to the suppression of star form ation resulting from thise ect as
photoionization squelching’. Supemovae and m assive stars also regulate star form ation by
heating the ISM and driving w inds that rem ove the gas from the galaxy O ekel& Sik 1986;
MacLow & Ferrara 1999).

In this Letter, we present predictions for the coam ic star fom ation rate density (SEFRD)
due to both Pop ITand Pop Il stars from z 30{3. W e com pare our results w ith ocbserva—
tions at the Iow redshift end (z  3{6). W e use a sam analytic m odel to explore the e ects
ofphotoionization squelching and supemova feedback on these predictions, and consider sev—
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eral possible reionization histories (ncluding a m odelw ith m ultiple reionizations). W e then
assess the relative contribution from Pop IT and Pop IIT stars to the jonizing photon budget
during the redshift range relevant to the epoch of reionization as constrained by W M AP and
the SD SS quasar observations (z  6{30). T hroughout, we assum e coan ological param eters
consistent w ith the W M AP data (Spergelet al.2003): m atterdensity , = 0:3, baryon den—
sity = 0044, dark energy = 0:70, Hubbl param eter H , = 70 km /s/M pc, uctuation
am plitude g = 0:9, and a scale-free prin ordial power spectrum ng = 1.

2. The halo—collapse m odel

In oxder for gas to be converted into stars, the rst-order condition is that it must be
Inside a collapsed halo ofsu cientm assto allow the gasto cooland becom e dense. Follow ing
this line of argum ent, we m ay m odel the global star form ation rate density by assum ing that
it is proportional to the rate at which gas collapses Into halos In a given m ass range:

dr
_=e b—hM > M i) @
dt

where ddF—h M > M ) isthe tin e derivative of the fraction ofthe totalm ass in collapsed

halos w ith mtasses greater than M ., obtained from the halo m ass function dn,=dM ™ ;z)
given by the P ress-Schechter m odel P ress & Schechter 1974) or one of its variants, and
is them ean density ofbaryons. O nem ay then assign the e ciency of conversion of gas Into
starse and the criticalm assM .+ for ssparate populations depending on the m ain coolant
and them ode of star form ation. For exam ple, M ..+ corresponds to a halo virial tem perature
of about 10* K fr halos that cool via atom ic processes, while Toy / 100 K for m olecular
cooling. Pop IIT stars are generally assum ed to form in the lower tem perature, H,-cooled
halos, wih amudc lIower e ciency than Pop II stars, which are associated w ith larger, H —
cooled halos (for a m ore detailed discussion, see eg. Loeb & Barkana 2001). W e hereafter
refer to this as the halo-collapse’ m odel

3. M erger Tree m odels

Varants on sin ple m odels like the one presented above have been used in m any recent
analytic studies ofearly star form ation and reionization €g.Cen 2002;W yithe & Loeb 2002,
2003; Venkatesan et al. 2003; Haimn an & Holder 2003). However, there is a wellkdeveloped
sem fem pirical approach to m odeling the physics of atom ic cooling, Pop II star fomm ation
and chem ical enrichm ent, and supemova feedback, within the fram ework of hierarchical
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m erging predicted by CDM models. The e ect of photoionization squelching on Pop IT
star fom ation has also been incluided in som e sam Fanalyticm odels K au m ann et al. 1993;
Som erville 2002; Benson et al. 2002). This approach has been used in a Jarge number of
studies of galaxy fomm ation at ower redshift z 0{5 Eg.Kau mann et al.1993;Colk et al
1994;Kau mann et al. 1998; Col et al. 2000; Som exrville & P rim ack 1999; Som erville et al.
2001). It is interesting to see how the results based on these m ore realistic recipes com pare
w ith the sin ple halo-collapse’ m odel described above, and to study the relative in portance
of the various processes that are expected to requlate star form ation at very high redshift.

Here we use the m odels developed In Som exrville & Pxrimack (1999, SP) and Som erville
et al. 2001, SPF'), w ith photoionization squelching added as describbed In Som exville (2002),
using a recipe based on the num erical results of (G nedin 2000). W e follow halo m erger his-
tories down to halos w ith tem perature Ty, = 10? K, where atom ic cooling becom es possible.
W e shall refer to these m odels as the h erger tree’ m odels.

4. Resuls
41. The Cosn ic Star Fom ation H istory

W e show the predicted star form ation rate density (SFRD ) forPop IT and Pop III stars
in Fig.1. ForPop III stars, we have used the halo collapsem odel Eqgn. 1) with e™ = 0:001
andM I =10 10°h 'M .Also shown in Fi. la are the results from detailed num erical
hydrodynam ic sin ulations of Pop IIT star form ation In a cosn ological volum e by Yoshida
et al. 2003), for an assum ed characteristic Pop IIIm ass of 100M . W e see that w ith these
param eter choices, our sin ple recipe reproduces the sin ulation resuls fairly well. O foourse,
we do not really expect Pop ITI star form ation to continueto z 3. However, in the absence
ofm ore detailed m odeling ofm etal production and m ixing, we do not know when the Pop
IITmodewill ¥huto .

Fig. la also shows the prediction of the halo collapse m odel for Pop IT stars, with
M X ocorresponding to a tem perature? of 10° K and e ciencies of e = 0i and e =
10. The e = 1 halo collapse m odel represents a sort of upper lim it for star form ation
in halos that coolvia Hy, as i would require all new gas ow ing into these halos to cool
and fom stars nstantaneously. T he predicted SFRD m ay be com pared w ith observational
estin ates and lin its on this quantity at Yow’ redshift 3. z . 6 (s=e gure caption). The
assum ed e ciencies ofe™ = 0: and e = 1 approxin ately bracket the range in cbservational

2See SP for the conversions betw een virialm ass, velocity, and tem perature as a function of redshift
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estin ates. W enote In passing that the Lanzetta et al. high estin ate exceeds even the extram e
case ofe™ = 1 at z= 8{10.

W e also show the star fom ation history produced in the m ore realistic sam ianalytic
m erger tree m odels described in Section 3. To study the sensitivity of our resuls to our
recipes for star fom ation, photoionization squelching, and supemova feedbadk, we Investi-
gatedi erent choices of ingredients and param eters. Them erger treem odels are sum m arized
in Tabl 1. The reader only Interested In them ain result m ay skjp directly to Section 4 2.

M odelsM T -1la and M T -1b do not include supemova feedbadk orphotoionization squelch—
ing. Star fom ation is then regulated only by the rate at which gas can oool via atom ic

processes and collapse, and by the star form ation tinescale = m =M . W e consider two
choices for this tin escale, which we refer to as vtonstant e ciency’ and accekrating’. In
the constant e ciency (CE) recipe, isa constant wWetake = 0:1). In the accelerating’

recipe, / tayn, Where tyyn / Lyi=Vyi is the dynam ical tim e of the halo. This is sin ilar
to the scaling cbserved in nearby galaxies K ennicutt 1983, 1998) and is comm only used
as an em pircal basis for star fomm ation recipes In sem Fanalytic m odels and hydrodynam ic
sim ulations. Referring to F ig. 1a, we see that the accelerating’ scaling leads to dram atically
m ore star form ation at high redshift com pared w ith the constant e ciency scaling. W e use
this recipe In the rest of the m odels.

In models M T 2a{c, we Inclide the e ect of photoionization squelching (out no SN
feedback), with di erent assum ed reionization histories, m otivated by the pint W M AP and
SD SS constraintsdiscussed above. W e show In Fig.la am odelin which hydrogen is reionized
at Zeion = 20 OF Zeyon = 15 and ram ains reionized, and a m odelw ith a Houble reionization’
based on the model of Cen (2002), In which the Universe is reionized at zr(ii)on = 155,
recom bines by z.. = 1335, and experiences a ssoond reionization at zr(ii)on = 6. The Yps
In the star fom ation history are due to the suppression of gas nfall by the photoionizing
badkground, and dem onstrate that a substantial fraction of the total star fom ation in the

Universe would be taking place in an allm ass halos in the absence any kind of feedbadk.

M odelsM T 3a{c, shown In Fig. 1b, allassum e the Cen (2002) double—+eionization his-
tory described above, and also include supemova feedback. Note that the Yips’ are now
much less dram atic, because m uch ofthe gashas already been rem oved from the sn allhalos
that area ected by photoionization squelching. An uncertain aspect of in plem enting super-
nova feedback in sam Fanalytic m odels is the fate of the reheated gas. In m odelM T 3a, the
gas reheated by SN is ram oved from the disk but retained in the halo (etention’ feedbacdk),
in M T3b the reheated gas is ram oved from the disk and dark m atter halo of all galaxies
(vection’ feedback), and in m odelM T 3c the gas is efcted from the halo only if the halo
virial velocity is less than 100 km /s. This threshold for efction of gas by superw inds is
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m otivated by theoretical argum ents O ekel& Sik 1986) and observations of nearby galaxies

M artin 1999). The globalstar form ation rate changesby asmuch asa factorofsixatz 3
depending on these choices, but by less than a factor oftwo at z & 15. Note that the dip’
follow Ing the rst reionization is considerably m ore pronounced In the m odel w ith efection
feedback, as gas which has been accreted before reionization and efcted is not allowed to
re-collapse In am all halos while the photoionizing background is sw itched on’. W e consider
models M T 3a and M T 3¢ to be the m ost realistic of the m odels considered here. M odels
w ith sin ilar ingredients and param eter values have been shown to reproduce the lum inosity
function ofgalaxiesatz 0 (SP) aswellasofLym an break galaxiesatz 3 (SPF).

4 2. Production of Tonizing P hotons

In Fig. 2 we show the cum ulative num ber of hydrogen—ionizing photons per hydrogen
atom in the Universe, produced by Pop I stars in our ducialmodels M T3a and M T 3c),
and by our m odel for Pop IIT star fom ation. For Pop II, we use the resuls of Leitherer
et al. (1999) for the number of < 912 A photons produced by low m etallicity starsw ith a
Salpeter M F . For Pop III, we assum e that each star produces 16  10*® photons s 'M !
for a lifetin e of 3 m illion years Bromm et al. 2001). W e em phasize that we have shown
the num ber of ionizing photons produced, w thout attem pting to ©1d in the fraction of these
photons that m anage to escape from the galaxy or to propagate through the IGM . The
jonization fraction x. is expected to scale as this quantity tim es foor £50,=C cnmp €9, Spergel
et al. 2003), where f,, is the number of ionizations per UV photon, f. is the fraction of
ionizing photons that escape from the galaxy, and Cynp is the clum ping factor, re ecting
the clum pyness ofthe IGM . The recombiation tineatz 10 25is 02{0.7 tines the
Hubblk tine Cen 2002). O bservational constraints on f.. forboth nearby and high redshift
galaxies range from a few percent to 50 percent (Leithereret al. 1995; Humw itz et al. 1997;
Steidel et al. 2001). Clum ping factors at high redshift z & 10 are expected to be on the
order of C cymp = 2{10 Cen 2002). T herefore the com bination fo £i0n=C cum p IS plausbly of
order 0:1{02 in the relevant redshift range.

In Fig. 2, we see that the total num ber of ionizing photons produced by Pop IT stars
In our ducialm odel overtakes the contribution from Pop ITI stars at around z  16{12. If
reionization occurred near the lower redshift end ofthe W M AP range (Which seem s easier
to reconcilke w ith ourm odel), then our resuls suggest that Pop IT stars contributed at least
half of the ionizing photons. If reionization occurred as late as Zwion 12, then Pop I
stars Which are known observationally to exist) m ay even have been abl to reionize the
Universe on their own. O ne should also kesp in m Ind that given the non-negligble rate of
star fom ation (ooth Pop ITI and Pop II) even at z & 20, we m ight expect there to have
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been su cient m etal pollution to have halted the fom ation of very m assive Pop III stars
at quite a high redshift. H owever, the redshift of this transition is highly uncertain, and is
alm ost certainly not sharp, but will occur at di erent epochs in di erent environm ents.

5. D iscussion

W e have shown predictions of the global star form ation history from the tine when
the rst starsbegan to form z 30 until the epoch of the m ost distant observed galaxies
z 3{6.W e summ arize ourm ain conclusions as ollow s:

There are two m ain com peting e ects determ ining the Pop II star formm ation e ciency
(SFE) at high redshift. (i) The star form ation activity shifts toward sn aller halos at
earlier tin es, lrading to decreased e ective SF'E as supemova feedback and photoion—
ization squelching reduce the available cold gas supply In these halos. (ii) If the SFE
ishigher when the gas density is larger, as suggested by cbservations In nearby galax—
Jes, then this is partially counteracted by the increased e ciency expected due to the
higher characteristic gas densities.

O ur results suggest that the background of hydrogen-ionizing photons during reioniza—
tion at z  15{20 is roughly equally divided between Pop IT and Pop IIT stars. W hike
Pop III stars produce a Jarger num ber of jonizing photons per baryon, this is com pen-
sated by the Iower SFRD ofPop III stars in the relevant redshift range z  15{20.

If Zeion IS pushed to the lower lim it of the range allowed by the W M AP results, the
badkground produced by Pop II stars alonem ay be su cient to reionize the universe,
thus ram oving the only com pelling observational argum ent for the existence ofPop ITL
stars.

U sing sim ilar sem ianalytic recipes for star fom ation applied w ithin N body sin ulations
w ith radiative transfer, C jardiet al. (2003) also concluded that P op II starsalone can produce
reionization histories that are w ithin the W M AP constraints.

There are several uncertain factors that could shift our results by factors of a f&w 1In
di erent directions. The characteristic m asses of the Pop III stars could be a factor of 2{3
higher than we have assum ed here, resulting in a corresponding scaling in the star form ation
and Jonizing photon production rate. H owever, we m ay have underestin ated the num ber of
Jonizing photons produced by P op IT stars at early tin es, asthey m ay have lowerm etallicities
than the Leitherer et al. (1999) m odels used here, and m ay have a som ew hat top-heavy M F
(Larson 1998). Thiscould lead to a factorof  2{3 lncrease In the num ber of ionizing photons



{8{

predicted by the Pop II stars (Tum linson et al. 2003; Schaerer 2003). It is clkear that m ore
detailed m odeling of cham ical evolution is needed to better constrain these uncertainties, as
well as the transition redshift between m assive P op ITI form ation and Pop IT form ation w ith
anomalMF.

If correct, the In plications of an ionizing background that is com posed nearly equally
of photons orignating from Pop IT and Pop IIT stars are Interesting in several resoects.
T he halos hosting the Pop II galaxies are rare peaks and w illbe highly clustered, while the
lowerm ass halos hosting the Pop ITI stars will be much less clustered, leading potentially
to a rather com plx topology for reionization. Because the Pop IIT stars will produce an
even larger excess of heliim Ionizing photons, there are In portant im plications for helim
rejonization aswell eg.Venkatesan et al. 2003).
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Tabl 1: Summ ary ofm erger tree m odels

®

M odel SN feedback gas eection squelcthing  z_, . rec Zyoion
M T-la constant no no no N/A N/A N/A
MT-1b / tan no no no N/A N/A N/A
MT2a / tayn no no yes 20 N/A N/A
MT2b / tyn no no yes 15 N/A N/A
MT-2c / tayn no no yes 155 135 6.0
MT3a / tgn yes no yes 155 135 60
MT3b / tagn yes yes yes 155 135 60
MT3c / tynm yes V. < 100 km /s yes 155 135 6.0
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Fi. l.| T he global star form ation rate density as a function of redshift. Solid squares show
observational estin ates from direct integration ofthe rest-UV lum nosiy finction of Lym an break
galaxiesat z 3 and z 4 from Steidelet al. (1999). The star symbol show s the estin ate from
the 850 Ium inosity of sub-mm selcted galaxies Barger et al. 2000). The arrow s at z 5 and
Z 6 show results from the detections of Lym an break galaxies from Iwata et al. (2003) and
Stanway et al. (2003), respectively, where the bottom Iline show s the actual value detected and
the top of the arrow show s the result of the (highly uncertain) correction for dust extinction and
Incom pleteness (perform ed as describbed in SPF'). Short, bold slanted lines show the three di erent
estin ates from Lanzetta et al. (2002), e ectively re ecting di erent corrections for incom pleteness
due to coan ological surface brightnessdin m Ing. The SFRD predicted by the halo-collapse’ m odels
and the h erger tree m odels’ are also shown (see gurekey and Table 1). In the left panel (@), the
m erger tree m odels do not Inclide supemova feedbadk, and show di erent reionization histordes.
In the right panel (o), SN feedback hasbeen included, and the treatm ent of gas ection from the
dark m atter halos hasbeen varied. The curve endingat z 20 on the right panel show s the SFRD
from num erical hydrodynam ic sin ulations (Springel & Hemquist 2003).
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Fig. 2 | T he cum ulative num ber ofhydrogen ionizing photonsperhydrogen atom in the Universe,
produced by Pop IT and Pop III stars. Bold solid and short-dashed lines show our ‘ ducial’ m erger—
treem odelsM T 3c and M T 3b, regpectively, and the long dashed line show s the contribution from
Pop IIT stars. T he rate of production of ionizing photons by Pop II stars in galaxies overtakes that
ofPop ITT stars som etin e between z  20{15, perhaps triggering the reionization of the Universe.



