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ABSTRACT

One of the key processes driving galaxy evolution during the Cosmic Dawn is supernova feedback. This likely helps regulate
star formation inside of galaxies, but it can also drive winds that influence the large-scale intergalactic medium. Here, we present
a simple semi-analytic model of supernova-driven galactic winds and explore the contributions of different phases of galaxy
evolution to cosmic metal enrichment in the high-redshift (𝑧 ≳ 6) Universe. We show that models calibrated to the observed
galaxy luminosity function at 𝑧 ∼ 6–8 have filling factors ∼ 1% at 𝑧 ∼ 6 and ∼ 0.1% at 𝑧 ∼ 12, with different star formation
prescriptions providing about an order of magnitude uncertainty. Despite the small fraction of space filled by winds, these
scenarios predict an upper limit to the abundance of metal-line absorbers in quasar spectra at 𝑧 >∼ 5 which is comfortably above
that currently observed. We also consider enrichment through winds driven by Pop III star formation in minihalos. We find that
these can dominate the total filling factor at 𝑧 >∼ 10 and even compete with winds from normal galaxies at 𝑧 ∼ 6, at least in terms
of the total enriched volume. But these regions have much lower overall metallicities, because each one is generated by a small
burst of star formation. Finally, we show that Compton cooling of these supernova-driven winds at 𝑧 >∼ 6 has only a small effect
on the cosmic microwave background.

Key words: galaxies: high-redshift – intergalactic medium – dark ages, reionization, first stars

1 INTRODUCTION

High-redshift galaxy formation and evolution at 𝑧 ≥ 6 have been
amongst the primary foci of extragalactic astrophysics for the past
two decades. In particular, the Cosmic Dawn era, beginning just a few
hundred million years after the Big Bang, is a crucial time period that
saw the birth of the first stars. The Cosmic Dawn not only ended the
Dark Ages, but these early populations of stars were the progenitors
of all the structure that we see today and would later become the
dominant drivers of reionization, the last global phase transition of
the Universe.

Despite the challenge of probing such a distant Universe, in recent
years there has been substantial improvement in our census of lumi-
nous objects at 𝑧 ∼ 6–8 (McLure et al. 2013; Schenker et al. 2013;
Schmidt et al. 2014; Bouwens et al. 2015; Steven L. Finkelstein et al.
2015; Atek et al. 2015; Bowler et al. 2017; Livermore et al. 2017),
which has allowed us to develop a good understanding of bright
galaxies at these times. Higher redshifts are just now beginning to
be explored by JWST, but the situation is not yet clear (Oesch et al.
2016; Donnan et al. 2022; Castellano et al. 2022; Harikane et al.
2022).

Nonetheless, there have been numerous recent efforts to model
various aspects of galaxy evolution in this era (Furlanetto et al. 2017;
Furlanetto & Mirocha 2021; Moster et al. 2018; Popping et al. 2017;
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also see Dayal & Ferrara (2018) for an overview of the physics of early
galaxy formation and the types of theoretical tools used to model it).
In general, these models show that the properties of observed galaxies
at 6 ≲ 𝑧 ≲ 8 can be understood in a similar fashion to galaxies at
later times. For example, models in which stellar feedback regulates
star formation can quite successfully explain the observed luminosity
function (Mason et al. 2015; Furlanetto et al. 2017; Mirocha et al.
2017).

One particularly critical aspect of this feedback is the presence of
“winds" driven by supernovae (SNe). Cosmological hydrodynami-
cal simulations incorporating SN feedback to study galaxy properties
and populations include, e.g., Scannapieco et al. (2001); Springel &
Hernquist (2003); Crain et al. (2015); Fierlinger et al. (2016); Davé
et al. (2019), while those concerned primarily with its contribution
to metallicity and/or metal enrichment include, e.g., Theuns et al.
(2002); Kobayashi et al. (2007); Finlator & Davé (2008); Suresh
et al. (2015); Nelson et al. (2019). Meanwhile, Matteucci & Greggio
(1986) and White & Frenk (1991) were amongst the first to introduce
semi-analytic approaches to study chemical enrichment. Later exam-
ples modeling z ≲ 3 galaxies include Somerville & Primack (1999);
Henriques et al. (2013); Hayward & Hopkins (2017) while those
extending to z ≳ 3 include Nath & Trentham (1997); Ferrara et al.
(2000); Madau et al. (2001); De Lucia et al. (2004). Many of these
studies show how such supernova explosions can help regulate star
formation inside galaxies. But beyond the host galaxy, these winds
can also influence the surrounding intergalactic medium (IGM) by
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ejecting material into it. A significant consequence of this in the
early Universe is metal enrichment over large volumes of the Uni-
verse – including gas that will later be accreted onto growing galaxies.
Though there are many other processes that may have contributed to
widespread enrichment (e.g. quasar winds, radiation pressure-driven
dust outflows), winds from star-forming galaxies are the clearest cul-
prit for polluting the large volumes of the Universe that we see today
(Ferrara et al. 2000; Madau et al. 2001; Furlanetto & Loeb 2003).

Existing observations have shown that metals are relatively
widespread by 𝑧 ∼ 3. For example, optical spectra of Lyman-break
galaxies indicate substantial enrichment Shapley et al. (2003); Adel-
berger et al. (2003), as do radio measurements Ginolfi et al. (2020),
while enrichment inside galaxy clusters is also well-known Tozzi
et al. (2003); Baldi et al. (2012); McDonald et al. (2016). Meanwhile,
Ly-𝛼 forest and related techniques require even more widespread
metals Songaila & Cowie (1996); Cowie & Songaila (1998); Elli-
son et al. (2000); Schaye et al. (2000); Tytler et al. (1995), at least
outside of underdense voids in the galaxy distribution (where the
observations cannot yet probe). More recent observations revealed
metal absorbers existing by 𝑧 ∼ 5 − 6. For example, Ryan-Weber
et al. (2006) and Becker et al. (2006) reported absorption of [CIV]
in 𝑧 ∼ 5 and [OI] in 𝑧 ∼ 6 QSO systems respectively, while Sparre
et al. (2014) discovered Fe II fine line structures in the afterglow of
GRBs at 𝑧 ∼ 5. However, only a handful of absorbers are known
above 𝑧 >∼ 5, and it is difficult to determine how widespread the metal
enrichment was during this era.

Meanwhile, it is clear that high-𝑧 galaxies are themselves signifi-
cantly enriched: Capak et al. (2015) detected [CII] gas emission in
star forming galaxies at 𝑧 ∼ 5 − 6, and Faisst et al. (2016) found that
the average galaxy population at 𝑧 ∼ 5 has a metallicity comparable
to those at 𝑧 ∼ 3.5. Therefore, it is becoming increasingly evident
that metal enrichment started in the very early stages of the bright
Universe, though its precise timeline remains unclear. A crucial un-
certainty lies in the phase of galaxy evolution at which metals are
ejected – whether it begins with the birth and death of Population III
stars or as part of “normal" feedback regulation at later times.

Interpretation of the handful of metal-line measurements presents
an important challenge. While the overall metal production rate de-
pends mostly on the star formation rate (but also on stellar models),
the spatial extent of metal enrichment is necessary to understand the
impact of these metals. There have been many attempts to estimate
this factor in the past, but early calculations were not based on real-
istic galaxy populations, which likely resulted in an overestimate of
the filling factor (or the fraction of the Universe enriched by metals
at a given time; e.g., Madau et al. 2001; Furlanetto & Loeb 2003).
More recent calculations have typically used numerical simulations,
so it is difficult to assess the uncertainties associated with them (e.g.,
Jaacks et al. 2018). The recent launch of JWST, which will make
extraordinary progress in understanding metal lines during this era
(Mason et al. 2015; Yung et al. 2019; Vogelsberger et al. 2020),
makes modeling the process very timely.

The extent of metal enrichment is important both for understanding
galaxy evolution (as the loss of metals affects the chemical evolution
of the stars and interstellar medium) and also for probes of reion-
ization and the radiation fields at early times. For galaxy evolution,
the extent of the winds can be used to constrain models of stellar
feedback. The evolution of the radiation background determines the
ionization state of the metals, so in principle quasar metal lines are
powerful probes of reionization (Oh 2002; Hennawi et al. 2021),
but only if the distribution of metals themselves is known as well
(or at least can be jointly measured). In this paper, we address this
question by pairing a simple galaxy evolution model with a simple

wind model. In particular, we use the minimalist model for feed-
back regulation described in Furlanetto et al. (2017) to calibrate the
galaxy parameters to reproduce observed luminosity functions. We
then follow the resulting winds using the model of Furlanetto &
Loeb (2003) (which is in turn based upon Tegmark et al. 1993).
Although such a simplistic model cannot follow star formation or
wind propagation in as detailed a manner as numerical simulations,
its flexibility allows for a broader study of the many uncertainties in
early galaxy formation. We explore how the overall volume filling
factor and absorption line statistics at 𝑧 ≳ 4 depend upon assumptions
about star-forming galaxies during this era. As it remains difficult to
detect metals at 𝑧 ≥ 6, we also consider distortions to the cosmic mi-
crowave background (CMB) through the Sunyaev–Zel’dovich effect
as an alternative observable for such winds (Oh et al. 2003).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce our
galaxy evolution model, including a description of the underlying
dark matter halo population and our prescription for feedback regu-
lation. In Section 3, we present our wind model and show its solutions
for individual galactic winds. We then discuss the implications of our
model for the extent of metal enrichment, as well as potential probes
of it, in Section 4. Finally, we conclude in Section 5.

In accordance with the Planck Collaboration XIII results (Planck
Collaboration et al. 2016), we use the following cosmological param-
eters: Ω𝑚 = 0.308, ΩΛ = 0.692, Ω𝑏 = 0.0484, and ℎ = 0.678. For
astrophysical constants, we use those found in Section 2 of Beringer
et al. (2012).

2 A MODEL FOR STAR-FORMING GALAXIES

In this section, we introduce our simple galaxy model. We refer the
reader to Furlanetto et al. (2017) for more details.

2.1 Dark matter halos

We define the co-moving number density of dark matter halos in the
mass range (𝑀ℎ, 𝑀ℎ + d𝑀ℎ) at redshift 𝑧 as 𝑛ℎ (𝑀ℎ, 𝑧) d𝑀ℎ. By
convention, we write

𝑛ℎ (𝑀ℎ, 𝑧) = 𝑓 (𝜎) 𝜌̄

𝑀ℎ

𝑑 ln (1/𝜎)
d𝑀ℎ

(1)

where 𝜌̄ is the comoving average matter density, 𝜎 (𝑀, 𝑧) is the
linear rms fluctuation of the matter density field smoothed on a scale
𝑀 , and 𝑓 (𝜎) is a dimensionless function taken from a fit to high-𝑧
cosmological simulations (Trac et al. 2015):

𝑓 (𝜎) = 0.150
[
1 +

( 𝜎

2.54

)−1.36
]
𝑒−1.14/𝜎2

. (2)

We note that this mass function has not been verified at the highest
redshifts and smallest masses relevant to our Pop III model (see sec-
tion 2.4), but Mebane et al. (2018) found that the differences with
other mass functions were modest compared to the overall uncertain-
ties in star formation during this era.

Our galaxy model requires the accretion rate onto dark matter
haloes. We use the method described in Furlanetto et al. (2017), which
assumes that accretion proceeds smoothly without mergers (this is
appropriate as our models are primarily concerned with the total
amount of star formation over the history of the halos and thus not
very sensitive to instantaneous scatter in accretion rate). In analogy
with abundance matching (Vale & Ostriker 2004), we demand that
the overall number density of the halos remains constant, with each
halo growing in order to maintain the underlying mass function. We
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Early metal enrichment 3

assume that the halos remain in the same relative ordering in mass
as well. In other words, at any two redshifts 𝑧1 and 𝑧2,∫ ∞

𝑀1
d𝑀 𝑛ℎ (𝑀 |𝑧1) =

∫ ∞

𝑀2
d𝑀 𝑛ℎ (𝑀 |𝑧2) , (3)

where 𝑀1 and 𝑀2 are the respective masses of a given halo at the
two redshifts. The accretion rate, ¤𝑀ℎ, is then obtained by requiring
that this relation be satisfied at all redshifts and all halo masses.

We must also specify the range of halo masses allowed to form
stars (and hence drive winds). This threshold is determined by two
conditions: (1) the halo must exceed the “filter mass" (Gnedin & Hui
1998) above which baryons can accrete and (2) the halo gas must cool
efficiently after virialization. Motivated by the second condition, for
most of our models we take this minimum mass to correspond to a
virial temperature of 104 K, above which atomic cooling becomes
efficient. We consider winds from halos below this mass threshold in
Section 2.4.

2.2 Star formation and feedback

Next, we describe star formation and feedback in the minimalist
galaxy formation model (referred to as the “normal" model hereafter)
as well as a “bursty" model for lower mass halos.

The fundamental idea of this model is the assumption that stellar
feedback controls the star formation rate (SFR) of each galaxy. First,
we balance the rate at which baryons are accreted onto the halo, ¤𝑚𝑏 ,
with the SFR, ¤𝑚★, and the rate of at which baryons are expelled
through processes such as radiation pressure and supernovae, ¤𝑚𝑤 :

¤𝑚𝑏 = ¤𝑚★ + ¤𝑚𝑤 . (4)

Because the feedback is driven by star formation, we then assume
¤𝑚𝑤 = 𝜂 ¤𝑚★. The constant of proportionality, 𝜂, (commonly known
as the mass-loading factor) is in general a function of halo mass and
redshift and represents the strength of stellar feedback.

The star formation efficiency (SFE) is defined as the fraction of
the accreted baryons which form stars, 𝑓★ = ¤𝑚★/ ¤𝑚𝑏 . Thus,

𝑓★ =
1

1 + 𝜂(𝑀ℎ, 𝑧)
. (5)

However, to match the observed star formation efficiencies at large
halo masses, quenching processes which suppress accretion are often
invoked. Although such effects do not significantly affect our results,
we will incorporate virial shock heating as one example, suppressing
accretion by a factor 𝑓shock following Faucher-Giguere et al. (2011).
We also impose an upper limit, 𝑓★,max, on the star formation effi-
ciency. Incorporating both these effects in such a way as to maintain
continuity, we obtain

𝑓★ =
𝑓shock

𝑓 −1
★,max + 𝜂(𝑀ℎ, 𝑧)

. (6)

We are interested in considering a wide range of metal enrichment
scenarios so include two distinct models of feedback regulation.
Firstly, the “energy-regulated” model is derived by balancing a fixed
fraction of the supernova energy (the portion in a kinetic form) with
the kinetic energy of the gas that is lifted out as a wind:

1
2
¤𝑚𝑤𝑣2

esc = ¤𝑚★𝜖𝑘𝜔SN, (7)

where 𝑣esc is the halo escape velocity, 𝜖𝑘 is the fraction of the SN
energy released in the wind, and 𝜔SN ≈ 1049erg/𝑀⊙ is the super-
nova energy produced per unit mass of star formation (where the
fiducial value comes from taking the typical energy released per SN,

Model 𝐶 𝜉 𝜎 𝑓 ∗−1
max

Energy-reg 10𝜖𝑘 2
3 1 0.1

Momentum-reg 𝜖𝑝
1
3

1
2 0.2

Table 1. SFE parameters for our normal galaxy models, in order to reproduce
observed luminosity functions. We also set 𝜖𝑘 = 0.1 and 𝜖𝑝 = 5.

∼ 1051 erg, and the typical number of SNe per solar mass formed,
∼ 0.015𝑀⊙). This results in

𝜂 = 𝐶

(
1011.5𝑀⊙

𝑀ℎ

) 𝜉 (
9

1 + 𝑧

)𝜎
, (8)

with exponents 𝜉 = 2
3 and 𝜎 = 1. However, due to radiative cooling

or other processes that occur in high density and temperature envi-
ronments, feedback can in practice be much less efficient. Therefore,
we also consider a “momentum-regulated” case, balancing the mo-
mentum of the supernova blastwaves with the gas escaping the halo,
done in a similar way to energy conservation above. This yields 𝜉 = 1

3
and 𝜎 = 1

2 . These scenarios provide helpful intuition for the param-
eters in equation (8); given the difficulty of modeling the interaction
of stellar feedback with the interstellar medium, we do not try to do
better here (though see Hayward & Hopkins 2017; Furlanetto 2021).
The normalization constant 𝐶 and the parameter 𝑓★,max are set by
comparison to observations. The parameters used for each model are
summarized in Table 1. All of these feedback-regulated models have
an SFE that increases with halo mass in faint galaxies, aside from
the constant model.

For completeness, we also consider a model with a constant star
formation efficiency in all halos (𝜉 = 0 and 𝜎 = 0), which matches
the assumptions in many early treatments of metal enrichment.

These feedback-regulated models do assume that star formation
within galaxies is able to come into a quasi-equilibrium state with
respect to infall. It is not obvious that this can occur at high redshifts.
For example, Furlanetto & Mirocha (2021) showed that incorporating
a time delay between star formation and supernova feedback results
in oscillations (i.e. repeated “bursts") of the SFR, particularly in
lower mass halos. This moderates the dependence of the average
SFE on halo mass, boosting the star formation rate of small galaxies.
It has little effect on massive galaxies, because eventually feedback
is no longer able to eject all of the halo gas, at which point the
SFR transitions to a smooth function. To mimic this kind of out-
of-equilibrium behavior, we also consider a “bursty” model, that
imposes a minimum SFE value 𝑓★,min = 0.03, in which the SFE
effectively decouples from the properties of the halo.

We emphasize that all of these parameter choices provide reason-
able fits to the observed luminosity functions (LFs) at 𝑧 ∼ 6–8, (see
Fig. 3 of Furlanetto et al. 2017 and Fig. 8 of Furlanetto & Mirocha
2021). Importantly, the minimum SFE in the bursty model only af-
fects faint galaxies that have not yet been observed. We emphasize
that the model with constant SFE, 𝑓★ = 0.1 does not produce realistic
galaxy populations, at least at 𝑧 ∼ 6–8, but we include it anyway for
comparison with earlier results.

2.3 Metal production

We follow Furlanetto & Loeb (2003) to estimate the metal production
rate of our galaxies. The mass of a metal 𝑖 produced by a galaxy is

𝑀𝑖 = 𝑌𝑖𝑛SN
Ω𝑏

Ω𝑚
𝑋★𝑀ℎ (9)

MNRAS 000, 1–?? (2021)
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where 𝑌𝑖 is the average yield of the element 𝑖 produced per Type II
supernova, 𝑛SN ≈ 10−2𝑀−1

⊙ is the number of supernovae per unit
mass of star formation, and 𝑋★ is the time-averaged SFE for the
galaxy in question, which is slightly smaller than the instantaneous
SFE 𝑓★ in our models (see Furlanetto et al. 2017).

For a comparison of enrichment to observations, we must trans-
form the metals into a set of discrete absorption lines. In section 3,
we will consider wind bubbles driven by supernovae in each galaxy.
In this context, we then estimate the total column density of the metal
along a line of sight through a wind bubble via

𝑁𝑖 ≈
𝑀𝑖

𝑚𝑖

1
4𝜋𝑅2 (10)

where 𝑚𝑖 = 𝐴𝑖𝑢 is the mass of a metal atom. Note that this is
simply an estimate of the characteristic column density; even if the
metals are distributed uniformly, the column density would vary
with the impact parameter. We emphasize that this equation assumes
a roughly uniform distribution of metals; if the metals were clumped,
fewer lines of sight would encounter metals, but those that did would
have stronger absorption.

For an unsaturated line, the equivalent width is given by

𝑊 ≈ 0.8Å
(
𝑓osc

0.05
𝑌𝑥

0.5𝑀⊙

16
𝐴𝑥

) (
𝜆𝑚

1300𝐴̊

)2

(
𝑋∗
0.1

𝜔SN
1051ergs/126M⊙

Ω𝑏/Ω𝑚
0.05/0.3

𝑀ℎ

109𝑀⊙

) (
0.02Mpc

𝑅

)2 (
1 + 𝑧

10

)
(11)

where 𝜆𝑚 is the wavelength of the transition and 𝑓osc is its oscillator
strength.

In Section 4.3, we compare predictions for the OI and CIV tran-
sitions to observations. We choose these because they are amongst
the very few which have been observed at 𝑧 ∼ 6 and because OI
is a strong line in mostly neutral gas while CIV is a strong line in
mostly ionized gas. For OI, we take 𝑌 = 0.5 𝑀⊙ , 𝑓osc = 0.04887,
𝜆𝑚 = 1302.2 Å; while for CIV we take 𝑌 = 0.1 𝑀⊙ , 𝑓osc = 0.1908,
𝜆𝑚 = 1548.2 Å (CIV is a doublet, so these values correspond to the
stronger transition, as reported in Becker et al. (2009) to which we
compare in Section 4.3). These average yields are those produced
per Type II supernova from Woosley & Weaver (1995) which de-
pends on the energy of the supernova. Following Furlanetto & Loeb
(2003), we take the values from the lower energy model and neglect
chemical evolution within the galaxies. These approximations are
reasonable as uncertainties arising from them are likely less signif-
icant than those from other simplifications in our model. Note that
given the short timescales involved, we do not include contributions
from other mechanisms such as winds from AGB stars and Type Ia
SNe. This probably results in a modest underestimate of the carbon
abundance, as over ∼ 100 Myr timescales high-mass AGB winds and
even Type Ia SNe can contribute.

2.4 Pop III star formation

So far, we have focused on “normal” galaxies during the Cosmic
Dawn. But many models expect another set of star-forming halos
hosting Population III stars. We thus also consider potential contri-
butions from smaller halos hosting these exotic stars.

The criteria to form Pop III stars are complex: halos must be
massive enough to accrete baryons and then form H2, which is the
primary coolant in this regime. But H2 is fragile and is destroyed
by ultraviolet photons – which are themselves produced by Pop III

stars. Models of this era show that the minimum halo mass can there-
fore have a complex evolutionary history (e.g., Jaacks et al. 2018;
Mebane et al. 2018). We therefore consider two simple models. For
one, we take a minimum virial temperature of 1000 K for this pop-
ulation (“constant 𝑇min model”). This is a few times smaller than
the “plateau” found in the minimum halo in Mebane et al. (2018),
so it provides an optimistic estimate of the enrichment. In addition,
we also consider a prescription for 𝑇min with a stronger time depen-
dence inspired by an updated version of the Mebane et al. (2018)
model (S. Hegde, private communication). This includes improved
estimates of halo self-shielding and dark matter–baryon streaming
(as studied recently in Kulkarni et al. 2021). We find the following
simple fit roughly matches the new model:

𝑀h0 = 0.916𝑒−0.568(𝑧−38.3) + 1.21 × 106 𝑀⊙ (12)

Such low mass halos likely have brief periods of rapid star for-
mation that then shut off, until they are able to accrete enough mass
to retain gas and begin normal star formation (e.g, Abel et al. 2002;
Bromm et al. 2002). Although each such halo will form only a small
mass of stars, the halos are so numerous that their contribution to
the overall filling factor of winds can nevertheless be substantial (es-
pecially at very early times). We model these sources as hosting a
single burst of star formation, producing a specified total stellar mass
𝑀∗ ∼ 100–1000 𝑀⊙ , after which star formation halts completely.
This is in contrast to our fiducial model, in which star formation con-
tinues over long time periods. We also assume that Pop III stars have
more energetic supernovae than those in normal halos, so we take
𝜔SN = 1050 erg/𝑀⊙ , about an order of magnitude larger. We assume
the metal yields are the same as our fiducial model, although these
could be underestimates if pair-instability supernovae dominate. Our
treatment of Population III star-forming halos is thus very approx-
imate, but it should provide some intuition for the contribution of
these kinds of halos.

3 WIND-DRIVEN BUBBLES

3.1 Wind physics

In this section, we provide an overview of our wind expansion model,
which is a simplified version of Furlanetto & Loeb (2003) (which is
itself an implementation of Tegmark et al. 1993). In the model, winds
are driven by supernovae inside galaxies and commence as soon as
star formation does. Once a wind forms, it expands and sweeps up
the ambient IGM. While a fraction of the material forms the shell,
the remaining gas enters the hot, rarefied interior, whose thermal
pressure helps expand the shell. Using the thin-shell approximation
and assuming spherical symmetry, the following system of equations
can be used to describe the evolution of an individual wind bubble:

𝑀𝑑 = 𝑀ℎ +
4𝜋
3
𝜌̄0
𝑑
(1 + 𝑧)3 𝑅3 (13)

¥𝑅 =
4𝜋𝑅2

𝑀𝑠
𝑃 − 𝐺

𝑅2

(
𝑀𝑑 + 𝑀𝑠

2

)
−

¤𝑀𝑠
𝑀𝑠

( ¤𝑅 − 𝐻𝑅
)

(14)

¤𝑃 =
𝐿

2𝜋𝑅3 − 5𝑃
¤𝑅
𝑅

(15)

¤𝑀𝑠 =
{

0, for ¤𝑅 ≤ 𝐻𝑅

4𝜋𝑅2 𝜌̄0
𝑏
(1 + 𝑧)3 ( ¤𝑅 − 𝐻𝑅

)
, for ¤𝑅 > 𝐻𝑅

(16)

where 𝑀ℎ is the mass of the halo in which the source galaxy resides,
𝑀𝑑 is the dark matter mass enclosed by the wind shell (with mass
𝑀𝑠), 𝑅 is the radius of the wind bubble, 𝑃 is the pressure of the
bubble interior, and 𝐿 is the rate energy is injected to drive the wind.
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𝜌̄0
𝑑

and 𝜌̄0
𝑏

are the average dark matter and baryon densities at 𝑧 = 0,
respectively. Furthermore, the accretion rate, ¤𝑀ℎ, is obtained from
abundance matching as described in Section 2.1.

The luminosity term in the pressure equation is made up of two
components:

𝐿 = 𝐿𝑤 + 𝐿comp. (17)

Here 𝐿𝑤 is the energy injected by stellar feedback and 𝐿comp is the
rate at which the thermal energy is lost to Compton cooling. For the
first,

𝐿𝑤 = 𝑓★
Ω𝑏

Ω𝑚
¤𝑀ℎ𝜖𝑘𝜔SN (18)

where 𝑓★ is determined for normal galaxies as described in Section 2.
As described in Section 2.4, in the Pop III model, this component is
set to zero after the initial burst of star formation.

𝐿comp is the energy lost through inverse Compton cooling, where
energy is transferred from a hot charged particle in the wind to a
cosmic microwave background (CMB) photon through scattering;
while this process is very slow in the present Universe, the increased
CMB energy density at 𝑧 > 6 can make it important (and potentially
observable, as we will explore in Section 4.4). The rate energy is lost
through this process is

𝐿comp = −3
2

𝑃𝑉

𝑡comp
, (19)

where 𝑉 is the volume enclosed by the wind and the cooling time is

𝑡comp =

(
8𝜎𝑇𝑎rad𝑇

4
𝛾

3𝑚𝑒𝑐

)−1

= 1.2 × 108
(

1 + 𝑧

10

)−4
yr (20)

In comparison to Tegmark et al. (1993) and Furlanetto & Loeb
(2003), we ignore a term that accounts for the uncertain fate of energy
dissipated when particles are swept up. We find that, in the regime
relevant to these galaxies, including this term increases the wind
radii by <∼ 10%; ignoring it thus makes our filling factor estimates
somewhat conservative.

Furthermore, if the velocity of the wind slows down to the Uni-
verse’s expansion speed at 𝑧 = 𝑧 𝑓 and corresponding radius 𝑅 = 𝑅 𝑓 ,
it will simply expand with the usual Hubble flow. If this condition
occurs, we therefore set the comoving size to a constant.

We initialize each wind at the redshift 𝑧init the halo passes the rel-
evant threshold to form stars. We assume that it instantly transforms
a fraction 𝑓★ (evaluated at 𝑧init and this threshold mass) into stars.
We assume for simplicity that the wind begins at the halo’s virial
radius. This is reasonable because high-𝑧 galaxies are compact, and
the delay between SNe explosions and their winds reaching the virial
radius is short (≲ 10 % of the Hubble time even if winds travelled
at the circular velocity of the halo – in our model the winds begin
at much higher velocities.) We then distribute the energy released
by the initial wave of supernovae equally between the hot interior
(whose pressure drives the expansion) and the kinetic energy of the
shell itself. Finally, we set the shell properties by demanding that it
begins at the halo’s escape velocity, unless the corresponding mass
would exceed the halo’s non-stellar baryonic mass. By running mod-
els across many choices for these parameters, we have verified that
these assumptions do not affect the resulting radii of the winds by
more than ∼ 25%.

3.2 Example wind bubbles

Three panels in Figure 1 show the evolution of the wind bubble radius
𝑅 for a single halo in the normal and bursty galaxy models starting

at initial redshifts 𝑧init = 8, 12, and 20 for three SFE cases ( 𝑓★ = 0.1,
energy-regulated and momentum-regulated). The parameters for the
latter two models are summarized in Table 1. In almost all cases,
the bubbles initially expand rapidly before slowing, thanks to the
sweeping up of ambient material. Energy loss from Compton cooling
also contributes to the slowdown (and suppresses the final bubble
radius), but it is not a large effect, as shown explicitly for the energy-
regulated case in the upper right panel of Figure 1. These haloes
begin forming stars at masses of ∼ 107−8𝑀⊙ and reach masses
of ∼ (0.2, 0.4, 10) × 109 𝑀⊙ at 𝑧 = 5 for 𝑧init = 8, 12, and 20,
respectively.

Overall, we find that winds that begin at earlier times grow larger
than those launched at later times (even though they begin at smaller
virial radii as 𝑟vir ∝ 𝑀ℎ [1 + 𝑧]−1]). Although winds that begin at
earlier times must propagate through higher-density material, their
source halos grow steadily, so the halos forming at 𝑧 = 20 have much
more mass (and stellar mass) than those at 𝑧 = 8. Moreover, even
if these early winds “stall," they continue to expand thanks to the
Hubble flow (which is responsible for the rapid expansion seen at
very late times in some 𝑧 = 20 cases).

It is worth noting that the initial expansion phase is much stronger
for the bursty model, and for 𝑧init = 8 and 12, they reach significantly
larger radii by 𝑧 = 6 than the normal cases. This demonstrates the
impact of increasing the star formation efficiency of the smallest
halos, when the wind expansion begins (here 𝑓★,min = 0.03). On the
other hand, while the winds starting at 𝑧init = 20 are initially larger in
the bursty models, they approach the normal ones at later redshifts,
because these halos have grown far above the low-mass limit in
which the burstiness criterion matters. In addition, the difference is
generally less significant for the momentum-regulated case because
that model is less effective at suppressing star formation in small
halos anyway, so the halos have a larger 𝑓★ throughout.

Similar trends can be identified for the Pop III model in the lower
right panel of Figure 1. The key difference is that these wind bubbles
are much smaller (note the different vertical axis in this panel). This is
simply because they form many fewer stars, in contrast to the normal
and bursty models, which continue to form stars throughout. Note as
well that many of the Pop III model halos which form at later times
actually grow larger than those that begin at earlier times – opposite
to the normal galaxies. This is because the surrounding medium has
a higher density at early times, which makes it harder for the shell to
expand. This effect is more significant for the Pop III model because
all of the energy is injected at once. Thus, a wind that formed earlier
gets stalled and those that form later, where the density is lower,
quickly overtake them even though they have not had as much time
to grow. This effect is less important for the normal galaxies because
they continuously inject energy over a long period of time.

The left panel of Figure 2 plots the final radii of the wind bubbles
as a function of source halo mass at three different redshifts. We show
three different models at 𝑧final = 8, 12, and 20. These curves can be
compared with Fig. 1. of Furlanetto & Loeb (2003). The qualitative
agreement between our results and these older ones is reasonable
(with one exception; see below). Note, however, that our models
generally have smaller star formation efficiencies than assumed in
that earlier work, especially in the normal energy-regulated model.
The general trend of the radii rising sharply at low masses ∼ 108𝑀⊙
and then quickly slowing down to a relatively shallow slope is present
in both figures. In addition, the radii increase significantly as the
redshift decreases because the wind bubbles have had a longer time
to expand. (In the newer models, the star formation efficiency also
increases at lower redshifts.)

But there is one notable difference with earlier work – our results
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6 Yamaguchi, Furlanetto, & Trapp

Figure 1. Evolution of the radius of an individual bubble starting at different initial redshifts for different SFE cases of the normal and bursty galaxy models:
Top left: Constant 𝑓★ model. (0.1) Bottom left: Momentum-regulated model. Top right: Energy-regulated model (for this case, we also plot curves with energy
losses from Compton cooling switched off). Bottom right: Corresponding plots for several initial stellar masses for the Pop III model. We show the results for
both a constant minimum virial temperature of 1000 K and a varying temperature which approximates the evolution of initial halo mass in a more complex
history (see Section 2.4).

Figure 2. Left: Radii of the wind bubble as a function of halo mass at various redshifts for the normal energy-regulated (ER) and momentum-regulated (MR)
models as well as the bursty energy-regulated model. Right: A power law fit of the form 𝑅 = 𝐴𝑀ℎ

𝑛 to the normal momentum-regulated (𝑛 = 4/15) models at
z = 8, 12, and 20.
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do not show the rapid decline in radii at high halo masses present in
Furlanetto & Loeb. This can likely be attributed to the simplifying
assumptions in our initial conditions: the more detailed, merger-tree
construction of Furlanetto & Loeb (2003) found that winds from high-
mass halos would quickly be “trapped" by the halo. This is generically
expected because the halo binding energy increases more rapidly with
halo mass than the energy supplied by supernovae. We do not attempt
to model this regime in detail because our galaxy formation model is
likely not accurate at high masses (because it ignores feedback from
active galactic nuclei) and because halos at these high masses are
sufficiently rare that winds from massive galaxies do not significantly
affect our final results, which focus on the cumulative impact of the
entire wind bubble population (see Section 4.1).

Next we show that the qualitative behavior of the wind bubbles
follows simple expectations. To that end, the right panel of Figure
2 compares a power law of the form 𝑅 ∝ 𝑀𝑛

ℎ
, to our results. The

power law index 𝑛 is set to 4/15 here, which can be derived for the
momentum-regulated case by applying energy conservation at the
asymptotic comoving radius of the wind. In detail, we assume that
all the energy from supernova blastwaves goes into accelerating the
swept-up IGM material to the Hubble flow velocity:

𝐸SN =
1
2
𝑀ℎ (𝐻𝑅)2 =

1
2

4𝜋
3
𝜌 (𝑧) 𝑅3 (𝐻𝑅)2 ∝ 𝑅5. (21)

We then have 𝐸SN ∝ 𝑓★𝑀ℎ (eq. 18) and 𝑓★ ∝ (𝑀ℎ) 𝜉 (eq. 8), so
we expect 𝑅 ∝ 𝑀𝑛

ℎ
where 𝑛 = (𝜉 + 1) /5, which match the choices

in Figure 2. The estimate matches our momentum-regulated case
relatively well, except at the low mass end, where the winds have
only recently turned on so have not yet reached their maximum
extent. It is clear from the success of this simple estimate that energy
losses are not significant for the dynamics of these winds (though,
again, we have not included the gravitational potential well at high
masses accurately). Of course, the power law index will depend on
the assumed star formation law, and it will become mass-dependent
in our bursty model because 𝑓★ is not a pure power-law in that case.
(We also note that energy-regulated case is not as close a match to
the expected index.)

4 RESULTS

4.1 Widespread enrichment of metal-carrying winds

We next turn to our main result, the fraction of space filled by wind-
driven metals. The volume filling factor of bubbles, 𝑄, is

𝑄 =

∫ ∞

𝑀min

𝑑𝑀ℎ
𝑑𝑛

𝑑𝑀ℎ

4𝜋
3
𝑅3
𝑐 , (22)

with 𝑅𝑐 = 𝑅(1 + 𝑧) obtained for each halo mass as in Figure 2. We
emphasize again that our assumption of a roughly uniform distribu-
tion of metals with each wind bubble means that the volume filling
factors calculated here serve as upper limits to the spread of metals.

Figure 3 shows the integrand of this equation as a function of
halo mass, thus providing the contribution of each mass range to 𝑄.
As mentioned briefly in Section 3.2, we see that halos with 𝑀ℎ ≲
1011𝑀⊙ dominate over those at higher masses, especially at higher
redshifts. Therefore, ignoring gravity in the highest mass halos does
not significantly affect our results. We also see that the smallest
halos are more important in the bursty models than in the normal
models, because their star formation rate is strongly suppressed in
our “normal" energy-regulated model.

The left panel of Figure 4 shows the evolution of 𝑄 for several
models of the star formation efficiency. From top to bottom, the solid

Figure 3. The integrand of equation (22), or the contribution to the total
volume filling factor from halos in each logarithmic mass range. The different
line styles denote different star formation models: the minimalist energy-
regulated model (solid curves), the bursty energy-regulated model (black
dashed curves), and the bursty momentum-regulated model (magenta dashed
curves); the two bursty cases are so close that they are hard to distinguish. In
all cases, the integral is dominated by relatively low-mass halos.

curves take a constant 𝑓★ = 0.1, momentum-regulated feedback, and
energy regulated feedback. The dashed curves show the bursty mod-
els, which closely overlap in the case of the momentum-regulated
models. We remind the reader that the constant 𝑓★ = 0.1 model will
not fit observed luminosity functions, but it is included for com-
parison with earlier results. We see that, regardless of the feedback
prescription, 𝑄 ∼ 0.1 − 1% at 𝑧 ∼ 10 and between ∼ 1 − 10% at
𝑧 ∼ 6.

The right panel of Figure 4 shows the evolution of 𝑄 for several
Pop III models. Here, we show conservative and optimistic cases,
corresponding to stellar masses of 100 𝑀⊙ and 1000 𝑀⊙ , for both
a constant threshold virial temperature and the fit to semi-analytic
results. The values of 𝑄 lie roughly between ∼ 0.1–10% (depending
on 𝑀∗) for all 𝑧 ≲ 10; by that time, relatively few new Pop III stars are
forming in these models. Note that the structure in the time-varying
𝑇min curves comes from that threshold mass evolution.

In both sets of models, metals can be relatively widespread by
𝑧 = 6, but they are very unlikely to be pervasive, at least if they
are spread by winds from star-forming galaxies. Only if the star
formation efficiency of very small galaxies is increased dramatically
can 𝑄 ∼ 1 at 𝑧 = 6; even then it is difficult to imagine that it will
be >∼ 10% at 𝑧 ∼ 10. In particular, the power-law approximation in
Figure 2 suggests that each bubble’s volume ∝ (𝜖𝐾 𝑓★)3/5 at a fixed
halo mass (which we have verified in our numerical models as well).
To increase the filling factor to unity in our model, we would need to
increase both of these factors to near unity as well.

Interestingly, we see that the overall shape of the curves for normal
galaxies are quite similar, regardless of the particular star formation
model. At all redshifts, 𝑄 in the 𝑓★ = 0.1 model is about an order
magnitude larger than that in the energy and momentum-regulated
models. The bursty model, with enhanced star formation in small
halos, does have significantly more widespread enrichment. This
underlines the important role of the initial phases of star formation
in early galaxies to metal enrichment and motivates further studies
of it in greater detail.

Comparing the two panels of Figure 4, we find that the Pop III
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8 Yamaguchi, Furlanetto, & Trapp

Figure 4. Evolution of the volume filling factor 𝑄 in our models. Left: “Normal" galaxies, in which star formation proceeds over long timescales. From top
to bottom, the solid lines take 𝑓★ = 0.1, momentum-regulated feedback, and energy-regulated feedback. The dashed curves impose a minimum 𝑓★ = 0.03,
mimicking bursts in very small galaxies. Right: Population III models, in which star formation only occurs in a single burst. The curves assume different stellar
masses in this burst and take two prescriptions for the mass at which this star formation occurs.

halos, even with the conservative 100𝑀⊙ estimate for the stellar mass,
contribute significantly to the total enriched volume, dominating at
high redshifts. Although the stellar mass in each halo is very small in
these cases, they have several advantages: they get very early starts
(and so have time to reach their maximum size) and they form in
abundant, low-mass halos. The filling factor from these sources is
particularly large at early times, although the gap closes in at later
redshifts because the continuous star formation in normal galaxies
helps their bubbles continue to grow over time. However, we will see
in the next section that the amount of enrichment in the Pop III winds
is very small.

There are relatively few estimates of metal enrichment during
this era, but we can compare our model to a few earlier calculations.
Furlanetto & Loeb (2003) used a more complex wind model but made
similar assumptions to our 𝑓★ = 0.1 model (see their Fig. 5). We find
good agreement between the two calculations (when comparing to
the Furlanetto & Loeb (2003) calculation assuming a Scalo IMF and
atomic cooling). Scannapieco et al. (2002) also considered a very
similar case (see their Fig. 1), finding 𝑄 ∼ 0.2 at 𝑧 ∼ 6 (we note
however that their results deviate from ours at high redshifts, showing
"plateaus" in the filling factor for some models likely caused by the
details of their more complicated cooling and wind prescriptions). We
conclude our simplifications to galaxy growth and the wind model
are reasonable. However, we emphasize that a constant- 𝑓★ model
is no longer viable in light of the observed luminosity function at
𝑧 ∼ 6–8, so the true filling factor is likely to be many times smaller
than suggested by these earlier papers – in the range 𝑄 ∼ 0.01–0.05
rather than near unity.

Furlanetto & Loeb (2003) also considered enrichment from Pop III
halos, but they made far more optimistic assumptions about star
formation in them, so it is difficult to compare directly, although the
relative shapes of the curves are similar. However, Jaacks et al. (2018)
used a simulation-based method to estimate the filling fraction. Their
star formation model is much more sophisticated, but their results
are roughly similar to our models with a stellar mass of 100 𝑀⊙ per
halo, although our volume filling fraction is larger at late times. This
may be because we assume that all the Pop III wind bubbles remain
independent; in reality, their source halos likely merge over time. In
that case, we would overestimate their contribution at late times.

4.2 Average Metallicity

Next, we consider how the average metallicity of the Universe ⟨𝑍⟩,
as well as that of the bubbles ⟨𝑍⟩𝑏 , evolve with time. The comoving
mass density of metals produced is

𝜌𝑍 =

∫ ∞

𝑀min

𝑀metal (𝑀ℎ)
𝑑𝑛

𝑑𝑀ℎ
𝑑𝑀ℎ, (23)

where 𝑀metal is the mass of a metal produced by a halo of mass
𝑀ℎ (eq. 9 with the fraction of stellar mass turned into metals, 𝑦𝑍 =

0.03 (Benson 2010), in place of 𝑌𝑖𝑛SN). The mean metallicity of
the Universe is then ⟨𝑍⟩ = 𝜌𝑍/𝜌̄𝑏0, and the mean metallicity of
the enriched material inside bubbles is then ⟨𝑍⟩𝑏 = ⟨𝑍⟩ /𝑄. We
report our results in units of solar metallicity, which we take to be
𝑍⊙ = 0.0196 (von Steiger & Zurbuchen 2015) (Note that this recent
estimate is larger than earlier measurements made by e.g. Asplund
et al. (2009) and Lodders et al. (2009)).

The left panel of Figure 5 shows the evolution of ⟨𝑍⟩ with redshift.
As expected, we see that it increases with time as the total number of
stars rises, reaching∼ 1−4×10−3 by 𝑧 = 6 (excluding the constant- 𝑓★
case). This can be compared to Figure 10 in Furlanetto et al. (2017).
The two figures are in good agreement, sharing similar shapes of the
curves as well as very comparable ⟨𝑍⟩ values. Furthermore, Yates
et al. (2021) finds Ωmetal ∼ 10−6 at these redshifts (their Fig. 1).
Dividing this value by the baryon fraction and the solar metallicity,
we get that ⟨𝑍⟩ ∼ 10−3, which is roughly consistent with the values
we find here.

Meanwhile, we see from the right panel of Figure 5 that the average
metallicity inside the bubbles ⟨𝑍⟩𝑏 falls with time. This is because,
in most models, the wind bubbles expand fast enough that the metals
are diluted more rapidly than new star formation produces them.
This is natural for any wind. For example, the simple Sedov-Taylor
blastwave has 𝑅 ∝ 𝐸3/5. Because the input energy is proportional
to the stellar mass – and hence also the metal mass – we would
expect ⟨𝑍⟩𝑏 ∝ 𝐸/𝑅3 ∝ 𝑀

−4/5
∗ . Our winds are more complex than

the simple Sedov-Taylor solution (with continuous energy injection
and an expanding medium) but follow the same qualitative trend.

We also note that the bubble metallicity is rather large. This is
at least partly a consequence of our assumption that all metals are
ejected from their source galaxy; in reality, a large fraction will likely
cycle back into the interstellar medium without fully escaping.

For the Pop III models, the metallicities are typically much smaller,
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Figure 5. Evolution of the average metallicity of the Universe (left panel) and of the wind-driven bubbles (right panel) for several normal and bursty galaxy
models, as in Fig. 4.

Figure 6. Equivalent width of the OI line produced by wind bubbles as a
function of halo masses at several redshifts and for different galaxy models.
The dotted line at 0.05Å represents the sensitivity limit of Becker et al. (2019).
The other dotted lines show the equivalent width of the CIV line instead.

with ⟨𝑍⟩ ranging between ∼ 10−7 − 10−8: these winds are efficient
at spreading metals around the Universe, but only at extremely low
levels. This would remain true even if Pop III supernovae had larger
metal yields.

4.3 Metal-line absorption systems

At present, the only way to observe metal enrichment in the early
Universe is through metal line absorption systems seen against lu-
minous background quasars. This does not directly probe the filling
factor, but rather the incidence of (strong) enrichment along each
line of sight. To compare to these observations, in this section we
therefore estimate the incidence of such absorbers in our models.

To do so, we must specify how metals are distributed within the
wind bubble. We assume for simplicity that every line of sight through
a wind bubble has a metal absorber and that all have equal column
density. In reality, there may be a non-uniform distribution of metals,
which would generally lead to fewer (but stronger) lines. Further-
more, we assume that all metals are in the ionization state of the
observed line. Therefore, our model should only be taken as an upper
limit to the true incidence of absorbers.

We can then use the metal yields from Section 2.3 to estimate the
equivalent width of each wind bubble, shown in Figure 6 for the OI
line. We show the equivalent width as a function of halo mass for
several galaxy models at 𝑧 = 6, 12, and 20. We see that𝑊 is relatively
insensitive to the star formation law in the normal and bursty galaxy
models: equation (11) shows that 𝑊 ∝ 𝑋★𝑀ℎ/𝑅2 ∝ 1/(𝜉 + 1) using
the fits in equation (21), which does not depend strongly on the
star formation law (we emphasize again that given the numerous
simplifications made in our models, the exact values of 𝑊 should
only be taken as estimates.). The Pop III models are all much lower,
however, because they have much smaller stellar masses driving them
(which are also independent of the halo mass).

The horizontal dotted line in Figure 6 at 0.05 Å corresponds to the
observational cutoff below which the absorption cannot be detected
in Becker et al. (2019). We see that nearly all the wind bubbles around
“normal” galaxies are likely detectable, except in the Pop III models.

Under these simplifying assumptions, the number density of ab-
sorption lines per unit path length, 𝑑𝑁/𝑑𝑋 , is an integral over the
cross-sectional area of the bubbles:
𝑑𝑁

𝑑𝑋
= 90 Mpc

(
7

1 + 𝑧

)2 ∫
𝑑𝑀ℎ

𝑑𝑛

𝑑𝑀ℎ
𝜋𝑅2

𝑐 . (24)

The prefactor comes from 𝑋 , the absorption path length interval,
originally defined in equation (4) of Bahcall & Peebles (1969), where

𝑑𝑋

𝑑𝑧
= (1 + 𝑧)2 𝐻0

𝐻 (𝑧) . (25)

We set the limits of the integral to include only those halos whose
wind bubbles exceed the threshold for line detection (e.g., the hori-
zontal line in Fig. 6).

The evolution with redshift of 𝑑𝑁/𝑑𝑋 for OI for several different
galaxy models is shown in the left panel of Figure 7. For the normal
galaxy population, the incidence of absorbers rises rapidly with red-
shift, so that their relative abundance more or less follows that of𝑄 in
Figure 4. However, the Pop III model – even taking an extreme case
in which each halo forms 1000 𝑀⊙ of stars – remains relatively con-
stant and sharply falls off at 𝑧 ∼ 10. This follows from the discussion
of 𝑊 – although the volume occupied by the wind bubbles, and thus
𝑄, from these galaxies are significant, the metal yields are low and
thus only a small fraction of the lowest mass halos have detectable
absorption. By 𝑧 ∼ 9, they completely fall below the observational
limit. The right panel of Figure 7 shows analogous results for CIV;
given our extremely simplified assumptions about the metal distribu-
tion, the curves are very similar, with the only differences due to the
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10 Yamaguchi, Furlanetto, & Trapp

Figure 7. Comparison of predicted line incidence for OI (left panel) and CIV (right panel) to observations at 𝑧 ∼ 6 . In each case, the theoretical curves include
only those systems that exceed the limiting equivalent width of the observations. We show several different model predictions. For OI, the data point is from
Table 2 in Becker et al. (2019), for 𝑧 = 5.7 − 6.5. For CIV, the data points are a combination of the upper limits of the number of absorbers (95% and 99%
confidence intervals) from four sightlines in Becker et al. (2009) and one absorber detected in Ryan-Weber et al. (2006). The Pop III model shown here is for
constant 𝑇min.

different atomic yields and line properties. (Recall that we assume
these species dominate the ionized fractions, which is not realistic!)

The extent of metal enrichment can be studied through quasar
spectra and recent observations have pushed back the redshift limits
to 𝑧 ∼ 5–6. As one example, Becker et al. (2019) presents a survey
of 74 systems between 𝑧 = 3.2− 6.5 with O I 𝜆1302 absorption with
equivalent width 𝑊 > 0.05 Å. Becker et al. present constraints on
𝑑𝑁/𝑑𝑋 at 𝑧 = 5.7 − 6.5, with 𝑑𝑁/𝑑𝑋 = 0.421, shown on the left
panel of Figure 6. On the right panel, we compare to the combined
detections of CIV absorbers along sightlines to quasars in Becker
et al. (2009) and Ryan-Weber et al. (2006).

We see that all of our normal galaxy models fill a sufficient vol-
ume to explain the current observations of OI and CIV line number
densities at 𝑧 ∼ 5−6. Typically we overproduce the lines by an order
of magnitude or so, which is not surprising in light of our very opti-
mistic assumptions of a uniform metal distribution and that all atoms
are in the appropriate ionic state. Nevertheless, the observations are
below the upper limits predicted by the simplified models presented
here, and thus they do not contradict the current theory. However, fu-
ture data and better models of the connection between wind bubbles
and absorbers are needed to make any stronger conclusions.

We also find that absorbers from the Pop III model are rare except
at the highest redshifts. Thus, although they may contribute to a low-
level enriched background, they cannot explain the observed systems
at 𝑧 ∼ 5− 6. This would remain true even if we treated them as more
energetic pair instability supernovae: the metal yields can be larger,
but the increased explosion energies dilute them significantly.

4.4 Effects on the CMB

While metal lines surveys provide one probe of the extent of metal en-
richment, they are challenging to perform and can only probe a small
number of lines of sight at the highest redshift. It is therefore worth
considering alternative observational constraints on high-𝑧 winds. In
this subsection, we consider the Sunyaev-Zeldovich (SZ) effect as a
possible alternative approach to detect the effects of galactic winds.
This occurs when CMB photons scatter off of hot electrons along the
line of sight, imprinting a fluctuation (with a characteristic spectral
distortion) on the CMB (Sunyaev & Zeldovich 1970). It has proven to

be a powerful tool in observational cosmology, especially for search-
ing for galaxy clusters (e.g., Collaboration et al. 2014; Bleem et al.
2015). But any source of hot electrons can imprint SZ fluctuations,
including high-redshift star formation (Oh et al. 2003) and winds
from quasars and galaxies (e.g, Majumdar et al. 2001; Platania et al.
2002; White et al. 2002).

In this section, we estimate the amount of CMB heating due to the
Compton cooling of the hot gas inside the wind bubbles. Following
Oh et al. (2003), we focus on estimating the Compton-𝑦 parameter,
which characterizes the total average spectral distortion along a line
of sight, to look at how the magnitude of the SZ effect depends
on some of our input parameters. In our model, the energy density
injected by supernovae is

𝜖SN = 𝜔SN 𝑓comp 𝑓★ 𝑓collΩ𝑏𝜌crit, (26)

where 𝑓coll = 𝜌halo/𝜌̄𝑚 is the fraction of matter contained in star-
forming halos, 𝑓★ is the mass-averaged star formation efficiency, and
a fraction 𝑓comp of the energy is injected into the CMB. Thus, the
energy input per baryon can be written

𝜖SN
𝑛̄𝑏

≈ 0.25 eV
(

𝜔SN
1049erg/𝑀⊙

) (
𝑓comp
0.1

) (
𝑓★

0.01

) (
𝑓coll
0.05

)
(27)

where 𝑛̄𝑏 = Ω𝑏𝜌crit/𝑚𝑝 is the average number density of baryons.
As a simple estimate of the amplitude of the SZ effect, we com-

pute the Componization parameter, or the average 𝑦-distortion (A.S.
Kompaneets 1957), which is the dimensionless timescale for the col-
lision of a photon in an electron field. It equals the integrated electron
pressure along a line of sight and can be approximated as the ratio of
energy density injected through Compton cooling of the wind bub-
bles to the energy density of the CMB (Zeldovich & Sunyaev 1969),
with 𝑦 = −1/2 ∗ Δ𝑇/𝑇 . We find (see Section 3.3 of Oh et al. 2003)

𝑦 ≈ 10−8
(

7
1 + 𝑧

) (
𝑓comp
0.1

) (
𝑓★

0.01

)
×

(
𝑓coll
0.05

) (
𝜔SN

1049erg/M⊙

)
(28)

Note that the amplitude is proportional to 𝑓★ as well as to 𝑓comp,
the fraction of SN energy which is lost through Compton cooling.
The latter can be approximated as 𝑢comp/𝑢SN where 𝑢SN is the total
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Figure 8. Evolution of the Compton-𝑦 parameter for several of our galaxy
models.

energy density injected into the winds by supernovae, and 𝑢comp is
the energy density transferred from the winds to the CMB.

Equation (28) suggests that the CMB distortion due to high-𝑧winds
is quite small. The COBE FIRAS instrument constrained 𝑦 < 1.5 ×
10−5 (Fixsen et al. 1996), while Khatri & Sunyaev (2015) reduced the
limit to <∼ 2×10−6. Our result is also well below the predictions of Oh
et al. (2003), because they made much more optimistic assumptions
about the efficiency of Pop III star formation.

For a more detailed estimate of the distortion, we trace the energy
lost by our wind bubbles to the CMB, 𝐸comp, in a process similar to
that used to obtain Figure 2. The resulting energy density is

𝑢comp =

∫ ∞

𝑀min

𝑑𝑀ℎ
𝑑𝑛

𝑑𝑀ℎ
𝐸comp (𝑀ℎ) . (29)

This expression allows us to obtain the redshift evolution of the
Compton cooling rate from the wind bubbles for all galaxy mod-
els. The total energy injected increases with cosmic time, because
bubbles continue to grow (and lose energy) as galaxies form more
stars.

The total energy density 𝑢 of the CMB evolves as

𝑑𝑢

𝑑𝑧
= −4𝐻 (𝑧) 𝑑𝑡

𝑑𝑧
𝑢 (𝑧) +

𝑑𝑢comp
𝑑𝑧

(1 + 𝑧)3 . (30)

The first term simply represents the decreasing density due to the
expanding Universe and the second term accounts for the energy in-
jected from the wind bubbles (in proper units). Using 𝑢(𝑧) = 𝑎𝑇 (𝑧)4,
the temperature distortion Δ𝑇 caused by the inclusion of the second
term can be calculated.

Figure 8 shows the resulting 𝑦-distortion to the CMB. The Comp-
ton 𝑦-parameter increases from <∼ 10−11 to ∼ 10−8 in our models
that are calibrated to the luminosity function, as expected from our
simple estimate. The 𝑦-distortions produced by the Pop III models
are even smaller, ranging from 10−13 to 10−10, although these could
increase by at least an order of magnitude if the Pop III supernovae
are particularly energetic (as with pair instability supernovae).

The smallness of the induced 𝑦-distortion will make it difficult
to measure on average, because it cannot be separated from other
sources (like the hot IGM at lower redshifts). Oh et al. (2003) pointed
out, however, that the distortion will not be homogeneous, thanks to
the clustering of the wind sources: a line of sight passing through
an overdense area of high-𝑧 galaxies will observe a large distortion.
This is captured in the SZ power spectrum 𝐶𝑙 (𝑦) (see eq. 13 of Oh

et al. 2003). The angular structure should be similar to those in Oh
et al. (2003), as our source models are not dramatically different.
Unfortunately, the clustering signal is proportional to 𝑦2, which is
small in our models.

5 DISCUSSION

In this paper, we studied the extent of metal enrichment of the inter-
galactic medium at 𝑧 >∼ 6 from winds driven by star-forming galaxies.
We combined a simple model of star formation that matches obser-
vations at 6 <∼ 𝑧 <∼ 8 (Furlanetto et al. 2017) with a simple model of
wind expansion (Tegmark et al. 1993; Furlanetto & Loeb 2003) that
allowed us to study several star formation scenarios.

We find that, when the galaxy model is calibrated to existing obser-
vations of high-𝑧 galaxies, the volume filling factor 𝑄, representing
the fraction of the Universe enriched by metals through winds, only
reaches at most∼ 1−10% at 𝑧 ∼ 6−8. This is true even assuming rel-
atively efficient star formation in small halos. Therefore, although it
is easy to imagine galactic winds permeating a substantial fraction of
space, it is challenging to get a majority of the Universe enriched. This
implies that the process of chemical enrichment is highly nonuniform,
so that one can imagine metal-free star formation taking place at late
times, at least in principle. Our predictions for the filling factor are
somewhat smaller than many earlier works (e.g., Furlanetto & Loeb
2003), because those works made optimistic assumptions about the
overall star formation efficiency of high-𝑧 galaxies (and so do not
reproduce the observed luminosity function.

Despite this relatively low level of enrichment, we find that normal
galaxies can easily account for the few observations of 𝑑𝑁/𝑑𝑋 cur-
rently available at 𝑧 ∼ 5 − 6 (Becker et al. 2009, 2019; Ryan-Weber
et al. 2006), although we did not attempt to model the distribution of
metals or ionic species within each wind bubble. Nevertheless, the
inhomogeneity implies that metal lines cannot be used “out of the
box” to study reionization but will require simultaneous modeling
of the metal and ionization distributions (Oh 2002; Hennawi et al.
2021).

In addition to the “normal” galaxy population, we also considered
enrichment from Pop III stars forming in minihalos. While each such
halo only forms a few stars, we find that they are sufficiently numer-
ous to provide a comparable filling factor to normal galaxies at later
times, with𝑄 ∼ 1% in reasonable models. At early times (𝑧 >∼ 10), en-
richment from these sources can even dominate over normal galaxies,
because they are so widespread. However, the star formation driving
these episodes is at a very low level, and the resulting enriched re-
gions have a very low average metallicity, well below the limits of
metal-line systems.

Finally, we considered the Sunyaev-Zel’dovich distortions pro-
duced by Compton cooling of the hot wind bubbles by calculating
the 𝑦 distortion. We found that, for all models, the 𝑦 values are sig-
nificantly smaller than the upper limit from COBE FIRAS (Fixsen
et al. 1996) as well as those predicted by Oh et al. (2003), because
we made much less optimistic assumptions about the efficiency of
early star formation. Even if this signal could be detected, it would
require separation from low-𝑧 sources of SZ distortions.

DATA AVAILABILITY

No new data were obtained as part of this work. Results used to
generate the figures are available from the authors upon reasonable
request.

MNRAS 000, 1–?? (2021)



12 Yamaguchi, Furlanetto, & Trapp

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank G. Sun and the anonymous referee for comments that
improved this manuscript. This work was supported by the Na-
tional Science Foundation through award AST-1812458. In addi-
tion, this work was directly supported by the NASA Solar System
Exploration Research Virtual Institute cooperative agreement num-
ber 80ARC017M0006. We also acknowledge a NASA contract sup-
porting the “WFIRST Extragalactic Potential Observations (EXPO)
Science Investigation Team" (15-WFIRST15-0004), administered by
GSFC. N. Y. thanks the UCLA Department of Physics & Astronomy
for support during its 2021 Undergraduate Summer Research Pro-
gram.

REFERENCES

A.S. Kompaneets 1957, Soviet Journal of Experimental and Theoretical
Physics, 4, 730

Abel T., Bryan G. L., Norman M. L., 2002, Science, 295, 93
Adelberger K. L., Steidel C. C., Shapley A. E., Pettini M., 2003, The Astro-

physical Journal, 584, 45
Asplund M., Grevesse N., Sauval A. J., Scott P., 2009, Annual Review of

Astronomy and Astrophysics, 47, 481
Atek H., et al., 2015, The Astrophysical Journal, 814, 69
Bahcall J. N., Peebles P. J. E., 1969, The Astrophysical Journal, 156, L7
Baldi A., Ettori S., Molendi S., Balestra I., Gastaldello F., Tozzi P., 2012,

Astronomy & Astrophysics, 537, A142
Becker G. D., Sargent W. L. W., Rauch M., Simcoe R. A., 2006, The Astro-

physical Journal, 640, 69
Becker G. D., Rauch M., Sargent W. L. W., 2009, The Astrophysical Journal,

698, 1010
Becker G. D., et al., 2019, The Astrophysical Journal, 883, 163
Benson A. J., 2010, Physics Reports, 495, 33
Beringer J., et al., 2012, Physical Review D, 86, 010001
Bleem L. E., et al., 2015, The Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series, 216,

27
Bouwens R. J., et al., 2015, The Astrophysical Journal, 803, 34
Bowler R. A. A., Dunlop J. S., McLure R. J., McLeod D. J., 2017, Monthly

Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 466, 3612
Bromm V., Coppi P. S., Larson R. B., 2002, The Astrophysical Journal, 564,

23
Capak P. L., et al., 2015, Nature, 522, 455
Castellano M., et al., 2022, The Astrophysical Journal Letters, 938, L15
Collaboration P., et al., 2014, Astronomy & Astrophysics, 571, A29
Cowie L. L., Songaila A., 1998, Nature, 394, 44
Crain R. A., et al., 2015, MNRAS, 450, 1937
Davé R., Anglés-Alcázar D., Narayanan D., Li Q., Rafieferantsoa M. H.,

Appleby S., 2019, MNRAS, 486, 2827
Dayal P., Ferrara A., 2018, Physics Reports, 780-782, 1
De Lucia G., Kauffmann G., White S. D. M., 2004, Monthly Notices of the

Royal Astronomical Society, 349, 1101
Donnan C. T., et al., 2022, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Soci-

ety, 518, 6011
Ellison S. L., Songaila A., Schaye J., Pettini M., 2000, The Astronomical

Journal, 120, 1175
Faisst A. L., et al., 2016, The Astrophysical Journal, 822, 29
Faucher-Giguere C.-A., Keres D., Ma C.-P., 2011, Monthly Notices of the

Royal Astronomical Society, 417, 2982
Ferrara A., Pettini M., Shchekinov Y., 2000, Monthly Notices of the Royal

Astronomical Society, 319, 539
Fierlinger K. M., Burkert A., Ntormousi E., Fierlinger P., Schartmann M.,

Ballone A., Krause M. G. H., Diehl R., 2016, Monthly Notices of the
Royal Astronomical Society, 456, 710

Finlator K., Davé R., 2008, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical
Society, 385, 2181

Fixsen D. J., Cheng E. S., Gales J. M., Mather J. C., Shafer R. A., Wright
E. L., 1996, The Astrophysical Journal, 473, 576

Furlanetto S. R., 2021, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society,
500, 3394

Furlanetto S. R., Loeb A., 2003, The Astrophysical Journal, 588, 18
Furlanetto S. R., Mirocha J., 2021, arXiv:2109.04488 [astro-ph]
Furlanetto S. R., Mirocha J., Mebane R. H., Sun G., 2017, Monthly Notices

of the Royal Astronomical Society, 472, 1576
Ginolfi M., et al., 2020, Astronomy & Astrophysics, 633, A90
Gnedin N. Y., Hui L., 1998, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical

Society, 296, 44
Harikane Y., et al., 2022, arXiv e-prints, p. arXiv:2208.01612
Hayward C. C., Hopkins P. F., 2017, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astro-

nomical Society, 465, 1682
Hennawi J. F., Davies F. B., Wang F., Oñorbe J., 2021, Monthly Notices of

the Royal Astronomical Society, 506, 2963
Henriques B. M. B., White S. D. M., Thomas P. A., Angulo R. E., Guo Q.,

Lemson G., Springel V., 2013, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronom-
ical Society, 431, 3373

Jaacks J., Thompson R., Finkelstein S. L., Bromm V., 2018, Monthly Notices
of the Royal Astronomical Society, 475, 4396

Khatri R., Sunyaev R., 2015, J. Cosmology Astropart. Phys., 2015, 013
Kobayashi C., Springel V., White S. D. M., 2007, Monthly Notices of the

Royal Astronomical Society, 376, 1465
Kulkarni M., Visbal E., Bryan G. L., 2021, The Astrophysical Journal, 917,

40
Livermore R. C., Finkelstein S. L., Lotz J. M., 2017, The Astrophysical

Journal, 835, 113
Lodders K., Palme H., Gail H.-P., 2009, pp 712–770, doi:10.1007/978-3-540-

88055-4_34, http://arxiv.org/abs/0901.1149
Madau P., Ferrara A., Rees M. J., 2001, The Astrophysical Journal, 555, 92
Majumdar S., Nath B. B., Chiba M., 2001, Monthly Notices of the Royal

Astronomical Society, 324, 537
Mason C. A., Trenti M., Treu T., 2015, The Astrophysical Journal, 813, 21
Matteucci F., Greggio L., 1986, Astronomy and Astrophysics, 154, 279
McDonald M., et al., 2016, The Astrophysical Journal, 826, 124
McLure R. J., et al., 2013, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society,

432, 2696
Mebane R. H., Mirocha J., Furlanetto S. R., 2018, Monthly Notices of the

Royal Astronomical Society, 479, 4544
Mirocha J., Furlanetto S. R., Sun G., 2017, Monthly Notices of the Royal

Astronomical Society, 464, 1365
Moster B. P., Naab T., White S. D. M., 2018, Monthly Notices of the Royal

Astronomical Society, 477, 1822
Nath B. B., Trentham N., 1997, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical

Society, 291, 505
Nelson D., et al., 2019, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society,

490, 3234
Oesch P. A., et al., 2016, The Astrophysical Journal, 819, 129
Oh S. P., 2002, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 336,

1021
Oh S. P., Cooray A., Kamionkowski M., 2003, Monthly Notices of the Royal

Astronomical Society, 342, L20
Planck Collaboration et al., 2016, Astronomy & Astrophysics, 594, A13
Platania P., Burigana C., De Zotti G., Lazzaro E., Bersanelli M., 2002,

Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 337, 242
Popping G., Somerville R. S., Galametz M., 2017, Monthly Notices of the

Royal Astronomical Society, 471, 3152
Ryan-Weber E. V., Pettini M., Madau P., 2006, Monthly Notices of the Royal

Astronomical Society: Letters, 371, L78
Scannapieco E., Thacker R. J., Davis M., 2001, The Astrophysical Journal,

557, 605
Scannapieco E., Ferrara A., Madau P., 2002, The Astrophysical Journal, 574,

590
Schaye J., Rauch M., Sargent W. L. W., Kim T.-S., 2000, The Astrophysical

Journal, 541, L1
Schenker M. A., et al., 2013, The Astrophysical Journal, 768, 196
Schmidt K. B., et al., 2014, The Astrophysical Journal, 786, 57

MNRAS 000, 1–?? (2021)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1063991
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/345660
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/345660
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.astro.46.060407.145222
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.astro.46.060407.145222
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/814/1/69
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/180337
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201117836
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/500079
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/500079
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/698/2/1010
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab3eb5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2010.06.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.010001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/216/2/27
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/803/1/34
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw3296
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw3296
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/323947
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature14500
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac94d0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201321523
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/27845
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv725
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015MNRAS.450.1937C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz937
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019MNRAS.486.2827D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2018.10.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2004.07584.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2004.07584.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac3472
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac3472
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/301511
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/301511
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/822/1/29
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.19457.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.19457.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-8711.2000.03857.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-8711.2000.03857.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv2699
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv2699
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.12991.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.12991.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/178173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa3451
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/374045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx2132
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx2132
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201936872
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.1998.01249.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.1998.01249.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022arXiv220801612H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw2888
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw2888
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab1883
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab1883
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt415
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt415
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty062
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty062
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/08/013
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015JCAP...08..013K
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2007.11555.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2007.11555.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac08a3
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/835/2/113
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/835/2/113
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-88055-4_34
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-88055-4_34
http://arxiv.org/abs/0901.1149
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/321474
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2001.04256.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2001.04256.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/813/1/21
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/826/2/124
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt627
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty1833
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty1833
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw2412
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw2412
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty655
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty655
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/291.3.505
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/291.3.505
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz2306
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/819/2/129
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2002.05859.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2003.06708.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2003.06708.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201525830
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2002.05907.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx1545
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx1545
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-3933.2006.00212.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-3933.2006.00212.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/321681
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/341114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/312892
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/312892
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/768/2/196
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/786/1/57


Early metal enrichment 13

Shapley A. E., Steidel C. C., Pettini M., Adelberger K. L., 2003, The Astro-
physical Journal, 588, 65

Somerville R. S., Primack J. R., 1999, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astro-
nomical Society, 310, 1087

Songaila A., Cowie L. L., 1996, The Astronomical Journal, 112, 335
Sparre M., et al., 2014, The Astrophysical Journal, 785, 150
Springel V., Hernquist L., 2003, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical

Society, 339, 289
Steven L. Finkelstein et al., 2015, The Astrophysical Journal, 810, 71
Sunyaev R. A., Zeldovich Y. B., 1970, Astrophysics and Space Science, 7, 3
Suresh J., Bird S., Vogelsberger M., Genel S., Torrey P., Sĳacki D., Springel

V., Hernquist L., 2015, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical So-
ciety, 448, 895

Tegmark M., Silk J., Evrard A., 1993, The Astrophysical Journal, 417, 54
Theuns T., Viel M., Kay S., Schaye J., Carswell R. F., Tzanavaris P., 2002,

The Astrophysical Journal, 578, L5
Tozzi P., Rosati P., Ettori S., Borgani S., Mainieri V., Norman C., 2003, The

Astrophysical Journal, 593, 705
Trac H., Cen R., Mansfield P., 2015, The Astrophysical Journal, 813, 54
Tytler D., Fan X.-M., Burles S., Cottrell L., Davis C., Kirkman D.,

Zuo L., 1995, in Crane P., Meylan G., eds, , QSO Absorp-
tion Lines. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, pp 289–
298, doi:10.1007/978-3-540-49458-4_58, http://link.springer.
com/10.1007/978-3-540-49458-4_58

Vale A., Ostriker J. P., 2004, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical
Society, 353, 189

Vogelsberger M., et al., 2020, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical
Society, 492, 5167

White S. D. M., Frenk C. S., 1991, The Astrophysical Journal, 379, 52
White M., Hernquist L., Springel V., 2002, The Astrophysical Journal, 579,

16
Woosley S. E., Weaver T. A., 1995, The Astrophysical Journal Supplement

Series, 101, 181
Yates R. M., Péroux C., Nelson D., 2021, Monthly Notices of the Royal

Astronomical Society, 508, 3535
Yung L. Y. A., Somerville R. S., Popping G., Finkelstein S. L., Ferguson H. C.,

Davé R., 2019, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 490,
2855

Zeldovich Y. B., Sunyaev R. A., 1969, Astrophysics and Space Science, 4,
301

von Steiger R., Zurbuchen T. H., 2015, The Astrophysical Journal, 816, 13

MNRAS 000, 1–?? (2021)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/373922
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/373922
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.1999.03032.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.1999.03032.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/118018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/785/2/150
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2003.06206.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2003.06206.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/810/1/71
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00653471
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu2762
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu2762
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/173290
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/344521
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/376731
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/376731
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/813/1/54
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-49458-4_58
http://link.springer.com/10.1007/978-3-540-49458-4_58
http://link.springer.com/10.1007/978-3-540-49458-4_58
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2004.08059.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2004.08059.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa137
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa137
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/170483
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/342756
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/192237
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/192237
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab2837
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab2837
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz2755
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00661821
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/816/1/13

	Introduction
	A model for star-forming galaxies
	Dark matter halos
	Star formation and feedback
	Metal production
	Pop III star formation

	Wind-driven bubbles
	Wind physics
	Example wind bubbles

	Results
	Widespread enrichment of metal-carrying winds
	Average Metallicity
	Metal-line absorption systems
	Effects on the CMB

	Discussion

