arXiv:0906.1484v1 [astro-ph.CO] 8 Jun 2009

SUBMITTED TO THE ASTROPHYSICALJOURNAL
Preprint typeset usingTgX style emulateapj v. 12/20/08

THE UV BACKGROUND PHOTOIONIZATION RATE AT 23<Z <46
AS MEASURED FROM THE SLOAN DIGITAL SKY SURVEY

ALDO DALL’AGLIO 2, LUTZ WISOTZKI?, AND GABOR WORSECHK
Submitted to the Astrophysical Journal

ABSTRACT

We present the results from the largest investigation te dithe proximity effectin the HLy« forest, using
the fifth Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) data release. Thepdaconsists of 1733 quasars at redshifs2.3
showing a signal-to-noise of at le&tN = 10. We adopted the flux transmission statistic to infer thwgion
of the Hi effective optical depth in the Lyman forest betwees 2 < 4.5, finding very good agreement with
measurements from high-resolution quasar samples. Byfitiquasar continuum to each individual object we
estimated @ontinuurmcomposite spectrum in the rest frame wavelength range €008 3000 A. The flux in
our composite spectrum closely follows a power law in thefdy o > with o, =-0.57 in good agreement
with similar estimates inferred from significantly smaleDSS quasar samples. We compared the average
opacity close to the quasar emission with its expected behawthe Ly« forest and estimated the signature
of the proximity effect towards individual objects at highrsficance in about 98% of the quasars. Dividing
the whole sample of objects in eight subsets according io ¢haission redshift, we quantify the strength of
the proximity effect adopting a fiducial value of the cosmi¥ background photoionization rate, multiplied
by a free parameter allowed to vary for different quasarsinféared the proximity effect strength distribution
(PESD) on each of the subsets finding in all cases a promisaktand an extending tail towards values asso-
ciated to a weak effect. We provide for the first time obseovet evidence for an evolution in the asymmetry
of the PESD with redshift. Adopting the modal values of theéSPE as our best and unbiased estimates of
the UV background photoionization ratB;), we determine the evolution dfy; within the redshift range
2.3 <z<4.6. Our measurements of UV background photoionization ratead show any significant decline
towards high redshift as expected by theoretical modeligtieds and are located at ldg;, =-11.78+ 0.07
in units of 1. We employ these estimates and decompose the observedagptizdtion rate into two major
contributors: quasar and star-forming galaxies. By maodgtie quasar contribution with different luminosity
functions we estimated their contribution to the cosiiig, allowing us to put a constraint on the remaining
amount of ionizing photons necessary to obtain the obseslietbionization rate. We conclude that indepen-
dently of the assumed luminosity function, stars are dotitigahe UV background'y, at redshiftz > 3.

Subject headingdgliffuse radiation — intergalactic medium — quasars: gdnabsorption lines

1. INTRODUCTION expansion, leading to a redshift and frequency dependdnce o

The intergalactic medium (IGM) is permeated by a quasi- the UVB intensity (e.g. Dave etal. 1999; Madau et al. 1999;

continuous, spatially fluctuating density field, whose majo Schri]rber& B‘ﬁ"%‘:'“ 2003). | oved . h
constituents are hydrogen and helium. The distribution of _1hrée methods are commonly employed to estimate the

these baryons gives rise to a multitude of narrow absorptionYVB intensity or the UVB hydrogen photoionization rate

features observed in the spectra of high redshift sources su &t different epochs. In the first approach, the overall lu-
as luminous quasars (QSOs), commonly known as the Ly Minosity density is predicted from a given UV source u-
forest [Raudh 1998; Meiks[n 2007). In the framework of hi- Minosity function, taking into account absorption and re-

erarchical structure formation the IGM fills the low density €Mission by the IGMi(Madau etial. 1999; Haardt & Madau
regions between collapsed objects and it shows an extremel?00; Schirber & Bullock 2003). While these computations

high ionization state. The lack of kyabsorption troughs Tely on challenging observations such as the galaxy luminos
indicates an inhomogeneous distribution of hydrogen and aty function atz> 3, they provide separate estimates on the
high ionization state of the IGM (Gunn & Peterson 1965), relative contributions of quasars and star-forming gasxo
probed so far out t@ ~ 6 (Fanetall 2002). The cosmic the UVB.

g i« hinh innisati Secondly, the hydrogen photoionization rate can be in-
UV background (UVB) maintaining this high ionization state y, thé nydrogen p . .
is generated by the overall population of quasars and starferred by matching the level of kyforest absorption obtained

forming galaxies|(Haardt & Mad=u 1996; Fardal e{al. 1998; in numerical simulations to observations (Rauch et al. 1997

Haardt & Madall 2001). The radiation emitted by the UV Theuns et al. 1998; Bolton etlal. 2005; Faucher-Giguere et al

sources is filtered by the IGM and diluted by cosmological 20088). Although the physics of the IGM is well modeled
in recent numerical simulations, the primary uncertaimty i

1 Based on observations obtained with the Sloan Digital Skyetiwhich determining the UVB via this method is its degeneracy with

is owned and operated by the Astrophysical Research Caumsort respect to the observationally poorly constrained thestadé

2 Astrophysikalisches Institut Potsdam, An der Sternwafg [1-14482 of the IGM.
Potsdam, Germany The arguably most direct observational technique to infer
adaglio@aip.de the UVB photoionization rate relies on the proximity effect

3UCO/Lick Observatory; University of California, Santa @ruSanta : . . .
Cruz, CA 95064 v Y of quasars. While fluctuations in the amplitude of the UVB
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Figure1. Two examples of quasar spectra taken from the data setSpiNh~ 18 (right-hand panels) ar/N ~ 10 (left-hand panels). In the two upper panels
the spectra are plotted along with the noise arrays and tiverdaw fit continua. The horizontal arrows over thenlfprest identify the wavelength range covered

in the magnified lower panels where details about the locaiimea are presented. In all cases the flux density is exgadssunits of 1017 erg s cm™2 AL,
The dashed lines indicate the fitted continua while the divles show the corrected shape as discussed in detail ifZS8ct

in the general IGM are small (e.g. Meiksin & White 2004), per Il where we demonstrated the possibility to usedise

the UV radiation field near luminous quasars is expected totribution of proximity effect strengths measured in individual

be enhanced. The quasar is capable of over-ionizing the gagjuasar spectra for constraining the UV background. Our new

in its vicinity, resulting in a systematic weakening if thg-L ~ sample of nearly 2000 QSOs from the Sloan Digital Sky Sur-

man alpha absorption within several Mpc from the quasar vey is by far the largest dataset ever submitted to an asalysi

(Weymann et al._ 1981; Carswell et al. 1982; Murdoch et al. the proximity effect, including a significant number of QSOs

1986). The amplitude of this deficit depends on the relative at redshiftz > 4.

contributions of ionizing photons from the local source and The plan of the paper is as follows. We begin with a descrip-

the UVB. Knowing the QSO luminosity, the UV background tion of the spectroscopic sample of quasars in Sedfion. 2. We

photoionization rate can be estimated (Carswell et al. 1987 then briefly describe in Sectidh 3 the code adopted to gemerat

Baijtlik et all|1988). synthetic spectra. In Sectidd. 4 ddd 5 we determine the quasa
Most previous analyses showed a large scatter in the in-composite spectrum and the evolution of thevlgffective op-

ferred UVB level (e.gl_Giallongo etal. 1996; Cooke €t al. tical depth, respectively. Sectiéh 6 introduces the thiak

1997;| Scott et al. 2000;_Liske & Williger 2001), owing to background to measure the proximity effect and presents our

the relatively small sample sizes investigated. Although results on the proximity effect signature towards indigtu

the proximity effect is detectable in individual QSO spactr objects. In Sectiohl7 we determine the redshift evolution of

(e.g/Williger et all 1994; Cristiani et al. 1995; Lu et/al 9t® the UVB, followed by a new estimation of the relative share

Savaglio et al. 1997; Dall'Aglio et al. 2008b), the finite num  of quasars and star-forming galaxies to the UVB. We end with

ber of absorbers in each line of sight gives rise to a subiatant our conclusions in Sectidn 9.

random scatter that can only be compensated with suffigientl  Throughout this Chapter we assume a flat universe with

large samples (Dall’Aglio et al. 2008a). Hubble constanHy = 70 kms*Mpc™ and density parame-
One of the key questions regarding the UV background ters ,,,24) = (0.3,0.7).

is its evolution towards high redshift. Observations of the

proximity effect of a few individual QSOs suggest a mild 2. THE QUASAR SAMPLE

decline towards > 4 (Williger et al.|1994; Lu et al. 1996; 2.1. Selection

Savaglio et all 1997), in broad agreement with predictions

from UVB synthesis|(Haardt & Mad&u 2001). A similar re- "
sult was obt)allined by us recently in an investi)gation of sever elease (DRS) of the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) quasar

high-resolution, high S/N quasar spectfa_(Dall'Aglio €t al catalog I(Schneider etlal. 2007), with all data reprocesged b

20084, hereafter Paper I1). On the other hand, two recextt stu theERG regucéigndpipg:ineh | hs
ies constraining the UVB from matching simulations to the "€ tWo SDSS double channel spectrographs give a reso-

observed Ly forest opacity gave a hydrogen photoionizationlution of FWHM = 2 A (R~ 2000) in the wavelength range
rate nearly constant within € z < 4, albeit on rather differ-  from ~ 3800 A to~ 9200 A. We required a coverage of the
ent levels/(Bolton et al. 2005; Faucher-Giguere et al. 2D08a Lyman alpha forest of at least 200 A, corresponding to a min-
Itis thus clear that the uncertainties are still substantia imum emission redshifty > 2.3. Thereby we were left with

In the present study we build on our results obtained in Pa-~ 18000 of the~ 77400 visually classified quasars in the

The sample of quasar spectra was drawn from the fifth data
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Figure 2. Signal-to-noise distribution for each of the quasar sisbastdefined in Tabld 1.

t: The upper limitzg = 4.61 identifies the highest redshift object

Table 1

Subset definitions of the SDSS quasars.

Subset Zy Zmean Number of quasars

S1 2.30-2.50 2.40 604
S2 2.50-2.75 2.60 387
S3 2.75-3.00 2.88 153
S4 3.00-3.25 3.15 180
S5 3.25-3.50 3.36 160
S6 3.50-3.75 3.62 137
S7 3.75-4.00 3.86 78
S8  4.00-4.61 4.21 34

in this subset

York et al.l 2000).

In the following we divide the sample into 8 subsets accord-
ing to the quasar emission redshift as listed in Table 1. Each
subset is characterized not only by the range in redshifts, b
also its number-weighted meagean As an example of the
average data quality, we show in Figlile 1 two quasar spec-
tra together with their & noise arrays and the estimated con-
tinua which will be discussed in the next section. Addition-
ally, Fig.[2 shows the S/N distribution for the subsets.

2.2. Continuum estimation

In order to evaluate the proximity effect along each sight
line, the quasar flux at the Lyman limit and the shape of its
continuum emission are needed. Therefore two types of con-
tinua were estimated: (i) a global power lay, () < %),
excluding emission and absorption regions, used to esti-
mate the quasar flux at the Lyman limit and (ii) a more lo-
cal estimate that also includes the broad emission lines as

Schneider et al! (2007) catalog. In order to be able to reli- a quasi-continuum, used to infer the continuum-normalized
ably measure the proximity effect in the SDSS spectra, we absorption-line spectrum.
further imposed a minimum signal-to-noise ratio (S/N) of 10
in the quasar continuum near 1450 A rest frame, reducing thecontinuum regions redward of the kyemission line free of
number of QSOs to 1916. Among these there are 144 broadany known emission lines (Sett. 4). Extrapolating the power
absorption line quasars (BAL QSOs) which cannot be usedlaw to the Lyman limit, we estimated the quasar Lyman limit
for the proximity effect analysis. Details about their itién
cation are given in Se¢f. 2.3. Finally we inspected the ramai
ing quasar spectra visually and removed 39 objects that wereshort wavelengths or the lack of wavelength coverage at low
misclassified or were still suspected to be BAL QSOs. This redshifts.
procedure left us with a total of 1733 quasars.
The proximity effect analysis also requires accurate quasa algorithm based on the work by Youngetzl. (1979) and

redshifts and spectrophotometry.

The power law continuum was fitted though pre-defined

flux. The necessity for this extrapolation is motivated bg th
difficulty to infer the Lyman limit flux due to the low S/N at

The local continuum was automatically fitted using an

The redshifts in thelCarswell et al.[(1982). A cubic spline was interpolated on

Schneider et al.| (2007) catalog were measured from broadadaptive intervals along the spectrum with respect to time co
emission lines in the accessible wavelength range and statinuum slope. The points for the spline interpolation were
tistically corrected for the systematic velocity shiftsuseen
low- and high-ionization lines (e.q. Gaskell 1982). The sta
tistical correction was determined by Shen etlal. (2007nfro
a quasar sample at8l< z; < 2.2, where the SDSS spectro-
graph covers the $v,C1v, Ciii], and Mgil emission lines.
Adopting the Mg! emission redshift as systemic and apply-
ing their velocity correction, the redshift accuracy of ling
redshift quasars is stitbz; ~ 0.002, sufficient for our pur-
poses. Spectrophotometric accuracy is achieved by ologgervi
calibration stars together with the SDSS survey target$yand
ing the spectra to the accurate SDSS photometry = 0.04;

chosen starting from a regular sampling of the spectrum with
a binning that becomes finer whenever the slope of the com-
puted continuum exceeds a given threshold. This was done in
order to better reproduce the wings of emission lines. T® thi
continuum we additionally applied a systematic correction
which accounts for the resolution effects and line blending
estimated from Monte-Carlo simulated spectra (see Séct. 3
for details). We basically followed the procedure outlired
Paper Il and Dall’Aglio et al. (2008b) hereafter Paper I.sThi
approach consists of analyzing the ratio between the inplit a
fitted continuum in a set of 500 mock spectra. From this ratio
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. . . . ) . derived from our set of QSOs. The vertical dotted lines miaekdositions of
Figure3. Average ratios between the fitted and input continua in the Ly  the most prominent emission lines known in quasar specthe. difference
forest of our simulations (red lines). The smooth profiléwite dashed lines  petween the two composites blueward of thedlamission line is due to the
represents the least-square second order polynomial fietoatios and the influence of the Ly forest absorption.
+10 errors.

we determined an average continuum ratio and a dispersio in Lya absorption among different lines of sight (Sddt. 5).
. ge con . < P I'tiii) We used the simulated spectra to assess the bias aris-
used as systematic and statistical uncertainties. Oultsesu ing from an asymmetric proximity effect strength distriout

are presented in Figl 3. The local, corrected continuum was o combining the data to estimate the UVB photoioniza-
finally used to estimate the quasar transmis3ierFyso/ Feon tion rate (Sectl?)

?_efined as the ratio of the quasar filgd) and the local con- The procedure used to generate synthetic spectra is identi-
inuum Feony). cal to the one presented in Paper Il. We generated a set of 500
—_ synthetic spectra adopting a simple Monte Carlo presoripti
2.3. Broad absorption line quasars assuming that the Ly forest is well represented by three ob-

The input sample of QSOs contains a significant fraction served distributions:
of BAL quasars which are not suitable to study the proximity ) S _
effect and therefore need to be removed. To identify these ob 1. The line number density distribution, approximated

jects we followed the procedure outlined by Weymann kt al. by a power law of the form mj/dze (1+2)” where
(1991). The approach consists of computing the balnicity in v =2.04 (Paper II).
dex defined as “ 2. The column density distribution, given by

Bl = _/ [1-T(v)/0.9]Cdv (1) f(N4,) < N7 where the slope i ~ 1.5 (Kim et al.

v 2001).

with v; = 25000 km 5! andv, = 3000 km §t. T(v) is the trans- 3. The Doppler parameter distribution, given by
mission as function of velocity ardis a constant initially set dn/db < b~>exp —b“/b“] where b, ~ 24 kny/s
to zero.C becomes 1.0 whenever the term in the brackets re- (Kim et all 2001[)_ 7

mains positive for at least 2000 kmtsmeaning that the first
2000 km s* of a BAL do not contribute to the balnicity index. ~ The algorithm populated the simulated sight lines with ab-
C returns to zero whenever the quantity in brackets becomessorption features following the above distributions ufhit
negative. If a quasar shows a positive balnicity index, iswa evolution of the effective optical depth matches the estimia
flagged and removed from our sample. made in Paper II. Once the simulated transmission was com-
We note that in spite of the seemingly objective definition puted, an artificial quasar spectral energy distributiafuid-
of the balnicity index, the identification of a BAL quasailsti  ing emission lines of varying strengths and widths was gener
depends on the subjective choice of a number of factors suctted via the principal component method described by Suzuki
as the quasar continuum or the velocitiggndv,. With this ~ (2006) and in Paper I. The resolution of the spectrum was de-
procedure we identified 144 BAL quasars not suitable for the graded using a Gaussian smoothing function with a FWHM of
analysis of the proximity effect. We noticed later that a few approximately 2A and pixel size increased to match the SDSS
objects with BAL-like features survived this deselectiolda  specifications. Gaussian noise was added to the final quasar
remained in the sample. We discuss their role in the proyimit spectrum, in order to reproduce the S/N level of our objects.

effect detection in Se€t.8.3.
4. A QUASAR COMPOSITE SPECTRUM

3. MONTE CARLO SIMULATIONS The large number of objects in our sample motivated us to
Simulating quasar spectra provides a powerful tool of com- compute a composite quasar spectrum. This spectrum pro-
parison which we employ to accurately control and calibsate vides important insights about the position of low and high-
number of systematic effects present in real observatMes.  ionization lines as well as global properties of the quagacs
employed such simulations for three main purposes. (i) Wetral energy distribution. The computation of the composite
estimated the systematic and statistical uncertaintiesuof  spectrum required: (i) A rebinning of the spectra in regifea
continuum placement in the quasar spectra ($eck. 2.2). (ii)wavelengths, (ii) a normalization of the fluxes and (iii) aco
These uncertainties were used to obtain error bars on the efbining method to obtain the final composite spectrum. We
fective optical depth in the forest, in addition to the vaadas computed two types of composite spectra, each of which has a
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Table 2
Effective optical depth in the Ly forest of our combined QSO sample,
corrected for the continuum uncertainties.

<z> Teff o(7eff) <z> Teff o (Tefr)

2.16 0.183 0.002 3.36 0.531 0.009
= 2.26 0211 0.003 3.46 0561 0.010
1 236 0233 0.003 356 0617 0.011
246 0256 0.003 366 0668 0.012
256 0291 0004 376 0729 0.016

N R R B A 266 0315 0.004 3.86 0.748 0.016
1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 2.76 0.331 0.004 3.96 0.804 0.017

Flux Density f, [Arbitrary units]

Restframe Wavelength [4] 2.86 0359 0008 4.06 0787 0.025
Figure5. The dashed line represents the power lawffi{f) < <) to the 296 0376 0.008 4.16 0.888 0.026
continuum-mearsDSS composite spectrum. 3.06 0.426 0.008 426 0.895 0.027

3.16 0459 0.008 4.36 1.043 0.028
3.26 0.499 0.008

different combining procedure: (1) the median spectrum em-

ploying the fluxes of the QSOs to minimize the effect of ab- 5 EFFECTIVE OPTICAL DEPTH OF THE Lt FOREST
sorption lines and (2) the mean spectrum adopting the fitted . . . .

continua of the QSOs. In the latter approach all quasar con- The Signature of the proximity effect is typically observed
tinua were corrected for the systematic depression in tae Ly against the increase with redshift of the mean absorption in
forest as described in SeCLR.2. Both results are presanted the Ly forest. The opacity of the Ly forest is empirically
Fig.[@. The two composites are essentially identical ungl t Known to scale with redshift according to a power law of the
Ly« emission where the differences between the two becomée©m "

visible. These differences are due to the absorption in the L Teif = T0(1+2)77". (2)
forest which we accounted for when combining the correctedsq g jine density evolving asridz o (1+2)7. In Equatiori®

quasar continua. . . Teft iS the Hi effective optical depth. This quantity is related
The very high S/N level of our continuum composite Spec- 4 the mean transmission ag = —In (T), where the average
trum allowed us to identify many of the well known emis- () is taken in redshift intervals.
sion lines present in the spectra of high redshift QSOs. To "'t adopted method to estimate the parameterslog
confirm the accuracy of the quasar redshifts provided in the g gists of measuring in the forest of those quasars which
Schneider etal. (2007) catalog, we measured from the COMyniersect a particular redshift slice\g = 0.1). We removed
Epsr:te spe?rum the Ipcat;pn of tEe n|1_ost pron;]lnentﬂllowl_and the influence of the quasar by considering only the rest
igh-ionization emission lines. For lines such as thevly ¢ o0cian A
; - : gth range 1025\ < 1180 A. We performed
Sin+0l, Siv+Oiv], Civ, Cin, and Mgl we fitted one or his computation first on the transmission without contimuu
more Gaussian profiles to accurately estimate the emissio orrection, and then applied the correction as described in
wavelengths. The measured values for low-ionization lines Sect[2.2 '
were in agreement with their laboratory wavelengths while Th : P— : :

S : : e results are shown in Figl 6 and listed in Tdhle 2. It
the high-ionization lines presented a systematic bluespif is evident that the continuum cﬁcl)rrection is crucial to preve
t10985)OFL§mr{s 'g the (lzaggotg)@ (Gaskell 1982; Tvtler & Fan strong biases in measuring the evolutionrgf at low reso-

2] Richards et al. . : . :
The computation of the two composite spectra enabled us tolu.t'l%n' TTe besft ];'t of Ed_]2 to the continuum-corrected data
check the accuracy of the BAL quasars removal. If a signif- yields values of (logo, v) = (-2.28+0.03,2.13+ 0.04). De-
: spite the moderate spectral resolution, our results arg-in e

'ﬁ:\?et ngetgg dogsgghrggjs?gﬁls Ovr\glereinn:lhsgdfelg)t(lf::eodrh Woesiigorelg_cellent agreement with the evolution of thed.gptical depth
P y P ' as recently measured by us from high resolution quasar spec-

ward of the Qv emission line. The lack of such a feature : .
ensures a correct removal of any significant contaminatjon b ggdt;_ﬁg?ne;y aalmgo%l%) b%g'géfg%i:ﬁggrfhgi'gﬁsg gagfrm a
BAL quasars. : . : . estir\n’atedfeﬁ(z)‘is sign.ificantly lower than recent rﬁeasure—
T8 T ot conprte g i pote, e e SIS PR L O
it ; e Ao spectra obtained by differentinstruments. We have
gtSISO g%rg(?trrarrﬂl?ree% %¥ etrr;]ei sgme]?n ensun]rlz)eg eor; OI;’?T?II%ZS plcr:wae ;o explanation for this discrepancy. Because of the exaelle

i : ' agreement with other studies we proceed adopting our newly
law fit we adopted the three regions between 13385 A estimated fit parameters for further computations.
1445-1475 A and 22062250 A. The estimated spectral slope  As a parenthetical note we remark that we do not detect
is a,, = -0.57, in agreement with previous measurements any deviation from a single power law evolutionzt 3.2.
based on earlier data releases (Vanden Berkiet all 2008. Thiaround this redshift, Bernardi etlal. (2003) detected a dip i
value is further supported by the distribution of spectral i  7.+(z) based on a much smaller sample of SDSS quasar spec-
dices which closely follows a Gaussian distribution ceedler  tra and speculated that this might be related toiHeioniza-
ata, =-0.6 with a dispersion of, = 0.35. Therefore, esti-  tjon. While our higher resolution data do show a similar dip
mating the quasar flux at the Lyman limit via a single power (cf. Paper I1), there is no evidence for such a feature inig.
law extrapolation ensures reasonable accuracy in the compua more detailed analysis of the reality of that dip is prolyabl
tation of the proximity effect. worthwhile, but outside the scope of the present paper.
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Figure 6. Observed effective optical depth as a function of redshifbvand without the continuum correction (dots and triaeglespectively). The solid
profile shows the power-law least-squares fits to the datstpuwihile the dashed, dotted and dashed-dotted curve teditize evolution of the Ly optical depth
measured in Paper Il and, by Faucher-Giguérelet al. (200&HKan et al. (2007) respectively, using high resolutionci@e Errors on the redshift axis indicate
the portion of forest used to compute the effective optiegtd. The uncertainties on the effective optical depth tmen estimated using our Monte Carlo
simulated sight lines.

6. MEASUREMENTS OF THE PROXIMITY EFFECT distribution to get poorly constrained UVB intensities. ido
6.1. Definitions and procedure over, all recent numerical studies of the UVB give the UVB
o ) photoionization rate, facilitating comparisons betwegfed
~ The ionization state of the IGM near a quasar will be dom- ent methods.
inated by the local source rather than the UVB, leading to  Finally, the ratio of the observed optical depth to the one

the observed weakening of thedyabsorption in its vicinity.  expected in the Ly forest, or thenormalized effective optical
An efficient technique of detecting the proximity effectés t  gepthe, is given by

compare the effective optical depth measured near a quasar t
its expected value in the Lyman alpha forest (e.g. Liskelet al ¢= _ Teff (1+w)7. (6)
1998; Liske & Williger2001). The flux statistic technique is T 1o(1+2)7*

applicable to high- and low-resolution spectra and has beenyit, the parameters (lag,) measured in SecEl 5. The
u_sed by us to detect the proximity effect on individual linés slope of the column densify distribution was fixedde 1.5
sight (Paper | & Paper II). - ) . (Kim_etall[2001).
The influence of the quasar modifies the effective optical The proximity effect will manifest its signature as a depar-
depth to " " ture from unity in the normalized optical depthas~ oo, i.e.
Tett = To(1+2) " (1 +w) '™ (3)  towards the quasar systemic redshift.

wheref is the slope in the column density distribution. The - . . .

quantityw is defined as the ratio between the quasar and back- 6.2. The proximity effect along single sight lines
ground photoionization rates: We now explore the application of the above method to in-
T4(2) dividual objects. Our approach is as follows: We first com-

w(@) = 1 / f (v,2) o(v)dv. (4) pute, for each individual line of sight, the normalized effe
FH[(Z) vo hv

I'vi(@ tive optical depth as a function af, within bins of logv. We
We assume the UVB photoionization rate to be reasonablythen search for a systematic decreasg¢ atfhigh values of.
constant for the redshift path length probed by the grest In order to compute the scale (Eql#), a fiducial value for
of a given QSO. Approximating the spectral energy distribu- e UVB ph0t0|on|za;t2|o_nl rate had to be assumed. We fixed
tion of a quasar in the fornfi, (v) oc v, we can rewritel', this value tol™ = 10*°s™, thereby uniquely converting the
as: redshift scale into aw scale. Dividing the log axis into an

I'q(2=

. (0) Lo (0) 1+7 aqtl equally spaced grid, we then modeled the decreagé.fin
47h (3-ag) Bze.2 ( ) (5) bins of Alogw according to the formula
q/ YL ’ w)l—,@

wherezis the redshift along the line of sight such tiat z,, F(w)= (1+_ (7)
d.(zy,2) is the luminosity distance of the QSO as seen from a
any foreground redshift along the LO§q is the spectral  wherea is the only free parameter which expressesdhe
slope of the QSO and,, its luminosity at the Lyman limit.  servedturnover of¢ in units of I'*. In principle, eacta di-
The hydrogen photoionization cross section at the Lymanrectly provides a best-fit value &%, sincel'y, =ax I'*. As
limit is o, (1) = 6.33x 10718 cn? andh is the Planck’s con-  demonstrated in Paper Il, however, the random scatter of
stant. due to the finite small number of absorbers in each line of
We emphasize that all previous analyses of the proximity sight is so large that meaningful constraintsign can only
effect were based on a simplified determinationu.@f) as a be obtained from the distribution afvalues for a statistically
flux ratio by assuming the same spectral energy distributionsignificant sample.
of the quasar and the cosmic UV background in Equaflon 4. For a given sight line, the value of the fitting parameter
With our correct definition of omega as a ratio of photoioniza describes how much the best-fit model disagrees with the fidu-
tion rates, we do not have to assume a UVB spectral energycial value assumed above. We regardd@g a measure of the

1+z
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Figure7. Three examples of the proximity effect signature alongyiialdial sight lines at redshit~ 3. Each panel shows the normalized effective optical depth
£ versusw, binned in steps ofA logw = 1, with the fiducial model superimposed as the dotted lirree Jolid lines delineate the best fit to each individual QSO
as described in the text. This subset was chosen for préisentarposes to show the variable strength of the proximifitgct, going fromstrong(left panel) to
weak(right panel).

strength of the proximity effect, which can be classifieabint trend becomes less prominent at high redshift because equal

three principal regimes as presented in Elg. 7: Alogw bins will probe progressively increasing numbers of
) ) o absorbers and therefore reduce the skewness in the PESD.
1. loga < 0: this case describess&rongproximity effect. The PESD asymmetry is further amplified by the presence
The normalized effective optical depth is already small of overdensities near some of the QSOs in each subset. In Pa-
forw < 1. per Il we found that about 10% of our objects showed a signif-

icant excess of absorption within a few Mpc of the quasar red-
shift. The inferred values d for these quasars are expected

to be larger by a factor related to the amount of absorption
which becomes observable in the PESD as an enhancement
in the tail extension on its weak side. Since we do not have
sufficiently high resolution in our spectra to estimate tke e
cess of absorption on Mpc scales near the quasar emission, we

Of course, the boundaries between these three categories d&€Stimated its influence by employing our Monte Carlo simu-

pend on the (arbitrary) choice of the fiducial UVB photoion- 12tion. . .
ization rate valud™* which fixes the zero point of log We generated a set of synthetic quasar spectra as described

in Sect[B, matching the characteristics of each of our sub-
6.3. The distribution of proximity effect strengths sets (sample size, and redshift and luminosity distrimsjo
- o ] For each spectrum we performed a continuum fit, also ap-
We quantified the proximity effect in the above manner on plying the appropriate correction and then we estimated the
each sight line in the sample to compute the distribution of proximity effect strength. This exercise serves two puesos
loga. Considering the UVB as a constant for each subset of (j) as an accuracy check for our automatic data analysis, and
Table[] we plot the observed proximity effect strength @istr  (jj) as a tool to reveal the effect of Hoverdensities on the
bution (PESD) of each subset in Fig. 8. _ PESD. For the input photoionization rates in the differeits
Each of these distributions shows a wide spread iaM&j-  sets we adopted the modal value of the observed PESDs (see
ues. For in total 35 objects, or 1.8 % of the sample, we obtaingect[7]).
loga > 3.7, which means that for these objects the fit hinges ~ Each panel of Figuriel 8 shows the comparison between the
on asingle point showing a decrease @) at largew. Since  gpserved and the simulated PESD. These distributiondylear
the largest values of Iagcorrespond to the weakest proxim- differ with respect to the tail extension towards weakeixpro
ity effect signatures, we inspected these cases indilidul  imity effect, while they are in agreement with respect to the
turned out that all of them displayed either strong assediat |ocation of the most likely value of logy The simulated PESD
absorption or were previously unrecognized BAL QSOs. For s narrower than the observed one, indicating that a certain
all other QSOs in the sample, the proximity effect signaisire  fraction of QSOs may be affected by large-scale overdessiti
based on at least two and in general several pointsig #s¢  Qur approach to estimate the UV background from these dis-
logw diagram; we conclude that the effect is detected in 98 % triputions rests on the assumption that the peak of the PESD

of the sample. _ is unaffected by this contamination. We discuss the validit
For all subsamples the PESD shows the two major char-of this assumption further below.

acteristics discovered in Paper II: (i) A well defined peak,
and (ii) a significant asymmetry with an extended tail tovgard 7. THE EVOLUTION OF THE UV BACKGROUND

2. loga~ 0O: this case describes averageproximity ef-
fect since the values follow the fiducial model profile.

3. loga > 0: this case describesveeakproximity effect.
The normalized effective optical depth will turn over
only at very large log values (if at all).

weaker proximity effects, i.e. large valuesafAdditionally, PHOTOIONIZATION RATE
the PESD becomes substantially more narrow with increasing
redshiftand also shows a less prominent tail towarda ls@. 7.1. Method

The skewness in the PESD is the result ofitdefinition as As shown in Paper Il, the shape of the PESD depends on the
a function of redshift (Ed.J4). Approaching the quasar emis- cosmic photoionization rate as well as on possible excass H
sion, equalA logw bins probe progressively smallAz inter- absorption on scales of several Mpc around the quasars. We

vals, leading to a deviation in the distribution of the alsssr ~ now estimate the photoionization rdfg, in various redshift
counts from a Gaussian. This translates to a skewed distri-bins by evaluating the PESD.

bution of ¢ asz — z; since larges values (and therefore a The first method consists of recovering the modal value of
weaker observed proximity effect) become more likely. This the PESD, i.e. estimating the peak of the distribution. To
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Figure 8. The proximity effect strength distributions in individuslibsets of our data set. Each panel shows the observed PEBDEréasing redshift intervals
(black histogram) along with the simulated PESD obtainedhfa set of simulated lines of sight (gray histogram). Theedbline and the point mark the modal
values of the PESD with the associated uncertainties.

achieve this goal we adopted the following bootstrap tech- _,, ,
nique: Starting from the observed distributionNyfvalues of

loga, whereN; is the total number of objects in a given sub-  _;, 4
set, we randomly duplicated the strength parametéy oé B g— | |
quasars and estimated the modal value of the new PESD. Wep_;; g - --- e . S N  EEs
repeated this process 500 times in each of the eight subsets; e ]
obtaining the mean and the sigma values of PESD modes. _12

In addition to the modal values of the PESD, we also ex-

plored another method to estimate the photoionization rate ‘ L L L L L
evolution with redshift. We take advantage of the fact that
overdense quasars will have statistically largerdoglues

; Figure9. Comparison of the two different estimates of the UVB phateio
and selected from our sample Only those QSOs Wltmk')g ization rate inferred from the modal value of the PESDs ¢sdibts) and

below a certain threshold l@g. We fixed logg = 1.5 af- from the combined analysis of the proximity effect aftentrating the PESD
ter comparing how the simulated and observed PESD changes described in the text (empty squares). We also show thefibasn-

with redshift (see Fid.18). This is equivalent to truncatihg evolutionary model to our‘data_ (dashed line) yielding a plustization rate
PESD above logo. Such a cut does not modify the estimates ©f 109+ = =11.780.07 in units of *.

of the PESD mode, but significantly reduces the biases con-

nected to overdense quasars. We then combined the signal of - L

all these quasars by merging them according to their redshif inally corrected the preliminary photoionization ratestfee
scale. We derived the values in the same way as for mea- SyStematic biases introduced by the remaining PESD asym-
suring the proximity effect along single sight iines andrthe MeY-

fitted Eq.[T to the data, yielding a first estimatelsf,. We Figurel9 shows a comparison between our two estimates of
alr y 9 o I'n:. The UVB values derived via both methods are consistent

[av)
[av)
(o)}
w
@
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Figure10. Evolution of the UVB photoionization rate as obtained ergplg the modal value of the PESDs on the SDSS data set (solittg). The
empty squares refer to the estimates from the UVES sampiemied in Paper Il. We compare our results with recent etsmiaom Bolton et al.[(2005)
and Faucher-Gigueére et &l. (2008a), both employing numlesimulations to infer the cosmic photoionization rat@éses and empty circles, respectively).

with another, yielding a roughly constant level of the pho- densities around our quasars.
toionization rate at X z < 4.6. A least-square fit to a non- The applicability of our approach to estimate the UVB via
evolving photoionization rate yields lég;, = -11.78+0.07 the proximity effect now rests on the question whether or not
for the PESD modal values and Ibg, = -11.75+0.05 from the mode of the PESD is significantly affected by the influ-
the second method, both in units 6t sWhile the two meth-  ence of overdensities. The generally good agreement betwee
ods yield statistically very similar results, we adopteé th thecoresof the simulated and observed distributions suggests
modal estimates of the UVB photoionization rate as our fi- thatonly a minority of QSOs produce the excess; this support
nal estimates. This choice is mainly motivated by the concep our notion that the mode is approximately conserved.
tual simplicity of the PESD mode and its independencadf Consider our highest redshift subset S8 in particular, con-
hoc assumptions regarding the thresholddg@r the PESD  taining 34 QSOs ar > 4. The PESD of this subset has a
asymmetry correction. dispersion obrpga = 0.51, while the corresponding simulated
PESD has = 0.46. Essentially all of this difference is due to
7.2. Effect of overdensities on the proximity effect strength a single outlier. Any excess Habsorption in the QSOs would
distribution make the PESD broader and inconsistent with the observed
We now address the concern that large-scaieokerden- narrow distribution, unless the amount of such an excess ab-

- : P : tion were nearly exactly equal for the entire sample.
sities around our quasars might significantly bias the UVB Sorp X . .
estimates. A fixed overdensity factor valid flt quasars in a We conclude that the PESD mode is quite robust against
sample would simply shift the PESD towards largerdogi- the influence of overdensities. While we cannot firmly ex-
ues, but preserve the shape of the distribution. Our method i €lude the possibility that some of oy, values at interme-

; ; iate redshifts are somewhat affected, the narrownesseof th
completely degenerate to such a shift. We argued in Paper IId ; : o .
that a uniform overdensity factor is however rather unplau- z 2 4 PESD provides evidence against strongdverdensi-

sible. In the more likely case of a distribution of overdensi ties on scales of several Mpc. We consider this data point as

ties the width of the PESD would be significantly enhanced. OUr most significant measurement.
g/ldede}ﬁg:]lanllgdtgzr\;v (;gtir::.of the distribution thus provides a ubef 7.3. Comparison with other measurements

In Fig.[8 we compare the measured PESDs with simulated Figure 10 shows our estimated values of the hydrogen pho-
distributions generated by the Monte-Carlo process as dedoionization ratel'y; as a function of redshift, together with
scribed above. In each panel, the simulated dataset has theecent results from the literature. In order to facilitateia
same redshift distribution as the observed one, and the arearect comparison, we repeated the proximity effect analysis
under the observed and simulated histograms are normalize@ur high-resolution VLT/UVES spectra (Paper Il), but now
to the same total number of objects. quoting photoionization rates rather than UVB intensiéied

In most of the panels of Fif] 8, the two histograms agree applying a coarser binning. The redshift-averagjgdvalues
quite well in the cores, but the observed data show a signifi-are very similar~11.78+ 0.07 for SDSS vs-11.83+40.10
cant excess of large l@gvalues that is absent in the simula- for UVES (in logarithmic units of §). While atz < 3 the
tions. In terms of standard deviations, the observed Hdistri  two datasets are almost indistinguishable, the UVES measur
tions have dispersions typically 1.5x that of the simulated  ments suggest a decreaselgf; with increasingz while the
ones; most of that excess is due to the objects witlalgd. SDSS data appear to favor an approximately constant pho-
We interpret this excess as the main manifestation obver- toionization rate. The differences are not highly significa



10 Dall'Aglio et al.

considering the error bars; we also recall that the UVES sam-7 ‘ ‘
ple contains only 7 QSOs with> 3.3. 2. 10
The SDSS measurements are also in broad agreement witt®

T \\HHH‘
)
i
!
I
/
I

~
the results by Bolton et al. (2005) who inferrEd, by match- 0 s O

ing hydrodynamical simulations to the observed opacity evo T TSR

lution in 19 QSOs (with only 4 located at> 3.3). Bolton L N CY
et al. discussed the main uncertainties entering in the cemp AN T [b]
tation such as the IGM temperature, the IGM density distri- 1 o

bution and the evolution of the effective optical depth. ifhe
best values of'y, are slightly smaller than our SDSS esti-

[10%* erg st

mates, but again consistent within the error bars. In paetic \\\ %
their results also show no downturn of the photoionizataia r A - .
towards large redshifts. On the other hand there is leseagre * L b v b 0
ment between our measurements and the latest estimates by 2 3 4 5

by Faucher-Giguere etlal. (2008a), which are globally offse v4

by ~ 0.5 dex towards low values with respect to the SDSS Figyre11. QSO emissivitye, () at the Lyman limit obtained from four
results (but again show no trace of a downturn). This discrep different luminosity functions as described in the text. eTdifferent lines
ancy is presumab|y (at least parﬂy) due to the a|ready men-refers to [a] thé Bongiorno etlal. (2007) LDDE model, [b] thedified !_DDE
tioned discrepant description of the optical depth evoluti model, [c] and [d] thé Wolf et al[ (2003) PLE and PDE modelpe=dively.
7ei(2) (see Secf.]5). .

These estimates of the UVB can be compared to the semi-The mean free pathl (1o, 2) is therefore related to the prop-
analytic prediction based on UV luminosity functions of erties of the absorbers in the dyforest at redshifz > 2 and
quasars and star-forming galaxiés (Haardt & Mafau 11996;is given at the Lyman limit frequency by
Fardal et all 199&; Haardt & Madau 2001). As presented in (B-1)c 1
Fig.[10, the theoretical calculations done by Haardt & Madau 71 pe
(2001) predict a significant decline &f;, towards high red- (2= ) Noo (o)™ (1+27** H(2)
shifts, being consistent within the errors with both theutiss ~ where I'(2 - ) in this case is the Gamma function and
of(Bolton et al.|(2005) and our own from UVES. Since empir- (N, 3,~) describe the redshift and column density distribu-
ical constraints on both the quasar luminosity functionamd  tions of the absorbers, typically well represented by

Al(vg,2) ~ (11)

=No Ny (1+2)". (12)

(8)

EL/(V,Z) e_TLyc(VO,ZO_Z) ((;I_|Zdz (9)

the high-redshift stellar emissivity have been much imprbv 5
in recent years, we present in the following a new calcutatio 0°N
of the UVB. 0z Ny,
The major contribution to the mean opacity at the Lyman
8. ORIGIN OF THE METAGALACTIC UV PHOTONS limit is driven by systems with optical depths around unity,
8.1. Method or equivalently with column densities of the orderMf, ~
The intensity of the background radiation field at a given 1072 cm™. In this regime the properties of the absorbers
frequency and redshift is derived from the cosmological ra- in the Lyo forest are particularly difficult to infer and only
diative transfer equation few literature measurements exist (e.g. Stengler-Larrah e
1995; Kirkman & Tytler 1997; Péroux etlal. 2003). For sim-
0 0 _ c plicity and due to the non-negligible contribution of lower
(a —vH 5) J,=-3HJ, —ca,J, + an column density systems to the Lyman continuum opacity
(Madau et al. 1999), we approximated the column density dis-
(Peebles 1993), whetd(t) is the Hubble parametet,is the tribution to a single power law witl# = 1.5. The absorber
speed of light, andv,, ande, represent the absorption and density evolution has been fixed to a power law as well with
emission coefficients, respectively (note thgthas no con-  (No,7) = (1.4 x 107,2.45), following Péroux et al (2003). De-
nection with the quasar slope estimated in Sdct. 4). The averviations from these assumptions will only have a marginal
age intensity of the radiation can be expressed, at an adberv influence on both the global and relative scaling of différen
frequencyy and at a given redshify, as contributions which, as we will show, does not affect our re-
sults.
3 (v0,20) = 1 [+ Assuming that the UV background intensity has a power-
v 0 4r [, (1+2)3 law shape for wavelengths shorter than the Lyman liditx
v°®), the UVB photoionization rate becomes
with v = 19(1+2)/(1+2), dl /dz being the proper length ele-
ment andry. is the Lyman continuum opacity, describing the
radiation filtering due to intervening absorption.
The rapid increase of opacity along the LOS fop 2
leads to a significant reduction in the mean free path of ioniz
ing photons, which as a consequence implies that ol
sources contribute significantly to the UV background inten
sity (Madau et al. 1999; Schirber & Bullack 2003). In this ap-
proximation, the solution of E§] 9 is given by
Al(vo,2) €,(v,2)
47 '

Iy (vo,20) ~ (10)

o, (o) Al(1o,2) €,(10,2)
h (3-aw)

The spectral index of the UV backgroundy, is a poorly
known quantity which in principle could be predicted as-
suming a specified contribution from quasars and galaxies
(Haardt & Madau 2001). In our calculation we fixed its value
to ap = -1.4 (Agafonova et al. 2005), but note that a different
value would not change our conclusions as will be discussed
in Sect[8.4. Equatidn 13 directly converts the integrateaid
nosity density at the Lyman limit, (v, 2), into a photoioniza-

Ihi(2) ~ (13)
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Figure12. QSO contributions to the UVB photoionization rate (labeled

lines) as obtained from the different emissivities preseim Fig[T1 in com-
parison to our estimates of the total photoionization naimfthe SDSS (solid
circles) and the UVES samples (empty squares). The sobdépresent the
assumed level for the total photoionization rate ofllpg = -11.78. The
different curves were inferred form [a] the Bongiorno €t@007) LDDE
model, [b] the modified LDDE model, [c] and [d] the Wolf el &003) PLE
and PDE model, respectively, of the quasar luminosity flonct

tion rate and, assuming that only the quasar and star-fgrmin
galaxy populations contribute Qy,(2), it can be expressed as
the sum of these two different contributions, thus

a,(vo) Al(vo,2)
h (3-ap)

where €, 4(0,2) and e, g(10,2) represent the quasar and
galaxy emissivities at the Lyman limit, respectively. | fol-

FHI (Z) =~ (Euﬁq(y()a Z) + 6IJA,g(V07 Z)) (14)

lowing two sections we separately estimate and discuss thes

different contributors.

8.2. Quasar contribution

The integrated luminosity density, or emissivity, of quasa
is defined as
€vg(v,2) :/ o(L,v,2) LdL (15)
0
whereg(L,v,2) is the quasar luminosity function (LF). In the

literature, the quasar luminosity function has been egétha
in a variety of rest frame bands and using different anadytic

descriptions. To convert from the observed passbands to the
flux at the Lyman limit we approximated the quasar spectra

energy distribution as a double power lafy (x v*) with the
following indices: a = —0.3 at 2500-5000 A [Madau et al.
1999) and-0.57 at 228-2500 A, as estimated in Segt. 4.

The quasar luminosity density has to be constrained

11

high redshift with very similar slopes, but showing diffete
peak contributions.

(i) Bongiorno etal. (2007) used a combined sample of
quasars from the VIMOS-VLT Deep Survey (VVDS) and
SDSS, probing a larger luminosity interval compared to
Wolf et all (20083). They employed a luminosity-dependent
density evolution model (LDDE) with the limitation of a
fixed bright end slope of the luminosity function. The result
ing emissivity is considerably flatter than that.of Wolf et al
(2003).

(i) Richards et al.|(2006) estimated the luminosity fuant
from the third SDSS data release (DR3). Their DR3 quasars
are so bright that they were able to probe only the bright end
slope of the luminosity function and they found significant
evidence for a slope variation over redshift. For our pur-
poses their luminosity function cannot be used since their a
alytical fits cannot be extrapolated to magnitudes fairitant

M; < -26. However we included the slope information into an
additional LDDE model obtained from the Bongiorno et al.
(2007) model, now allowing for a variable bright-end slope.
The inferred emissivity decline at high redshift is slightl
steeper, but still not as pronounced as in the two models by
Wolf et all (2003).

Figure[11 presents a comparison of the emissivities esti-
mated from the luminosity functions of Wolf etlal. (2003);
Bongiorno et al.[(2007) and_Richards et al. (2006). We as-
sume that these four analytic descriptions bracket theetrae
lution of the emissivity. Using Equatidn13 we converted the
luminosity density into an QSO contributiong;; which we
denote ag'q.

8.3. Contribution by star-forming galaxies

The second source population of the UV background to
be considered are galaxies actively forming stars. The de-
tection of high redshift galaxies is still extremely chaligng
and only a few deep surveys are available for this calcuiatio
Among those reaching redshifts larger ttzan3, we consider
the results by Tresse etlal. (2007) using the VVDS sample and
bylOuchi et al.[(2004) using the Subaru Deep Field (SDF) sur-
vey. In order to compute the galactic emissivity at the Lyman
limit starting from the observed UV luminosity density we
evaluated

€v,g(V,2) = fescO(V) euv(v,2). (16)

wherefqscis the escape fraction of UV photons from galaxies,
euv(v,2) is the observed galactic UV emissivity per unit co-
moving volume, andj(v) is the Lyman continuum frequency
dependence of galaxies. We assumed Hfa) « 2 (e.g.
Inoue et all 2006) at all redshifts and a constant escape frac
tion of 10%. These quantities are highly uncertain and still

through the results of quasar surveys. However, even though,qniroversially debated. However, we note that these gssum
the number of known quasars has probably more than tenyjqng affect the global scaling of the points and not thea-re

folded in the last decade, the relevant range in the redshift

luminosity plane is still poorly sampled, mainly due to thetf

that the luminosity density is dominated by the large number

of faint QSOs which are hard to identify in large numbers. In-

stead of relying on a single global approximation, we looked

into the results of different published surveys and thejplim
cations for the quasar luminosity density.

(i) Wolf et all (2003) presented two different analyticakfit
to the COMBO-17 quasar luminosity function: A pure den-
sity evolution (PDE) and a pure luminosity evolution (PLE)
model, both approximated by third order polynomials. The

two derived emissivity laws predict a steep decrease tasvard

tive positions, unless one introduces a redshift-depereten
cape fraction (which is possible, but adds another poonty co
strained degree of freedom). We then used[Ed. 13 to con-
vert the observed emissivities into a stellar contribut@mhy;
which we denote aby; 4. Notice that we refrained from at-
tempting to construct a smooth interpolation (or even gxtra
olation) formula fore, 4(v,2). We only evaluated the con-
tribution by galaxied, 4 at the points given by the above
mentioned surveys.

8.4. Comparison to the observed photoionization rate
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Figure13. Non-QSO contribution to the UV background photoionization Figure14. Non-QSO contribution to the UV background photoionization
rate. The different dashed lines represent the requiretbjamization rates rate as in Fig_113. The different dashed lines represenetingined photoion-

which added to the QSO contribution lead to the observedtannphotoion- ization rates which added to the QSO contribution lead to ldlyndecline
ization rate. The solid triangles and circles shby, estimated from the in T'y, towards high redshift. The solid triangles and circles shgyy es-
stellar emissivities of Tresse et al. (2007) and Ouchi lgRa04) respectively timated from the stellar emissivities [of Tresse étlal. (30f7d[Ouchi et &l.
and assuming a constant escape fraction of 10%. (2004) respectively and assuming a constant escape fraftit0%.

redshift. We then again subtracted the predicted QSO con-

photoionization rate compare with the different contribns. ~ hificant impact on the predicted stellar contribution. Reca
Figure[I2 shows the different models of the quasar contri-however, that the UVES data from Paper Il leave the UVB at

bution toI" along with the estimates based on the proximity Z= 4 essentially unconstrained.

and strongly declines towards higher redshifts, however wi  Of the possible stellar contribution to the UVB. Iy, at

A number of factors make the QSO contribution to the pho- data point, it would be fully consistent with the predicton
toionization rate uncertain. The analytical descriptidnhe based on the observed UV luminosity density of galaxies
quasar LF is by far the most prominent one, but also the as-at 3< zZ < 4. Extrapolating our nearly flat UVB towards
sumed quasar SED, the slope of the UVB or the mean free€ven higher redshifts would then result in an increasing UVB
path of ionizing photons come into play especially in the deficit based on the observed galaxy surveys. However, that
global scaling of ;. Despite the differences in the predicted €Xxtrapolation is unsupported by the coverage of our data. Fu
Thiq(2), all models show a substantial decline in the quasar thermore, some degree of deficit is also perfectly concésvab
contribution to the global photoionization rate, implyitiat ~ Since high-redshift surveys as the SDF sample only the lu-
galaxies must provide a substantial additional contrédsutin minous part (considerably abote) of the LBG population,

order to maintain the IGM at the observed high ionization and the number density of smaller star forming galaxieslis st
level. very poorly known.

source counts, we subtracted the QSO contribution from thetowards highez as obtained by extrapolating the results from
observed'y,(2) obtained from the proximity effect analysis. 0ur UVES sample, the counts of star forming galaxies are in
For our SDSS measurements, the UVB is approximately con-900d agreement a > 4, but almost too high in the better
stant atly, = -11.78. The residuals after subtracting the dif- c_onstralned range of3 z<.4. We reiterate that these conclu;
ferent luminosity densities are show in Fig] 13. In all cases Sions rest on the assumption of a constant UV escape fraction
T'h14(2) is dominating the global photoionization rate for red- BY adjustingfescand allowing for a variation with, the stellar
shifts larger than three, independently of the details efas- contribution to the UVB becomes essentially unconstrained
sumed QSO contributions (models [a] to [d]). At smaller red-
shift the QSO contribution inferred from the PLE model by 9. CONCLUSIONS
Wolf et all (2008) (model [c]) is higher than that of the other  Quantifying the metagalactic Hphotoionization rate at
models, and consequently the stellar contribution is @mall z=> 4 remains a challenge. The three available methods all
for this case. provide estimates that are not inconsistent with each pther
We also considered the extreme case of a UVB completelybut the uncertainties are still considerable. For exantpke,
dominated by quasars at- 2, by rescaling all QSO emissiv-  poorly constrained escape fraction of UV photons in gakxie
ity models to our proximity effect measurementat 2. This makes a safe prediction of the UVB from population model-
gave us theninimumstellar contribution as a function of red- ing virtually impossible at present. Likewise, the fundame
shift. This is zero by design at= 2, but increases rapidly and tally very powerful method to match numerical simulations
is in fact very similar to the model [c] in Fig.13. to the observed opacity evolution of the UVB has to rely on
As the uncertainties on the global UVB photoionizationrate several theoretical assumptions that influence the outadme
are still considerable, we explored the impact of this uncer the simulations. The proximity effect is arguably the most
tainty by alternatively adopting a slowly declining UVB as direct way to measure a quantity that can be translated into
favored by our UVES results in Paper Il. We computed a lin- an estimate of'y;. The fundamental issue here is the ques-
ear fit toI'y,(2) and simply extrapolated this towards higher tion whether large-scale Hoverdensities around quasars can
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weaken the proximity effect and thus bias the UVB towards rent limit of z~ 4 towards higher redshifts and see whether
high values. Our SDSS sample provides clear evidence for thehe UVB continues to be flat, or whether a downturn will be
presence of such overdensities, but our analysis also stgyge detected.

that the fraction of QSOs heavily affected by overdensiies
small. Certainly our data point at~ 4.2 is very robust and

unlikely to be affected by any significant overdensity bias. We would like to thank the Astrophysical Research Consor-

; P . tium (ARC) for making the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS)
Compared to previous analyses of the proximity effect in ata archive publicly available. A.D. and L.W. acknowl-

uasar spectra, the main improvement of the present stud .

ﬁes the sFi)ze of the dataset. pIt constitutes an i?lcrease by a@\(/jge support by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft under
factor of ~ 20 compared to the hitherto largest sample by 11369/21-1.
Scott et al. [(2000), at similar spectral resolution, and by a
factor of 50 compared to our recent evaluation of 40 high-
resolution spectra from VLT/UVES (Paper II). At redshifts
z> 4, our new SDSS dataset contains 34 objects, whereas preAgafonova, I. 1., Centurion, M., Levshakov, S. A., & Molai®, 2005, A&A,
vious investigations of the proximity effect at such highre i g” Duncan, R. C., & Ostriker, J. P. 1988, ApJ, 32705

shifts were always based on individual objects (Willigeaket ~ Bernardi, M., Sheth, R. K., SubbaRao, M., et al. 2003, AJ, 325
19947 Lu et all 1996 Savaalio et al. 1997)_ Bolton, J. S., Haehnelt, M. G., Viel, M., & Springel, V. 2008NRAS, 357,

; : 1178

We have also introduced an automated continuum deter-gongiorno, A., Zamorani, G., Gavignaud, 1., et al. 2007, A&KY2, 443
mination and correction algorithm, which is of fundamental Ce;rg\évell, R. F., Webb, J. K., Baldwin, J. A., & Atwood, B. 198%J, 319,
|m_portance In quam'fymg the |ne_V|tabIe ef.feCt.s Qf CO““'".‘ Carswell, R. F., Whelan, J. A. J., Smith, M. G., Boksenberg &ATytler, D.
misplacement. The quality of this correction is impredsive 1982, MNRAS, 198, 91
demonstrated by the fact that our inferred global evolution 80_0{€ev A Espey, B, g‘C'grS\évell, R F-Gl.gﬁ”v MNEA&% 28{? %2 1095
of the Lyn forest optical depth is very close to the results of ~'NXRAS 573 1016 " O ana A BIaTongo, £.5avaglo, =. 1959,
most recent studies using high spectral resolution. We thusDall'Aglio, A., Wisotzki, L., & Worseck, G. 2008a, A&A, 491465

i all'Aglio, A., Wisotzki, L., & Worseck, G. 2008b, A&A, 480359
conclude that the moderate spectral resolution of the SDS avé. R Hemauist L. Katz, N.. & Weinberg, D. H. 1999, ABAL, 521

data has been well accounted for and is not an issue. Fan, X., Narayanan, V. K., Strauss, M. A., et al. 2002, AJ, 1237
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! o 11,
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