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ABSTRACT

Context. Primordial molecules were formed during the Dark Ages,the.time between recombination and reionization in theyearl
Universe. They were the constitutents of the first protdiestelouds. Standard Big Bang nucleosynthesis predigstundances of
hydrogen, helium, lithium, beryllium, and their isotopaslie early Universe. Heavier nuclei such as carbon, nitrogeoxygen are
formed in trace amounts only. In non-standard Big Bang rosylethesis models, it is possible to synthesize largertgiesmof these
heavier elements. The latter are interesting because #refoem molecules with a high electric dipole moment which ca&rease

the cooling in collapsing protostellar structures.

Aims. The purpose of this article is to analyze the formation afjridial molecules based on heavy elements during the Dagk Ag
with elemental abundances taken frorffelient nucleosynthesis models.

Methods. We present calculations of the full non-linear equationgeeferning the primordial chemistry. We consider the evotut

of 45 chemical species and use an implicit multistep metHa@udable order of precision with an adaptive stepsize @int

Results. For the first time the cosmological recombination of heawgnants is presented. We find that the most abundant Dark
Ages molecules based on heavy elements are CH and OH. Wheideong initial conditions given by the standard Big Bang
nucleosynthesis model, we obtain relative abundances [CH}L/n, = 6.2 x 102! and [OH] = now/ny = 1.2 x 102 atz = 10,
wheren, is the total number density. But non-standard nucleosgighean lead to higher heavy element abundances while still
satisfying the observed primordial light abundances. &t tase, we show that the abundances of molecular specied dasC, N,

O and F can be enhanced by two orders of magnitude, leadinGkbralative abundance higher than that of H&r H,D*.
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1. Introduction cleus with the largest binding energy, which“de. Beyond

. . . “He, charged particle reactions are fiit@ent due to the ris-
The format|0n_ of light elements is a c_entral P“’b'e”_‘ of mod_eqng Coulomb barrier and the small density. Therefore, oinly t
cosmology._ Big Bang nucleosynthe5|s (BBN.) proyldes an Iimounts of heavier nuclei are produced in standard BBN yif an
portant testing ground for the physics of the primordia@nse. 4, ever a large number of extensions to the standard BBN
The proceedings of nuqleosynthess are reIapver welleand have been suggested, among which we find Non-Standard Big
lstopd.l Nucletos3_1_r;]th?§|s,t IS Cof‘”frftefd with tWOt w;pgréamm\?s Bang Nucleosynthesis (hereafter NSBBN) scenarios conside
ogical events. The Tirst oné IS (e freeze-out, av .6 MeV, ;nq dansity fluctuations in the early Universe. Some of these
of the weak interactions V‘.’h.".:h interconvert neutrons an P'models show increased abundances of heavy elements (see e.g
tons and thus setting the initial proton-to-neutron raGoriu- 5100 ¢ SjlKk[1993! Jedamzik et Al 1994; Rauscher €t al. 1994
cleosynthesis. The second event is the annihilation ofhtaer Khionov & Kouvari:; 5008 and references therein). The odgin

RS
€-€" pairs in the temperature range 1 MeV - 20 keV, dela¥f1otivationforsuch studies was to obtain an average bargan d

ing the onset of nucleosynthesis by releasing additior@i bet ;. o4 to the critical density for a flat universe and to si
eliminating the possibility of positron captures. . multaneously satisfy the constraints given by primordtaira
Thereaft_er, therma}! fusion reactions in the plasma first PfBance observations. While this was shown to be unfeasibte (a
duce deuterium nuclei: unnecessary), density fluctuations are present in the casini
(1) Ccrowave background. The density fluctuatiofieeting BBN are
of different magnitude, though, but manyfdrent mechanisms
and then helium3He, *He), lithium (Li) and beryllium (Be). have been suggested, acting during the inflationary phasegd
Cosmological expansion plays a crucial role during the whobaryogenesis or later. Thus, NSBBN with density fluctuation
process and determines the timescale for the nucleosymthesmains an interesting model for obtaining primordial heelv
during the cooling of the Universe. Observations agreewi#i ements.
the predicted abundances of the standard BBN model. See forDuring the recombination period the nuclei became progres-
example Burles et all (2001), but see also Steigman (2007) &vely neutralized, which led to molecular formation. Heee
the latest observations (and in particular his Fig. 13). at early epochs, where a total absence of dust grains appears
Due to the proton-rich freeze-out from high temperatur@stified, the chemistry is éierent from the typical interstellar
standard BBN predicts the highest abundance for the nmaedium astrochemistry.

p+n—-D+y,
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Several groups proposed an assembled, comprehensive sattaren; is the number density of specig¢andn, the total num-
reactions for the early Universe (Lepp & Shull 1934; Puy et dber density. These values are the initial conditions foraalcu-
1993;| Galli & Pallal 1998; Stancil et al. 1998b; Signore & Puiations of the Standard Big Bang Chemistry (hereafter SBBC)
1999;| Lepp et al. 2002; Pfenniger & Puy 2003; Puy & Sighor€he relative abundances for the light nuclei H, D and He are in
2007;. Glover & Abel 2008; Glover & Savin 2009). The chemiaccordance with the observational constraints [(see Beatlats
cal network is coupled with the matter and radiation tempera001;/ Cyburt et al. 2003; Steigman 2007), while lithium ssem
tures and with the matter density. Primordial chemistryedly to be more abundant than deduced from observations. Indeed,
nuclei has been poorly studied, although Lipovka et al. 7300Steigman[(2007) adopts the following primordial abundahce
analyzed the possibility to detect rotational lines of mim (D/H)p = 2.68'52/x 107, Yp = 0.240+0.006 (< 0.251+0.002)
dial CH, and_Puy et all (2007) analyzed the possibility tarforand 12+ log(Li/H)p = 2.1 + 0.1 (25 + 0.1), while the values
molecular fluorine HF in the early Universe. of first column of Tablé1l give, after a straightforward cddecu

In this paper we will discuss the chemistry of eight elementi®n: (D/H)p = 2.35x 107°, Yp = 0.246 and 12+ log(Li/H)p =
(hydrogen, deuterium, helium, lithium, carbon, nitrogery- 3.3. Let us note that lithium has been observed only in the ab-
gen and fluorine) in the early Universe, for twdfdrent con- sorption spectra of very old, very metal-poor stars (Pajpania
texts: the standard Big Bang nucleosynthesis model and ndrstars); they are considered as ideal for probing the prifiad
standard nucleosynthesis based on baryon density flustisati abundance of lithium. But lithium is a fragile nucleus whish
Heavier elements are particularly interesting becausg ¢he easily destroyed in the interiors of stars. Therefore, & ad-
form molecules with a high electric dipole moment. Evendith mits a large primordial value for lithium, one must also aseu
abundances are proven to be quite low, they could still firan a large and uniforme depletion in stars, over a range ofastell
interesting cooling agent in the gravitational collapseuafto- masses.
structures, as molecular abundances are prone to drasiie va In Table[1 we also quote the amounts of the elements C to F
tions in such environments. In Selct. 2, we summarize the st@oduced in this standard BBN, as they are included in theGBB
dard and non-standard BBN models we used and the predictéttulations.
abundances. We describe and calculate, in $&ct. 3, the mecha
?r:in:g%ft rg&?ﬂg?:gﬂ?%?ﬁgt?géﬁ} gzw&sgylwggtaﬁt {N'Eable 1. Relative abundancgsg] = n;/n, of the elements at the
discuss our results. end of Big Bang nucleosynthesis for the SBBN and for two non-

standard BBN scenarios.

) ) SBBN NSBBN
2. Big Bang nucleosynthesis (f, =0.8;R=10 (fv =105 R= 100()
2.1. Standard model of primordial nucleosynthesis {g} 2 08'285 ?05 2 4g i81905 2 1g i81805
Standard BBN assumes a homogeneous baryon density throud Lfe] 1 7%111109 1 9(7)111109 5 38111209
out the expanding and cooling Universe. The abundanceaftio [CI]] 5 '51:1015 4'00:1015 845:1014
protons and neutrons is set by the freeze-out of the weak in[N] 2 30% 10°16 2 46 % 10-16 344 10-14
teraction and subsequent decay of the neutrons until thetons, 355, 119 337x 1019 820x 10-17
of nucleosynthesis. At initially high temperature a nuclsé- Fi 3.28% 10-2 361x 1027 163 10-24

tistical equilibrium is established, favoring the fornuatiof the
strongly bound*He as soon as the photodisintegrations cease.

All neutrons are consumed but a large fraction of protons re-

mains because of the higher initial proton abundance. Dtleeto

high entropy, i.e. low density, the triplereaction is indficient 2.2. Non-Standard Big Bang Nucleosynthesis
and the formation of elements beyond He is suppressed. i5or \Ipv i
reason, there are few accounts of standard BBN heavy elemggw3
abundancesin literature.

e heavy elements are not produced at high levels in
N, BBN models assuming density fluctuations allow for

. . . different baryon densities; , . in different zones, leading to
Here, we will consider BBN results by Winteler (2007), obaiered nucleosynthesis. A large number of possibilities f

tained with a code based on a modified version of the Bage ating small scale density perturbations in the veryyearl
network code. Modifications include a consistent evolutién Universe have been suggested in literaturefiésk & Diné

temperature and density in the early universe, includingkveggs. [Applegate & Hogan 1985; Malaney & Fov/lér _1988;
freeze-out, based on methods by Kawano (1992), and an j5kj1qy ¢ Silki1993] Matsuura et 41. 2004: Khlopov & Kouvaris

proved reaction network with updated reaction rates, for d8nng) Here, we are not focussing on a specific origin but just

tails see_Winteler (2007). The abundances were calcul@ted 1o me the occurrence of such fluctuations and use the geom-

n = 6.22x 10710 in accordance with the latest result of th&try as open parameter. As customary, we apply a two-zone
Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) experimentyqe| where the densitigs andp; of the zones are given by
(P = 002273+ 0,00062, givingyo = 6.225+ 0170, see oo~ 0 P8 TG Doy U T e ction
Dunkley et al. 2009). The weak freeze-out process was dbrefly < 't <"1 of zone 1, and the additional constraint that the

followed until the nucleosynthesis phase, thus settingrtit@l 56r5ged density has to reproduce the WMAP value (as in the
neutron and proton abundances consistently. The first cobfm SBBN): pWMAP = 622 = nWf, + n@(1 - f,). This leaves two
‘M . )

Table[1 gives the relative abundances for this SBBN casee H%ben parameter® and f,, but we are further limited by the ob-

and t_hroughﬁut this paper, we consider relative abundaocesgeyeqd primordial light abundances. Assuming that the Linab
specieg’ such as: dance is only a weak constraint because of the complicatéd st

[€] = ng/ny, (2) ' Alternative abundances f6He and’Li are written in parentheses.
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lar depletion of Li, several regions in th f,-space remain al- cosmic expansion also plays a crucial role. Thus, it is resrgs

lowed. to take into account the following set offféirential equations
To study the impact of elevated levels of heavy nuclei, wsee for example Puy etlal. 1993) in the context of the expandi

used the same code by Winteler (2007) as for the SBBN Huniverse, characterized by the scale faetor

followed nucleosynthesis in zones promising for synthegiz dT, 1da

heavy elements. Tab[é 1 shows the results for two models, rep— = —=—T, (4)
resentative for two extreme cases. The abundances shoiva in ré L a dt
table are already the final abundances, mixed from the tweszorY_m _ _2:_L d_a_l_ 8o T T e 1 1 dnp 5
. ) m r (Tr m) m (5)
in each model: dt adt 3 meC Ny n, dt

W@ % + (1 W)@ 1] - T3 (F) ©

\ \") -
[£] = AP . 3) dt adt z dt /chem

10 dn; lda dn;
The first case § = 0.8, R = 10) is similar to the scenario o = 375" "4 o (7)

studied in_Rauscher etlal. (1994). The densitpphas to stay
close to the globafy™™AP, while p, is ten times lower. Following In these equationg,; is the radiation temperatur&y the gas
Rauscher et al. (1994), to maximize the production of heavy riemperaturen, the total number density amg the number den-
clei we assume completeffiision of the uncharged neutrons ousity of speciest. The right side of equatiori(4) and the first
of the high-density region. The electrically charged pnstoe- term of the right side of equatiofl(5) represent the decrefse
main trapped in that region because of their much shortenmel and T, due to the expansion. The second term of the right
free path. Therefore, baryon density inhomogeneitiesinedo- hand side of[(b) is the energy transfer from radiation to the
cal variations of the neutron-to-proton ratio, with freaitrens gas via Compton dliusion of the CMB photons on the elec-
left over in the low-density zone after the initial formatiof trons (Kompane€ts 1957; Peelles 1968). In this termis the
“He. Neutron captures can then produce neutron-rich issfopghomson cross sectiom, the radiation constantye the elec-
allowing to bypass the slow triple-reaction and leading to tronic massg the speed of light ands the electron number den-
heavy elements. Our results are consistent with previadtee sity. Note that we do not consider the energy transfer betwee
from literature. When obtaining H, DHe abundances close togas and radiation via molecular heating and cooling funstio
the observed ones, tAki abundance becomes even higher thasince it has been shown that this contribution to the evatuoif

in the standard model. At the same time, the heavy elementabtihe gas temperature is negligible (Puy & Signore 1996,/1987)
dances remain at low levels, only very slightly higher thartfie equations[(6) and{7), the first term of the right hand side-cha
SBBN. This was already pointed outlin Rauscher et al. (1994)terizes again the density decrease due to cosmic expansio
where it was also found that the light element constrairgggmt while the second term is the contribution of chemical resui

considerable formation of heavy nuclei. dn;
The second case investigated hefe £ 105, R = 1000) (‘—) = Z Keygo Ny N, — Z Kee' NeNgr . 8
comprises the other end of the allowed spectrum, tiny packe chem  zg &

of extremely high density embedded in a background with

most standard density. This is similar to the scenario oailly : : : . ;

X : ; This system of ordinary ffierential equations governin
introduced by Jedamzik etlal. (1994) and Iate_r also dls_cljsyse the chemi){:al abundances )i/sztiWe useqan impligit multi-g
Matsuura et al.. (2004, 2005, 2007). In the high density poCkgio, " mathod of variable order of precision with an adaptive
th?. patxoﬂ:\eavy elti_ment_s IS oper:jeg bﬁmt'e%tlgﬁflea rg{— stepsize control. This method has excellent stability prop
action. € same lime, Increased destructio €EPS IS " ties and is widely used for solving chemical kinetic probéem

abundance low. This simultaneously allows to achieve laht (Hindmarsh & Petzold 1995). We solve the set of e
- ; 95). quation (4)
ement abundances compatible with those of the SBBN andtao@) from the initial redshiftz,; = 10¢, when the Universe

increase the heavy element production considerably. Herve : P s o
due to the small volume fraction of the high density zone chhiwgsscﬂlgft?é?élr{i'Z(;r:i'éﬁ;j’ to the final redshi#tq = 10 (about the

is necessary to obtain the proper global baryon densityfjiilaé Moreover. we consider the standafnCDM model. with
heavy element abundances after complete mixing remair1,sm§||ubbIe parar,neteHo =71 km s? Mpe-L. total matte’r g
although two orders of magnitude higher than for the stalhdagity Q= 0.27 (including dark matter denéi@DM —0.226 and

case. ey By —
In the following, we will use the abundance values from bo rz%?:tgfgfg{)g&)gj@@ and dark energy densiBj = 0.73

NSBBN scenarios as initial conditions for our calculatiaris
the Non-Standard Big Bang Chemistry (hereafter NSBBC1 and
NSBBC2 respectively). 3.2. Cosmological recombination

%@ is the rate of the reaction with reactagifsandé,.

Primordial chemistry begins with the appearance of therfiest
tral species. Once a neutral species is formed, chargeférans
with ions become féicient and lead to the formation of other
3.1. Equations of evolution neutral species and then molecular ions. Figlire 1 shows/the e
lution of the chemical abundances during the successivie per
ods of recombination for the light elements H, D, He and Li
in the standard model. Helium nuclei are the first to recombin
‘cause of their high electronic binding enégyhe recom-

3. Dark Ages chemistry

The primordial gas is a mixture of hydrogen, deuterium urali
lithium, ... so there are many possibilities of reactionsafge
in the number density of a given chemical species due to ch
ical reactions depends on the densities of the speciesviedol
in these reactions and on the reaction rates, which theemselv2 New results on the complex helium and hydrogen recombinstio
depend on the matter and radiation temperatures. But oEeousre given in Fendt et al. (2009) (see also references therein
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Fig. 2. Successive recombinations of the carbon ions in the stan-

Fig. 1. Successive cosmological recombination for hydrogeHard model

deuterium, helium and lithium in the standard model of primo
dial chemistry.

13

107
bination and photoionization rates for H and D are taken from  10™& o .
Abel et al. (1997). We use the rates|of Galli & Palla (1998) for 1 N 3
He and for the reactions ti+ € « Li + y. Higher lithium re- §10 ENT \ N N N
combinations and photoionisations are treated with themdsg- S510°% i E
nation rates af Verner et al. (1996) and the photoionisatioss § af E
sections of Verner & Ferland (1996). The recombinationgratt & 10
for the two non-standard cases NSBBC1 and NSBBC2 are very £ 10™: 3
similar, since the initial abundances of H, D, He and Li are al g o ]
most identical to the SBBC model. We define the recombina- €~ © N7 L
tion redshiftze. as the redshift when the abundance of a given  10°¢ \\ E
species equals the one of its corresponding ion. Table 2 sdmm 102 / /\ a 3
rizes the diferent recombination redshifts for the standard cal- E
culation. Due to its low ionization energy and to the factttha 10553 1000
charge transfer reactions between lithium and hydrogemirem z
active, lithium does not recombine totally, and both ndural
ionized Li tend to match their abundances (seelRig. 1). Fig.3. Successive recombinations of the nitrogen ions in the
standard model.
Table 2. Recombination redshifts for hydrogen, deuterium and
helium. 1070
SBBC 1YL ]
Zec (HET) 6102 F
Zec (He) 2604 8 5L ) ]
Zec (H) = Zec (D) 1425 § - 2 e 7
é 10" \ E
Moreover, we also investigated, for the first time, the pri- § s ]
mordial recombinations of the carbon, nitrogen and oxygas.i 8 ]
The photoionization rates are calculated from the crostosec 2 162k ]
evaluated by Verner et al. (1996). The recombination rates a ]
taken from Verner & Ferland (1996) for the CVI, CV, CIV, NVII, 102k ]
NVI, NV, OVIII, OVIl and OVI recombinations. They come F 3
from the work of Péquignot et al. (1991) for the CllII, ClI, WI 10f3£)ob ‘ oo
NIII, NIl and for all other oxygen recombinations. Finalthe z

recombin_ation rates come from _Omukai (2000) for the CI re-

combination and from thewist databas(Woodall et all 2007) Fig. 4. Successive recombinations of the oxygen ions in the stan-
for the NI recombination. We plot in Fidsl [2, 3 dnd 4 the suecegarg model.

sive recombinations of carbon, nitrogen and oxygen iongén t

SBBC model. Recombinations in the NSBBC scenarios are very

close to the standard recombinations, the onfjedénce being o ) ) ] )
a shift in relative abundances corresponding to tlkence in

3 httpy/www.udfa.net the initial conditions.
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Since the ionization potential of carbolz(= 11.26 eV) is
smaller than that of hydrogeh{=13.6 eV), C recombination
occurs later than Hrecombination. Figurgl2 shows that carbon
is singly ionized at the beginning of the primordial chemyist 10
We conclude that it is not necessary to compute all the succes
sive recombinations when calculating the evolution of the ¢
bon species. Thus, we will consider that all the carbon igas a
present as Cat z,; = 10*. For similar arguments drawn from
Figs.[3 and ¥, we will start our calculations of the primotdia 21¢%
chemistry of nitrogen and oxygen with the singly ionizedat S10
gen and oxygen ions at;. T

abundances
[
O,

N

,
]
! I}

! I
<
i ‘
S
\

I I O I |

3.3. Molecular formation 105 . Hy'
. . 10f80b‘o‘ B 1600 B 1(50 . 10
After hydrogen recombination, the decrease of the electron z

density leads to the iriciency of thermal coupling b_et\NeenFig 5. Standard primordial chemistry of hydrogen species. The
matter and radiation. The chemical processes occurinq@lury i lines for H, H- and H: show the abundances we would
this post-recombination period are essentially collialofion-  gyyain without the correction 6f Hirata & PadmanabHan (3006

izations, radiative recombinations, attachments, etod &a- ; P ; ; :
A X ' ' elative to the radiation emitted during the hydrogen relsiora-
diative, due to the active presence of the CMB photons. TElSn 9 ydrog

chemical network leads gradually to the formation of thet firs
molecules in the Universe (Lepp & Shull 1984; Puy et al. 1993; . )
Stancil et all 1998H; Galli & Palla_1998; Signore & Puy 19997able 3. Relative abundances/n, of hydrogen species at red-
Lepp et all 2002; Pfenniger & Ply 2003; Puy & Signbre 2008hiftsz= 1000,z = 100 andz = 10 in the SBBC model.

Glover & Abell2008| Glover & Savih 2009).

. . . . . . . SBBC

In this section, we W|Il_cons_|d¢r the pnmordl:_:\I chemistfy o Species Z=1000 z=100 Z=10

hydrogen, deuterium, helium, lithium, carbon, nitrogexygen F] 0888 0889 0889
and fluorine in the SBBN and NSBBN contexts. We list in the [H*] 85x 104 76x10° 58x10°5
Appendix the sets of reactions that we consider. H] 57%x102 25%101 7.2x10°4
[H2] 12x108 17x107 27x107
[H2*] 7.7x102°  27x10% 67x10
3.3.1. Hydrogen [Hs'] 3.0x10%2 87x10Y 84x1018

The cosmological production of Hnolecules proceeds mainly

through two mechanisms which are catalyzed by ahd H

(Saslaw & Zipoy 1967; Peebles & Dicke 1968). It is generall .
considered that the Hmechanism produces molecular hydro3-3-2- Deuterium

aen g’;zkgsgol,(\;\(/)hlle the H mechanism is responsible for theVVe take the reaction rates for deuterium chemistry from
2P ) ' ) Galli & Palla (1998), except for the recombination and pho-
The reaction rates we consider for hydrogen are taken fragjonization rates D1 and D2 (Abel eflal. 1997), which are the
Galli & Palla (1998), except for the recombination and phagme as H1 and H2 (see Appendix A). Fiddre 6 and T8ble 4 show
toionization rates H1 and H2 (Abel etal. 1997), and for the rehe evolution of the deuterium chemistry. The fact that thera
action H4 (H +y — H +e"). For that reaction, we consider thegance of molecular hydrogen is reduced compared to the usual
important correction described in Hirata & Padmanaoha@20 yvalue of the literature has a direct implication on the HDmpua
that takes into account thefects of the non-thermal radiationtjty. Indeed, reactions D6 and D8 are the most important for-
emitted during hydrogen recombination. mation channels of HD. These reactions are collisions bewe
Figure[% shows the evolution of the hydrogen chemistry imeutral or charged D with 1 As a consequence, the standard
the standard model. The amount of Molecules created duringfinal amount of HD molecules is also lower (by a factor of 2)
the Dark Ages is important and converge to the following vathan the canonical value and we get [HBc = 1.3 x 10710,
ues atz = 10: [Ho]sgac = Ny, /Ny = 2.7 x1077. The dfect of the
correction of Hirata & Padmanabhan (2006) is shown on[Rig. 5.
The enhancement of the rate H4 is responsible for fhieient Table 4. Relative abundances/n, of deuterium species at red-
destruction of H via photodetachment. As a consequence, tliftsz= 1000,z = 100 andz = 10 in the SBBC model.
contribution of the H channel to the final amount of molecular

hydrogen is strongly reduced at~ 100 and the value of the SBBC

standard final abundance is lower than the values usualtyisee Species z=1000 z=100 z=10
the literature (about a factor 4). Talle 3 gives the abunesat [D] 21x10° 21x10° 21x10°
redshiftsz = 1000,z = 100 andz = 10. The initial relative abun- [D*] 20x10®% 13x10° 20x10*
dance of hydrogen is very close in our three chemistry models ~ [HD] 7.4x10  7.7x10*  13x 1071
SBBC, NSBBC1 and NSBBC2 (see Table 1), as is the case for ~ [HD'] 18x10% 69x10% 46x102°
deuterium, helium and to some extent lithium. For that reaso [H2D"] 21x10% 38x10% 47x10%

we only show the results of the standard chemistry calanati
for these four light elements.
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Fig.6. Standard primordial chemistry of deuterium species. ASg. 8. Standard primordial chemistry of lithium species.
in Fig.[3, the dotted lines for HD andB* show the abundances

without the correction of Hirata & Padmanabhan (2006) iedat

to the radiation emitted during the hydrogen recombination 3.3.4. Lithium

We take the reaction rates for lithium chemistry from
1 S — T Galli & Palla (1998). Figuré€l8 and Tablé 6 show the evolution

oJF of the lithium species. As said before, lithium never recorab
16:F fe 3 completely, and this is the reason why LiH is less abundaant th
" %82: n LiH* at low redshift: [LiHsgsc = 1.3 X 10 and [LiH*]sBBC =
g 1077 ] 6.7x 108 atz= 10.
g 109" | 7
T 100 \
5104 \,‘He 7
%igﬁi: | ] Table 6. Relative abundanceas:/ny, of lithium species at red-
210ier ] shiftsz= 1000,z = 100 andz = 10 in the SBBC model.
S1019 f
2107 .
@ 1010/ - SBBC
18z ] Species  z=1000 z=100  z=10
162F ] ] 14x10° 66x10° 88x10T
%g;ggf e [Li*] 18x10° 11x10° 89x10°10
L T N A Lo R [LiT] 44x10% 27x10%? 66x10%
‘10000 1000, 100 10 [LiH] 9.5%x10% 54x10%1 13x107%°
[LiH *] 15x103% 14x102® 67x1078

Fig. 7. Standard primordial chemistry of helium species.

3.3.3. Helium
) ] ] 3.3.5. Carbon
The reaction rates we consider for helium are taken from

Galli & Palla (1998). The results of the standard helium chenfhe presence of neutral or ionized carbon at high redshift is
istry are shown in Fig_J7. In the first non-standard BBN modénportant to determinate the cosmic background tempezatur
we consider (Secf_2.2), the formation of helium nuclei duz# O in order to compare the result with models. Songailalet al.
ing the primordial nucleosynthesis is extremeffigient in the (1994/1995) used this technique to prove the existencerbboa
neutron-rich, low-density regions. But primordial chemyjise- in some high redshift diuse gas. In the second paper, the detec-
gins after the zones with fierent densities are mixed by baryortion of absorptlon due to the first level of neutral carbon fine
diffusion and the non-standard initial relative abundance of Héructure, in & = 1.776 cloud toward quasar Q138170, al-
lium is identical to the standard one (see TdBle 1). The mdfws them to deduce that the background temperaturd is0r8

feature of helium chemistry is the production of moleculétie K atz = 1.776. This result agrees with the theoretical value
([HeH*]sgac = 4.6 x 104 at z = 10). Tablgb gives the abun-(7.58 K). The same method was used by Molaro et al. (2002),

dances at redshifts= 1000,z = 100 andz = 10. who studied the fine structure levels of @ a Ly-o system at
z = 3.025 toward Q0347-3819. Their resufidus = 12135 K)
agrees with the standard temperature limits.

Table 5. Relative abundances/n, of helium species at red- A gas phase chemical model of the chemistry of CH and

shiftsz = 1000,z = 100 andz = 10 in the SBBC model CH* was presented hy Dalgarno (1976), then Prasad & Huhtress
(1980) presented a gas phase chemical model of the chemistry
SBBC in interstellar clouds, including the C, N and O species. \bfe-c
Species ~ z=1000  z=100 z=10 sider here the evolution of the following carbon speciesCC,
[He] 0.111 0.111 0.111 C, CH, CHf, CH, and CH. The reaction rates are taken from
[He'] 3.0x10% 33x10% 91x10% the umist databasel (Woodall etlal. 2007), except for five reac-

[HeH'] 14x10% 72x10% 46x10" tions: reaction C7 (Lipovka et l. 2007), the two chargesfars
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C8 and C9 between C, H and their respective ions (Stancil et al 1
19984), the recombination C48 (Omukai 2000) and the pho- 3:
toionisation C49, whose cross section is taken from Verhal e 10" c ]

(1996) (see Table'Al5 of the Appendix). The main reactioddea 10,°
ing to the synthesis of CH is clearly the radiative asscziati ~ § 351
C15 (C+ H — CH + v), but we also include the neutral re- §10®
action C12 and the two associative detachments C17 and C27.2 103
Among the numerous reactions destroying CH, the desteictiv %igm

collisional reactions with atomic hydrogen (reactions Gl H 107
C11), and the charge exchange with fleaction C16) are the %ioﬂ
most important. The molecular ion CHbs created by the radia-  ® 3z
tive association €+ H — CH" + vy (reaction C23), the col- 10%°

lisional reactions C14 and C18, and the charge exchanges C16 18’28
(with H*) and C19 (with H), the main ones being C16 and C23. 102
Destruction of CH occurs mainly by collisions with H (reaction oy —
C25) and dissociative recombination (reaction C26).

In the reaction sets for carbon, nitrogen and oxygen
chemistries (see Appendix A), we do not include photoioniza

tions or photodissociations of primordial molecules (eCit* 0 ]
+7y— C" + H,NHz + y - NHJ + €7). These processes are es- 18—14 ¢ e .
pecially important in the interstellar medium, where sgai 10°
photons constitute the background radiation, whereas v D ¢10,;
Ages molecules are embedded in a background radiationsthat i §18’18

made of much softer microwave photons. In order to be sure EleE
not to neglect important photoprocesses, we made test-calcu éigﬂ
lations including photoionizations of the neutral molesuand L 02
photodissociations of all the molecules based on C, N and O. 810

We computed the rates of these reactions using the CMB in- c“élgf;

tensity and the constant cross section= 1017 cn. Indeed, 10

this cross section gives a good order of magnitude estinoate f 0%’ N a
the photoionization rates_(van Dishogck 1988) and corstitu 1829 CH, ]
an upper limit for photodissociation processes. The rgsufit T E— ST A T T
the chemistry calculations were not changed when consigleri z

these photoprocesses. Fig. 9. Primordial chemistry of carbon species for the SBBC (up-
Table[7 gives the abundances of the carbon species at rp£~ panel) and NSBBC2 models (lower panel). The maiedi

shiftsz = 1000,z = 100 andz = 10 for the three models SBBC, ence between the two frames is a global increase of evettiveela

NSBBC1 and NSBBC2. Figulg 9 shows the evolution of thesghundance by a facter 30 in the non-standard model. Except

abundances as a function of redshift in the standard casmanebr this shift, the evolution of the carbon species is simiitethe

the NSBBC2 case. We observe that the maifedence between two scenarios (see text). The results of the NSBBC1 model are

the standard and NSBBC2 runs is a global increase of every iglite close to the standard one.

ative abundance by a facter 30 in the NSBBC2 run. Except

for this shift, the evolution of every carbon species is gsim-

ilar in the two scenarios. This is not surprising, since thdon

chemistry is mainly determined by reactions with much mokgency toward molecular formation, even if their chemicaidtal

abundant hydrogen species like H;,Hi~, Hz or H}, and these is different.

species have the same abundances in all our models. Thisresul

of the NSBBCL1 run are quite close to the standard one. We also

note that the final amount of CH is about 20 times smaller th&s.6. Nitrogen

the LiH abundance in the standard model. This ratio is ab

7.5 for HD* and HD*. But we note that in the NSBBC2 case, /¢ t@Ke the reaction rates for nitrogen chemistry fromuasr
molecule CH is as abundant as LiH and more abundant than H’ tabase, except for the photo!onlsatlon N41 (Verner &_19@(3)
and HD* (about 4.5 times) see Tablé_AJ6 of the Appendix) and study the evolution of N,

. . N*, NH, NH*, NH; and NH;. The main reactions responsible
We note that the formation of carbon molecules is comy the creation of NH are collisions of nitrogen atoms with H
paratively as gicient as the formation of fHor HD. Indeed, anq H (reactions N5 and N14 respectively). We consider many

the ratio of the most6abundant carbon molecule CH to C gocesses that can lead to the destruction of NH, the mostrimp
[CH]/[C] ~ 26 x 10" atz = 10 in our three models. For tant of them being collisions with H (reaction N4) and thergea
comparison, we have the following ratios fot the most ababdgeychange i + NH — NH* + H (reaction N10). The latter re-
molecule based on each one of the light elementsl/[H] ~  action is at the same time one of the main processes resgmnsib
3x 107, [HD]/[D] ~96 x 107, [HeH']/[He] ~ 4x 107 and  for the synthesis of the molecular ion NHogether with the two
[LiH7]/[L] ~8x 10~ atz=10. collisional reactions N6 (between N and)}Hand N7 (between

Lipovka et al. (2007) investigated the formation of carboN* and molecular hydrogen). Among theffdrents processes
molecules but with a higher initial ratio [§H] = 107%°. They destroying NH, the dissociative recombination N13 appears to
found a final CH abundance of 1, which means a similarfg-  be the most ficient.
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Table 7. Relative abundances/n, of carbon species at redshifts= 1000,z = 100 andz = 10 in the SBBC (left), NSBBC1
(middle) and NSBBC2 (right) models.

SBBC NSBBC1 NSBBC2
Species z=1000 z=100 z=10 z=1000 z=100 z=10 z=1000 z=100 z=10
[C] 79x10® 24x10® 24x10® 13x10® 38x10" 38x10T" 27x10¥ 80x10¥ 81x10%¥
[C*] 17x10% 14x10% 11x101® 27x10%P 23x10'% 17x10%® 57x10* 48x10'® 37x10%
[C] 76x10% 11x10% 67x10% 12x103% 18x10%* 11x10% 26x10%® 39x10% 23x10%

[CH] 12x10%2 12x10% 62x10% 20x10%2 20x1021 98x10% 42x10% 42x10%° 21x10%
[CHY] 37x102 34x10% 31x102% 58x10%2 55x10?% 50x10% 12x10% 12x10% 11x10?%
[CH,] 79x10% 69x10%° 11x10% 13x103% 11x10%® 17x102® 28x10%® 23x10?% 37x10%
[CH] 27x10% 15x10% 45x102° 43x103% 25x102 72x10% 092x10% 52x102% 15x10%

Figure[I0 shows the evolution of the nitrogen chemistry »
as a function of redshift in the standard and NSBBC2 cases. 10-13
The molecular ion NH dominates the nitrogen chemistry from 10,5
Z ~ 600 down taz ~ 80, and is then surpassed by NH, which has  1¢%°
a peak around = 40. The final relative abundancesat 10 are 810
[NH] seec = 3.4 X 1025 and [NH}\ISBBCZ =5.1x 1023 As for S 105,
carbon, the main dlierence between the SBBC and NSBBC2 E1¢%
scenarios is a global increase of every relative abundamee (8192
a factor about 150) in the NSBBC2. Apart from this shift, the £10;
evolution of all the nitrogen species is quite similar in the® 8162
models. The results of the NSBBC1 run are almost identical & 1%
to the standard one, since nitrogen nuclei are producedein th 10
same amount in the two corresponding nucleosynthesisiscena 1%
ios (Tabld1). Tablgl8 gives the abundances at redshift$000, 105 , ;
z =100 andz = 10 for the three models. 05000005

z

=
o

The formation of molecules based on N is leffeetive than
the formation of carbon molecules. When considering thetmos

abundant species, NH, one has indeed: [NN] ~ 107° for the »
three scenarios. e ]
1004 N
-15( _
i0ar ]
17| |
3.3.7. Oxygen 102 - .
slor /T ]
We consider the following species for oxygen chemistry: ©, O Eigi: i
07, OH, OH", H,0 and HO". Tabld A.T shows the reactionswe < 1023- E
include in our chemical model. The rates for reactions Ol an 2 18.25: -
062 come from Le Bourlot et al. (1993). The rate for recombi- %%gﬁ?: 7
nation O58 is taken from Péquignot et al. (1991) and thescros 'xlq;gf -
section for photoionisation O59 from Verner et al. (1996). A 1050l ]
other reaction rates come from theisr database. The results 105" ]
of oxygen chemistry are shown in Fig.]11 and Table 9 shows the }8337 | LY -
relative abundances of the oxygen species at redskifi. 000, 00000 1000 Z 100 10

z = 100 andz = 10 for the three models. OH and Oldre the

main molecular species based on oxygen at the end of the DRig. 10. Primordial chemistry of nitrogen species for the SBBC
Ages. In order to synthesize OH, we consider, among many otljepper panel) and NSBBC2 models (lower panel). The formatio
reactions, the radiative association O9, collisions betw¢ and of molecules based on nitrogen is legkeetive than the forma-
O (reaction 010) and between Hand O (reaction O13), andtion of carbon molecules. The mainflidirence between the two
the collisional reaction O15. Note that the first two proesssmodels shown here is a global increase of every relative-abun
are clearly the mostfiective. Numerous reactions destroy OHlance by more than two orders of magnitude in the non-stdndar
molecules, but collisions with H (reactions O11, 012 and JO4vodel. Except for this shift, the evolution of the nitrogpesies
and H" (reaction O14) dominate. The molecular ion O pro- is similar in the two scenarios. The results of the NSBBC1 ehod
duced via the charge exchange 014 (HOH — OH* + H), the are identical to the standard ones.

other reactions being less important. Oid mainly destroyed by

dissociative recombination (reaction 022). The collisiavith

hydrogen atoms (OH+ H — O" + H,) are dficient at very The tendency toward molecular formation is quite strong: we
high redshift only ¢ > 300). The very strong depletion ofGs observe [OH][O] ~ 4x 10°® atz = 10 in our three standard and
caused by the photoprocess ®y — O + € (reaction O5). But non-standard calculations, and even if the initial oxygeara
theumist rate for that process assumes an interstellar UV baakances at = 10* are very weak, OH is only one order of magni-
ground which obviously is inappropriate for our study. Wagh tude less abundant than Filaind HD* in the NSBBC2 run. We
expect a final © abundance much higher than plotted in Eid. 1hote the formation of primordial water molecules aroard30.
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Table 8. Relative abundances/ny of nitrogen species at redshits= 1000,z = 100 andz = 10 in the SBBC (left), NSBBC1
(middle) and NSBBC2 (right) models.

SBBC NSBBC1 NSBBC2
Species z=1000 z=100 z=10 z=1000 z=100 z=10 z=1000 z=100 z=10
[N] 23x10%® 23x10™® 23x10%® 25x101 25x10™ 25x10%® 34x10¥ 34x10¥ 34x10%°
[N*] 1.1x10%® 81x10% 68x10%2 11x10%° 86x10% 72x10%2 16x10'® 12x101° 10x10%

[NH] 29x10%0 34x10% 34x10% 31x103%° 36x10% 37x10% 44x10% 50x10%® 51x102%
[NH™] 54x 108 16x10% 21x10% 57x10°% 17x10% 23x10% 81x10%® 24x102% 32x10%
[NH3] 58x10* 34x103% 52x10% 62x10* 36x10% 56x10°% 88x10% 51x10% 79x10%
INHJ]  21x10% 11x103 53x103 23x10% 12x103% 58x10%¥ 33x10% 16x10%® 81x10%

Table 9. Relative abundances/n, of oxygen species at redshifts= 1000,z = 100 andz = 10 in the SBBC (left), NSBBC1
(middle) and NSBBC2 (right) models.

SBBC NSBBC1 NSBBC2
Species z=1000 z=100 z=10 z=1000 z=100 z=10 z=1000 z=100 z=10
[O] 32x 10T 32x10® 32x10F 34x10T° 34x10T° 34x10T° 82x10Y 82x10Y 82x10Y
[O*] 27x102 60x102* 0.0 28x 102 62x102* 0.0 69x102° 15x102 00
[07] 41x10% 67x10% 64x10% 42x102% 70x10% 70x10°% 10x10%® 17x102%° 17x10%

[OH] 18x10% 25x102%* 12x102 19x10% 26x10% 13x10%2 47x10%* 62x10%2 31x10%
[OH*] 13x102® 88x102%® 52x10% 14x102 092x102% 54x10% 33x10%® 22x10% 13x10%
[H20] 11x10% 10x10% 33x10% 11x10% 11x10?% 37x10% 28x10% 27x10% 92x10%
[HyO'] 29x10%° 11x10%° 44x10% 31x10%° 12x10%° 49x10°% 76x10% 28x10% 12x107%

They are mainly synthesized by reaction O47®H — H,O ment, due to its high relative abundance in comparison with
+ v) but at lower redshifts their abundance severly drops duedther molecules. For this reason, Hnolecules are a key
the destructiveféect of reaction O60 (H+ H,O — H,O" + H). component of many dynamical situations and particularly
Again, as for carbon and nitrogen, the SBBC and NSBBC2 ruirs the context of a gravitational collapse. However, severa
differ mainly by a global shift in relative abundance (by morstudies|(Tegmark et al. 1997; Omukai & Nishi 1998; Abel et al.
than two orders of magnitude). 2000; | Ripamonti et al. 2002; Yoshida et al. 2006) consider
H, as the only molecular coolant of the primordial gas, al-
3.3.8. Fluorine though HD can_play an important role at Ic_>w temperature.
2 Indeed, Puy & Signore (1997) showed that, if the primordial

Even if the abundance of primary fluorine is much below thgas cools below 200 K, HD molecules are the main cooling
abundances of primordial C, N and O at the end of the Big Baggent, despite their low number abundance. These results
nucleosynthesis, the molecule HF could figceently formed in  Were confirmed in_dferent astrophysical mediums_(Flower
the early Universe for two reasons: the ionization pot¢nfig 2000; LUehara & Inutsuka |_2000;. Nakamura & Umemura
is greater than that of hydrogen, and the binding energy ef {8000; LFlower & Pineau des Foréts 2001; Lipovka etal. 2005;
hydrogen atom in HF is greater than the binding energy of HNagakura & Omukai |_2005; |_Shchekinov & Vasiliev__2006;
The chemistry of fluorine in the post-recombination epocs h&ipamontil 2007). Recently, Prieto et al. (2008) analyzeel th
been studied il _Puy etlal. (2007). We use here the same se€ffgcts of b, HD and LiH molecules in the cooling of pri-
reactions (see Table A.8 of the Appendix). mordial gas. Their simulations clearly showed that the gas,
Figure[I2 and TablE_10 show the evolution of the fluorinW densities, reaches temperatures about 100 K and that the
chemistry as a function of redshift in the standard and NSBB@Nain coolant is K. But at higher densitiesi(> 107 cm) HD
cases. We clearly see that the fluorine chemistry is corripalyt dominates and the gas cools well below 100 K. THeats of
more diicient than the CNO chemistries: [HFF] ~ 102inthe LiH are negligible in all cases.
three models. The enhancement factor for HF in the NSBBC2

model compared to the standard value is 500. We analyzed in this paper the Dark Ages chemistry of eight

elements (hydrogen, deuterium, helium, lithium, carbatron
4. Summary and Conclusion gen, oxygen and _fluorine), with the aim of determinin_g the

amount of primordial molecules based on elements heawaer th
Molecules play an important role in the process of gravitdithium. Heavier molecules with high electric dipole monten
tional collapse through the mechanism of thermal instigbilicould be important, if created in ficient quantities, during
(seel Field 1965, Silk 1977; Fall & Rees 1985; Uehara et ahe formation of the first structures in the Universe. We abns
1996; Puy & Signore 1996; Abel etial. 2000). They provide agred initial elemental abundances taken from twifedént nu-
important cooling mechanism for primordial metal-free gas cleosynthesis contexts: the standard Big Bang nucleosgisth
different primordial contexts such as small haloes virializinmodel and non-standard nucleosynthesis based on baryen den
at high redshift (e.d. Barkana & Ldeb 2001; Bromm & Larsosity fluctuations. In both contexts, the baryon-to-photatior,
2004, [ Ciardi & Ferraral_2005) or early structure formatiofthe averaged value for the non-standard model) was in accor
(Glover & Jappsen 2007; Maio etlal. 2007). dance with the latest result of the WMAP experimepff(A” =

The H, molecule has long been recognized as the ma&R25+0.170), and the resulting abundances agreed with the ob-

important cooling agent, despite the absence of dipole meerved primordial abundances of deuterium and helium.
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Table 10. Relative abundances/n, of fluorine species at redshifis= 1000,z = 100 andz = 10 in the SBBC (left), NSBBC1
(middle) and NSBBC2 (right) models.

SBBC NSBBC1 NSBBC2
Species z=1000 z=100 z=10 z=1000 z=100 z=10 z=1000 z=100 z=10
[F] 33x10%" 32x10?% 32x10% 36x10% 36x10?%" 36x10% 16x10%* 16x10% 16x10%#
[F] 26x10% 17x103% 13x10% 29x10% 19x103% 15x10% 13x10% 86x10°% 6.6x103

[HF] 7.8x10% 32x10%° 35x10% 91x10% 35x10%° 38x10%° 41x10%® 16x10% 17x10%
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Fig.11. Primordial chemistry of oxygen species for the SBBEig. 12. Primordial chemistry of fluorine species for the SBBC
(upper panel) and NSBBC2 models (lower panel). OH is clearfupper panel) and NSBBC2 models (lower panel). HF is more
the most abundant oxygen molecule. Primordial water médscuefficiently created by a factor 500 in the NSBBC2. The results
show a peak around = 30 but are then greatly depleted abfthe NSBBC1 model are almost identical to the standard.ones
lower redshifts. The main fference between the two modelsis a

global increase of every relative abundance by more thammtwo ) ) L

ders of magnitude in the non-standard NSBBC2 model. Excdp@Son, the chemistry of elements heavier than lithium & th
for this shift, the evolution of the oxygen species is simiitethe ontext is very similar to the standard chemistry. But inghe-

two scenarios. The results of the NSBBC1 model are very clg3d non-standard BBN case, the final heavy element abunslance
to the standard ones. are enhanced by globally two orders of magnitude. In thag,cas

the relative abundances of molecular species based onmgarbo
nitrogen, oxygen or fluorine are modified by essentially tras
The most abundant Dark Ages molecules based on eleméhatgor, and molecules CH are as abundant as LiH and more abun-
heavier than lithium are CH and OH. Chemistry calculation adant than HD and HD*: [CH]nseec2 = 2.1 x 1071% atz = 10.

suming standard BBN initial abundances yields [6ddk = The details of the chemistry (e. g. the most important sgecie
6.2x 102 and [OHkpec = 1.2x 10722 atz = 10. NH molecules the most &ective reactions, .. .) are weaklffected.
are less abundant: [Nkfac = 3.4 x 10725, Glover & Abel (2008) investigated thefects of the chem-

We also made two non-standard chemistry calculations, cacal rate coéficient uncertainties in the Dark Ages chemistry
sidering two specific cases of inhomogenous BBN. In the first light elements. They showed that the large uncertairities
one, primordial nucleosynthesis abundances for C, N, O andHe associative detachment and mutual neutralizatios retee
are only very slightly higher than in the standard case. Rat t an impact on the thermal evolution of the gas. As regards the
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ShChekanV, Y. A & VaS|I|ev, E.O. 2006, MNRAS, 368, 454 He5 He+ H* — He" + H He6 He +H — He+ H*
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Songaila, A., Cowie, L. L., Vogt, S., et al. 1994, Nature, 343 Hel3 HeH +y—>He+H* Hel4 HeH +y— He'+H
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ggﬂg:: i' g E:;)’S”gr’ g'D%Ib';:flgc'AP'lsgéggakéj’gg(%ﬁpz‘ 1006 Table A 4. List of reactions for the lithium chemistry. We con-
Steigman, G. 2007, Annual Review of Nuclear and Particler®a, 57, 463 sider th_e rates d|5_CU539d n (.?a||l & Palla (1998), excepttfer
Tegmark, M., Silk, J., Rees, M. J., et al. 1997, ApJ, 474, 1 recombinations Li23 and Li25 (Verner et al. 1996), and fa th
Uehara, H. & Inutsuka, S.-i. 2000, ApJ, 531, L91 photoionisations Li24 and Li26 (Verner & Ferland 1996).
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L95 - -
van Dishoeck, E. F. 1988, in Rate ¢beients in astrochemistry, ed. Dordrecht : Reaction _ : Reaction
. . Lil Lit+e > Li+y Li2 Li+y—-oLit+e
and Norwell, MA, Kluwer Academic Publishers, 49-72 Li3 Li*+H- > Li+H Lia Li-+H" > Li+H
Verner, D. A. & Ferland, G. J. 1996, ApJS, 103, 467 L5 Li+e —»Li-+y L6 Li~+y—Li+te
Verner, D. A, Ferland, G. J., Korista, K. T., & Yakovlev, D. 896, ApJ, 465, Li7 Li + H* = Li* +H Lig Li +H* > Lit+H+y
487 Li9 Li+H —LiH+e Li10 Li"+H - LiH+e
Winteler, C. 2007, Master thesis, University of Basel, Sailand Lill  LiH*+H-LH+H" Li12  LH+H" - LiH* +H
Woodall, J., Agiindez, M., Markwick-Kemper, A. J., & MillaF. J. 2007, A&A, Li13  LiH+H - Li+H; Lil4  Li*+H - LH*+y
466. 1197 Lil5 Li+H* > LH*+y  Lil6 LH+H" —»LiH*"+H
- ; ; Li17 LiH + H* - Li* + Hy Li1l8 LiH*+e —Li+H
Yoshida, N., Omukai, K., Hernquist, L., & Abel, T. 2006, Afah2, 6 L1  LiH* +H — Li + H 20 LiH* 4 H — Li* + Hy
Li2l  LiH*+y > Li*+H Li22  LiH"+y— Li+H"
Li23  Li?* +e > Lit+y Li24 Li*+y—Li%+e

Appendix A: Reaction rates for the L5 L% re oLy Li26 L¥iyoliv+e

post-recombination chemistry

Table A.5. List of reactions for the carbon chemistry. The rates
We list in Tableg’All t¢_AB the chemical reactions considereome from themmist database, except for five reactions: reaction
in our calculations. C7 (Lipovka et al! 2007), the two charge transfers C8 and C9

between C, H and their respective ions (Stancil &t al. 1998a)
Table A.1. List of reactions for the hydrogen chemistry. Th&&combination C48 (Omukai 2000) and the photoionisatiod, C4

rates are taken from Galli & Palla (1998), except for the neco WNOSe Cross section is taken from Verner et al. (1996).
bination and photoionization rates H1 and H2 (Abel et al.7)99

. : A Reaction Reaction
and for reaction H4 (Hirata & Padmanabhan 2006). T iR SHIC 7 HE CSC iHe
C3 H"+C - C+H C4 He" +C  — C+He
Reaction Reaction C5 C+C-C+C C6 C+e -C +y
HI H +e -H+y H2Z H+y-oH +e Cr C+y—->C+e C8 C'+H-oC+H"
H3 H+e > H +y H4 H +y>H+e C9 C+H" > C"+H Cl0 H+CH—-C+H;
H5 H +Ho>Hy+e H6 H +HY > Hj + e Cl1 H+CH—-C+H+H C12 C+Hy; - CH+H
H7  H +H > H+H  H8  HaH" —H by C13 H+CH- C+H+H, Cl4 C +Hy—CH" +H
H9 Hf +y — H+H* H10 Hy +H — Hp + H C15 C+H—-> CH+y C16 H"+CH— CH* +H
H11 H+e »H+H H12 Hi+y - H' +H +e Cl7 H+C->CH+e Cl8 H +C—-CH'+H
H13 H§+H2—?H§+H H15 H2+H+—>H§+H C19 FE+CH—)CH++H2 C20 H:;+C~>CH++HZ
H16 Ho+e > H+H H17 Hh+e >HtH+e Cc21 He¢ + CH— C* + H + He Cc22 Heé + CH — CH" + He
H18 Hy+y—H+e H19  Hy+H - H} +H, C23 C +H->CH'+y C24 C +CH-CH'+C
H20 Hi+e —Hy+H H21  H+H* > Hi+y C25 CH +H->C'+H; C26 CH +e —-C+H
Cc27 H+C - CH+e C28 H+ CH; - CH+ H;
C29 H+CH—-CH, +H C30 H"+CHy - CH' +H;
C3L  H+CHf - CH* +H, C32 H +CH-— CH; +H
C33 H +CH" —» CHj +H C34 H; +CH— CH; +H;
. . ) ) C35 He +CH, > C +He+H, C36 He +CHy — CH* +He+H
TableA.2. List of reactions for the deuterium chemistry. We take c37  H +CH, - CH; +H C38 C+CH; — CH+CH
the rates from Galli & Palla (1998), except for the recomtiora €39 H, +CHy — CH) + Hy C40  C+CH;—CH; +C
C4l CH +e —»CH+H C42 CH+e -C+H+H
and photoionization rates D1 and D2, which are the same as Hlca3 cH +e —c+H, C44  H +CHo— CHpte
and H2 (Abel et al. 1997). C45 H+C - CHy+e C46 H+C—->CHy+y
C47 H+C* > CH +y C48 C +e -C+y
- = C49 C+y—-Cr+e
Reaction Reaction
DI D' +e SoD+y D2 Diyo>D +¢
D3 D+H" - D*+H D4 D*+H - D+H*
D5 D+H—->HD+y D6 D+H; > H+HD
D7 HD* + H - H* + HD D8 D* +H; - HY + HD
D9 HD+H->H;+D D10 HD+H' - H,+D*
D11 HD+Hf — Ha + HD* D12 D+H' > HD*+y
D13 D'+H— HD*+y D14 HD'+y— H+D*
D15 HD"+y—->H'+D D16 HD"+e - H+D
D17  HD* +Hz - HD* +H D18 HD*+Hz—H{+D
D19 D+Hj — H,D* +H D20 HD*+e > H+H+D
D21 H,D* +e - Hy,+D D22 H,D*+e" - HD +H

D23  HD*+H; - Hi{+HD D24 H,D*+H->H{+D




P. Vonlanthen et al.: Chemistry of heavy elements in the Daybs

Table A.6. List of reactions for the nitrogen chemistry. We take
the rates from themist database, except for the photoionisation
N41 (Verner et al. 1996).

Reaction Reaction
N1 H +N* > N+H N2 C +N">N+C
N3 CH+ N* — N + CH" N4 H+NH — N+ H,
N5 Hy+ N—>NH+H N6 Hy + N — NH" +H
N7 Hy + N* - NH* + H N8 Hz + NH* — N + Hj
N9 He" + NH - N* + He+ H N10 H"+NH - NH* +H
N1l Hf + NH — NH* + H; N12 N +NH - NH* +N
N13 NH" +e > N+H N14 H +N—>NH+e
N15 CH+N—->NH+C N16 N+ CH; - NH + CH
N17  C+ NH* - N+ CH* N18 CH+NH" - CHj +N
N19 C+NH->N+CH N20 H+NH; - NH+H;
N21  H+NH— NH, + H N22 NH+NH— NHp +N
N23  H +NH - NH} + H N24  H,+ NH" — NH} +H
N25  Hi + NH - NH} + H, N26  He +NHy —» N¥ + He+ Hy
N27  He"+NHz - NH* +He+H N28  NH"+NH—NHj +N
N29  H" +NH, — NH} +H N30 Hj +NHz — NHj + H,
N31 N* +NHz = NH; + N N32 NH; +e" - N+H+H
N33 NH; +e" — NH +H N34 H + NH - NH; + e
N35 C+NHz - NH+CH N36  C+NHj — NH + CH*
N37  CH+ NHj — NH + CH} N38  CH+ NHj — NH; + CH*
N39 CH, + NH3 — NH; + CHj N40 N*+e - N+vy
N41 N+y->N'+e

Table A.7. List of reactions for the oxygen chemistry. We
consider the rates of themist database, except for reactions
061 and 062/ (Le Bourlot et gl. 1993), for recombination O58
(Péquignot et all 1991) and for photoionisation O59, whose
cross section is taken from_(Verner et al. 1996).

Reaction Reaction
o1 O+e -0 +vy 02 H+OfF - O+H"
03 H"+0—- 0" +H 04 H +0">0+H
05 O +y—>0+¢ 06 C+0"->0+C
o7 CH+ O* - O+ CH* o8 NH+ O" - O + NH*
09 H+O—>OH+y 010 H+O —»OH+e
011 H+OH->O+H+H 012 H+OH->O+H;
013 H +0-50OH+e 014 H +OH—- OH"+H
015 H+0->O0OH+H 016 H+OH->O+H;+H
017 H+0"—>OH"+H 018 H +0—-OH"+H
019 H +OH— OH" + H; 020 H +0—OH"+H;
021 O +OH-OH"+O 022 OH+e -0O+H
023 He +OH—-O"+He+H 024 C+OH-O+CH
025 C+OH"—- O+ CH' 026 CH+O—-OH+C
027 CH+ OH" — OH + CH" 028 OH+F—->HF+O
029 N+OH-O+NH 030 N +OH—- OH"+N
031 NH+O—->OH+N 032 NH +O0—- OH"+N
033 HO*+e - O0O+H+H 034 HO* +e - O+ H;
035 HO*+e - OH+H 036 O+ H,0O— OH+ OH
037 O +H;O0—- H,O"+0 038 H+0 ->HO+e
039 H+H,O->OH+H;+H 040 H+OH->HO+H
041 H, +OH' - H,O" +H 042 H +OH-— H,O" +H
043 H;+0—-HO"+H 044  Hj + OH— H0" + H;
045 H+H;0O— OH+H; 046 H+H,O->OH+H+H
047 H+OH->H,O+y 048 H +OH-H,O+e
049 Heé +H,O0—-OH+He+H" 050 He +H,O—- OH'+He+H
051 OH+OH->H,O+O0 052 OH +OH—- H,O" +0
053 OH + H,0 — H,O" + OH 054 HO+F—-HF+OH
055 C+ H;0" - OH + CH* 056 NH+OH-—>H,O+N
057 NH"+ OH—- H,O" + N 058 O +e »0+vy
059 O+y—->0O'+e 060 H +HO0—- HO'+H
061 OH +H->O"+H; 062 HO"+H - H"+H,0
063 Hg +H20—> HzOJr + Hz

Table A.8. List of reactions for the fluorine chemistry. We take
the rates discussed|in Puy et al. (2007).

Reaction

Reaction

FI F+HoHF+y P2
F3 F+e oF+y F4
F5 F+HoHF+e F6
F7 F+Hy>HF+H

FH+y—>F+H
F+y->F+e
HF+e - F +H
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