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ABSTRACT
The visibility of the Lyman-𝛼 (Ly𝛼) emission from reionization-epoch galaxies depends sen-
sitively on the extent of the intrinsic Ly𝛼 emission redwards of 1215.67 Å. The prominent red
peak resulting from resonant radiative transfer in the interstellar medium is often modelled as a
single Gaussian. We use the Azahar simulation suite of a massive-reionization epoch galaxy
to show that a significantly larger fraction of the Ly𝛼 emission extends to 400-800 km s−1,
and thus significantly further to the red than predicted by a Gaussian line profile. A cycle of
frequent galaxy mergers strongly modulates the Ly𝛼 luminosity, the red peak velocity and its
extended red wing emerging from the galaxy, which all also strongly vary with viewing angle.
The Ly𝛼 emission also depends sensitively on the implemented feedback, dust and star forma-
tion physics. Our simulations including cosmic rays reproduce the observed spectral properties
of reionization epoch Ly𝛼 emitters (LAEs) well if we assume that the Ly𝛼 emission is affected
by very little dust. The visibility of LAEs can be strongly underestimated if the extended red
wings of the intrinsic Ly𝛼 emission are not accounted for. We discuss implications for using
the visibility of LAEs to constrain the evolution of the volume-averaged neutral fraction during
reionization.
Key words: galaxies: star formation – ISM: clouds – ISM: kinematics and dynamics – ISM:
cosmic rays – magnetohydrodynamics: MHD – radiative transfer

1 INTRODUCTION

The Universe transits from neutral to ionized hydrogen during the
epoch of reionization (EoR; see e.g. Robertson (2022) for a recent
review). The reionization history of the intergalactic medium (IGM)
is also of crucial importance to galaxy formation and evolution.
The electron scattering optical depth measured against the cosmic
microwave background (CMB) (Planck Collaboration et al. 2016,
2020) tells us that the reionization process has already progressed
significantly at 𝑧 ∼ 7 while the Ly𝛼 forest in QSO absorption
spectra (Kulkarni et al. 2019; Keating et al. 2020; Bosman et al.
2022) suggests that reionization does not complete until 𝑧 ∼ 5.3.

The Ly𝛼 line is a very luminous emission line and has been
observed up to 𝑧 ∼ 13 (Ouchi et al. 2020; Witstok et al. 2024b).
Neutral atomic hydrogen (H i) has a rather large scattering cross
section at Ly𝛼 wavelengths and therefore the visibility of Ly𝛼 emit-
ters (LAEs) changes drastically during the transition from a neutral
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to an ionized IGM. Detections of LAEs are common at 𝑧 ∼ 6 (Stark
et al. 2011; De Barros et al. 2017), but decline at 𝑧 ≳ 7 (Stark et al.
2010; Treu et al. 2013; Hoag et al. 2019; Jung et al. 2020) due to
the Ly𝛼 damping wing of the intervening increasingly neutral IGM
(Umeda et al. 2024).

The advent of JWST has allowed a large population of high-𝑧
LAE to be observed, including the iconic GN-z11 (Bunker et al.
2023). Tang et al. (2023) and Saxena et al. (2024) found that high-
𝑧 (𝑧 ≳ 7) LAEs show lower escape fraction, 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼, and larger
Ly𝛼 velocity offsets than low-𝑧 samples, indicating increasingly
smaller sizes of the surrounding ionized bubbles. Tang et al. (2024b)
showed that high-𝑧 LAEs typically have Ly𝛼 velocity offsets of
about 230 km s−1, larger than those of 𝑧 ∼ 2−3 LAE, and reflecting
the effect of IGM attenuation. Chen et al. (2024) and Saxena et al.
(2023) on the other hand discovered high-𝑧 LAEs with near-unity
IGM transmission, as well as LAEs with 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼 ∼ 1. They also
report a faint LAE with an extremely high equivalent width within
an ionized bubble at 𝑧 = 7.3. Witstok et al. (2024a) discovered
three high-redshift (𝑧 ≳ 8) low-mass LAEs with low Ly𝛼 velocity
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offsets and varying levels of EWs. These galaxies show signatures of
recent, vigorous starbursts and are surrounded by ionized bubbles of
various inferred sizes (the one with the largest EW is located within
a bubble with an inferred size of ∼ 3 pMpc). The observational
evidence regarding the decline of the visibility of LAEs at high
redshift is thus complex.

Ly𝛼 emission escaping a galaxy will suffer attenuation by the
circumgalactic medium (CGM) as well as the IGM. Sadoun et al.
(2017) found that the CGM out to 10 𝑟vir can also strongly attenuate
the Ly𝛼 emission near the line centre. The effect of IGM attenuation
has been studied extensively with analytic models (Miralda-Escudé
1998; Dĳkstra et al. 2007; Inoue et al. 2014; Mason & Gronke 2020)
as well as semi-analytic models such as the Dragons model (Qin
et al. 2022) and Galform (Gurung-López et al. 2019, 2020). More
self-consistent studies use cosmological simulations to relate the
large-scale distribution of the neutral IGM and the corresponding
attenuation (Zheng et al. 2010; Laursen et al. 2011). Recently, more
realistic modelling of reionization and the IGM attenuation cali-
brated to Ly𝛼 forest data has become possible, such as that based
on the Sherwood simulation (Weinberger et al. 2018, 2019), the
Sherwood-Relic simulations (Keating et al. 2024a,b), as well as
the Sphinx (Garel et al. 2021), CoDaII (Gronke et al. 2021; Park
et al. 2021), and Thesan (Smith et al. 2022) simulations.

The visibility of LAEs is expected to trace the reionization
history of the Universe (Dĳkstra & Wyithe 2010), and Garel et al.
(2021) showed how IGM transmission can be the dominant driver
of the apparent redshift evolution of LAEs within a realistic cosmo-
logical radiative transfer simulation. High-𝑧 LAEs are thus used to
infer the evolution of the neutral fraction of the IGM (see Tang et al.
2024c; Jones et al. 2024a for recent studies based on JWST data).
Numerous recent works have built hybrid Bayesian frameworks to
connect observed high-𝑧 LAEs with predictions from numerical
simulations of the IGM, aiming to gain a quantitative description
for the neutral IGM surrounding the LAE population (Mason et al.
2018a). For example, Hayes & Scarlata (2023) proposed a Bayesian
framework to calculate the bubble size from observed Ly𝛼 spectra.

The attenuation by the IGM/CGM and thus the visibility of
LAEs during the epoch of reionization depends strongly on how far
the Ly𝛼 emission extends to the red after scattering by the ISM.
Mason & Gronke (2020) used the minimum observed Ly𝛼 velocity
shift to put a lower limit on the bubble size and an upper limit on
the neutral hydrogen fraction within ionized bubbles. Weinberger
et al. (2019) assumed Ly𝛼 velocity offsets of ∼ 250 km s−1 when
fitting the observed Ly𝛼 luminosity function (LF) at 𝑧 ∼ 7.

Both theoretical and observational studies have shown that
galaxy mergers trigger intense star formation and feedback. This
means galaxy mergers are a possible mechanism that boosts pro-
duction and escape of ionizing photons (Rauch et al. 2011), and thus
aid reionization (Cooke et al. 2010; Jiménez-Andrade et al. 2023;
Solimano et al. 2022; Jung et al. 2024). The observed examples
include Himiko (Ouchi et al. 2009) and CR7 (Sobral et al. 2015).
Qin et al. (2022) and Witten et al. (2024) found that bright high-𝑧
galaxies with a companion will have higher Ly𝛼 visibility.

The paper builds upon the methods and pipeline of Yuan et al.
(2024, hereafter Y24) and extends the analysis in Witten et al. (2024,
hereafter W24). Up to now, few theoretical works have focused on
Ly𝛼 emission from merging galaxies and its impact on inferring
IGM properties. In this paper, we aim to address the following
questions: (1) What is the impact of the merger sequence, LOS
statistics, and different simulated physics on the Ly𝛼 observables
from high-𝑧 LAE? (2) What are the connections between our sim-
ulated merger and the recently observed high-𝑧 LAE populations?

Simulation name RT SN Magnetic field CR

RT ✓ Fiducial - -
RTiMHD ✓ Fiducial Astrophysical -

RTnsCRiMHD ✓ Fiducial Astrophysical no streaming
RTCRiMHD ✓ Fiducial Astrophysical ✓

Table 1. Summary of Azahar simulation runs used in this paper.

(3) Are there any caveats to the common methods of LAE-based
inference of the IGM neutral fraction?

The structure of the paper is as follows: in Section 2 we de-
scribe the simulations and our post-processing technique. Next, we
explore the variations of the merger sequence due to different sim-
ulated physical processes and compare them to JWST observations
in Section 3. We discuss several caveats regarding our results in
Section 4 and give our conclusions in Section 5.

2 METHODS

In this section, we give an overview of the numerical simulations
and post-processing techniques that we use. We first describe the
Azahar simulation suite in Section 2.1. We summarize our Rascas
post-processing technique in Section 2.2. We describe our treatment
of IGM attenuation and JWST observational effect in Section 2.3.
We lastly define several diagnostic quantities frequently used in
observations in Section 2.4.

2.1 The Azahar simulation suite

In this work, we use cosmological zoom-in simulations from the
Azahar suite. The simulations have been performed with the
cosmological hydrodynamical radiative transfer code Ramses-rt
(Teyssier 2002; Rosdahl et al. 2013). Azahar simulates a massive
disc galaxy, with a halo mass of ∼ 2×1012 M⊙ at 𝑧 = 1. The size of
the zoom-in region is ∼ 8 cMpc across. Gas cells refine when their
enclosed mass is larger than 8 times the dark matter particle mass or
when their sizes are larger than 4 times the local Jeans length. The
highest resolution level in the simulation corresponds to a spatial
resolution of 20 pc. In the zoom-in region, dark matter particles
have a mass 𝑚DM = 4.5 × 105 M⊙ and the mass resolution of star
particles is 𝑚∗ ≈ 4 × 104 M⊙ .

The physical processes included in the simulations are similar
to those in its pathfinder simulation suite Pandora (Martin-Alvarez
et al. 2023) and we briefly summarize them here. Radiative cooling
includes the primordial and metal cooling of hot gas (≳ 104 K)
using tables from Cloudy (Ferland et al. 1998), as well as the metal
cooling of cold gas following Rosen & Bregman (1995). The sim-
ulations adopt a Schmidt law for star formation (Schmidt 1959),
¤𝜌star = 𝜖ff𝜌g/𝑡ff , where 𝜖ff is the star formation efficiency and is
calculated assuming the magneto-thermo-turbulent (MTT) star for-
mation model described in Kimm et al. (2017) and Martin-Alvarez
et al. (2020). The mechanical supernovae (SN) feedback prescrip-
tion (Kimm & Cen 2014; Kimm et al. 2015) attempts to recover
the correct terminal momentum of the snowplough phase of the su-
pernovae remnants (SNR) even when the Sedov-Taylor phase is not
resolved. The radiative transfer modelling follows the implementa-
tion in Ramses-rt (Rosdahl et al. 2013; Rosdahl & Teyssier 2015).
It accounts for photon injection, photo-ionization, photo-heating
and radiation pressure. The M1 closure scheme is used to solve the
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coupled radiation-hydrodynamical equations. Three frequency bins
corresponding to the ionization of H i, He i, and He ii are used.
Because of the explicit treatment of advection, a reduced speed
of light 0.01𝑐 is adopted to avoid the otherwise extremely small
time steps. The MHD solver uses the constrained transport scheme
(CT; Fromang et al. 2006; Teyssier et al. 2006), which satisfies the
divergence condition ∇ · ®𝐵 = 0 to numerical precision. For the mag-
netic seeding model, small-scale circular loops of the magnetic field
are injected by SNe with magnetic energy corresponding to 1 per
cent of the energy of SNe, 𝐸ini,mag = 0.01𝐸SN = 1049erg (Martin-
Alvarez et al. 2021), to reproduce the magnetisation of SN rem-
nants at small scales, and yielding realistic galactic magnetisations
(Martin-Alvarez et al. 2024). The cosmic ray (CR) module (Dubois
& Commerçon 2016; Dubois et al. 2019) models CR diffusion
and streaming and incorporates hadronic and Coulomb cosmic ray
cooling (Guo & Oh 2008). We adopt a constant diffusion coefficient
𝜅∥ = 3 × 1028cm2s−1, motivated by 𝛾-ray observations of cosmic
ray hadronic losses (Ackermann et al. 2012) and their Milky Way
isotropic coefficient (Trotta et al. 2011). Each SN injects a fraction
𝑓CR = 0.1 of its energy as CR energy, 𝐸CR = 𝑓CR𝐸SN = 1050erg
(Morlino & Caprioli 2012).

The Azahar suite contains a set of simulations with different
complexity of the physical processes included. The name of each
simulation specifies its included physical processes and configura-
tion. Radiative transfer is represented by “RT” and the magnetic
field configuration is represented by “iMHD”. The CR configura-
tions consist of a full physics run “CR” and a run with CR stream-
ing switched off, “nsCR”. Here, we focus on four simulation runs
RT, RTiMHD, RTnsCRiMHD, and RTCRiMHD from Azahar. A
summary of the four simulations is given in Table 1. RTCRiMHD
should be considered the most complete simulation in this study
(see Martin-Alvarez, in preparation, for more details).

We track the movement and merging events of the galaxies in
the simulations with an updated version of the tracker algorithm
originally described in W24 and Sanati et al. (2024), which we
briefly describe here. We identify three progenitor galaxies with
the Halomaker software (Tweed et al. 2009) and follow them
through time by tracking their innermost 500 stellar particles, or
0.4𝑀∗/𝑚∗ (with 𝑀∗ the mass of each galaxy at a given time),
whichever is lower. This algorithm determines their centres with
a shrinking-spheres algorithm (Power et al. 2003) applied to their
stellar component. For each galaxy, our tracker further determines
the physical properties of individual galaxies within their galactic
region, defined by the radius 𝑟gal < 0.2𝑟vir, where 𝑟vir is their virial
radius as measured by Halomaker. During the merging stages, we
separate in our measurements each merging galaxy by employing
𝑟 < min(𝑟gal, 0.45𝐷𝑖 𝑗 ), where 𝐷𝑖 𝑗 is the distance between the 𝑖 and
𝑗 progenitors, with a minimum distance of 1.5 kpc. We differentiate
between:

• an isolated phase, where all three galaxies are well separated,
• a merger phase, where some of the galaxies are merging with

others,
• and a disc phase, where all three galaxies have merged into one

single massive disc galaxy.

2.2 Ly𝛼 and LyC emission

In order to model the emission and propagation of Ly𝛼 photons,
we post-process our simulation using the publicly available, mas-
sively parallel, Monte Carlo radiative transfer code Rascas (Michel-
Dansac et al. 2020). Rascas first extracts from the simulations the

essential information about the radiation sources and the medium
where the radiation travels. Then it runs the radiative transfer sim-
ulations and generates observables.

We extract a sphere as the computational domain for Ly𝛼 radia-
tive transfer. The centre of the sphere is the merger centre (defined
as the non-weighted mean of the centres of the three galaxies) in the
isolated/merger phase and the centre of the merged galaxy in the disc
phase. The radius of the sphere 𝑅 is 2 max(𝑟𝑖) + 10 kpc for the iso-
lated/merger phase, where 𝑟𝑖 is the distance of the galaxy centre to
the merger centre, and it is 10 kpc in the disc phase. We model three
sources of Ly𝛼 emission - recombination and collisional excitation
from gas, as well as the stellar continuum near the Ly𝛼 wavelength.
Rascas uses a Monte-Carlo approach to sample photon packets
from the full photon distribution. In each gas cell, the PDF of the
gas-frame frequency of Ly𝛼 photon packets is a Gaussian with the
width set by the thermal broadening Δ𝑣D. Ly𝛼 photons change their
outgoing direction relative to the incoming direction according to
a phase function. The phase function depends on the frequency of
the photon in the scattering frame. Rascas adopts phase functions
as described in Hamilton (1940) and Dĳkstra & Loeb (2008) for
the core scattering of Ly𝛼 photons and adopts Rayleigh scattering
for Ly𝛼 photons in the line wings. To reduce unnecessary compu-
tational overhead in high H i opacity environments, Rascas adopts
a core-skipping algorithm (Smith et al. 2015) to shift the photons
to the line wing without local scattering in space. Rascas also in-
cludes the recoil effect and the transition due to deuterium with an
abundance of D/H = 3 × 10−5.

We adopt the ‘Small Magellanic Cloud’ (SMC) model for
the Ly𝛼 absorption by dust following Laursen et al. (2009). The
dust density is calculated as 𝑛dust = 𝑍

𝑍0
(𝑛H i + 𝑓ion 𝑛H ii), where

𝑓ion = 0.01 and 𝑍0 = 0.005. Dust can either absorb or scatter Ly𝛼
photons. The dust albedo, 𝑎dust = 0.32 (Li & Draine 2001), sets the
probability of Ly𝛼 scattering. The scattering angle is given by the
phase function of Henyey & Greenstein (1941) and the asymmetry
parameter is set to 𝑔 = 0.73 (Li & Draine 2001).

We generate synthetic position–position–velocity (PPV) data
cubes along arbitrary lines-of-sight (LOS) with the “peeling” algo-
rithm (Yusef-Zadeh et al. 1984; Wood & Reynolds 1999). We collect
photons within an aperture size 𝑙 equal to 𝑅 defined above. For the
fiducial RTCRiMHD simulation, we generate synthetic Ly𝛼 obser-
vations along 108 LOS for all snapshots from 𝑧 ∼ 9 → 6. For the
other simulations (RT, RTiMHD and RTnsCRiMHD), we generate
Ly𝛼 observables along 12 LOS because of the high computational
cost.

We self-consistently calculate the escape fraction of LyC pho-
ton along arbitrary directions with Rascas. Ionizing radiation is
absorbed by neutral hydrogen, singly ionized helium (Osterbrock &
Ferland 2006), neutral helium (Yan et al. 2001), and is attenuated
by dust (Weingartner & Draine 2001).

2.3 IGM attenuation modelling and synthetic observations

Due to the ionisation fronts quickly expanding beyond the zoom-
in sub-volume of the Azahar computational domain, we cannot
self-consistently model the reionization process on large scales and
the size of the ionized bubble surrounding our galaxies. For this
reason, we use predicted IGM damping curves from a large-scale
cosmological reionization simulation by Keating et al. (2024b). The
IGM damping wings have been extracted from simulations from the
Sherwood-Relics suite of simulations (Puchwein et al. 2023). We
choose the Sherwood-Relics simulation with a late reionization
history for illustrative purposes, but there is still considerable uncer-
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tainty in the reionization history as recently discussed in Asthana
et al. (2024b), Cain et al. (2024) and references therein. We then
use the reionization history of Keating et al. (2024b) to investigate
the effect of the shape and extent of the red wing on the IGM atten-
uation of reionization-epoch galaxies, but note that our results can
be easily adapted to other reionization histories.

Keating et al. (2024b) provide the median damping wings with
their associated uncertainties for objects located in massive haloes.
We assume that our galaxies reside in a similar environment as
those haloes1. The Ly𝛼 radiative transfer through both ISM/CGM
and IGM shows significant variations between different LOS. For
simplicity, we assume these two effects are independent, i.e. the
structures and morphologies of galaxies are uncorrelated with those
of the large-scale ionized bubbles. The IGM damping wings of Keat-
ing et al. (2024b) are shown in Appendix Section C in Figure C1.
In Appendix Section C we also describe in more detail our mod-
elling of instrumental effects. In the remainder of the paper, we
consider three levels of IGM transmission, the median transmission
and 1𝜎 lower (low transmission) and higher (high transmission).
We have convolved the Ly𝛼 spectra after intrinsic scattering by the
ISM/CGM with the damping wings corresponding to these three
levels of attenuation to obtain IGM-attenuated Ly𝛼 spectra.

We further note that the peculiar velocities of the galaxies
will cause a horizontal shift of the damping wing (see Figure 13
in Gurung-López et al. 2020). The peculiar velocities of the dark
matter haloes are accounted for in the predictions by Keating et al.
(2024b). We have checked that the peculiar velocities of the haloes
in our simulations are usually small ∼ 10 − 40 km s−1 and that this
will have a minor effect. For this reason, we neglect these additional
peculiar velocities.

2.4 Diagnostic quantities of the Ly𝛼 spectra

We perform the spectral fitting and analysis for Ly𝛼 spectra with
the pipeline described in section 2.2.3 of Y24. We then extract the
following diagnostic quantities of the Ly𝛼 spectra,

• 𝑣red, the velocity offset of the red peak,
• 𝜎red, the velocity width of the red peak,
• 𝐴 𝑓 , the asymmetry parameter of the red peak2,
• and EW, the rest-frame equivalent width.

We calculate the intrinsic scattered (by the ISM/CGM) Ly𝛼
emission3 as well as the observed Ly𝛼 emission (including IGM
attenuation for three transmission levels and line smoothing).

We also calculate Ly𝛼 quantities assuming Gaussian red peaks.
For this we first fit a Gaussian profile to the red peak of our intrinsic
scattered spectra. We then convolve the Gaussian fit with the IGM
damping curve and account for the line spread function (LSF) in the
same way as described in Section 2.3 and Section C. We then again
calculate the above Ly𝛼 quantities. Any quantity calculated in this
way will be denoted with a subscript Gauss

4.

1 In the Sherwood-Relic simulations, the mass range of the haloes at
𝑧 = 7.4 is about 5.4 × 1010 − 2.3 × 1011 M⊙/ℎ, similar to the mass of our
simulated haloes (c.f. Figure 3).
2 This quantity is defined in eq (33) of Kakiichi & Gronke (2021).
3 We note that the term ’intrinsic Ly𝛼 spectra’ in several papers (like Mason
et al. 2018a; Witstok et al. 2024c) has the same meaning as the term ’intrinsic
scattered Ly𝛼 spectra’ used in this paper.
4 Note that we investigate the results of several alternative definitions of
quantifies for which a Gaussian red peak has been assumed in Section 3.4.

3 RESULTS

In this section, we systematically investigate the effect of the differ-
ent physical processes. A prominent galaxy merger occurs at 𝑧 ≈ 7.3
in all the simulation runs and the runs feature similar evolution se-
quences, albeit with some differences, as discussed in Section 3.1.
We then move on to explore the properties of the Ly𝛼 spectra in
Section 3.2. Next, we compare our results with recent JWST ob-
servations in Section 3.3. Finally, in Section 3.4 we point out the
implications of our results on two LAE-based inference models of
the neutral fraction 𝑥H i.

3.1 The galaxy merger sequence

In this section, we investigate the evolution of galactic properties
and Ly𝛼/LyC observables from the galaxy merger phase to the
quasi-steady disc phase in the redshift range 𝑧 ∼ 9 → 65.

We show the time evolution of the intrinsic and intrinsic scat-
tered Ly𝛼 images for four simulations in Figure 1. The maps of the
intrinsic Ly𝛼 emission closely mirror the gas distribution. The maps
of the Ly𝛼 emission scattered by neutral hydrogen in the ISM and
the CGM on the other hand are much more diffuse. This reduces
the number of discernible components and makes the merger sig-
natures much less prominent. For example, in the RTnsCRiMHD
simulation at 𝑧 = 7.26, the number of identifiable components re-
duces from 6 to 2 between the maps of intrinsic and scattered Ly𝛼
emission. In the RT and RTiMHD simulations the merger signatures
are nearly lost as a result. In the two simulations including cosmic
rays the Ly𝛼 maps of the intrinsic emission are more concentric
and the signatures of the ongoing merger are reduced but remain
visible, although in most cases the number of identifiable objects
also reduces as discussed in W24.

In Figure 2, we show maps of the projected H i mass-weighted
radial velocity 𝑣𝑟 along the merger sequence6. Outflows powered by
merger-driven star formation show up in these maps as red regions.
As investigated in Rodríguez Montero et al. (2024) with a similar
physical configuration and solver to ours, and in Martin-Alvarez
et al. (in prep.), simulations including cosmic rays are much more
efficient in driving efficient outflows escaping the galaxy. As we
will discuss later, this has a major effect on the Ly𝛼 emission due
to the clearing of escape channels for Lyman continuum and Ly𝛼
radiation (Yuan et al. 2024). Also the more efficient galactic winds
lead to a very different dust distribution and much less absorption
of the Ly𝛼 emission by dust. Most but not all recent star formation
is shielded by high columns of neutral hydrogen. Note also that
during the pre-merger phase, the surrounding CGM densities of
the triple galaxy system in RTnsCRiMHD and RTCRiMHD are
much lower than those of RT and RTiMHD. During the merger
phase, we see much stronger and more continuous outflows in many
directions out to much larger radii in the two simulations with
cosmic rays, compared to the more gentle galactic winds in the
RT and RTiMHD simulations. The stronger feedback also leads to
a more spread-out spatial distribution of young stars and creates
lower-density channels. Furthermore, the metals (and thus dust)
are carried out to much larger radii by the outflows in the two
simulations including cosmic rays, while the metals are significantly

5 Interested readers may also refer to Appendix Section B for additional
figures and analysis.
6 The velocity has been subtracted by the mass-weighted mean velocity of
the merger system.
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Figure 1. Ly𝛼 images across the merger sequences. From top to bottom, the four sets (two rows for each set) show the maps for the different simulations. In
each set, the first row shows the intrinsic Ly𝛼 emission and the second shows the intrinsic scattered Ly𝛼 emission. The units of the surface brightness SB are
erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2. The resonant scattering of the ISM/CGM makes Ly𝛼 images much more diffuse and the merger signatures much less prominent.
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Figure 2. Projected maps of the H i-mass weighted radial velocity 𝑣𝑟 across the merger sequence. Different rows show the results of different simulation runs.
The yellow (red) contours represent column densities of 𝑁H i = 3× 1020 cm−2 (1022 cm−2). The black dots represent young star particles with age 𝑡∗ < 30 Myr.
Most but not all young stars are shielded by high H i column densities.

more spatially concentrated in the RT and RTiMHD simulations (see
also Figure B2 in the Appendix Section B).

In Figure 3 we show the time evolution of several physical
properties of the triple galaxy system for all simulation runs7. In
both the RT and RTiMHD simulations the star formation history
(SFH) is relatively smooth at a level of ∼ 10 M⊙ yr−1, whereas
the RTnsCRiMHD and RTCRiMHD simulations have more bursty
SFHs before 𝑧 ∼ 7 and star formation becomes more steady after
the last merger event at 𝑧 ∼ 7 (Dome et al. 2024). The average star
formation rates (SFRs) in the simulations including cosmic rays
are significantly lower reflecting the more effective feedback due
to stronger galactic winds. Both the RT and RTiMHD simulations
have a smooth angular distribution of 𝐴𝑉 with rather large values
of 𝐴𝑉 ∼ 3, reflecting the larger metallicity and the rather compact
distribution of the dust due to the rather inefficient galactic winds.
In the simulations including cosmic rays the angular distribution
of 𝐴𝑉 is highly anisotropic and varies rapidly with time along the
merger sequence with low values varying from 0.1 to 1, compara-

7 In the merger phase, the calculations of 𝑣vir, 𝑀∗, and 𝑀DM are for the
main halo hosting all three galaxies.

ble to those of observed LAEs (Simmonds et al. 2023; Tang et al.
2023; Witstok et al. 2024a). The virial velocity 𝑣vir of the halo
hosting the galaxy mergers increases monotonically in all the sim-
ulations. The stellar mass steadily grows in all simulation runs and
increases from 109M⊙ to 5 × 109M⊙ (2 × 108M⊙ to 2 × 109M⊙)
in the RT/RTiMHD (RTnsCRiMHD/RTCRiMHD) simulation. The
inclusion of magnetic fields appears to have some minor effect on
the SFR and stellar mass, although this remains secondary and pre-
dominantly affects other galactic properties (e.g., Martin-Alvarez
et al. 2020; Rodríguez Montero et al. 2024; Robinson & Wadsley
2024). The dark matter (DM) mass of the halo hosting the merger is
pretty much constant with a modest steady increase with time, and
the host halo of the final post-merger disc galaxy has a mass around
2 × 1011M⊙ in all simulations.

We show the time evolution of the properties of the Ly𝛼 and
LyC emission in Figure 4. The Ly𝛼 and LyC observables show large
LOS variations (Barnes et al. 2011), so we show the median and the
range for all LOSs. The time evolution of the intrinsic Ly𝛼 lumi-
nosity, 𝐿Ly𝛼, closely follows that of the SFR. The evolution of the
luminosity of the intrinsic scattered Ly𝛼 emission is similar to that
of the intrinsic Ly𝛼 emission because of the less episodic evolution
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Figure 3. Time evolution of star formation rate averaged over 10 Myr (SFR10), 𝐴𝑉 , 𝑣vir, 𝑀∗, 𝑀DM. Different colours represent different simulation runs. In
the 𝐴𝑉 panel, the shaded region represents 1𝜎 scatter when evaluated along different LOS.

of 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼. However, we see that the RT and RTiMHD simulations
have significantly lower intrinsic scattered 𝐿Ly𝛼 due to their much
lower 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼 because of the high 𝐴𝑉 in these two simulations.
The evolution of EW and width of the red peak 𝜎red are episodic
for all simulation runs, with EW (𝜎red) varying from 30 − 150 Å
(50 − 150 km s−1). The 𝑣red evolution of the RT and RTiMHD
simulations is generally more episodic and reaches high values of
∼ 250 km s−1, while those of the simulations including cosmic rays
are relatively constant over the merger sequence and have lower val-
ues of ∼ 150 km s−1. We further show the ratio of 𝑣red to the virial
velocity 𝑣vir and see that its evolution has a similar trend as that of
𝑣red, with typical values of ∼ 4 for the RT and RTiMHD simula-
tions and∼ 2 for the two simulations including cosmic rays. The Ly𝛼
spectra in the RT/RTiMHD (RTnsCRiMHD/RTCRiMHD) simula-
tions have an asymmetry factor of 𝐴 𝑓 ∼ 2(3). The asymmetry is
due to Ly𝛼 photons escaping both by resonant scattering to the line
wing and through the low-density channels (Kakiichi & Gronke
2021; Kimm et al. 2022). The RT/RTiMHD simulations show a
higher level of symmetry because there are fewer low-density chan-
nels and Ly𝛼 photons mainly escape by scattering to the line wing.
The RT/RTiMHD simulations have very low 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼 and 𝑓esc,LyC
because of their high dust contents (described below) while the

simulation runs including cosmic rays have 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼 and 𝑓esc,LyC
varying around ∼ 0.2 and ∼ 0.1. For the two CR runs, 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼 is
well synchronized with the EW. This illustrates the important effect
that cosmic rays may have in modulating the reionization process,
and confirms that the role of magnetic fields remains secondary for
the escape of ionizing radiation, except when extreme magnetisa-
tions are considered (Katz et al. 2019, 2021).

3.2 Unattenuated intrinsic scattered Ly𝛼 spectra

We plot the unattenuated intrinsic scattered Ly𝛼 spectra in the top
row of Figure 5. To investigate the symmetry of the red peak, we fit
single Gaussians to the red peaks of the spectra and show the corre-
sponding results as dashed curves. We see that in all simulation runs
the red peaks are asymmetric and deviate from a Gaussian in both
centre and line wing and the tails of the red peaks extend to high
velocities. This effect is more evident in the simulations including
cosmic rays, consistent with their higher values of the asymmetry
factor 𝐴 𝑓 (see Figure 4). In order to see the contribution from the
non-Gaussian tail more clearly, we compare the cumulative distri-
bution function (CDF) of the red peak to the damping wing curves
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Figure 4. Time evolution of 𝐿Ly𝛼, EW, 𝑣red, 𝑣red/𝑣vir, 𝜎red, 𝐴 𝑓 , 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼, and 𝑓esc,LyC. Different colours represent different simulation runs. In the 𝐿Ly𝛼
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at 𝑧 = 6, 7, 8 in the bottom row of Figure 5. We see that the neutral
hydrogen in the IGM allows a high transmission fraction beyond
∼ 400 km s−1. In our fiducial RTCRiMHD simulation, the tails be-
yond 400 km s−1 contribute ∼ 20% of the emission in the red peak,
while if we use Gaussian fits they only contribute ∼ 5%. Hence we
conclude that modelling the red peak of the intrinsic scattered spec-
trum as a Gaussian will significantly underestimate the transmission

of Ly𝛼 at high redshift when the IGM is still significantly neutral8.
As we will discuss below, this becomes even more important if the

8 Although not investigated in this paper, we should note that the assumption
of Gaussian profiles also has a strong impact on the Ly𝛼 luminosity function
(LF) of the high-𝑧 LAE population (Garel et al. 2021).
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Figure 5. Top row: normalized simulated intrinsic scattered Ly𝛼 spectra, where 𝐼0 is the normalization constant. Bottom row: cumulative distribution function
(CDF) of the flux in the red peak of the Ly𝛼 spectra shown above. From left to right we show the results of different simulation runs. The solid coloured curves
show the angle-averaged spectra at different redshifts while the solid black lines show both angle- and time-averaged spectra. Redder colour represent higher
redshifts (as shown by the colourbar). The dashed curves show single Gaussian fits to the red peaks. In the bottom row, we also overplot the median damping
wing curve at 𝑧 = 6, 7, 8 as dashed, solid and dotted blue lines, respectively. The shaded regions show the 1𝜎 uncertainties associated with the 𝑧 = 7 IGM
damping wings. In all simulation runs, the tails of the red peaks extend to higher velocities than predicted by the Gaussian fits.

rather uncertain amount of dust in the simulation is reduced (Xu
et al. 2023).

We next investigate the impact of dust on the shape of the
Ly𝛼 spectra in our fiducial RTCRiMHD simulation and show the
results in Figure 6. From the intrinsic scattered spectra shown in
the top row, we see that as the dust content decreases, the Ly𝛼
emission becomes more luminous (𝐼0 increases). Note that due
to the resonant scattering of Ly𝛼 this effect is highly non-linear.
In addition, the spectra also become much more asymmetric with
much more extended red wings9. The Ly𝛼 spectra extend to much
larger velocities, as can be seen more clearly from the CDF shown
in the bottom row, where we find that the tails beyond 400 km s−1

contribute ∼ 20%, 30%, 50% for the “fiducial”, “dust/10”, and
“no dust” cases, respectively. The physical effects behind this are
two-fold. The first effect is that as the dust content decreases, Ly𝛼
photons are less likely to be absorbed, undergo many more resonant
scattering events, and diffuse in velocity space. The second effect is
that they reach larger radii where strong inflows/outflows co-exist,
and get scattered by this large-velocity gas.

We next investigate the variations due to different LOSs. For
this, we show the angular distribution of various gas and Ly𝛼 pa-
rameters across the merger sequence of the RTCRiMHD simulation
that we consider the most realistic in Figure 7. Both Ly𝛼 and LyC
photons escape through low-density channels visible in the 𝑁H i
panels. 𝐴𝑉 shows a smoother angular distribution compared to
𝑁H i, indicating that metals are spread out efficiently by outflows.
In the disc phase at 𝑧 ∼ 6.2, 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼 and 𝑓esc,LyC show a bipolar

9 We note here that we cannot easily quantify the increased levels of asym-
metries by comparing the CDF of simulated Ly𝛼 red peaks and single
Gaussian fits. This is because for the cases of “dust/10” and “no dust”, the
Ly𝛼 profiles are highly asymmetric and single Gaussian profiles generally
give a bad fit.

angular distribution in the simulations including cosmic ray-driven
outflows, suggesting both Ly𝛼 and LyC preferentially escape in a di-
rection perpendicular to the disc galaxy and along the rotation axis,
consistent with the findings of Costa et al. (2022). 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼 thereby
has a positive correlation with EW and a negative correlation with
𝑣red. 𝜎red does not show any clear correlation with other quantities.

We show the EW distribution of the intrinsic scattered Ly𝛼
emission for the simulations with different physics implementa-
tions at 𝑧 = (6.6, 7.3, 8.5) in the top row of Figure 8. The differ-
ent simulations give rather similar distributions centred around ∼
50 Å, except that the simulations including cosmic rays extend to
somewhat larger EWs at the highest redshift we consider, 𝑧 ∼ 8.5.
The EWs appear somewhat smaller and the distribution appears to
be narrower than the distribution proposed by Dĳkstra & Wyithe
(2012) and Weinberger et al. (2019) for the intrinsic scattered emis-
sion. We investigate the impact of dust for our fiducial RTCRiMHD
in the bottom row of Figure 8. Removing all the dust content makes
the distributions broader and extend to larger EWs. Dust thus plays
as expected an important role in regulating the EW also at those
redshifts. Interestingly, there is a good agreement with the distribu-
tion of Weinberger et al. (2019) when we assume that there is no
dust. We lastly caution that more top-heavy IMF and burstier SF
would shift the intrinsic scattered EWs to larger values (Charlot &
Fall 1993; Garel et al. 2015).

3.3 Comparing to observations of high-𝑧 LAEs

In this section, we compare the properties of our simulated LAE to
the observations of high-𝑧 LAE populations.

We compare EWobs of the observed Ly𝛼 emission with the EW
of the intrinsic scattered Ly𝛼 emission in the left panel of Figure 9.
As expected, EWobs is systematically lower than EW due to the
IGM attenuation. There is a larger spread of EWobs at low IGM
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Figure 6. Same as Figure 5, but from left to right we show the results for the RTCRiMHD simulation with three levels of dust contents: fiducial, dust content
reduced by a factor of 10 (dust/10), and removing all dust (no dust). With decreasing dust content the profiles extend significantly further to the red.

transmission, as only the red tails of the Ly𝛼 spectra are transmitted.
We compare EWobs versus EW, but both are now calculated with
the Gaussian fits, in the middle panel. We see similar trends as
before, but the reduction of the EW is more severe at low IGM
transmission. We finally compare EWGauss versus EW. We see that
EWGauss is always lower than the full EW, as the Gaussian fits do
not have the extended line wings. The extent of the underestimation
again increases with decreasing IGM transmission levels.

In the left panel of Figure 10 we plot the velocity of the red
peak 𝑣red versus EW. The different IGM transmission levels are
driving an anticorrelation between these two quantities, as observed
in Saxena et al. (2023) and Tang et al. (2024a). The physical reason
is simple. With higher IGM transmission, the observable flux in
the IGM-attenuated Ly𝛼 spectra extends further to the blue. In the
middle panel we plot 𝑣red versus EW with both quantities calculated
from Gaussian fits. The trend of an anti-correlation is preserved, but
there is a larger amount of scatter. In the right panel, we compare
𝑣red calculated with Gaussian fits versus the true values. We see that
these two quantities are similar for the intrinsic scattered emission
without IGM attenuation and the case of high IGM transmission.
However, at low IGM transmission, 𝑣red,Gauss is much lower than
𝑣red, as the unattenuated tails of the spectra extend to much lower
velocities for the Gaussian case. Interestingly, we see that all four
simulation runs have similar median relations, showing that this
relation is robust against including different physical processes.

As we have already discussed in Section 3.2, the amount of dust
has a large effect on the Ly𝛼 spectra. For this reason we investigate
the impact of different dust contents on the 𝑣red - EW relation in
Figure 11. We see that as the dust content decreases, the simulated
data moves in the direction towards the upper right. Interestingly,
our simulated data reach a good agreement with observations when
all the dust is removed. We should note however again that our
simulated results are just from one single galaxy merger, while
the observation are from a sample of galaxies. Nevertheless, we
can infer that the impact of dust content might even be larger than
the effects of time evolution, LOS variations, and IGM transmission

levels. This indicates that constraining dust evolution at early epochs
is of crucial importance for interpreting the observations of high-𝑧
LAEs.

In Figure 12, we plot the Ly𝛼 escape fraction 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼 ver-
sus 𝑣red, EW and 𝐿Ly𝛼. We also plot the observational data from
Jones et al. (2024a) as black crosses. The simulations reproduce
the negative correlation between 𝑣red and 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼 (Saxena et al.
2024), as well as the positive EW - 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼 correlation (Saxena
et al. 2024; Tang et al. 2024a). Consistent with our findings earlier,
the IGM transmission levels from patchy reionization are the main
driver of these correlations in the simulated spectra. We also find
a positive correlation between 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼 and 𝐿Ly𝛼. Comparing the
median relations for different simulated physical processes, we find
that the trend is maintained for all simulation runs, however, the
RT/RTiMHD simulations have lower 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼 by ∼ 1 dex compared
to the two simulations including cosmic rays. The lower dust con-
tent results in higher 𝑣red, EW, 𝐿Ly𝛼, and 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼, hence shifting
all three of the 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼 − 𝑣red, 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼-EW and 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼 − 𝐿Ly𝛼
relations towards the upper right direction. We see a better agree-
ment with the observational data when the dust content is reduced
by a factor of 10, which increases 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼 by a factor of 310. If
we remove the dust alltogether, the escape fractions significantly
increase further and overshoot the observational data11. We again
caution that the predicted EWs also depend sensitively on the as-

10 Note that due to the resonant nature of Ly𝛼 scattering we get this increase
of the escape fraction despite the already rather low values of 𝐴𝑉 of 0.1-0.5
with our fiducial dust content in the RTCRiMHD simulation.
11 For the no dust case of the RTCRiMHD simulation, we had seen that the
distribution of intrinsic scattered EW agrees with that of Dĳkstra & Wyithe
(2012) and Weinberger et al. (2019). The unattenuated EW distribution
observed at low redshift appears thus to predict systematically lower EW
values than observed by Jones et al. (2024a) at high redshift suggesting that
the unattenuated EW distribution of the Jones et al. (2024a) LAE sample is
quite different from the unattenuated EW distribution proposed by Dĳkstra
& Wyithe (2012) due to different selection effects.
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Figure 8. EW distribution of the intrinsic scattered Ly𝛼 emission at 𝑧 = 6.6, 7.3, 8.5 (from left to right). The top row shows the effect of different simulated
physics represented by lines of different colours. The bottom row shows the effect of different dust contents for the RTCRiMHD simulation. We also overplot
the intrinsic scattered EW distribution from Weinberger et al. (2019) (based on the EW distribution originally proposed by Dĳkstra & Wyithe 2012).

10−1 100 101 102

EW [Å]
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sumptions of the IMF and other details of the stellar population
synthesis modelling.

3.4 High-𝑧 LAEs as a probe of neutral fraction of the IGM

The EW PDF of high 𝑧 LAE has been established as an important
probe of the neutral hydrogen fraction of the IGM (Stark et al.
2011; Kakiichi et al. 2016; Mason et al. 2018a, 2019; Hoag et al.
2019; Weinberger et al. 2019; Whitler et al. 2020; Gangolli et al.
2021; Bolan et al. 2022; Bruton et al. 2023a,b; Morishita et al.
2023; Nakane et al. 2024; Tang et al. 2024c; Jones et al. 2024a,b).

However, these works usually make several simplifying assumptions
about the intrinsic scattered Ly𝛼 spectra.

The spectrum of the intrinsic scattered Ly𝛼 emission is nor-
mally approximated as a simple Gaussian with peak at 𝑣red and
width 𝜎red. Different works have made different assumptions about
the parameters 𝑣red and 𝜎red, and we list some of them in Table 2.
In Figure 13, we test the assumptions of Weinberger et al. (2019)
and Mason et al. (2018a). We see that both of these two Gaussian
models underpredict EW and 𝑣red, especially at low IGM transmis-
sion levels. This is because our simulated LAEs have asymmetric
red peaks with 𝐴 𝑓 ∼ 2.5. These asymmetric profiles have much
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Figure 10. Left panel: 𝑣red versus EW. Middle panel: 𝑣red versus EW, but both quantities are calculated with the assumption of a Gaussian profile. Right panel:
𝑣red,Gauss versus 𝑣red for the RTCRiMHD simulation. Different colours represent different IGM transmission levels. Higher opacities of markers represent
higher redshift. In the left panel, the black lines of different line styles represent the median relations for different simulation runs. In the left panel we also
overplot the literature data of observed 𝑧 ∼ 5 − 6 LAEs as black crosses (Tang et al. 2024a) (with representative error bar on the top right corner), and 𝑧 > 6
galaxies as purple crosses (Maiolino et al. 2015; Stark et al. 2015, 2017; Willott et al. 2015; Inoue et al. 2016; Pentericci et al. 2016; Bradač et al. 2017; Laporte
et al. 2017; Mainali et al. 2017; Hashimoto et al. 2019; Hutchison et al. 2019; Endsley et al. 2022; Bunker et al. 2023; Saxena et al. 2024). The 𝑣red of the
simulated spectra show a strong anti-correlation with the EWs due to the effect of the IGM attenuation.
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dust/10

low IGM trans

med IGM trans

high IGM trans

intrinsic scat

10−1 100 101 102

EW [Å]
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Literature red peak shape 𝑣red 𝜎red

Kakiichi et al. (2016) Gaussian 600 km s−1 20.4ℎ1/3 ( 𝑀ℎ

108M⊙
)1/3 ( 1+𝑧

7.6 )1/2kms−1

Mason et al. (2018a) Gaussian empirical relation between 𝑣red and halo mass 𝑣red
Weinberger et al. (2019) Gaussian 1.5, 1.8𝑣circ 88 km s−1

Gangolli et al. (2021) Gaussian 𝛽𝑣circ 𝑣virc/2.355
Bruton et al. (2023b) Gaussian −3156+882

−895 + 80+21
−21 log10

(
𝐿Ly𝛼

)
𝑣red

Table 2. Summary of assumptions used for the inference of the IGM neutral fraction 𝑥H i for several observational works. We note that Mason et al. (2018b),
Hoag et al. (2019), Whitler et al. (2020), Bolan et al. (2022) and Morishita et al. (2023) also use the Mason et al. (2018a) model.

broader red wings extending to high velocities of ∼ 400 km s−1

and beyond. Even with a relatively low value of 𝑣red and 𝜎red the
emission in the red wing is then still able to pass through the IGM
and be visible to us. This effect is particularly relevant at low IGM
transmissions, with the wavelength range with zero transmission
extending to velocities of ∼ 400 km s−1. For this reason, we rec-
ommend assuming asymmetric Gaussian profiles for the red peaks
(like the profile in Shibuya et al. 2014) or adopting more physi-

cally motivated simulated Ly𝛼 spectra such as those presented here
and in Garel et al. (2024) or better templates from observations at
lower redshift with sufficient S/N to characterise the spectral shape
including the extended red wings of the unattenuated Ly𝛼 emission.
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Figure 12. From left to right, we show 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼 versus 𝑣red, EW and 𝐿Ly𝛼. From top to bottom, we show the results for the fiducial dust model, with dust content
decreased by a factor of 10, and with no dust content. The coloured data points are from the RTCRiMHD simulation. Different colours represent different IGM
transmission levels. Higher opacities of markers represent higher redshift. In the top rows, the black lines of different line styles represent the median relations
for different simulation runs. We also overplot the observational data from Jones et al. (2024a) as black crosses (in the left column, a representative errorbar is
shown on the bottom left, while in the middle and right columns it is shown on the bottom right) as well as the observational data of the recently discovered
LAE JADES-GS-z13-1-LA at 𝑧 ∼ 13 (Witstok et al. 2024b) as purple star (error bar not shown). Note that the agreement of simulated and observed spectra
improves if the assumed dust content is reduced. Note further that the 𝑣red of the 𝑧 ∼ 13 LAE has a large uncertainty of ∼ 300 km s−1, thus our simulated data
falls near the lower edge of the error bar of this object.

4 CAVEATS

4.1 Double-peaked and anomalously bright high-z LAEs

There is a number of rather puzzling high-𝑧 LAEs that our simula-
tions cannot explain.

Surprisingly, a number of double-peaked Ly𝛼 spectra have
been observed, such as COLA1 (Hu et al. 2016; Matthee et al.
2018; Torralba-Torregrosa et al. 2024), NEPLA4 (Songaila et al.
2018), A370p_z1 (Meyer et al. 2021) and CDFS-1 (Moya-Sierralta
et al. 2024). Such profiles had been thought to be highly unlikely at
high 𝑧 and are hard to reproduce in simulations. Indeed, our sim-
ulation does not predict any observed double-peaked Ly𝛼 spectra
(c.f. Figure C2 in Appendix Section C). Observation of prominent
blue peaks may imply that reionization is driven (partially) by more

luminous sources (such as faint AGN, see Asthana et al. (2024a)
for a recent discussion), producing ionised bubbles with very low
residual neutral fraction in their vicinities aiding the transmission
of the blue peaks.

Recently, Witstok et al. (2024b) discovered a very strong LAE
JADES-GS-z13-1-LA at an extremely high redshift of 𝑧 ∼ 13.
This LAE has a surprising large observed value EW= 43+15

−11Å and
inferred intrinsic scattered value EW= 686+461

−249Å 12, significantly
larger than the typical values of our simulated LAEs (c.f. Figure 4).

12 As the systemic redshift of this object is unknown, this value is very
sensitive to the assumptions of the intrinsic scattered line profile. For the
details of the modelling see Witstok et al. (2024b).
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Figure 13. Testing assumptions of intrinsic scattered Gaussian red peaks
used in observational work. We compare EW calculated with Gaussian
models EWGauss to the actual EW in the top row, and compare 𝑣red,Gauss to
𝑣red in the bottom row. The left column shows the results for the Weinberger
et al. (2019) Gaussian model and the right column is for Mason et al. (2018a).
We note that for the model of Mason et al. (2018a) we see very few data
points of the “low IGM transmission” group as either the EWGauss are too
small or the Ly𝛼 spectra are severely attenuated.

Due to the high observed EW, its red wing likely has a large velocity
offset, estimated to be 𝑣red ∼ 700±300 km s−1, extending further to
the red than the most extreme spectra in the RTCRiMHD simulation
even without dust (c.f. Figure 12), but note the rather large error of
the observed 𝑣red. Modelling the Ly𝛼 emission of such strong LAEs
at this early redshift is clearly a theoretical challenge and we leave
this for future work.

4.2 Other caveats

In this section, we first discuss the caveats associated with our
physical model of galaxy formation and then of our treatment of the
synthetic observations.

The Azahar simulation suite builds on the pathfinder Pan-
dora project and includes the same physical processes. A number
of caveats regarding the thermodynamics and feedback implemen-
tations have already been discussed in Y24 and Martin-Alvarez
et al. (2023). Here, we further detail potential caveats regarding our
galaxy formation and feedback model.

Azahar adopts a standard IMF, while several recent stud-
ies find evidence of a top-heavy IMF at high redshift. Sharda &
Krumholz (2022) have shown that low metallicities of 𝑍 ∼ 10−6 Z⊙
at high redshift can lead to a top-heavy IMF with a characteristic
mass of ∼ 50M⊙ while Sharda et al. (2023) have illustrated that
deviations of carbon and oxygen abundances from solar scalings at
low metallicity increase the characteristic mass of the IMF. Cameron
et al. (2024) and Katz et al. (2024) have proposed that the strong
Balmer jump and the two-photon continuum from nebular emission
are possible indicators of a top-heavy IMF at high 𝑧.

Recently, there have been several notable theoretical efforts in
the modelling of galactic outflows. An important frontier are multi-
phase outflows. Rey et al. (2024) have pointed out that resolving the
cooling length of the outflows significantly increases their mass and
energy loading factor. Yuan et al. (2023), Fielding & Bryan (2022)
and Tan & Fielding (2024) have discussed why the evolution of cool
clouds in outflows is crucial for the study of its multiphase nature.
Other advances include the inclusion of Ly𝛼 radiation pressure.
Kimm et al. (2018), Tomaselli & Ferrara (2021) and Nebrin et al.
(2024) have suggested that Ly𝛼 radiation pressure exerted by lumi-
nous object can dominate over direct radiation pressure, especially
at cosmic dawn. Other important advances have been made in the
theoretical modelling of CR. Armillotta et al. (2021, 2022, 2024)
have shown that physically modelled CR diffusion coefficients can
vary up to 4 orders of magnitude depending on the local ISM condi-
tions. Sampson et al. (2023) have argued that CR diffusion on ISM
scales shows super-diffusion behaviour, effectively giving different
“classical” diffusion coefficients at different spatial scales. Several
works also begin to incorporate spectrally resolved CR (Girichidis
et al. 2020, 2022; Hopkins 2023).

This first iteration of the Azahar simulations does not include
AGN feedback, which may play a role in shaping the largest galaxies
at high redshifts (Kumari et al. 2024; Hegde et al. 2024; Bennett
et al. 2024; Juodžbalis et al. 2024). There is also now more evidence
of some Ly𝛼 emission driven by QSOs (Farina et al. 2019) and
AGN-driven jets (Wang et al. 2023), which we will address with
the second generation of Azahar models, including supermassive
black holes.

We lastly discuss the impact of dust physics as the dust atten-
uation could have a comparable effect to the IGM attenuation (Xu
et al. 2023). Several works have suggested variation of dust attenua-
tion curves at high 𝑧 (Shen et al. 2020; Mushtaq et al. 2023; Kumari
et al. 2024; Sanders et al. 2024). Dust scaling relations are still very
unconstrained both in observations and theory. Several works have
shown that the dust content is not a linear function of metallicity
as we assumed in this work (Rémy-Ruyer et al. 2014; McKinnon
et al. 2017). Furthermore, Nelson et al. (2018); Qiu et al. (2019);
Vogelsberger et al. (2020); Cullen et al. (2023); Caputi et al. (2024)
and others have suggested that the dust content decreases at high
𝑧. As we have seen earlier, Ly𝛼 emission is very sensitive to dust
even at low 𝐴𝑉 , due to the resonant scattering. In future, we plan
to extend the Azahar simulation suite with simulations employing
the self-consistent and physically motivated dust model of Dubois
et al. (2024), to further explore this problem.

We also emphasize that our modelling of the synthetic obser-
vations is still quite simplistic. For example, due to the finite size of
the aperture and the surface brightness detection limit, the instru-
ments will not capture the diffuse Ly𝛼 emission in the outskirts of
galaxies. Bhagwat et al. (2024) have suggested that that the spatial
offset between UV and Ly𝛼 may cause slit-losses of ≈ 65% and that
misplaced slits can result in significantly underestimated Ly𝛼 EWs
and escape fractions.

5 CONCLUSIONS

In this work we leverage a new suite of cosmological radiative trans-
fer simulations to investigate the spatial and spectral distribution of
Ly𝛼 emission along the merger sequence of a massive disc galaxy
progenitor to study the visibility of reionization-epoch LAEs. The
employed models are a subset of simulations from the state-of-the-
art Azahar suite that self-consistently model the frequent mergers
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of disc progenitors at high 𝑧 with a range of different physical pro-
cesses included. We have post-processed our simulations with the
Monte-Carlo radiative transfer code Rascas and convolved the out-
put spectra with published IGM damping wing curves extracted
from the Sherwood-Relic reionization simulation suite. We have
further convolved the spectra with the JWST LSF to obtain realis-
tic synthetic LAE spectra. We have compared our results with the
JADES and other high-𝑧 observations of LAEs and have tested sev-
eral assumptions made when inferring the neutral fraction of IGM
𝑥H i from the visibility of reionization-epoch LAEs. We summarize
our main findings below.

• Galaxy merger sequence: Galaxy merger and feedback cycles
drive the evolution of SFR, dust enrichment, and galaxy morphol-
ogy. These then strongly modulate the intrinsic scattered Ly𝛼 and
LyC observables, all with large variations between different LOS
(Barnes & Haehnelt 2010). Different simulated physics also have a
large impact on the spatial distribution and spectral properties of the
Ly𝛼 emission during the merger sequence. The simulations includ-
ing cosmic rays show more bursty star formation histories, lower
dust content, lower 𝑣red and higher escape of Ly𝛼/LyC photons.

• Red peak of Ly𝛼 spectra: All of our simulated LAEs’ intrinsic
scattered spectra show strongly asymmetric red peaks which can
extend beyond 400 km s−1. These extended red wings aid trans-
mission through the IGM leading to significantly larger Ly𝛼 EWs
compared to Gaussian line profiles.

• Comparison with observations: Variations of the Ly𝛼 emis-
sion along the merger sequence and along different lines-of-sight
of our single galaxy simulated with cosmic ray-driven outflows re-
markably reproduce the 𝑣red-EW, 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼-𝑣red, 𝑓esc,Ly𝛼-EW, and
𝑓esc,Ly𝛼-𝐿Ly𝛼 relations observed in the Muse and Jades surveys if
we assume that there is little or no dust and some moderate slit losses
in the JWST observations. We further find that IGM attenuation is
the main driver of these relations.

• LAE-based inference of neutral fraction: We test the assump-
tions of Gaussian red peaks commonly adopted. We find that this
significantly underestimates EW and 𝑣red, with increasing discrep-
ancy for decreasing IGM transmission levels.

• Dependence of visibility on dust and the modelling of galactic
outflows: The visibility of LAEs during the EoR is particularly
sensitive to the modelling of dust as well as to the physical processes
responsible for the occurrence of galactic outflows.

Overall, we confirm the finding of galaxy mergers as the fre-
quent origin of high-𝑧 LAEs, advocated by W24. We emphasize the
necessity to use physically motivated asymmetric Ly𝛼 spectra or
good observational templates for accurately constraining the reion-
ization history. Despite all these complexities, with JWST pushing
LAE observations to higher and higher 𝑧, interpretations of this large
LAE population should ultimately provide valuable clues for how
and when the Universe was reionized as well as for the evolution of
galaxies in the reionization era.
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APPENDIX A: THE IMPACT OF DUST ON LY𝛼

EMISSION MAPS OF THE FIDUCIAL RTCRIMHD
SIMULATION.

As described in the main text Ly𝛼 emission is very sensitive to the
presence of dust. To illustrate this further, in Figure A1 we compare
maps of the intrinsic Ly𝛼 emission and the Ly𝛼 emission scattered
by the ISM/CGM for our fiducial RTCRiMHD simulation with its
fiducial dust model as well as with the dust reduced by a factor of
ten and no dust. The strong effect of even very small amounts of dust
corresponding to dust attenuation magnitudes 𝐴𝑉 ∼ 0.1 is clearly
visible and can reduce Ly𝛼 luminosities by factors of 2-50.

APPENDIX B: MORE DETAILED COMPARISON OF THE
PHYSICAL PROPERTIES GOVERNING THE LY𝛼

EMISSION DURING THE MERGER SEQUENCE IN THE
FOUR DIFFERENT SIMULATION RUNS.

In Figure B1 we show maps of H i column density 𝑁H i along the
merger sequence for the simulation with different physics imple-
mentations. For the simulations including cosmic rays, the three
approaching galaxies are in an environment with much lower gas
densities in the isolated phase. In the merger and disc phase, the sim-
ulations including cosmic rays show more disturbed morphologies
and larger numbers of low density channels due to the more efficient
galactic winds. In the CR simulations the young stellar particles are
also more likely to be located within the escape channels, resulting
in larger 𝑓esc,LyC. We show maps of projected H i-mass weighted
metallicity 𝑍 along the merger sequence in Figure B2. We clearly
see that the strong winds in the CR simulations transport metals out
to much larger radii, whereas the metal distributions in the RT and
RTiMHD simulations are very compact, efficiently shielding most
of the intrinsic Ly𝛼 emission.

We show the angular distributions of 𝑁H i, 𝐴𝑉 and 𝑓esc,LyC for
the different simulations in Figure B3, Figure B4, and Figure B5,
respectively. Comparing 𝑁H i and 𝑓esc,LyC distribution, we see that
the stronger outflows in the CR simulations create channels with
lower densities, aiding the escape of LyC photons. The 𝐴𝑉 dis-
tribution are rather isotropic with a high value of ∼ 4 in the RT
and RTiMHD simulations because of the compact distribution of
the dust. In comparison, the CR simulations show anisotropic 𝐴𝑉
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Figure A1. The impact of dust content on Ly𝛼 emission across the merger sequence for the RTCRiMHD simulation. The first row shows maps of the intrinsic
Ly𝛼 emission while the second to fourth rows show the intrinsic scattered emission for the fiducial dust content, dust content divided by 10, and no dust
content, respectively. In the first row, we mark the simulation name and redshifts on the top left of each panel. From the second to fourth rows, we show the
dust model with the values of 𝐴𝑉 and Ly𝛼 luminosity on the top left of each panel. The unit of 𝐿Ly𝛼 is erg s−1.

distributions that follow more closely the 𝑁H i distributions, but are
significantly smoother. The CR simulations also have significantly
lower values of 𝐴𝑉 .

APPENDIX C: MODELLING OF DAMPING WINGS AND
JWST LSF

In this section we show the reionization history and the IGM damp-
ing wing predictions of Keating et al. (2024b) in Figure C1. We
show the evolution of the neutral fraction on the left and the redshift
evolution of the IGM attenuation curves with their 1𝜎 uncertainties
on the right. In the simulation reionization has a midpoint of 𝑧 ∼ 7.2
and completes at 𝑧 ∼ 5.3. The damping curve has a steep suppres-
sion of the transmission due to IGM infall and residual H i within
the ionized bubbles that reach to the red of the systemic redshift.
The velocities to which zero transmission extends has a large scat-
ter of ∼ 50 − 300 km s−1, depending on the distance of the galaxy
from the infalling bubble wall in velocity space. The attenuation
is therefore very sensitive to whether the red peak extends beyond
∼ 300 km s−1. We define the IGM transmission curves 1𝜎 lower

and higher than the median as low, and high IGM transmission
levels, respectively.

Most of the JWST observations of LAEs (Saxena et al. 2024;
Jung et al. 2024; Chen et al. 2024; Witstok et al. 2024a; Jones et al.
2024b; Napolitano et al. 2024) have been conducted in NIRSpec
G140M mode13. We have convolved the mock spectra from the
simulations with the line spread function (LSF) for the G140M
mode, following the procedures described in Jones et al. (2024b).
We adopt a Gaussian LSF with a width 𝜎 = 𝜆Ly𝛼/(2.355𝑅).

We show how IGM damping and JWST LSF affect Ly𝛼 spec-
tra in Figure C2. We see that the IGM damping wings completely
absorb the blue peak of the Ly𝛼 spectra and higher IGM transmis-
sion levels generally predict red peaks with a wider profiles and
higher flux. The instrumental effects of the JWST G140M mode
further smooth the IGM attenuated spectra and the resulting ob-
served spectra are broader and more symmetric, and can can even
extend to negative velocities on the blue side. Reducing the amount

13 The reader can refer to this JWST website link NIRSpec Dispersers and
Filters for the resolving power of JWST observing modes.
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Figure B1. Maps of neutral hydrogen column density 𝑁H i across the merger sequence for simulation runs with different physics included. Different rows show
the results of different simulation runs. The yellow (brown) contours represent column densities of 𝑁H i = 3 × 1020cm−2 (1022cm−2). The red dots represent
young star particles with age 𝑡∗ < 30 Myr.

of dust broadens the intrinsic scattered Ly𝛼 profile and makes it
more asymmetric14.

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.

14 In the rightmost column, the intrinsic scattered Ly𝛼 spectra change
significantly between the fiducial dust and the no dust case. This is due to
the relatively large dust content in this snapshot of the fiducial RTCRiMHD
simulation (c.f. Figure B4).

MNRAS 000, 1–20 (2024)



Visibility of LAEs 21

−15

−10

−5

0

5

10

15

y
[k

p
c]

RT z=8.85 RT z=7.83 RT z=7.35 RT z=6.76 RT z=6.31

−15

−10

−5

0

5

10

15

y
[k

p
c]

RTiMHD z=8.33 RTiMHD z=7.53 RTiMHD z=7.26 RTiMHD z=6.76 RTiMHD z=6.31

−15

−10

−5

0

5

10

15

y
[k

p
c]

RTnsCRiMHD z=8.75 RTnsCRiMHD z=7.53 RTnsCRiMHD z=7.26 RTnsCRiMHD z=6.59 RTnsCRiMHD z=6.11

−15−10−5 0 5 10 15
x [kpc]

−15

−10

−5

0

5

10

15

y
[k

p
c]

RTCRiMHD z=8.85

−10 −5 0 5 10
x [kpc]

RTCRiMHD z=7.53

−5 0 5
x [kpc]

RTCRiMHD z=7.22

−5 0 5
x [kpc]

RTCRiMHD z=6.83

−5 0 5
x [kpc]

RTCRiMHD z=6.20

10−4

10−3

10−2

Z

Figure B2. Same as Figure B1, but showing projected maps of H i-mass weighted metallicity 𝑍 .
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Figure B5. Angular distribution of LyC escpape fraction 𝑓esc,LyC, for the same configuration as Figure B1.
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Figure C1. (a) Reionization history of Keating et al. (2024b). (b) IGM damping wing curves from Keating et al. (2024b). The zero transmission range of the
damping wings of different IGM transmission levels extends to different velocities, while at fixed transmission level, the overall transmission fraction decreases
at higher redshifts.
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Figure C2. The impact of IGM attenuation and JWST LSF on the Ly𝛼 spectra, for the RTCRiMHD simulation. We show the same set of snapshots as in
Figure A1. From top to bottom we show the results for the fiducial dust content, dust content divided by 10, and no dust content. The blue curves represent
intrinsic scattered Ly𝛼 spectra. The yellow curves show IGM-attenuated spectra for the median IGM transmission curves, while the lower and upper bounds
of the yellow shaded region correspond to low and high IGM transmission levels. The green curves with shaded regions show mock observed spectra where
we have convolved the IGM-attenuated spectra with the LSF of the JWST G140M mode.
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