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Abstract. Early results from the JWST observations have reported a surprisingly high num-
ber of UV-bright galaxies at z ≥ 10, which appears to challenge the theoretical predictions
from standard galaxy formation models in the ΛCDM framework at these redshifts. To alle-
viate this tension, several cosmological and astrophysical interpretations have been advanced.
However, all of these proposed scenarios carry noteworthy consequences for other large-scale
processes in the early Universe, particularly cosmic reionization, since high-redshift galaxies
are believed to be the primary ionizing sources during the Epoch of Reionization (EoR).
To investigate this, we introduce a semi-analytical model of galaxy formation and evolution
that explains the evolving galaxy UV luminosity function (UVLF) over 6 ≲ z ≲ 15, and
also jointly tracks the time evolution of the globally averaged neutral hydrogen fraction in
the intergalactic medium. The model self-consistently accounts for the suppression of star
formation in low-mass galaxies due to reionization feedback and is constrained by compar-
ing the model predictions with various observational probes like the UVLF data from HST
and JWST, recent measurements of the neutral hydrogen fraction, and the CMB scattering
optical depth. Our analysis confirms that a rapid enhancement in the star-formation rate
efficiency and/or UV luminosity per stellar mass formed is necessary for consistency with the
JWST UVLF estimates at z ≥ 10. We further find that it is possible to jointly satisfy the cur-
rent reionization constraints when the escape fraction is assumed to be halo-mass dependent,
requiring higher Lyman-continuum leakage from low-mass galaxies. We also examine the
relative contribution of galaxies with different UV luminosities towards the ionizing photon
budget for the EoR and investigate the large-scale bias of high-z galaxies.
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1 Introduction

Over the past few decades, our understanding of the statistical and astrophysical properties
of galaxies has seen remarkable improvement. This has been largely facilitated by confronting
theoretical models of hierarchical structure formation with high-quality observational data
accrued from deep galaxy surveys [1, 2]. Despite advancements in understanding the proper-
ties of dark matter (DM) halos as a function of mass and redshift from N-body simulations
[3–6] and analytical formalisms [7, 8], modeling the various physical processes, such as gas
accretion and cooling, star formation rate, feedback mechanisms, chemical enrichment of
the interstellar gas, that regulate the formation and evolution of galaxies inside these viri-
alized DM halos continues to be a rather challenging task. In the literature, considerable
amount of effort has been devoted to studying this galaxy-halo connection with the help of
hydrodynamical simulations [9–11] as well as semi-analytical models [12–21]. Such studies
have yielded crucial insights into various facets of galaxies across different cosmic epochs;
for example, their mass assembly histories, the properties of their constituent stellar and
black-hole populations, their sizes and structural morphology, their gas and metal contents,
and more. These frameworks have even been employed for studying how the formation of the
first stars and galaxies initiated a major phase transition of the Universe [22–25], known as
the Epoch of Reionization [2, 26–28]. However, our limited understanding of the properties
of these earliest luminous sources makes it difficult to accurately reconstruct the ionization
and thermal history of the intergalactic medium (IGM) during this transition. Consequently,
one of the main objectives of many current and upcoming telescopes, e.g., the James Webb
Telescope (JWST) [29, 30], Thirty Meter Telescope (TMT) [31], Giant Magellan Telescope
(GMT) [32], European Extremely Large Telescope (E-ELT), is to conduct a comprehensive
study of the galaxy population at high redshifts and understand their contribution to the
process of reionization more precisely.
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Over the past decade, the commissioning of large galaxy surveys using space-based and
ground-based telescopes like the Hubble Space Telescope (HST), the Spitzer Space Telescope,
the Subaru Telescope [33–38] has resulted in a growing sample of high redshift galaxies that
have been identified using the Lyman-break technique. An important statistical quantity
that is usually measured by such surveys is the galaxy luminosity function (LF), defined as
the comoving number density of galaxies per unit luminosity interval. These LFs, measured
at a rest-frame wavelength of about 1500 Å and out to redshifts as high as z = 10, carry
vital information about the rate and efficiency of cosmic star formation, characteristics of the
stellar populations, the prevalence of dust and heavy elements in the early Universe, among
other things. More recently, the launch of the James Webb Space Telescope (JWST) opened
up a new window to peer into the early phases of cosmic evolution, offering an unprecedented
glimpse into the earliest generation of galaxies at z ≳ 10 [39–45]. Using these early JWST
observations, several independent studies have published measurements of the galaxy UV
luminosity function (UVLF) at high redshifts (9 ≲ z ≲ 17) [46–51]. All of these works
found a surprisingly large abundance of UV bright galaxies, which is in sharp contrast to
the expectations from traditional galaxy formation models in the ΛCDM framework [52–56].
Moreover, the stellar mass estimates for some candidate galaxies identified by JWST at such
early times seem to be in tension with predictions from standard models as well [46, 57, 58].

This discrepancy between observations and theoretical expectations calls for revisiting
the existing astrophysical and cosmological models that serve as building blocks for simu-
lating the formation and growth of galaxies. To ease this tension with the observations, a
plethora of cosmological and astrophysical hypotheses were proposed. These ranged from
seeking possible modifications to the baseline ΛCDM cosmology [59–65] to invoking various
astrophysical factors like boosted efficiency of star formation [66–68], stochasticity in the
star-formation activity [54, 69, 70], the presence of Pop-III stars with a top-heavy initial
mass function [49, 71] and negligible dust attenuation beyond z ≳ 11 [72]. However, as these
high-z JWST surveys observed a relatively small volume of the sky, the possibility that their
measured UVLFs may have been greatly affected by the effects of cosmic variance [73, 74],
besides other survey systematics, cannot be ignored either.

Since existing observations favor a scenario where reionization is primarily driven by
star-forming galaxies [75–78], all of these proposed possibilities, in principle, can have signif-
icant implications for the growth of ionized regions in the IGM. For instance, if the efficiency
of star formation is higher at early redshifts, then this would also increase the total number
density of ionizing photons in the IGM available for reionization, thereby affecting its onset
and progress. Moreover, as the IGM gets progressively reionized, the associated ultravio-
let background (UVB) would also photo-heat the gas to higher temperatures within ionized
regions [79]. This increase in temperature may lead to the photo-evaporation of gas from rela-
tively low-mass halos present inside these ionized regions, thereby quenching their subsequent
star formation abilities. This effect, known as radiative feedback, in principle, should impact
the observations of the galaxy UV luminosity function at the faint end and also the subse-
quent progress and morphology of reionization [24, 80–82]. Given this intricate connection
between galaxy formation and cosmic reionization, it is imperative to self-consistently couple
these two processes in theoretical studies that aim to probe the physics of the high-redshift
Universe.

In this paper, we introduce a semi-analytical model of galaxy formation and evolution to
compute the rest-frame galaxy UV luminosity function (UVLF) across a wide range of redshift
(6 ≲ z ≲ 15). We self-consistently account for the suppression of star formation in low-mass
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galaxies due to reionization feedback by tracking the time evolution of the globally averaged
ionization fraction in the IGM. It is worthwhile to emphasize that while the ionization history
is sensitive to the product of the star-formation efficiency f∗ and the escape fraction fesc of
ionizing photons, usually the knowledge of f∗ alone is sufficient to determine the UVLF for
faint and intermediate magnitudes. Therefore, combining LF observations with reionization
observations holds great promise in unraveling the characteristics of high-redshift galaxies,
especially in constraining the unknown fraction of ionizing photons that escape from the
interstellar medium of these galaxies into the IGM [23, 83, 84]. In this work, our main
aim is to use this flexible semi-analytical model for computing different observables and
place constraints on the astrophysical and ionizing properties of high-redshift galaxies by
comparing the model predictions against a wide variety of recent observations simultaneously.
Throughout this work, the cosmological parameters are taken to be Ωm = 0.308, ΩΛ = 0.692,
Ωb = 0.0482, h = 0.678, σ8 = 0.829 and ns = 0.961 [85].

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we describe the details of the theoret-
ical model used to compute the UV luminosity function and the global reionization history.
Section 3 describes the various observational constraints used in this work and the Bayesian
formalism used for parameter estimation. We discuss the results obtained and their implica-
tions in Section 4. Finally, we conclude with a summary of our main results in Section 5.

2 Theoretical Model

In this section, we describe the theoretical framework for modelling the star formation and
ionizing properties of galaxies at high redshifts (z ≥ 6) and calculating the different global
observables.

2.1 The UV Luminosity Function Model

The first step in modelling the UV luminosity function is to assign galaxies to dark matter
halos. We assume that each dark matter halo contains only one galaxy and that the lumi-
nosity of the galaxy will primarily be determined by the mass of the associated DM halo.
The stellar mass of a galaxy, M∗, can be related to the mass of the host halo, Mh through
the relation [15, 23, 83, 86, 87]-

M∗(Mh) = f∗(Mh)

(
Ωb

Ωm

)
Mh (2.1)

where the star formation efficiency parameter f∗(Mh) is taken to have a power-law depen-
dence on Mh as

f∗(Mh) = f∗,10

(
Mh

1010M⊙

)α∗

(2.2)

The star formation rate (SFR) of the galaxy is given by

Ṁ∗(Mh, z) =
M∗(Mh)

t∗(z)
, (2.3)

where t∗(z) is the mean characteristic star formation time scale. We assume that the mean
characteristic star formation time scale is proportional to the halo dynamical time scale
which, in turn, is proportional to the Hubble time scale at redshifts of our interest.
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This allows us to write

t∗(z) = c∗ tH(z) = c∗
1

H(z)
(2.4)

with c∗ being a dimensionless proportionality constant. Combining all the relevant equations,
we can rewrite the SFR for a galaxy hosted by a halo of mass Mh as

Ṁ∗(Mh, z) =
f∗,10
c∗

H(z)

(
Mh

1010M⊙

)α∗( Ωb

Ωm

)
Mh. (2.5)

Having calculated the SFR of the galaxy, we can use it to determine its intrinsic rest-
frame UV continuum luminosity LUV at 1500 Å through the conversion factor KUV, which
is defined as

KUV =
Ṁ∗(Mh, z)

LUV(z)
. (2.6)

The value of KUV is usually sensitive to the recent star formation history, metallicity
of the stellar populations, dust content as well as the choice of initial mass function (IMF)
[87, 88]. The 1500 Å UV luminosity of a galaxy can be written as

Lnofb
UV =

Ṁ∗(Mh, z)

KUV
=

1

KUV

[
f∗,10
c∗

H(z)

(
Mh

1010M⊙

)α∗( Ωb

Ωm

)
Mh

]
, (2.7)

where the superscript “nofb” on the left-hand side indicates that the above relation holds for
galaxies in the absence of radiative feedback; we will discuss the modifications arising from
feedback later.

Given that the uncertain conversion factor KUV is completely degenerate with combi-

nation
f∗,10
c∗

, we define a new dimensionless quantity ε∗10,UV by combining it with the other

unknown quantities as shown below and refer to it as the “UV efficiency parameter”

ε∗10,UV ≡ f∗,10
c∗

1

KUV/KUV,fid
. (2.8)

We adopt a constant fiducial conversion factorKUV,fid = 1.15485×10−28 M⊙ yr−1/ ergs s−1 Hz−1,
that has been evaluated for continuous mode star formation (at time scales of ≳ 100 Myr)
with a 0.1 - 100 M⊙ Salpeter IMF and metallicity Z = 0.001(= 0.05 Z⊙) using STARTBURST99
v7.0.11[89]. Therefore, equation (2.7) becomes

Lnofb
UV =

ε∗10,UV

KUV,fid
H(z)

(
Mh

1010M⊙

)α∗( Ωb

Ωm

)
Mh (2.9)

The relations so far do not account for radiative feedback arising from photo-heating,
which can be important in ionized regions. Similar to previous studies [90, 91], we model
the radiative feedback mechanism through a simplistic approach wherein a “critical” mass
scale Mcrit is defined to characterize the effect of UV feedback in suppressing the gas fraction
inside low-mass halos residing in ionized regions. The 1500 Å UV luminosity of a galaxy
affected by radiative feedback can be written as

Lfb
UV = fg(Mh)

ε∗10,UV

KUV,fid
H(z)

(
Mh

1010M⊙

)α∗( Ωb

Ωm

)
Mh, (2.10)

1https://www.stsci.edu/science/starburst99/docs/default.htm
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where the function fg(Mh) quantifies the fraction of gas mass that is retained inside a halo of
mass Mh after photo-heating due to UVB. For this work, we assume that the UV radiative
feedback acts gradually, being pivoted about Mcrit(z) where the gas fraction is taken to be
50 percent [e.g., 24, 82, 90–92].

fg(Mh) = 2−Mcrit/Mh = exp

[
− (ln 2)

Mcrit

Mh

]
. (2.11)

Finally, we can relate the UV luminosity at 1500 Å to the absolute UV magnitude using
the standard AB magnitude relation [93, 94].

log10

(
LUV

ergs s−1 Hz−1

)
= 0.4× (51.6−MUV). (2.12)

Having found the relation between Mh and LUV (or MUV) for both neutral and ionized
regions, we now discuss the model for UVLF. As radiative feedback will affect the gas content
of only those galaxies that are present in already ionized regions, the globally averaged UVLF
(Φtotal

UV ) can be written as a weighted combination of the feedback-affected UVLF (Φfb
UV) from

ionized regions and the feedback-unaffected UVLF (Φnofb
UV ) from neutral regions, i.e.,

Φtotal
UV = QII(z) Φ

fb
UV + [1−QII(z)] Φ

nofb
UV

= QII(z)
dn

dMh

∣∣∣∣ dMh

dLfb
UV

∣∣∣∣ ∣∣∣∣ dLfb
UV

dMUV

∣∣∣∣+ [1−QII(z)
] dn

dMh

∣∣∣∣ dMh

dLnofb
UV

∣∣∣∣ ∣∣∣∣dLnofb
UV

dMUV

∣∣∣∣ , (2.13)

where QII(z) is the global ionization fraction at redshift z and dn/dMh is dark matter halo
mass function. Strictly speaking, as galaxies are highly biased objects, the fraction of them
residing in ionized regions is likely to be larger than the global ionization fraction, as has
been assumed in equation (2.13). However, accounting for this effect of galaxy clustering in
our semi-analytical UVLF calculations is challenging. This can be more easily done when
working with numerical simulations, which we plan to take do in a future work.

We use the fitting function of Jenkins [95] for dn/dMh as that provides a better match
to the mass function obtained from numerical simulations. For calculating the halo mass
function, we use the publically available package hmf2 [96].

In order to allow for the possibility that the galaxy properties evolve with redshift across
the range 6 ≲ z ≲ 15, we model the parameters ε∗10,UV and α∗ as z-dependent, using a tanh
parameterization, as follows

log10(ε∗10,UV) = ℓε,0 +
ℓε,jump

2
tanh

(
z − zε
∆zε

)
, (2.14)

and

α∗ = α0 +
αjump

2
tanh

(
z − zα
∆zα

)
. (2.15)

In the above formulation, the parameter log10(ε∗10,UV) asymptotes to ℓε,0 − ℓε,jump/2 at
low redshifts and to ℓε,0 + ℓε,jump/2 at high redshifts, with the transitions occurring at a
characteristic redshift zε over a range ∆zε. Thus, ℓε,0 can be interpreted as the mean value
of log10(ε∗10,UV) while ℓε,jump characterizes the jump in the parameter. The parameters

2https://github.com/halomod/hmf
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for the slope α∗ can also be interpreted in an identical manner. The motivation behind
choosing such a parameterization is two-fold (please refer to Appendix A for more details)
- firstly, the asymptotic behavior of the tanh function ensures that these parameters do not
indefinitely increase to extremely high values at the highest redshifts and secondly, it allows
for a wide range of possible evolutionary scenarios for the parameters, ranging from cases
where they transition rapidly between their two asymptotic limits to those where they evolve
more gradually, with ample flexibility in their corresponding asymptotic values and their
transition redshifts (zα or zε).

2.2 The Reionization Model

In order to calculate the evolving UVLFs using equation (2.13), one needs to know the
evolution of the global ionization fraction QII(z), which can be obtained by solving the
following first-order differential equation [97, 98],

dQII

dt
=

ṅion

n̄H
− χHe(z) n̄H (1 + z)3 αB C(z) QII , (2.16)

where, ṅion is the comoving number density of ionizing photons produced by the galaxies and
escaping into the IGM per unit time, n̄H is the mean comoving number density of hydrogen,
C(z) is the IGM clumping factor, αB = 2.6 × 10−13 cm3 s−1 is the Case-B recombination
coefficient, χHe(z) = 1 + ηYp/4Xp is the number of free electrons per hydrogen atom (which
includes the excess contribution from helium, depending on its ionization state η).

In our case, χHe(z) = 1.08(1.16) for z ≥ 3 (z < 3, essentially assuming that helium gets
singly ionized along with hydrogen and is doubly ionized at z < 3). We take the value of
the clumping factor C of ionized gas to be redshift independent and fix its value to C = 3.
Although the clumping factor may, in principle, vary with redshift owing to its dependence
on the density, ionization, and temperature distribution in the IGM; for simplicity, we assume
it to be constant in this work. This choice is in reasonable agreement with radiative transfer
simulations [81, 99–102] that find C to very gradually increase, after the establishment of the
ionizing UV background, towards low redshifts and finally approach this constant value as
the gas gets completely relaxed in response to cosmic reionization.

In neutral regions, i.e., the regions unaffected by radiative feedback, we model the
ionizing photon production rate in terms of the SFR as

ṅnofb
ion (z) = ηγ∗

∫ ∞

Mcool(z)
fesc(M

′
h) Ṁ∗(M

′
h, z)

dn(M ′
h, z)

dMh
dM ′

h, (2.17)

where ηγ∗ is the total number of ionizing photons produced in the DM halo per unit mass
of stars, and fesc(Mh) is the fraction of ionizing photons that escape from the star-forming
halos of mass Mh into the IGM. The integration limit Mcool(z) denotes the minimum mass
of halos for which the gas can cool via atomic transitions and form stars at a redshift z. At
any given redshift z, we parameterize Mcool(z) in such a way that it corresponds to the mass
threshold appropriate for atomic cooling, having constant virial temperature Tvir of 104 K
[91]

Mcool(z) = 108 h−1 M⊙

( µ

0.6

)−3/2
(
Ωm

Ωz
m

∆c

18π2

)−1/2( Tvir

1.98× 104K

)3/2(1 + z

10

)−3/2

,

(2.18)
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where Ωz
m = Ωm (1 + z)3 /[Ωm (1 + z)3 + ΩΛ], ∆c = 18π2 + 82d− 39d2, d = Ωz

m − 1 and µ is
the mean molecular weight.

We model the ionizing UV escape fraction fesc(Mh) from the galaxy using a power-law
parameterization [23, 103]

fesc(Mh) = fesc,10

(
Mh

1010M⊙

)αesc

. (2.19)

Then using equation (2.5) for the SFR, we obtain the photon production rate as

ṅnofb
ion (z) =

f∗,10
c∗

fesc,10 ηγ∗

(
Ωb

Ωm

)
H(z)

∫ ∞

Mcool(z)

(
M ′

h

1010M⊙

)αesc+α∗

M ′
h

dn(M ′
h, z)

dMh
dM ′

h.

(2.20)
We can simplify this expression further by writing in terms of ε∗10,UV(z), see equation (2.8)

ṅnofb
ion (z) = ε∗10,UV εesc,10 ηγ∗,fid

(
Ωb

Ωm

)
H(z)

∫ ∞

Mcool(z)

(
M ′

h

1010M⊙

)αesc+α∗

M ′
h

dn(M ′
h, z)

dMh
dM ′

h,

(2.21)
where

εesc,10 ≡
KUV

KUV,fid

ηγ∗
ηγ∗,fid

fesc,10. (2.22)

We take ηγ∗,fid = 4.62175 × 1060 photons per M⊙, as calculated for continuous mode star
formation at an age of 100 Myr with a 0.1 - 100 M⊙ Salpeter IMF and metallicity Z =
0.001(= 0.05 Z⊙) using STARTBURST99 v7.0.1 [89].

At this point, let us relate the above quantities to another parameter widely used in the
literature, namely, the rate of ionizing photons produced per unit UV luminosity at 1500Å,
denoted by ξion. It is straightforward to show that

ξion = KUV ηγ∗. (2.23)

This immediately implies that

εesc,10 ≡
ξion

ξion,fid
fesc,10, (2.24)

where ξion,fid ≡ KUV,fid ηγ∗,fid corresponds to the fiducial values used in the paper. For the
fiducial values mentioned above, we obtain log10

[
ξion,fid/(ergs

−1 Hz)
]
≈ 25.23, similar to that

assumed in other works [104].
For ionized regions, we take into account of the radiative feedback by incorporating the

retained gas fraction fg(Mh) as

ṅfb
ion(z) = ε∗10,UV εesc,10 ηγ∗,fid

(
Ωb

Ωm

)
H(z)

×
∫ ∞

Mcool(z)
fg(M

′
h)

(
M ′

h

1010M⊙

)αesc+α∗

M ′
h

dn(M ′
h, z)

dMh
dM ′

h. (2.25)

The globally averaged number of hydrogen ionizing photons per unit time per unit comoving
volume contributing to reionization is given by [22] -

ṅion(z) = QII(z) ṅ
fb
ion(z) + [1−QII(z)] ṅ

nofb
ion (z) (2.26)
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Using equations (2.21), (2.25) and (2.26), we solve the first-order differential equation,
outlined in equation (2.16), numerically through Euler’s backward scheme to obtain the
solution curve QII(z), beginning with redshift zstart = 20 where QII(zstart) = 0.

Once the global reionization history QII(z) is obtained, we can compute the Thomson
scattering optical depth of the CMB photons for that particular model as

τel ≡ τ(zLSS) = σT n̄Hc

∫ zLSS

0

dz′

H(z′)
(1 + z′)2 χHe(z

′) QII(z
′), (2.27)

where zLSS is the redshift of last scattering, n̄H is the mean comoving number density of
hydrogen, and σT is the Thomson cross-section. In practice, the contribution to the integral
above is limited to the start of reionization zstart, before which QII(z > zstart) = 0.

In total, our model of high-redshift star-forming galaxies has eleven free parameters,
which we summarize below:

• ℓε,0−ℓε,jump/2, ℓε,0+ℓε,jump/2, zε, ∆zε: The parameters of the tanh function that models
the redshift evolution in the normalization of the UV efficiency of high-z galaxies, eval-
uated for halos of mass 1010M⊙. In this parameterization, the value of log10(ε∗10,UV)
transitions from ℓε,0−ℓε,jump/2 to ℓε,0+ℓε,jump/2 over a redshift interval of ∆zε, centred
around z = zε.

• α0−αjump/2, α0+αjump/2, zα, ∆zα: The parameters of the tanh function that models
the redshift variation in the power-law scaling of the star-formation efficiency f∗ with
halo mass. In this parameterization, the value of α∗ changes from α0 − αjump/2 to
α0 + αjump/2, with the transition occurring over a redshift interval of ∆zα centred at
z = zα.

• log10(Mcrit/M⊙): The critical halo mass (in M⊙) below which the gas fraction is sup-
pressed due to radiative feedback.

• log10(εesc,10): The normalization of the fraction of ionizing UV radiation escaping from
high-z galaxies, εesc, evaluated for halos of mass 1010M⊙.

• αesc: The power-law scaling of the ionizing UV escape fractionfesc with halo mass.

3 Observational Datasets and Likelihood Analysis

We utilize several available data sets to constrain the model parameters and the corresponding
UV luminosity function and reionization histories through a Bayesian analysis. In this section,
we list the different observational constraints that are used in this study and also describe
the Bayesian formalism used to constrain the free parameters of our model.

1. An important integrated constraint on the reionization history comes from the Thomson
scattering optical depth (τel) of CMB photons by the free electrons produced due to
reionization. For our analysis, we use the latest Planck measurement [105] of τel =
0.054± 0.007.

2. We use the galaxy UV luminosity functions at six redshift bins spanning a wide redshift
range (6 ≤ z ≤ 15), that are available from various surveys conducted with the Hubble
Space Telescope [106] and the James Webb Space Telescope [48–51]. The UVLF mea-
surements from the HST compiled in [106] are the most comprehensive determinations
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at z < 9 available to date. The UVLF measurements from the different JWST stud-
ies listed above were deduced by analyzing the imaging data obtained from the Early
Release Observations (ERO) of the SMACS J0723 cluster and the Stephan’s Quintet,
as well as from the Early Release Science programs such as CEERS and GLASS. The
results reported by [51] additionally utilized publicly available data from JWST Cycle-1
programs.

From these studies, we consider only the relatively faint galaxies, i.e., observational
data points with MUV ≥ −21. This is because our model does not account for feedback
due to active galactic nucleus (AGN) activity or the severe dust attenuation inside
bright galaxies [107].

3. We also utilize measurements of the global neutral hydrogen fraction (QHI) in the IGM
at different cosmic epochs. At relatively lower redshifts (5.4 ≤ z ≤ 6), we use the
recent findings from a study of a large sample of quasar absorption spectra taken with
the X-Shooter and ESI instruments [108], combined with a radiative transfer code to
model the Lyα opacities. For higher redshifts (z ≥ 6), we use the constraints on QHI

derived from Lyman-α damping wing observations of individual or stacked samples of
high redshift quasars [109–111], and a collection of UV-bright galaxies observed with
the JWST [112]. It is worth mentioning that all the constraints on QHI used in this
work are model-dependent, and hence one must be careful in interpreting the results.
We will investigate this aspect in Section 4.4.

Our default analysis includes all the data points mentioned above. However, to under-
stand the relative importance of some of these observations, we study other variants of the
analysis retaining only a subset of the data.

We use a Bayesian analysis to constrain the free parameters of our model by comparing
the model predictions with the above observational constraints. Our objective is to compute
the conditional probability distribution or the posterior P(θ|D) of the model parameters θ
given the observed data sets D mentioned above. This is calculated using the Bayes theorem

P(θ|D) =
L(D|θ) π(θ)

P(D)
, (3.1)

where L(D|θ) is the likelihood i.e. the conditional probability distribution of the data D
given the model parameters θ, π(θ) is the prior distribution of the parameters of the model,
and P(D) is the model evidence which is redundant in our work. The likelihood is assumed
to be multidimensional Gaussian.

L(D|θ) = exp

(
−1

2

∑
i

[
Di −Mi(θ)

σi

]2)
=
∏
i

exp

(
−1

2

[
Di −Mi(θ)

σi

]2)
, (3.2)

where Di are the values of the measured data points, Mi(θ) are the values predicted by the
model for the parameters θ and σi are the observational error bars on the data points. The
summation index i runs over all data points used.

We obtain the posterior distribution of the model’s free parameters using the Monte
Carlo Markov Chain (MCMC) method. We make use of the publicly available package
COBAYA3 [113] for this purpose. The samples are drawn using 8 parallel chains. The chains

3https://cobaya.readthedocs.io/en/latest/
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are assumed to have converged when the Gelman–Rubin R− 1 statistic becomes less than a
threshold 0.01. We discard the first 30% of the steps in the chains as ‘burn-in’ and use the
rest for our analysis.

The parameter priors and the constraints on them obtained from the different MCMC
runs are summarized in Table 1. We have assumed flat priors for all the free parameters. The
priors on the parameter set ℓε,0 − ℓε,jump/2, ℓε,0 + ℓε,jump/2, zε, ∆zε and α0 − αjump/2, α0 +
αjump/2, zα,∆zα have been chosen to encompass a broad spectrum of scenarios for the redshift
evolution of the corresponding model quantities, log10(ε∗10,UV) and α∗, centered at z ≳ 8.
The prior on the redshift-independent critical mass scale Mcrit affected by radiative feedback
is assumed to lie in the interval [109, 1011] M⊙. The lower bound of Mcrit is motivated by
the typical Jeans mass scale at the virial overdensity in ionized regions at z ∼ 6. The prior
range of εesc,10 and αesc too have been kept sufficiently wide.

4 Results and Discussion

In this section, we present our constraints on the free parameters of the model and discuss
the implications of these results. In this work, we execute three variants of MCMC runs
using different combinations of observational datasets, as summarised below -

• default: For this case, we use all the data sets outlined in Section 3. This constitutes
our default run.

• only-HST: Here, we use only the UVLF measurements made with the HST at z ≤ 9
as the observational data for the UVLFs. We keep the other two sets of observations
(QHI and τel) unchanged, as compared to the default case. The main objective of this
run is to understand the significance of the inclusion of the JWST datasets (z ≳ 9).

• only-J23: In this case, we use the most recentmodel-independent constraints on the
neutral hydrogen fraction at z ≤ 6.5 in the intergalactic medium based on the fraction
of dark pixels identified in Lyman-α and Lyman-β forests [114]. Furthermore, we allow
only those reionization histories where it gets completed (i.e. QII = 1) at z ≥ 5.3. This
is motivated by the recent studies of large-scale fluctuations of the effective Lyman-α
optical depth measured from high redshift quasar spectra [115–119]. We keep the other
two sets of observations (UVLFs and τel) unchanged, as compared to the default case.
The main objective of this run is to understand the effect of altering the reionization
observational constraints used.

4.1 Results from the default case

We begin the discussion with the results obtained from the MCMC runs of the default case.
The posterior distributions of the free and derived parameters are shown in Figure 1. The
corresponding constraints on the free and derived parameters can be found in Table 1.

From Table 1 and Figure 1, we notice that the individual constraints on the various free
parameters characterizing the star formation and UV efficiency towards the high redshift
regime (z ≳ 10) are not that stringent. Despite this, it is clear that we require the UV
efficiency parameter, ε∗10,UV to assume higher values at z ≥ 10 to match the evolving UVLF
observations from the JWST. This is in agreement with many recent studies [54–56, 66,
71, 120, 121] and could be indicative of several possible scenarios (or their combination)
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Table 1. Parameter constraints obtained from the MCMC-based analysis for the presently available
data. The first eleven rows correspond to the free parameters of the model while the others are
the derived parameters. The free parameters are assumed to have uniform priors in the range
mentioned in the second column. The other numbers show the mean value with 1-σ errors for
different parameters for the MCMC runs.

Parameters Priors default only-HST only-J23

ℓε,0 + ℓε,jump/2 [-2.0, 2.0] 0.45+0.67
−0.98 < −0.972 0.45+0.61

−0.98

ℓε,0 − ℓε,jump/2 [-2.0, 1.0] −0.924± 0.062 −0.874+0.057
−0.099 −0.930± 0.064

zε [8.0, 18.0] 14.2+2.3
−1.8 > 11.6 14.2+2.4

−1.8

∆zε [1.5, 6.0] < 3.78 — < 3.79

α0 + αjump/2 [0.0, 7.0] 4.2+2.2
−1.4 < 3.68 3.9± 1.6

α0 − αjump/2 [0.0, 1.0] 0.313± 0.057 0.293+0.096
−0.060 0.318± 0.060

zα [8.0, 18.0] 13.71+0.81
−1.7 > 14.0 13.82+0.93

−1.9

∆zα [1.5, 6.0] < 2.48 — < 2.56

log10 (εesc,10) [-3.0, 1.0] −0.957+0.13
−0.060 −0.973+0.15

−0.056 −0.81+0.30
−0.24

αesc [-3.0, 1.0] −0.38+0.19
−0.15 −0.43+0.24

−0.16 > 0.0112

log10(Mcrit/M⊙) [9.0, 11.0] < 9.70 < 9.75 < 9.58

τel - 0.0558+0.0020
−0.0030 0.0554+0.0024

−0.0036 0.0575+0.0058
−0.0076

ℓε,jump - 1.37+0.68
−0.98 −0.16+0.20

−0.96 1.38+0.62
−0.99

αjump - 3.9+2.3
−1.3 2.5+1.1

−2.7 3.6± 1.6

ℓε,0 - −0.24+0.32
−0.50 −0.082+0.099

−0.48 −0.24+0.30
−0.50

α0 - 2.25+1.1
−0.66 1.23+0.54

−1.3 2.11± 0.80
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Figure 1. Posterior distributions for the free parameters of the default runs. The diagonal panels
show the one-dimensional distribution, while the contour plots in the off-diagonal panels represent the
two-dimensional joint distribution. The contour levels represent 68% and 95% confidence levels. The
mean and 68% confidence intervals are denoted above the one-dimensional posterior distributions of
the respective parameters.

occurring at z ≳ 10. The most straightforward explanation would be an increasing star
formation efficiency f∗ at early times. Recent analytical studies [66] provide support for
this scenario, suggesting that if the gas clouds within massive early galaxies have densities
exceeding a few times 10−3cm−3 and are devoid of metals, then their free-fall timescale
would be shorter than the duration needed by stellar feedback mechanisms, such as winds,
supernova explosions etc, from low metallicity stars to become effective. This could lead to
the occurrence of feedback-free starbursts in halos that are more massive than a threshold
of 1010.54 M⊙ at z ∼ 10, with this mass threshold decreasing further at higher redshifts.
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Figure 2. The galaxy UV luminosity functions at six different redshift bins (with their respective
mean values ⟨z⟩ mentioned in the upper left corner) for 200 random samples drawn from the MCMC
chains for the default case. In each panel, the solid dark-blue line corresponds to the best-fit model,
while the colored data points show the different observational constraints [48–51, 106] used in the
likelihood analysis.

An alternate possibility is that these early galaxies probably formed their stars in a very
short amount of time (i.e. the typical value of c∗ is lower), exhibiting bursty star formation
histories. Although the stochastic nature of star formation at z ≥ 10 can in principle account
for the overabundance seen by the JWST [54, 56, 69] relying on the Eddington bias, it remains
to be seen whether they alone are sufficient to resolve the discrepancy [70, 122]. Essentially,
both of these scenarios point towards increased star formation rates at early redshifts as an
explanation.

Another intriguing conjecture is that perhaps the UV light-to-mass ratio for these early
galaxies is much larger due to a greater abundance of high-mass stars, suggesting a more
top-heavy initial mass function (IMF) [47, 49, 71, 121, 123]. At high redshifts, a higher
CMB temperature [124, 125] and lower gas-phase metallicity [126] can collectively increase
the Jeans’ mass for star-forming clouds, inhibiting the formation of low-mass stars in these
systems. Several theoretical works in the literature claim that the first generation of stars
(the so-called Population III stars) born out of pristine primordial gas follow a top-heavy
initial mass function [127–129]. In such a case, the factor κUV would be ∼ 3 – 4 times lower at
early times than our adopted fiducial value (see e.g., Table 1 of Ref.[71], Fig. 20 of Ref.[49]),
resulting in higher UV luminosity for the same star formation rate. However, a recent study
[130] that invokes an evolving IMF argues that this scenario alone is unlikely to explain the
observed z > 10 UVLFs since a top-heavy IMF would also influence the stellar and chemical
feedback mechanisms regulating Pop-II/Pop-III star formation activity.

Our analysis finds the power-law scaling index of the mass-dependent star-forming effi-
ciency f∗ to increase with halo mass and steepen from a nearly constant value of α∗ ≈ 0.3 at
z ≲ 9 to α∗ ≳ 1 at higher redshifts. This transition is preferred to be reasonably rapid and
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Figure 3. The redshift evolution for the normalization (top panel) and power-law (bottom panel)
scaling of the UV/star-formation efficiency with halo mass for 200 random samples drawn from the
MCMC chains for the default case. The vertical red dotted line shows the highest mean redshift (⟨z⟩
= 13.2) of the UVLF measurements used in this work.

occurs somewhere between z ≈ 11− 13. At a fixed luminosity, increasing f∗ (either through
f∗,10 or α∗) means assigning relatively smaller, and thus more abundant, DM host halos for
brighter galaxies. This helps our models to explain the observed flatness and mild evolution
of the bright end of the z ≥ 10 UVLFs. The value of the power-law index obtained for z ≤ 9
from our analysis agrees qualitatively with other semi-analytical or semi-numerical studies
that used a power-law index of ∼ 0.4− 0.5 to match the UVLF observations from the HST
[23, 68, 84, 103, 131].

Whatever the physical reasoning may be, these findings clearly reveal that processes
regulating star formation and the production of UV photons in the earliest galaxies may
be significantly different from those seen in galaxies at lower redshifts. We show the model-
predicted UVLFs for 200 random samples from the MCMC chains in Figure 2, along with the
data points of the various observations [48–51, 106] that were used in the MCMC analysis.
The evolution in the star-formation activity preferred by the data has been plotted in Figure 3
for the same 200 random samples.

We are only able to obtain an upper limit for the halo mass scale Mcrit affected by
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Figure 4. The reionization histories for 200 random samples drawn from the MCMC chains for the
default case. The data points denote the different observational constraints for QHI(z) used in the
likelihood analysis.

radiative feedback from the current measurements of the UVLFs, with the corresponding
marginalized 1D probability distribution remaining relatively constant below the value of
∼ 109.7M⊙ (68% C.L.) and then falling sharply after. The inability to constrainMcrit robustly
from our analysis can possibly be attributed to the large uncertainties at the faint end of the
measured UVLFs, where reionization feedback effects are expected to be most pronounced,
and/or to the lack of a discernible faint-end turnover in the observational datasets used in
this work.

Our obtained constraints mildly prefer a negative value of αesc. This inclination for
αesc < 0 implies that the ionizing escape fraction is higher for galaxies that are formed
in lower-mass halos. From the constraints obtained on log10(εesc,10), we find that an es-
cape fraction of ∼ 11% is required for 1010 M⊙ halos for the assumed fiducial value of
log10

[
ξion,fid/(ergs

−1 Hz)
]
≈ 25.234. Low-mass DM halos typically have shallower gravita-

tional potential wells. This means that the gas within these halos is not as strongly bound as

4It must be emphasized that the constraints on the escape fraction are completely degenerate with ξion.
Recent studies from JWST have inferred high values of log10

[
ξion/(ergs

−1 Hz)
]
in the range of 25.6 − 26.0

[78, 132–137], which would imply a much lower escape fraction (≈ 3%) for 1010M⊙ halos.
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in the more massive halos and thus, is more susceptible to being blown away by supernovae
explosions or other outflows. This facilitates the creation of low-column density channels
through which ionizing photons can escape. There also exists a strong correlation between
log10(εesc,10) and αesc, as also seen in Figure 1. Since the escape fraction follows a power-law
functional form, it is understandable that, for a constant value of εesc,10, decreasing αesc will
result in more effective escape of ionizing photons from halos with Mh < 1010M⊙. This would
need to be counterbalanced by also decreasing the normalization εesc,10 to remain consistent
with data. The mass-dependency of fesc suggested by our analysis is in qualitative agreement
with that found in different hydrodynamic simulations [138–141] and other semi-numerical
models [23, 84, 142] of reionization. The typical behavior of the favored reionization histories
can be understood from Figure 4 where we have plotted the evolution of the globally averaged
neutral fraction of 200 random samples from the MCMC chains. We notice that some of the
allowed models show double reionization histories in which the globally averaged neutral hy-
drogen fraction evolves non-monotonically with redshift. In these models, the star formation
rate (SFR) is significantly higher at z ≳ 12, followed by a sharp decline at lower redshifts.
This evolution results in an initial phase of partial reionization, followed by recombination as
the SFR drops, and a subsequent second stage of complete reionization. Since results from
the JWST suggest a higher-than-expected star formation rate density at very early times,
ruling out these scenarios of double reionization would require measurements of the neutral
hydrogen fraction at z > 10.

4.2 Implications from the default case

Despite its simplicity, our semi-analytical formalism can be used to compute several other
observables and quantities related to the high-redshift galaxy population. Therefore, we now
move towards looking at several implications of our model.

One major advantage of our formalism lies in its capability to predict the galaxy UV
luminosity function at high redshifts and also towards the faint end, which are currently
beyond the reach of existing observations. In Figure 5, we show the galaxy UV luminosity
at z = 16 predicted by our model, which is otherwise constrained by UVLF observations at
⟨z⟩ ≤ 13.2, for 200 random samples drawn from the MCMC chains for the default case. Our
UVLF predictions are in reasonable agreement with the recent upper limits obtained by the
photometric [49] as well as spectroscopic study [143] of z ≥ 15 galaxies with the JWST. In
the near future, any robust detection of galaxies at z > 15 by the JWST will enable us to
test these predictions better.

We next proceed to check the evolution of the ionizing emissivity ṅion(z) as a function
of redshift. At lower redshifts (z ≲ 6), one can infer ṅion from the measurements of the
HI photoionization rate ΓHI and the mean free path λmfp of ionizing photons obtained by
combining Lyman-α forest observations with detailed hydrodynamical simulations [108, 144–
147]. From Figure 6, we see that the ionizing emissivity in our models quickly increases with
decreasing redshift as new structures form in the Universe and then turns over to steadily
decline up to z ≈ 5.5, after which it again rises. In our model, the intrinsic production rate
of ionizing photons traces the star formation rate at all redshifts. The decrease in ṅion seen
at z ≲ 9 occurs for two main reasons. Firstly, star formation inside low-mass halos, which
predominantly contribute to the ionizing radiation at early times, gets increasingly quenched
due to radiative feedback as reionization progresses. Secondly, the average escape fraction
⟨fesc⟩ also decreases with time as more massive galaxies, which have lower escape fractions
in our model and are less affected by photo suppression, start forming at lower redshifts.
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Figure 5. The predicted z = 16 galaxy UV luminosity function for 200 random samples drawn
from the MCMC chains for the default case. The dark-blue solid line corresponds to the best-fit
model. We represent the Harikane et al. (2023) estimate at MUV ≈ −20.6 using open circles as it was
based on two photometrically selected galaxies, one of which (CEERS-93316) is now spectroscopically
confirmed to be at lower redshifts (z = 4.9), and the other candidate from the Stephan’s Quintet field
(S5-z16-1) also has a bimodal photometric redshift solution (z = 16.4 or 4.6).

This slow evolution in the ionizing photon emission makes reionization progress gradually
in our models. Nevertheless, our models predict an ionizing emissivity consistent with the
recent observations at 5 ≲ z ≲ 6 [108], albeit on the lower end of their allowed 1σ confidence
interval. In our models, an increase in ṅion(z) is again seen once reionization is complete and
the UV ionizing background has been fully established. Interestingly, some hydrodynamical
simulations [108, 148, 149] also find a similar evolution of the ionizing emissivity, i.e., a rise,
followed by a dip and again a rise in ṅion as redshift decreases. These authors claim that such
an emissivity evolution is needed to match the Lyman-α forest statistics (e.g., the evolution
of the observed Lyα transmitted mean flux with redshift) at z ≲ 5.5 [148, 149].

Another important topic of ongoing debate is the contribution of low-luminosity galaxies
to the ionizing photon budget for reionization. Some studies [150–152] contend that faint
galaxies (MUV ≥ -17) make only a negligible contribution, while others [78, 135, 140, 153]
argue that these sources play a dominant role in the reionization of the Universe. In our
model, the star-formation rate increases with increasing halo mass, whereas the abundance
of halos (governed by the halo mass function) and the escape fraction of UV ionizing photons
decreases with increasing halo mass. These competing effects essentially shape the photon
ionizing budget for reionization at a given redshift. To understand the relative importance of
galaxies with different UV luminosities in reionizing the Universe, we calculate the relative
contributions to ṅion(z) from various UV magnitude bins at six different redshifts spanning
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Figure 7. The cumulative distribution of the instantaneous ionizing emissivity as a function of galaxy
UV luminosity at different redshifts for 200 random samples drawn from the MCMC chains for the
default case. In each panel, the solid dark-blue line corresponds to the best-fit model, while the
vertical dotted red line denotes the cumulative contribution from galaxies fainter than MUV = -17.
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various stages of the reionization process as follows.
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dṅnofb
ion

dMUV

= QII(z)
dṅfb
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(4.1)

where dṅion/dMUV(z) denotes the comoving number density of ionizing photons per unit
time contributed by galaxies having UV magnitudes between MUV and MUV +dMUV, while
the terms dṅnofb

ion /dMh and dṅfb
ion/dMh are the integrands of equations (2.21) and (2.25)

respectively.
In Figure 7, we present the distributions of the cumulative contribution made to the

instantaneous ionizing emissivity by galaxies fainter than a certain UV magnitude for 200
random samples drawn from the MCMC chains for the default case. It is evident that
galaxies fainter than a fiducial value of MUV = −17 produce the majority of the ionizing
photons that drive cosmic reionization, with their relative contribution dropping from ≳
80% at z ∼ 10.5 to ≳ 40% at z ∼ 6.
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Figure 8. The cumulative contribution to the instantaneous ionizing photon rate as a function of
halo mass (left panel) and UV magnitude of the resident galaxies (right panel) at different redshifts
resulting from the best-fit model of the default case. The horizontal black dash-dotted line in the
left panel corresponds to a cumulative contribution of 50% to the photon budget, while the vertical
red dotted line in the right panel represents the cumulative contribution from galaxies fainter than
MUV = -17.

We also specifically show the evolution of the instantaneous ionizing emissivity as a
function of galaxy UV luminosity and its host DM halo mass with redshift for the best-fit
model of the default case in Figure 8. The cumulative distribution shifts towards higher halo
masses (and, analogously towards brighter UV galaxies) by more than an order of magnitude
as reionization progresses from z = 9 to z = 6. This trend mirrors the rapid build-up and
evolution of the halo mass function towards higher mass halos. As a result, the galaxies
responsible for providing 50% of the instantaneous ionizing emissivity tend to shift towards
more massive host halos as redshift decreases.

In the hierarchical structure formation model, it is well known that the statistical prop-
erties of galaxies are dictated by the statistical properties of their host dark matter halos. As
a result, we next move to examine the clustering properties of galaxies predicted by our model
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based on the spatial clustering of DM halos and our constructed galaxy-halo connection. To
do so, we focus on the galaxy bias bgal, which quantifies the enhanced clustering of galaxies
with respect to that of the underlying matter distribution, and check how compatible our
predictions are with the bias measurements that have recently become available at z ≥ 6
[154, 155].

We calculate the effective number-weighted linear bias of galaxies beffg (z) at a given
redshift z as

beffgal(z) =

∫MUV,max

MUV,min
dMUV {QII(z) b

fb
gal(MUV, z) Φ

fb
UV + [1−QII(z)] Φ

nofb
UV bnofbgal (MUV, z)}∫MUV,max

MUV,min
dMUV {QII(z) Φfb

UV + [1−QII(z)] Φnofb
UV }

(4.2)
where bfbgal(MUV, z) and bnofbgal (MUV, z) represents the linear bias of galaxies, with absolute
magnitude MUV at redshift z, residing in ionized and neutral regions respectively.

In our models, as the mass of a host dark matter halo Mh entirely determines the UV
magnitude of its resident galaxy based on the Mh −MUV relation, we can write the galaxy
bias bfbgal (b

nofb
gal ) in ionized (neutral) regions in terms of the linear halo bias bh, as follows

bfbgal(MUV, z) = bh(Mh(MUV)|fb, z)
bnofbgal (MUV, z) = bh(Mh(MUV)|nofb, z) (4.3)

For the bias calculations, we take MUV,min = -21 and compute the linear halo bias from
the formula provided by Sheth & Tormen [7] based on the peak-background split theory. We
use the python module halomod5 accompanying the hmf codebase for these calculations.
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Figure 9. The evolution of the effective galaxy bias (equation (4.2)) as a function of redshift for two
magnitude cuts - MUV < −19.8 (left) and MUV < −15.5 (right).The colored data points denote the
recent measurements using Hubble Legacy Fields data [154] and JWST/NIRCam observations [155].

In Figure 9, we show the effective galaxy bias predicted by our models as a function of
redshift for two different magnitude cuts (i.e. MUV,max) along with recent bias measurements
from Hubble Legacy Fields data [154] and JWST/NIRCam observations [155]. We find that
our model predicts an increasing trend of the galaxy bias with redshift and agrees well
with the observations over 5 ≤ z ≤ 8 for both cases, after accounting for the observational

5https://github.com/halomod/halomod
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errors. However, at z > 9, we predict much weaker clustering than that reported by these
studies. As the halo bias is known to strongly increase with halo mass at a fixed redshift, this
means that our model predicts slightly less massive halo masses than that suggested by the
clustering observations at these redshifts. In fact, from the redshift evolution of the observed
galaxy bias, the authors of these studies [155] also inferred that characteristic dark matter
halo mass Mh,c hosting the observed galaxies slightly increases from a value of 1010M⊙ over
6 ≤ z ≤ 8.5 to 1010.5M⊙ at z > 9 (see Fig. 2 of [155]). This underscores the importance of
supplementing UVLF measurements with clustering measurements in robustly inferring the
galaxy-halo connection at high redshifts.

Over the past few years, several observational studies at high redshifts have reported
an increasing trend of the galaxy bias with the luminosity at a fixed redshift [38, 156–158].
To investigate whether our model can reproduce this trend, we calculate the average bias of
a galaxy with UV magnitude MUV at a redshift z as follows

⟨bgal⟩ = QII(z) b
fb
gal(MUV, z) + [1−QII(z)] b

nofb
gal (MUV, z) (4.4)

where symbols have their usual meaning.
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Figure 10. The evolution of the average galaxy bias (equation (4.4)) as a function of the absolute
UV magnitude at two redshift bins. The colored data points denote the recent measurements [155]
using JWST/NIRCam observations of the GOODS South field.

From Figure 10, we can see that our model predicts the galaxy bias to be increasing with
UV luminosity at z = 6 and 7, which is consistent with the recent observations [155]. This
directly follows from the fact that in our models, brighter galaxies reside in more massive
dark matter halos which exhibit stronger clustering than less massive ones.

4.3 Importance of the inclusion of the recent UVLF measurements from JWST

In the default case, we used UVLF measurements obtained from different galaxy surveys
conducted with both the Hubble Space Telescope (z ≤ 9) and the James Webb Space Tele-
scope (z ≳ 9). To understand the significance of the inclusion of the JWST datasets, we
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Figure 11. Comparison of the posterior distributions of a subset of the free parameters for the
default case (in blue) and the only-HST case (in red). The contours represent the 68% and 95%
confidence intervals.

ran a variant of the MCMC analysis, that we call the only-HST case, by retaining only
the observational data from HST studies - which are shown by black circles in Figure 2.
The corresponding parameter constraints for this case are mentioned in the fourth column
of Table 1.

As one would expect, we find that the model parameters that contribute to the calcula-
tion of the evolving UVLF are the ones that are most affected by the exclusion of the JWST
datasets. The individual free parameters like ℓε,0+ ℓε,jump/2 , α0+αjump/2 , zε, ∆zε, zα and
∆zα which determine the UV efficiency of galaxies at higher z and their overall evolution
with redshift are barely constrained.

We find that the normalization of the UV efficiency log10(ε∗10,UV) does not require any
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evolution with redshift to explain the HST-determined UVLFs and the various reionization
observables since our marginalized constraints imply ℓε,jump ≈ 0. The same can also be said
for the power-law index α∗, as the 1σ constraints on αjump is consistent with zero.

In Figure 11, we show a comparison of the posterior distributions between the default
case (in blue) and only-HST case (in red) for a subset of the free parameters. We notice that
although the constraints of ℓε,0−ℓε,jump/2, α0−αjump/2, log10(εesc,10) and αesc agree with that
obtained for the default case, they are somewhat weakened - possibly because the behavior
of these evolving parameters at the high-redshift end becomes entirely unconstrained when
the JWST UVLF measurements are excluded. We also find the 1σ upper limit on log10Mcrit

has slightly relaxed from < 9.70 to < 9.75.

4.4 Utilizing model-independent QHI constraints for inferences
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Figure 12. Comparison of the posterior distributions of a subset of the free parameters for the
default case (in blue) and the only-J23 case (in green). The contours represent the 68% and 95%
confidence intervals.

In the default case, we used measurements of the neutral fraction QHI in the IGM
obtained from absorption studies of Lyman-α emission originating from high-redshift sources.
These estimates are usually model-dependent because they depend on several assumptions
related to the intrinsic Lyα emission of the high-z quasars and galaxies or the transmission of
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Figure 13. The reionization histories for 200 random samples drawn from the MCMC chains for the
only-J23 case. The data points denote the observational constraints for QHI(z) used.

Lyα radiation in the intergalactic and circumgalactic medium. On the contrary, the analysis
of dark pixel fraction [114, 159, 160] provides us with nearly model-independent upper limits
on QHI. Therefore, we ran another variant of the MCMC analysis, which we call the only-
J23 case, by replacing the earlier QHI measurements with model-independent but somewhat
less stringent QHI upper limits [114]. In such cases, where we need to work with upper limits,
the likelihood [161] for the QHI data is given by

L(D|θ) =
∏
i

1

2

[
1 + erf

(
±Mi(θ)−Di√

2 σi

)]
,

As per the above definition, the likelihood of a model approaches unity when its prediction
is less than Di − σi for all data points, and the likelihood approaches zero when the model
prediction is greater than Di + σi for any data point i.

For this case, the corresponding constraints on the free and derived parameters of the
model are mentioned in the fifth column of Table 1. We compare the posterior distributions
between the default case (in blue) and only-J23 case (in green) for a subset of the free
parameters in Figure 12. We find that the constraints on the astrophysical parameters
controlling the star-formation rate and the UV emission show very marginal change compared
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to the default case, implying that the SFR-to-halo mass relation is already well constrained
by the UVLF measurements. However, the power-law scaling index αesc for the only-J23
case now has a stronger preference for positive values, leading to higher escape of LyC
photons from galaxies residing inside heavier halos. The normalization value log10(εesc,10) of
the ionizing escape fraction also turns out to be higher in comparison to the default case.
Consequently, in this scenario, the onus for providing ionizing photons is primarily delegated
to the relatively heavier mass halos due to their higher escape fraction and efficiency in
forming stars. Although massive halos are rarer at higher redshifts, they assemble rapidly
at z < 9 and for this case, are also somewhat more immune to photosuppression in their
star formation arising from radiative feedback (see the Mcrit panel of Figure 12). Therefore,
cosmic reionization progresses very rapidly in such models and completes comparitively early
(z ≥ 6), as can also be seen from Figure 13 where we show the reionization history for 200
random samples drawn from the MCMC chains of the only-J23 case.

5 Summary and Conclusions

In this work, we have developed a semi-analytical model of galaxy formation and evolution
that is self-consistently coupled to a physically motivated model for reionization. We use this
model to constrain the astrophysical properties of high-redshift galaxies, which are believed
to be the main drivers of reionization, by simultaneously comparing the model predictions
with a variety of available observables, under an MCMC-based Bayesian framework. In par-
ticular, we use the measurement of optical depth τel from the Planck Collaboration, some of
the recent estimates of the globally averaged neutral hydrogen fraction in the IGM from Lyα
absorption studies, and the UV luminosity functions at z ∼ 6− 15 to obtain the constraints.
Our model has eleven free parameters in total - eight of which determine the redshift evolution
of the star-formation efficiency (and consequently, the production efficiency of UV radiation)
of high-z galaxies, one to characterize the typical halo masses (Mcrit) below which effects
of radiative feedback are dominant, while the remaining two describe the mass-dependent
escape fraction fesc(Mh) of ionizing UV photons emitted by galaxies.

The main findings of our analysis are :

• Our model UVLFs are in agreement with observations at all redshifts where data are
currently available. We notice that an enhancement in the star-formation rate efficiency
and/or UV luminosity per stellar mass formed is required to reconcile with the recent
JWST UVLF estimates at z ≥ 10, as also found by several other studies.

• We find that the UV emission from galaxies residing inside DM halos with masses
Mcrit < 109.7 M⊙ (68% C.L.) is strongly affected by feedback mechanisms arising due
to photo-ionization heating as cosmic reionization progresses.

• Our models are also consistent with the currently available constraints on reionization
from studies of the cosmic microwave background and quasar absorption spectra if a
power-law mass dependence is adopted for the escape fraction fesc of ionizing UV pho-
tons. In our model, fesc decreases with increasing halo mass, having a value of ∼ 11%
for 1010M⊙ halos based on the assumed properties (log10

[
ξion,fid/(ergs

−1 Hz)
]
≈ 25.23)

of the stellar population, and the bulk of the ionizing photons for cosmic reionization
seem to be produced by the fainter population of galaxies.
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We emphasize that our galaxy model, which is entirely built on the dark matter HMFs
and a semi-analytical prescription to model galaxy properties within these halos, is somewhat
simplistic but very flexible. As a result, certain aspects of our present modeling can be easily
improved in the future. For example, the treatment of radiative feedback in our model is
rather agnostic to physical processes. Ideally, the effects of radiative feedback should be self-
consistently calculated from the evolution of the thermal properties of the IGM [12]. Secondly,
we have modelled the inhomogeneities in the IGM through a clumping factor C that controls
the effective recombination rate, neglecting the density distribution of the IGM. However,
since the recombination rate is typically higher in high-density regions, one would expect
such regions to remain neutral for a longer time while regions of lower densities to be ionized
earlier. Incorporating the density structure of the IGM [12, 14, 162–165] in recombination
calculations would enable tracking the progress of reionization in a clumpy Universe more
reliably. Furthermore, we have considered only a single class of stellar population, whose
nature is captured through two numbers (κUV and ηγ∗) in our calculations. In other words, we
have simply accounted for the total contribution from star-forming galaxies, without trying to
segregate it into contributions from Pop-II or Pop-III stars. Therefore, from the perspective of
the global observables considered here, any changes in these numbers (κUV and ηγ∗), arising as
a result of the change in the nature of the stellar population, are completely degenerate with
changes in other astrophysical parameters (such as f∗ and fesc respectively). As observations
with the JWST have already started to reveal tantalizing insights into the complex nature
of star formation in the early Universe, a self-consistent treatment of the properties of the
pristine Population III stars and how they transition into the metal-enriched Population
II stars in semi-analytical models like ours will be extremely beneficial for unambiguously
understanding their impact on observables like the UV luminosity functions at z > 12 [166],
the 21-cm signal from Cosmic Dawn [167] and the chemical enrichment of the IGM [168].
Furthermore, some studies have also invoked possibilities like contributions from non-stellar
sources like an accreting supermassive black hole (AGN) [49, 169] and/or decrement of dust
attenuation at z > 10 [72, 170–172] for explaining the recent JWST observations. It would
be interesting to include the effects of dust obscuration and AGN activity in our model and
revisit the present analysis. We postpone these extensions for future work.

Interestingly, the nature and emission properties of high-redshift galaxies and their red-
shift evolution also have important consequences for the strength and fluctuations of the
cosmological 21-cm signal during reionization and cosmic dawn [23, 24, 173–177]. Over the
next decade, the extensive datasets acquired from high-z galaxy surveys will be ably comple-
mented by information on the redshifted 21-cm cosmological signal from interferometric as
well as global experiments such as the Low Frequency Array (LOFAR) [178, 179], Murchison
Widefield Array (MWA) [180, 181], Precision Array for Probing the Epoch of Reionization
(PAPER) [182, 183], Hydrogen Epoch of Reionization Array (HERA) [184], Square Kilome-
tre Array (SKA) [185], Shaped Antenna measurement of the background RAdio Spectrum
(SARAS) [186], Experiment to Detect the Global EoR Signature (EDGES) [187], Radio Ex-
periment for the Analysis of Cosmic Hydrogen (REACH) [188]. In this context, expanding
our current framework to incorporate the calculation of the 21-cm brightness temperature
will offer a promising avenue to reliably deduce the astrophysical properties of galaxies in the
early Universe.
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A Motivating the parameterization for ε∗10,UV (z) and α∗(z)
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Figure 14. The marginalized values of ε∗10,UV and α∗ obtained by fitting the UVLF model to the
corresponding measurements at each redshift bin individually (see text for details). For illustration,
we also show the tanh evolution corresponding to the best-fit model of the default case (Section 4.1)
using a black dotted line.

In this work, we used a tanh parameterization to represent the smooth redshift-evolution
of the parameters ε∗10,UV (z) and α∗(z). These two parameters affect the model-predicted
UVLFs in a somewhat unambiguous manner while being completely degenerate with other
parameters like εesc and αesc in determining the reionization history.

As detailed in Section 2.1, the luminosity functions from our model at any given redshift
depend on four parameters - ε∗10,UV , α∗, Mcrit and QII . In general, the shape of the UVLF
is contingent on the Mh-MUV relationship, which is decided by parameters such as ε∗10,UV ,
α∗ and Mcrit and the shape of the dark matter halo mass function. At the very faint end,
the UVLF is predominantly shaped by the impact of radiative feedback (determined by
Mcrit) on low-mass galaxies that reside in ionized regions, which occupy a fraction QII of the
Universe by volume. However, for massive halos with masses Mh >> Mcrit, the effect of UV
feedback becomes negligible, and therefore, the UVLF towards the brighter end of the UV
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magnitude range becomes independent of QII or Mcrit and is entirely determined by the free
parameters - ε∗10,UV and α∗. With this motivation, we fit our model UVLFs to the observed
measurements at each redshift bin individually by treating log10(ε∗10,UV ), α∗, log10 Mcrit

and QII as free parameters. From this exercise, we find no sensible constraints on log10 Mcrit

and QII at any of the redshift bins, while the values of log10(ε∗10,UV ) and α∗ obtained at
each z from this exercise is shown in Figure 14. We find that both ε∗10,UV and α∗ steeply
increase for z ≥ 10, while remaining roughly constant (within error bars) below z ∼ 10. This
motivated us to assume a tanh parameterization for their evolution as it not only captures
the behaviour shown in Figure 14 but also offers reasonable flexibility in their evolution.
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Spatially resolved Hα and ionizing photon production efficiency in the lensed galaxy
MACS1149-JD1 at a redshift of 9.11, A&A 686 (2024) A85 [2309.06319].

[137] A. Calabro, M. Castellano, J.A. Zavala, L. Pentericci, P. Arrabal Haro, T.J.L.C. Bakx et al.,
Evidence of extreme ionization conditions and low metallicity in GHZ2/GLASS-z12 from a
combined analysis of NIRSpec and MIRI observations, arXiv e-prints (2024) arXiv:2403.12683
[2403.12683].

– 35 –

https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acf85a
https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.15305
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2305.04944
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.04944
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty2123
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.03502
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac1549
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.15328
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab2497
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.04997
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/792/1/32
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/792/1/32
https://arxiv.org/abs/1407.1374
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv044
https://arxiv.org/abs/1501.01630
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw1728
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.09475
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2312.12109
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2312.12109
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.12109
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa2797
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.16828
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-023-01918-w
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-023-01918-w
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.04568
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2309.15671
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2309.15671
https://arxiv.org/abs/2309.15671
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2306.05295
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.05295
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad3605
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.01112
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202347946
https://arxiv.org/abs/2309.06319
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2403.12683
https://arxiv.org/abs/2403.12683


[138] J.-P. Paardekooper, S. Khochfar and C. Dalla Vecchia, The First Billion Years project: the
escape fraction of ionizing photons in the epoch of reionization, MNRAS 451 (2015) 2544
[1501.01967].

[139] H. Xu, J.H. Wise, M.L. Norman, K. Ahn and B.W. O’Shea, Galaxy Properties and UV
Escape Fractions during the Epoch of Reionization: Results from the Renaissance Simulations,
ApJ 833 (2016) 84 [1604.07842].

[140] J.S.W. Lewis, P. Ocvirk, D. Aubert, J.G. Sorce, P.R. Shapiro, N. Deparis et al., Galactic
ionizing photon budget during the epoch of reionization in the Cosmic Dawn II simulation,
MNRAS 496 (2020) 4342 [2001.07785].

[141] T. Kimm and R. Cen, Escape Fraction of Ionizing Photons during Reionization: Effects due
to Supernova Feedback and Runaway OB Stars, ApJ 788 (2014) 121 [1405.0552].

[142] S.J. Mutch, B. Greig, Y. Qin, G.B. Poole and J.S.B. Wyithe, Dark-ages reionization and
galaxy formation simulation – XXI. Constraining the evolution of the ionizing escape fraction,
arXiv e-prints (2023) arXiv:2303.07378 [2303.07378].

[143] Y. Harikane, K. Nakajima, M. Ouchi, H. Umeda, Y. Isobe, Y. Ono et al., Pure Spectroscopic
Constraints on UV Luminosity Functions and Cosmic Star Formation History from 25
Galaxies at z spec = 8.61-13.20 Confirmed with JWST/NIRSpec, ApJ 960 (2024) 56
[2304.06658].

[144] J.S. Bolton and M.G. Haehnelt, The observed ionization rate of the intergalactic medium and
the ionizing emissivity at z ¿= 5: evidence for a photon-starved and extended epoch of
reionization, MNRAS 382 (2007) 325 [astro-ph/0703306].

[145] G.D. Becker and J.S. Bolton, New measurements of the ionizing ultraviolet background over 2
¡ z ¡ 5 and implications for hydrogen reionization, MNRAS 436 (2013) 1023 [1307.2259].

[146] A. D’Aloisio, M. McQuinn, F.B. Davies and S.R. Furlanetto, Large fluctuations in the
high-redshift metagalactic ionizing background, MNRAS 473 (2018) 560 [1611.02711].

[147] G.D. Becker, A. D’Aloisio, H.M. Christenson, Y. Zhu, G. Worseck and J.S. Bolton, The mean
free path of ionizing photons at 5 ¡ z ¡ 6: evidence for rapid evolution near reionization,
MNRAS 508 (2021) 1853 [2103.16610].

[148] L.C. Keating, L.H. Weinberger, G. Kulkarni, M.G. Haehnelt, J. Chardin and D. Aubert, Long
troughs in the Lyman-α forest below redshift 6 due to islands of neutral hydrogen, MNRAS
491 (2020) 1736 [1905.12640].

[149] L.C. Keating, G. Kulkarni, M.G. Haehnelt, J. Chardin and D. Aubert, Constraining the
second half of reionization with the Ly β forest, MNRAS 497 (2020) 906 [1912.05582].

[150] M. Sharma, T. Theuns, C. Frenk, R. Bower, R. Crain, M. Schaller et al., The brighter galaxies
reionized the Universe, MNRAS 458 (2016) L94 [1512.04537].

[151] R.P. Naidu, S. Tacchella, C.A. Mason, S. Bose, P.A. Oesch and C. Conroy, Rapid
Reionization by the Oligarchs: The Case for Massive, UV-bright, Star-forming Galaxies with
High Escape Fractions, ApJ 892 (2020) 109 [1907.13130].

[152] N. Joshi and M. Sharma, The haloes that reionized the Universe, arXiv e-prints (2024)
arXiv:2403.12132 [2403.12132].

[153] L. Anderson, F. Governato, M. Karcher, T. Quinn and J. Wadsley, The little Galaxies that
could (reionize the universe): predicting faint end slopes & escape fractions at z¿4, MNRAS
468 (2017) 4077 [1606.05352].

[154] N. Dalmasso, M. Trenti and N. Leethochawalit, Galaxy clustering measurements out to
redshift z ∼ 8 from Hubble Legacy Fields, MNRAS 528 (2024) 898 [2312.12329].

– 36 –

https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv1114
https://arxiv.org/abs/1501.01967
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/833/1/84
https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.07842
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa1748
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.07785
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/788/2/121
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.0552
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2303.07378
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.07378
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ad0b7e
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.06658
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2007.12372.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0703306
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt1610
https://arxiv.org/abs/1307.2259
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx2341
https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.02711
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab2696
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.16610
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz3083
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz3083
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.12640
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa1909
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.05582
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slw021
https://arxiv.org/abs/1512.04537
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab7cc9
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.13130
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2403.12132
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2403.12132
https://arxiv.org/abs/2403.12132
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx709
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx709
https://arxiv.org/abs/1606.05352
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad3901
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.12329


[155] N. Dalmasso, N. Leethochawalit, M. Trenti and K. Boyett, Galaxy clustering at cosmic dawn
from JWST/NIRCam observations to redshift z∼11, arXiv e-prints (2024) arXiv:2402.18052
[2402.18052].

[156] R.L. Barone-Nugent, M. Trenti, J.S.B. Wyithe, R.J. Bouwens, P.A. Oesch, G.D. Illingworth
et al., Measurement of Galaxy Clustering at z ˜7.2 and the Evolution of Galaxy Bias from 3.8
¡ z ¡ 8 in the XDF, GOODS-S, and GOODS-N, ApJ 793 (2014) 17 [1407.7316].

[157] Y. Harikane, M. Ouchi, Y. Ono, S. More, S. Saito, Y.-T. Lin et al., Evolution of
Stellar-to-Halo Mass Ratio at z = 0 - 7 Identified by Clustering Analysis with the Hubble
Legacy Imaging and Early Subaru/Hyper Suprime-Cam Survey Data, ApJ 821 (2016) 123
[1511.07873].

[158] Y. Qiu, J.S.B. Wyithe, P.A. Oesch, S.J. Mutch, Y. Qin, I. Labbé et al., Dependence of galaxy
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