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Abstract
We introduce the thesan-zoom project, a comprehensive suite of high-resolution zoom-in simulations of

14 high-redshift (𝑧 > 3) galaxies selected from the thesan simulation volume. This sample encompasses a
diverse range of halo masses, with 𝑀halo ≈ 108 − 1013 M⊙ at 𝑧 = 3. At the highest-resolution, the simulations
achieve a baryonic mass of 142 M⊙ and a gravitational softening length of 17 cpc. We employ a state-of-
the-art multi-phase interstellar medium (ISM) model that self-consistently includes stellar feedback, radiation
fields, dust physics, and low-temperature cooling through a non-equilibrium thermochemical network. Our
unique framework incorporates the impact of patchy reionization by adopting the large-scale radiation field
topology from the parent thesan simulation box rather than assuming a spatially uniform UV background.
In total, thesan-zoom comprises 60 simulations, including both fiducial runs and complementary variations
designed to investigate the impact of numerical and physical parameters on galaxy properties. The fiducial
simulation set reproduces a wealth of high-redshift observational data such as the stellar-to-halo-mass relation,
the star-forming main sequence, the Kennicutt–Schmidt relation, and the mass–metallicity relation. While
our simulations slightly overestimate the abundance of low-mass and low-luminosity galaxies they agree well
with observed stellar and UV luminosity functions at the higher mass end. Moreover, the star-formation
rate density closely matches the observational estimates from 𝑧 = 3 − 14. These results indicate that the
simulations effectively reproduce many of the essential characteristics of high-redshift galaxies, providing a
realistic framework to interpret the exciting new observations from JWST .
Subject headings: galaxies: high-redshift, dark ages, reionization, first stars, methods: numerical

1. INTRODUCTION
The study of primitive stars and galaxies is an exciting new

frontier in astrophysics and cosmology. These early structures
form within a few hundred million years after the Big Bang
through the gravitational amplification of primordial density
fluctuations, which collapse into dark matter halos (Zel’dovich
1970). Gas flows into these halos, cools radiatively, and forms
the first stars and galaxies, marking the beginning of Cos-
mic Dawn (CD). The intense high-energy radiation from these
stars dramatically alters their surroundings by transforming
the previously cold, neutral gas into a hot, ionized medium
(Barkana & Loeb 2001). This process, called reionization,
is initially patchy, with ionized bubbles surrounding the most
energetic sources. These bubbles grow bigger and more nu-
merous and eventually overlap as the ionizing radiation output
from galaxies increases, ionizing and heating nearly all the
low-density gas in the Universe. Understanding these early
epochs of CD and reionization (EoR) is necessary because
they form an important evolutionary link between the smooth
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matter distribution at early times and the complex structures
observed today.

With the launch of the James Webb Space Telescope
(JWST), we have entered an exciting new high-precision era
in the study of high-redshift structure formation and reion-
ization. The large 6.5 m mirror and unprecedented near- to
mid-infrared instrumentation have allowed us to detect the rest-
frame optical emission (Kalirai 2018; Williams et al. 2018) of
galaxies within the first billion years after the Big Bang. These
early observations reveal a surprisingly large abundance of in-
credibly bright, massive galaxies at 𝑧 > 8 (Labbé et al. 2023;
Finkelstein et al. 2023; Weibel et al. 2024), which seem to be
in tension with several semi-analytical models (Behroozi et al.
2020; Mauerhofer & Dayal 2023; Yung et al. 2024) and nu-
merical simulations (Vĳayan et al. 2021; Kannan et al. 2022a,
2023). While some discrepancies may stem from measure-
ment uncertainties, such as photometric redshift misestimation
(Naidu et al. 2022; Zavala et al. 2023) or emission line con-
tamination in broadband filters (Endsley et al. 2023; Tacchella
et al. 2023), there is growing evidence (Willott et al. 2023;
Castellano et al. 2024) that the population of high-redshift
galaxies may differ significantly from what many models of
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galaxy formation predict. This discrepancy can potentially be
resolved by modifying certain baryonic processes like reduc-
ing the efficiency of feedback from high-redshift metal-poor
stars (Dekel et al. 2023; Yung et al. 2024), increasing the vari-
ability in the star–formation rate of primitive galaxies (Shen
et al. 2023; Sun et al. 2023), modifying the initial mass func-
tion (Steinhardt et al. 2023; Yajima et al. 2023) or decreasing
dust attenuation at higher redshifts (Ferrara et al. 2023; Kan-
nan et al. 2023). Alternatively, non-standard cosmological
phenomena like early dark energy (Smith et al. 2022a; Shen
et al. 2024), primordial black holes (Liu & Bromm 2022) or
cosmic string loops (Jiao et al. 2023; Koehler et al. 2024) can
potentially seed structures in the early Universe leading to a
larger than expected abundance of massive galaxies at high
redshifts.

Observations suggest that these early galaxies are predom-
inantly metal-poor (Curti et al. 2023) and relatively dust-free
(Bakx et al. 2023), and a large majority of them have high
specific star-formation rates and bursty star formation histo-
ries (Endsley et al. 2023), especially at the low-mass end.
The spectral energy distributions (SEDs) are often dominated
by very young stellar populations, producing strong emission
lines with high equivalent widths (Rinaldi et al. 2023; Withers
et al. 2023). Moreover, they have emission line ratios that
indicate higher degrees of ionization and lower metal abun-
dances (Sanders et al. 2024) than their low-redshift counter-
parts. The relatively young and low metallicity stars have very
high production efficiency of ionizing photons with the me-
dian observed 𝜉ion ≳ 1025.5 erg−1 Hz, suggesting they could
play a significant role in reionizing the Universe (Simmonds
et al. 2024). Remarkably, JWST detections of damping wing
absorption redward of the Ly𝛼 line (Hsiao et al. 2023; Umeda
et al. 2023) hint at ionized bubbles that may be substantially
larger than predicted in many analytic or simulation-based
models (Neyer et al. 2023), although alternative explanations
involve higher Ly𝛼 luminosities or smaller bubbles (Keating
et al. 2023).

JWST has revealed additional surprises, including the ex-
istence of disk-dominated galaxies just 600 Myr after the Big
Bang (Li et al. 2023; Nelson et al. 2023; Robertson et al.
2023). Although stable disks are common in the low-redshift
Universe, the high merger and accretion rates are not con-
ducive for disk formation (e.g. Semenov et al. 2024) at such
early times. There have also been a few observations of non-
star forming (quenched) low-mass galaxies in the reionization
epoch (Looser et al. 2023; Strait et al. 2023). It is unclear
what caused these galaxies to quench, but there is some evi-
dence that the combined effect of multiple supernovae after a
starburst event can drive large-scale outflows that temporarily
quench a galaxy (Dome et al. 2024). Intriguingly, there have
also been observations of extremely metal-poor stars (Vanzella
et al. 2023), and even the discovery of a bound proto-globular
cluster, just 460 Myr after the Big Bang (Adamo et al. 2024).

To interpret these new high-redshift observations, theoreti-
cal models must capture both the primordial galaxy formation
process and their impact on the environment. This requires
accurately modeling the multitude of physical processes that
sculpt the properties of galaxies (see Vogelsberger et al. 2020a,
for a review) coupled to accurate radiation hydrodynamics
(RHD). The complexity and numerical cost of including on-
the-fly radiative transfer has forced almost all of the state-of-
the-art galaxy formation simulations to approximate the radi-
ation field as either a spatially uniform background (see for
example, Hopkins et al. 2014; Kannan et al. 2014b; Vogels-

berger et al. 2014; Schaye et al. 2015, 2023; Wang et al. 2015;
Springel et al. 2018; Davé et al. 2019; Pakmor et al. 2023)
or use approximations like optically thin transport (Kannan
et al. 2014a, 2016; Hopkins et al. 2018; Obreja et al. 2019;
Feldmann et al. 2023; Waterval et al. 2024; Zhu & Springel
2024). However, recent advancements in computational power
and algorithmic improvements have allowed for the inclusion
of on-the-fly radiative transfer in large-scale galaxy formation
simulations (Gnedin & Abel 2001; Rosdahl & Teyssier 2015;
Kannan et al. 2019). Many of these coupled galaxy forma-
tion and RHD simulations prioritize modeling the reionization
epoch due to the considerable influence of radiation fields on
galaxies and their environment in this era.

Simulating large representative volumes (≳ 100 cMpc) of
the Universe is necessary to capture the large-scale statisti-
cal properties of the reionization process and high-resolution
(∼ 100 pc) is required to predict the resolved properties of
the galaxies responsible for it. Such large-scale simulations
have recently made progress in understanding the reioniza-
tion epoch by making predictions for the high-redshift UV
luminosity function (Ocvirk et al. 2020; Kannan et al. 2022a),
impact of photo-heating feedback during reionization in low-
mass galaxies (Gnedin 2014; Pawlik et al. 2017; Borrow et al.
2023), size distribution of ionized bubbles (Neyer et al. 2023;
Thélie et al. 2023), morphology of 21 cm emission (Kaurov
& Gnedin 2016; Kannan et al. 2022a), mean free path of ion-
izing photons (Garaldi et al. 2022; Lewis et al. 2022) and
Ly-𝛼 emission and transmission during the EoR (Gronke et al.
2021; Park et al. 2021; Smith et al. 2022b). These simulations
have also been used to provide insights into some resolved
properties of galaxies, like the fraction of ionizing photons
that escape the galaxy (Lewis et al. 2020; Yeh et al. 2023) and
various emission line luminosities arising from highly ionized
H ii regions (Kannan et al. 2022b; Hirschmann et al. 2023).
However, the lack of resolution and/or simplistic modeling of
the multi-phase interstellar medium (ISM) reduces the fidelity
of these predictions.

Alternatively, one can choose to put most of the computa-
tional effort into modeling the resolved properties of a small
number of high-redshift galaxies (Rosdahl et al. 2018; Pal-
lottini et al. 2022; Bhagwat et al. 2023), sacrificing volume
for resolution. This, in principle, allows for better model-
ing of processes like gas cooling in the ISM, photoionization,
photoheating, and stellar feedback. These simulations have
been used to gain insights into how the escape fraction of
ionizing photons scales with other galaxy properties (Rosdahl
et al. 2022), the role of AGN feedback in the reionization pro-
cess (Trebitsch et al. 2021) and modeling the emission line
luminosities of high-redshift galaxies (Kohandel et al. 2023).
Unfortunately, most of these simulations employ galaxy for-
mation models that are not sufficiently well tested (Xu et al.
2016; Ceverino et al. 2017; Rosdahl et al. 2022) because they
have been specifically designed and evaluated in simulations
that mainly predict observables above 𝑧 ≳ 6. When these
galaxy formation models are used to simulate galaxies down
to lower redshifts (𝑧 ≲ 3), they produce an order of magni-
tude more stars than what is expected and bulge-dominated
galaxies with centrally peaked rotation curves (Mitchell et al.
2021). Moreover, many of them lack one or more of the major
ingredients that regulate the properties of high-redshift galax-
ies like, dust content, molecular hydrogen chemistry, and/or a
realistic external radiation field that is spatially and temporally
varying.

In this paper, we introduce a novel simulation campaign
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designed to provide a realistic simulation counterpart to the
extensive array of JWST observations of high-redshift galax-
ies. We select 14 high-redshift galaxies, from the large-
volume coupled galaxy formation and reionization simula-
tion, thesan-1 (Kannan et al. 2022a; Smith et al. 2022b;
Garaldi et al. 2022), and re-simulate them at much higher
resolution using the zoom-in technique. We use a signifi-
cantly evolved version of the SMUGGLE multi-phase ISM
model that self-consistently accounts for the effects of super-
nova feedback, radiation fields, dust physics, and low temper-
ature cooling via molecular hydrogen (Marinacci et al. 2019;
Kannan et al. 2020a, 2021). The highest-resolution simula-
tions in our suite reach a baryonic mass and spatial resolu-
tion of 142 M⊙ and ∼ 17 cpc, respectively. The simulations
also follow the propagation of radiation across the boundary
of the high-resolution region to ensure incoming radiation
flows present in the thesan-1 simulation are seen by the high-
resolution region of the zoom-in run. This allows for a more
realistic treatment of reionization for objects that are inef-
ficient sources of ionizing radiation and reionize outside-in.
We also perform a set of supplementary simulations designed
to investigate the effect of numerical resolution and various
physical parameters on galaxy properties. In total, this gives
us a sample of 60 simulations, which are used to investigate the
properties of high-redshift galaxies and interpret the exciting
new observations from JWST . The methodology is introduced
in Section 2 with the main results presented in Section 3 and
the conclusions outlined in Section 4.

2. METHODS
The simulations use arepo-rt (Kannan et al. 2019), which

is a radiation hydrodynamic extension to the moving mesh
hydrodynamics code arepo (Springel 2010; Weinberger et al.
2020). The radiation hydrodynamic equations are solved us-
ing a finite-volume approach on an unstructured mesh. This
mesh is built from the Voronoi tessellation of a set of mesh-
generating points, which are generally free to follow the mo-
tion of gas with the restriction that the mesh is frequently
regularized according to the algorithm described in Vogels-
berger et al. (2012). A quasi-Lagrangian solution to the hy-
drodynamic equations is achieved by solving them at interfaces
between moving mesh cells in the rest frame of the interface.
Second-order convergence is achieved using a piecewise lin-
ear approach, which calculates gradients using a least square
fit (LSF) estimate that performs well even on highly distorted
meshes (Pakmor et al. 2016a). Time integration is performed
using Heun’s method, which computes the fluxes as an aver-
age of fluxes at the beginning and end of the time step. The
mesh geometry of the second half of the current time step is
used for the first half of the next time step, essentially requir-
ing only one mesh construction per step. The motion of the
mesh-generating points naturally adjusts the mesh resolution
to the underlying density field and is, therefore, well suited to
simulate systems with a large dynamical range.

The gravitational forces are computed using a hybrid ap-
proach which solves the short-range forces using a hierarchi-
cal oct-tree algorithm (Barnes & Hut 1986), while the long-
range forces are calculated using the particle mesh method
(Aarseth 2003). To accelerate the calculations of the gravi-
tational force, we employ hierarchical time integration as de-
scribed in Springel et al. (2021). This method enables us to
build the tree solely for the currently active particles, which is
particularly advantageous in high-resolution simulations char-
acterized by a deep time-bin hierarchy. We use a simple but

effective method to deal with the correlated force errors that
occur at large node boundaries in cosmological simulations
due to almost static particle distributions at high redshift. This
involves randomizing the relative locations of the particle set
with respect to the computational box each time a new domain
decomposition is computed (Springel et al. 2021).

2.1. Radiation transport
Radiation fields are simulated by casting the radiative trans-

fer equation into a set of hyperbolic conservation laws for
photon number density (𝑁𝑖; where ’i’ denotes the frequency
bin) and photon flux (F𝑖) by taking its zeroth and first mo-
ments, respectively (Kannan et al. 2019). Since this work
presents cosmological simulations, we evolve the comoving
photon number density (�̃�𝑖) and photon flux (F̃𝑖), which are
defined as �̃�𝑖 = 𝑎3𝑁𝑖 and F̃𝑖 = 𝑎3F𝑖 . The cube of the scale fac-
tor (𝑎) is multiplied to the physical quantities to account for the
loss of photon energy due to cosmological expansion. Under
the approximation that the Universe does not expand signif-
icantly before a photon is absorbed (Gnedin & Abel 2001),
the transport equations take the form (Wu et al. 2019; Kannan
et al. 2022a)

𝜕�̃�𝑖

𝜕𝑡
+ 1
𝑎
∇ · F̃𝑖 = 0 , (1)

𝜕F̃𝑖

𝜕𝑡
+ 𝑐2

𝑎
∇ · P̃𝑖 = 0 , (2)

where 𝑐 is the reduced speed of light, which for our runs is set
to 𝑐 = 0.01 𝑐 (where 𝑐 is the speed of light in vacuum), and P̃𝑖
is the comoving pressure tensor, which is related to the photon
number density by the Eddington tensor.

These equations are closed using the Eddington tensor for-
malism, with the specific form of the Eddington tensor given
by the M1 closure approximation (Levermore 1984; Dubroca
& Feugeas 1999). Second-order accuracy is achieved by using
a slope-limited piecewise linear extrapolation using the same
local LSF gradient estimate used to solve the hydrodynamic
equations. The algorithm is fully conservative and compatible
with the individual time-stepping scheme of arepo. The high
speed of light demands very small timesteps, forcing other
computationally expensive parts of the code, such as mesh
construction and gravity force calculations, to be called more
often than actually required. To overcome this issue, for each
hydro timestep, the radiation transport is sub-cycled sixteen
times according to the algorithm described in Appendix A of
Kannan et al. (2019). Finally, we adopt a novel node-to-node
communication strategy that utilizes shared memory to sub-
stitute intra-node communication with direct memory access.
Combining multiple inter-node messages into a single message
substantially enhances network bandwidth utilization and per-
formance for large-scale simulations like the ones presented
in this work (Zier et al. 2024).

2.2. The thermochemical network and gas cooling
The radiation fields are coupled to the gas via a non-

equilibrium thermochemical network, comprehensively out-
lined in Section 2.1 of Kannan et al. (2020b). Briefly, it models
primordial chemistry and cooling (Λp), uses tabulated cooling
rates for metals (ΛM), photoelectric heating (ΛPE), cooling
from dust-gas-radiation field (ΛD) interactions and Compton
cooling off the cosmic microwave background (CMB; ΛC).
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The total cooling (Λtot) is given by

Λtot = Λp (𝑛 𝑗 , 𝑁𝑖 , 𝑇) +
𝑍

Z⊙
ΛM (𝑇, 𝜌, 𝑧) + ΛPE (𝐷,𝑇, 𝜌, 𝑁FUV)

+ ΛD (𝐷,𝑇, 𝜌, 𝑁IR) + ΛC (𝜌, 𝑇, 𝑧) ,
(3)

where 𝑛 𝑗 is the number density of the ionic species ’ 𝑗’, tracked
by the non-equilibrium network, 𝑇 is the temperature of the
gas, 𝜌 is the density, 𝐷 is the dust-to-gas ratio, 𝑍 is the metal-
licity, Z⊙ is the solar metallicity, 𝑧 is the redshift and 𝑁FUV
and 𝑁IR are the radiation field intensity in the far-UV and the
infrared bands, respectively.

The primordial thermochemical network calculates non-
equilibrium abundances of six chemical species, namely
H 2,H i,H ii,He i,He ii, and He iii. The network describing
the thermochemistry of atomic Hydrogen and Helium is based
on Equations (49)–(51) in Kannan et al. (2019). This is sup-
plemented by a simple model for molecular hydrogen that
is coupled to the dust formation and destruction model (see
Section 2.3 for more details) as outlined in Kannan et al.
(2020b). These abundances are then used to calculate the
cooling and heating rates from hydrogen and helium. We
note that this model reproduces the right amount of molecular
gas and matches the molecular Kennicutt–Schmidt relation in
idealized simulations of Milky Way like galaxies.

Metal cooling is implemented assuming ionization equilib-
rium for a given portion of dust-free and optically thin gas
in a UV background radiation field given by Faucher-Giguère
et al. (2009). The cooling rate is computed from a look-up table
containing the pre-calculated cooling values computed from
CLOUDY (see Vogelsberger et al. 2013, for more details). Far-
UV photons (FUV; 5.8 − 11.2 eV) have high enough energies
to knock off electrons from dust grains, which can, in turn,
heat the interstellar medium of galaxies. This heating rate
depends on the dust content of the gas and the intensity of the
local FUV radiation as outlined in Wolfire et al. (2003). The
final cooling term arises from the dust–gas energy exchange
via collisions and is given by (Burke & Hollenbach 1983)

ΛD = 𝛽

(
𝐷

0.01

) (
0.1 𝜇m

𝑎

) √︂
𝑇

1 K

(
𝑇 − 𝑇𝑑

1 K

) ( 𝑛H

1 cm−3

)2

with 𝛽 = 1.356 × 10−33 erg cm−3 s−1 ,
(4)

where 𝑎 is the grain size, which we set to 0.1 𝜇m, 𝑇 is the
gas temperature, 𝑇d is the dust temperature, and 𝑛H is the gas
density is units of particles per cubic centimeter. The values
of 𝐷 and 𝑇d are modeled self-consistently by the dust model
described in the next section.

2.3. Dust physics
Dust is modeled as a scalar property of the gas cells, which

neglects relative motion between these two components and
passively advects dust across gas cells during the hydrody-
namical step as outlined in McKinnon et al. (2016, 2017).
The model tracks the mass of dust in five chemical species (C,
O, Mg, Si, and Fe). Dust production during stellar evolution
is modeled assuming part of the metals returned to the ISM
condensate into dust within a single simulation timestep. The
condensation fraction depends on the stellar evolution phase,
with asymptotic giant branch (AGB) stars and supernovae (SN)
being the major contributors (Dwek 1998).

Once produced, dust mass is allowed to increase through the
deposition of gas-phase metals onto existing dust grains. The
local instantaneous dust growth rate is

d𝑀dust
d𝑡

=

(
1 − 𝑀dust

𝑀metal

)
𝑀dust
𝜏g

, (Growth) (5)

where 𝑀dust and 𝑀metal are the mass of dust and gas-phase
metals in the cell. 𝜏g is the growth time scale, which is defined
as

𝜏g = 𝜏ref
g

(
𝜌ref

𝜌

) √︂
𝑇 ref

𝑇

Z⊙
𝑍

, if 𝑇 < 300 K,

= ∞, otherwise .
(6)

𝜏ref
g is the reference growth time which depends on atom–grain

collision, sticking efficiencies, and grain cross-sections and is
set to 200 Myr. 𝜌ref and 𝑇 ref are the reference density and
temperature, which are set to 1 H atom cm−3 and 20 K, re-
spectively. We note that the additional metallicity dependence
and the cutoff temperature are new features added to the dust
model presented in McKinnon et al. (2016). These additional
dependencies were introduced to match the sudden boost in
dust abundances in gas with close to solar metallicities ob-
served in the local Universe (Rémy-Ruyer et al. 2014).

The local instantaneous dust destruction rate by shocks (e.g.
Seab & Shull 1983; Seab 1987; Jones et al. 1994) and sput-
tering (both thermal and non-thermal, e.g. Draine & Salpeter
1979; Tielens et al. 1994) is given by

d𝑀dust
d𝑡

= −𝑀dust
𝜏sh

− 𝑀dust
𝜏sp/3

. (Destruction) (7)

𝜏sh and 𝜏sp are the shock- and sputtering-driven destruction
time scales, respectively. SN shocks only destroy dust in gas
particles currently experiencing SN feedback, from nearby
newly formed stars. The shock-driven destruction timescale
depends upon the local dust mass, the grain-destruction effi-
ciency of SN shocks, and the typical shock velocity (see Eqs.
16 of Kannan et al. 2020b). For computing 𝜏sp, we assume
that thermal sputtering processes dominate over non-thermal
ones. Hence it solely depends upon the local gas tempera-
ture, density, and grain size. Finally, we track the temperature
of dust grains by modeling the energy exchange between the
infra-red (IR, 0.1 − 1 eV) radiation field and dust grains

ΛR = 𝜅P𝜌𝑐(𝑎𝑟𝑇4
d − 𝐸IR) , (8)

where 𝜅P is the Planck mean opacity, 𝑎𝑟 is the radiation con-
stant, and 𝐸IR is the sum of the energy densities of the radiation
field in the infrared frequency bin and the energy density of
the cosmic microwave background (Kannan et al. 2019). The
dust temperature is calculated by solving the instantaneous
equilibrium condition ΛD + ΛR = 0 using Newton’s method
for root-finding. This model reproduces the observed distribu-
tions of dust-to-gas ratios and dust temperatures (Utomo et al.
2019) in nearby galaxies (Kannan et al. 2020b, 2021).

2.4. Star formation
Star are allowed to form in gas cells that have a thermal

Jeans length smaller than the cell size,

𝐿J =

√︃
𝜋𝑐2

s/𝐺𝜌 < Δ𝑥 , (9)

where 𝑐s is the sound speed, 𝐺 is Newton’s gravitational con-
stant, 𝜌 is the density of the cell, andΔ𝑥 is the cell radius which
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TABLE 1
Table outlining the frequency discretization of the radiation field used in the thesan-zoom simulations. It lists the frequency bin name (first column), photon
energy range (second column), the mean photoionization cross section (𝜎) for the different species (H 2, third column; H i, fourth column; He i, fifth column;
He ii, sixth column), the energy injected into the gas per absorbed photon (E) for the different species (H 2, seventh column; H i, eighth column; He i, ninth

column; He ii, tenth column), the mean radiation pressure (P) for the different species (H 2, eleventh column; H i, twelfth column; He i, thirteenth column; He ii,
fourteenth column), the mean energy per photon (𝑒; fifteenth column) and the dust-photon interaction cross section (𝜅d, sixteenth column). The dust opacities for
the Optical, FUV, LW, and ionizing bins (EUV1, EUV2, EUV3) are constant, while the IR opacities are calculated assuming a certain grain size distribution and

dust temperature as outlined in Appendix C of Kannan et al. (2019).

Bin Range 𝜎H 2 𝜎H i 𝜎He i 𝜎He ii EH 2 EH i EHe i EHe ii PH 2 PH i PHe i PHe ii 𝑒 𝜅d
[eV] [Mb] [Mb] [Mb] [Mb] [eV] [eV] [eV] [eV] [eV] [eV] [eV] [eV] [eV] [cm2g−1]

IR 0.1 − 1.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.65 𝑓 (𝑇d)
Optical 1.0 − 5.8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3.68 150
FUV 5.8 − 11.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8.47 1500
LW 11.2 − 13.6 0.21 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12.26 0 0 0 12.36 1000

EUV1 13.6 − 24.6 5.09 3.31 0 0 3.94 3.25 0 0 19.14 16.85 0 0 18.16 1000
EUV2 24.6 − 54.4 2.14 0.70 4.5 0 13.96 15.64 4.74 0 29.16 29.24 29.34 0 32.05 1000
EUV3 54.4 −∞ 0.32 0.11 0.77 1.42 41.23 42.87 31.87 2.10 56.46 56.46 56.47 56.50 56.99 1000

is calculated assuming spherical geometry. This ensures that
the stars are only formed when the Jeans length becomes un-
resolved and the gravitational collapse can no longer be fol-
lowed accurately (Truelove et al. 1997). This condition can
allow for low-density gas outside the ISM of galaxies to form
stars if it is relatively cold. To avoid this issue, we include
an additional condition that the gas must be at least denser
than 𝑛H = 10 cm−3 to be eligible to form stars. Gas cells
that satisfy both criteria are converted to stars using the usual
probabilistic approach (Springel & Hernquist 2003), which
assumes that the star-formation rate is proportional to the gas
density and inversely proportional to the local free fall time
(𝑡ff =

√︁
3𝜋/32𝐺𝜌)

SFR = 𝜖ff 𝜌/𝑡ff , (10)

where 𝜖ff is the star formation efficiency per free-fall time of
gas. In our simulations, we set this efficiency to 100% to
prevent the unresolved gas from artificially collapsing to high
densities (Hu et al. 2023). We have performed simulations
with other values of 𝜖ff , varying it all the way from 1 − 100%.
This parameter does not have any significant effect on the
global properties of the simulated galaxies. The probability
of a cell forming a star is

𝑝star = 1 − exp
(
−SFR

Δ𝑡

𝑚★

)
, (11)

where 𝑚★ = min(𝑚gas, 𝑚
max
★ ), Δ𝑡 is the time step of the cell

and 𝑚gas is the baryonic mass resolution. Collisionless parti-
cles of mass 𝑚★, representing stellar populations, are formed
stochastically from the gas, with the probability of forming one
drawn from a uniform distribution. Note that if 𝑚gas = 𝑚★,
then the entire cell is converted to stars, otherwise only part of
the cell mass is converted into stars with the maximum stellar
mass set to 𝑚max

★ = 2𝑚gas.

2.5. Stellar feedback
The simulations model three forms of stellar feedback: ra-

diation feedback, stellar winds, and supernova (SN) feedback.
We model photoheating, radiation pressure, and photoelec-
tric heating self-consistently using a radiative transfer scheme,
with star particles as the source of local radiation.

2.5.1. Radiative feedback

The luminosity and spectral energy density of stars is a
complex function of age and metallicity taken from the Binary
Population and Spectral Synthesis models (BPASS v2.2.1; El-
dridge et al. 2017a). The radiation is injected into 16 cells
closest to the star particle. In addition, the photon flux F is
directed radially outwards from the star particle, with magni-
tude F = 𝑐𝐸 , to ensure that the full radiation pressure force is
accounted for even if the cell’s optical depth is larger than one
(Kannan et al. 2020a).

The radiation fields are coupled to the gas via the non-
equilibrium chemical network that follows the abundance of
molecular and atomic hydrogen and helium as outlined in Sec-
tion 2.2. As moment-based methods do not follow individual
rays, it is not possible to follow the differing shapes of the
radiation spectrum from different age and metallicity sources.
Therefore, we cannot capture the cell-to-cell variation of the
radiation field. However, important radiation quantities like
the mean ionization cross section (𝜎), mean photoheating rate
(E), mean radiation pressure (P) and mean photon energy (𝜖)
in each frequency bin are roughly constant and do not vary
significantly with the metallicity and age of the star (Rosdahl
& Teyssier 2015). We, therefore, calculate them using a 2 Myr
spectrum at quarter solar metallicity and employ the same val-
ues for all cells throughout the simulation. We discretize the
radiation field into seven radiation band, namely, the infra-
red (IR, 0.1 − 1 eV) band, the optical band (Opt, 1 − 5.8 eV),
the far ultraviolet band (FUV, 5.8 − 11.2 eV), the Ly-
man–Warner band (LW, 11.2 − 13.6 eV), hydrogen ion-
izing bin (EUV1, 13.6 − 24.6 eV), He I ionizing bin
(EUV2, 24.6 − 54.4 eV), and finally the He II ionizing bin
(EUV3, 54.4 −∞ eV). The mean ionization cross-section,
photoheating rate, and mean radiation pressure for each bin
are tabulated in Table 1. Finally, we include explicit correc-
tion factors to account for the over-ionization, overheating,
and missing photons issues that arise in unresolved/partially
resolved H ii regions as described in Deng et al. (2024).

2.5.2. Stellar winds and supernovae

Stellar winds from young massive OB stars and asymptotic
giant branch (AGB) stars are included according to the SMUG-
GLE model described in Marinacci et al. (2019). Briefly, ana-
lytic prescriptions given by Hopkins et al. (2018) for the mass
loss rate and the energy of the stellar winds are used to calcu-
late the total momentum of the winds. The mass, momentum,
and energy from stellar winds are then injected in a continu-
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ous manner in the rest frame of the star and then transformed
back into the reference frame of the simulations. Injection of
energy from young massive stars going supernovae (SN) is in-
cluded using a boosted momentum injection method (Kim &
Ostriker 2015; Martizzi et al. 2015). To be consistent with the
metal and dust enrichment routines (Vogelsberger et al. 2013;
McKinnon et al. 2016), we assume a Chabrier Initial Mass
Function (IMF; Chabrier 2003) with minimum and maxi-
mum stellar masses set to 0.1 M⊙ and 100 M⊙ respectively.
All stars with 𝑀★ ≥ 8 M⊙ are presumed to explode as SN
and inject the canonical 1051 ergs into the surrounding ISM.
However, injecting just the energy can lead to over-cooling
in galaxies (Dalla Vecchia & Schaye 2012) since the Sedov–
Taylor phase of the SN blast wave is often not resolved in the
simulation. To overcome this, the terminal momentum, de-
fined as the momentum that is generated by the 𝑃 d𝑉 work by
the hot post-shocked gas during the adiabatic Sedov–Taylor
expansion phase of the SN blast, is instead injected into the
neighboring gas cells (see Marinacci et al. 2019, for more
details). Moreover, since SN explosions are discrete events,
the model mimics their discrete nature by imposing a time-
step constraint for each stellar particle based on its age, such
that the expectation value for the number of SN events per
time-step is of the order of unity (Marinacci et al. 2019).

2.5.3. Early stellar feedback

Even though the feedback model introduced in Kannan et al.
(2020b) and briefly outlined here has been successful in repro-
ducing the correct star-formation rates in isolated disk galaxy
simulations (Kannan et al. 2020b, 2021), going to a cosmolog-
ical zoom-in setup results in larger than expected stellar mass
of galaxies. This might either be due to some missing addi-
tional physics like cosmic rays (Pakmor et al. 2016b), magnetic
fields (Marinacci & Vogelsberger 2016), Lyman-alpha radia-
tion pressure (Smith et al. 2017; Kimm et al. 2018; Nebrin
et al. 2024), unresolved turbulence (Semenov et al. 2016) or
(despite our best efforts) an inability of the simulations to
properly resolve/model feedback processes like photoheating
(Smith et al. 2022c), radiation pressure from reprocessed IR
radiation (Murray et al. 2010) or even SN explosions (Katz
et al. 1996). To overcome this problem and match the stellar-
mass-halo-mass estimates from abundance matching, we in-
troduce an additional feedback channel labeled ‘Early Stellar
Feedback’ (ESF; Stinson et al. 2013; Kannan et al. 2014c).
This feedback channel is motivated by recent observations that
show that star-forming molecular clouds are disrupted by early
feedback over very short time scales (Kruĳssen et al. 2019).
Similar to other empirical models developed to simulate this
process (Jeffreson et al. 2021; Keller et al. 2022), we inject
momentum into neighboring gas cells of newly formed stars
for a duration of 5 Myr after the star particle is formed. The
amount of momentum injected per unit mass of the star particle
is a free parameter which is set to

¤𝑝ESF/𝑚★ = 1000 km s−1 Myr−1 , (12)

to match the stellar-mass-halo-mass relations (Moster et al.
2018; Behroozi et al. 2019) at high redshifts (𝑧 ≳ 3). A more
thorough discussion of the impact of this feedback channel is
discussed in Section 3.1.1.

2.5.4. Feedback coupling

Following Marinacci et al. (2019), the energy and momen-
tum from the various feedback mechanisms are injected into

the nearby gas cells using weight functions. This is achieved
by calculating an effective number of neighbors for a star par-
ticle

𝑁ngb =
4𝜋
3
ℎ3

∑︁
𝑖

𝑊 ( |r𝑖 − r𝑠 |, ℎ) , (13)

where ‘𝑊’ is the cubic spline kernel (Monaghan & Lattanzio
1985), ℎ is the coupling radius, and r𝑖 and r𝑠 are the posi-
tion vectors of the i-th gas neighbor and of the star particle,
respectively. This equation is iteratively solved for ℎ, such
that a predetermined number of neighbors 𝑁ngb is found. In
addition, the coupling radius is limited in order to account for
the fact that the energy/momentum from SN is not expected to
have a strong impact on ISM properties beyond the superbub-
ble radius (Hopkins et al. 2018). This radius is a function of
the energy of the supernova and general ISM conditions like
density, metallicity, and even the morphology of the ISM. To
improve convergence (Marinacci et al. 2019) we use a constant
value of the limiting radius of 2 ckpc for our fiducial model.
This value was chosen so that enough of the feedback energy
is coupled to regulate the star-formation rate while allowing
realistic superbubble sizes to form in the simulations.

Once the coupling radius has been determined, weights are
defined so that each neighboring gas cell receives energy and
momenta proportionally to the fraction of the 4𝜋 solid angle
that it covers as seen from the star. Marinacci et al. (2019) em-
ploys two distinct coupling radii and two different correspond-
ing weights for the mass and feedback injections, respectively.
While the feedback weights are calculated by considering only
the gas particles within the limiting radius, the injection of
ejected mass is not limited in terms of the radius to which
it can be coupled. This differential weighting can artificially
increase the total injected energy and momentum, particularly
when only a few cells are within the limiting radius. In such
cases, these cells receive a significant amount of additional
energy and momentum while acquiring very little extra mass.
This results in a boosted velocity kick, thus artificially enhanc-
ing the feedback injected into these cells. Consequently, this
can lead to unusually large superbubble sizes and gas veloc-
ities. To address this issue, the weighting scheme for both
mass and feedback is computed using the same method. We
calculate the weights for all cells within the coupling radius
as outlined in the previous paragraph. However, we set the
weights for feedback injection to zero for any cells beyond the
limiting radius, effectively discarding that part of the feedback.
This approach ensures that all mass is injected within the cou-
pling radius, while the feedback energy and momentum are
only injected into cells within the limiting radius. By using
the same weighting scheme for both mass and feedback, we
eliminate the artificially boosted velocity injections.

2.6. Large-scale radiation fields
External radiation fields can reduce the fraction of baryons

that dark matter halos can retain, suppressing galaxy growth,
especially at the low-mass end (see for e.g. Okamoto et al.
2008). Previous works have shown that this effect can reduce
the number densities of these small galaxies (Wu et al. 2019),
which in turn reduces the number of photons available for
reionizing the Universe (Finkelstein et al. 2019). Therefore,
modeling this complex cyclical feedback loop requires radi-
ation hydrodynamics coupled to accurate models for galaxy
formation (Pawlik et al. 2017; Borrow et al. 2023).

Despite this, most cosmological simulations typically use
a time-varying but spatially uniform ultraviolet background
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Fig. 1.— Treatment of the boundary conditions for the radiation field at the edge of the high-resolution region (marked by the blue contour) in the m10.4_4x
simulation at 𝑧 = 9.9 (left two panels) and 𝑧 = 7.9 (right two panels). The maps show the H i fraction and the log of the H i photoionization rate (ΓH i) as indicated.
The white arrows in the H i photoionization rate plot represent the effective net velocity of the radiation field (photon flux divided by photon density). The plot
clearly shows that the high-intensity external ionizing source present in the thesan-1 simulation, shown on the left of the zoom-in region, reionizes part of the
targeted high-resolution region, outside-in, at early times (𝑧 = 9.9), before the local radiation field takes over and ionizes the majority of the region by 𝑧 = 7.9.

(UVB; Faucher-Giguère et al. 2009; Haardt & Madau 2012;
Puchwein et al. 2019) to simulate the impact of the large-scale
radiation fields (see for e.g. Vogelsberger et al. 2014; Schaye
et al. 2015; Hopkins et al. 2018). Typically, these models have
a sharp transition between a fully neutral and a fully ionized
Universe, which is necessitated by the spatial uniformity as-
sumed in these models. They, therefore, miss the patchiness
of reionization and corresponding variation in the radiation
intensity (although see Bird et al. 2022, for recent efforts to
include non-uniform UVBs). Moreover, the coupling between
the radiation field and gas is modeled using a simple approx-
imation that assumes that high-density gas cells/particles are
self-shielded against external radiation (Rahmati et al. 2013).
While this approximation is valid at low redshifts, where all
gas will have been exposed to such radiation fields for billions
of years, the local large-scale radiation environment is essen-
tial to model galaxies at 𝑧 > 5. Therefore, simulations aiming
to model the formation and evolution of primordial galaxies
must strive to include a realistic coupling between galaxies and
a patchy, time-varying radiation field intensity. This is espe-
cially crucial in the current JWST era, as we are beginning to
observe the properties of high-redshift galaxies that are form-
ing during reionization, including specific observables that are
sensitive to IGM scales such as Ly𝛼 emission and the relation
between the sizes of ionized bubbles and the properties of
galaxies within them (Saxena et al. 2023).

Large-volume, galaxy formation simulations with coupled
radiation hydrodynamics currently provide the best descrip-
tion of the patchy and time-varying radiation field (Gnedin
2014; Rosdahl et al. 2018; Ocvirk et al. 2020; Kannan et al.
2022b). Unfortunately, zoom-in simulations (like the ones
presented in this work) focus on simulating the properties of
a single selected galaxy/dark matter halo and its immediate
environment. They do not have the ability to model the astro-
physics of large-scale structures, and therefore, do not contain
any information about external radiation fields. Fortunately,
the galaxies in the thesan-zoom project are selected from the
parent thesan simulations. So, the large-scale structure, the
properties of the galaxies, and the evolution of the radiation
field around the selected halos have already been modeled.
We can, therefore, follow the propagation of radiation across
the boundary of the high-resolution region to ensure incoming
radiation flows present in the parent thesan simulation are
seen by the high-resolution region of the zoom-in run. This

allows for a more realistic treatment of reionization for objects
that are inefficient sources of ionizing radiation and reionize
outside-in. We use maps of the radiation field of the parent
simulation that were saved with high cadence, that are inter-
polated in space and time to set the radiation field outside of
the high-resolution region at each timestep. Inflowing radia-
tion is then propagated into the high-resolution region using
arepo-rt. At low redshifts, after the final output of the parent
simulation (𝑧 = 5.5), we smoothly switch to setting the exter-
nal radiation field based on a homogeneous UVB model from
Faucher-Giguère et al. (2009).

Fig. 1 illustrates this scheme for the m10.4_4x simulation
(see section 2.7 for more details). The two color-maps show
the H i fraction and the log of the H i photoionization rate
(ΓH i) at 𝑧 = 9.9 (left two panels) and 𝑧 = 7.9 (right two
panels), as indicated. The blue contour marks the edge of
the high-resolution region, while the white arrows represent
the effective net velocity of the radiation field (photon flux
divided by photon density for the 13.6 − 24.6 eV bin). The
high-intensity external ionizing source present in the thesan-1
simulation, shown on the left of the zoom-in region, reionizes
part of the targeted high-resolution region, outside-in, at early
times (𝑧 = 9.9).

However, the local radiation field takes over and ionizes
the majority of the region by 𝑧 = 7.9. Due to differences in
galaxy formation physics between the original thesan sim-
ulations and the current project, the re-simulated galaxy is a
less efficient ionizing source than in the parent simulation.
At 𝑧 = 7.9, it has produced a smaller ionized bubble, visi-
ble to the right of the galaxy, while on the left, the bubble
has already merged with the external radiation field. Addi-
tionally, the disconnected ionized region observed just beyond
the high-resolution zoom-in area in the top right of the plot
is a consequence of the radiation field extending further out
in the parent thesan simulation. This radiation does not flow
back into the zoom-in simulation, so the self-consistent expan-
sion of the ionized bubble from the galaxy outwards remains
unaffected in the high-resolution area. While this difference
means that the incoming radiation field will vary slightly from
what it would be if the entire box were simulated using the
thesan-zoom model, it is currently the best approach available
to model the patchy reionization process in zoom-in setup.

2.7. Initial conditions
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TABLE 2
thesan-zoom simulation suite: From left to right, the columns indicate the
name of the resolution level, effective (total volume-equivalent) number of
particles, the mass of the high-resolution dark matter and gas particles, the

softening length of star and dark matter particles and the minimum softening
length for gas cells.

Name 𝑁eff
particles 𝑚DM 𝑚gas 𝜖DM,stars 𝜖min

gas
[M⊙] [M⊙] [cpc] [cpc]

16x 2 × 336003 7.62 × 102 1.42 × 102 138.30 17.30
8x 2 × 168003 6.09 × 103 1.14 × 103 276.79 34.60
4x 2 × 84003 4.86 × 104 9.09 × 103 553.59 69.20

The dark matter halos of zoomed-in galaxies have been
drawn from the parent dark matter only counterpart of the
fiducial simulation in the thesan project (Kannan et al.
2022a; Garaldi et al. 2022; Smith et al. 2022b; Garaldi et al.
2024) called thesan-dark-1. It has a comoving boxsize
of 95.5 cMpc and a dark matter particle mass resolution of
3.7 × 106 M⊙ . The cosmological parameters from, Planck
Collaboration et al. (2016) are used (more precisely, the one
obtained from their TT,TE,EE+lowP+lensing+BAO+JLA+H0
dataset), i.e. 𝐻0 = 100ℎ with ℎ = 0.6774, Ωm = 0.3089,
ΩΛ = 0.6911, Ωb = 0.0486, 𝜎8 = 0.8159, and 𝑛𝑠 = 0.9667,
where all the symbols have the usual meaning. Objects with
a wide range of masses contribute to cosmic reionization and
exquisite resolution is required to accurately follow the internal
structure of galaxies and the escape of ionizing photons. To
best meet both requirements, we simulate galaxies over a wide
mass range at three different resolution levels 4x, 8x, and 16x,
with linear spatial resolution improved by these factors, cor-
responding to 43, 83, and 163 better mass resolution than the
large volume thesan-1 simulation. Table 2 lists the effective
(total volume equivalent) particle number (second column),
the dark matter (third column) and gas (fourth column) parti-
cle mass and the gravitational softening length for dark matter
and stars (fifth column), and the minimum value of the adap-
tive softening length of the gas particles (sixth column) for the
three different resolution levels used in this work.

The dark matter halos selected for resimulation from the
thesan-dark-1 volume are identified at 𝑧 = 3 via the friends-
of-friends (FOF) algorithm (Davis et al. 1985) using a link-
ing length of 0.2 times the initial mean inter-particle dis-
tance. We select 14 galaxies with halo masses ranging from
∼ 108 − 1013 M⊙ at 𝑧 = 3. They are selected so that we ob-
tain reasonable statistics with at least a few objects per dex
in halo mass. The initial conditions of the selected halos
are constructed using a new zoomed-initial conditions code
(Puchwein et al. in prep) which makes our runs numerically
more efficient by optimizing the high-resolution region and the
distribution of boundary particles. The resolution levels of the
latter can now have arbitrary shapes and are chosen based on
the distance to the nearest edge of the high-resolution region.
This allows us to more efficiently concentrate the numerical
effort on the region that is relevant for the scientific analysis.
We have also increased the accuracy of the displacement cal-
culation by making the matching in 𝑘-space between low- and
high-resolution power more accurate and using the appropriate
Nyquist frequency as 𝑘-cutoff separately for each resolution
level of the boundary particles (Puchwein et al. in prep). To
reduce contamination by low-resolution particles, the selected
high-resolution region at 𝑧 = 3 extends out to 4𝑟vir, where
𝑟vir is the virial radius of the halo. All the simulations pre-

sented in this work have zero contamination within the virial
radius of the target halo (in fact, for most simulations, there
is no contamination within 2𝑟vir), and the mass distribution
in the high-resolution region is in excellent agreement with
the corresponding region of the parent thesan-dark-1 simu-
lation, except for deviations on small scales that arise from the
inclusion of baryonic physics.

2.8. Simulations
The complete set of thesan-zoom simulations is listed in

Table 3. The first column lists the names of the simulated
galaxies, while the second column is the number of the cor-
responding FOF group in the halo catalog of thesan-dark-1
at 𝑧 = 3. The mass of the group in units of solar masses is
outlined in the third column. The remaining columns indicate
the resolution level and the numerical model utilized for the
simulation. A check mark (✓) denotes completion of the sim-
ulation, while an ‘x’ indicates that the halo was not simulated
at that specific resolution level and with that numerical model.
The simulations were completed down to 𝑧 = 3 so that we
cover both the epoch of reionization as well as the redshift
range in which the MUSE instrument provides detailed obser-
vations of Lyman-𝛼 emitters1. Due to the computational cost,
simulating the most massive halos is only possible at lower
resolution levels. So we simulate all zoom-in regions, includ-
ing the most massive halos at standard resolution (4x), halos
up to Mhalo ∼ 1011 M⊙ at increased resolution (8x) as well and
only Mhalo ≲ 1010 M⊙ at the highest-resolution (16x) level.

In addition to the fiducial simulations, the thesan-zoom
suite also features additional runs designed to investigate the
effect of varying numerical parameters and physical models
on galaxy properties. They are:

• noESF: The early stellar feedback channel described in
Section 2.5.3 is not included.

• noRLim: The extent to which the feedback energy and
momentum from young star particles are injected into
the surrounding gas is effectively unrestricted. This is
achieved by switching off the limiting radius for feed-
back coupling (see Section 2.5.4) .

• varEff: The star formation efficiency per free fall time
(𝜖ff , see Section 2.4 for more details) is changed from
100% (𝜖ff = 1) to a variable value. It starts off small
with 𝜖ff = 0.01 at the threshold density of 𝑛H = 10 cm−3

and scales linearly with the density of the gas to reach a
maximum value of 𝜖ff = 1 at 𝑛H ≥ 103 cm−3.

• UVB: The large-scale radiation field derived from the
thesan simulations is replaced by a spatially constant,
time-varying UVB taken from Faucher-Giguère et al.
(2009). The gas cells feel this UV background in
addition to radiation from local sources that are self-
consistently modeled by the RHD solver (Kannan et al.
2020b). Like other cosmological simulations, the radi-
ation intensity of the UVB is attenuated for the high-
density gas using the self-shielding prescriptions out-
lined in Rahmati et al. (2013).

• lateUVB: The large-scale field derived from the thesan
simulations is turned off until 𝑧 = 5.5, beyond which we

1 The G2 halo was only run down to 𝑧 = 6 because our simulations lack
blackhole feedback which has been shown to be extremely important at 𝑧 < 6
for these massive halos
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TABLE 3
The complete set of thesan-zoom simulations: The first column shows the names of the simulated galaxies (with the number referring to the logarithmic mass
of the parent simulation object at 𝑧 = 3 to give a rough indication of the size of the object), while the second column is the number of the corresponding FOF

group in the halo catalog of thesan-dark-1 at 𝑧 = 3 that is being resimulated. The mass of the group in units of solar masses is shown in the third column. The
remaining columns indicate the resolution level and the numerical model utilized for the simulation. A check mark (✓) denotes completion of the simulation,

while an ‘x’ indicates that the halo was not simulated at that specific resolution level and with that numerical model.

Simulation Group Number Mgroup at 𝑧 = 3 4x 8x 16x 4x 4x 4x 8x 8x 8x 8x 8x
thesan-dark-1 [M⊙ ] noESF noRlim varEff noESF noRlim varEff UVB lateUVB

m13.0 2 8.93 × 1012 ✓ x x x x x x x x x x
m12.6 39 4.07 × 1012 ✓ x x x x x x x x x x
m12.2 205 1.58 × 1012 ✓ x x x x x x x x x x
m11.9 578 7.70 × 1011 ✓ x x ✓ x x x x x x x
m11.5 1163 3.28 × 1011 ✓ x x ✓ x x x x x x x
m11.1 5760 1.40 × 1011 ✓ ✓ x ✓ ✓ ✓ x x x x x
m10.8 10304 5.93 × 1010 ✓ ✓ x ✓ x x x x x x x
m10.4 33206 2.53 × 1010 ✓ ✓ x ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

m10.0 37591 1.07 × 1010 ✓ ✓ x x x x x x x ✓ ✓

m9.7 137030 4.58 × 109 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

m9.3 500531 1.95 × 109 ✓ ✓ ✓ x x x x x x ✓ ✓

m8.9 519761 8.29 × 108 ✓ ✓ ✓ x x x x x x ✓ ✓

m8.5 2274036 3.51 × 108 ✓ ✓ ✓ x x x x x x ✓ ✓

m8.2 5229300 1.52 × 108 ✓ ✓ ✓ x x x x x x ✓ ✓

Total 60 14 9 5 6 3 3 2 2 2 7 7

switch to setting the external radiation field based on the
homogeneous UVB model from Faucher-Giguère et al.
(2009). Local sources are modeled self-consistently.

In total, this gives us a sample of 60 simulations, which are
used to investigate the formation and evolution of high-redshift
galaxies.

2.9. Galaxy catalogs
A total of 188 snapshots were written, every 10 Myr, from

𝑧 = 16 down to 𝑧 = 3. The dark matter halos are identified
using the friends-of-friends (FOF) algorithm using a linking
length of 0.2 times the initial mean inter-particle distance. Stel-
lar particles and gas cells are attached to these FOF primaries
in a secondary linking stage. The SUBFIND-HBT algorithm
(Springel et al. 2021) is then used to identify gravitationally
bound structures. These FOF and SUBFIND catalogs ac-
company each snapshot output and contain a wide array of
information about the detected DM halos and their gas and
stellar properties.

We identify the target DM halo of the zoom-in simulation
by requiring that:

• The distance between the center of the DM halo in the
zoom-in simulation and thesan-dark-1 be less than
100 ckpc at 𝑧 = 3.

• The total mass difference between the zoom-in DM halo
and DM halo in thesan-dark-1 is less than 0.5 dex.

• The zoom-in halo does not contain any low-resolution
DM particles within the FOF group.

These criteria clearly identify the target galaxy for almost all
halos in our simulation suite. Some of the lowest-mass halos
occasionally have multiple subhalos that meet these criteria.
In such cases, we select the one closest to the center of the
parent halo in thesan-dark-1. This DM halo’s most massive
galaxy (sometimes called the central galaxy) is then designated

as the target galaxy for the simulation. We trace the progeni-
tors of the target galaxy over time using the SUBFIND-HBT
algorithm and assign the most massive progenitor as the target
galaxy at that redshift. This method enables us to consistently
assign and trace the target galaxy throughout all redshifts.
Additionally, all dark matter (DM) halos that do not contain
any low-resolution DM, gas or star particles within 𝑟200,𝑐 are
designated as uncontaminated and included in our analysis.
The central galaxies of the uncontaminated DM halos are cat-
egorized as centrals, while all other galaxies belonging to the
FOF group are categorized as satellites. Therefore, all target
galaxies are classified as centrals, but not all centrals are target
galaxies.

3. RESULTS
We begin with a qualitative illustration of the various physi-

cal quantities predicted by the thesan-zoom simulations (Fig-
ure 2). The large central figure plots the gas density distribu-
tion in a region of size 2 cMpc around the target galaxy of
the m12.6_4x simulation, with the white circle denoting its
virial radius (𝑟vir ∼ 470 ckpc). We can clearly see the large-
scale cosmic web with multiple filamentary structures feed-
ing the high-density central regions that host galaxies. The
surrounding smaller plots zoom-in on the central 100 ckpc
region around the target galaxy with the white circles showing
the half-mass radius of stars in the galaxy. Going clockwise
from the bottom-left, we plot the neutral hydrogen fraction,
the molecular hydrogen fraction, gas phase metallicity, the
dust-to-gas ratio (DGR), dust temperature, gas temperature,
the LyC photon density (combining all three EUV bands),
and a mock JWST image generated from the F277W, F356W,
F444W bands by postprocessing the simulations using skirt.

As expected, the neutral gas distribution is extended and
more evenly distributed than the molecular gas in the galaxy.
The H 2 distribution is clumpy, and the distribution peaks in
the high-density regions with high dust content. This is be-
cause the typical H 2 fractions are primarily set by competition
between formation mediated by dust grains (sensitive to the
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Fig. 2.— A qualitative illustration of the various physical quantities predicted by the thesan-zoom simulations at 𝑧 = 3.2. The central figure shows the
large-scale (2 cMpc) gas density distribution around the target galaxy in the m12.6_4x simulation, with the white circle denoting its virial radius. The smaller
figures showcase a smaller region of 100 ckpc around the target galaxy, and the circles indicate the half-mass radius of stars. Clockwise from bottom-left, we plot
the H i fraction, H 2 fraction, gas phase metallicity, dust-to-gas-ratio (DGR), dust temperature distribution, gas temperature distribution, the LyC photon density
(combining all three LyC bands) and a mock JWST image generated from the F277W, F356W, F444W bands.

local dust-to-gas ratio) and destruction by LW radiation, which
is sensitive to the local radiation field and the gas density dis-
tribution. Similarly, the dust distribution is more clumpy and
more concentrated in the higher-density regions, whereas the
gas phase metals are more evenly spread out. The dust primar-
ily forms in high-density gas because the deposition rate of
gas-phase metals onto existing dust grains is larger as the gas
density increases (Eq. 6). The DGRs also anti-correlate with
the temperature of the gas because colder gas has a higher rate
of dust formation, while hot gas (𝑇 > 104 K) can destroy dust
by thermal sputtering. This anti-correlation is also seen in the
H i and H 2 fractions because hot gas can lead to higher colli-
sional ionization rates, leading to a destruction of neutral and
molecular hydrogen phases. We note that the central region
of the target galaxy looks to have low metallicities, but highly
dust enriched. The high dust enrichment and low metallicity
indicates that a large fraction of the metal content has been
deposited into dust.

The dust temperature distribution depends on the compo-
sition and sizes of the dust grains, as well as the interstel-
lar radiation field (ISRF). Most of the far-UV and visible
light from stars is absorbed by dust and re-radiated in the

IR regime. The map of ionizing emissivity is clustered and
seems to correlate well with the prevalence of molecular gas.
These sites are conducive for star-formation and emit copious
amounts of LyC radiation during the first few million years
of the stellar lifetime. The radiation is promptly absorbed by
neutral gas close to the source due to their short mean free
paths, giving the map its clumpy structure. Finally, the bot-
tom right image shows a mock JWST image generated from
the F277W, F356W, F444W filters. The image was generated
using the post processing Monte Carlo radiative transfer code
skirt (Camps & Baes 2020) using the toddlers emission line
library (Kapoor et al. 2023). We refer the reader to the accom-
panying paper, Popovic et al., (in prep) for more details about
the dust and emission line analysis of the thesan-zoom galax-
ies using skirt. We will note that the gas in these high-redshift
galaxies seems to be a lot more clumpy and less structured than
their low-redshift counterparts. This is an expected result of
hierarchical structure formation, which predicts higher merger
rates at high-𝑧. A more thorough description of the morphol-
ogy of the simulated galaxies and their comparison to JWST
observations will be made in an accompanying paper.
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Fig. 3.— The stellar mass (within twice the stellar half mass radius)–halo mass (within 𝑅200𝑐) relation for the galaxies in the thesan-zoom simulations. The
colored symbols show this relation for the target galaxies, while the different marker styles indicate different resolution levels: 4x, 8x, and 16x, indicated by
circles, squares, and inverted triangles, respectively. The dark gray points are the centrals, and the lighter gray points show this relation for the satellite population.
For comparison, we also show estimates from abundance matching techniques like UNIVERSEMACHINE (Behroozi et al. 2019, dashed curve) and EMERGE
(Moster et al. 2018, dotted curve) and the empirical model by Tacchella et al. (2018, dot-dashed curve). Finally, the solid black line plots the SHMR for the
galaxies in the parent thesan-1 (Kannan et al. 2022a) simulation. The stellar masses of thesan-zoom galaxies align with predictions from abundance matching
results within the mass (𝑀200𝑐 ≳ 1010 M⊙) and redshift (𝑧 < 10) range they overlap.

3.1. Stellar properties
We proceed by plotting the stellar-to-halo mass relation

(SHMR), which quantifies the efficiency with which stars form
in dark matter halos (Moster et al. 2010). Figure 3 shows this
relation for all the simulations run using the fiducial model by
plotting the stellar mass of galaxies (within twice the stellar
half mass radius) as a function of the total halo mass within
𝑅200𝑐, the radius which encloses matter with a mean density
200 times the critical density of the Universe. The different
colored symbols plot this relation for the target galaxies as
indicated in the legend. The dark gray circles are the centrals,
while the lighter gray circles are the satellites. For comparison,
we also plot estimates from abundance matching techniques
like UNIVERSEMACHINE (dashed curve; Behroozi et al.
2019) and EMERGE (dotted curve; Moster et al. 2018) and
a simple empirical model that assigns a star-formation rate
(SFR) to each dark matter halo based on the growth rate of
the halo and a redshift-independent star formation efficiency
(dot-dashed curve; Tacchella et al. 2018). Finally, the solid
black curve shows the average stellar-to-halo-mass relation for
the parent thesan-1 simulation. We do not show the thesan
SHMR below 𝑧 < 5 because the simulations were only run
down to 𝑧 = 5.5.

At 𝑧 ≲ 9, the stellar masses of the simulated target galaxies
with 𝑀halo ≳ 1010 M⊙ generally lie in between the EMERGE
(Moster et al. 2018) and UNIVERSEMACHINE (Behroozi
et al. 2019) abundance matching estimates. They are also
in good agreement with the values from the semi-empirical
model of Tacchella et al. (2018). Due to the challenges associ-
ated with measuring the stellar content of low-mass galaxies,
particularly at high redshifts, the abundance matching results
do not extend below 𝑀halo ≲ 1010 M⊙ or above 𝑧 = 10.
Consequently, it is difficult to validate the predictions at the
low-mass end. However, we note that the lower mass galax-
ies in the thesan-zoom simulation set appear to be in good
agreement with the parent thesan-1 simulation, at 𝑧 = 7−11,
but they exhibit slightly higher stellar masses at 𝑧 ≥ 13.

The centrals occupy a similar parameter space as the target
galaxies, but the satellite population has a generally higher
stellar mass for a given halo mass, probably due to the fact that
it is not possible to effectively define their virial radius once
they fall into the host dark matter halo. The three different
(“4x”, “8x”, and “16x”) resolution simulations predict similar
stellar masses for most halos in the thesan-zoom suite. There
are, however, a few exceptions like m10.4, m9.7 and m8.2
that show a difference of about ≲ 0.3 dex in stellar mass of
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Fig. 4.— Left Panel: The star-formation rate (SFR) – stellar mass relation for all the central galaxies in the thesan-zoom simulations at 𝑧 = 3 − 15 in steps
of Δ𝑧 = 2. The solid colored lines show the SFR averaged over 100 Myr (SFR100 ) and the shaded region is the one sigma distribution around the mean. The
simulated star-forming main sequence shows a much stronger evolution compared to the fits to the observed main sequence (colored dashed lines) outlined in
Popesso et al. (2023). Right Panel: The mean ratio of the SFRs averaged over 10 Myr and 100 Myr as a function of the stellar mass of the galaxy and redshift.
The lines are shifted by (𝑧 − 3)/2 for clarity. The horizontal dashed lines mark the zero point of the shifted values.

target galaxies between the various resolution levels. There
is also a trend of higher-resolution simulations forming fewer
stars in general. Overall, the SMHM relation shows that the
thesan-zoom simulations seem to generally match the ob-
served star formation efficiency over a wide halo mass and
redshift range.

We now turn our attention to the simulated star-forming
main sequence shown in the left panel of Figure 4. It plots
the star-formation rate of all the centrals as a function of
their stellar mass. The colors indicate different redshifts from
𝑧 = 3 − 15, with lighter colors depicting lower redshifts as
shown by the colorbar. The solid colored lines show the SFR
averaged over 100 Myr (SFR100) and the shaded region is the
one sigma distribution around the mean. The dashed colored
lines are the fits to the observed main sequence of star-forming
galaxies from Popesso et al. (2023). The redshift evolution of
the simulated main sequence shows a much stronger evolution
compared to the observationally derived fits. This probably
arises due to observational biases, where the slope is artificially
flattened due to stellar mass incomplete samples. We refer the
reader to the accompanying paper McClymont et al., in prep.
for a more thorough discussion on this topic. The right panel
of Figure 4 plots the ratio SFR10/SFR100, which acts as an
indicator of the star formation history and stochasticity of the
current star formation activity in the galaxy. The solid lines
show the median relation while, the shaded regions are the one
sigma distribution. To improve clarity, we offset the lines by a
factor of (𝑧−3)/2 and mark the zero point of this offset relation
by horizontal dashed lines. At 𝑧 ≥ 10, the median relation
lies above the zero point, indicating that the most recent star
formation is larger than the star-formation rate averaged over
100 Myr, which points to generally increasing star formation
histories at these redshifts. At later times (𝑧 ≲ 4) the higher-
mass galaxies (M★ ≳ 108) tend to have generally declining
SFRs, while the lower-mass galaxies are still rapidly increasing
their stellar masses.

Next, we look at the relationship between the SFR of the

galaxy and its cold gas content by plotting the star formation
surface density as a function of the surface density of neutral
and molecular gas (H i + H 2) at 𝑧 = 3, as shown in Figure 5.
The red circles are the simulation estimates calculated for the
target galaxies (with “4x” resolution) in thesan-zoom by av-
eraging over 1 kpc2 patches. SFR here is averaged over the
last 10 Myr. We combine measurements of patches from all
galaxies and the errorbars show the one sigma variation (in-
cluding both pixel-by-pixel and galaxy-by-galaxy variations)
in the relation. The diagonal dotted lines are the locus of
constant gas depletion times (defined as 𝜏dep = ΣSFR/ΣHI+H2 )
with three different times of 0.1 Gyr, 1 Gyr and 10 Gyr shown
as labeled. The black crosses are a compilation of observa-
tional results for the galaxies in the local Universe (Kenni-
cutt & Evans 2012). The blue dashed, and orange dashed
lines are separate power law fits to the non-starbursting (or
spiral) and starbursting galaxies from Kennicutt & De Los
Reyes (2021). Interestingly, they show very different slopes,
with the non-starbursting galaxies showing a steep slope of
𝑛 = 1.34 ± 0.07 while the starbursting galaxies have a shal-
lower slope of 𝑛 = 0.98±0.07. However, there is a pronounced
offset in the zero-point (∼ 0.6 dex) for starbursting galaxies to
higher SFR surface densities.

The simulated gas depletion times frequently exceed 1 Gyr,
particularly for gas surface densities below 100 M⊙ pc−2. The
observed flattening of the relationship at low surface density
is an artifact arising from limited numerical resolution, which
results in the presence of only a single young stellar particle
(< 10 Myr) per pixel. As the gas surface density increases,
the depletion times decrease sharply, reaching values as low as
0.1 Gyr for surface densities near 300 M⊙ pc−2. This behav-
ior closely aligns with the observed trend of reduced depletion
times in starburst galaxies characterized by high gas surface
densities. However, the simulations indicate a more gradual
transition to lower depletion times in contrast to the abrupt
changes observed empirically. This indicates that the differ-
ences in Schmidt laws seen between normal non-starbursting
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Fig. 5.— The star-formation rate surface density plotted as a function of
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the blue and orange lines indicate the relation derived from observations of
local spirals and star-bursting galaxies (Kennicutt & De Los Reyes 2021). The
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densities.

galaxies and starbursts merely reflect the extremes of a more
continuous underlying change in the relation rather than a true
bimodality. Finally, we note that the simulated KS relation
seems to be independent of redshift, numerical resolution,
star-formation efficiency per free-fall time, or the value of the
limiting radius. The only exception is that runs without ESF
show very short gas depletion times (see Section 3.1.1 for
more details). This is an expected result if the turbulent mo-
mentum dissipation and energy injection from feedback are in
equilibrium (Shen et al., in prep.).

3.1.1. Impact of early stellar feedback

The previous plots show that the fiducial feedback model
effectively reproduces the stellar masses and star-formation
rates of galaxies across a broad range of halo masses and red-
shifts (𝑧 = 3 − 15). However, as discussed in section 2.5.3, an
additional early stellar feedback channel is required to achieve
this good match. This channel injects momentum into neigh-
boring gas cells of newly formed stars for a duration of 5 Myr
immediately after the star particle is formed. The amount of
momentum injected is tuned to match the high-redshift stellar-
to-halo mass relation.

Figure 6 illustrates the effect of this additional feedback
by plotting the difference in stellar mass in simulations with
(fiducial) and without (noESF) early stellar feedback as a func-
tion of halo mass at z=3. The plot reveals a clear correlation
between the efficacy of early stellar feedback and the halo
mass of galaxies. Notably, ESF is significantly more effective
at reducing the stellar content of higher-mass galaxies. At
“4x” resolution, ESF can decrease the stellar mass by more
than 0.4 dex (approximately a factor of 2.5) in galaxies with
𝑀halo ≥ 1011 M⊙ . In contrast, its impact on lower-mass
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Fig. 6.— The difference in stellar masses between the target galaxies of
“noESF” and “fiducial” models at 𝑧 = 3. We show this result for all fiducial
simulations that have a “noESF” counterpart (see Table 3 for more details).
The results for the 4x and 8x resolution runs are indicated as circles and
squares, respectively. Early stellar feedback is crucial for reducing the stellar
masses of galaxies, especially at the high mass end.

galaxies is less pronounced, with reductions of ≤ 0.2 dex. In
fact, for the low-mass m9.7 galaxy, the stellar mass is higher
in the fiducial simulation compared to the “noESF” run. The
“8x” resolution runs show a similar behavior of ESF being
more effective at reducing the stellar masses of high-mass
galaxies. Interestingly, for a given halo mass, ESF is able to
regulate star formation more efficiently in the “8x” runs com-
pared to the “4x” simulations. For example, the difference
in stellar mass between m10.4_4x and m10.4_4x_noESF runs
is minimal, while it is about 0.6 dex for the m10.4_8x and
m10.4_8x_noESF runs. The reason for this mass and resolu-
tion dependence is beyond the scope of this work and will be
investigated more thoroughly in a follow-up paper.

Without ESF, the feedback model is unable to effectively
disperse high-density star-forming gas clouds. This model
was previously only tested in isolated simulations of galax-
ies with properties similar to the Milky Way and the Large
Magellanic Cloud (Kannan et al. 2020b, 2021). These simu-
lations had low gas fractions (≤ 0.2) and, averaged over kpc
scales, only gas surface densities less than ∼ 30 M⊙ kpc−2

were probed (Marinacci et al. 2019). However, the conditions
in high-redshift galaxies are known to be quite different. The
gas fractions and surface densities are generally higher, and
the metallicities are lower (Carilli & Walter 2013). In these
conditions, the ability of stellar feedback to self-regulate de-
creases. This is because at high densities, the gas cooling
rates increase, reducing the amount of time the SN remnant
spends in the energy-conserving Sedov–Taylor phase, which
in turn reduces the amount of momentum injected by SN into
the surrounding ISM (Kim & Ostriker 2015; Martizzi et al.
2015).

Moreover, early stellar feedback mechanisms like photo-
heating and stellar winds also become less effective in these
high-density, low-metallicity environments. The impact of
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feedback helps reduce the central stellar mass density, which in turn produces
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photoheating reduces because it can only induce velocities of
order of the sound speed in the ionized gas (∼ 10 km s−1) (Ros-
dahl & Teyssier 2015; Kannan et al. 2020a) which is lower than
the velocities required to disrupt high-density (≥ 103 cm−3)
giant molecular clouds (Kim et al. 2021). Radiation pressure,
both from direct UV and reprocessed IR radiation, can po-
tentially disrupt these massive clouds, but recent simulations
show that high-density GMCs only become super-Eddington
once high star formation efficiencies of ∼ 80% are reached
(Menon et al. 2023). Similarly, the mechanical energy output
of stellar winds reduces as the metallicity of the star decreases.
These winds are driven by radiation pressure on the resonant
absorption lines of metals found in the atmosphere of stars like
carbon and nitrogen (Castor et al. 1975). Stellar evolutionary
models predict that the average mechanical output in the form
of stellar winds is about two orders of magnitude lower for
a young stellar population with a metallicity of ∼ 0.02 Z⊙
compared to solar metallicity stars (Leitherer et al. 1999).

Therefore, many of the important processes that help reg-
ulate the star-formation rates in low-redshift galaxies become
ineffective at higher redshifts (Menon et al. 2024). This can
lead to highly efficient star formation in the very early Universe
(𝑧 ≳ 9), which might explain the abundance of massive, bright
galaxies seen by JWST (Dekel et al. 2023). This might also
partially explain the tendency of some feedback models that
have primarily been tested and/or developed in low-redshift
environments to overproduce the stellar masses of galaxies at
3 ≲ 𝑧 < 9 (Feldmann et al. 2023; Hassan et al. 2024).

However, it is important to note that a number of physical
processes have been largely overlooked in a majority of galaxy
formation models. For example, radiation pressure from Ly𝛼
scattering is capable of injecting up to ∼ 100 times more mo-
mentum into the ISM than UV continuum radiation pressure
and stellar winds (Nebrin et al. 2024), particularly in the dust-

poor environments of early galaxies. The low metallicity en-
vironments are also conducive for forming extremely massive
stars (∼ 100 M⊙; Schaerer 2002) with a top-heavy IMF. This
leads to a much larger radiation output (∼ 10×), more numer-
ous SN per unit stellar mass formed, and a higher average SN
explosion energy (Heger et al. 2003; Wise et al. 2012) com-
pared to low-redshift environments. These processes could
potentially help suppress star formation in high-redshift en-
vironments. Unfortunately, the thesan-zoom simulations are
not able to accurately capture the effect of these processes.
Instead, their effect is captured by introducing the empirical
model (see section 2.5.3) that injects momentum into neigh-
boring gas cells of newly formed stars for a duration of 5 Myr
after the star particle is formed.

The model also suppresses the build-up of stars from low
angular momentum gas in the centers of galaxies at early times.
This is shown more clearly in Figure 7, which shows the rota-
tion curve, which is the circular velocity 𝑣𝑐 =

√︁
𝐺𝑀 (< 𝑟)/𝑟

as a function of radius for the target galaxies in the m11.5_4x
(red curves) and m11.5_4x_noESF (blue curves) runs at 𝑧 = 3.
The solid curves show the total rotation curve, which is the
sum of contributions from the dark matter (dotted curves), gas
(dashed curves), and stellar (dot-dashed curves) components.
The m11.5_4x_noESF simulation has a centrally peaked ro-
tation curve, while the fiducial simulation, m11.5_4x, has a
slowly rising rotation curve which flattens out at large dis-
tances. This is mainly due to the fact that the noESF run has
a large concentration of stars within the central kpc, while the
stellar distribution is more extended in the fiducial model. In
fact, the gravity from the central concentration of stars in the
noESF run is able to enhance the DM and gas distribution
in the center as well. This plot clearly shows that the fidu-
cial model does a good job, not only in regulating the stellar
properties of galaxies but also helps produce flat, slowly ris-
ing rotation curves which are more commonly observed in the
low-redshift Universe (Sofue & Rubin 2001).

We will note that a variety of different models, like reduc-
ing the minimum progenitor mass for SN explosion from the
fiducial value of 8 M⊙ to 6 M⊙ (which doubles the number
of SN per unit mass of stars formed) and boosting the amount
of energy injected per SN were also tested in the context of
regulating the stellar masses of simulated galaxies. However,
they were unable to reduce the star formation efficiency, espe-
cially at high redshift. This is because the delay time of about
∼ 5 Myr between the formation of a star particle and the first
SN explosion allows most of the dense gas in the star-forming
region to be converted into stars. This leads to very clustered
and extremely bursty star formation which in turn generates
large mass and energy outflow rates (Hu et al. 2023). Despite
this, due to the large reservoir of cold gas available at higher
redshifts, within a dynamical time the gas content of the galaxy
is replenished and forms stars again. Therefore, the ability of
these delayed feedback models to regulate star formation was
found to be deficient. ESF, on the other hand, starts injecting
feedback energy as soon as a star particle is formed. This helps
disperse the dense gas around the newly formed stars more ef-
ficiently, leading to a better regulation of the SFR in galaxies.
We anticipate a follow-up paper including details about the
numerical implementations and a more detailed discussion of
the effects of the different feedback models. Finally, we will
note that, recent observations of over-massive blackholes at
high redshift (Mezcua et al. 2024) might indicate rapid growth
(Pacucci & Narayan 2024) at early times, accompanied by sig-
nificant amounts of feedback energy being injected into their
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Fig. 8.— The temperature-density phase-space diagram at 𝑧 = 3, plotted for gas within the virial radius of the target galaxy in the m12.6_4x run, weighted
by the gas mass (top left panel), molecular hydrogen fraction (top right panel), gas phase metallicity normalized to the solar value (bottom left panel) and the
dust-to-gas ratio (bottom right panel).

surrounding environments. As black hole feedback is not in-
cluded in our simulations, we cannot accurately estimate its
effect on the galaxy population, particularly at the high-mass
end. We aim to incorporate an appropriate black hole growth
and feedback model in future works.

3.2. Multi-phase ISM
One of the main advantages of the thesan-zoom simula-

tions compared to the parent thesan volume is the inclusion
of a state-of-the-art resolved multi-phase ISM model. thesan
uses an effective Equation of State model outlined in Springel
& Hernquist (2003) to model a multitude of important subgrid
processes like gas cooling and heating due to SN feedback.
Feedback is modeled by decoupling the ejected galactic wind
particles from hydrodynamics to achieve better control over
mass loadings and improve convergence (Vogelsberger et al.
2013). This model is numerically efficient and has been used to
perform large-volume hydrodynamic simulations like Illustris,
IllustrisTNG and MillenniumTNG (Vogelsberger et al. 2014;

Springel et al. 2018; Kannan et al. 2022a; Pakmor et al. 2023;
Kannan et al. 2023). Although it has been quite successful
in matching a wide array of integrated galaxy properties such
as the galaxy luminosity function, color bi-modality, galaxy
sizes, and metallicities, it is unable to predict the resolved
structure (≤ 1 kpc) of the multi-phase gas in the ISM of galax-
ies. The ISM model used in the thesan-zoom simulations
has previously been successful in reproducing local (𝑧 = 0)
ISM observations like the dust-to-gas ratios (Kannan et al.
2020b) and temperatures, accurate emission line luminosities
like Ly𝛼, H𝛼, (Smith et al. 2022c; Tacchella et al. 2022) and
the nature of diffuse ionized gas in star-forming galaxies (Mc-
Clymont et al. 2024).

The ability of the thesan-zoom simulations to model the
multi-phase ISM in a cosmological setup is shown in Figure 8,
which plots the 2-dimensional temperature-density histogram
for the gas in the target galaxy of the m12.6_4x run at 𝑧 =
3. The four different panels show this phase-space diagram
weighted by the gas mass (top left panel), molecular hydrogen
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Fig. 9.— The temperature-density phase-space diagram (weighted by the gas mass) for gas within the virial radius of the target galaxy in the m10.4_8x (left
panel) and the m10.4_8x_UVB (right panel) runs at 𝑧 = 3. The amount of low-density, low-temperature gas is greatly enhanced when the widely used spatially
constant UV background is replaced with a patchy radiation field taken from the parent thesan-1 simulation.

fraction (top right panel), gas phase metallicity normalized
to the solar value (𝑍⊙ = 0.0127; bottom left panel), and the
dust-to-gas ratio (bottom right panel). The gas is distributed
over a wide range of densities (10−4 cm−3 ≲ 𝑛H ≲ 104 cm−3)
and temperatures (10 K ≲ 𝑇 ≲ 107 K). The low-density gas
is unable to cool below ∼ 104 K due to heating from both the
local and background radiation fields. Only the gas above a
self-shielding density threshold of 𝑛H ∼ 10−2 cm−3 manages
to cool below this threshold with temperatures reaching as
low as 10 − 100 K. The photoheated H ii regions are seen
clearly as a build-up of high-density gas (𝑛H ≳ 10 cm−3) at ∼
104 K. Above 𝑛H ≳ 103 cm−3, the gas cooling rates are higher
due to the higher abundance of molecular hydrogen. The
high-density gas is self-shielded against the Lyman-Werner
radiation and is dense enough to deposit most of the metals
onto dust. The dust-to-gas ratios in this high-density gas reach
values as high as 0.01, which is the canonical MW value.
These highly dusty environments are conducive for producing
molecular H 2 as its formation involves catalytic reactions on
the surface of interstellar grains.

Feedback from newly formed stars ejects gas from the cen-
ters of galaxies into the circum-galactic medium (CGM). This
gas occupies the high temperature (𝑇 ≳ 105 K), relatively
high-density (𝑛H ≳ 10 cm−3) region of the phase-space as
evidenced by its high metal content compared to other low-
density but high-temperature (𝑇 ≳ 105 K) gas in the CGM.
Almost all of this high-temperature gas is dust-free due to
thermal sputtering. The metal-enriched outflows gradually
mix into the surrounding CGM, enriching it with metals. The
properties of CGM and its metal content will be discussed in
detail in an accompanying paper (Pruto et al., in prep.).

The phase-space structure of gas in galaxies is influenced by
both the local radiation field from the stars in the galaxy and
external large-scale radiation produced by other nearby galax-
ies. As outlined in section 2.6, the thesan-zoom simulations
replace the commonly used time-varying but spatially constant
UV background models with a novel model that accounts for
the patchy and time-varying nature of the reionization pro-
cess. Using radiation field maps from the parent thesan-1
simulation, we follow the propagation of radiation across the
boundary of the high-resolution region to ensure incoming
radiation flows present in the parent thesan simulation are
seen by the high-resolution region of the zoom-in run. This is

done until the final output of the parent simulation (𝑧 = 5.5)
before switching smoothly to the homogeneous UVB model
from Faucher-Giguère et al. (2009).

Figure 9 shows the difference in the phase-space structure
of the gas in the target galaxies of the m10.4_8x (left panel)
and m10.4_8x_UVB (right panel) runs at 𝑧 = 3. The most sig-
nificant change is the lack of low density (𝑛H ≲ 1 cm−3) and
low temperature (𝑇 ≲ 104 K) gas in the homogeneous UVB
simulation. This is despite using the self-shielding prescrip-
tions outlined in Rahmati et al. (2013) in the m10.4_8x_UVB
run. The fiducial simulation is able to retain this low-density,
low-temperature gas in the galaxy even at 𝑧 = 3, long after we
have switched to injecting the uniform UV background at the
boundary of the high-resolution region. This is because the
self-shielding prescriptions are purely local, meaning that a
parcel of gas is shielded against radiation based on its density.
However, when the UV background is handled by radiative
transfer, dense clouds in galaxies can cast shadows behind
them which allows the gas to remain cool and neutral despite
having a low density. A more thorough investigation into the
effect of the UV background on the properties of galaxies is
outlined in an accompanying paper (Zier et al., in prep.).

3.3. Metal and dust enrichment
The metal and dust content of galaxies play a crucial role

in their evolution. They are responsible for a large fraction
of radiative cooling in the gas, which in turn influences gas
accretion and star-formation rates. Additionally, they regulate
the attenuation and escape of radiation from the host galaxy
(Smith et al. 2022c). It is, therefore, important for simulations
to properly model these quantities to obtain accurate galaxy
properties. Figure 10 plots the average gas phase metallicity
within the stellar half-mass radius as a function of stellar mass
(within twice the stellar half-mass radius) for all the central
galaxies in the thesan-zoom simulation suite. The results
for the “4x”, “8x”, and “16x” resolution levels are shown as
circles, squares, and inverted triangles, respectively. All three
resolutions show similar metal enrichment in the mass range
they overlap, indicating good convergence. Simulated galax-
ies are grouped into two redshift regimes, 𝑧 = 3 − 6 (orange
points) and 𝑧 = 6 − 10 (blue points). The gas metallicity
is expressed in terms of 12 + log(O/H), which is calculated
by assuming that the solar metallicity in these units is 8.69
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Fig. 10.— The stellar mass (within twice the stellar half mass radius) -gas
phase metallicity (within the stellar half mass radius) relation for all the central
galaxies in the simulation suite, grouped into two redshift bins (z=3-6 and z=6-
10), compared to recent HST (Sanders et al. 2021) and JWST (Curti et al.
2023; Li et al. 2023; Curti et al. 2024; Chemerynska et al. 2024) observations.
There is very little redshift evolution and resolution dependence of the mass
metallicity relation in the thesan-zoom simulations.

(Asplund et al. 2009). For comparison, we plot the 𝑧 ∼ 8
observational estimates from JWST (black points and squares;
Curti et al. 2023; Chemerynska et al. 2024) and the estimates
from HST (black stars) for the metallicity of galaxies at cosmic
noon (𝑧 ∼ 3.3; Sanders et al. 2021). We also plot the fit to the
observational data provided by Li et al. (2023) at 𝑧 ∼ 3 (pink
line) and the fits at 𝑧 = 3−6 (green line) and 𝑧 = 6−10 (yellow
line) outlined in Curti et al. (2024). The simulations do a good
job of reproducing the observed metallicity of galaxies over
the wide redshift range. However, it must be noted that the
observational fits have a shallower slope compared to the sim-
ulation results, possibly due to the difficulty of observationally
measuring the metallicity of less metal-enriched galaxies.

Figure 11 plots the dust-to-gas ratio (DGR) as a function of
the gas phase metallicity (within the stellar half mass radius)
for all the central galaxies in the thesan-zoom simulation
suite. The different colors and symbols indicate different res-
olutions and simulations. The solid-filled points are the DGRs
calculated within the stellar half-mass radius, while the open
points are DGRs calculated for gas cells eligible for star for-
mation. The high-density star-forming regions are generally
more dusty than the rest of the ISM especially in high-mass
galaxies. This is due to the increased rate of deposition of
gas-phase metals onto existing dust grains at higher densities
and metallicities. The solid black curve depicts the relation
derived from the semi-analytical (SAM) dust model outlined
in Popping et al. (2017). The black points are the estimates
of the DGRs derived from observations of damped Ly𝛼 ab-
sorbers (DLAs) seen in the spectra of high-redshift quasars (De
Cia et al. 2016) and gamma-ray bursts (GRB-DLAs; Wiseman
et al. 2017). In the low metallicity regime, the dust content
of the simulated galaxies is slightly higher than the estimates
from the SAM but aligns well with observational estimates.
At higher metallicities (12+ log(O/H) ≳ 8), there is a notable
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Fig. 11.— Dust-to-gas ratio (DGR) - gas metallicity (within the stellar half
mass radius) relation at 𝑧 = 3−3.5 for all the central galaxies in the simulation
suite, with the colors indicating the different runs as outlined in Figure 3.
The solid-filled points are the DGRs calculated within the stellar half-mass
radius, while the open points are DGRs calculated only for gas eligible for star
formation. High-density star-forming gas is much more dust enriched than the
mean ISM. The black line shows the result from the empirical dust models of
Popping et al. (2017) while the black points are observational estimates from
De Cia et al. (2016) and Wiseman et al. (2017). While the simulations do a
good job of reproducing the dust-to-gas ratios in low metallicity environments,
it remains challenging to get a significant build-up of dust in high-metallicity
galaxies.

increase in the DGRs, mirroring the model proposed by Pop-
ping et al. (2017). This increase is particularly evident when
considering the dust content in high-density star-forming gas.
Conversely, the dust enrichment in the average ISM gas shows
only a modest increase with rising metallicity. The signifi-
cant rise in dust content in high-density and high-metallicity
gas is a result of modifications to the metal deposition rates,
which are now dependent on both density and metallicity (see
Section 2.3 for more details). This behavior was absent in
the original thesan simulations because it did not account for
the additional dependence on the metallicity of the gas when
calculating dust growth rates in the ISM.

Finally, Figure 12 plots the evolution of the luminosity-
weighted dust temperature for all the target galaxies in the
thesan-zoom simulations as a function of redshift. The col-
ored solid, dashed, and dotted lines denote the dust tempera-
tures in the “4x”, “8x”, and “16x” resolution levels, respec-
tively. The dotted black curve is the CMB temperature, and the
gray shaded area is the physical model outlined in Sommovigo
et al. (2022), which attributes the increasing dust temperature
with redshift to the decrease in gas depletion times.

The simulated dust temperatures seem to fluctuate on very
short timescales with the minimum dust temperature being
set by the CMB. This is because the dust in galaxies is in
radiative equilibrium with the radiation field (Draine 2003).
CMB provides the underlying background radiation field in-
tensity, while the far-UV and visible light from stars that are
absorbed by dust and re-radiated in the IR provide the rest
of the radiation intensity. Moreover, dust–gas collisions lead
to energy exchange, resulting in an additional cooling/heating
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Fig. 12.— Luminosity weighted dust temperature as a function of redshift
for the target galaxies, with the colors indicating the different simulations as
outlined in Figure 3. The different line styles indicate the different resolution
levels: namely, 4𝑥, 8𝑥, and 16𝑥, by solid, dashed and, dot-dashed lines,
respectively. The grey region plots the expected dust temperatures from the
physical model outlined in Sommovigo et al. (2022). In our model, the
dust temperature is highly variable, with the peaks in the dust temperature
corresponding to an increase in the local radiation field intensity associated
with bursts of star formation in the galaxy.

mechanism of dust (Burke & Hollenbach 1983). The dust
temperature is then calculated by solving the instantaneous
equilibrium condition between the radiative and collisional
cooling rates (see Section 2.3 for more details). Therefore,
the peaks in the dust temperature correspond to an increase
in the local radiation field intensity associated with bursts of
star formation in the galaxy. The maximum dust temperatures
mostly lie within the temperature range predicted by the model
outlined in Sommovigo et al. (2022), but at lower redshifts,
massive starbursts can produce very high dust temperatures
of the order 100 K. It is quite clear that the thesan-zoom
simulations do a relatively good job of predicting the right
metal and dust enrichment of high-redshift galaxies and are
capable of reproducing sensible dust temperatures, although
building up significant dust in high-metallicity environments
remains a challenge. A more thorough investigation into the
properties of dust in galaxies is shown in an accompanying
paper (Garaldi et al., in prep.).

3.4. Statistical properties of galaxies
The simulations presented in this work, by virtue of it be-

ing 14 individual zoom-in regions, do not contain information
about the statistical properties of galaxies such as the halo mass
functions, stellar mass functions, or UV luminosity functions.
However, it is possible to estimate these quantities by correct-
ing for the biased selection function of the zoom-in halos. We
do this by using a variation of the method outlined in Ma et al.
(2018), which assigns weights to the simulated halos to recover
the appropriate number density of halos in the Universe. For
each of the 188 snapshots, the central galaxies in all the fidu-
cial simulations (including different resolutions) are binned
according to their halo mass. We consider all galaxies in the
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Fig. 13.— The cumulative number distribution of the central galaxies in the
thesan-zoom simulations as a function of their halo mass. Only well-resolved
halos that contain at least 10 stellar particles are considered in this work. The
different colored lines show the distribution at 𝑧 = 3 − 15 as indicated. As
expected, there are many more smaller galaxies in the simulation sample,
while the highest-mass halos are more sparsely sampled.

mass range 7 ≤ log(𝑀halo [M⊙]) ≤ 13, that host at least 10
star particles within their virial radius. We use a bin width of
Δlog𝑀halo of 0.1, although the exact value does not affect our
results as long as it is not too large (≲ 0.5). Figure 13 shows
the cumulative number distribution of the central galaxies as
a function of their halo mass at 𝑧 = 3 − 15, in increments of
Δ𝑧 = 1, as indicated. The total number of galaxies at a partic-
ular redshift increases from about 100 at 𝑧 = 15 to ∼ 5000 at
𝑧 = 6 and back to ∼ 1000 at z=3. The reduction in the number
of galaxies at later times is due to the fact that the m13.0_4x
simulation is only run down to 𝑧 = 6. Being the most massive
halo in the simulation suite, it has the largest high-resolution
Lagrangian region, leading to a large number of lower-mass
halos being resolved in addition to the target galaxy of the
simulation. As expected, there are many more smaller galax-
ies in the simulation sample, while the highest-mass halos are
sampled only by a handful of halos.

The expected number of halos in the Universe is estimated
using the code HMFcalc (Murray et al. 2013). The halo mass
functions are estimated by employing the same cosmological
parameters and the definition of virial overdensities used in the
thesan simulations. Specifically, we use the fitting functions
from Behroozi et al. (2013), which is a modified version of
the Tinker et al. (2008) results. We note that these mass
functions match very well with the ones extracted from our
large-volume thesan-1 box in the redshift range we consider
here (Smith et al. 2022b). These mass functions are calculated
for every redshift corresponding to each of the 188 snapshot
outputs. We then bin the mass function inΔlog𝑀halo of 0.1 and
calculate the number of halos expected per mass bin (𝑁expected)
assuming a volume of 95.5 cMpc3, which is the volume of
the thesan simulations. All simulated galaxies in the same
bin are assigned the same weight 𝑤 = 𝑁expected/𝑁sim, where
𝑁sim is the number of simulated galaxies in that bin, calculated
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Fig. 14.— The galaxy stellar mass (within twice the stellar half mass radius) function estimated from the thesan-zoom simulations at 𝑧 = 3.5 − 9.5 as labeled.
For comparison we show recent observational estimates from deep JWST data by Navarro-Carrera et al. (red circles; 2024), Weibel et al. (red squares; 2024),
and Harvey et al. (red inverted tiangles; 2025). Schechter function fits to the simulated GSMFs are tabulated in Table A1 of Appendix A.

using the method outlined in the previous paragraph. The halo
mass/stellar mass/UV luminosity functions are then calculated
by binning these quantities in the simulated range, summing
the weights 𝑤𝑖 over all simulated halos contributing to that
bin (𝑖), and dividing by the corresponding volume. It must
be noted that this method should recover the correct mass and
luminosity functions as long as the simulated galaxy sample is
not strongly biased. Our sample could possibly be biased due
to the fact that most of the low-mass halos live within a few
virial radii of the larger nearby target halo. However, as long
as the star formation efficiency is independent of the galaxy
environment, the results presented using this scheme should
be quite robust.

For a particular redshift 𝑧, the mass/luminosity functions
are calculated by combining all the snapshots that fall within
𝑧 − 0.5 and 𝑧 + 0.5. By doing so, we sample the same ha-
los multiple times and treat them as statistically equal in our
analysis. This helps improve the statistics by increasing the
number of halos contributing to a particular mass/luminosity
bin. This is especially useful at the high-mass/luminosity end,
which contains only a handful of halos in each bin per snap-
shot. This also helps account for the halo-to-halo variance and
time variability of the galaxy properties.

Figure 14 shows the estimated galaxy stellar mass functions
(solid black curves) from the thesan-zoom simulations using
the method described in the previous paragraphs. We plot
the mass functions for 𝑧 = 4 − 9 in intervals of Δ𝑧 = 1 as

indicated. The red points are observational estimates from
recent JWST data. At 𝑧 = 4, the simulated stellar mass func-
tions match the observational estimates at the high-mass end
(𝑀★ > 109 M⊙) but overestimate the abundance of low stellar
mass galaxies by about 0.2 − 0.4 dex. This seems to indi-
cate a slightly higher than expected star-formation efficiency
in the simulated low-mass halos. From 𝑧 = 5 − 7, the simula-
tions match the observations quite well in the mass range they
overlap. At even higher redshifts, the thesan-zoom simula-
tions seem to underpredict the number density of galaxies with
𝑀★ > 109 M⊙ , consistent with the over-abundance of mas-
sive galaxies at high-redshift reported by most recent works.
It must, however, be noted that it is challenging to estimate the
stellar masses due to the uncertainties in the galaxy spectral
energy distribution (SED) templates used for photometric fit-
ting (Endsley et al. 2023; Steinhardt et al. 2023). This leads
to number density estimates that are different by about 0.5 dex
between the observational estimates of Navarro-Carrera et al.
(red circles; 2024), Weibel et al. (red squares; 2024), and Har-
vey et al. (red inverted triangles; 2025) shown in Figure 14.

A more direct comparison with observations can be made
by considering the UV luminosity functions at 𝑧 = 4 − 14 in
intervals of Δ𝑧 = 2 as shown in Fig. 15. The UV magnitude of
each central galaxy is obtained by summing up the radiation
output at rest-frame 1500 Å (using BPASS version 2.2.1 tables;
Eldridge et al. 2017b) of all the stars in the galaxy. Due to
the probabilistic nature of the star formation routine, the star-
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Fig. 15.— The UV luminosity function at rest frame 1500 Å from 𝑧 = 3.5 − 14.5. The solid black curve includes attenuation from the fiducial dust model of
thesan-zoom, which overshoots the bright end at 𝑧 ≲ 7 due to too little dust. Meanwhile the dashed black curve assumes a calibrated empirical dust attenuation
relation presented in Bouwens et al. (2016). Estimates from IllustrisTNG (Vogelsberger et al. 2020b) and MillenniumTNG (Kannan et al. 2023) are indicated by
the dotted and dashed blue curves. Observational estimates using HST and JWST from Bouwens et al. (red circles 2015), Livermore et al. (red pluses; 2017),
Atek et al. (red triangles; 2018), Bouwens et al. (red diamonds; 2022), Donnan et al. (inverted red triangles; 2024), Finkelstein et al. (red crosses; 2024) and
Weibel et al. (red squares; 2024) are also shown for comparison. Schechter function fits to the simulated UV luminosity functions are tabulated in Table A2 of
Appendix A.

formation history will only be sparsely sampled in halos with
low SFR. These halos will have long periods with zero star
formation interspersed with sudden jumps in star formation as
a new particle is stochastically spawned. This young massive
star will dominate the entire radiation output of the galaxy,
especially if the mass of the galaxy is close to the resolution
limit of the simulation, which will adversely affect the UV
luminosity functions. To overcome this numerical artifact, the
age and mass of stars formed less than 5 Myr ago are smoothed
over a timescale given by 𝑡smooth = 𝑀★(< 5 Myr)/SFRgal,
where SFRgal is the instantaneous SFR of the corresponding
galaxy calculated by summing up all the SF probabilities of
the cells eligible for star formation. This smoothing procedure
is only done for halos with 𝑡smooth > 5 Myr. We note that
this only affects halos close to the resolution limit and allows
for a more faithful prediction of the simulated UV luminosity
function (Kannan et al. 2022a).

The amount of dust attenuation is calculated using the post-
processing Monte Carlo radiative transfer code colt (Smith
et al. 2015, 2022c). Briefly, photon packets are launched from
star particles and propagated out to the virial radius of the
galaxy. The photons interact with the dust via scattering and
absorptions, with the frequency-dependent albedos and opac-

ities obtained from Weingartner & Draine (2001). The dust
distribution and their properties, such as the fraction of car-
bonates and silicates, are taken directly from the simulation
output. As PAHs are not directly tracked, we assume that 1%
of the total dust is in the form of PAHs, and we obtain this by
subtracting the corresponding amount from the amount of car-
bonaceous dust predicted in the simulation. The black curves
show the dust-attenuated UVLFs from the thesan-zoom sim-
ulations. For comparison, we show observational estimates
(red points) from both HST (Bouwens et al. 2015; Livermore
et al. 2017; Atek et al. 2018; Bouwens et al. 2022) and JWST
(Donnan et al. 2024; Finkelstein et al. 2024; Weibel et al.
2024) observations. The dotted and dashed blue lines show
the UVLF estimates from IllustrisTNG (Vogelsberger et al.
2020a) and MilleniumTNG (Kannan et al. 2023) simulations,
respectively.

At 𝑧 = 4, the simulated luminosity function lies slightly
above the observational values and the IllustrisTNG results
for almost the entire range except in low-mass galaxies with
𝑀UV > −17. The inconsistency at intermediate luminosi-
ties mirrors the higher abundances of corresponding low mass
galaxies seen in the simulated galaxy stellar mass function
(Figure 14). The discrepancy at the high luminosity end,
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Fig. 16.— The evolution of the star-formation rate density (integrated down
to MUV = −17) as a function of redshift from 𝑧 = 3 − 14. The solid black
curves include attenuation from the fiducial dust model of thesan-zoom,
while the dashed black curve assumes the dust attenuation relation presented in
Bouwens et al. (2016). The dashed blue curve shows the SFRD estimated from
MillenniumTNG (Kannan et al. 2023). The red symbols are observational
estimates from Bouwens et al. (2015), Finkelstein et al. (2015), Donnan et al.
(2023, 2024) and Harikane et al. (2024) as indicated. This excellent match
with the observations indicate that simulations do a good job of reproducing
the star-formation rates of high-redshift galaxies.

on the other hand, is mainly due to the inability of our dust
model to attenuate enough UV light from massive galaxies.
This conclusion is backed up by the fact that using an em-
pirically derived dust attenuation relation obtained by fitting
the IRX–UV relationship inferred from ALMA observations
at 𝑧 ∼ 4 − 7 (Bouwens et al. 2016), reproduces the correct
number density of galaxies with 𝑀UV < −19 (dashed black
curves).

However, we need to reconcile the fact that the dust-to-
gas ratios of the simulated galaxies seem to agree well with
expectations but do not recover the correct attenuation in high-
mass galaxies. Our initial analysis shows that the dust mass of
the simulated galaxies varies on very short time scales. There
are periods of large dust accumulation as gas cools to high
densities and forms stars, followed by feedback from stars
heating up and driving large-scale outflows, which destroys
most of the dust in the galaxy, leading to very low attenuation
values. The time galaxies spend in the dusty phase seems
too low to produce enough attenuation to match the observed
UVLFs. Therefore, the empirical dust model is required to
match the observed UVLFs, especially at lower redshifts (𝑧 ≲
8). Beyond that (𝑧 = 10− 14), the dust attenuation is minimal,
so the results from the fiducial dust model match those derived
using the empirical dust model. At 𝑧 = 10, the simulations
seem to match the observed values in the luminosity overlap.
At even higher redshifts, the thesan-zoom simulations only
contain galaxies with magnitudes extending down to 𝑀UV ≳
−18, whereas most of the observations are of galaxies with
𝑀UV ≲ −18. While it does look like extending the simulation
results by using double power-law or Schechter function fits
might be able to reproduce the observed results, even higher

mass galaxies taken from larger boxes may be necessary to
probe this regime properly.

Finally, Fig. 16 shows the evolution of the cosmic star-
formation rate density as a function of redshift, which is de-
rived by integrating the UVLFs down to 𝑀UV = −17. To be
consistent with observations, we convert the UV luminosity
density into a star-formation rate density by using the relation

SFR [M⊙ yr−1] = 𝜅UV𝐿UV [erg s−1 Hz−1], (14)

where 𝜅UV is the conversion factor with a value of 𝜅UV =
1.15 × 10−28 M⊙ yr−1/(erg s−1 Hz−1), which is valid for a
Salpeter (1955) IMF and consistent with the cosmic star-
formation history out to 𝑧 ∼ 8 (Madau & Dickinson 2014).
The solid black curve shows the result for UVLFs calculated
using the fiducial dust model, while the dashed black curve
is the estimate using the empirical dust model. We will note
we can only integrate the UVLFs up to the highest luminosity
galaxy present in the simulation sample because we are inte-
grating the estimated UVLFs directly and not the functional
fit to the data. This means that the estimated SFRD is a lower
limit, especially at high redshifts where the most luminous
galaxies in the simulated sample have 𝑀UV ≳ −18. Observa-
tional estimates from HST (Bouwens et al. 2015; Finkelstein
et al. 2015) and JWST (Donnan et al. 2023, 2024; Harikane
et al. 2024; Whitler et al. 2025) are denoted by red symbols.
The dashed blue curve is the SFRD estimated from the Millen-
niumTNG simulations (Kannan et al. 2023). The simulated
SFRD matches very well with the observational estimates at
all the redshifts considered, 𝑧 = 3 − 14, and is higher than the
MillenniumTNG results by about 0.5 dex at 𝑧 > 8. This ex-
cellent match with the observations tells us that the simulated
sample does a good job of reproducing the star-formation rates
of luminous galaxies at almost all redshifts considered.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS
We have introduced the thesan-zoom project, a suite of

high-resolution zoom-in cosmological simulations of 14 high-
redshift (𝑧 > 3) galaxies selected from the parent thesan
simulation volume (Kannan et al. 2022a). They cover a wide
range of halo masses from 𝑀halo = 108 − 1013 M⊙ at 𝑧 = 3,
and are simulated at three different resolution levels. In the
highest-resolution runs, the DM and baryonic mass resolutions
reach 762 M⊙ and 142 M⊙ , respectively, corresponding to
spatial resolutions of ∼ 140 cpc for DM and stars, and down to
∼ 17 cpc for gas. We emphasize that these numbers correspond
to the gravitational softening length, so the smallest gas cells
can be much smaller, such that the radiation and other physics
calculations are tracked at higher resolutions. Due to the
computational cost, we only simulate the most massive halos at
the standard resolution level (4x), halos up to Mhalo ∼ 1011 M⊙
at increased resolution (8x), and Mhalo ≲ 1010 M⊙ at the
highest resolution (16x).

Our galaxy formation model captures the multi-phase nature
of the interstellar medium by self-consistently including the
effects of supernova feedback, radiation fields, dust physics,
and low temperature cooling via molecular hydrogen (Kannan
et al. 2020b, 2021). In addition to the fiducial simulations, we
have performed a set of complementary variants designed to
investigate the effect of changing the numerical and physical
parameters on galaxy properties. In total, this gives us a
set of 60 simulations, which are used to investigate various
properties of high-redshift galaxies. In this first paper, we
focus on a broad characterization of the simulated galaxies,
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including investigating the stellar content and star-formation
rates, structure of the ISM, metal and dust enrichment, and
the large-scale statistical properties of the simulated sample.
We compare these results with observations from HST, JWST ,
and other telescopes where possible. The main findings are
summarized below:

1. The high-mass end of the simulated stellar-to-halo mass
relation, specifically for 𝑀200c ≳ 1010 M⊙ is con-
sistent with the abundance matching estimates from
from Moster et al. (2018), Tacchella et al. (2018) and
Behroozi et al. (2019). In contrast, low-mass galaxies
appear to overproduce stellar masses by approximately
∼ 0.2 − 0.4 dex, particularly at low redshifts, 𝑧 = 3 − 5.

2. The simulated star-forming main sequence shows a
much stronger evolution compared to the fits to the ob-
served main sequence outlined in Popesso et al. (2023).
At 𝑧 ≥ 10, almost all the simulated galaxies show in-
creasing star formation histories. At later times higher-
mass galaxies tend to have close to constant or even de-
clining star-formation rates while the lower-mass galax-
ies are still rapidly increasing their stellar masses.

3. The gas depletion times are quite large, about 𝜏dep ≳
1 Gyr, in low gas surface density environments
(ΣHI+H2 ≲ 300 M⊙ pc−2), but decreases to about
0.1 Gyr at higher surface densities. This is consis-
tent with the two different Kennicutt–Schmidt relations
observed for spiral and starbursting galaxies in the local
Universe.

4. The fiducial thesan-zoom model includes an additional
feedback channel that injects momentum into neighbor-
ing gas cells for 5 Myr immediately after a new star
particle is formed. This feedback, labeled Early Stellar
Feedback (or ESF for short), seems to be crucial for
producing the right stellar masses, star-formation rates,
and slowly rising, flat rotation curves in high-redshift
galaxies.

5. The ISM model is able to resolve the multi-phase nature
of gas in galaxies. The amount of low-density, low-
temperature gas is greatly enhanced when the widely
used spatially constant UV background is replaced with
a patchy radiation field taken from the parent thesan-1
simulation.

6. The gas phase metallicities and the dust-to-gas ratios of
the simulated galaxies are generally in agreement with
the observational estimates and expectations from semi-
analytic models, although building up significant dust
in high-metallicity environments remains a challenge.
The radiation-dust coupling gives rise to highly time-
varying dust temperatures that seem to correlate with
the rise and fall of star formation in the galaxy.

7. Using a variation of the method outlined in Ma et al.
(2018), we are able to estimate the statistical properties
of simulated galaxies like the galaxy stellar mass func-
tion (GSMF) and the UV luminosity function (UVLF).

The simulated GSMF generally matches the observed
values at the high-mass end (𝑀★ > 109 M⊙) but seems
to overproduce the number density of low-mass galaxies
at low redshift (𝑧 ≲ 5.5).

8. The simulated UVLFs generally lie above the observed
values if the fiducial dust extinction model is used. How-
ever, moving to an empirically derived dust attenuation
model outlined in Bouwens et al. (2016) lowers the UV
luminosities enough to match the observed estimates.

9. The SFRD derived by integrating the UVLF beyond
𝑀UV < −17 matches the observational estimates from
𝑧 = 3 − 14. This excellent match with the observations
tells us that simulations do a good job of reproducing the
star-formation rates of high-redshift galaxies observed
by JWST .

Overall, we have shown that high-resolution coupled radi-
ation hydrodynamic and galaxy formation simulations have
the ability to robustly model the resolved properties of high-
redshift galaxies. In accompanying papers, we exploit the
thesan-zoom simulations to investigate various properties of
these early galaxies like the stochasticity of star formation,
statistics of LyC and Ly𝛼 escape, dust and metal enrichment
of the high-redshift ISM and CGM, and galaxy size evolution.
We therefore hope to significantly advance our understanding
of high-redshift structure formation and reionization using the
thesan-zoom simulations.
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APPENDIX
FITS FOR STELLAR MASS AND UV LUMINOSITY

FUNCTIONS
For easy comparison to observational data and other nu-

merical simulations and semi-analytical models, we provide
Schechter function fits (Schechter 1976) for the estimated
galaxy stellar mass and UV luminosity functions. Specifi-
cally, these are fits to the data plotted in Figures 14 and 15. The
functional form of the Schechter function for galaxy masses is

Φ(𝑀) = ln(10)Φ★

[
10(log𝑀−log𝑀★) ] 𝛼+1

𝑒10(log𝑀−log𝑀★)
, (A1)

where 𝑀 is the stellar mass of the galaxy (in units of M⊙),
𝛼 is the low-mass slope, 𝑀★ is the stellar mass above which
the mass function cuts off exponentially, and Φ★ is the overall
normalization. The values of these fits from 𝑧 = 4 − 9 are
listed in Table A1. We find that beyond 𝑧 > 9, it is difficult to
find optimal fits to the data because the thesan-zoom simula-
tion suite does not contain an adequate number of high-mass
galaxies in these early epochs.

TABLE A1
Schechter function fits to the galaxy stellar mass function (GSMF).

𝑧 log(Φ★) log(M★) 𝛼

[cMpc−3 dex−1] [M⊙]

4 −3.04 ± 0.18 9.84 ± 0.09 −1.78 ± 0.03
5 −3.02 ± 0.30 9.56 ± 0.23 −1.83 ± 0.03
6 −2.98 ± 0.20 9.20 ± 0.11 −1.88 ± 0.03
7 −3.10 ± 0.17 9.03 ± 0.09 −1.92 ± 0.03
8 −3.25 ± 0.21 8.78 ± 0.11 −1.98 ± 0.04
9 −3.13 ± 0.24 8.39 ± 0.12 −1.99 ± 0.05

The functional form of the Schechter function for UV lumi-
nosities is given by

Φ(𝑀UV) =
0.4 ln(10) Φ★

UV

100.4(𝑀UV−𝑀★
UV ) (𝛼+1) 𝑒

−10−0.4(𝑀UV−𝑀★
UV )

, (A2)

where 𝑀UV is the rest frame UV magnitude of the galaxy,
𝛼 is the low-mass slope, 𝑀★

UV is the magnitude above which
the luminosity function cuts off exponentially, and Φ★

UV is the
overall normalization. The values of these fits from 𝑧 = 4−14
are listed in Table A2. It must be noted that 𝑀★

UV starts to re-
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TABLE A2
Schechter function fits to the UV luminosity function (UVLF).

𝑧 log(Φ★
UV) log(𝑀★

UV) 𝛼

[cMpc−3 mag−1]

4 −2.38 ± 0.12 −20.68 ± 0.13 −1.65 ± 0.02
5 −2.36 ± 0.17 −20.53 ± 0.27 −1.71 ± 0.03
6 −2.47 ± 0.21 −20.44 ± 0.31 −1.77 ± 0.04
7 −2.42 ± 0.30 −20.13 ± 0.42 −1.78 ± 0.05
8 −2.44 ± 0.26 −19.58 ± 0.33 −1.83 ± 0.05
9 −2.51 ± 0.28 −19.29 ± 0.30 −1.84 ± 0.06
10 −2.33 ± 0.30 −18.61 ± 0.28 −1.84 ± 0.07
11 −2.37 ± 0.40 −18.23 ± 0.50 −1.80 ± 0.10
12 −2.21 ± 0.35 −17.26 ± 0.43 −1.88 ± 0.09
13 −2.94 ± 0.60 −17.92 ± 0.69 −1.97 ± 0.16
14 −3.04 ± 0.54 −17.55 ± 0.70 −2.07 ± 0.13

duce quite considerably as we get to higher redshifts (𝑧 ≳ 10).
This is mainly due to the fact that the thesan-zoom simula-
tion suite lacks an adequate number of luminous galaxies to
properly probe this high-luminosity end.
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easy peer review for new papers in the astro-ph section of
the arXiv, making the reviewing process simpler for authors
and referees alike. Learn more at http://astro.theoj.org.

http://astro.theoj.org

	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Radiation transport
	The thermochemical network and gas cooling
	Dust physics
	Star formation
	Stellar feedback
	Radiative feedback
	Stellar winds and supernovae
	Early stellar feedback
	Feedback coupling

	Large-scale radiation fields
	Initial conditions
	Simulations
	Galaxy catalogs

	Results
	Stellar properties
	Impact of early stellar feedback

	Multi-phase ISM
	Metal and dust enrichment
	Statistical properties of galaxies

	Discussion and Conclusions
	Fits for stellar mass and UV luminosity functions

