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ABSTRACT
Population III (Pop III) stars are the first stars in the Universe, forming from pristine, metal-free gas and marking the end of the
cosmic dark ages. Their formation rate is expected to sharply decline after redshift 𝑧 ≈ 15 due to metal enrichment from previous
generations of stars. In this paper, we analyze 14 zoom-in simulations from the thesan-zoom project, which evolves different
haloes from the thesan-1 cosmological box down to redshift 𝑧 = 3. The high mass resolution of up to 142 M⊙ per cell in the gas
phase combined with a multiphase model of the interstellar medium (ISM), radiative transfer including Lyman-Werner radiation,
dust physics, and a non-equilibrium chemistry network that tracks molecular hydrogen, allows for a realistic but still approximate
description of Pop III star formation in pristine gas. Our results show that Pop III stars continue to form in low-mass haloes
ranging from 106 M⊙ to 109 M⊙ until the end of reionization at around 𝑧 = 5. At this stage, photoevaporation suppresses further
star formation in these minihaloes, which subsequently merge into larger central haloes. Hence, the remnants of Pop III stars
primarily reside in the satellite galaxies of larger haloes at lower redshifts. While direct detection of Pop III stars remains elusive,
these results hint that lingering primordial star formation could leave observable imprints or indirectly affect the properties
of high-redshift galaxies. Explicit Pop III feedback and specialized initial mass function modelling within the thesan-zoom
framework would further help interpreting emerging constraints from the James Webb Space Telescope.

Key words: radiative transfer – methods: numerical – cosmology: reionization – stars: Population III

1 INTRODUCTION

The decoupling of the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) ra-
diation field from the baryonic matter at the time of recombination,
around redshift 𝑧 ≈ 1100, allowed small overdensities to grow and
collapse in the subsequent cosmic dark ages. The baryonic structure
formation process was accelerated by the deeper gravitational po-
tential wells created by pre-existing dark matter overdensities, which
grew in a hierarchical, bottom-up fashion. The first collapsed objects
were so-called “minihaloes” with masses below ≲ 107 M⊙ (Hartwig
et al. 2022), which are thought to be the birthplaces of the first stars
emerging around 𝑧 ≈ 30 (Klessen & Glover 2023). The first genera-
tion of stars, known as Population III (Pop III) stars, is characterised
by their formation from pristine gas that only contains the elements
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formed shortly after the Big Bang, or more precisely, the absence
of metals except for lithium, i.e. metal-free “primordial“ stars. Their
birth represents the end of the cosmic dark ages and the onset of the
production of new electromagnetic radiation.

As galaxy assembly progresses, “atomic cooling haloes“ with
virial temperatures above 8, 000 K form, which can efficiently cool
gas by atomic hydrogen (Sutherland & Dopita 1993). Pristine gas can
reach lower temperatures through molecular hydrogen, H2, which
can cool through the excitation of its vibrational states. However, this
cooling mechanism becomes inefficient below 200 K (Greif 2015),
and reaching lower temperatures is only possible under special con-
ditions in very massive or externally irradiated haloes that allow
for efficient formation of deuterated hydrogen (HD) (Nagakura &
Omukai 2005; Glover & Abel 2008). These temperatures are signif-
icantly higher than the typical 10 K achieved by metal line cooling
in molecular clouds in the present-day Universe (Klessen & Glover
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2016). As a result, the Jeans mass required for the formation of Pop III
stars is significantly higher, which reduces fragmentation and leads
to a more top-heavy initial mass function (IMF) compared to the IMF
observed at the present day (Salpeter 1955; Kroupa 2002; Chabrier
2003). It is important to note that forming less massive stars is still
possible, e.g., through disk fragmentation in early accretion disks
(e.g. Greif et al. 2011b; Clark et al. 2011; Greif et al. 2012; Stacy &
Bromm 2013; Susa 2019; Jaura et al. 2022; Chiaki & Yoshida 2022;
Prole et al. 2022a) or due to turbulence at the cloud level (Turk et al.
2009; Stacy et al. 2010; Clark et al. 2011), but the overall consensus
is that Pop III stars generally have higher masses.

As with all stars, the subsequent evolution and ultimate fate of a
Pop III star depends strongly on its initial mass. A massive star can
end its life within a few million years as a core-collapse supernova
or as a more energetic pair-instability supernova (PISN, Fowler &
Hoyle 1964; Heger & Woosley 2002; Woosley 2017; Farmer et al.
2019). Supernovae inject metals into their host halo and in the case
of smaller haloes or highly energetic supernovae, they can even dis-
perse metals into the surrounding intergalactic medium (IGM) and
nearby minihaloes. This metal enrichment allows for the formation
of the next generation of stars, which can cool more efficiently using
the newly available metals (Kitayama & Yoshida 2005; Greif et al.
2010; Ritter et al. 2012; Jeon et al. 2014; Jaacks et al. 2018; Chi-
aki & Wise 2019; Magg et al. 2022b). However, there are certain
mass ranges (e.g. between 40 M⊙ and an uncertain upper limit of
70 M⊙ − 100 M⊙ , Klessen & Glover 2023) in which it is believed
no supernova occurs and the star collapses directly to a black hole
(Heger & Woosley 2002). The absence of metals prevents Pop III
stars from generating strong stellar winds (Kudritzki 2002; Krtička
& Kubát 2006, 2009). However, they produce large amounts of hy-
drogen ionizing radiation (Hartwig et al. 2022) and less energetic
Lyman-Werner (LW) radiation (11.2eV - 13.6 eV, Kitayama et al.
2004; Schauer et al. 2015, 2017). This LW radiation is particularly
important because it can penetrate the IGM (Haiman et al. 2000) and
create a radiation background while dissociating molecular hydro-
gen. This dissociation can prevent gas cooling in distant minihaloes
(Haiman et al. 1997; Ahn et al. 2009). In addition to reducing the
star formation rate of Pop III stars, this process could potentially lead
to the formation of supermassive stars with masses of up to 105 M⊙
seeding the first massive black holes (Wise et al. 2008; Smith &
Bromm 2019; Inayoshi et al. 2020; Reinoso et al. 2023; Kiyuna et al.
2024).

Pop III stars are extremely difficult to detect because their for-
mation density peaks around redshift 𝑧 ≈ 15 − 20, as even a small
amount of metals and dust allow more efficient cooling and thus
“normal” Population II (Pop II) star formation begins to dominate
(Johnson et al. 2013; de Souza et al. 2014; Sarmento et al. 2019; Liu
& Bromm 2020b). Even a massive 1000 M⊙ star at 𝑧 > 10 would
be at least two orders of magnitude too faint to be observed by the
James Webb Space Telescope (JWST; Schauer et al. 2020). However,
strong gravitational lensing could amplify the signal (Rydberg et al.
2013; Diego 2019). For instance, the lensed star Earendel at 𝑧 = 6.2
is an unlikely yet potential candidate for a Pop III star (Welch et al.
2022; Schauer et al. 2022). Alternatively, Pop III PISNe occurring
within the range 7 < 𝑧 < 15 should be bright enough to be ob-
served by JWST (Hummel et al. 2012; Magg et al. 2016; Hartwig
et al. 2018; Venditti et al. 2024a), but their short lifetimes result in
a limited number of expected observations and uniquely identifying
them remains an open question. Indirect detection methods, such as
examining the imprint of Pop III stars on the 21 cm signal of neutral
hydrogen (Madau & Dickinson 2014; Bowman et al. 2018; Mesinger
2019; Magg et al. 2022a; Gessey-Jones et al. 2022; Cruz et al. 2024),

analyzing the metal abundances in extremely metal-poor stars be-
lieved to be their direct descendants (Frebel et al. 2005; Salvadori
et al. 2019; Placco et al. 2021; Skúladóttir et al. 2021; Aguado et al.
2023) or gravitational waves caused by mergers of the remnants of
Pop III stars (Dayal et al. 2019; Neĳssel et al. 2019; Tang et al.
2020; Ng et al. 2021; Tanikawa et al. 2021, 2022), are promising
approaches for studying Pop III stars.

Modelling Pop III star formation and feedback is notoriously chal-
lenging because minihaloes below 107 M⊙ require extremely high
resolution (Klessen & Glover 2023). Therefore, most of our knowl-
edge about Pop III stars comes from small-volume “zoom-in” sim-
ulations that aim to resolve their complete formation and growth
processes. Furthermore, in addition to modelling cosmic expansion,
gravitational forces, hydrodynamics, and cooling, other physical in-
gredients are needed. For example, magnetic fields may play a role
by reducing the fragmentation (Peters et al. 2014; Sharda et al. 2021;
Prole et al. 2022b; Stacy et al. 2022; Saad et al. 2022; Sharda &
Menon 2024; Sadanari et al. 2024), though they can be weakened
by nonideal effects (McKee et al. 2020; Sadanari et al. 2023; Mayer
et al. 2025). Detailed chemical networks that also include deuterium
and H−(Glover 2005; Klessen & Glover 2023; Nishĳima et al. 2024),
are necessary. One may also need to take into account the streaming
velocity between dark matter and baryonic matter in the early Uni-
verse (Tseliakhovich & Hirata 2010; Greif et al. 2011a; Schauer et al.
2019, 2021; Lake et al. 2024) and radiation transport that includes
the Lyman-Werner band (Haiman et al. 1997; Skinner & Wise 2020;
Kulkarni et al. 2021; Schauer et al. 2021; Patrick et al. 2023; Sug-
imura et al. 2024). To determine the final IMF, these simulations must
be run until the accretion stops due to internal feedback processes
(Chiaki & Yoshida 2022). These studies find that for gas-dominated
cooling, a critical metallicity of 10−3 to 10−4 Z⊙ is necessary to
achieve a modern universal IMF (Omukai 2000; Bromm et al. 2001;
Maio et al. 2010, 2011). In contrast, for the dust-driven transition
favoured by current observations, a metallicity of 10−6 − 10−4 Z⊙
is sufficient for producing Pop II stars (Schneider et al. 2002, 2006,
2012a,b; Omukai et al. 2005; Chiaki et al. 2014). Nevertheless, there
are indications that the IMF only shifts toward the present IMF when
metallicity exceeds 𝑍 > 10−2 Z⊙ and may also depend on the redshift
due to heating from the CMB (Chon et al. 2021, 2022, 2024).

Large-scale cosmological simulations can complement small-
scale simulations, which are used to study the IMF and formation
of individual Pop III stars. These larger simulations can model the
full Epoch of Reionization (EoR) of the IGM ending at redshifts of
𝑧 ≈ 5 − 6 (Fan et al. 2006; Becker et al. 2015; Bosman et al. 2022).
They also allow for a statistical analysis of the density of Pop III star
formation as a function of redshift. However, these larger simulations
typically have significantly worse resolution, preventing them from
resolving the smallest minihaloes that are capable of forming Pop III
stars. Additionally, only some simulations include an explicit Pop III
subgrid model, which is typically based on the metallicity of newly
formed star particles, while others apply the same feedback prescrip-
tions used for Pop II stars. These subgrid models should be viewed
as best efforts and still require calibration due to insufficient reso-
lution. Furthermore, many studies do not use radiative transfer for
the Lyman-Werner band or include molecular hydrogen chemistry,
reducing their predictability. Examples of studies that analyse the for-
mation of low metallicity stars include THESAN-HR (Borrow et al.
2023; Shen et al. 2024), simulations with dustyGadget (Di Cesare
et al. 2023; Venditti et al. 2023, 2024a), FLARE (Lovell et al. 2021;
Vĳayan et al. 2021; Wilkins et al. 2023), the Renaissance simulations
(O’Shea et al. 2015; Xu et al. 2016), the GIZMO simulations from
Jaacks et al. (2019) and Liu & Bromm (2020b), and the RAMSES
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Halo 𝑀halo 𝑚DM 𝑚gas 𝜖DM,stars 𝜖min
gas

[M⊙] [M⊙] [M⊙] [cpc] [cpc]

m9.3_16x 2.0 × 109 7.62 × 102 1.4 × 102 138.30 17.3
m10.8_8x 5.9 × 1010 6.09 × 103 1.1 × 103 276.79 34.6
m12.6_4x 4.1 × 1012 4.86 × 104 9.1 × 103 553.59 69.2

Table 1. The main simulations we analyze in this paper: From left to right,
the columns indicate the name of the simulation, the mass of the target halo
at 𝑧 = 3 in the dark matter only simulation thesan-dark-1, the mass of the
high-resolution dark matter and gas particles and the (minimum) softening
length of (gas) star and dark matter particles. We show in appendix A results
for eleven additional simulations that qualitatively agree with the three simu-
lations discussed in the main part of this paper.

simulations from Pallottini et al. (2014), Sarmento et al. (2018) and
Sarmento & Scannapieco (2022). Almost all of these simulations
predict the formation of Pop III stars up to the end of the EoR. Inter-
estingly, the TNG-50 simulation (Pillepich et al. 2018b; Nelson et al.
2019) predicts the formation of Pop III stars even down to a redshift
of 𝑧 = 0 (Pakmor et al. 2022). However, as the resolution increases,
the number of star-forming haloes that consist of purely pristine gas
at 𝑧 = 0 decreases, suggesting that this effect may completely disap-
pear at sufficiently high resolutions and is an artefact of the effective
equation of state used in the study.

This paper is part of the thesan-zoom project (introduced in Kan-
nan et al. 2025), which consists of zoom-in simulations of fourteen
haloes spanning the halo mass range from 108 M⊙ to 1013 M⊙ at
the final redshift 𝑧 = 3. It includes radiative transfer with seven
frequency bands, including Lyman-Werner radiation as well as the
large-scale background radiation field from the parent thesan-1 box
(Kannan et al. 2022; Smith et al. 2022; Garaldi et al. 2022, 2024)
as boundary condition at the edge of the high-resolution region. Ad-
ditionally, it includes dust and molecular hydrogen chemistry, and
its dark matter resolution with particle masses down to 762 M⊙ per
resolution element allows us to resolve minihaloes of 106 M⊙ by at
least 1,000 particles. This corresponds to the smallest haloes capable
of cooling and forming Pop III stars (Glover 2012). While we do
not implement specialized Pop III feedback or an explicit top-heavy
IMF, our criterion that purely pristine gas forms Pop III stars captures
first-order aspects of primordial star formation in a cosmological con-
text, making thesan-zoom particularly well-suited for analyzing the
formation of Pop III stars during the epoch of reionization.

This paper is structured as follows: In section 2, we summarize
the thesan-zoom project and our analysis methods. In section 3,
we present the stellar metallicity distribution as a function of age
at redshift 𝑧 = 3. In section 4, we show that star-forming, pristine
gas can mainly be found in minihaloes and satellite galaxies and that
most young Pop III stars form ex-situ in subhaloes of mass 107 M⊙
to 108 M⊙ . We discuss and compare the results with the existing
simulations and observations in section 5 and summarise them in
section 6.

2 METHODS

2.1 The thesan-zoom project

The thesan-zoom suite is introduced in Kannan et al. (2025), which
provides a detailed discussion of the numerical methods and an
overview of all simulations. This section briefly summarizes the
most important components, particularly those essential for the for-

mation of Pop III stars. The 14 dark matter (DM) haloes are drawn
from the DM-only simulation thesan-dark-1, which uses the same
initial conditions as the flagship thesan-1 simulation from the the-
san project (Kannan et al. 2022; Smith et al. 2022; Garaldi et al.
2022, 2024). The latter combined the successful IllustrisTNG galaxy
formation model (Weinberger et al. 2017; Pillepich et al. 2018a),
which is derived from the Illustris model (Vogelsberger et al. 2013,
2014b,a; Genel et al. 2014), with radiative transfer on the fly. The
target haloes were selected at redshift 𝑧 = 3 and cover a nearly uni-
form range in log space for halo masses from 108 M⊙ to 1013 M⊙ .
The high-resolution regions cover a sphere with a radius of about
four times the virial radius of the central halo at 𝑧 = 3. This condi-
tion implies that, at high redshift, the high-resolution regions cover a
considerably larger volume than just the immediate surroundings of
the central haloes.

All simulations performed within the thesan-zoom project em-
ploy the massively parallel AREPO code (Springel 2010; Pakmor et al.
2016; Weinberger et al. 2020), which solves the Euler equations on
a moving, unstructured Voronoi mesh using a second-order accurate
finite volume scheme. The quasi-Lagrangian nature of the method
results in an approximately constant mass resolution in the gas phase,
which is further enforced by removing (splitting) cells that deviate
from a preset target mass 𝑚gas by more than a factor of 0.5 (2).
Gravitational forces are calculated using the hybrid TreePM method
(Bagla 2002), which uses a hierarchical octree (Barnes & Hut 1986)
to compute short-range forces and the efficient particle mesh method
for long-range forces (Aarseth 2003). The code also solves hyper-
bolic conservation laws for both the zeroth and first moments of the
radiative intensity (Kannan et al. 2019), i.e. the photon number den-
sity and photon flux, along with the M1 closure relation (Levermore
1984; Dubroca & Feugeas 1999). To enhance the scalability of the
radiative transfer solver, a new communication pattern introduced
in Zier et al. (2024) is used. The radiation field is discretized into
seven frequency bins: infrared (IR, 0.1−1 eV), optical (1.0−5.8 eV),
far-UV (5.8 − 11.2 eV), Lyman-Werner (LW, 11.2 − 13.6 eV), the
hydrogen ionizing band (13.6 − 24.6 eV), and two helium ionizing
bands (24.6 − 54.4 eV, > 54.4 eV).

The radiative transfer solver is coupled to a non-equilibrium chem-
ical network (Kannan et al. 2020) which evolves the abundances
of the primordial species H 2,H i,H ii,He i,He ii, and He iii. Non-
equilibrium cooling and heating rates from these species are cal-
culated self-consistently and used in an implicit time integration
scheme (Kannan et al. 2019). Metal line cooling is incorporated us-
ing cooling tables that assume ionization equilibrium with the UV
background from Faucher-Giguère et al. (2009) and is scaled linearly
with the gas metallicity (Vogelsberger et al. 2013). Additionally,
the code accounts for photoelectric heating from Far-UV photons
(5.8 − 11.2 eV, based on Wolfire et al. 2003), cooling from gas-dust
interactions (based on Burke & Hollenbach 1983) and Compton cool-
ing/heating due to the CMB. Cosmic dust is treated as an additional
scalar property of gas cells. This representation neglects the relative
velocities between gas and dust (McKinnon et al. 2016, 2017). The
dust is produced by supernovae and winds from asymptotic giant
branch (AGB) stars, grows in the dense ISM and is destroyed by SN
shocks and sputtering. It interacts with the infrared radiation bin (IR,
0.1 − 1 eV) and modifies the cooling and heating rates in the gas
phase (Kannan et al. 2021).

For star formation and stellar feedback through stellar radiation,
stellar winds and supernovae explosions, we use a significantly
evolved version of the SMUGGLE model (Marinacci et al. 2019).
To be eligible for star formation, a gas cell must be smaller than its
thermal Jeans length and have a density greater than 𝑛H = 10 cm−3.
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Figure 1. The dark matter density (left), gas density (middle), and gas metallicity (right) centred around the target halo m10.8_8x at redshift 𝑧 = 7. We show
volume averaged quantities in a slice in z-direction of depth 50 ckpc and the comoving virial radius at 𝑧 = 7 (circle with solid line) and for comparison the
comoving virial radius at 𝑧 = 3 (circle with dashed line). The star symbols represent Pop III star particles that formed between 𝑧 = 7 and 𝑧 = 8. All Pop III stars
formed outside of the central halo but can merge later with it. The gas density around the central halo almost reaches solar metallicity, but there are still pockets
of metal-free gas outside of the halo.

From cells meeting both criteria we generate collisionless stellar par-
ticles using a standard probabilistic method with a star formation
efficiency of 100% per free-fall time. This high value prevents un-
resolved gas from collapsing to artificially high densities (Hu et al.
2023). Cells with mass below twice the target gas mass 𝑚gas are fully
converted into one stellar particle; otherwise, only 2𝑚gas is removed
from the gas cell to form the new particle. We assume a Chabrier
Initial Mass Function (IMF, Chabrier 2003) with minimum and
maximum masses of 0.1 M⊙ and 100 M⊙ . Age and metal-dependent
luminosities are calculated using the Binary Population and Spec-
tral Synthesis models (BPASS; Eldridge et al. 2017). The radiation
is injected in the 16 nearest gas cells across seven frequency bins,
without tracking the spectral shape within individual bins. Instead,
averaged properties such as ionization cross-sections per bin are cal-
culated using a 2 Myr spectrum at quarter solar metallicity. To reduce
the impact of underresolved H ii regions, we apply the corrections
described in Deng et al. (2024). For the mass loss rate and energy of
stellar winds from young OB stars and AGB stars, we employ ana-
lytic prescriptions from Hopkins et al. (2018), which are based on the
Starburst99 (Leitherer et al. 1999) stellar evolution model. Metal
enrichment rates follow Vogelsberger et al. (2013) though we note
that there is a floor of 𝑍 = 10−8 in the initial conditions. Stars with
masses greater than 8 M⊙ explode as supernovae, injecting 1051 ergs
of energy into the ISM. To avoid the overcooling problem (Katz
et al. 1996; Dalla Vecchia & Schaye 2012) caused by not resolving
the Sedov-Taylor phase, we instead inject the terminal momentum at
the transition to the momentum-conserving phase (Marinacci et al.
2019). The time of each supernova event is determined stochastically
based on the IMF. To better match the stellar-mass-halo-mass rela-
tions at high redshift (e.g. Moster et al. 2018; Behroozi et al. 2019),
an additional feedback channel is used to inject momentum during
the first 5 Myrs until the first SN events occur. This ‘Early Stellar
Feedback’ may represent missing physical processes and is further
motivated in Kannan et al. (2025).

A novel feature of the thesan-zoom project is its self-consistent

modelling of the influence of external radiation sources outside the
zoom-in region. This external radiation can dominate the radiation
field around small haloes, leading to reduced inflows and lower star
formation rates (e.g. Rees 1986; Shapiro et al. 2004; Okamoto et al.
2008). While reionization is known to be patchy rather than uni-
form, most cosmological simulations typically employ a redshift-
dependent, spatially uniform UV background (UVB, e.g. Faucher-
Giguère et al. 2009; Haardt & Madau 2012), combined with a purely
density-based self-shielding description (e.g. Rahmati et al. 2013).
As shown in Borrow et al. (2023), this neglect of the patchiness of
reionization significantly affects the properties of low-mass galax-
ies and prevents the formation of metal-free stars at redshifts below
𝑧 = 9. In the standard simulations of the thesan-zoom project, we
use the evolving UV radiation field from the parent thesan-1 simu-
lation as a time-dependent boundary condition in the low-resolution
region. Below 𝑧 = 5.5, which marks the end of the thesan-1 simu-
lation, a smooth transition to the UVB from Faucher-Giguère et al.
(2009) in the low-resolution region is implemented. Even in this case,
self-shielding in the high-resolution region is done self-consistently.
The thesan-1 simulation only evolved the hydrogen ionising and
two helium ionising bands; therefore, our simulations do not incor-
porate a cosmological Lyman-Werner background, which is expected
to form (Incatasciato et al. 2023), but only local sources. In a com-
panion paper (Zier et al., 2025), we analyse in detail the effects of this
improved treatment of external radiation compared to the standard
uniform UVB prescription for the thesan-zoom galaxies.

In this paper, we focus on the default physics runs of the 14 target
haloes, which are simulated using different resolution factors, as
presented in Table 1. We use the default naming scheme introduced
in the introduction paper (Kannan et al. 2025), which uses the halo
mass at redshift 𝑧 = 3 from the original thesan-dark-1 simulation
along with the spatial zoom factor relative to the parent simulation. In
the main body of this paper, we will concentrate on the simulations
m12.6_4x, m10.8_8x, and m9.3_16x as representative models for
different halo masses. Results from the other simulations will be
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z C 𝑍7 log(𝑀★,max/M⊙ )

3 0.35 −1.50 10.8
4 0.37 −1.57 10.1
5 0.40 −1.65 9.5
6 0.40 −1.70 9.2
8 0.42 −1.71 8.8
10 0.48 −1.77 8.1
12 0.48 −1.75 7.3

Table 2. The parameters for the best linear fit as presented in Equation (1) to
the stellar mass - stellar metallicity relation for 𝑀★ > 105.3 M⊙ for different
redshifts. We also show the maximum stellar mass we find in any single halo
as an upper limit for the valid range for our fit.

shown in appendix A. We note that all results presented in the main
part of the paper agree qualitatively with those presented in the
Appendix.

2.2 Analysis methods and Pop III selection criteria

For each simulation we produced 189 Snapshot files that contain all
properties of gas, dark matter and stellar particles with a time ca-
dence of 10 Myrs, from 𝑧 = 16 down to 𝑧 = 3. We also generated halo
catalogues using the friends-of-friends (FOF) algorithm (Davis et al.
1985), which only considers the spatial proximity of particles. The
FOF groups were further processed using the SUBFIND-HBT algo-
rithm (Springel et al. 2001, 2021), which identifies self-gravitating
substructures known as subhaloes. We define the most massive sub-
halo as the central galaxy, while smaller ones are classified as satellite
galaxies.
To differentiate between stellar populations, we use criteria based
solely on the metallicity of stellar particles compared to the solar
metallicity Z⊙ = 0.0127 (Wiersma et al. 2009): Pop I stars have
𝑍/Z⊙ > 0.1, Pop III stars are characterized by 𝑍/Z⊙ < 10−6, and
Pop II stars fall in between. As discussed in the introduction, the crit-
ical metallicity for the transition from Pop III to Pop II star formation
is not well constrained. Previous studies have used 𝑍 = 10−4 Z⊙
(Jaacks et al. 2019; Liu & Bromm 2020a; Venditti et al. 2023),
𝑍 = 10−5 Z⊙ (Ricotti et al. 2016; Sarmento et al. 2018; Sarmento &
Scannapieco 2022; Brauer et al. 2025) or 𝑍 = 5 × 10−6 Z⊙ (Skinner
& Wise 2020). We adopt a more conservative threshold due to the ab-
sence of an explicit Pop III star formation and feedback model in our
simulations, particularly given the potential for higher metal yields
from these stars (Takahashi et al. 2018). Our selection criterion only
identifies stars that form very close to the metallicity floor as Pop III
stars. Therefore, the values we present in this paper should be viewed
as lower limits. As an example, we show the halo m10.8_8x and its
environment at redshift 𝑧 = 7 in Fig. 1. The central dark matter halo
is less concentrated than the gas density, and we observe a plethora of
dark matter substructures. Although the gas is enriched with metals
on large scales, surviving metal-free gas still allows the formation of
Pop III stars outside the target halo.

3 THE STELLAR METALLICITY DISTRIBUTION

We begin our investigation by showing in Fig. 2 the stellar mass -
stellar metallicity relation for all central subhaloes within the target
haloes at different redshifts. All haloes with stellar masses 𝑀★ above
105.3 M⊙ follow a relatively tight relation. However, for smaller
masses, we observe a significant scatter down to the imposed metal-
licity floor, particularly at higher redshifts. The slope of the relation

remains consistent over time; however, due to previous stellar feed-
back, the entire relation shifts to higher metallicities over time. By
performing a least squares fit to the equation:

log(𝑍/Z⊙) = 𝐶 log10 (𝑀★/M⊙ − 7) + 𝑍7 , (1)

we find the values presented in Table 2 for the slope 𝐶 and the
offset 𝑍7. We only included the central galaxies of the target haloes
with 𝑀★ > 105.3 M⊙ . The slope decreases slightly over time from
0.42 at 𝑧 = 8 to 0.35 at 𝑧 = 3. These values are similar to those
found in Ma et al. (2016) for the FIRE suite, which used a redshift-
independent slope of 0.4 for general fits. According to their Figure
4, the slope for 𝑧 = 3 is slightly smaller, and for 𝑧 = 6 , it is slightly
larger than this fiducial value. The offset 𝑍7 generally increases over
time. It is important to note that we used a very limited number of
fitting points, particularly at high redshift. We could enhance the
sampling size by including satellite galaxies and additional haloes
within the high-resolution regions. However, this could introduce
a bias, as satellite galaxies can have systematically different stellar
mass - stellar metallicity relations (e.g. Pasquali et al. 2010; Gallazzi
et al. 2021).

Our results compare well with observational constraints from the
VANDELS survey (Cullen et al. 2019) and individual measurements
with JWST. The latter shows, in general, a larger scatter than we
observe in our simulations. For 𝑀★ > 106 M⊙ , our results are also
compatible with local measurements of dwarf galaxies within the
local group (Kirby et al. 2013), which is expected if they form the
majority of their stars during the EoR. At the high mass end we
predict similar values as those from the FiBY-XL simulation (we
use the values presented in Cullen et al. 2019). The SIMBA (Davé
et al. 2019) simulation shows slightly lower metallicities (we use
again the values from Cullen et al. 2019) while FLARES (Wilkins
et al. 2023) overpredicts the metallicity. As discussed in Wilkins
et al. (2023), this discrepancy can be partially attributed to an alpha
enhancement of stars in the early universe. The Millenium TNG
simulation (Pakmor et al. 2023; Kannan et al. 2023) and the original
thesan-1 simulation, show significantly higher stellar metallicities
with minimal redshift evolution. We also compared our results to
those of the FIRE suite (Ma et al. 2016), which explored a much larger
parameter space than the other studies using zoom-in simulations.
After rescaling their results from Z⊙ = 0.02 to Z⊙ = 0.0127, we still
find around 0.4dex higher metallicities in our simulations at 𝑧 = 3.
Jeong et al. (2025) reported significantly larger metallicities in their
zoom-in simulations, particularly at high redshifts. This could be
explained by their larger yields stemming from an explicit Pop III
stellar evolution model. Although we only show the result from one
of their simulations, the slope remains similar to our results up to a
stellar mass of 107 M⊙ .

As a next step, we present in Fig. 3 the metallicity and age distri-
bution of all stars found in the target haloes at redshift 𝑧 = 3. The
more massive haloes show a continuous evolution of star formation
and stellar metallicity, whereas the smallest one shows artefacts of a
more bursty star formation history (see the companion paper Shen et
al. 2025 for a more detailed discussion of the star formation history).
On average, younger stars tend to be more metal-rich, and the max-
imum metallicity increases with halo mass. This can be attributed
to the deeper gravitational potential of more massive haloes, which
reduces the efficiency of supernovae blowing enriched gas out of the
halo, ultimately leading to a higher star formation efficiency (e.g. Ki-
tayama & Yoshida 2005; Whalen et al. 2008). In our simulations, all
target haloes contain a population of extremely metal-poor stars that
can form until redshift 𝑧 = 5, shortly after the end of reionization.
Following this period, the minimum metallicity rapidly increases to
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Figure 2. The stellar mass (within twice the stellar half mass radius) - stellar metallicity (within the stellar half mass radius) relation for the central galaxies
of all target haloes at different redshifts. We always choose the highest resolution run for each halo. We compare our results with the following cosmological
simulations: FiBY (Paardekooper et al. 2015), SIMBA (Davé et al. 2019), FLARES (Wilkins et al. 2023), FIRE (Ma et al. 2016), the simulation E001 from
Jeong et al. (2025), MilleniumTNG (Pakmor et al. 2023; Kannan et al. 2023), and thesan-1 (Kannan et al. 2022; Garaldi et al. 2024). We also add observational
results from the VANDELS survey (Cullen et al. 2019), photometry-only data from JWST (Furtak et al. 2023; Robertson et al. 2023) and spectroscopically
confirmed data (Wang et al. 2023; Tacchella et al. 2023a; Curti et al. 2024; Carniani et al. 2024; Curtis-Lake et al. 2023) as well as data from dwarf galaxies
within the local group (Kirby et al. 2013). Our results compare well with FiBY and the VANDELS survey. The observational results from JWST show a larger
scatter than our results, though especially the spectroscopically confirmed objects agree on average with our simulation. However, they lie rather on the lower
end of the metallicity. This could be explained by the typically higher redshift of the observations compared to our data points at the same stellar mass. Jeong
et al. (2025) finds a higher metallicity than our results in their simulation, especially when considering their higher redshift. This could be explained by their
different feedback model, especially their specific Pop III star formation model with higher metal yields. We find consistently higher metallicities than FIRE for
𝑀★/M⊙ > 105. Nevertheless, the slope between FIRE and our simulations is very similar.

≈ 10−4 Z⊙ , which is the maximum metallicity used in other sim-
ulations to define Pop III stars. The minimum redshift for Pop III
star formation would move to 𝑧 ≈ 4.5 for this less strict criterion.
We note that the value of 10−4 Z⊙ aligns with the self-consistently
established metallicity floor found in simulations that directly model
Pop III stars (e.g. Brauer et al. 2025). Most other studies analyzing
Pop III star formation at lower redshift ended before the end of reion-
ization, e.g. at 𝑧 = 7 (Xu et al. 2016; Jaacks et al. 2019) or 𝑧 = 6
(Johnson et al. 2013) and were unable to track the end of Pop III
star formation. A notable exception is Liu & Bromm (2020a), which
found a continuous but decreasing Pop III star formation until 𝑧 = 4.
However, this study’s lack of radiative transfer does not enable it to
self-consistently model reionization, which may explain the absence
of a significant decline in the Pop III star formation rate density
(SFRD) while reionization progresses.

For a more quantitative analysis, we present the birth mass fraction
of each stellar population as a function of age in Fig. 4. More massive
haloes typically exist in over-dense regions with earlier structure

formation, which leads to an earlier onset of star formation (Regan
2023). This trend can also be seen in our simulations. Star formation
begins around redshift 𝑧 ≈ 24 (136 Myr), which is slightly later than
the canonical value of 𝑧 ≈ 30 for the start of Pop III star formation
(Klessen & Glover 2023). This discrepancy can be explained by our
lower resolution, which is used to simulate the most massive target
haloes and does not allow us to fully resolve the earliest minihaloes
capable of forming stars. Feedback from the first stars pollutes their
birth halo with metals and leads to the formation of the first enriched
Pop II stars at 𝑧 = 21 (168 Myr), similar to 𝑧 ≈ 22 as found in
Brauer et al. (2025). Pop II star formation starts to dominate in most
target haloes around redshift 12 to 18, with an earlier transition in
the more massive haloes due to the higher star formation rates. In
the more massive halo, we also observe a transition to Pop I star
formation at 𝑧 ≈ 6 − 7. Nonetheless, all haloes show a consistent
formation of Pop III stars down to redshift 5. The timing of the
transition to Pop II dominated star formation is consistent with small
box simulations (e.g. 𝑧 ≈ 17, Sarmento et al. 2018; Brauer et al. 2025)
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Figure 3. We show a histogram of the birth mass of all stellar particles that can be found in three high-resolution haloes at redshift 𝑧 = 3 as a function of their
birth redshift and metallicity normalized by the solar metallicity. All haloes show a continuous formation of Pop III stars (Z < 10−6 Z⊙) until the end of the
epoch of reionization (𝑧 ≈ 5 − 5.5). On average, metal-rich stars can be found in larger haloes and are born at lower redshift. Fig. A1 contains the data for the
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Figure 4. The birth mass fraction of different stellar populations as a function of the birth redshift. We averaged the results over 100 Myr and used the birth mass
of the star particles. We only consider stars in the target halo at 𝑧 = 3, but they can be born outside of it. Pop III star formation dominates at high redshift, and
only in the most massive halo do we find a transition to Pop I star formation before redshift 𝑧 = 3. Nevertheless, we can find Pop III stars formed at the end of
the EoR at 𝑧 = 5 − 6 in all haloes. Fig. A2 contains the data for the remaining 11 target haloes.

and large box simulations (e.g. 𝑧 ≈ 13, Venditti et al. 2023). However,
the exact timing also depends on the critical transition metallicity.
To quantitatively compare with previous studies, we would need
global star formation rate densities for different stellar populations.
In our case, these can be computed in the high-resolution regions;
however, those regions are biased and would exhibit a similar spread
in transition times as the target haloes. Estimates for global star
formation rates can be obtained by a detailed comparison with the
same regions in the parent box, as Kannan et al. (2025) did for
other properties, such as the galaxy stellar mass function or the UV
luminosity function. This analysis will be included in an upcoming
paper.

By tracing the target halo back in time, we calculate the number

of stars found in its satellites as a function of redshift. For each snap-
shot, we classify the location of each star particle within the target
halo, more precisely whether it can be found in the central subhalo,
in a smaller subhalo (satellite), or it is not bound to any subhalo.
The latter case involves only a negligible number of particles. To
calculate the satellite fraction for stars, we use their initial birth mass
rather than their current mass. While this approach neglects mass
loss from stellar feedback, particularly from supernovae, it reduces
the dependence of our results on assumptions about the IMF for Pop
III stars. The satellite fraction can significantly increase during merg-
ers before the two main subhaloes merge since the central galaxy of
the smaller halo is identified as a satellite. This can be seen in Fig. 5
for the simulation m12.6_4x at e.g. 𝑧 ≈ 5. Pop I star formation re-
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initial birth mass of stars to calculate mass fractions to reduce the impact of a Pop III IMF.

quires a sufficiently massive halo, as we have seen before in Fig. 4.
Consequently, only during major mergers can a significant number
of Pop I stars be found in satellites. Pop II stars can form in smaller
haloes and, therefore, can also end up in satellite galaxies during
minor mergers, as e.g. seen in m12.6_4x in Fig. 5. These stars are the
primary component of the smaller haloes and are generally located
in the central part of those haloes. Pop III stars only form in the
smallest haloes and are therefore more likely to be found in satellites.
A closer inspection of the radial mass profiles shows that they are
less concentrated than the other populations, with young Pop III stars
often located on the outskirts of galaxies. If any Pop III stars with
masses below 0.8 M⊙ survive to the present time, they are likely to
be predominantly found in dwarf satellite galaxies (consistent with
e.g. Magg et al. 2018) or within the galactic halo (Hartwig et al.
2015).

4 HOW DO METAL-POOR STARS FORM?

As discussed in the previous section, pristine gas can form Pop III
stars until the end of reionization. In this section, we will analyze the
evolution of pristine gas around the target haloes to better understand
the formation mechanisms and birth sites of these stars. Additionally,
we will trace the Pop III stars back to their birth haloes.

4.1 The evolution of the gas phase

We start our analysis of the gas phase by calculating phase space dia-
grams for the target haloes at different redshifts. We show in Fig. 6 the
averaged diagrams for the full halo gas and the pristine gas. The full
gas within the target haloes shows a complex pattern, spanning five
orders of magnitude in temperature and eight in density. Especially at
lower redshift, we observe a concentration of gas at𝑇 ≈ 104 K, which
corresponds to the temperature above which atomic hydrogen cool-
ing becomes efficient. We also find cool, low-density gas (𝑇 < 103 K,
𝑛H < 0.1 cm−3) that is shielded by denser gas; however, the fraction
of this gas substantially decreases after 𝑧 = 7. Without self-consistent
radiative transfer but with a uniform UV background, this gas would

almost instantaneously become ionized and heated (Zier et al. 2025).
Almost no gas can be found below the redshift-dependent temper-
ature of the CMB given by 𝑇CMB (𝑧) = (1 + 𝑧) 𝑇CMB,0, where the
present temperature is TCMB,0 = 2.726 K (Fixsen 2009). We note
that all simulations use a temperature floor of 12 K, which becomes
relevant at lower redshift. Within the haloes, we also find relatively
dense and hot gas (𝑇 > 104.5 K), which has recently been heated by
supernovae or structure formation shocks. The low metallicity gas
that has the potential to form Pop III stars occupies only a small por-
tion of the phase diagram and adheres to a relatively strict relationship
between temperature and density. Our conservative metallicity crite-
rion for Pop III star formation explains this, as any interaction with
metal-enriched stellar ejecta from supernovae or stellar winds would
move the gas metallicity above this condition. Consequently, the
only available heating mechanisms are associated with the accretion
shock and the interaction with the radiation field. Even the densest
low metallicity gas reaches only a minimum temperature of 200 K,
which corresponds to the minimum temperature achievable through
molecular hydrogen cooling (Greif 2015). We find star-forming, low-
metallicity gas only at 𝑧 = 7 and 𝑧 = 9. Further analysis reveals that
this gas is mostly found in subhaloes (satellite galaxies) rather than
in the central galaxy.

To better understand the birthplaces of Pop III stars, we analyse
the high-resolution gas outside of the target halo, specifically within
a comoving distance of three times the virial radius of the target halo
at redshift 𝑧 = 3. For each low metallicity gas cell (𝑍 < 10−6 Z⊙),
we check the mass of its parent halo and define the intergalactic
medium (IGM) as all gas outside of any halo. For the gas that is not
part of the IGM and the target halo, we introduce several bins based
on the mass of their parent halo. In Fig. 7, we show the temporal
evolution of the mass of all low-metallicity gas, as well as the mass
of high-density low-metallicity gas, which we define by using the
same density threshold 𝑛H = 10 cm−3 as used for star formation.
This gas represents a superset of the gas which is allowed to form
stars since the latter one is additionally Jeans unstable. Most of the
low-metallicity gas in all simulations can be found in the IGM and
low-mass haloes with masses below 107 M⊙ . This gas continues to
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Figure 6. Phase diagram of gas in the three target haloes at four different redshifts. The first row shows all gas while the second one only shows pristine gas
(𝑍 < 10−6 Z⊙). We averaged the relative fractions of all three haloes in each bin and introduced the abbreviations S0 (m12.6_4x), S1 (m10.8_8x) and S2
(m9.3_16x) for easier display. In the second row we state the total mass of pristine gas within each halo at the specific redshift. The full gas shows a complex
structure with a concentration of gas at T ≈ 104 K, the temperature at which atomic cooling becomes efficient. The pristine gas is confined to a small region in
the phase space that corresponds to recently accreted gas and is almost fully removed at 𝑧 = 3. Only for 𝑧 > 5, we find star-forming, pristine gas.

exist until the end of our simulations at redshift 𝑧 = 3, but its amount
decreases over time due to metal enrichment. The presence of large
reservoirs of pristine gas in minihaloes and the IGM is consistent
with previous studies; e.g. Wise et al. (2012) found almost pristine
haloes below 𝑀halo ≈ 107.3 M⊙ at 𝑧 = 7 and Liu & Bromm (2020b)
found a volume filling fraction of only 2% at 𝑧 = 4 of enriched
gas with 𝑍 > 10−4 Z⊙ in a cosmological box. However, detailed
quantitative comparisons would require full cosmological boxes, as
the regions around the target haloes can be biased. In our simulations,
the pristine gas in the IGM does not reach the densities necessary
for star formation; instead, Pop III star formation is dominated by
haloes below 109 M⊙ . In haloes with masses below 107 M⊙ , a smaller
fraction of low-metallicity gas reaches higher densities, which can
be explained by the lower efficiency of molecular hydrogen cooling
in very small haloes (Glover 2012).

4.2 Origin of Pop III stars in the target halo

To identify the birth sites of Pop III stars, we trace all stars found in
the target haloes at redshift 𝑧 = 3 back to the first snapshot after they
formed. By neglecting potential mergers that may occur between the
time of the snapshot and the actual star formation, we can effectively
determine each star’s birth halo and subhalo. This approximation
is justified by the high temporal resolution of the snapshot files,
which are taken approximately every 10 Myr. In Fig. 8, we show the
mass distribution of subhaloes in which the three stellar populations
formed. Generally, Pop I stars form in more massive subhaloes than
Pop II stars, which is a direct consequence of the first one’s later
formation time and their preferred formation in the central galaxy.
Efficient Pop I star formation requires a minimum subhalo mass

of 1010 M⊙ − 1011 M⊙ . In comparison, Pop II stars show a broader
mass distribution and can even form in enriched minihaloes, although
their peak formation occurs at ≈ 1010 M⊙ . Pop III stars behave quite
differently, forming in subhaloes with typical masses ranging from
106.5 M⊙ to 108 M⊙ . The lower mass limit, which is smaller in the
better-resolved m9.3_16x simulation, shows some resolution depen-
dency. This behaviour is expected, as in the m12.6_4x simulation,
the smallest star-forming haloes are only resolved by a few hundred
DM particles. The exact lower boundary for star formation is a func-
tion of the local Lyman-Werner radiation background, which varies
with redshift (e.g. Greif & Bromm 2006), and the relative streaming
velocity between DM and baryons. Without radiation, the minimum
estimates are ≈ 106 M⊙ (Fialkov et al. 2013; Kulkarni et al. 2021;
Klessen & Glover 2023) at 𝑧 = 10. However, strong radiation can
raise this limit to 107 M⊙ (O’Shea & Norman 2008). Thus, our lower
limit is consistent with other studies and analytical estimates (Glover
2012). The upper limit for Pop III star formation below 𝑧 = 8 co-
incides with the transition to atomic cooling haloes, occurring at
masses between 5× 107 M⊙ and 108 M⊙ at 𝑧 < 10 (see equations in
Hummel et al. 2012; Hartwig et al. 2022). These haloes are more ef-
ficient at forming stars due to additional cooling provided by atomic
hydrogen. They may also be sites for the formation of massive black
hole seeds through the direct collapse of pristine gas, which is not
incorporated into our model. The birth halo mass distribution of Pop
III stars closely resembles the subhalo distribution, although the peak
is slightly shifted to larger masses. This shift occurs primarily due to
the inclusion of smaller subhaloes and unbound material in the halo
mass calculation. A tail also extends to halo masses of 1010 M⊙ even
for the lower redshift bin, which is caused by Pop III star formation
in satellite galaxies.
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We also calculated the distribution of distances to the centre of the
target halo at the formation time of stellar particles and normalised
it with the virial radius at this time. We use all stellar particles found
at 𝑧 = 3 in the target halo and present the results in Fig. 9. Pop I stars
tend to form near the centre of the target halo, while the concentration
of Pop II stars varies with halo mass. In smaller haloes, which are Pop
II dominated even at lower redshift, they form more concentrated.

However, in the most massive halo, Pop II stars predominantly form
outside the virial radius. In this situation, several progenitors of the
target halo can form Pop II stars, leading to a higher fraction of this
stellar population forming ex-situ. Pop III stars below redshift 𝑧 = 9
exclusively form outside the virial radius and are later accreted by the
target halo. This offset is also observable in the visualization Fig. 1
and as we discuss in section 5.2, it is also consistent with potential
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virial radius, while Pop III stars after 𝑧 = 9 (magenta and orange line) form almost exclusively outside the virial radius. The data for the remaining 11 target
haloes can be found in Fig. A4.

observations of Pop III dominated systems at lower redshift (Vanzella
et al. 2023a; Wang et al. 2024; Maiolino et al. 2024).

5 DISCUSSION

5.1 Comparison with theoretical studies

Theoretical studies of Pop III star formation can be categorized into
two main categories. The first category focuses on the detailed forma-
tion processes of these stars during the period when they dominated
the cosmic star formation rate (typically at 𝑧 > 11). These stud-
ies examine the internal properties of minihaloes and the conditions
necessary for star formation (e.g. Smith et al. 2015; Kulkarni et al.
2021; Liu et al. 2022; Kiyuna et al. 2023; Lenoble et al. 2024; Correa
Magnus et al. 2024; Smith et al. 2024). Some studies in this category
also attempt to resolve an IMF using a zoom-in approach (Hirano
et al. 2015; Stacy et al. 2016). The second category of studies aims
to understand the statistical properties of Pop III star formation using
cosmological boxes. Our study falls into the second category, but we
use a zoom-in approach that allows for higher resolution, although
this choice prevents us from directly obtaining the cosmic-averaged
star formation rate density.

Venditti et al. (2023) analyzed eight cosmological simulations
from Di Cesare et al. (2023), which were performed using the dusty-
Gadget code in a volume of 50h−1cMpc with a DM/gas mass of
3.53 × 107h−1 M⊙ /5.56 × 106h−1 M⊙ per particle. These simula-
tions utilized an effective equation of state model (Springel & Hern-
quist 2003) and incorporated a cosmological dust model but did not
include radiative transfer. They found continuous Pop III star forma-
tion until the end of the EoR (𝑧 ≈ 6 − 8), typically occurring at the
outskirts of metal-enriched regions or isolated pristine gas clouds.

Jaacks et al. (2018, 2019) performed simulations using the GIZMO
code in a box with a side length of 4h−1cMpc and DM/gas-particle
mass 4.31 × 104h−1 M⊙ / 9.64 × 103h−1 M⊙ until 𝑧 = 7.5. They
did not include radiative transfer but used different feedback models
for Pop III and Pop II stars. They found continuous Pop III star
formation until the end of their simulation, mainly dominating in
haloes with total masses less than 109 M⊙ . Liu & Bromm (2020a,b)
performed similar simulations using GIZMO in a box with a side

length of 4h−1cMpc and DM/gas-particle mass 5.2 × 104h−1 M⊙
/ 9.4 × 103h−1 M⊙ until 𝑧 = 4. They found continuous Pop III
star formation until the end of their simulation, with more massive
haloes dominating at this later redshift with 𝑀halo ≈ 1010 M⊙ . Pop
III stars at later times tend to form preferentially at the outskirts
of these haloes. Discrepancies between these simulations and our
simulations could be attributed to our more accurate treatment of
reionization and the self-consistent formation of supernova-driven
winds in our simulations compared to their model based on Springel
& Hernquist (2003). The latter point can lead to more efficient metal
mixing within haloes.

Yajima et al. (2022, 2023) performed a zoom-in simulation of a
region of size 3h−1cMpc with gas particle resolution of 7.9×103 M⊙
until 𝑧 = 9.5. They found that galaxies with lower stellar masses tend
to have a higher fraction of Pop III stars. Galaxies with stellar masses
𝑀★ < 105 M⊙ are found to contain a significant fraction of Pop
III stars (more than 10%) at redshift 𝑧 = 10. Additionally, in larger
haloes, regions of recent Pop III star formation are observed to be
spatially separated from Pop II dominated regions and typically occur
in recently accreted minihaloes.

The Renaissance project (O’Shea et al. 2015) performed zoom-
in simulations using the ENZO code in regions of varying cosmic
densities. Xu et al. (2016) specifically analyzed the void simulation
with a volume of 220.5 cMpc3, which used a DM particle mass of
2.9 × 104 M⊙ and was evolved until 𝑧 = 7.6. They found continuous
Pop III star formation in haloes with mass between 5 × 107 M⊙
and 108 M⊙ . In smaller haloes, star formation was suppressed due
to Lyman-Werner radiation from nearby neighbours, while metal
enrichment was ineffective in polluting the cores of these smaller
haloes.

The THESAN-HR project (Borrow et al. 2023) performed a sim-
ulation in a box of side length 4cMpc with DM/gas particle mass
of 6.03 × 104h−1 M⊙ / 1.13 × 104h−1 M⊙ using the original the-
san setup. They also found Pop III star formation until the end of
reionization, though they used the ISM model from Springel & Hern-
quist (2003) and no Lyman-Werner radiation transport. Pakmor et al.
(2022) reported Pop III star formation extending even down to 𝑧 = 0
in the IllustrisTNG simulations, although they did not resolve the
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multiphase ISM structure and relied on the model from Springel &
Hernquist (2003).

Overall, all these previous works predict low Pop III star forma-
tion rates at lower redshift, typically occurring in smaller haloes
or at the outskirts of larger haloes, particularly in recently accreted
minihaloes. These general trends agree with our results. The exact
end point of Pop III star formation is unclear, and it likely depends
on the exact implementation of reionization, stellar feedback, and
metal mixing. In our study, the fraction of dense, primordial gas sig-
nificantly drops during reionization, which implies that Pop III star
formation also ends around the end of the EoR. Our high-resolution,
explicit multiphase ISM model with self-consistent outflows, dust
model, radiative transfer including Lyman-Werner radiation, and dif-
ferent cosmological environments make our simulation one of the
most advanced larger-scale Pop III star formation simulations. Nev-
ertheless, some potentially important physical effects are missing, as
discussed in section 5.3.

5.2 Comparison with observational studies

The lack of a clear observation of Pop III stars significantly compli-
cates the comparison of existing observations with our simulations.
However, there are observational indications from JWST that could
be attributed to Pop III stars or their direct descendants. Our study
does not allow for the prediction of the physical properties of individ-
ual Pop III stars. Instead, it suggests the ongoing formation of Pop III
stars until 𝑧 = 5, particularly in haloes with masses 𝑀halo < 1010 M⊙ .

Welch et al. (2022) discovered a highly lensed star at a redshift of
𝑧 = 6± 0.2 (Vanzella et al. 2023b). This star resides in a galaxy with
a stellar mass of 𝑀★ ≈ 3 × 107 M⊙ , suggesting a lower mass limit
for the halo of 109 M⊙ (Schauer et al. 2022). While this finding is
consistent with our simulations, the probability of it being a Pop III
star remains relatively low (Schauer et al. 2022).

Another important indicator for Pop III stars are metal-poor but
strong HeII-emission systems, which depend on the higher expected
surface temperature of Pop III stars compared to Pop II stars (Venditti
et al. 2024b). Vanzella et al. (2023a) observed at 𝑧 = 6.639 a potential
Pop III system with stellar mass 𝑀★ < 104 M⊙ , Maiolino et al.
(2024) found at 𝑧 = 10.6 a potential Pop III complex of size 𝑀★ =

2 − 2.5 × 105 M⊙ at a distance of around 2 kpc from its host galaxy
GN-z11 (Jiang et al. 2021; Tacchella et al. 2023b) with stellar mass
𝑀★ ≈ 8×108 M⊙ , Wang et al. (2024) identified at 𝑧 ≈ 8.2 a potential
Pop III cluster of mass 𝑀★ = (7.8 ± 1.4) × 105 M⊙ at a distance of
around 1 kpc of the main galaxy, and Fujimoto et al. (2025) found a
potential Pop III galaxy candidate at 𝑧 ≈ 6.5 with a stellar mass of
≈ 105 M⊙ .

These systems are thought to contain not only Pop III stars but
also enriched stars. These observations support the prediction that
Pop III star formation at lower redshifts occurs in smaller haloes or
satellite galaxies with a spatial offset from the central galaxy. A more
detailed comparison of stellar masses would require an explicit model
for the evolution of Pop III stars. Such a model would enhance our
understanding of the transition from Pop III to Pop II stars and help
estimate the timeframe in which Pop III star formation can dominate
within individual haloes.

5.3 Caveats

The simulations presented in this paper include most of the rele-
vant physical processes for Pop III star formation, including molec-
ular hydrogen chemistry, radiative transfer including Lyman-Werner

radiation and a sufficiently high resolution to resolve the smallest
star-forming haloes of ∼ 106 M⊙ . The latter two points are crucial
because our simulation self-consistently models the escape fraction
of LW photons eliminating the need to assume a simplified, uniform
LW background. However, some physical processes relevant for Pop
III star formation are either absent or not well-constrained in our
simulations.

For instance, we do not account for the relative streaming velocity
between baryons and dark matter in the early universe. This streaming
velocity may reduce the overdensity in small haloes and decays as ∝
(𝑧+1). It primarily affects the smallest haloes, thus shifting the critical
halo mass for Pop III star formation to higher values. Generally, this
effect is relevant for halo masses below 𝑀halo ≈ 107 M⊙ (Schauer
et al. 2021), which dominate our late-time Pop III star formation.

Additionally, our chemical network does not include deuterium,
particularly molecular HD. These molecules have a non-zero dipole
moment and allow cooling below ≈ 100 K (Nagakura & Omukai
2005). It requires external Lyman Werner radiation or a massive halo
(Nishĳima et al. 2024) to be efficient. The reduced temperature would
lower the Jeans length, potentially leading to earlier star formation
in our model. As we have shown in Fig. 8, Pop III stars form at
𝑧 < 8 in subhaloes with masses below 108 M⊙ , which we expect
to be minimally affected by HD cooling. Nonetheless, HD cooling
could be significant in more massive haloes at higher redshifts.

In our simulations, we use an initial free electron fraction of 10−6,
which is lower than the residual one of ≈ 10−4 expected after recom-
bination (Galli & Palla 1998). This reduced number of free electrons
results in a less efficient formation of molecular hydrogen in mini-
haloes, potentially shifting the formation of Population III stars to
larger halo masses (Latif & Khochfar 2025). This is especially im-
portant at high redshift when there are no external sources present to
partially ionize the gas. This could also explain the shift to lower birth
halo masses for Pop III stars at lower redshift, as shown in Fig. 8.

Lyman-Werner radiation can travel through the neutral IGM due to
its low opacity below 13.6eV (Haiman et al. 2000). As a consequence,
shortly after the formation of the first Pop III stars, an extragalactic
LW background forms (Incatasciato et al. 2023), which can dissociate
molecular hydrogen in minihaloes, preventing them from cooling
(Haiman et al. 1997). Atomic cooling haloes with 𝑀halo > 107 M⊙
are less sensitive to the LW background, as they have additional
cooling channels involving atomic hydrogen, which allows them to
reach higher initial densities. Only a powerful local source would
be able to prevent them entirely from molecular hydrogen cooling
(e.g. Regan et al. 2017). Our simulations include local LW sources
self-consistently, and most of the Pop III star formation happens in
haloes with 𝑀halo > 107 M⊙ . Nevertheless, we stress that we only
inject radiation in the UV bins as a boundary condition and no LW
radiation. Including an LW background would slightly reduce the
Pop III star formation rate, though it might be shifted to a lower
redshift as haloes surpass the atomic cooling limit.

Our simulations rely on numerical diffusion and assume perfect
mixing of metals within resolution elements. Sarmento et al. (2017)
demonstrated that incorporating a subgrid model for metal mixing
based on local turbulence can enhance the Pop III star formation rate
by up to a factor of 4. This is achieved by allowing gas cells to contain
a fraction of pristine gas, even if they are already polluted on average.
In a more recent study, Sarmento & Scannapieco (2022) reported an
even greater impact from the subgrid mixing model, up to a factor of
10. They attributed this to their lower resolution compared to their
earlier work. However, their use of an AMR grid code makes it nearly
impossible to directly compare our resolutions. Nevertheless, at least
the dark matter resolution in our lowest resolution simulations is
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comparable to that in Sarmento et al. (2017). Further investigation
into the influence of a subgrid mixing model on our setup will be
valuable for quantitative comparisons.

The main limitation of our model is the absence of an explicit Pop
III stellar evolution model that accounts for their top-heavy IMF and
stronger stellar feedback. Klessen & Glover (2023) showed using the
Geneva code (Eggenberger et al. 2008) that Pop III stars can generate
about 100 times more hydrogen-ionizing photons per baryon, with
even larger ratios for helium-ionizing photons. This increased photon
production at early times has the potential to escape the host halo,
ionizing the neighbouring IGM and thereby inhibiting star formation
in that region at later times.

6 SUMMARY

In this paper, we analyzed the metallicity distribution of newborn
stars using zoom-in simulations from the thesan-zoom project,
which includes 14 target haloes spanning a mass range from
1.5 × 108 M⊙ to 9 × 1012 M⊙ at redshift 𝑧 = 3. The high mass
resolution allows us to resolve the smallest star-forming haloes with
𝑀halo ≈ 106 M⊙ by 1500 dark matter particles in our highest reso-
lution simulations. The simulations incorporate essential processes
for understanding star formation, such as a multiphase ISM model,
on-the-fly radiative transfer, including Lyman-Werner radiation, a
self-consistent large-scale radiation field from the parent cosmologi-
cal box as a boundary condition, dust physics, and a non-equilibrium
primordial chemistry network that includes molecular hydrogen.

Generally, younger stars and those in more massive haloes tend
to be more metal-rich on average. This trend arises from the more
efficient formation of stars at earlier cosmic times, leading to greater
metal enrichment in the ISM. We observe a transition from Pop III to
Pop II stars in the star formation history between redshift 𝑧 = 18 and
𝑧 = 12, which varies as a function of halo mass; the transition occurs
later in less massive haloes. Only haloes with 𝑀halo > 8 × 1010 M⊙
at redshift 𝑧 = 3 are capable of producing Pop I stars at that time.

In our simulations, we observe the formation of Pop III stars un-
til 𝑧 ≈ 5, coinciding with the end of reionization. In section 4, we
focused on the evolution of pristine gas and the formation of Pop
III stars. We find that the IGM surrounding the target haloes con-
tains most of the pristine gas. High-density pristine gas can be found
in haloes ranging from 106 M⊙ to 109 M⊙ surrounding the target
haloes. During reionization, these haloes lose their dense gas due to
photoevaporation and eventually merge with the target halo. Conse-
quently, most Pop III star particles can be located in small satellite
galaxies within the target haloes at lower redshifts.

In an upcoming paper, we will simulate some haloes using an ex-
plicit Pop III star formation model that accounts for their top-heavy
IMF, stronger feedback per baryon, and higher metal yields. This will
allow us to study the transition from Pop III to Pop II star formation
in the minihaloes we found in our simulations. Understanding this
transition is crucial for estimating the likelihood of discovering Pop
III-dominated systems at lower redshifts. Additionally, we intend to
calculate the global star formation rate densities (SFRD) for the differ-
ent stellar populations. Our simulations’ extended zoom-in regions,
particularly at higher redshifts, enable a straightforward estimation
in various environments. We will compare our results with those
from the full thesan-1 box to determine the equivalent SFRD for the
entire thesan-1 simulation. We will also further study the properties
of the more massive atomic cooling haloes shown in Fig. 8, that form
Pop III stars and may serve as potential sites for massive black hole
formation. A particular area of interest will be whether delayed star

formation is driven by external radiation or dynamic heating (e.g.
Yoshida et al. 2003; Wise et al. 2019; Mayer et al. 2024).
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APPENDIX A: ADDITIONAL PLOTS PER HALO

For a clearer representation, we focused on three representative
haloes in the main body of this paper. This Appendix displays the
main data for the remaining haloes of the thesan-zoom project,
which exhibit the same qualitative behaviour. We show in Fig. A1
the stellar age-metallicity relation, in Fig. A2 the temporal evolution
of the mass fraction of different stellar populations, in Fig. A3 the
mass distribution of the birth subhaloes for different stellar popula-
tions, and in Fig. A4 the cumulative mass distribution of different
stellar populations as function of their distance to the centre of the
primary halo at the time of their birth.
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Figure A1. The birth redshift and metallicity of all stars found in the target haloes at redshift 𝑧 = 3 (𝑧 = 6 for the most massive one). All haloes show a
continuous formation of Pop III stars (Z < 10−6 Z⊙) until the end of the epoch of reionization (𝑧 ≈ 5 − 5.5). On average, metal-rich stars can be found in larger
haloes and are born at lower redshift. The results for the remaining haloes can be found in Fig. 3.
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Figure A2. The mass fraction of different stellar populations as a function of the birth redshift. We averaged the results over 100 Myr and used the birth mass of
the star particles. We only consider stars in the target halo at 𝑧 = 3 (𝑧 = 6 for the most massive halo), but they can be born outside of it. This figure is equivalent
to Fig. 4 but contains the additional 11 target haloes.
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Figure A3. The mass distribution of the subhaloes in which different stellar populations are born. We use all stars that can be found at redshift 𝑧 = 3 (𝑧 = 6 the
large halo) in our main haloes. We divided Pop III stars into those born before (green line) and after 𝑧 = 8 (red line) and show additionally their birth halo mass
distribution (dotted lines). Pop I and Pop II stars mostly follow their host halo mass distribution with time, while Pop III stars are almost exclusively formed in
subhaloes < 108 M⊙ . The data for the remaining three haloes can be found in Fig. 8.
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Figure A4. Cumulative mass distribution as a function of distance to the target halo centre at the redshift of birth for different stellar populations and birth
redshift ranges. The distances are normalized by the virial radius of the target halo at the redshift of their birth time. Except for the largest halo that grows through
mergers, Pop I and Pop II stars mostly form within the virial radius, while Pop III stars after 𝑧 = 9 form almost exclusively outside of the virial radius. The data
for the remaining three target haloes can be found in Fig. 9.
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